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Cutcheon, Hopkins, Niedringhaus, mer, 
Dalzell, Houk, Nute, phenson, 
De Haven, Kelley, O'Donnell, Stewart, Vt. 
De Lano, Kennedy, O'Neill, Pa, vers, 
Dingley, Kerr, Iowa Osborne, Stockbridge, 
Dolliver, Ketcham, Owen, Ind. Struble, 
Dorsey, Kinsey, Payne, Sweney, 
Dunnell, Knapp, Payson, Taylor, III. 
Evans, Lacey, Perkins, Taylor, Tenn. 
Farquhar, La Follette, Peters, lor, E. B. 
Finley, Laidlaw, Pickler, Taylor, J. D. 
Flick Lansing, Post, Thomas, 
Flood, t Laws, Pugsley, Thompson, 

Kk. Lehlbach, Quackenbush, Townsend, Colo. 
Gear, Lind, Raines, Townsend, Pa, 
est, Lodge, Randall, Mass. Turner, Kans 

Gifford, Mason, Ray, Vandever, 
Greenhalge, McComas, Reed, Towa. Van Schaick, 
Grosvenor, McCord, Rife, Wade, 
Grout, MeCormick, Rowell, Walker, Mass. 
Hall, McKenna, Russell, Wallace, Mass. 
Hansbrough, MeKinley, Sanford, Wallace, N. Y. 
Harmer, Miles, Sawyer, Watson, 
Haugen, Moffitt, Scranton. Wheeler, Mich. 
3 III. Moore, N. H. Scull, ickham, 
Henderson, lowa Morey, Sherman, Williams, Ohio 
Hermann, Morrill, Smith, Wilson, Ky. 
UI. Morrow, Smyser, ilson, Wash. 
Hitt, Morse, Snider, Yardley, 
NOT VOTING—82. 

Andrew Compton, Haynes. Rockwell, 
Beckwith, Cothran, Hemphill, usk, 
Biggs, 83 Kerr, Pa. Shively, 
Blount, Darlington, Lester, Ga Simonds, 
Brown, J. B. Davidson, 3 Sb Springer, 
Buckalew, Dockery, Milliken, Stewart, Ga. 
Bunn, Dunphy, $ Tucker, 
Butterworth art, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Campbell, Fitch, Peel, Whitthorne, 
Carlisle, Forney, Perry, Wilber, 
aca Fowler, Phelan, Wiley, 

ell, Funston, Quinn, Willeox, 
Catchings, Hatch. Randall, Pa. Wright 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


TheSPEAKER. The question is now upon the resolution submitted 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. CRISP. Iraise the question of consideration. [Cries of Regu- 
lar order!“ on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair declines to entertain the motion, The 
Chair would suggest to the gentleman from Georgia that whatever was 
agreed upon is in the RECORD, and if any mistake has been made in 
stating it the RECORD will show it. If the gentleman from Virginia 
now desires the floor 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Georgia understood the Speaker 
to refuse to entertain his question of consideration on the ground of an 
existing agreement. Now, if the Speaker does not put it on that 
ground 

The SPEAKER. That is only an additional ground. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. CRISP. If the Speaker refuses to entertain the motion I make, 
raising the question of consideration, then I take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—SMITH YS. JACKSON. 


Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned on Sat- 
urday I was referring to the vote of C. M. Messerly. I had given a 
summary of the testimony and I had requested the House to give me 
its attention and listen to the reading of the evidénce bearing upon the 
right of Messerly to vote, so that it might verify the summary I had 
given. My time then was not limited, but now it is, and I must, there- 
fore, on without reading the testimony, and content myself with 
referring all who may desire to read it to page 420 of the record. 

Henry Dye (record, 324, 727) left Jackson County, West Virginia, in 
May, 1888, declaring he was going to Kentucky to live; he wrote back 
from Pike County, Kentucky; he was notseen again until the morning of 
the election, when he seems to have turned up suddenly a full-fledged 
Republican voter, remaining true to his hitherto well defined principles 
which he had uently advocated. 

J. C. Leonard (record, 324), according to the testimony uncontra- 
dicted by any witness, was a married man and went to Kansas in the 
summer of 1888, and then to Kansas City, Mo., where he lived for a 
time; he came back to Mason County, West Virginia, and then to 
Jackson County, 

He had always voted the Republican ticket and advocated Repub- 
lican principles. On the day of election he told his father, who was 
urging him to vote for Jackson, that he could not do so, as he did not 
like the man; that he liked Smith and intended to vote for him. 

John Davis (record, 325, 326, 330, 726) left Jackson County in 1886 
or 1887 with his family, and moved to another (Cabell) county in the 
State, and there located and kepthouse, A short time before the elec- 
tion he broughta sick child to his father’s, in the country, under advice. 
A few days before the election he said he thought he would go to 
Cabell County to vote, but he changed his mind and voted in Jackson, 
from which county he had unquestionably moved a year or more be- 
fore. He was a Republican, his whole family were Republicans, and 
on the day of election, when his vote was challenged, Republicans urged 
his right to vote and Democrats resisted. 


T. G. Hulbert (record, 367, 375, 737) had been absent from West Vir- 
ginia for three years and a half; he was in the West most of the time, 
according to his statements, at Emporia, Kans. ; he returned about two 
months before the election and voted. He affiliated with the Repub- 
lican party, was a strong advocate of Republicanism, and whenever an 
opportunity presented itself he always advocated the Republican party 
as strongly as he could. 

How forcible as an advocate he was the testimony is silent, but one 
thing is certain from the record: he was so strong a Republican as to 
hazard a criminal prosecution in order to vote for his party. 

Edgil Fletcher (record,390,401) was a resident of J: n County, ut 
about two weeks before the election he came to Pleasants County and 
not caring, I presume, to incur the inconvenience of returning to his 
home to vote, if he could vote where lie was visiting, determined to try 
his luck; so, getting into a crowd of enthusiastic Republicans, who 
were quite demonstrative, he marched up to the polls with them and 
voted, and then, in a short time, having completed his visit and served 
his pary by casting an illegal vote, he returned to his domicile in Jack- 
son County. 

Elijah Higgins (record, 376) was a widower, and determining to try 
the sweets of married life again took unto himself another, who by 
name was Joy, and who added to her other attractions a farmin the State 
of Ohio, and Elijah picked up his household goods and his cooper’s tools 
and moved them to his landed estate, which he by courtesy 
at least, I suppose, in the State of Ohio, a short time before the election; 
but before his honeymoon had passed and just before the election he 
returned to hisold haunts in PleasantsCounty, West Virginia, and voted 
his sentiments, which were Republican, and then returned to his newly 
wedded spouse and recently acquired possessions in the great State ot 
Ohio, where he no doubt cast his vote last fall for the late lamented can- 
didate of the Republican party for governor. 

J. Lute, sometimes called Luh (reeord, 403, 404, 405, 406), lived in 
Mason County until about the 16th of October, 1888, when he moved 
his family into Patnam County, and voted there at the election in ques- 
tion. He was always a Republican and claimed a victory for his party 
after the election. 2 

Thomas Burt (record, 419, 420) was a resident of Kanawha Count 
according to his statements prior to the election, and was only seen in 
the county, so far as the evidence shows, a few days before the election 
and left immediately after it. He was a Republican in sentiment and 
went to the polls when he voted in a squad of Republicans. 

John Mitchell (record, 452, 463) married in Illinois, and was living 
there when he voted in Roane County, West Virginia, in November, 
1888. On the night before the election he said he could not vote and 
that he would not go to the election and that he was a citizen of Illinois. 

He was e in a political discussion; said he was a Republican 
and, in the language ofthe witness, was arguing that way. 

Wesley McDonald (record, 453, 457, 458) is conceded to have voted 
illegally for the contestant. 

William Bradshaw (record, 483) moved to Ohio with his family long 
before the election and returned to Wayne County, West Virginia, where 
he voted not more than six months before the election. It appears that 
he had the best reason for changing his residence when he moved to 
Ohio; there were indictments pending against him and he said he moved 
to Ohio to get rid of them. 

He was a Republican, affiliated with Republicans in the campaign 
of 1888, attended all their public meetings, and manifested much inter- 
est in the success of the Republican State and national ticket; yet the 
majority refuse to deduct his vote from Smith. 

H. Sheariffe (record, 505, 513, 543, 549) left Wirt County on the 9th 
day of September, 1888, and went to Tyler County, stating he would 
return if he could make arrangement to buy land; he had never bought 
land and had never returned up to Jnly, 1889, when the depositions 
as to his vote were taken, except to vote on the day of election, and 
then left immediately thereafter. His father-in-law, at whose house 
he made his home while he lived in Wirt County, who was a Repub- 
lican, testified in direct language that he voted the Republican ticket. 

Yet, strange to say, the judicial judgment of the nine distinguished 
gentlemen who made the majority report is that this man was a legal 
voter, or, if not a legal voter, the evidence does not show for whom he 
voted, and they decline to deduct his vote from the contestant, 

Edward Steed, alias Simmon (record, 588, 589, 590, 591, 604), resided 
in a boat tied to the Ohio shore on the day of the election. He had 
lived there, either on the water, with his boat tied to the Ohio sho: 
or propped up on skids when on theshore, from June preceding. Abou 
the 20th day of November, 1888, he moved ont of his boat back on the 
Ohio hills. There is no evidence to show that this man ever lived for 
one hour in West Virginia; yet he voted there (p. 557). 

He was a Republican, affiliated with Republicans, and advocated Re- 
publican doctrines, 

Henry Cunningham is conceded to have been an illegal voter and it 
is further conceded that he voted for the contestant, 

George Anderson (record, 610, 614, 620) moved from Wood County, 
West Virginia, in February, 1888, with his family and household 
to Little Hocking, in Ohio, because, as he said, his wife was former 
from there and preferred to live there. He returned to Wood Coun: 
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in April, 1888, and voted at the fall election. He was a Republican, 
got his ticket from a Republican, started to the A age with it, and stated 
on the day of the election, at the polls, directly after he had cast his 
vote, that he had voted the straight Republican ticket, with the ex- 
ception of the Republican candidate for prosecuting attorney. 

Yet, this is one of the votes which the report of the majority de- 
clares should not be deducted from the vote of the contestant. 

Isracl Taylor (record, 627, 672, 674, 677) lived in one district, ona 
little farm which he owned, and voted in another. This was proved 
by three witnesses. He was traveling over the country taking pictures, 
and, no doubt, finding it more convenient to vote where he happened 
to be on the day of election, he cast his vote in a district where he did 
not live, contrary to the law of West Virginia. 

As to the candidate for whom he voted there can be no controversy; 
as he swore himself, he voted for C. B. Smith. 

Another vote which my distinguished friends of the majority think 
the contestant was entitled to have counted for him. 

Robert Alexander (record, 631, 634, 635, 805) was a clerk for a com- 

ny, doing business in one district while his home and his family had 

for eighteen months in another district. All his property, every- 
thing he had, according to his own testimony, as well as others, was at 
his family home, except the bed in which he slept, a desk, and a table. 

He was a candidate on the Republican ticket and voted, contrary to 
the law of his State, for the contestant according to his own sworn state- 
ment, not where his home, his family, and his domicile were, but where 
he slept five nights out of the week because his business did not permit 
him to spend them with his family. 

He was assessed on his household property and paid his capitation tax 
in the district where his family lived. 

Still another legal vote, in the estimation of the gentlemen of the ina- 

ority. 
I in not say that theirjudgment was warped by the fact that this 
voter was a candidate of the Republican party, notwithstanding the 
distinguished chairman of the committee, in his remarks, was more em- 
phatic and eloquent in his defense of this man’s vote than of any other. 

Oscar Cunningham (record, 643) voted at Parkersburgh. He came 
there 1i April, 1888, from Virginia, as he said. Hesaid further he wasa 


——rxed-hot Republican, and was going to vote the Republican ticket if he 


could, and, after he had voted on the day of the election, at the polls he said 
he voted the Republican ticket; that they tried to stop him, but he got 
herin.” He damned Jackson and was generally demonstrative in his 
lities. 
2 Still another legal vote in the opinion of the gentlemen of the ma- 
ority. 

; William White (record, 645, 648, 656) was a colored man who, after 
traveling around through Georgia and Alabama, came to Wheeling in 
the fall of 1887 from Ohio, which he claimed as his home, shod horses 
at the fair, and returned to Ohio. In the spring of 1888 he made his ap- 
pearancein Parkersburgh, stating he had come from Cleveland, Ohio; he 
voted at the election in controversy, and then left, saying he was going 
back to his home at Massillon, Ohio. 

On the day of the election he stated he had voted the straight Repub- 
lican ticket and didn’t care a damn who knew it, and when it was sug- 
gested that it might cause him trouble he declared he wasn’t afraid of 
anybody and threatened violence if any one troubled him about his vote. 

8 legal vote in the judgment of the gentlemen of the majority. 

R. B. Mussetter (record, 681) was a school-teacher from Ohio, who 
taught school for a few months in Wood County before the election; was 
a stanch Republican, electioneered at the polls for the Republican 
ticket, voted, and from the time his school was out to the time of the 
taking of the depositions in this case was not known by the witness 
who testified, and who was intimate with him, to have been in Wood 
County. 

Tat this vote should not be deducted from the contestant, according 
to the report of the distinguished gentlemen. 

John Parkins or Dobbins (record 698,701), was not only a non-resi- 
dent, but a minor. He was both, according to the uncontradicted tes- 
timony of his uncle; yet he voted, and voted his sentiments, which he 
declared were Republican. 

N. E. Polsen, whose right to vote was contested by the contestant, 
was shown to be an illegal voter, but instead of voting for the contestee 
he testified he voted for the contestant, and the majority report con- 
cedes these facts. 

F. L, Johnson (record, 441, 760) was absent from West Virginia for 
three years, according to one witness. He voted in Ritchie County, 
and stated at the polls, after he voted, he had voted for Smith. An 
effort was made to sustain his vote by the testimony of his father. which 
was a signal failure. Here is his statement on cross-examination: 

I. What is your politics? 

A. Republican. 

2. For whom did your son vote for Congress November 6, 18887 

A. Am not able to say positive. 

8. What is your information? 

A. My information is he voted the Republican ticket. 

4. How did me that? 

A. Because ms to be a Republican, 


5. Did he tell you he was a lican? 
A. Yes; he has told me he was a Republican and was proud of it. 


6. Where is your son now? 
A. He is in 

7. When did he go there? 
A December. 


~ m 

(The two questions last above are objected to by counsel for contestant.) 

8. Had he ever been there before? » 

A. He had. 

9. When did he go there the first time? 

A. In November, 1857, I believe. 

10, How long did he remain there? 

A, Till August, 1888, 

II. Where was he from August, 1888, to November, 1888? 

A. He was at my place; my home and his. 

12. What did he go to Texas the first time for? 

A. He went there to work. 

13. What did he go for the last time? 

A. T suppose he went back because he liked the country and could get work 
there; he went k and went to work. 

14. When will he return? 

A. I nm not abie to say. 

13. Did you know when he intended to rcturn when he was there the first 

time? 

A. He told his ma and me that when he made sufficient money he was coming 
back to marry a wile. 


Here is a direct statement that this young man never intended to re- 
turn to the parental roof; in fact, never intended to return to West 
e 0 except to find a wife, after he had made money enough to sup- 
port her. - 

These votes were held to be illegal by the minority under the well 
known decisions as to what constitutes residence. 

Residence means domicile in all the State statutes in this Union. 
Domicile means home— 


The place where a person has fixed his ordinary dwelling without a present 
intention of removal.— Bouvier. 

The place where a man's property is, where his family is, the place to which 
he goes back from time to time whenever no temporary occasion calls him else- 
where, the domicile of his origin, where the permanent.and ordinary business 
of his life is conducted—that is to the ordinary man the place of his home.— 
Cessna vs. Myers, Forty-second Congress. 

It embraces the fact of residence at s place with the intent to regard it his 
home. The act and intent must concur and the intent may be inferred from 
declarations and conduct.—Lyman vs. Fislec, 5 Peck, 234, 


Here then, Mr. Speaker, are 53 votes, shown to be clearly illegal under 
the rules of evidence, and the evidence is conclusive that they voted for 
the contestant, yet only 9 of them are deducted from the vote of the 
contestant in the report of the majority of the Committee on Elections 
of this House. à 

T have given a summary of the facts proved in all these cases, that it 
may go to the country to be determined by the great jury of the people 
whether these votes should be counted in order to give a seat on this 
floor to a gentleman whose vote may be needed to meet some great 
party exigency; for if these 53 votes only were deducted from Smith’s 
vote Judge Jackson would retain his seat. 

But, sir, these are not all. There are other votes cast beyond a doubt 
for the contestant which were as illegal, though for other reasons, as the 
class of non-residents I have just discussed, and I shall now direct my 
attention to them. 

J will take up first those who were not twenty-one years of age— 
minors: 

C. Wayne: The vote of this young man is conceded by the contestant 
to have been illegal and to have been cast for him. 

William Wix (record, 69, 72, 279, 299) is shown positively to have 
beena minor. It was charged by the contestant that he was a minor 
and that he voted for the contestee, but the evidence disclosed the fact 
that he had voted for the contestant. During the campaign and on the 
day of election he wore a Harrison and Morton cap, and on the morn- 
ing of the election he told his sister he intended to vote the Republican 
ticket, and on the evening of the election he told his mother he had 
voted that ticket. 

J. T. Mooney: The vote cast by this boy is deducted in the report 
of the majority, 

Samnel Gray (record, 443, 444) concluded to marry, and applied 
for a license on the 25th day of February, 1858, and gave his age at 
eighteen years. This is shown by the deposition of the clerk of the 
court whoissued the license and a certified copy of the certificate made 
at the time, as required by law. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], with great emphasis, 
insisted that there was no evidence to show that he was the young man 
to whom the marriage license had been issued, Let us see. 

I will read Samuel Gray’s testimony (page 443): 

Q. What is your name? 

A. Samuel Gray. 

Q. Where do you reside’? 

A. Grant district, Ritchie County, West Virginia. 

Q. Did you vote at the election on November 6, 18887 

A. I did. 

Q. Where? 

A. Glendale precinct, Grant district, Ritchie County, West Virginia. 

Q. For whom did you vote for Congress in the Fourth Congressional district 
of West Virginia? 

A. I voted the Republican ticket; I voted it straight. es 

Q. How long you resided in the county and State next preceding the 
election? 

A. About fifteen years, 

There was no cross-examination. If he had not been the man to whom 
the marriage license bad been issued the contestant could easily have 
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ed that fact when he was on the witness-stand. Why didn't he 
o it? The inference is irresistible that he was the man, or rather boy. 
He testified he voted for Smith. 

H. S. Greathouse and P. S. Greathouse (record 151, 152, 153, 154, 450, 
451,477) are shown by the weight of testimony to have been minors 
when they yoted. That they voted the Republican ticket is beyond a 
doubt.. They were twins, and the testimony of the physician who was 
present at their birth, and who testified, not only from memory but 
from entries in his book made at the time of their birth or immedi- 
ately thereafter, and the record of births in the clerk’s office made by 
an officer of the law from information given presumably by the father 
immediately after their birth, and when the matter was of course fresh 
in bis mind, show that they were born November 27, 1867. So they 
were not twenty-one years of age on the 6th of November, 1888. 

W. H. Mamel (record, 582, 583,594, 597, 637) is the last voter reported 
in the views of the minority as being illegal because a minor and as 
having cast his vote for the contestee. 

What is the evidence? 

That in August, 1888, his father testified in court, on the trial of the 
young man fora misdemeanor, that he would not be twenty-one years of 
age until July or August, 1889, nearly one year after the election. It fur- 
ther appears that this voter was a Republican in sentiment, and a 
witness testifies that on the day of the election he gave him a Republican 
ticket after marking it distinctly: that he told the witness later in the 
day he had voted it, and when the ballots were counted in the even- 
ing the witness was present and saw the marked ballot taken from the 
box and counted. 

Now, it seems to me that more direct and conclusive proof could 
hardly be presented; yet this boy’s vote is held by the majority report 
to be legal, or, if not legal, not proved to have been cast for the con- 
testant. 

There are two votes reported as illegal in the report of the minority 
upon the ground that the voters were paupers. They are the votes of 
Robert Treet and William Lee. 

Treet’s vote is deducted from the contestant in the majority report, 
and it is only necessary for me to say that this man had been for sev- 
eral years a public charge and had been in the poor-house of the county, 
where his wife died. 

William Lee (record, 361, 740) had been receiving aid from the county 
for three years. During the year 1888 he received assistance five or 
six times, the last time two weeks before the election. He was fur- 
nished with provisions, his medical bills were paid, and his child was 
buried at public expense. He was, in thelanguage of the report of the 
distinguished gentlemen of the majority, one who is continuously 
supported in whole or in part ont of funds provided by the public 
authorities for that purpose! —a pauper. 

The voter himself testified that on the day of the election, at the polls, 
he refused to take a Demucratic ticket and declared he would not vote 
a Democratic ticket. This, according to the law laid down by my friends 
across the aisle, was part of the res gestæ, and was admissible to sho that 
he voted the Republican ticket. 

But, strange to say, my friends refused to deduct this vote from the 
contestant. Are they living up to their own law? I think not. 

There are two voters whose votes were challenged by the contestee 
who are regarded as illegal by the minority because they were men of 
unsound mind. They are Frank Batton aud Austin Lafferee. Batton 
(record, 467, 472, 453, 477, 144, 161) was taken to the polls by a Re- 
publican at one voting precinct and his right to vote was urged by Re- 
publicans; he was questioned by the officers of election and could not 
tell the names of any of the candidates, or what they were running for, 
or what was the county seat, or the name of the county in which he 
lived, and he had the expression of an idiot. The officers, Democratic 
and Republican, refused to receive his vote. He then went, or rather I 
presume he was taken by those who had manifested so much interest in 
maintaining his right to vote, to another precinct, where he cast his 
idiotic vote. 

As to the vote of Lafferee an expert and various other witnesses were 
examined, and they all testified that he was a man of unsound mind. 
He was accompanied to the polls by his father, who was a Republican, 
at a former election; his father answered all the questions propounded 
and the commissioners decided he was not a legal voter. In the fall 


of 1888 he voted. His family, his father and brothers, with whom he 


‘lived, were all Republicans, and it can not be a matter of doubt as to 
the ticket he voted. i ' 

John Hall’s vote is conceded to have been illegal and to have been 
east for the contestant. He was a convict. 

Jesse Morris (record, 503, 533, 534) is shown to have voted twice at 
the election in November, 1888, and was a pronounced Republican. 

This now completes the list of illegal votes cast for the contestant, 
66 in number, 

Mr. Speaker, this summary of the testimony upon which the minor- 
ity claim that 66 ill votes are proved, not only re preponder- 
ance of evidence, but beyond a doubt almost, to have been cast for the 
contestant may have been somewhat tedious, but, sir, I was anxious 
that those who are now to pass finally upon the rights of the parties to 
this contest should be possessed of the facts. 


Now, sir, the majority lay down the proposition in their report that 
what a voter said after an election, either as to his qualifications or 
how he voted, or whether he voted, is inadmissible in the absence of 
other testimony on the point.“ 

Let us see whether they have stood by the law as they laid it down 
themselves, Take the case of Michael Holbert. They claim the evi- 
dence shows he voted for the contestee. There was but one witness ex- 
amined, George Page, and I will let his deposition speak for itself. It 
was referred to by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] on Satur- 
day: 

Q. Do you know whether he voted at the last election? 

A. Lonly have his word for it; he said that he voted. P 

Q. Tell all he said about it, 

A. He told me that Tom Anderson filled his ticket—Thomas J, Anderson— 
that was all he said princi * about the ticket. He voted against the consti- 
tutional amendment and for Mr. Jackson; he talked to me a good deal about 
it before, and I am certain he done that. 

What is his politics? 

A. He is a Republican, sir; a pretty strong one. 

Q. When was it he told you this? 

A. He told me this once or twice, and a week or two back. 

Q. When did he first tell you? 

A. I don't think Iever talked tohim since I got this summons to appear here. 
We had some little talk about it when Mr. Granville stout was up to arrest him; 
we talked some that day; I think that was the first time he mentioned it to me. 

Q. Were you summoned by Granville Stout also? 

A. Iwas summoned at the same time he was, There was a young man came 
there and served the summons on me; I have not got it with me, 

Q. Are you positive he told you he voted for Mr. Jackson? And, if so, how did 
he come to say it? 

A. Well, he said it as soon as I got the summons, and he talked about it, and 
said that he voted for Mr. Jackson. 

Q. Then that was after Holbert had been indicted for illegal voting? 

A. It was since Stout was up there to arrest him. 

s And upon cross-examination by the contestant the witness testified as fol- 
ows: 

Q. You had a conversation with him since you were summoned, you say? 

A. I had some conversation with him. 

Q. And he told you in that conversation that he voted for James M, Jackson 
for Congress, did he? 

A, He said he voted for Mr, Jackson. 

Q. Did you have more than one conversation with him? 

A. As to that, I don't think I did. 

Q. You are positive that he told you he voted for James M. Jackson? 

A. He told me that he voted for Mr. Jackson. 

And further this deponent saith not. 


Tf there is one word more in this record which indicates how he voted, 
I challenge the gentlemen to produce it. I assert here most solemnly 
that there is not one syllable more in the 879 pages of this record. There 
is no evidence whatever that he voted for Jackson, or even that he 
voted at all, except his statement long after the election and after he 
had been arrested for illegal voting. The gentlemen have not lived up 
to their own Jaw. 

Take the case of W. A. Palmer, placed among the illegal votes cast 
for the contestee by the distinguished gentlemen. Let the deposition 
of W. H. Hayman (page 97), the only witness upon that point, speak 
for itself: 

Q. State, if you know, how W. A. Palmer voted at said election. 

A. I don’t know how he voted, but he said he voted the Democratic ticket; 
he told me this soon after the day of election. - 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] insists his vote was il- 
legal. That is not the point. Did he vote for Jackson? ‘That is the 
question. 

There is not one line, word, or syllable more in this record to show 
how Palmer voted. If there is, I challenge the production of it. I 
state positively and directly there is not. 

The gentlemen have not lived up to their own law. 


The gentlemen say in their report that Reese Stratton was not far re- 


moved from idiocy, and yet they proceed to count his vote against the con- 
testee upon the mere statement of a witness that this man, not far removed 
from idiocy, said he voted for Jackson (record, 95). Lask most seriously 
are great and important questions such as the high privilege of a seat 
on this floor to be determined upon the statement on the street of one not 
far removed from idiocy? Whereis the man who is willing to have his 
rights settled by a court which will admit as conclusive the mere state- 
ment of almost a born fool, a human being in form, but destitute of 
reason or intellectual power? 

Yet the learned gentlemen composing the majority of the Committee 
on Elections of this House hold, inferentially atleast, that if the result 
af this contest depended upon the vote of Reese Stratton Jackson would 
be unseated ard Smith seated—Jackson sent back to the people who 
elected him and Smith installed in his place upon the statement of 
almost a born fool. What a travesty upon justice! 

T desire to refer to still another instance where the majority deduct 
a vote from Jackson upon a statement made after the election and 
one made before the election—not on the day of the election, not at the 
time of voting or near to it—so as to become part of the res geste, I 
refer to the vote of William Gibson. 

This is another instance in which the gentlemen disregard their own 
proposition of law, and which they declared guided them in their con- 
clusions. 

And, Mr. Speaker, stillanother. John Starcher stated sometime be- 
fore the day of election that he intended to vote for Cleveland and then 
some days after the election he said he had voted the Democratic ticket, 
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and upon these statements the gentlemen proceed to declare the evidence 
sufficient and to deduct his vote from Jackson, contrary to their ex- 
press declaration that statements made by a voter either before or 
after the day of election were not admissible standing alone, either as 
to his qualifications or how he voted or whether he voted. 

Mr. Speaker, to show how imperfect indeed must have been the in- 
vestigations of my Republican colleagues on the committee, I want to 
refer to the vote of Isaac Dotson, which they say in their report is con- 
ceded by thecontestant to have been cast for him. By reference to the 
contestant’s brief (page 44) you will find the contestant insisting that 
the voter did not vote for him, and in his tabulated statement (page 5) 
he places him among those not proved,” 

So the gentlemen are again mistaken; the contestant made no con- 
cession and in point of fact there was no evidence showing that this man 
even voted, much less that he voted for the contestant (pages 265, 279), 
unless the gentlemen take his statement made some time after the elec- 
tion that he voted, which they declared with emphasis was not admis- 
sible evidence. 

They say they deducted the vote of Frederick Schwall from the con- 
testant. Againtheyare mistaken. By reference to their report it will 
be seen that they include him in the 39 majority which they claim 
for the contestant. 

I stand here upon this general summary, and if I could submit this 
case to an unbiased jury I would throw down the gauntlet and chal- 
lenge a contradiction of any part of it. 

ere are 66 votes standing out in the light of truth as illegal, which 
were counted for the contestant; strike them fiom his vote, even as 
given by the report of the majority, and Judge Jackson will retain his 
seat on this floor. 

In giving the summary I have had another purpose in view besides 
furnishing information to this House. 

I want the people who are to-day watching with eager eye the pro- 
ceedings of this Congress—yes, watching with almost breathless anx- 
iety—I want them to know the character of the testimony which the 
majority on this floor seem determined to trample under their feet, in 
order to give them more power in these Congressional halls. 

I want the country to understand that if Judge Jackson is deprived 
of his seat he is deprived of it, not because it is right, but because party 
necessity demands it. 

We are confronted in this Congress with an array of contested-elec- 
tion cases in point of numbers almost unprecedented in the history of 
this Government, and, strange to say, every contestant is a Republican. 

It has been suggested that this abnormal state of affairs, so to speak, 
was not mere accident or chance, but the result of a preconcerted sys- 
tem upon the part of the national Republican leaders to encourage, 
foster, and maintain contests by defeated Republican candidates for 
seats in this House, 

Be that as it may, it must strike every thinking mind as most un- 
usual and remarkable, and it is not calculated to impress the country 
with the idea that there exists a feeling of confidence in the fairness 
and justice of a Republican Congress. 

But, sir, returning to the case under discussion, I declare that I 
stand here proudly to maintain as best I can the right of J. M. Jack- 
son to his seat, If I did not believe he was entitled to it I would not 
vote to retain him in it. Party ties will bind me to no man so strongly, 
party fealty will hold me to no man so firmly, as to induce me to cast 
my vote for his retention on this floor if my judgment and conscience 
tell me he was not duly elected or entitled to it under the Constitution 
and laws of my land. 

My record on this floor in contested-election cases has not been that 
of a wild and unreasonable partisan, and it never shall be while I re- 
main here. 

But why need I detain this House? What more can I accomplish? 


` Ihave presented the facts as they appear to me and my Democratic col- 


leagues on the committee. 

I bave shown the inconsistencies of my Republican colleagues on that 
committee, and wherein they have, in my opinion, allowed their parti- 
san bias and party zeal to Iure them from the way in which their minds 
would travelif, as judges, they sat upon the benches of their respective 
States to mete out even-handed justice between man and man. 

I have called attention to the instances in which my Republican 
brethren on the committee have disregarded the law which they laid 
down themselves as their guide, to the injury of the contestee. 

The die is perhaps cast, Mr, Speaker; the decree has perhaps been 
rendered; the edict has perhaps gone forth, and under the arbitrary, 
tyrannical and czar-like ruling of you, Mr. Speaker, before another sun 

set the Democratic party on this floor will number one less than 
now and the Republican party one more than now, and the party of 
great moral ideas will have one more in its ranks here to aid in its 
scheme of extreme, radical, and revolutionary legislation. 

— — I give warning now that when you eject James M. Jackson 
8 House poy ical one who : return os a next 15 1 
to p e you, not by returning wrong for wrong, for this wou 
contrary 2 his nature, his character, and his life, but to plague you 
with the fairness and justice he will mete out to those of you who may 


stand then, as he stands now, as contestees on this floor. He will be 


n then as you are now; he will decide on your rights then as 
yon will decide on his rights now. 

Isound a warning, too, that the country will pass on all of these 
contested-election cases next fall, and the people will remember the 
just, conservative, and honorable record of the Democratic party in this 
House in the last three Congresses in contested-election cases, in the 
rulings of its Speaker and the action of its members, and contrast it 
with the record of the Republican party in this Congress, and they will 
not indorse such radical action and the wholesale unseating of Demo- 
cratic Representatives for mere party purposes, for power, as is in- 
evitable under the rulings of the Speaker, unprecedented in the history 
the Government. 

Let the majority on this floor proceed with the work they have marked 
out; let them proceed with the wholesale butchery of the political rights 
of Representatives and constituencies, but let no Democrat aid them in 
forming a quorum; let the Speaker count it. 

Let them wield the ax themselves; let them stand bythe guillotine 
and play the part of executioners themselves; let them have all the 
glory to themselves, for they will have all the responsibility to bear. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Ihave almost concluded what I desiretosay. And 
standing here, weighing every word I utter, I declare that James M. 
Jackson was fairly and honestly elected to this Congress as the Repre- 
sentative of the Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia, and is 
as much entitled to his seat as the distinguished gentlemen who have 
preceded me in support of the majority report are entitled to their seats; 
and my word for it, the people of his district will rise in their might 
before the close of the coming autumn and rebuke those who t 
foist upon them a man who was never elected by the qualified voters 
of the district to represent them. 

Yea, more; from the barren hills of Maine to the salubrious clime of 
California, from the shore of the Atlantic to the beach of the Pacific, 
there will go up a protest from the people, from those who love the Con- 
stitution more than they do party, from those who see the great com- 
mercial and material interests of all sections threatened and the growth 
and prosperity of our land imperiled, against the one-man power, the 
power of a usurping autocrat wielded by a tyrant. 

Sir, my words fall to-day, no doubt, upon many deaf ears; there are 
none so deaf as those who will not hear; but the time will come, and 
come soon, when the clangor of the voices of those who hold the seats you 
oceupy in the hollow of their hands will make you deaf indeed; but your 
visions will be clear enough to read the handwriting on the wall, the 
handwriting of the whole people, without regard to section or party 
lines, whose rights you have outraged, whose Constitution yon have 
violated, whose unwritten laws for a hundred years you have trampled 
under your feet, and whose from time immemorial you have scat- 
tered to the winds as though they were but chaff. [Great applause. ] 

Sir, I speak with feeling, for I do not believe the time has yet come, 
and God grant it may never come, when the American people will tol- 
erate autocratic power, whether wielded by the President of the United 
States at the other end of the Avenue or by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives of the United States at this end of the Avenue; 
the time has not come, and God grant it may never come, when a peo- 
ple eee Peace inspiring sentiments of our free institutions and rever- 
ing the teachings of those who laid the foundation upon which later 
generations have builded the grand governmental superstructure which 
to-day fills the eyes of all other nations with envy—lI say the time has 
not come, and I pray God it may never come, when such a people will 
submit all their interests, not into the hands of a Congress of Re} 
atives, but into the hands of one man, whose eye directs the 
whose will constitutes the Congress and controls legislation, and whase 
gavel makes one supposed to be a Representative silent and dumb 
when it is not the sweet will of the one man that he shall be heard, 
and when, should he demur, the cold and freezing eye of supreme power 
is fixed on him. 

Mr. FUNSTON. And please state that he is backed up by the ma- 
jority of the House. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Ne, sir; he is not backed up by the majority of 
the House, but by a minority. [Applause on the Democratic side. 
He is backed up by a minority, just as the President of the Unite 
States to-day holds his seat by a minority vote of the le of the 
United States. [Renewed applause on the Democratic side. 

Sir, antocrats can never live in this land; this is no clime for them. 
They can never live under the rays of the sun of constitutional liberty. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Since the head of British tyranny was bruised, no man, so far as my 
memory seryes me, has ever until now assumed the réle of dictator in any 
branch of thisGovernment. It has been reserved for the year 1890 and 
for the Fifty-first Congress of the United States to produce him. 

But, sir, I am now done, 

Let the finger of autocratic power in this House direct the way to those 
who will follow it. Let the voice of autocratic power sound through 
these halls and command those who may obey it; but as for me and 
my people I protest against this usurpation, against this ou against 
this violation of the sacred rights of the weak, st this cruel and 
wicked and unconstitutional violation of the rights of the minority. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Let it go out, and let all give ear to the declaration that necessity, 
the tyrant’s plea, is offered as the only excuse for this unseemly, un- 
precedented, and unconstitutional proceeding of him who for a brief sea- 
son will preside over the deliberations of this body. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] n 

Did I say for a brief season? Yes, for as sure as a sense of justice 
still dwells and an inborn feeling of fair play still lives in the breasts of 
the American people, as sure as the citizens of this land are still jealons 
of their rights and look with alarm upon the slightest encroachment 
upon them, just so sure will the Democrats return to power in this 
House in the Fiſty-second Congress, and there will be no usurper, auto- 
erat, or dictator occupying the Speaker’s chair and holding the gavel. 
Lappian on the Democratic side.] 

e will then bear with patience, though not without protest, earnest 
and deep, the present condition of affairs, looking forward to the early 
dawning of a better day, when the law and precedents and the Consti- 
tution will be regarded and held sacred by the party in power—the 
Democratic party, whose principles and record were indorsed in 1888 
by the people of these States, by the popular voice of your masters, Mr. 
Speaker, as well as my masters. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Mr. Speaker, after the diatribe of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, every word of which we have heard a ‘thousand 
times before, it may be well to consider gravely the nature of the ques- 
tion now pending before this House. The question before us to-day, 
sir, is one of the highest privilege, It is a primal duty on the part of 
this House to organize itself and to determine under the Constitution 
who are the members duly elected to hold seats as members of the 
House. It is a duty, Mr. Speaker, which precedes the adoption of any 
specific rules or bylaws or regulations designed to govern the conduct 
of the House in regard to matters of ordinary business which come be- 
fore it. Given us the Constitution and the parliamentary law which 
is the governing principle of every assembly of American freemen, the 
principles of which are ſamiliar in men’s mouths as household words,” 
and we need no other rule of procedure. 

I have heard questions upon the floor of this House time and time 
again as to what this parliamentary law is and whither we are going to 
find it. I say that the body of the parliamentary law is as well de- 
fined, as strictly limited, is as easily ascertained, and as readily applied 
as the common law, and in its history, its origin, development, and ap- 
plication it bears a close analogy to the great body of thelaw which we 
know as the common law, 

Gentlemen upon the other side of the House admire perhaps this 
system of parliamentary law so much that they have come to admire 
its appurtenances, its incidents, and even its defects more than the sys- 
tem itself. 

Why, they talk about these forty-seven rulesof the last House of Rep- 
resentatives, some of which prescribe the duties of the officers of the 
House—one that the Chaplain shall open the session of the House with 
a prayer each morning, rules which govern the use of the Hall, grant- 
ing it for certain purposes and denying it for others, rules with regard 
to the right of admission to the galleries, and so on—I say, they talk 
of these forty-seven rules in a spirit of adoration, very similar to that 
which inspired Mrs, Gamp whenevershespoke of the angelic Mrs, Harris. 
Why, you remember that Mrs. Gamp used to say of Mrs. Harris that 
she had the countenance of an angel—which it would be if it weren’t 
for the pimples.“ [Laughter.] Ido not like to compare the Demo- 
cratic party to Mrs, Gamp, though the points of similarity, perhaps, 
are somewhat obvious. i 

A MEMBER. ially the pimples. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GREENH. E. Yes. And I do not want the Democratic side 
of the House to go beyond Mrs. Gamp in admiration of these rules. I 
do not want them to admire the pimples more than the countenance 
itself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I like to speak well of the other side whenever I have 
an opportunity. I desire to say of the minority report that it does 
great. credit to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] who prepared 
it. I think the language of the report is in admirable tone and in 
Machiavelian form. [Laughter.] I can notsayitisa good report ab- 
solutely, but I will pay it as much of a compliment as I can. 

Saipa Waldo Emerson, who, if he had been so fortunate as to live long 
enough, would have been a constituent of mine, once received a prize 
at a horticultural exhibition. He was very much surprised, however, 
but his surprise turned to disappointment when he found that the first 
prize was for the very worst specimens of the best varieties on exhibi- 
tion. Iwill pay my friend from Georgia the compliment of saying that 
this minority report is the best report on the worst case that has been 
presented to this House for fifty years. [Laughterand applause on the 
Republican side.] 

There is such an air of graceful concession about it [laughter], such 
an assumption of judicial spirit. The gentleman would not ask for 
anything that is not backed up by the reading of 900 pages of printed 
testimony. Oh, no; but when you find the actual points and factsin 
this case, you will see that wisdom and art were shown by my friend 
from Georgia in his peculiar treatment of this case, and were not shown 
by the gentleman from Virginia who has just taken his seat. 


Let us look at this question broadly fora few moments. It appears 
from the discussion already that the subject before the House embraces 
a great variety of questions. We have questions of law and questions 
of fact, and these questions take a wide range. Upon the one side we 
have a question as to the construction of a statute and upon the other 
a question as to whether John Diggs and a number of other railroad 
laborers were residents of Putnam County, West Virginia. We have 
upon the one hand a question involving the conduct of the chief magis- 
trate of a sovereign Commonwealth and upon the other a question as to 
whether a payment by the authorities of a bill fora child’s coffin brands 
the father as a pauper and deprives him of the dearest right of an 
American freeman. Such are some of the questions presented in this 
case; but the whole case divides itself naturally into two great branches. 

First, was not the contestant elected duly and fairly, and was he not 
entitled to the certificate of election, and was he not deprived of his 
right by the governor of West Virginia by a prostitution of power which 
would be farcical if it were not shameful? The second branch or the 
ease is the charge of illegal votes alleged to have been cast upon the 
one side and upon the other. 

I will briefly take up the question of illegal votes first. One hun- 
dred and two votes are charged by the contestant to have been illegally 
cast for the contestee. The contestee alleges that 127 votes were cast 
illegally for the contestant. Let us see how these illegal votes divide 
themselves. They divided themselvesinto four principal groups: non- 
resilents, minors, paupers, and persons of unsound mind; and mark 
the numbers of those votes upon each side claimed as illegal. The con- 
testant says (and he is the first person to give the count upon his side, 
the contestee replying) *‘68 non-residents voted for you whose votes 
were illegal.“ The contestee replies, 69 non-residents voted for you.” 
‘t Fifteen minors,” says the contestant, ** voted for you.” ‘‘ Eighteen 
minors,” says the contestee, ‘‘ voted for you.” Eleven persons of 
unsound mind voted for you,“ says the contestant, ‘‘ Fifteen persons 
of unsound mind,“ says the contestee, ‘‘ voted for you. Five pau- 
pers voted for yon,” says the contestant. ‘‘ Twenty paupers voted for 
you,” says the contestee. One conviet voted for the contestee, says 
the contestant. ‘‘Two convicts voted for you,“ says the contestee, 
and so on. 

Each time and in each class the contestee, in his innocent and can- 
did way, always goes a little beyond the figures stated by the contest- 
ant. Now, when we come to throwing out votes for unsoundness of 
mind in political matters we are treading upon very delicate ground. 
[Laughter.] We know what unsoundness of mind is in a man mak- 
ing a testamentary document or in a matter of criminal responsibility; 
but I am afraid that the first test made by a political party of unsound~ 
1251 of mind would be that the man voted the opposite ticket. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Iam afraid that some gentleman might have thought that unless a 
man believed that the appointment of tellers in a division of this House 
was the palladium of American liberty he was a person of unsound 
mind. [Laughter.] Why, we finì in some of these cases to which 
the gentleman from Virginia has adverted—we find men charged with 
being of unsound mind who are able—according to the testimony in the 
matter of Pard Kobinson—to discuss constitutional amendments intel- 
ligently, perhaps not as eloquently as some of the silver-tongued gen- 
tlemen on the other side discuss constitutional amendments; but we 
do not want too many silver-tongued orators, Mr. Speaker, in the 
country. 7 

I think, after the experience of this session, the House would vote by 
a large majority against an unlimited coinage of silver-tongued orators, 

Laughter and applause.] And I think the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. BLAND] would be found voting with the majority upon that point. 

Renewed laughter.] But Isay we have adopted a rule, and we will 
stand by it, and here is the recorded testimony, that where a man has in- 
telligence enough and energy enough to interest himself about a politi- 
cal question, to stand up and to yote, it does not lie within the mouth 
of any member of any political party to say that he shall be disfran- 
chised on the ground of unsoundness of mind. 

Take the question of what constitutes a pauper. This questionis 
raised in the case of William Lee. I was surprised to hear again my im- 
pulsive and impetuous friend from Virginia go so far beyond thatacute 
and astute gentleman from Georgia, in claiming that the vote of Will- 
iam Lee ought to be rejected on the ground of pauperism. Why, the 
record shows, on page 741, that William Lee, a man pursued by disas- 
ter, had on one or two occasions been obliged to ask for help of the pub- 
lie authorities, and that on a certain occasion, when death had taken a 
child from his house, he went to a man named Fowler, who happened 
to be the overseer of the poor, but who was a friend of William Lee, 
and for whom William Lee had worked, and asked that he furnish him 
with a coffin for his child; and Lee testifies in the record here that he 
went to this man Fowler as an individual and as a friend, and notas 
to an official, expecting to pay the bill himself; and Fowler’s testimony 
shows that if Lee had voted the Democratic ticket the question of 
pauperism would never have been raised. 

3 COOPER, of Ohio. He asked him to vote the Democratic 
e 
Mr. GREENHALGE. Yes, sir. Iam reminded that this very over- 
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seer of the poor asked William Lee to vote the Democratic ticket; and 
the fact that he did sot vote it was made a sufficient reason for this chal- 
lenge of his vote at the polls. F 

Now, my wise and astute friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] says—I 
have no doubt he said this in their private gathering, the caucus of the 
minority of the committee. I have not the Baltimore Sun or the St, 
Louis Globe-Democrat, as the gentleman had, to tell me what took 

lace in that caucus, but at least I am allowed to imagine and to infer 

w this matter was discussed—the gentleman from Georgia probably 
said, It won't do to go before the country on this pauperism matter; 
we must go slowly; I would not say too much about that child’s coffin 
being paid for; drop it out.“ Because he knew, with his political 
sense, which I imagine is pretty keen and pretty strong, that the polit- 
ical party which should insist for such a reason upon depriving of his 
franchise a man whom disaster follows fast and follows faster” until 
death stands within his door, taking away a beloved child or a beloved 
wife, and poverty stands outside denying a decent burial tothe dead, will 
find that child’s coffin wide enough and deep enough to bury that po- 
litical party beyond all chance of resurrection. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] So, of the 2U paupers he drops out 18, and if he had 
examined the record, as he pretends to have done, he would have had 
his right hand burned off rather than have left the name of William 
Lee npon the list of illegal votes to be charged against the contestant. 

Now we come to the question of non-residents, Ido not care to dis- 
cuss what has been so exhaustively and so thoroughly and so ably dis- 
cussed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. Wecomenow to what I con- 
sider the key-note of this whole case, another point where the wisdom 
and acuteness of my friend from Georgia comes in. He does not want 
much said about that proc amation of the governor of West Virginia. 
He suys, Oh, that matterlhas been practically settled; we make no 
contest about that.“ And here comes in the judicial tone, the air of 
utter fairness and impartiality. The governor, he says, perhaps was 
right, upon the record which he had before him; but we, with the light 
that we have received in the committee, must say that in two or three 
of his conclusions he was not accurate. 

My chivalrous friend from Virginia [Mr. O FERRALLI, however, takes 
no warning from the cautious and prudent tone of the minority report. 
He plunges in recklessly and impulsively to the defense of the chief 
magistrate of West Virginia. Now, I want to speak in terms of great 
respect of this remarkable state document, and the only question in my 
mind at this moment is whether the minority report of our committee 
or this proclamation of the governor of West Virginia should stand 
highest in political literature T ought not to speak in simple words 
abont this proclamation, It is a monument of massive and majestic 
constitutional learning. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I think 
it ought to be treated of in sesquipedalian words, and I apologize be- 
forehand if, in speaking of it, I happen to use a word of less than three 
or four or tive syllables. 

Now we come to the remarkable reasoning of the governor of West 
Virginia upon this eight hundred and twe.” I do not think that in 
this debate sufficient importance has been assigned to that great ques- 
tion. I know that my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will not give 
it mach importance. He is too wise and too keen for that. Even the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] takes a mild, apologetic 
tone, and what my friend from Ohio [Mr. OpTHWAITE] will do after- 
wards about it I do not know, but I venture to say he will go over it 
in a very tender and gingerly manner. Listen to the magnificent rea- 
soning of the governor. He says, J. M. Jackson received eight hun- 
dred and twe votes,” and I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the real question 
in this case is contained in the construction which you will put upon 
that one sentence, and that all this talk of illegal votes is something 
superadded and something thrown in as a make-weight to confuse the 
real issue in the case. Now, what does the governor say about these 
wonderful hieroglyphics? He says: 

The words and letters— 


Mark you, this isa Democratic governor who is talking, and I want 
proper respect to be paid to his manifesto— 

The words and letters are too plain for any mistake, For the reasons hère- 
tofore given there is no authority to go behind the returns. The vote certified 
must cohnted if enough appears to ascertain the meaning. In an action 
upon a note it was held— 

I presume this governor is a lawyer 

A MEMBER. No. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Well, I mean a member of the bar. The 
governor says farther: 

In an action upon a note it was held: There was no error in admitting the 
note sued on in evidence, because the amount thereof is written four hund.” 
(Glen vs. Porter, 72 Ind., 525.) 

How convincing it seems, when you make a citation of a law report 
in that manner! [Langhter.] The governor proceeds: 

So it has been held that the abbreviation in a declaration, “damage one 
thous, dollars.“ is not an error, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Does the gentleman know that “twe” is 
the original Anglo-Saxon way of spelling the word “two?” 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Oh, yes; Iam familiar with the whole lan- 


guage from its very beginning [laughter]; but I thank my friend for 
the suggestion, because that corroborates our position. 

Now, I want gentlemen to listen to this Pickwickian reasoning, which 
certainly is the richest piece of political reasoning that I ever read in 
my life. I want my friend from Georgia to give us a little more de- 
bate upon this point. He has two or three hours left, and I want his 
best opinion upon this, and none of that suppression of the truth which 
appears to be the governing policy of our friends on the other side in 
this case. I read; 


If enough appear to make the returns intelligible, it should be made so. 

This can not be done without striking out one letter and inserting another, or 
by supplying the seemingly omitted letters. Acting upon the face of the paper, 
er appears more in consonance with adjudged cases. (1 W. L. J., Mich, 


You remember, my brethren of the bar, how glibly that comes from 
our lips at times—that beautiful phrase, in consonance with adjudged 
cases. Why, we roll it under our tongue as a sweet morsel; and the 
governor has culled that choice phrase from some library in Weat Vir- 
ginia. 

The least number would give to said Jackson 812 votes, It will be so entered. 

This is a decree of the Medes and Persians, ‘‘ It will be so entered.“ 
Yes, he takes credit to himself—a credit probably claimed also by the 
contestee and the gentlemen supporting him—for extreme moderation, 
because the same reasoning which would enable them to claim 12 votes 
on that return would enable them to claim twelve hundred or twelve 
thousand. Iam willing to give them credit for moderation. Iam sur- 
prised that they stopped at 12, and did not say that it was more in 
consonance with adjudged cases’’ to make the number twelve thou- 
sand. 

But there is another word, Mr. Speaker, which I think will suit this 
abbreviation which my friend saysis the original Saxon spelling of the 
word two—about which I have no doubt in the world—a fact which I 
have always been acquainted with. [Laughter.] I say there is an- 
other word; and reasoning as the governor does by parity of reasoning— 
gubernatorial reasoning, I mean—I can show that my word has a better 
right to a place in that return than the governor’s substitute. I say 
the word tweedledee exactly fits the requirements of this case and 
stamps its spirit upon the whole case. Now, by parity of reasoning, 
you will observe that the word to be supplied could not be the word 
“‘tweedledum,’’ because the terminate letter m“ is not suited to the 
“adjudged cases. [Laughter.] We need a terminate letter “e.” 
Tweedledee entirely fills the bill. 

*Tis strange such differences there should be 
Twixt tweedledum and tweedledee. 

But so itis. I remember a good deal of talk about a gubernatorial 
proclamation in my State once, where the sarcastic clerk, being required 
to reada proclamation on Thanksgiving day, read: Blank blank, gov- 
ernorof Massachusetts; God save the Commonwealth of Massachusetts.“ 
[Laughter.] I say, Mr. Speaker, “E. M. Wilson, governor of West 
Virginia; God save the State of West Virginia.” [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] And I think, Mr. Speaker, God will save the State of West 
Virginia before long. [Renewed laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

It would be impossible for me to discuss these individual votes, but 
I ask the attention of the House, not to a reading of this record, but to 
a simple statement of the kind of vote which has been given under each 
one of these four classes. 

I ask you to take the case of William Lee as branding the kind of 
vote which they ask you to find illegal under the category of paupers. 
Iask you to take the case of Israel Cullen, page 741 of the record, as 
stamping the kind of votes they want excluded under the head of non- 
residence. Lask you to take the cases of Pard Robinson and William 
Britton as the kind of persons they want excluded on the ground of 
unsoundness of mind. Take those cases and, ex uno disce omnes, you 
will find that from the beginning they have taken up these individ- 
ual cases, not for the sake of explaining to the House or to the country 
their reasons for disputing the seat of this contestant, but simply to 
clond the issue and to give them a right to say that we have proceeded 
unfairly, and not in a judicial way. 

My time, Mr. Speaker, is short. Isay if ever there was a case where 
the voice of the people was the voice of God it is the voice of the peo- 
ple of the Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia, speaking to 
you, to this House, and to the country to-day, Isay you are bound to 
hearken to that voice, to obey it, and togive to the contestant his right- 
= si in this House. [Long-continued applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr, Speaker, a good lawyer always presents 
the strongest features of his case with the most emphasis; in arguing 
his case he dwells longest upon the particular feature that he 
as of most importance. This being true, I call the attention of the 
Honse to the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] who opened the argument on behalf of the contestant dwelt one 
hour upon the difference between tweedledum“ and ‘‘tweedledee”’ 
{applause on the Democratic eg and the gentleman who has just fin- 
ished his remarks on this floor [Mr. GrreNHALGE] devoted twenty- 
nine minutes out of the thirty to a discussion of the same important 
question, [Applause.] 
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If it were of any importance in this House what the proclamation 
of the governor of West Virginia was, if that matter were of any im- 
portance to members of this House when they come to cast their votes 
as to who is entitled to the seat in this contest, it would have been 
worth while to devote as much time as these two gentlemen devoted 
to the discussion of that proclamation. Let me suggest that the pur- 
pose in bringing up that peculiar feature of this case, in dwelling upon 
it, in reiterating it time and again, in making it the subject of humorous 
remarks, catching the minds of gentlemen on the other side, was to 
withdraw their attention from the vital issue that is soon to be deter- 
mined by this House—who isnow entitled to this seat; to whom shall 
it be awarded upon the merits? 

It was said by the gentleman who opened this case for the contest- 
ant [Mr. DALZELL], and who opened it with a strong, effective, and 
comprehensive argument upon that teature which to him seemed to be 
strongest—it was said that the contestant had expressed a willingness 
to abide by the prima facie case, but the contestee declined to accept the 
proposition, and that therefore the contestee’s case is a weak one, It 
seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that an opposite conclusion might be drawn, 
that it was the contestant who wanted to rest upon the prima facie case 
and was unwilling to meet the question upon the merits. 

The chairman of the committee spent some time also upon this feat- 
ure of the case, calling attention to the fact that there sat on this side 
of the House a gentleman not entitled to he here upon the face of the 
returns, a gentleman who by sitting here and representing his district 
under such circumstances was guilty of dishonorable conduct, dishonest 
conduct, disreputable conduct, conduct at which the members of this 
body might well sneer in disgust. Mr. Speaker, let me cail the atten- 
tion of this House to a precedent and an example that might have jus- 
tified my colleague on this side in remaining here atter having received 
his certificate from the governor. I hold in my hand the Digest of 
Contested-Election Cases, issued recently for the Forty-eighth, Forty- 
ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, I turn to the case of Wallace rs. Me- 
Kinley, the latter gentleman the leader of the House at the present 
time upon your side. 

I find in this record, staring him in the face, staring the country in 
the face, staring the Republican party in the face, the fact that he ac- 
cepted from the governor of the State of Ohio, Charles Foster, a certifi- 
cate when he was not elected, as shown by the face of the returns cer- 
tified to the State canvassing board. 

This statement is upon page 185 of the report cited, and gives the 
votes cast for each candidate, 

Although the certificate of these returns shows that, instead of Mr. 
MCKINLEY having a majority of 8, the contestant, Mr. Wallace, had 
a majority of 8, did any one call in question his integrity? Did any 
one call in question his honor for representing his district at that time 
under those circumstances ? 

I wish gentlemen to understand this certificate on its face shows just 
what I have stated and I will read from the minority report confirm- 
ing the position I have taken: 

The House can go behind the returns and hear evidence, and get at the facts, 
which the State board had no power to do, 

In this investigation, therefore, we are to assume that contestee rightfully ob- 
tained his certificate, and that he has a prima facie title to the seat, with all of 
the usual presumptions that attach to the same, It is incumbent upon the con- 
testant to overthrow that title and right. If, in attempting to do so, he show. 
or it appears otherwise, that contestee got more votes than were counted an 
returned for him, those must be overcome also, If the evidence nullifies any 
of the votés counted and returned for contestant, he can not have the benefit of 
them in maintaining his claim of a majority. It is erroneous to assume that 


the burden shifts from the contestant to the contestee by proving one item of 
` his claim, which alone considered might change the result. 


I maintain thatthe contestee, Mr. Jackson, of West Virginia, so far 
as he was personally concerned, just as rightfully obtained his certifi- 
cate as did the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. Farther on I 
shall present the facts to sustain this proposition and to fally justify 
the action of Mr. Jackson in accepting the certificate. Over on page 
214 of this report, in a summary of the result, the Republican minority 
uses this expression, which sustains the statement I have made that Mr. 
Wallace had a majority of 8. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McK1n- 
LEY] came here to the Forty-eighth Congress on a certificate showing 
that apparently he was entitled to a majority of 8; but there should 
have been added to the votes cast for him [Wallace] by various names 
heretofore conceded in the brief, 16.” 

This number of votes would, of course, have changed the majority 
and made it on the other side equal to the same number, 8. This is 
plain from the certificate and the admission of the minority report. 

It is complained that the contestant has entered into the question of 
the individual voter as to soundness of mind and as to pauperism, non- 
residence, and other features. If gentlemen who wereso ready to cen- 
sure the contestee in that had been carefal to examine the notice of the 
contestant, they would have found he entered first into all these minute 
particulars and it was to meet them that similar propositions were pre- 

‘sented on the part of the contestee. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who opened the case in his speech di- 
rected the attention of this House and the country to the fact that this 
side of the House had, when the case was called up, entered upon a 
series of dilatory motions, evidently intending to give forth to the coun- 


try and the House the impression thatit had been done because this side 
of the House feared an investigation of the true vote. At the time the 
contestee accepted the certificate of the governor of West Virginia, the 
contestee had discovered that, instead of the contestant being entitled 
to 12 votes on the face of the returns as here shown, there were 14 ille- 
gal Republican votes in a class that ought to have been deducted from 
the votes of the contestant, 14 voters not residents of the place where 
they voted, 14 voters of a class expressly mentioned as not being quali- 
fied voters at the place where they chose to vote under certain circum- 
stances, 14 employés of a construction train which passed through four 
counties in West Virginia, and who had no permanent or legal residence 
in that State. The boss of that construction train, when asked his 
opinion as to whether they were legal voters, on re-examination, an- 
swered if the law required them to be in the county all of sixty days 
to entitle them to vote these men Jacked fifty-nine and one-half days 
of being qualified. [Langhter, ] 

The contestee, I say, had discovered that fact, and that, instead of 
there being a true majority for the contestant of 12 votes, there was a 
majority for himself of at least 2 votes when he accepted the certificate. 

I was about to read from the RECORD the remark of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL) when that thought occurred tomy 
mind. He used this expression after having presented the prima facie 
ease in favor, as he claimed, of the contestant: 

Is it at all strange that our friends on the other side of the House are willing 
to indulge in almost auy conduct rather than have to disouss in the light of 
day the title of a man who holds his seat by such a certificate? 

This is the insinuation which has gone forth to the country, that the 
dilatory motions indulged ‘n on this side of the House were to prevent 
the consideration of this case in a fair, full, and proper manner, 

There may be such an impression among the members of the House 
upon that side; there may possibly be room for such an obscure and 
dim vision of the true situation of the House as that presents; but I do 
not think, sir, that the cireumstances which have oceurred here will 
justify me in permitting that impression to go abroad to the country 
unchallenged. 

The contest here is and has been from the beginning on our side that 
this contested-election case should be tried under a code of rules. The 
contest was for the proposition that this House, having gone on for 
two months without having a code of rules submitted toit by its Com- 
mittee on Rules, had determined that the time had come to prevent 
any further progress, so far as we could prevent it by constitutional ob- 
struction, in the business of the House until such a code had been sub- 
mitted. 

In his remarks opening the discussion, which began with regard to 
the raling of the Speaker that occurred after we had entered into the 
contest, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] used this language: 

T have sat here and filibustered day after day in silence, refusing to vote, but 
I can not now recall that I ever did it for a high or a noble or a worthy purpose. 
There was never n time I did it, that I now remember, that I did not feel 
ashamed of myself. 

I am not surprised at that acknowledgment coming from the lips of 
the leader of the House upon the other side; but I fear, Mr. Speaker, 
that it does not reflect the conscience of any considerable number of 
members gathered around him. Recalling occurrences that have taken 
place here during the consideration of election cases in the last House, 
I remember one case when, without a shadow of justice and when the 
minority of the Committee of Elections even did not pretend that the 
contestant was entitled to his seat, the other side sat mute and silent 
and refused to vote. It was in the case of Thoebe rs. Carlisle that they 
refused to vote, for the purpose of manufacturing alittle cheap dema- 
gozio clap-trap to catch the workingmen’s votes in this country, if pos- 
sible. 

Mr. Speaker, coming still further down in the history of that Con- 
gress, we presented the case of Sullivan vs. Felton, after the Committee 
on Elections had demonstrated to the House its absolute fairness by 
seating two Republicans and refusing to seat a Democrat in another case, 
and the House was lead to seat one other Republican. When the report 
of the committee in the case mentioned was presented to the House you 
again resorted to all sorts of filibustering to prevent its consideration. 
With but few exceptions in both of these cases the members on the 
other side of the House were united. You were not engaged in a con- 
test then for any principle; you were not engaged in a contest to estab- 
lish any rights; you had no excuse for your conduct. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You were simply refusing to act. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isay you were simply refusing to act, refusing 
to consider, to hear, to argue the case, and were using in a dishonorable 
way parliamentary enginery to prevent a vote from being taken upon 
the question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish the gentleman from Ohio would allow 
me to make a correction. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh! you need not make any correction. I 


know your record, my friend, You did vote to take up the case of Sul- 


livan vs. Felton, as did a few other Republicans. 
2 KERR, of Iowa. Yes, and twenty-one others voted upon that 
subject. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. But you did not vote to take up the case of 
Thoebe against Carlisle. 

Mr. of Iowa. I voted against seating Mr. Carlisle. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not think the gentleman is correct, and 
the record of the 20th or 21st of January of two years ago will con- 
yince him of that fact. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You are mistaken about that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well, get the record and draw it on me. 
Last Wednesday morning there was no purpose in view in the mindof any 
member of this committee to avoid a full and fair discussion of the merits 
of this contested-election case. The Democratic members of the com- 
mittee came in here pre to discuss them. The House was appar- 
ently prepared to hear them. But the alarming revelations that the 

ublic press of the country had made, which had gone forth unchal- 
— and which were found in the Republican newspapers through- 
out the country, made us fear you did not intend to give a fair hearing. 
Some of them have been cited already on this floor. I will quote another 
Republican newspaper of prominence to show that the number was not 
Through the Baltimore American of January 28, 1890, just 

a day before the case was to have been taken up, there came this news 
to the city of Washington, which did not reach my eye until the day 


following: 
REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL CAUCUS, i 

There was an opinion entertained by many members to the effect that more 
positive progress could be secured in the disposition of the contested-election 
eases without rules than with them. It was felt by some of these members that 
after a safe working majority had been secured— 

Suppose this had been trne—it has been since denied on this floor, I 
know—bnt suppose it had been true, what a contemptible spectacle 
your party would have presented to the country, willing to pass upon 
election cases before they had been reported from your Committee on 
Elections, and concluding in your own mind the action you would 
take upon them before they had been sabmitted to you for considera- 
tion. I say what a spectacle it would have been to go before the country, 
that you had decided these cases in advance ina certain way to increase 
your partisan majority, for merely partisan purposes. I read again: 

It was felt by some of these members that after a safe working majority had 
been secured under the general parliamentary law the rigidity of the new code 
might be relaxed with benefit, and the Republicans müht thus be relieved of 
the necessity of enacting a e which in time might be oppressively felt by 
themselves in its full severity. i 

Up to the hour of calling up this election case no Republican had 
denied this statement. 

Not considering the rights of the people or the rights of the indi- 
vidual member, but willing to go on without rules and turn out mem- 
bers on this side of the House in order that you might pass a code of 
rules that would be less rigid upon yourselves hereafter. Not a code 
less rigid upon the House, not less rigid upon the minority, but upon 
yourselves! - 

When that was brought to my attention I began to fear your designs, 
I still fear them, Mr. Speaker. I have not heard any good reason for 
proceeding with this case without rules. 

If there ever was an occasion upon which a minority might insist 
upon a code of rules, might insist upon that shelter and protection that 
rules are supposed to give a minority from the power and the arrogance 
of the majority, if there ever was a case in which the minority might 
apply or pl for or might demand parliamentary defenses against 
the caprice of the majority or the arrogance of the organ of the majority, 
it was in such a time as this. Just here I wish to say that the pro- 
ceedings of the past few days emphasize this proposition. First we 
have the revolutionary ruling of the Chair as to the counting of a 
quorum. I do not use that term for the sake of putting epithets into 
my speech. I use it because to my mind it is the correct and forcible 
description of the ruling of the Speaker upon that subject. I will 
read the language of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], 
to be found on page 986 of the RECORD, in describing this very ruling: 

I agree that inthe presence of what may indeed be regarded asa radical change 
in the course of procedure, in fact the abolition of what has for a generation been 
esteemed a privilege, if not in fact claimed as a right, we may well feel anxious 
for the result which wil! follow. 

Thus you had a ruling forced upon you; noba rule. You may say, 
whatis the difference in parliamentary effect? There is this difference: 
A rule of the House, brought in by you and discussed by all of us, pur- 

g to do this thing which the Speaker did and adopted by the 
ouse, would be at all timesobligatory upon the Chair. Arulingsuch 
as this is obligatory only so long as the Chair sees fit to adopt and fol- 
low it. Another gentleman in the Speaker’s chair, before the end of 
this Congress, might see fit, for some partisan purpose, to abrogate the 
ruling of the Chairand go back to theold system, and permit the break- 
ing of a quorum as in the old way. 
n addition to this startling ruling, during these three days the 
Speaker has refused to entertain motions privileged in all parliament- 
ary bodies. ‘The Speaker has refused to entertain appeals and has at- 


tempted to control a member in the line of debate; has attempted to 
prevent a member upon this side of the House from doing that which 
members upon the other side of the House bad done upon the same 
day. When the Speaker denied the rightof a member to read from the 
record in this contested-election case many of you were astounded, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
As I am a member of the jury that is to pass upon this case, will not 
the 3 talk upon the subject before the House rather than upon 
a ruling 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Possibly ifhe will wait a few moments I may 
come to some point in the question that will strike him to be quite as 
pertinent as the discussion of the ruling at that time. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, that has been discussed on both 
sides sufficiently. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The only authorities quoted here to sustain 
the ruling of the Speaker upon this question of his counting a quo- 
rum were authorities from gentlemen who spoke in the debate when 
the question was on the adoption of a rule to authorize such a thing. 
At that time much resistance came from this side of the House, and 
your side was a solid phalanx against the adoption of the rule to per- 
mit such a course in the House. 

No, let the issue be clearly understood. Gentlemen from your side 
of the House have invited us to withdraw from this House if we do not 
propose to be counted. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], 
quoting from some authorities, mildly and seductively suggested that 
it would be a parliamentary method for the members of this House to 
withdraw and secede from this body if they did not want to be counted 
to make a quorum. 

No, Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen upon this side of the House were 
sent here to represent a majority of the voters of this country. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] The gentlemen on this side of the 
House come here to represent constituencies as high in dignity, worth, 
and intelligence as those upon the other side. We propose to stay 
here, and we propose to take advantage of all constitutional provisions 
to defend the rights of those we represent. We propose from this time 
forth, until you shall submit to us a code of rules, that there shall be 
consent on our part to no legislation whatever. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.] Weshall know what the proceedings are to be from 
hour to hour and the rights of members of this House. The make- 
shift of adopting temporarily parts of the rules of the Fiftieth Congress 
will no longer do, 

In the interests of the country we have submitted, we have consented, 
we have permitted you to adopt by patchwork a portion of the rules 
to enable you to go on with business, But the time has ceased for any 
more such concessions, 

Now, if the gentleman who was so anxious that I should come down 
to the immediate discussion of the case will give me his attention I 
will discuss some of the figures and the facts connected therewith. 
Upon the returns the contestant seemed entitled to a majority of 12, 
I have mentioned that the 14 railroad train-men were illegal voters. 
This is shown by the proof, and that they voted for contestant. It is 
conceded by the attorney for the contestant that they were doubtful 
voters, the evidence tending to show that they had never resided at all 
in the county or at the point at which they cast their ballots. They 
number 14. That gives a majority at once of 2 to the contestee. 

The contestant challenged 102 votes as illegally cast for the con- 
testee; the contestee afterwards, besides the 14 in that class, challenged 
113 as illegal votes for contestant. We concede, upon a careful exam- 
ination of the facts and applying the laws of West Virginia, that there 
were 31 illegal votes cast for Mr. Jackson. The report of the commit- 
tee concedes that there were 18 cast for Mr. Smith. Smith’s counsel, a 
West Virginia lawyer of ability, concedes that there were 14 more votes 
for Smith that were of doubtful legality. Upon an examination of these 
doubtful cases and the cases conceded to be illegal by the committee 
it would take the finest discrimination you ever saw brought to bear 
upon a subject of this kind to distinguish the slightest difference be- 
tween them. 

The objections to those 18 conceded to be illegal are not sustained by 
testimony one whit stronger than is the evidence against those 14 con- 
ceded to he doubtſul. Then you have virtually a concession of 32 illegal 
votes for contestant as against a concession of 31 illegal votes for con- 
testee, and so we gain 1 vote there, while the minority in this report 
has claimed to get a large number of votes that were illegal, and who 
voted for Smith, to wit, the number of 52, and it is claimed that there 
were 21 others of doubtful legality. I am free to say that I do not go 
so far as that claim set forth in the report. In my last examination, 
made since this report was written, of the testimony in the case, I find, 
however, that there are at least 20 illegal voters that might be added 
to the list to be taken from Smith without straining the testimony in 
the least particle. 

In fact, the testimony as to these 20 voters is stronger to sustain their 
illegality and the fact that they voted for Smith than the testimony 
in the cases conceded by the committee itself. This gives Mr. Jackson 
a clear, unquestioned majority of 23. To this add the 5 of which he 
was defrauded.in Morris precinct, Wirt County, and he hasa majority 
of 28 aside from all techniealities. 

I call your attention again to the testimony in the case of William 
Wix. The chairman of the committee, in his enthusiasm and ardor 
to sustain the report of the committee, attacked this vote. It wasa 
vote challenged by the contestee. It was a yote proven to be illegal, 
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because the voter was a minor. There is no question about that on 
either side of this House. There is no question about the voter being 
a minor or about his having voted. But the chairman of the com- 
mittee says: 

This voter was sent to the polls by his mother and his sisters, with a desire 
to have him vote the Democratic t, but he said he would not vote the 
8 and when he returned he said he had not voted the Demo- 
cratic tie 


T appeal to the record to see whether it sustains the position of the 
chairman of the committee. I read first from the testimony of the sis- 
ter, a girl of eighteen years of age, two years younger than the brother, 
the voter. She says: 

In the morning of the November election he intended to vote the Republican 
ticket, and when he came home that night from the election he said that he had 
voted the Republican ticket. 

Q. What does he claim to be,a Democrat or a Republican? 

A. A Republican. 

Q. Are you a Republican or a Democrat? 

A. Iam a Democrat. 


Then she goes on and states as a reason why she is a Democrat that 
her father before her was a Democrat. She says further: 

On the morning of the election I told him that he ought to vote the Democratic 
tioket; that our father was a Democrat. 

Q. Is that the only time you spoke to him about it? 

A. Yes, sir; that is. 

Q. Does your brother claim to be a Republican? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Is there anything there, gentlemen, tending to show that the sister 
sent her brother away expecting that he would vote the Democratic 
ticket or with the purpose of having him vote it? 

Now let us see what the mother says about this: 


Q. Did your son tell you that he was going to vote before tht election? 

A. No, sir; he did not. 

Q. Were you present at the time he told your daughter, Julia M. Wix, that he 
intended to vote the Republiean ticket? 

A. I heard him say on that morning that he intended to vote the Republican 
ticket. He always talked that way. 


But, sir, the chairman of the committee says this was a poor boy who, 
for apparel's sake, was wearing a Harrison and Morton cap before and 
at the election. That is one of the things that politically identified 
him. Do not gentlemen upon the otherside know that no matter how 
por a man or boy is in this country if he is a Democrat he would go bare- 

eaded rather than wear a Harrison and Morton cap? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

An ardent Republican, who pretended to challenge him and then con- 
veniently got out of the way and permitted him to vote, and after- 
wards came back with Republican tickets in his hand to see whether 
he had voted or not, says that he admitted that he had voted a Demo- 
cratic ticket. William Mix wore a Harrison and Morton cap, and he 
cast his ballot according to his badge and according to his declarations 
at home both befere and after voting. 

The next voter to whom I wish to call attention is Joseph Starling. 
He is another voter that was challenged by the contestee, but proved 
to be an illegal voter and also to have voted for Smith. The report of 
the committee says of Joseph Starling that he was a non-resident; 
clearly illegal; dispute as to how he voted; considering all the legal 
evidence, we do not think there is much room for doubt. 

Then there is some room for doubt, even if there is not much. Now 
let us turn to the record and examine the evidence and see if it will 
not remove that doubt. On page 787 you will find the testimony of L, 
A. Beckwith, from which I read: 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of Joe or Joseph Starling? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you known him? 

A. Over twenty years, 

Q. Do zon know his politics? 

A. Heis a Democrat. 

Q. What kind of a Democrat is he, a mild or enthusiastic one? 

A. Well, I could not put him as a very mild one nor very enthusiastic; he is 
nn easy-gaited kind of a man; don’t make much noise. 

Q. Do you know how he votes when he votes at elections? 

A. Hoe votes the Democratic ticket, so I have always understood, 

Qo and answer 8 to as improper and irrelevant.) 

When did you last talk with Joseph Starling on the subject of politics? 

A. I do not know that I ever passed two words with him. 

Q. You mean never in your life? 

2 do not know that I ever did; I don’t meddle witha man’s politics or his 

on. 
3 Well, Starling isn’t a man of very much intelligence, is he? 

A. Well, he isn't considered to be one of the brightest men in the world. 

Q. You never heard him preach Democracy, did you? 

A. No; Ido not know that I ever did. 

Q. Do you know how he voted at the election of November 6, 1888? 

A. I donot; he didn't vote where I was. 


That is his testimony. First he says that this voter was a Democrat, 
then that he was an easy-gaited kind of a Democrat, and then that he 
never heard him preach Democracy, and, in short, that he does not know 
what his politics are. On page 618 we bave the testimony of J. I. 
Tracewell: f 

Q. Do you know Joe Starling? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Where did Joseph Starling live November 6, 1888 ? 

A. He lived in Washington unty, Ohio. 

Q. How long had he lived there? 
A. Near six months, I suppose; little more, may be, 


The witness goes on to say that he was well acquainted with Ster- 
ling’s family. 

Q. What were his politics? 

A. He has always been Republican. 

Q. Do you know Joseph Starling’s politics? 

A. I heard him say he wasa ublican, 

Here is the testimony of a man who had heard some utterances from 
Starling about politics, a man who did not depend upon his knowledge 
of the fact that Starling was an easy-gaited sort of a man, but who 
had actually heard him say he was a Republican. 

Q. When did you hear him say he was a Republican? 

A. I heard him say so on the aay of the election, on the 6th day of November, 
and he said he always had been Republican. 

Q. o was present when he told you that? 

A. Mr. Joe Starling and myself, and I don't mind who the rest were, but there 
was a great many sitting there, Starling just made the reply that he had always 
voted the Republican ticket. 

Q. When did Joe Starling move to Ohio? 

A. Early in the spring of 1888. 


On page 621 is the testimony of another witness: 


Q. Do you know Joe Starling? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Do you know what his politics were? 

A. Republican. * 

Q. How do you know? 

A. I heard him say so, and seen him electioneering for the Republican ticket 
at different times. 

Here is a man who had heard Starling preaching his politics, such as 
they were, and they were Republican. 

Now, that testimony ought to remove the little doubt that there 
seems to have been in the minds of the committee as to whether or no 
this voter should be deducted from the number counted for Smith. 

I call attention next to the testimony of Randolph Ferrill and Thomas 
Ferrill. There is one striking thing in the case of these two men that 
is worthy of observation. The committee, as a whole, concede that 
Randolph Ferrill was an illegal voter and that he voted for Mr. Smith, 
Now, the same testimony throughout given by the same witnesses is in 
this record to prove that the other Ferrill was a minor and an illegal 
voter and that he voted the Republican ticket. 

We have first the testimony of a man named Wolverton, who had 
known them both all their lives, related to them by marriage. His 
testimony is that he knew they both voted the straight Republican 
ticket. The testimony is brought from the county records and from 
the census reports, showing that one of these boys was eight years of 
age in 1880 and the other eleven, and that therefore neither of them 
could have been twenty-one years of age on the 6th day of November, 
1888. In addition to Randolph Ferrill, conceded to us upon this testi- 
mony, we claim Thomas Ferrill on the testimony. The next case is 
that of J. G. Dixon, compared with that of H. B. Armstrong. We 
concede Armstrong to have been an illegal voter. We concede that he 
voted the Democratic ticket and that he ought to be deducted from 
the vote of Mr. Jackson; so he is among the 31 that we concede. 
Upon the similarity of the testimony in the cases of Armstrong and 
Jackson in material points we claim the deduction of Dixon’s vote 
from Mr. Smith’s total. 

What was Armstrong’s case? That of an office-holder who, having 
gone away from West Virginia, came back to a different part of the 
State and, without having ever fixed his residence, voted. erefore 
he could not be claimed to have had sixty days’ residence in the county, 
as required by law. 

What is the case of J. G. Dickson? Exactly the same. He is another 
office-holder. He went out to Dakota, and when he came back went 
into a certain precinct in West Virginia and voted. He had gone forth 
as a Democrat; he came back and voted—there is no question about 
this—for the contestant, 

This is the man whom the chairman of the committee, if I recollect 
aright, humorously described as the one who distributed the ‘‘ Demo- 
cratic whisky; on that day at that precinct.’ The testimony shows no 
such state of facts as will sustain the chairman. If this man distrib- 
uted whisky at all, it was the whisky of Mr. Smith, the contestant, 
The testimony of Mr. Smith himself is taken, and also the testimony 
of Mr. Dickson, which proved that a prominent Republican politician 
took this man Dickson down to Parkersburgh, and there held a confer- 
ence in the room at the hotel with Mr, Smith for over an hour before 
the election; that he went up into that precinct to fight Jackson. Hav- 
ing been put upon the witness-stand, there is ample proof in his own 
declaration and in the testimony of others to sustain the p tion 
that he voted for Smith. He refused at that time to tell for whom he 


voted. 

The case of J. D. Leonard has been discussed by the gentleman on 
this side of the House who preceded me. I want to call attention to 
the case of the convict, Richard Hodgin. This isa typical illegal voter, 
voting the Republican ticket, and sustained as a proper voter by the 
Republican members of the committee. Now, what are the facts as 
to his case? I have stated them briefly, but I will read from the testi- 
mony: 

Z. E. Thorn, page 506, testifies R. Hodgin voted on the day of the 


election, Shurtzville, Ente Creek district, and files Exhibit No. 8, 
i 


page 516, as evidence 
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0 Pomeroy, page 529, testifies he knows Hodgin, and he is a Re- 
publican. 

= J. Owens, page 532, testifies he knows him, and that he is a Re- 

lican. i 

D. C. Casto, page 550, testifies he was present when Hodgin was be- 
ing tried in Wood County for felony, and heard he had been convicted 
and sentenced to the State prison, and files the record of his convic- 
tion and sentence, marked Exhibit, with D. C. Casto’s deposition,“ 


. and found on pages 550, 551, 552; also, a certificate of the superintend- 


ent of the penitentiary that he served out his sentence. 

Is not that charge sustained? Would you want stronger testimony 
than that to prove that the man was an illegal voter? Here are two 
men who saw him vote, who say he voted the Republican ticket; Mr. 
Smith’s name was on that ticket. 

The cases of Austin Lafferee, W. H. Mamel, Edward Steel, aliasSim- 
mond, Charles Walker, Paul Robinson, Israei Taylor, Robert Alexander, 
H. S. Greathouse, P. S. Greathouse, S. Gray, John Mitchell, F. L. 
Johnson, and William White, together with several other illegal voters 
whose ballots were cast for Mr. Smith, I pass over for want of time. 
These cases have also been discussed hy others. I will say a few words 
about the voter Edward McDowell. A 

W. S. Allenman (page 696) testifies he knows MeDowell and has for 
three years. 

Have heard him talk Republican. He is a Republican, I think.. Know from 
the poll-books he voted at Murphy's Mills on the 6th of November, 1838. On 
that day he was n resident of y district, Wood County, West Virginia. 

Charles McClead (page 701) testifies he knew Edward McDowell for 

about three years. He lived in Clay district. Did not know just ex- 
actly his age, but did not look like a man of age in 1888; he goes from 
his appearance. 
Thomas G. Smith (page 558) testifies that the paper, Exhibit A, filed 
with his deposition is a true copy of the records, which certificate is 
found on page 559, and shows that J, W. McDowell gave in his son's, 
Edward MecDowell’s, age on the 23d of January, 1888, at 20 years. 

The father certainly knew what he was about when he gave the son’s 
name to the assessor; he gave the son’s age as that of a minor and the 
testimony shows he voted the Kepublican ticket. 

But I shall not occupy the time of the House in discussing this ques- 
tion. All of these features have been gone over, some of them twice 
or perhaps three times. They have been gone over carefully. The tes- 
timony has been presented fully and fairly. Gentlemen on the other 
side of the House have seemed to think that it was not wise; that it 
would be a waste of time to present these facts which tend to show 
who was elected a Representative from this district, They are the only 
features of evidence that the mind of any member should consider in 
making up a judgment on this case. 

It will not do, because there appears to be a certain condition of af- 
fairs politically in West Virginia—it will not do toassume, because of 
the governor's having issued the certificate and the order that he did. that 
this man is not entitled upon the merits of the case to his seat here in 
Congress. It will not do for gentlemen who are so piously invoking God 
to save West Virginia to lend their hand to wrongfully turn out this 
man for the purpose of helping in the saving of West Virginin. Ac- 
cording to the most recent news coming from that State, I think the 
campaign funds of the national Republican committee are doing about 
as much toward helping to ruin West Virginia as anybody here could 
do to save it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

My time is out, I should like to have given a summary of the true 
vote cast for the contestant and contestee. A full and fair showing es- 
tablishes the fact that the sitting member is entitled to retain his seat. 
He was elected by a majority more than twice as large as that claimed 
on the face of the returns for the contestant after all illegal votes cast 
for either of them shall have been deducted. He has no cause to be 
ashamed of his course in this matter. He did his duty by his constitu- 
ents. May this House do its duty by him. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, how much time remains on this side? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is not quite able to tell the gentleman. 
Will the gentleman from Georgia please state when the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. O'FERRALL] began? The Chair thinks it was 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CRISP, I think it was about that time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Four minutes before 2. 

Mr. CRISP. Four minutes before 2 o'clock he begun. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will send to the gentleman from Georgia 
a statement of the time remaining. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, mach has been said in this discussion on 
the other side upon the manner in which the case has been brought be- 
fore the House before the formulation of rules. Gentlemen on the other 
side forget that rules have already been adopted by this House, to the 
same extent as they were by the Fiftieth Congress upon the question 
of contested elections. There were but two rules in force in the last 
Congress relating to this subject—Rules X and XI—and these two rules, 
simply providiny for the forming of the Committee on Elections and for 
the sending of contested cases to that committee, have been adopted in 
the Fifty-first Congress; and full rules were reported early in the session 
on that subject and were adopted by the House. | 

Now, what rule is it gentlemen upon the other side seek to have 


adopted before proceeding to consider this case? Simply that a motion 
to adjourn is always in order; that a motion fora recess or a motion to 
fix the time for adjournment isal in order. Motions of that char- 
acter are the only things which could have any bearing to the advan- 
tage of the contestee upon the discussion of the case now at issue before 
this House. 

And yet we sce the spectacle of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Bynum], not only taking possession of the floor of the House, but of 
the whole Capitol, and going forward, storming at the Speaker, who sits 
like patience on a monument. 

A MEMBER. Smiling at grief. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes;smilingat Democratic grief. [Laughter.] The 
gentleman from Indiana makes the charge that this case is wrongfully 
being brought forward at this time. I will read his language from the 
RECORD: 

You have gone forward, sir; pi 

22 T 
to work to carry out—deliberately, I say. because you went forward day and 
night to vamp up some feeble show to sustain your rulings. No tyrant ever as- 
cended the throne but who attempted to vamp up some fecble show of title to 
amuse the people while he gained possession of the kingdom. You have nt- 
tempted to vamp up some feeble show to sustain your outrageous rulings, to 
amuse the galleries and the people while you consummate 86 behests of the 
chairman of the national Republican committee toturn out the Representatives 
elected by the people to seats here and put in their places men not only not 
elected, but who do not command the respect of the people they seck here to 
represent, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the grave charge, and as the Chair has been 
sustained by this side of the House this solemn charge is laid hefore the 
conntry, that we are seeking to force this case on the House without rules 
in order to take some unfair advantage, and needs to be answered. 

The formation of rules depends upon the action of the House, aud if 
the gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. Jackson], who holds his place 
here, not by the suffrages of the people of the Fourth Congressional dis- 
trict of West Virginia, but by the appointment of the governor, is per- 
mitted by his vote to control the formation of the rules or control the 
action of this House or is permitted to sit in silence, and by silence 
keep out the man elected in that district, we have the spectacle of a 
House being bound hand and foot and unable to determine the qualifi- 
cations of its own members. 

Let me call your attention to the condition of things in West Vir- 
ginia in 1888. That State was stirred to the very depths by the bill of 
the gentleman from Texas; I mean the Mills bill. West Virginia was 
seeking to be a great manufacturing State, and the issues before the 
people in 1888 brought out the largest vote ever cast there. Nearly 
40,000 votes were cast in the district in which this controversy has 
arisen. 

And let me say as a native of that State, when I look over the record 
of this election and the manner in which the election was held, I can 
but feel proud of the honest yeomanry of West Virginia who cast their 
votes so fairly and conducted the election in the honorable manner in 
which it was done. 

In the 40,000 votes cast in this district, with a gubernatorial contest 
pending and when both sides had examined the votes with the utmost 
care, the result laid before the Honse is that only 229 votes in all are 
disputed out of 40,000. 

This being the case, is it not fair to presume, is it not reasonable to 
presume, that about the same number of illegal voters would be found 
on one side as on the other? I know that our friends on the other side 
of the House charge us, as the gentleman did who has just sat down, 
with being a **God and morality party;“ and being the party of moral- 
ity is it not fair to presume, Mr. Spenker, it would cast no more il- 
legal votes than the other party? So it becomes an important question 
to know which one of these gentlemen is entitled to the certificate upon 
the face of the returns. 

Let us examine the returns as they appear before us now. It iscon- 
ceded the word twe means two“ when you get at the bottom 
facts. It is conceded in Ritchie County there was a mistake of 2 votes, 
which was corrected by an amended return. It is conceded in another 
county there was a recount at contestee’s request. resulting in a change 
of 3 votes in favor of Captain Smith. If you deduct the 10 votes thus 
given by the governor, which the committee ought to have done, we 
start in with a majority for the contestant in this case. In order to 
make this change it became necessary for the governor not to go behind 
the returns, but to go before them and add 10 votes, which did not ap- 
pear on the face of the returns, and in addition to refuse to consider 
two other returns certified by the clerk. 

I call attention of the House to page 857: 

STATE OF Wesr VIRGINIA, County of Callioun, 88: 
8 W. Silcott, clerk of the county court of Calhoun County, West Vir- 
ginta. 

[Laughter. ] 

Yes, it comes from very good Democratic authority, and I do not 
wonder my Democratic friends smile. 

It comes from good Democratic authority and is signed by George 
W. Sileott, Democratic clerk of the county court of Calhoun County, 
West Virginia. I notice that my friends around me look as though 
that name was somewhat familiar, It appears from this certificate 
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that the vote ought to have been 632 for Smith, and it was corrected 
and made 632 instead of 630 and sent to the governor in that form. 
It was a mere clerical error and this was a proper correction. But the 
governor disregarded this correction, aud he disregarded all of the light 
received from the record, because if he had counted these votes and ac- 
cepted the recount in another county, called for by the contestee him- 
self, the result would have been to give, on the face of the returns, a 
majority of 2 for Smith, the contestant, notwithstanding the assump- 
tion upon the part of the governor that the word fe meant twelve. 
So it became necessary not only ta change the returns from two to 
twelve, but to ignore the recount had at the instance of the contestee. 
In Ritchie County this recount was called for by Mr, Jackson, And 
let us now examine the condition of the vote as it would be upon the 
face of the returns and upon the concession of both sides of the case. 

We start in, then, Mr. Speaker, with a majority of 12 for contestant. 
It is conceded by the minority report that 31 illegal votes were cast for 
Mr. Jackson, the sitting member. Then, in the brief of the counsel for 
contestee there were 3 more votes whose illegality has been substan- 
tially conceded; I refer to the Hensel vote, on page 1, and the vote of 
W. J. Elmore, on the same page of the brief of contestee, and Grant 
Griflith, on page 28, making a total majority of 46 votes. This major- 
ity must be overcome in order to allow the contestee to hold his seat. 

Now, by concessions of the contestant, on the other hand, and on the 
consideration of the evidence, the committee find in the aggregate il- 
legal votes cast for Smith to the number of 19, leaving him a majority 
of 27 to be overcome. Then there are 13 votes that there is practically 
no dispute about, the details of each of which have been thoroughly 
gone over by the chairman of the committee, Mr, ROWELL, ranning 
the majority of the contestant up to 40. If you take the minority 
report and turn to it you will find that in order to overcome this 40 
majority they lay claim to 66 votes cast illegally for contestant, out of 
which 66, 13 have already been disposed of by being already conceded 
to be illegal in settling the majority at 40, thus leaving 53 votes out of 
which to defeat the 40 majority that is unquestionably due to the con- 
testant. 

Now, let us examine the 53 votes in detail and see what the result 
will be. They are all disputed by the majority of the committee; and 
upon a careful examination by every member of the committee sepa- 
rately, each for himself taking the record and reading the same, each 
for himself considering the briefs, the whole 53 were found to be legally 
and properly cast for the contestee. This brings us down to one series 
of 14 votes in one place. If these 14 votes, cast in what is known as the 

Hurricane precinct, are illegal and you deduct them from the 53 votes, 
you have but 39 votes to draw from to get the necessary number that is 
required, which is 40, and this makes the question a very vital one as to 
whether or not the 14 votes cast at the Harricane precinct are legal. 

Upon this question I call the attention of the House to the evidence 
of Richard Goodwin, who was examined in regard to this point. He 
is an active Democrat and appeared at the polls on the day of election 
and worked all day for the contestee, Mr. Jackson. He was foreman 
of the Hurricane party, and had been voting at the town of Hurricane 
for nine years. On cross-examination I read from his testimony on 

e425. This is the same witness from whose evidence the otherside 
ve already quoted. He is asked, upon cross-examination: 
By contestant's attorney: 

Q. Where did you live on the 6th of November, 1888? 

A. I staid on the constrnotion train; lodged and boarded there. 

Q. I did not ask you where you staid; I asked you where you lived. 

A. Iclaim my home in Huntington, I live on the train when at work. Ipay 

taxes in Huntington. 
Where did you vote? 

A. At Hurricane, Putnam County, West Virginia. 

Q. What ticket did you vote? 

A. I voted the Democratic ticket. 

Then he says, with reference to the 14 voters in question, that they 
had lived upon the train; that all lived upon it just as he did; that 
some of them had voted at the town of Hurricane and had so done for 
several years. He sa d that they got their washing done there and took 
their meals there and lived there, just as he did, when they were not 
off on duty with the train. He testified further that when they talked 
about their homes, they talked of their homes in Virginia, just as you 
would speak if talking of your father’s home. No man ever gets so old 
as not to refer to his father’s house as “home,” even after he is married 
and settled for himself. And yet the only evidence against these men 
to establish a claim of illegality as to their votes is only the fact that they 
spoke of going home, one of going back to Virginia, if he eculd get a few 
days’ furlough. 

Every man, Mr. Speaker, must have his home somewhere. Their 
headquarters, however, were at the town of Hurricane, Their train 
returned to that point after repairing the bridges and performing the 
duty upon which they had been sent to another part of the line. They 
always returned there after having gone to some other point to perform 
their work. They received their mails there and always treated it as 
the headquarters of the gang, and they voted at that point and had 
voted for years. The testimony is clear on this. These votes should 
be undisputed. There is no question about that, and to dedact them 
from the number to which I have already referred you have but 39 left. 
Then deduct the two disputed votes of the twins, the Greathouses—for 


you have the father’s, the mother’s, the grandmother's, and the uncle's 
evidence, and all who happen to know, as to the date of their birth; 
aad set that against the testimony of the mere returns of the census 
gatherer in 1880, returns taken in the field and from what source no 
one can tell. They were-of lawful age beyond question. When you 
deduct these two additional votes, there are but 37 votes left to change 
the result and 40 to be overcome, 

It is repeatedly said of the contestant in this case that he was elected 
upon the face of the returns, If that is so, then upon whom does the 
burden of proof rest? Who must make a showing in order to justify 
us in saying that Jackson, the contestee, should hold his seat? That 
duty devolves upon him and him alone, because when the retarns were 
corrected the governor violated every principle of construction and gave 
the certificate to the man not elected. It is then our duty togo behind 
the certificate, and the minority of the committee agree with the ma- 
jority as to the result in that respect. In the committee-room there 
was no dispute upon that point. We start in with the fact that Mr. 
Smith is entitled to the seat unless a sufficient number of illegal votes 
for him can be found to change the result. 

There is another ieature of the case I desire to call attention to, to 
which no a.lusion has been made, and that is the fact that the returns 
were kept secret until the governor's remarkable decision was an- 
nounced. 

Mr. Smith’sattorney went to the governorof West Virginia toascer- 
tain the condition of the returns in order that he might be heard; on 
page 255 I read an extract from his testimony. 

The governor said they had not been opened, and no one would be 
allowed to see them until he was ready to act in the matter himself. 

At that time, or in the afternoon, I requested him to let Capt. C. B. Smith 
know when the certificates would be opened and examined, and he promised 
todothat. Hesaid that he would give all parties an opportunity to protect their 
interest in the matter, At a subsequent interview, in the afternoon of that day 
I believe, the governor told me that Judge J. M, Jackson had an argument 
in writing with reference to the power of the governor to throw out certain re- 
turns in Putnam County and the power of the governor to send for personsand 
papers, to go behind the returns, and the goyernor handed mo the paper or brief 
to look at. 

Now, it appears that counsel for the contestant and the contestant 
himself wanted to see the returns in order to ascertain their condition 
and know what kind of a case he had before him. The-governor was 
silent: the governor concealed the returns from him, but, on the other 
haud, he permitted the contestee to know this condition and know what 
the result would be in advance. 

Now, I read from the testimony of C. T. Caldwell. 

Tn his testimony, page 256, he says: = 

2 2. + you know J. M. Jackson? 

2. 0. 

Q. 3. Did you hear him after the election in November last make any decla- 
rations respecting his election to Congress and the giving of the certificate by 
the governor? If so, when and where? 

AS, I was present on several occasions in the city of Parkersburgh when cas- 
ual conversations were had in Judge J. M. Jackson's presence about the Con- 
gressionalelection; he always claimed that he was elected, and would get his 
certificate of election; in the conversat on just after he got his certificate, at 
the time he got his certificate in the court-house of Wood Countx, in speaking 
pees be election and certificate, he said he knew he would get his certificate 
of election. 


So that it appears that, while Captain Smith sought to know the con- 
dition of the returns, their condition was concealed from him by the 
governor, but was given to the other side. 

I wish also to call attention of the House toa few of the names 
that are in dispute in this case—but a few, becanse I think when we 
pass beyond the dividing lineand find there are not illegal votes enongh 
to change the result it will do to stop. But I will call attention to 
just a few more of these names. Take the testimony in regard to the 
convict, which has just been read by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OvrHWAITE]. He says that this conviet's vote onght to be charged 
up against the Republican party and excluded from the count. I call 
attention of the gentleman to pages 773 and 774 of the record, which 
he either ignores or overlooks. 2 

The convict in question, Dick Hodgson, was not a legal voter. B. C. 
Dewees testifies that he saw this convict go to the polls with Sam 
Greathouse, Marl Hodgson, Dick Hodgson, Tom Hodgson, and Lewis 
Hamrick, all Democrats. > 

See page 774 of the record: 

Q- a whether or not yon spoke to him on that occasion; and, if so, what 
Was Said. 

A. Idid; Ispoketo him and told him that T wanted tospeak to him, and took 
him by the arm. He tore loose from me and said he had no time to talk to me 
or any other d — d man. Aſter they voted, him and me had no other conversa- 
tion until the next day. When Isaw Dick next day I asked him if he had got 
sober. Les,“ he said, about so.” I then naked him what made him do as he 
did. He said he had to; he worked for Sam Greathouse, and if it had not been 
for Sam Greathouse he could not have kept his family. 

Q. State whether or not he was intoxicated on the morning of the election 
when you met him at the creek. 

A Ithought he was. 

Q. State whether or not you had any conversation with Dick Hodgson in ref- 
erence to how he voted for Representative in Congress from the Fourth West 
Virginia district on the 6th day of November, 1888. 

A. I did; Laccused him of voting the Democratic ticket the next day, and he 
said he was to vote for Fleming, and for Jackson and Bumgardner, and the 
balance of the ticket was Kepublican. He said Sam Greathouse filled up his 
ticket. and he said that was the way it was. 
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Yet they want this House to believe that he filled ont a ticket for C, 
B. Smith, the Republican nominee. 

A MEMBER. Is it not stated that he was drunk? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; andit would imply that the men who took him to 
the polls must have been in the same condition or they would have ob- 


tained a good Democratic vote for Jackson. . 

It is incredible that these Democrats took a drunken convict to the 
polls and then voted him for the Republican nominee. 

We have passed from the exciting scenes of the last few days. The 
House is now called upon asa jury to determine the facts. In the first 
place, it is not probable that, with 12 majority to begin with, this con- 
testant would have had more illegal votes cast for him than were cast 
for the other side. The percentage has run a little higher, in fact, the 
other way. Yet our friends upon the other side insist that you must 
reverse the whole of our experience and find that a much larger per- 
centage of the Republican votes were cast illegally than for the opposite 


ath COOPER, of Ohio, They had control of all the polls. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; they had contro! of all the polls; they had the 
control of the governor of West Virginia, and now, a year after the 
election, they have him still, I will read from an almanac published 
by a Democratic newspaper, the Daily News, of the city of Chicago. On 
page 142 I find that they give a list of the votes of West Virginia, and 
they say that the governor-elect is Nathan Goff, jr.“ He is reported 
as the governor-elect of that State. That was conceded by everybody 
in the United States, passing into current history; and yet, in the face 
of the honest people of West Virginia, who haveshown their good faith 
by an honest and fair election, a few men have acted in a manner that 
has brought disgrace and discredit upon that State. Those men have 
kept the lawful governor out of his seat for a year, or nearly a year, 
ot are threatening to keep him out forever. The man that has done 
this says that he must decide the case according to law. 

He takes the letter of a certificate that comes before him and changes 
the result. He says that the word ‘‘twe’’ is meant there to be either 
twelve or twenty, and as twenty“ is the larger number he will call 
it twelve,“ the wear and tear of conscience being less in calling it 
twelve than it would be by calling it twenty; and yet the result is the 
same, We might say with Mercutio that it is' not so deep as a well, 
nor so wide as a church door, but tis enough. By making it 8 votes 
less it was 66% per cent. less strain upon the gubernatorial conscience 
by calling it twelve than by calling it twenty. 

We find ourselves in this case with a gentleman occupying a seat by 
fraudulent certificate, just as if the governor could appoint a Congress- 
man. The governor may appoint a member of the upper House, but 
not to this House. It takes the people to breathe into one of their Rep- 
resentatives the breath of legislative life; yet, for nearly a year, the 
contestee has occupied thisseat upon nothing except the mere fraudulent 
certificate in question. 

It has been claimed that the committee unfairly canvassed these 
votes. I will say now, and I will be sustained by every member of 
the majority of that committee, that the same result, within 1 or 2 votes, 
was arrived at by every single member of the majority sitting sepa- 
rately and taking the record and taking the briefs of the counsel and 
investigating the case for himself. We had hoped that the gentlemen 
upon the other side would haye been fair in this case. Ont of seven- 
teen contested-election cases it would appear singular indeed if there 
was not one with unquestioned merit. These cases were selected for 
trial in this way: The majority of the committee selected the first case 
and the minority selected the second, and the majority, looking over 
the records of the various cases, naturally selected one where they felt 
that there was a possibility, or rather a strong probability, that the con- 
testant had been kept out of his seat in violation of law, and that he 
ought to have been the contestee rather than the contestant. 

Upon that principle they selected this case, a case that has been 
already tried before the country, a case that is common honsehold talk 
in every hamletin West Virginia, a case that is the plainest that could be 
found among theseventeen that are in controversy in this House. Gentle- 
men say because there are seventeen contested-election cases that there 
must be some determination upon the part of the majority to throw out 
enough votes here to keep a clear Republican quorum always in their 
seats. We say, on thecontrary, that, so far as this particular seat is con- 
cerned, whatever may be the result as to the other seats in West Virginia, 
it is perfectly obvious that this one was given to the minority of this 
House in the hope that the action of the governor of West Virginia 
might thereby change the cr, pon ofthe House, And, Mr. Speaker, 
one or two more votes would have done it, and, but for the honesty of 
the governor of the State of Tennessee, the result which wassought to be 
attained by giving this certificate to the wrong man would have been ac- 
complished, and, instead of the Speaker’s chair being occupied by the 
gentleman who does occupy it and who holds it down so well [laugh- 
ter], a Democrat would tava occupied that chair and the gentlemen 
who occupy seats stolen from their Republican competitors would have 
been in this House until the end of the Fifty-first Congress. 

We have here, then, a plain, visible attempt on the part of the gov- 
ernor of West Virginia to change the complexion of this House. That 
gentleman will go thundering down the ages by the name which the 


people of West Virginia have given him. Up among the hills of that 
tate they call him Governor Twe.” [Laughter.] But, Mr. Speaker, 
this House is the judge of the qualifications of itsown members. There 
has been some talk about taking this question to court. This is the 
court that must determine this question, and I am glad that a full and 
fair hearing has been accorded the other side and that they have had 
full opportunity to lay before the country their claims and their views 
of this case. Ample opportunity has been given them. There is cer- 
tainly no question that the majority reportshould be sustained. Iwill 
not longer weary the House after the long debate. I have tried only 
to talk about the facts in relation to these contested votes, or at least 
the facts as to a sufficient number of them to change the result. Much 
might be said about the others, following them down vote by vote, but 
the chairman of the committee has done that, and has done it fairly 
and well, and he has not been answered by the other side. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it will not be denied that it 
is very unfortunate that a matter of such gravity as the right of a mem- 
ber of Congress to his seat should be determined by the House under 
such circumstances as haye surrounded this House for a number of days. 
Certainly, the circumstances are exceedingly unfortunate for the cool, 
deliberate, and dispassionate exercise of the judgment of the House, 
The words of the Constitution are very simple, that each house shall 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its members. Does 
not that word judge ™ import that there shall be something more than 
mere excitement, something more than mere political preference, some- 
thing more than the mere demand of a political party, something more 
than the mere exigency that one party or the other may find itself in 
as it relates to power. We are to judge. Weare to go through the 
process which that word implies, 

What is this House? To what have we drifted? What has been the 
condition of this House for a fortnight? You have the external o - 
ization; you have the Speaker and the Clerk and the other officers; but 
there is much more required to constitute a House, a Congress, than 
these mere formal externals. Its life, its true life, is found in the rules 
of its procedure. I heard some days ago from the eminent gentleman 
from Ohio, whom I now seein his seat [Mr. MCKINLEY], the most 
fearful expression I have yet heard delivered on this floor. He said: 
The people are interested in what you do, and not in the rules by 
which you do it.’’ That sentiment was portentous; it was full of 
meaning; it then indicated what the subsequent experience of this 
House has verified. ‘‘It is something that we are going to do that we 
are concerned in and that the country is concerned in, and not the 
mode and methods to be observed in doing it.“ Tyranny never coined 
a more apt expression. Notyrant yet, whether legislative, judicial, or 
executive, but what has employed the same forms of i 

Law, regulation, rule, however sacred, however honored, are not to 
stand in the way of those who are bent on doing. Lord J effreys under- 
stood it when, pointing to the body of the English law, when, criticising 
judgments of English judges, he said that the forms of English procedure 
in the courts were breeding treason. What was the result? All those 
forms were abrogated; that imperious judge walked out as a single in- 
dividual to pronounce judgments in that realm. He defied forms, he 
was no longer bound by them. The answer was in the death of men 
and women till England was distressed. 8 

I repeat, that expression from the eminent gentleman was porten- 
tous to this House. When you applauded, I felt sad; when you saw 
emerging in that your hopes for control of this House, I felt really that 
the country had drifted far, very far, from constitutional precedent. 
Once teach the people, once practice yourself, the neglect of forms in 
legislative bodies, and what next? That which is more than form 
law, constitution, and their just interpretation—these all in their turn 
will fall before this great discovery. 

Let us for a moment be thoughtful about this matter. Circum- 
stances, external circumstances, can alone be relied upon to indicate any 
inward intent. Immediately after the elections of 1888 there was dis- 
covered a majority, a bare majority, of Republicans elected to the House, 
There was no little excitement and curious interest as to the result. 
Tt was affirmed, it was again denied, until the country stood in sus- 
pense for weeks, as to what margin, if any, the majority was. What 
took place? Twenty-one contests for seats in this House were imme- 
diately filed by 21 Republicans against 21 Democrats. Is not that a 

rtentous circumstance? Four of those have been withdrawn—two 

rom Louisiana, I presume after the ‘‘visiting statesmen’? had gone 
there; two have been withdrawn from Mississippi, leaving seventeen 
standing yet upon the calendar of the Elections Committee. Does any 
man in all this realm believe that there is any real, great virtue in all 
those cases? I do not affirm, nor will I, that there may not be great 
virtue in some of them; but does not the country know that there is 
something else than an honest belief on the part of contestants insti- 
gating and moving them to those contests? 

Do we not realize without any stretch of the imagination, without 
any purpose to throw epithets at our political opponents—do not men 
in their consciences realize that the country is drifting far, very far, 
from constitutional precedent, far from the real purposes of a contest, 
when this matter exists in the form presented in the country? 
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So matters stood. Congress assembled for the exercise of its duties. 
Gentlemen say, What have we to do with rules?“ One gentleman 
said, “You want rules to keep yourselves from doing business.“ 

Mr. Speaker, this is no debating society; this isno multitude or col- 
lection of people; this isno publicassembly; but the Constitution names 
and names it rightly; it is a Congress, a Congress of States—all that 
that language implies—States of the Union assembled through their 
representatives to make laws. 

Where is their Speaker? Where is their parliamentary law? Where 
is their organization? I say far better that you had had no organiza- 
tion than to have bad an organization in a Congress without rules de- 
scribing and defining its procedure. All men admit, except him who 
is rash, that at no time has a Congress of the United States existed a 
day without rules. The gentleman from Massachusetts may deride 
the idea of rules; he may pick out the rules regulating the lease of the 
restaurant; he may laugh at the rule for admission to this floor; but 
there are rules governing all Congresses, rules that make the breath 
and the life-blood of the Congress. 

What are we todo? You have a Speaker. Sir, it is not the per- 
sonality of the man to which I shall now address myself. He could be 
nothing but a tyrant. No man would consent to preside over the de- 
liberations of a Congress for two months without rules but a tyrant; 
no party would demand he should preside in that way except for the 
purposes of tyranny. Sirs, you do yourselves injustice when you sup- 
pose that this was to affect election casesonly. I wish to God the effect 
could be so limited. Drive these men out of hereif their places are to 
be supplied with patriotic Republicans and the country can stand it. 
But, sirs, there is a something the country can not stand. 

It can not stand an aggregation of men bent on public plunder; it can 
not stand the pressure that will be brought upon this Housein the legis- 
lation to be perfected and put upon the statute-book by this body. What 
stands between the public plunderers of the nation to-day and the people? 
The Speaker. WhatSpeaker? Whatarehisrulings? ASpeaker who 
deliberately decides, ‘If a majority do not vote to indicate a quorum, 
I will posez the Democrats and count them up until a quorum has 
voted.” t is the English of this thing. What are his purposes? I 
will not charge the p: I trust that my political opponents are 
not engaged in this conspiracy. I trust they do not design to see this 
Congress turned oversoul and boyana mind to hungry cormorants that 
hang upon Congress for jobs and public plunder. If from the foundation 
of this Government till now the precedents, the customs, the rules of 
the Congress had not required those who favored any measure to show 
a majority for ita majority of the House but for this salutary custom, 
followed from the beginning until now, who does not know that this Goy- 
ernment would have been pillaged? 

To show that they intended to accomplish, to encompass this purpose, 
there are too many circumstances. It is true they intended all this; I 
have no question of it. If I had the art ofso tuning parliamentary lan- 
guage as not to speak so plainly as to be offensive and yet to speak the 
truth, I would doit. But this is no time to sacrifice the truth to pros- 
trate this country; it is no time to sacrifice the truth to parliamentary 
decorum. 

Sir, when it was designed and known by you men who call your- 
selves ‘* Republicans“ that no rales were to be had in this House, what 
did the sentiment of the gentleman from Ohio mean? If it did not 
mean what IL have stated, why was it applauded? If those who joined 
in that applause did not see the fruits of some sort that they desired to 
gather about them, then not another piece of business ought to have 
been transacted in this House. It is true you would have had the rul- 
ing as you got it. 

It is the language of the Constitution cited by Mr. Jefferson. When 
monosyllables answered his purpose he used them. Where simple, un- 
ostentatious language answered his purpose he used it. He wrote sim- 
pler English than any man who wrote constitutions of government. 
And what is that language we find here? Thata majority shall con- 
stitute a quorum to do business. If any other words had been used 
they would not have answered. It is not to contract, it is not to con- 
fer; it is to do business. A majority shall constitute a quorum to do 
business. A quoram to do business, sir. So men who are silent, men 
who do not answer when their names are called, are not the men who 
do business when they are silent. When they are silent they say they 
will not do business, 

This unfortunately is not all. Step by step we have proceeded, obe- 
dience upon obedience has been exacted until the hour of subjugation 
came, and it came last Saturday night in this House. I was an unfor- 
tunate spectator and a listener. The Speaker of this House gravely 
ruled that a book—a printed book—should not be read. Sir, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] said, in language absolutely 
heard by every man on this floor, I pro to read from the record 
of this case. The Speaker ruled, no, and declared that the gentle- 
man from Virginia was out of order. The gentleman from Virginia 
said, I propose to read from the testimony in this case out of this 
book, and an absolute formal ruling came; and again and again the 
8 er declared him to be out of order. Again and again he was in- 
vited to take his seat. Finally it came from the throne, and the gen- 
tleman came back bowing in submission saying. I ask unanimous 


consent that the book be read.” By unanimous consent. How unani- 
mous? Your consent and my consent to permit a lawfal act in this 
body! Then it was a new ruling came, an absolute denial of power 
to read the testimony to this House out of the mouth of the witnesses 
themselves. That I shall do before I am through. 

We find this condition of things. This startling proposition lies at 
the basis of it. The report says: 

In support of this proposition counsel cited Brazie vs. The Commissioners of 
Fayette County, decided by the supreme court of West Virginia, and reported 
in 25 W. Va., page 213. In the judgment ot the committee, that case does not sus- 
tain the contention, The question material here does not seem to have been 
necessarily involved in the case at all. The case arose upon an application for 
a writ of prohibition, to restrain the commissioners of a pny omen from go- 
ing into a judicial examination in an election case outside of returns made 
to them, to ascertain whether the precinct commissioners had certified and re- 
turned certain yotes not entitled to have been cast. 

This case comes from West Virginia, and it occurred in 1884, long 
before this case, measuring and interpreting the powers of the commis- 
sioners in the county courts. The minority of the committee put it 
into their brief as an obiter dictum. It is worse than that. Isay when 
the time comes in this Congress, whether by legislation or other means, 
that States are to be thrown down, are to be rendered nugatory anywhere 
in the United States whenever the clause of the Constitution that this 
Congress shall judge of the qualifications and returns of its own mem- 
bers shall be distorted to mean that you shall be the sole judge and 
your judgment shall be bound by no limitations, that you will deter- 
mine as you please, then, sir, what is a member of Congress ? 

Where are you? Either West Virginia is here and a representative 
of the people of West Virginia or there is an improper ruling of that 
State in this body. This isan important question. I will show, if 
have time, before I am through, the foundation of this ense. The la 


of West Virginia declare what are the powers of the commissioners of 


thecountycourts. They pronounce nojudgment. They have noclerk, 
They are an absolutely ministerial body. ‘Their time is defined; their 
jurisdiction limited. 

What, then, is the effect of this decision, Mr. Speaker, with regard 
to the pending case? Let us examine the recordin this case and com 
it with the principles laid down by that decision. We find that u 
come Ritchie County, Calhoun County, and Pleasants County with 
returns, they say. Each one of these counties made their returns ag 
prescribed by the law in the first instance. The boards adjourned after 
making their returns and their functions expired. Subsequently, in 
one instance three months afterwards, the county court, a distinct body, 
meets and undertakes absolutely to reform the action of the 
boards, and enter an order upon their minutes, and this is a 
copy from the minutes of that court. Hence I say that while th 
minority agree in its practical results this House can not agree to tha 
principle, because other cases are coming forward where that princip 
is the life-blood of the case, and hence in this case they undertake 
assert this improper principle to govern and control their adjudicati 


Mr. Speaker, I am notified that the time allotted to me has about ext 


pired. I regret it exceedingly. Not that I complain, however, 
there were some things that I wanted to say to the House which 1 
lieve to be important in this discussion. I have examined with 
great care this record, and I want to say very briefly how one of 
gentlemen from Massachusetts spoke about our attacking some vo 
on account of unsoundness of mind, such being his expression, in the 
State of West Virginia. 

Now, sir, they take three in their report. In the case of Stratton, 
which will be found on pages 354-355 of the record, the evidence is uny 
contradicted. Stratton is a weak-minded man, a man who lived fi 
eight years with a farmer of that neighborhood, who says of him 
he is the best plow-hand he ever had; hoed corn, and hoed it well; and 
finally says he, morally speaking, is as pure a man, he thinks, and 
most devout, pure-hearted, and consistent Christian that he knew of; 
that he prayed in the public meeting of the Methodist church, of which 
he was a member; paid his taxes, and absolutely worked upon the road, 

Mr. McMILLIN. And made his settlements. 

Mr. MOORE. of Texas, And yet this man is disqualified by your 
committee, his vote is negatived in this contest; and another and an- 
other, to which I might also call your attention, are placed inthesame 


category. 

But, sir, I call your attention briefly to a batch of 14 voters, wh 
formed the crew of a railroad train operating in four counties in Wi 
Virginia. They had their headquarters at the headquarters of the 
division, a place called Hurricane, whenever they had any headquar- 
ters at all, but asa matter of fact sometimes for months they were 
not there. They were engaged along the line of the road in repairs 
and bridge building. The conductor of that train testified, citizens 
who lived in Hurricane testified, every man testified whose testimon; 
bore upon the subject, that they had never seen one of these men th 
7 ry a part of the construction train of the Chesapeake and O 
Rai 


It was testified that they lived on the train, they had their meals on 
the train, and finally this kind of evidence was produced, that they did 
their washing at Hurricane and got their meals. The conductor, how} 
ever, says that they did if they ever washedatall, [Laughter.] The 
conductor says that they got their mails in Hurricane, because it was 


but 
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the headquarters of the train, and the citizen testified that he didn’t 
think that they ever washedat all, judging from their looks. [Laughter.] 
Now, I am not making sport of these men. Under what law, I ask, or 
by what principle—and I am more liberal, I believe, than any man in 
this ifouse on the subject of residence as applied to a voter—but under 
what law could these men be regarded as voters or could any man be 
regarded as a voter in West Virginia when as a matter of fact he lived 
in Ohio and called it his home? 

The testimony in regard to these men is conclusive. It shows that 
they went to their homes out of the State when they got their furloughs, 
and got their passes and went there, sent their provisions there and 
their money; that their families were not with them in the State of 
West Virginia; and to tel! me that these were residents within the mean- 
ing of the word as we apply it to voters seems to me to be a contra- 
diction of the term. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I should have been glad to unfold something from 
this record. This record shows that of the legal and proper votes Mr. 
Jackson has received a majority of between 30 and 40. It is a fact 
which you will ascertain if you have the time and the patience to ex- 
amine the report which is before you. I can not compliment the re- 
port of the committee. You will find some queer things in that re- 
port. You will find that they do not follow their own legal proposi- 
tion; you will find two cases in juxtaposition where they apply one 
rule to one man who happens to be a Democrat and another to a Re- 
publican, That is the character of the judicial proceedings. For my 
own part, sir, I look with grave apprehension whenever the House of 

esentatives strikes down not Jackson—strike him down !—but 
when it strikes down a State which lives and only lives and speaks 
because in the Congress it has a representative character. And so with 
the great Prentiss, whosaid inspeaking of Mississippi, I speak also to-day 
of West Virginia: 
Strike down the star that answers to her name and leave the stripes, the em- 
blem of her degradation. 

[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WI N, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I would inquire how 
much time is left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia will have till 
one minute past 6 o’clock. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. It was not my expectation until 
I reached the House this morning to take part in the discussion of this 
question. My own duties in other directions have of late been so oner- 
ous and have so completely occupied all the time I could give to pub- 
lic business that I have not been able to master the voluminous records 
in this case and fit myself for that orderly and thorough discussion 
which alone can justify the appearance of a speaker on this floor. But 
fortunately it is not necessary for me to go, item by item, into the mer- 
its of this controversy. That has already been done, ably and ex- 
haustively, by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Moore] who has just 
spoken, and by his party colleagues on the Election Committee. I will 
refer to other matters. 

Sir, I have listened with much pain to more than one gentleman on 
the other side of the House arraigning, in language extremely severe and 
extremely unjust, the action of the governor of the Stateof West Vir- 
ginia in issuing the certificate of election to the sitting member in this 
case. Ihave felt that the governor of West Virginia does not deserve 
the stigma gentlemen thus attempt to cast upon him. As his personal 
friend from early life, no less than as a representative of the State upon 
this floor, I can not permit this discussion to close without some word of 
defense from me. Mr, Speaker, the present governor of West Virginia 
is a man who has reached that high position by his own merits and his 
own unaided efforts against the buffets of adverse fortune, largely be- 
cause he has inspired the people witha belief in him asa man who would 
at all times be true to their interest and under all circumstanees faith- 
ful to the public duties reposed in him. 

Beginning life with few advantages save his own high purposes, 
withont extended schooling or any of the adventitious aid which carries 
many young men forward over these early obstacles, he has risen:stead- 
ily in the esteem and confidence of his fellow-citizens and made of him- 
self an able and learned lawyer as well as a cultivated and well-read 
man. In the State which has honored him with her chief magistracy his 
personal integrity has ever been unassailed and unassailable, and it is 
the wantonness of partisanship on this floor to-day that would impeach 
his motives in the di of a grave public duty or contend that in 
the issuance of this certificate he did other than what seemed to him his 
plain right to do. 

Equally unfounded, equally unjust, Mr. Speaker, are the aspersions 
which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] and others attempt 
to throw upon my respected colleague [ Mr. Jackson] for his acceptance 
of the certificate of election at the hands of Governor Wilson and his 
appearance as a member on this floor. I need hardly remind gentlemen 
that it is no longer the prima facie case, but the case on its merits, with 
which we now have to deal; and the fact has already been referred to 
vigorously and pointedly by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’Frr- 
BALL] that the honored leader of the other side of this House [Mr. 
MCKINLEY] came to the Forty-eighth Congress under circumstances 


equally open to criticism, if men deal in that kind of argument. 


The gentleman from Ohio received his commission because the offi- 
cials who canvassed the vote in that State threw ont for defective spell- 
ing or like causes certain votes for his competitor, which all men, the 
gentleman himself included, knew were intended for and in truth be- 
longed to that competitor. He came to this House on such a con:mis- 
sion and contested for his seat upon its merits, receiving in such contest 
the honorable and active assistance of leading Democrats, among them 
Mr. MILLS of Texas, Mr. BLACKBURN of Kentucky, and Mr, Hurd of 
Ohio. Sir, notwithstanding the doubt or difficulty of the prima facie 
case, no man imputed dishonorable conduct or motives to the gentic- 
man from Ohio, for he was credited with believing in the goodness of 
his title upon the real merits, and I claim equally fair treatment for 
my colleague [ Mr. Jackson] who has no less confidence in the goodness 
of his title when tried upon the real merits, and who is no less entitled 
to respect for high personal qualities than the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have not risen to consume the closing miautes 
of this debate with extended remarks of this character, for, as I have 
already said, they are not needed. They have already been made, and 
I venture to repeat them even in this summary way, more as 2 gratifi- 
cation of personal feeling than because there is any need to repeat them. 

I can not resume my seat, however, without some allusion to the 
manner in which this case has been brought before the House for de- 
cision—a manner that has already been characterized as entirely extraor- 
dinary, unheard of, and unprecedented. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no more inspiring sight in the eyes of all vir- 
tuous and right-minded men, none more full of encouragement for 
youth, than when hoary and notorious sinners, who have long persisted 
in wicked ways, publicly acknowledge their sins and transgressions 
and promise in the sight of all men to be virtuous, honest, and right- 
eous. [Laughter and applause on the Democratie side.] Oh, what a 
scene, worthy the admiration of gods and men, have we been permit- 
ted to witness in this House during the past few days, as the leaders 
on the other side have arisen, one after another, with such open con- 
fessions to the country! 

Sir, the fruits of repentance were first disclosed to us when the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] announced his own conversion. It 
was, to be sure, a very energetic profession, for many and grievous were 
the sins to his account, and having read in old Peter Cartwright how, in 
days past, the spirit of true penitence had thrown men into physical ago- 
nies, I feared that the entire Republican membership of this House 
would soon be ‘‘ jerking ’’ in the visible spasms of sorrow and convic- 
tion; but we were soon relieved by finding that it was simply another 
and improving illustration of the Scripture, that the kingdom of 
heaven suffereth violence, and the violent take it by force.” [Laughter 
and applause. } 

More gently, but not less firmly and virtuously, came my good friend 
MCKINLEY, every lineament of his face radiant with his new-born zeal. 
He, too, had long been a leader in evil practices on this floor, a very Saul 
among the filibusterers, but when he rose at his desk and frankly con- 
fessed that during all the long years of his indulgence in this sin he 
could not recall that he had ever done so for ‘‘a high or noble or a 
worthy purpose his countenance shove like that of Stephen when the 
erown of martyrdom was about to fall upon him, and there was no man 
eyen on this side of the Chamber who could doubt his remorse or call 
in question his solemn promise that he would do so no more forever. 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] And last of all came 
my not less distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. Oh, 
what a powerful preacher of righteousness was he [renewed laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side] in the address which he made to 
the galleries [laughter], confessing that he was the very worst offender 
of them all, but that henceforward his only object in life would be to 
turn sinners to repentance! [Renewed laughter and applause.] Sir, 
it may be very wrong in me, but I must be pardoned if I express my- 
self a little doubtful of the genuineness and permanence of his con- 
version. [Laughter.] I almost felt like exclaiming, as did the good 
old bishop when men came to him at midnight to bring the glad tidings 
that Brother Jones has again professed conversion, Shoot him on 
the spot [great laughter], so that he may get the benefit of it before he 
again falls from grace.“ [Renewed laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, all these edifying professions on the floor of the 
House were as nothing compared to that which came to us from your 
own Chair. [Laughter on Democratic side.] ‘True, while they were 
sudden and unexpected, we might have been somewhat prepared for 
that. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] has since called 
our attention to certain utterances of the distinguished Speaker as 
early as the 4th of July last—mingled with certain allusions to Lord 
Nelson and the battles of Trafalgar and the Nile, that I did not ex- 
actly apprehend—which clearly showed that he was already expe- 
rieneing a change of heart. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, can we imagine any spectacle more edifying, more inspiring 
to the youth of America than that of the Speaker of this great House 
standing upon yonder high tribunal and calling upon all the people to 
witness his humble professions of penitence; nay, even his grateful dis- 
closure of the unworthy instruments of his conversion? ee 
laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] How thankful should 
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we also be that before the rule of general parliamentary law” made 
it improper to read printed books from the Clerk’s desk the Speaker 
caused to be read to us the Psalm of David that first put him on the 
stool of repentance! [Renewed laughter. ] 

It isof no moment that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] immediately proved that the psalm was sung by David himself 
to quite another tune [laughter], nor that the gentle voice from Ten- 
nessee was prematurely and rudely hushed. Such things can not de- 
tract from the merits of the Speaker’s conversion. They but increase 
those merits, for they show forth once again how the world and the great 
men thereof may be saved by the foolishness of preaching, [Laughter. ] 

Sir, theologians are yet disputing whether Balaam the son of Beor 
was finally saved, but no man doubts that Balaam the son of Beor, to 
say nothing of the lowly beast on which he rode [laughter], was made 
the vehicle and the instrumentality by which God’s blessing was con- 
veyed to God's people. [Laughter.] 

Ah, Mr. S er, this new dispensation of general parliamentary 
law” has come to us under auspices that have no counterpart in the 
history of parliamentary government. It can be likened only to the 
preaching of christianity to the disciples at Damascus by the same Saul 
who had set forth to persecute them, to the gift of free trade to Eng- 
land by the very statesman who went into office to champion protec- 
tion, or to the more common example of those who come to scoff and 
stay to pray. And then, when I turn to that side of the House, my mem- 
ory fresh with the scenes I saw enacted there on many an oceasion dur- 
ing the last Congress, I can scarcely suppress my wonder at the great 
and marvelous change which has come over them. Even as I melt into 
sympathy with them, I can not but liken them to a story I read, long 
years ago, of an Alpine village which the devil had so thoroughly 
debauched and corrupted that it was a terror to all the region round. 
But as a punishment for his misdeeds the devil was forced to assume 
the garb of a priest and go among them and preach so eloquently that 
he converted every one of them intothe fold of the traechurch. I fear 
it would not be allowable, under ‘‘ general parliamentary law,“ for me 
to say in this instance who the devil he is [great laughter], but I think, 
Mr. Speaker, I bave him in my mind’s eye. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Sir, I know what a cross it was that these gentlemen had to take up 
when they came into the House with this public confession. I know 
that malicious people will say that it would have been better for them 
if they had turned from their evil ways when it was against their own 
interests to turn [laughter on the Democratic side], but I hope nobody 
will doubt the genuineness of the conversion because of that small and 
yery unimportant circumstance. 

Why, sir, we havealready had in the case of the distinguished Speaker 
an illustration of the proverb that virtue is its own reward, Inasingle 
bound he has leaped, as it were, far above the level of all previous 
Speakers of this House, who were weighted down by precedents and 
rules of procedure, and he now stands before the world as the highest 
living authority on general parliamentary law,” if not its sole ex- 
positor and depositary, [Great laughter on the Democratic side.] 

No wonder, under these circumstances, that I, who have taken a calmer 
and a more philosophic view of all the proceedings of this House for 
the past week than any other man here, and who have studied “ gen- 
eral parliamentary law,’’ as it has been revealed to us, as the scientist 
“studies new phenomena—no wonder that I, too, have at last experi- 

enced a change of heart, and am ready to join my colleagues on the 
other side and admit that all my previous ideas about the rules and the 
practice of the House were wrong, and that there is nothing in the 
world, above the world, or under the world equal to general parlia- 
mentary law.“ [Laughter.] 

Sir, I. who have been dwelling over hereamong the tents of the wicked, 
had, and it is no wonder that I had, the old-fashioned idea which has 
come down to us through all the generations of English legislators, 
through Jefferson and the great authorities he followed, through Story 
and many others, that, somehow or other, for any great assembly, es- 
pecially for one as large as this, rules of procedure are a first and an 
indispensable necessity. 

I have not only believed that they were absolutely necessary to all 
orderly, deliberate, parliamentary proceedings, and that without them 
we could not transact business in any accurate and proper way, but I 
have also believed that rules of procedure, like written constitutions, 
were intended largely for the protection of the minority. The Speaker, 
in the interview which he gave ont in this morning’s paper in defense 
of his present rulings, uses this language: 

The rule of the majority is at the very base of our Government. If it be not 

the true rule, our faith is vain and we are yet in our sins, 

Now, when I was “in my sins,” along with my friends on the other 
side, I had some such idea as that stated by Judge Cooley in his Prin- 
ciples of Constitutional Law. 

A MEMBER. You can not read a book. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Well, I will repeat the language 
to which I refer, holding the book before me: 


So far, then, from the Government being based on unlimited confidence in 
majorities, a profound distrust of the discretion, equity, and justice of their 
rule is made evident in many precautions and checks; and the majority is, in 
fact, trusted with power only so far as it is absolutely essential to the working 
of republican institutions, 


This is not a mere Government of majorities, Itisa Government of 
majorities only when the majority can rule according to the constitu- 
tional powers given to it. The tyranny of a majority is more dangerous 
than the tyranny of an individual man. And so the Constitution is 
full of checks upon the powers of majorities. ‘‘Thou shalt not“ is 
found in it as often as, if not oftener than, Thou shalt.” The rules 
of the House, I had hitherto supposed, are about the only protection 
the minority can have, because those rules not only inform them what 
their rights are, but show them how to maintain those rights, 

A MEMBER on the Democratie side. The other side have never had 
a majority here. 

Mr, WILSON, of West Virginia. One of my unregenerate friends 
here says that the other side have never hada majority here. He does 
not remember what the Journal of the House for the last three or four 
days shows. The Journal ‘‘ imports verity;’’ and no gentleman here 
can be countenanced by me who attempts to speak against the Journal. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

I have also had an idea that the rules of a large body like this, the 
wisdom bequeathed to us from the experience of fifty past Congresses, 
were framed to enable us to do effectively and speedily those things 
which we are bound to do, such as the passage of appropriation and 
revenue bills and other privileged matters, and to making it more dif- 
fieult for us to do anything else. 

I had the idea that, no matter what measure might come up here, if 

there were a strong and compelling public sentiment behind it, it would 
go through without difficulty, or with only temporary obstruction. 
And somehow or other I had been led to believe with old Albert Gal- 
latin, whom the benighted people of his day thought to be a statesman, 
that frequently in the proceedings of this House we are never doing so 
well as when we are doing nothing. I had also supposed that under 
the teachings and traditions handed down to us from the English Par- 
liament, and heretofore fully recognized in this House; the Speaker- 
ship of the House was entirely a judicial position, that the man elected 
Speaker, though taken from the body of the House and from one of its 
parties, became, when he ascended to that high seat, a judge. [Ap- 
plause. 
I 1020 in my boyhood of the old Areopagus, that, no matter low much 
of a partisan or how unjudicial a man might be when chosen to that 
august court, he at once measured up to its great traditionsand became 
worthy of his position. [Applause.] The Speaker of this House is as 
much my Speaker as he is yours. He entered that chair with as hon- 
est good wishes from me that he might make an able, just, and impar- 
tial Speaker, leaving a great name behind him, as from any member of 
this House. [Applause.] : 

Sir, in my former blindness I supposed that chastity was no more 
the virtueof a woman than impartiality was the virtue of the Speaker of 
this House [loud applanse on the Democratic side], and that, whatever 
other graces and accomplishments she might be endowed with, lacking 
thisshe fell from the estimationofmen. [Renewedapplause.] But that 
was before I became an expert in „general parliamentary law;’’ that 
was before my darkened mind was opened by the tender conversion of 
the friends Iso much love on the other side of the House. I had also 
supposed, as I believe my friend from Texas [Mr. Moone] has just ar- 
gued—though I had not the honor of hearing him—that our forty-odd 
rules, built up by the wisdom of the past, revised and simplified in the 
Forty-sixth Congress, were almost the sole defenses erected by the ex- 
perience of this House around the Treasury of the United States; that 
they stood between the people and all those schemes for their spolia-‘ 
tion that come in here by the cart-load on every bill day. I 
said, this was when I knew nothing of the great advantages of general 
parliamentary law.“ 

Sir, let me dwell for a moment upon those advantages. My friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrrs], whose judicial experience in a frontier 
region brought him into official relations with many lawless people, 
characterized general parliamentary law“ as something that now 
you see and now you don't see. I have inquired of him what he 
meant by that phrase and he tells me it is one of the ungodly expres- 
sions of men who engineer a certain game where all the chances are on 
their own side, [Laughter and applause. ] 

But, sir, I think I can give a better definition of general parliament- 
ary law than that, and I can tell ba what it is. Its great and dis- 
tinguishing mark is that each ruling of the Speaker should be an- 
nounced in advance, in the language of the play bills, Positively the 
first and only appearance.“ [Great laughter and applause, ] 

Sir, I think I can catch (though I have not had the pleasure of readin, 
the speech which the Speaker made at Woodstock on the last 4th of July 
the connection of general parliamentary law?’ with Nelson and his na- 
val victories, Heretofore we have supposed that under the rules of 
the House the Speaker must have two good eyes, so that he could see 
equally both sides of the House; but it seems that ‘ general parlia- 
mentary law?’ makes it possible not only for a one-eyed man to be 
Speaker, but in some respects gives to him an advantage by reason of 
the infirmity, particularly if his blind eye happens to be on the side 
where the minority sit, [Laughter and applause. ] 

And perhaps a still better qualification would be that the Speaker's 
eye directed toward the minority should have the upper half blind, so 
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that he will fail to see us when we rise in our seats forrecognition, but 


the lower half ighted, so that he will always see members who 
sit in their seats and refuse to vote. [Great laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

We are sent here to do business, said my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH]. [Laughter and applause.] We are not sent here to sit 
silently in our seats and draw $13 a day, but to legislate and do busi- 
ness, and the rules stand in the way of legislation and doing business. 
Sir, this is the meaning of general parliamentary law [renewed laugh- 
ter] of the new dispensation that is to do away with the rules of the 
House. Hereafter we shall come here to legislate, not waste precious 
hours in roll-calls and motions to adjourn, and all these dilatory pro- 
ceedings, but industriously and constantly to legislate. 

In the times soon to come the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD will shrink 
into the proportions of the volume of statutes and the volume of stat- 
utes will swell to the proportions ofthe RECORD. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] We willlegislate with no rules to protect the Treasury. We 
will legislate, we will appropriate, we will educate, we will irrigate 
[great laughter and applause], and, whatever we do, we will never hes- 
itate. [Renewed laughter and applause.] We will never deliberate 
nor debate, nor waste our time in anything of that kind. 

We will refund taxes to those who ask to have taxes refunded. We 
will subsidize those who wish to be subsidized. We will give boun- 
ties to those who demand bounties. We will pay off mortgages on the 
Treasury, which political parties have sometimes to give to get into 
power. [Laughter and applause.] And we will go home, every one 
of us, with a public building [renewed laughter]; and I wish to take 
this opportunity to say that I have myself the most meritorious public- 
building bill in the House. e weet and applause, ] 

Yes, sir, we will legislate, and there will be no rules to impede us, 
We will sit here and pass bills. We will take home rivers and harbors 
to our constituents. 

We will Pay off all claims against the Government and advertise for 
new ones. e will meet everybody's demands and make everybody 
happy. In this neweraof proceeding under ‘‘ general parliamentary 
law” all past rules of the House thrown up as a breastwork for the 
protection of the Treasury will be swept aside. 

Sir, I hope nobody supposes I mean to reflect on any one when I say 
there is going to be a glorious time for the lobby. Every system has 
its development. General parliamentary law ’’ is now butin its em- 
bryonic state; it will gradually develop; it will grow; it will expand; 
men will take advantage of it as they learn its possibilities, and it will 
come to pass within the next quarter of a century that the lobbyist 
will have his calling exceedingly cheapened and exceedingly simplified. 
He will not be obliged to go through this House putting checks into 
the pockets of raembers, asa distinguished gentleman once did, putting 
them where they will do the most good. [Great laughter and applause 


on the Democratic side. 

The § er passes bills; the Speaker makes up the Journal [laughter 
and applause]; the Speaker approves the Journal. [Renewed laughter 
and applause.] Within twenty-five ycars the lobbyists will come here, 
not to waste their efforts on the members, but to see!) the Speaker, 
a much cheaper and more effective way of lobbying, illustrating the 

t principle of political economy to which my friend from Texas 

Mr. MILLS] has given his later life, that you may cheapen the cost of 

production and at the same time increase the wages of labor, [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side of the House.] 


~ Now. my friends on the other side, do not hesitate to go on; press the 


advantage you have now, for, in the language of the market, you have 
got us exceedingly short on general parliamentary law.” [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] Use your power while you 
have it. Do notstop because sometimes there may be a mild-mannered 
protest against your action from this side of the House [Laughter and 
applause on the Democraticside.] Keep right on. Do not be alarmed 
because of the angry ebullitions of my friend from IIlinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. [Laughter.] It is only a little jealousy on his part. He 
claims to know a little something of general parliamentary law“? 
himself. But, above all, do not allow your sympathies to be aroused 
and your kindness of feeling stirred up by the sweetness and light of 
my “child-like and bland” friend from Missouri. [Renewed laughter 
and applause.] On with the dance! 

My friend, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, in one of his speeches here—and I listen 
to them all with great interest—likened his party to the great train of 
progress in this country. Let me adopt his figure and urge you to move 
onward; nobody, to use his own words, can sit upon the cow-catcher more 

fully than he. What a heroic figure will the Speaker present stand- 
80 with his hand upon the throttle! The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY ] will make a great conductor, while my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] willhaye the undisputed place of fireman. [Laughter 
and applause. ] Sir, I do not think I ought to man this train without 
doing something for my judicially minded friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson]. I have thought of him, and from his alacrity in laying 
things upon the table I think he would make a splendid grand master 
of the buffet, [Laughter.] 

Bub, gentlemen, before you move further along the course your Speaker 


‘isnowso furiously driving you; let me call to your remembrance a verse 


of that good old book in which it is ‘clear my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH] was carefully trained in his boyhood, wherein it is 
related that when Moses cast his rod upon the ground it became a ser- 
pent and he fled from before it. And so I say to you, overthrow the 
methods of procedure which the wisdom of the past has carefully es- 
tablished for the safe and orderly guidance of this body; open and smooth 
the way for the lobby to reach the people’s treasury; discard the safe- 
guards heretofore thrown around the rights of the minority on this floor, 
and bringin your general parliamentary law,” your new and improved 
rules,in place of those which have heretofore protected both the people 
and the people’s money, and, my word for it, they will turn into ser- 
pents before your eyes, and, like Moses, you will flee from before them 
long before this session ends. [Loud and prolonged applause on the 
Democratic side, ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes more for the discussion of the case 
of Smith vs, Jackson still remain before the House. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, after the very clear and exhaustive 
argument of the gentleman from West Virginia in the contested-elec- 
tion case of Smith vs. Jackson, covered up in his amusing antics, it 
seems to me that the House is probably ready to vote npon the merits 
of the question; and I therefore demand the previous question upon the 
resolution of the committee and the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. Upon the demand for the previous question, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 163; as follows: 


YEAS—166, 

Adams, Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Sanford, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Lansing, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans, Darlington, Laws, Scranton, 
Anold, De Haven, Lehlbach, all, 
Akinson, Lano, Lind, Sherman, 
Baker, Dingley, Lodge, Simonds, 
Banks, Dolliver, Mason, Smith, 
Bartine, Dorsey, McComas, Smyser, 
Bayne, Dunnell, McCord, Snider, 
Beckwith, Evans, McCormick, Spooner, 
Belden, Ewart, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Belknap Farquhar, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Bergen Finley, Miles, Stivers, 
Bingham Flick, Milliken, Stockbridge, 

iss, Flood, Moffitt, Struble, 
Boothman, Frank, Moore, N. H. Sweney, 
Boutelle, Funston, Motori Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Gest. Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Gifford, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. ` Grosvenor, Nute, Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Osborne, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Burton, Harmer, Owen, Ind Vandever, 
Butterworth, Haugen, Payne, an 5 
Caldwell, Henderson, III. Payson, Wade, 
Candler, Mass, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Hermann Peters, Wallace, Mass. 
Carter, Hill, Pickler, Wallace, N. ¥ 
Cheadle, Hitt, Post, Watson, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Quackenbush, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Kelley, Raines, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Kennedy, Randall, Mass, Wilson, Ky 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa y. Wilson, Wash. 
Conger, Ketcham, Reed, Towa ba Fp 
Connell, Kinsey, ife, Yardley, 
Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Rockwell, The Speaker, 
Craig, y, Rowell, 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Russell, 

NAVY. 
NOT VOTING—163. 

Abbott, Caswell, Flower, Maish, 
Alderson, Catchings. Forman, Mansur, 
Allen, Miss. Cate, Forney, Martin, Ind. 
Anderson, Miss, Chipman, Fowler, Martin, Tex. 
Andrew, Clancy, Geissenhainer, McAdoo, 
Bankhead, Clarke, Ala Gibson. Mi hy, 
Barnes, Clements, Goodnight, McClammy, 
Barwig, Clunie, Grimes, McClelian, 
Bi Cobb, Hare, MoO: 
Blanchard, Compton Hatch, MeMillin, 
Bland, Cooper, Ind. Hayes, McRae, 
Blount, Cothran, Haynes, Mills, 
Boatner, Covert, eard, Montgomery, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cowles, Hemphill, Moore, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky, Crain, Henderson, N 0 5 
Brickner, Crisp, er! Mutchler, 
Brookshire, Culberson, Tex. Holman, Norton, 
Brown, J. B. Cummings, fooker, Oates, 
Brunner, D n, Jackson, O’Ferrall, 
Buchanan, Va. Davidson, Kerr, Pa. O'Neall. Ind. 
Buckalew, Dibble, Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass, 
Bullock, eker, Lane, Outhwaite, 
Bunn, Dunphy, Lan Owens, Ohio 
Bynum, Edmunds, Lawler, Parrett, 
Campbell, Elliott, 1 Paynter, 
Candler, Ga. Ellis, Lester, Ga. Peel 
Carlisle, loe, Lester, Va. Pendleton, 
Carlton, Fitch, Lewis, Penington, 
Caruth, Fithian, Magner, Perry, 
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Phelan, Seney, Tarsney, Whitthorne, 
Pierce, Shively, Tillman, Wike, 
Price, Skinner, Y, Wilber, 
Teena Spinola, Tucker, Wiley, 
ndall, Pa, Springer, Turner, Ga. Wilkinson 
illy, Stahlnecker, Turner, N. Y. Willcox, 
Richardson, Stewart, Ga. Turpin, Williams, III. 
Robertson, Stewart, Tex. Venable, Wilson, Mo. 
Rogers, Stockdale, Walker, Mo. Wilson, W. Va. 
Rowland, Stone, Ky. Washington, Wise, 
Rusk, Stone, Mo. Wheeler, Ala. Yoder. 
Sayers, Stump, Whiting, P 


Bo the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Lask a recapitulation of the vote. 
The vote was recapitulated. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 166, the nays none; 
accordingly the previous question is ordered. [Applause on the Re- 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 


publican side.] 
Mr. BYNUM. [Cries of 
“Oh, no!” on the Democratic side.] 
j The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the motion toad- 
ourn. — 
Mr. BYNUM. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. The 
goen is ou the adoption of the substitute proposed by the gentleman 
rom Georgia. 
Mr. CRISP, Lask fora separation of the resolutions, There are 
tworesolutions. Lask that they be separated and a vote taken on each. 
The SPEAKER. There is a substantial difference, and the question 
can be divided. The question is upon the substitute to the first reso- 
kga offered by the minority for the first resolution offered by the 
majority 
Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. McCREARY. Let them be read. 
The SPEAKER. And the Clerk will read the resolutions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That C. B. Smith was not elected a Representative in Congress from 
the Fourth district of West Virginia, and is not entitled to a seat therein, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolution of the 
committee for which this is offered as a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James M. Jackson was not elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia, 
and is not entitled to the seat, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the substitution of the first 
resolution read for the resolution subsequently read. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
135, nays 165, not voting 29; as follows: 


É YEAS—135. 
Abbott, Crain, Maish, Rusk, 
Alderson Crisp, Mansur, Sayers, 
Allen, Miss, Culberson, Tex, Martin, Ind. Reney, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Andrew, Dargan, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Davidson, McCarthy, Spinola, 
Barnes, Dibble, McClammy, Springer, 
Barwig, Dockery, McClellan, Stahlnecker, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McCreary; Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Edmunds, McMillin, Stewart, Tex, 
Boatner, Elliott, McRae, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo, 
Brookshire, Fithian, Mutchler, Stump, 
Bronner, Flower, Norton, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va, Forman O'Ferrall, Tillman, 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, O'Neall, ind. Tracey, 
Bynum, Gibson, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga, Goodnight, Outhwaite, Turner, N, Y. 
Carlisle Grimes, Owens, Ohio Turpin, 
Carlton, Hare, Parrett, Venable, 
Caruth, Hayes, Paynter, Walker, Mo, 
Catchings, Haynes, Peel, Washington, 
Cate, e: Pendleton, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chipman, Hemphill, Penington, Whiting, 
Clancy, Henderson, N.C, Perry, Wike, 
Clarke, Ala, Holman, jerce, Wiley, 
Clements, Hooker, ice, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, Kilgore, Quinn, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Lawler, Reilly, Wilson, Mo: 
Compton, Lee, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, In Lestor, Ga. Robertson, Wise, 
Cothran, Lester, Va. Rogers, Yoder. 
Covert, Lewis, Rowland, 
NAYS—165. 

Adams, Bingham, Butterworth, Cooper, Ohio 
Allen, Mich. Bliss, Caldwell Craig, 
Anderson, Kans. Boothman, Candler, ‘Mass, Culbertson, Pa, 
Arnold, 3outelle, Cannon, Cutcheon, 
Atkinson, Bowden, Carter, Dalzell, 
Baker, Brewer, Cheadle, Darlington, * 
Ban Brosius, Cheatham, De Haven, 
Bartine, Brower, Clark, Wis, De Lano, 

yne, Browne, Va. Cogswell, Dingley, 
Beckwith, Browne, T. M. Coleman, Dolliver, 

Iden. Buchanan, N.J, Comstock, Dorsey 
Belknap, Burrows, Conger, Dunnell, 
Bergen, on, Connell, 


X XJI——66 


Ewa Knapp, Payne, Struble, 
Farquhar, Lacey Payson, Sweney 
Finley, La Follette, Perkins, Taylor, IU. 
Flick. Laidlaw, Peters, Taylor, Tenn, 

lood, Lansing, Pickler, Taylor, E. B. 
Frank, Laws, Post, Taylor, J. D, 
Funston, Lehlbach, Pugsley, Thomas, 
Gear, Lind, Quackenbush, Thompson, 
Gest, ize, Raines, Townsend, Colo, 
Gifford, Mason. Randall, Mass, Townsend, Pa, 
Greenhalge, MeCamas, Ray. Turner, Kans, 
Grosvenor, MeCord, Reed, Iowa Vandever, 
Grout, McCormick, i Van Schaick, 
Hall, McKenna, Rockwell, Wade, 
Hansbrough, McKinley, Rowell, Walker, Mass. 
Harmer, Miles, P Russell, Wallace, Mass, 
Haugen, Milliken, Sanford, Wallace, N. Y. 
Henderson, III. Moffitt, Sawyer, Watson, 
Henderson, Iowa Moore, N. II. Scranton, Wheeler, Mich, 
Hermann, Morey. Seull, Wickham, 9< 
Hill, Morrill, Sherman, Williams, Ohio 
Hitt, Morrow, Smith, Wilson, Ky. 
Hopkins, Morse, Smyser, Wilson, Wash. 
Houk, Niedringhaus, Snider, Wright, 
Kelley, Nute, Spooner, Yardley, 
Kennedy, O'Donnell, Stephenson, The Speaker, 
Kerr, lowa O'Neill, Pa. Stewart, Vt. 
Ketcham, Osborne, Stivers, 
Kinsey, Owen, Ind. Stockbridge, 

NOT VOTING—29, 

Biggs. Cowles, Lane, Simonds, 
Blount, Fitch, Lanham, ‘Tucker, 
Brickner, Forney, Magner, Whitthorne, 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, Mills, Wilber, 
Buckalew, Hatch, Morgan, Willcox. 
Bunn, Herbert, Oates, 
Campbell, Jackson, Phelan 
Caswell, Kerr, Pa. Randall, Pa, 


So the substitute was rejected. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. SIMONDS, There being a clear majority voting, under the 
terms of my pair with Mr. WiLLcox of the other side I desire to with- 
draw my yote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My colleagues, Mr. PHELAN and Mr. WHIT- 
THORNE, are detained from the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to state that my colleague, Mr. JAson B. 
Brown, is detained by sickness, 

Mr. WISE. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. TUCKER, is 
detained by sickness. ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. COWLES, 
is detained from his seat on account of sickness. 

Mr. BARWIG. I desire toannounce that my colleague, Mr. BRICK- 
NER, is absent on account of sickness, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that the names be recapitulated. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. CLANCY. If I heard correctly, I heard the name of my col- 
league, Mr, CAMPBELL, as recorded in the negative. He is not present, 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr, DOCKERY. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 
Hater, is absent sick, and is paired with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to state that that pair does exist, but it 
does not exist to break a quorum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I state the fact. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I also state the fact. f 

Mr. CLUNIE. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Bidds, is 
absent sick. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I desire to state that Mr, TUCKER, of Virginia, 
is absent on account of sickness, 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That has already been announced. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. FORNEY, is absent on account of sickness, 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam paired with Mr. PERKINS, of Kansas, If he 
is present and has not voted, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has voted. 

On this vote the yeas are 135, nays 165, and the substitute is lost. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first branch of it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia claim a vote 
upon the other? 

Mr. CRISP. Ves, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Asa substitute to the second resolution? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the substitution of the second 
resolution of the minority for the second resolution of the majority, 
and the Clerk will report the two resolutions. The resolution of the 
majority will be read first, and then the resolution which it is proposed 
to substitute therefor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Charles B. Smith was duly elected as a Representative from 
the Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia to the Fifty-first Congress, 
and is entitled to his seat as such, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolution proposed 
as a substitute for the resolution just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James M. Jackson was duly elected a Representative in Con- 
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from the Fourth Congressional distriet of West Virginia to the Fifty-first 


Cocca and is entitled to retain his seat therein. 


TheSPEAKER. The question is upon the substitute. 
Mr. CRISP. Yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


137, nays 164, not voting 28; as follows: 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will vote if he wishes to vote. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I want to ask how I am recorded. 

The e The gentleman's name is called. Does he desire 
to vote? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I desire to vote. Am I not recorded 
now? 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman does not desire to vote the Chair 
will announce the vote. On this question the yeas are 137 and the 
ngys are 164, and the substitute is rejected. The question recurs on 
the original resolutions of the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for a separate vote on the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions. 

The Clerk read us follows: 

Resolved, That James M, Jackson was not elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Con: from the Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia, 
and is not entitled to his seat as such, 

Resolved, That Charles B. Smith was duly elected as a Representative from 
the Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia to the Finy -first Congress, 
and is entitled to his seat as such, 

Mr. CRISP. I ask for a separate vote on those resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the House has already had an op n to express its 
opinion upon all the different propositions and will have an opportu- 
nity upon the last resolution. Is not that satisfactory to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. CRISP. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires a division? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

5 Mr. ROWELL. I suggest that the vote be taken on the last resolu- 
on first. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia desires a division. 
ane Clerk will read the first resolution, on which the vote will now be 
taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James M. Jackson was not elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia, 
and is not entitled to his seat as such. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of this resoln- 
tion. 

Mr. CRISP. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 163; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Abbott, Covert, Mansur, Sayers, 
Alderson, Crain, Martin, Ind Seney, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, artin A Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson, Tex. McAdoo, Skinner, 
Andrew, Cummings, v. Spinola, 
Bankhead, n. McClammy, Springer 
Barnes, Davidson, McClellan Stahlnecker, 
hard 8 Docker MeMillia Seek To 
Blanct ery, 0 5 ewart, Tex. 
Bland, ` Dunphy, McRae, Stockdale, 
Blount, Edmunds, * Montgemery, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Elliott, Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Morgan, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky, En Mutchler, Tarsney, 
B hire, Fithian, Norton, Tillman, 
Brunner, Flower, O'Ferrall, Tracey, 
Bu „Va. Forman, »Neall. Ind. Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, O'Neil, Turner, N. X. 
Bunn, Gibson, Outhwaite, Turpin, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Owens, Ohio Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, arrett, Walker, Mo. 
Carlisle, Hare, Paynter, Washington, 
Carlton, Hayes, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Haynes, Pendleton, Whiting, 
Catchings, Heard, Penington, ike, 
Cate, Hemphill, Perry, Wiley, 
Chipman, Henderson, N. C. Pierce, Wilkinson, 
oy, Holman, ice, Williams, III. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Quinn, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Kilgore, Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, Lee, eha: n, Wise, 
b, Lester, Ga, Robertson, Yoder. 
Compton, Lester, Va. 
Cooper, In Lewis, Rowland, 
Cothran, Maish, Rusk, 
NAYS—164. 
Adam: Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Rowell, 
‘Allen, Mich, Cuatcheon, Laidlaw, Russell, 
Anderson, Kans, 8 2 8 
Arnol riington, AWS, wyer, 
3 De Haven, Lehlbach, Scranton, 
Baker, De Lano, Lind, Scull, 
Banks, Dingley, ge, Sherman, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Mason, Smith, 
yne, Dorsey, eCo Smyser, 
Beckwith, Dun « McCord, Snider, 
Belden. Evans, McCormick, Spooner, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McKenna, Stephenson, 
e Finley, McKinley, Stewart, Vt, 
Bingham, Flick, Miles, Stivers, 
Bliss, Flood, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Boothman, Frank, Moffitt, Struble, 
Boutelle, Funston, Moore, N. H. Swency, 
Bowden, Gear, Morey. Taylor, M 
Brewer, Gest, Morrill, Taylor, Tenn 
Brosius, Gifford, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Brower, Greenhalge, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, ute, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N, J. Hall, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo. 
urrows, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa, 
Burton, er, Osborne, Turner, Kans. 
Butterworth, Hau; Owen, Ind Vandever, 
Caldwell Henderson, III. yne, Van 8 
Candler, ‘Mass, Henderson, Iowa Payson, W. 
Cannon, Hermann, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Carter, Hill, Peters, Wallace, 3 
Cheadle, Hitt Pickler, Wallace, N. Y 
Chentham, Hopkins, Post. Watson, 
Clark, Wis, Honk, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich. 
well, Kelley, Quackenbush, ickham, 
Coleman, Kennedy, nes, Williams, Ohio 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Randall, Mass Wilson, Ky- 
Conger, Ket > Ray, Wilson, Wash, 
Connell. Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Wright, 
r, Ohio Knapp, Rife, Yardley, 
ole: Y. Rockwell, The Speaker, 
NOT VOTING—28. 
Biggs, Ewart, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, 
Brickner, Fitch, Lane, Randall, Pa 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Lanham, Simonds, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Lawler, Tucker, 
Campbell, Hatch, Magner, 3 
Caswell, Herbert, Mills, Wilber, 
Cowles, Jackson, Oates, Willcox. 
Daring the roll-call, } 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask to have the names of members voting 
recapitulated. 5 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the names. 


The Clerk read the names. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are—— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask how Iam 
recorded on this question. I desire to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The name of the gentleman from Alabama will be 
called. 


The Clerk called Mr. WHEELER’S name. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. How am I recorded? 


YEAS—166, 
Adams, Outcheon, Laidlaw, Sanford, 
Allen, Mich. Daizell, Lansing, Sawyer, 
‘Anderson, Darlington, Laws, Scranton, 
Arnold, De Haven, Lehlbach, Scull, 
Atkinson, De Lano, Lind, Sherman, 
er, Dingley, Lodge, Simonds, 
Banks, Dolliver, Mason, Smith, 
Bartine, Do 5 McComas, Smyser, 
Bayne, Dunnell, McCord, Snider, 
Beckwith, Evans, McCormick, Spooner, 
Belden, Ewart, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Bergen, Finley, Miles, Stivers, 
Bingham, Flick, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Bliss, Flood, Moffitt, Struble, ` 
Boothman, Frank, Moore, N. H. Sweney. 
Boutelle, Funston, corey, ‘Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Gest, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Gifford, Morse. Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, Greenhalge, Ni Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. rosvenor, Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, O Donnell, ‘Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, O'Neill, Pu. Townsend, Pn. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Osborne, Turner, Kans. 
Burton, Harmer, Owen, Ind. Vandever, 
Butterworth, Haugen, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell, Henderson, III. Payson, Wade, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Walker, Mass, 
Cannon, Hermann, Peters W. 7 
Carter. Hill, Pickler, Wallace, N. X. 
Cheadle, Hitt, Post, Watson, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Quackenbush, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Kelley, nes, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Kennedy, Randall, Mass. Wilson, y. 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wilson, Wash, 
Conger, Ketcham Reed, Iowa Wright, 
Connell, Kinsey, Rife, Yardley, 
Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Rockwell, The Speaker, 
Craig. coy, Rowell, 
Gulberivan: Pa. La Follette Russell, 
NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—183, 
Abbott, Breckinridge, Ark. Carlisle, Cooper, Ind. 
Alderson, Breckinridge, Ky, Carlton, n, 
Allen, Miss. Brickner, Caruth, Covert, 
Anderson, Miss. Brookshire, Caswell, Cowles, 
Andrew, Browne, J, B. Se T 
Bankh Brunner, „ 
Barnes. Buchanan, Va. 8 Culberson, Tex. 
rwig, Buckalew, Clancy, Cummings, 
Biggs, Bullock, Clarke, Ala. n, 
lanchard, Bunn, Clements, Davidson, 
land, Bynum, Clunie, Dibble, 
Blount, Campbell, Cobb, Dookery, 
Boatner, Candler, Ga. Compton, Dunphy, 


Edmunds, Lanham, Outhwai Stockdale, 
Elliott, Lawler, Owens, Ohio, Stone, Ky, 
Ellis, Lee, Parrett, Stone, Mo. 
Enloe, Lester, Ga, Paynter, Stump, 
Fitch, Lester, Va. Peel 
Fithian, Lewis, Pendleton, Tillman, 
Flower, Magner, Penington, Tracey, 
Forman, Maish, Perry, Tucker, 
Forney, Mansur, Phelan, Turner, Ga. 
Fowler, Martin, Ind. Pierce, Turner, N.Y. 
Geissenhainer, Martin, Tex. Price, Turpin, 
Gibson, loAdoo, Quinn, Venable, 
Goodnight, McCarthy, Karfdall, Walker, Mo. 
Grimes. McClammy, Reilly, Washington, 
Hare, McClellan, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Hatch, M 8 n, Whiting, 
Hayes, MeMiillin, rs, Whitthorne, 
Haynes, McRae, Rowland, Wike, 
Heard, ~ Mills, Rusk, Wilber, 
Hemphill, Montgomery, Sayers, Wiley, 
Henderson, N.C. Moore, Tex, ey, Wilkinson, 
“Hi rt, organ, Shively, Willcox, 
Holman, Mutehler, Skinner, Williams, III. 
Hooker, Norton, Spinola, Wilson, Mo. 
Jackson. Oates, ringer, Wilson, W. Va. 
Kerr, Pa. O Ferrall, Stahlnecker, Wise. 
Kilgore, O'Neall, Ind. Stewart, Ga. Yoder. 
Lance, O'Neil, Stewart, Tex. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 166— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task to have the vote recapitulated. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was on my feet asking to have the vote re- 
capitulated 

The SPEAKER. It is only a question of accuracy. Does the gen- 
tleman have any reason 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ves, sir. 

The SPEAKER. To suppose that the list is inaccurate? The Chair 
understands the gentleman to say that he has, The Clerk will reca- 

itulate. 

; The vote having been recapitulated, 

TheSPEAKER said: On this question the yeas are 166, the nays none. 
The resolution is unanimously agreed to. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. I now call for a vote on the remaining resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles B. Smith was duly elected a Representative from the 
Fourth Congressional district of West Virginia to the Fifty-first Congress, and 
is entitled to his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upor the adoption of this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CRISP. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was agreed to, there being—yeas 166, 
nay 0, not voting 162; as follows: 
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YEAS—166. 
Adams, y Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Sanford, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell. Lansing, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Darlington, Laws, Scranton, 
Arnold, De Haven, Lehlbach, Seull, 
Atkinson, De Lano, Lind, Sherman, 
Baker, Dingley, Lodge, Simonds, 
„Banks, Dolliver, Mason, Smith, 
Bartine, rsey. McComas, Smyser, 
Bayne, Dunnell, McCord, Snider, 
Beck with, Evans, McCormick, Spooner, 
Belden, Ewart, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Bergen, Finley, Miles, Stivers, 
Bingham, Flick, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Bliss, Flood, Moffitt, Struble, 
Boothman Frank, Moore, N. H Sweney, 
Boutelle, Funstoa, Morey. Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Gest, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Gifford, Morse Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Nate, Thompson, 
Browne, T. M Grout, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hall, O'Neill, Pa, Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Osbo: Turner, Kans. 
Burton, Harmer, Owen, Ind Vandever, 
Butterworth, Haugen, ayne, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell, Henderson, III. Payson, Wade, 
Candler, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Hermann, Peters, Wallace, Mass. 
Carter, Hill, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y 
Cheadle, Hitt, Post, Watson, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Quackenbush, Wickham, 
ell, Kelley, nes, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Kennedy, Randall, Mass. Wilson, Ky. 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wilson, Wash. 
Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Wright, 
Connell, Kinsey, Rife, Yardley, 
Couper, Ohio Knapp, Rock well, The Speaker. 
Craig, Lacey . Rowell 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Russell. 
NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—16&2. 

Abbott, Barnes, Boatner, Brunner, 
a A RE er S re 
en, iggs. reckin , Ky. ew, 
Anderson, Miss, Blanchard, Brickner, Bullock, 

Andrew, Bland, Brookshire, Bann, 
chend, Blount, Brown, J. B. Bynum, 


Cam 1 Forman, MeCreary, Skinner, 
Candler, Ga. Forney, MeMillin, Spinola, 
Carlisle, Fowler. McRae, Springer, 
Carlton, Geissenhainer, Mills, Stahinecker, 
Caruth, Gibson, Montgomery, Stewart, Ga. 
Caswell, Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Catch ` Grimes, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Cate, Hare, Mutchler, Stone, Ky. 
Chipman, Hatch, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
Clancy, Hayes, Oates, Stump, 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, O Ferrall, ney, 
Clements, Heard, O' Neall, Ind. Tillman, 
Clunie, Hemphill, O Neil, Mass. Tracey, 
Cobb, Henderson, N.C, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Compton, Herbert, Owens, Ohio Turner, Ga, 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, tt, . Turner, N 
Cothran, Hooker, Paynter, Turpin, 
Covert, Kerr, Pa, Peel. Venable, 
Cowles, Kilgore, Pendleton, Walker, Mo, 
Crain, Lane, Penington, Washington, 
P, y Perry, Wheeler, Ala. 
Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Phelan, Whiting, 
Cummings, Lee, Pierce, Whiltthorne, 
n, Lester, Ga. Price, Wike, 

Davidson, Lester, Va. Quinn, Wilber, 
Dibble, lewis, Randall, Pa. Wiley, 
Dockery, Maguer, Reiily, Wilkinson, 
Dunphy Maish, Richardson, Willcox, 
Edmun Mansur, Robertson, Williams, Til 
Elliott Martin, Ind, Wilson, Mo. 
Ellis, Martin, Tex. Rowland, Wilson, W. Va. 

Enloe, . McAdoo, Rusk, Wise, 

itch, McCarthy, Sayers, Yoder. 
Fithian, McClammy, Seney, 
Flower, ~ MoClelian, Shively, 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 166, the nays none, 
Accordingly the resolution is adopted. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask that the contestant be sworn in. l 
Mr. Charles B. Smith (being conducted to the area in front of th 
Speaker by Mr. GROSVENOR) was duly qualified by taking the oath of 

office prescribed by law. 
sÈ SPRINGER. Is this a proper time to move toadjourn? [Laugh- 
ter. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to make that motion? 
The SPRINGER. I do if the Chair will permit me. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON; A bill (H. R. 6289) granting a pension to 
Frederick Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 6290) to correct the muster of L. Sa- 
viers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 6291) granting a pension to 
Delia T. S. Parnell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of John C. Bad- 
deley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 6293) for the relief of Charles N. 
Felton, formerly assistant treasurer of the United States at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of 
Isabel Hensley—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 6295) granting a pension to Joel 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 6296) granting a pension to Sa- 
mantha Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 6297) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Bridget Handerhine, widow of Daniel Handerhine—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the record as to 
discharge of George D. Wilder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6299) granting a pension to Taleisin Williams— 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 6300) for the relief of John R. Cargile— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr, FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 6301) for the relief of Felix R. 
Watts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6302) for the relief of Flemming Glass—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6303) granting a pension to 
William P. Riddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6304) granting a pension to Frederick 
Biseher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. It. 6305) for the reliefof Hayden Sorter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (II. R. 6306) granting a pension to Eliza 
ping of Nettle Carrier, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6307) for the relief of Mrs. Catharine R, Shelton, 
Bristol, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6308) granting a pension to Mary A. Newman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6309) granting a pension to Tirza E. Hendrix, of 
Scarborough, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6310) to restore the name of John J. Hart to the 
pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6311) for the relief of Joel Lindsey, of Emerts 
Cove, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6312) granting a pension to William W. Kidwell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6313) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Her- 
ron, of Silver Point, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6314) granting a pension to Mrs. Arthur E. Mur- 
phy, of Pokeberry, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6315) granting a pension to Martha M. Tittsworth— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6316) for the relief of Frederick Smith 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6317) authorizing the 

yment of Augustus Somers for military service and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 6318) for the relief of William H. 
Youn the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 6319) to remove thecharge of deser- 
tion against Rudolph Grischele—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6320) to remove the political disabilities of George 
W. Harrison, of Hoboken, N. J.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCKENNA (by request); A bill (H. R. 6321) for the relief of 
Brig. Gen. George P. Ihrie, late colonel and additional aid-de-camp of 
the United States Army on the staff of General U. S. Grant—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 6322) for the relief of Thomas 
Fletcher Foley, alias Thomas Fletcher—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6323) to pay the legal representatives of Ann H. 
Cunningham, deceased, the amount of accrued pension due her at the 
date of her death—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6324) for the relief 
of John R. Farrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 6225) granting a pension to Mary 
Sneed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 6326) for the reliefof Archie 
St. Clair and Charles E. R to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON; A bill (H. R. 6327) for the relief of Asa 
Faulkner, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to Jane 
Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of Charles 
Squire Wood, of the city of New York—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr, TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 6330) for the relief of A. L. H. 
Crenshaw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6331) for the relief of David Waldo—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6332) for the relief of George W. Har- 
bangh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6333) for the relief 
of Newton C. Hartman—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of John R. Welborn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6335) granting a pension to Joseph Hill, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 6336) granting a pension to 
George B. Sargent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6337) granting a 
pension to Lovinia A. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben 
Muse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6339) for the relief of Amos Sheline—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6340) for the relief of John Zedeker—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6341) granting a pension to August 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6342) granting a pension to L. Weasner—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6343) granting a pension to Jane Witt, widow of 
Samuel H. Witt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6344) placing the name of Daniel Spencer on the 
roll of Company F, Twenty-first Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6345) removing the charge of desertion against 
James Pierce—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6346) granting a pension to Ellen Bend—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of B. A. Hodges—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of W. S. Parke—to the Com- 
mittee on War Clai 

By Mt. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6349) increasing the 
pene of Mary Snead, a revolutionary pensioner—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


„ Petitions, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clèrk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of citizens of Snyder County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for additional pension legislation—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of Labor Association, No. 1281, Knights 
of Labor, that the Eleventh Census show the ownership of homes, if 
clear, and peréentage mortgaged—to the Select Committee on the 
Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of J. B. Struble and 216 others, soldiers and 
citizens of Isabella County, Michigan, praying passage of per diem pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of L. W. Mason and 102 others, citi- 
zens of Hoytsville, Wood County, Ohio, in favor of a per diem rated 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Miss Phobe Ellis, of Terre 
Haute, Ind., requesting that the world’s fair law provide for the ap- 
pointment of women on the board of management—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the World's Fair. 

Also, petition of James C. Knox and 34 others, citizens of Montgom- 
ery County, Indiana, praying the repeal of the arrears and limitation 
pension acts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: / Resolution of Farmers’ Assembly of 
Virginia, urging extensive agricultural experiment station—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Workingmen’s Union of New York navy-yard, urg- 
ing passage of H. R. 449, for adjustment of accounts, etc., and H. R. 
4580, for payment of employés for time lost by injuries sustained in 
said yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Chamberof Commerce, city of Richmond, Va., urg- 
ing transfer of naval marine to Navy Department—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of North Carolina Pine Lumber Company and others, 
urging Washington or New York as places best suited for the world's 
fair—to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 

Also, memorial of Virginia Legislature, urging of a law to 
break up cattle-breeding trusts in the West—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 8 

Also, memorial of Roanoke Typographical Union, urging passage of 
n bill No. 232 relating to copyrights to the Committee on the 

udiciary. ~> 


> 


Also, petition of Columbia Typographical Union, praying return to 


wages of 1877 and eight-hour rule—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Mary Snead for an increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San Diego, Cal., urg- 
ing that San Diego be made a port of immediateentry—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of H. E. Coles and others, for appropriation for im- 
provement of Little Wicomico River, in Virginia—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Petition of J. G. Cannon and others, citizens of Essex County, Vir- 
ginia, for improvement of Piscataway River, Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition of citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., pray- 
ing passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Affidavits to accompany H. R. 3437 granting an 
increase of pension to Carter W. Tiller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 1319, for the relief of C. T. Venni- 
gerholz, and H. R. 6163, for relief of John W. Neville—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Memorial of Board of Trade of Detroit for re- 
peal of the interstate- commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, remonstrance of seventeen vessel-owners of Detroit, Mich., and 
of the Lake Carriers’ Association against the passage of a bill entitled 
HA bill to increase the safety of Inaded vessels, ete. —to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of National Association of Stove Manufacturers for a 
bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition for a general bankrupt law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of 739 citizens of Nebraska in favor of 
a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of East Mahoning Township, 
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Indiana County, Pennsylvania, in favor of pure lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of Bridget Handerhine for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Memorials of flour-millers of Buffalo, Niagara 
Falls, Lockport, Tonawanda, Akron, Williamsville, and Athens, N. Y., 
and of the New York State Millers’ Association, relative to the draw- 
back on burlaps, as provided in section 28 of the customs administra- 
tive bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Post No. 154, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, for the passage of the bill presented by the national committee 
of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petitions of Powell O. Manion and Frances J. Fitzpatrick, that 
their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committce on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of Mary H. Nicholson, widow of Rear- 
Admiral James W. A. Nicholson, for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition of Logan County Wheel, in favor of 
the bills introduced by Congressmen ENLOE and RICHARDSON—to. the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. - 

By Mr. HARMER: Statement to accompany H. R, 1842 for the relief 
of Rear-Admiral E. R. Colhoun—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, manufacturers of um- 
brellas, parasols, sticks, and walking canes, in favor of a duty of 75 

r cent, ad valorem on such articles—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans, - 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Weckham & Co. and other vessel- 
owners of Huron, Ohio, against the passage of House bill 592, to regu- 
late lake and marine shipping—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Florence, Morgan County, 
Missouri, in favor of change in pension law so as to remove limitation 
on allowance of pensions to members of Missouri militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of Columbia Typographical 
Union, No. 101, Washington, D. C., for restoration of wages of me- 
chanics in the Government Printing Office to the rate prevailing prior 
to March 3, 1877—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, paper from Newton Scott and others, from Murray, Iowa, favor- 
ing the repeal of the limitations act on pensions and favoring the pas- 
sage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Tillamook County, 
Oregon, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of Tillamook 
Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Oregon, for commencement 
of work at Portland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition for Claskaing River improvement in Oregon—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of ex-Union soldiers in Lane County, Oregon, for pas- 
sage of a law giving 160 acres of land to each Union soldier—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of survivors of the Sultana disaster, for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 5 

Also, affidavits in support of the petition of Sarah C. Webb, ſor pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of Daniel Madder Post, No. 19, Grand 
Army of the Republic, department of Tennessee, favoring liberal pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Joel Herbert, Sevier County, Tennessee, for reim- 
bursement of internal-revenue taxes wrongfully exacted from him—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Isaac Bolinger, for relief as scout, pilot, and recruit- 
ing agent—to the Committee on War Claims. 1 

Also, evidence in case of Thomas B. A. Leonard to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Capt. J. S. Winans and 35 others, ex- 
soldiers of Kansas and other States now living in Kansas, asking for the 
passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John J, Greenall and 25 others, ex-soldiers of Vir- 

J, Greenwood County, Kansas, asking for the passage of service-pension 

egislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KENNEDY; Petition of E. R. Phillips and 60 others, citi- 
zens of New Carlisle, Clark County, Ohio, for service-pension law—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of the Iowa State Grange, favoring the 
retention of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, memorial of the Iowa State Grange, favoring the holding of the 
world’s fair at Chi to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 

Also, memorial of the Iowa State Grange, favoring a constitutional 
amendment providing for the election of United States Senators by a 
direct vote of the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Iowa State Grange, fayoring the issue of paper 
money by the Government and against contraction of the currency, 


and also for fractional currency for use in the mails—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Iowa State Grange, on various matters—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MILES: Petition for improvement of Cos Cob Harbor and 
Mianus River, in Fairfield County, Connecticut—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition to amend the law in relation to mer- 
chant seamen—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 71 Michigan farmers, asking pas- 
sage of a law prohibiting gambling in agricultural products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, urging the passage of a joint resolution for the ap- 
pointment by the Secretary of War of a board of three engineers to ex- 
amine and report upon a national harbor of refuge for deep-draught 
vessels at the mouth of Delaware Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of T. A. MeCormick and 61 farmers of 
Cherryvale Farmers’ Alliance, Cherryvale, Kans., for legislation to pro- 
hibit aliens from owning lands in the United States, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John Bowman and 153 others, colored residents of 
Oklahoma, Indian Territory, asking an appropriation from Congress to 
supply them with seeds and with means of raising a crop during the 
coming season—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, petition of George R. Wheeler and 63 others, farmers of Chero- ` 
kee County, asking for the enactment of legislation taxing those who 
speculate on the prices of farm products—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of ex-Union prisoners of war in national military 
home, Leavenworth, Kans., asking for legislation granting to every 
ex-Union prisoner of war at least $2 per day for the time said soldiers 
were held in confinement—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of H. C. Chancellor and 51 others, ex-Union soldiers 
and residents of Mulberry Grove, Crawford County, Kansas, asking for 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN; Petition of B. F. Loke, administrator of W. P, 
Berrett; of W. B. Wilkinson, of Mary Ann Moore, of Thomas W. Bills, 
of heirs of Francis Williams, deceased, and of A. V. Warr, administra- 
tor of Thomas J. Johnson, for reference of their claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Memorial of the Illinois State Grange, against the 
Windom silver bill and favoring the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
on the same terms and conditions as gold—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SCULL: Papers in reference to the claim of J. V. Davis, to 
accompany H. R. 5522—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Petition of citizens of Arizona, praying 
for provisions for settlement of Indian depredation claims—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of the Michigan State Grange, re- 
lating to the coinage of silver, the national-banking system, etc.—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of the Lake Carriers’ Association, protesting against 
the passage of the bill to increase the safety of a loaded vessel, ete.—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, memorial of the Detroit Post-Office Clerks’ Association, askin: 
for an appropriation to obtain the benefits of the classification bi 
granting an annual leaveand eight hours to constitute aday’s labor—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of Sarah V. Tanner, asking 
that the claim of John C. Tanner be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition of citizens of Brazos County, 
Texas, asking that an appropriation be made for the improvement of 
the Brazos River in Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of Robert Lincoln Camp, No. 154, Sons 
of Veterans, Lawrence County, Ohio, fora service pension to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of John Hughes, to have removed 
from his record the charge of desertion from the Navy to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: Petition of G. P. Mead and 13 others, citizens of 
Youngsville, Pa., for pure Jard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Affidavits of Albert F. Hill and of 
Daniel Ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of Durbin A. Ward Post, No. 
405,Grand Army of the Republic, Pickering, Mo., praying that precedence 
be given to pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Chester Harding Post, No. 182, Grand Army of the 
Republic, department of Missouri, in favor of an act removing the 
limitation of the act of Jnly 27, 1868, limiting the time for presenting 
pension claims by the Enrolled Missouri Militia, and placing them in 
this respect on the same footing as volunteers during the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 4, 1890. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
a EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of papers relating to cer- 
tain transcripts of important manuscripts in Europe relating to the 
Revolutionary epoch, and recommending the purchase of the transcripts; 


2 which was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 

5 on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

= He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
x of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 232 of the Revised 


ies Statutes, an abstract of the militia force of the United States; which, 

with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 

: tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
¢ of the Interior, transmitting the Annual Report of the Commissioner of 

Patents for the year 1889; which, with the accompanying report, was 

referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 79) for the relief of certain Chippewa Indians of the La Pointe 
agency, Wis.; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


JA PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. `Í 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a letter from the corresponding 
. secretary of the American Sabbath Union, of New York City, transmit- 
hs ting resolutions adopted by that union, recommending that the date of 
: the inauguration of the President bechanged from the 4th day of March 
to the first Wednesday in March; which, with the accompanying paper, 
te was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
z He also presented the memorial of O. S. Ferrer, of Mervin, Kans., 
remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was 
755 referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
255 Mr. PADDOCK presented resolutions unanimously adopted by Far- 
: ragut Post No. 25, department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Re- 
ublic, favoring the of a service-pension bill; which were re- 
erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Lieut. George W. Kings- 
bury, retired first lieutenant of the Twelfth United States Infantry, 
praying that he may be retired with the rank of captain; which was 
ae | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce under the supervision of a Cabinet officer; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Rising City, 
55 Nebr., veterans of the late war, and a petition of Farragut Post, No. 25, 
X Graud Army of the Republic, of Nebraska, praying for the of 
the per diem service-pension bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Encampment No. 13, Union 
Veterans’ Legion, of Erie, Pa., praying for the passage of the service- 
4 pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

* He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of a uniform and general bankrupt law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Wilkes-Barre ( Pa.) Postal Clerks’ 
Association, praying for the enactment of certain legislation relative to 
classification in the postal service; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of sundry residents of the State of 
South Dakota, who are claimants under the timber-culture land laws 
of the United States, praying that a law be passed allowing any per- 
sons now holding such claims to purchase the lands at the minimum 
* price or to complete the entry of the same under existing laws, at 
1 their option; which was referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 
7 Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of William Norwood and other 
citizens of Kansas City, Kans., setting forth the facts in regard to 
Norwood’s disability; that he served on board the John Adams in the 
United States Navy, in 1834, and sustained hernia of the right side on 
the 15th of Febrnary, 1839, while executing an order of his superior 
officer on board of that ship, and praying that he may be authorized 
to make proper proof before the Pension Office to enable him to be put 
on the pension-roll. I move the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
y The motion was agreed to. 
k= ' Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of a large number of farmers of 
Kansas, praying for legislation to prevent gambling in grain; which 
é was referred to the Committe on Agriculture and Forestry. 

5 He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the Indian Terri- 
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tory, praying for the establishment of a government and courts in that 
itory; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT presented resolutions adopted by the Union Veterans’ 
Anion of Meriden, Conn., favoring the of a per diem pension 
bill; which; were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented. resolutions adopted by the Adams and Cylinder 
Press Printers’ Association of New York City, favoring the passage of 
Penata bill 232, relating to copyright; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of New 
London, Conn., favoring the passage of Senate bill 305, to transfer the 
revenue marine to the naval establishment; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich. ) Board 
of Trade, praying for the repeal of the interstate-commerce law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich. ) Post-Office Clerks’ 
Association, praying for increased pay and shorter hours of labor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of farmers and citizens of Elbridge and 
vicinity, in the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of a law to 
prevent speculation in grain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich.) Stone Mannufact- 
urers’ Association, praying for the passage of a general bankrupt law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the petition of Charles T. Abbott and 31 
others and the petition of W. H. H. Stowell and 33 others, citizens of 
Minnesota, praying for the passage of the Senate bill for the completion 
of Sault Ste. Marie Canal and Hay Lake Channel; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of soldiers, citizens of Green- 
field, Hancock County, Indiana; a petition of the John C. Carnes Post, 
No. 144, department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic; a peti- 
tion of Beeber Post, department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Tiosa, Ind.; and a petition of citizens of Spencer County, 
Indiana, praying for the passage of a bill repealing limitation of the 
arrears of pension act; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Sullivan County, Indiana, 
praying for the passage of a bill granting pensions for service in the 
Army and Navy of the United States during the war of the rebellion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of W. H. Cowan and 57 other 
citizens of Sweetwater, Tex., the petition of O. Gardner and 51 other 
citizens of Gering, Cheyenne County, Nebraska, and the petition of 
Frank Blair and 107 other citizens of Rosa, N. Mex., praying that an 
appropriation be made for the purpose of ascertaining the underground 
sources of supply of water in the arid region and for the establishment 
of experimental farms; which were referred to the Select Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I present the petition of William G. Lahodie, a 
civilized Peoria Indian, praying for legislation removing certain restric- 
tions on his right to dispose of his lands, I move that the petition be 
referreil to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and I trust that that com- 
mittee will give prompt consideration to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public Post No. 10, of Paris, Ark., the petition of the Grand Army of 
the Republic Post No. 202, of Florence, Kans., and the petition of the 
Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 58, of Butler, Mo., praying for 
the passage of the per diem pension bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of the Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 474, of Ottawa, Kans., praying for the passage of the Indiana- 
Kansas pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Robert J. Williams, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for an increase of lawful money in the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of James Dubose and 38 other colored 
citizens of Orchard Knob. Tenn., praying thatan appropriation of $100 
per capita be made, to be expended in paying the expenses of emigrants 
to Liberia, ete. ; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented the petition of P. C. Hughes and 57 other ex-Union 
soldiers of Larned, Kans., praying for the repeal of the limitation in the 
act granting arrears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of farmers of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the selling of promises to deliver farm produce, ete., 
by those who are not the owners thereof, nor the agents of the owners; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of James B. Light, late of Company 
L, Ninth Ohio Cavalry, praying for the passage of Senate bill 2265, grant- 
ing him a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by J. G. Brill Post, No. 594, 
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department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Norris City, 
III., in favor of the passage of the per diem service-pension bill recom- 
mended by the National Encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of citizens of Sehome, Wash., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the improvement of Swinomish 
Channel, in the State of Washington; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, Iam directed by the Committee on Territories, 
to whom was relerred the bill (S. 1739) providing for a steam-vessel for 
the use of the civil government of Alaska, to report it favorably with- 
outamendment. Ishall ask the privilege of submitting hereafter, per- 
haps to-morrow, a written report to accompany the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report back to the Senate the bill (S. 278) for the 
erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, W. Va., with an amend- 
ment which is intended to be a substitute, being the same as if a mo- 
tion were made to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
what is contained in the amendment. There is a large number of bills 
with similar amendments that I am about to report. I make the state- 
ment in order that they may not be taken as separate bills reported by 
ue committee, calling for the indefinite postponement of the original 
bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, with the amendment of the com- 
mittee, will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom wer? referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
an amendment: 

A bill (S. 595) for the erection of a public building at Salina, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 506) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; ` 

A bill (S. 306) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Lansing, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 593) for the erection of a public building at Emporia, 


us.; 
‘A bill (S. 954) authorizing the construction of a public building at 
Burlington, Iowa; 
A bill (S. 233) for the erection of a pnblic building at Danbury, Conn.; 
A bill (S. 234) for the erection of a public building at Waterbury, 


Conn.; 
A bill (S. 977) for the erection of a publie building at New London, 


un.; 

A bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
eity of Youngstown, Ohio; and 

A bill (S. 210) to provide for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Eau Claire, tate of Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1490) to enlarge the public building 
at Topeka, Kans., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported a bill (S. 
2426) to amend an act entitled An act to prevent the extermination 
of fur-bearing animals in Alaska;’’ which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr, MORRILL. I give notice that I shall call it up to-morrow. 
eae VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will go to the Calen- 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported a bill (S. 2427) for the purchase of a site and erection of a 
vapori nonas and post-office at St. Albans, Vt.; which was read twice 
by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the bill (S. 1751) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a custom-house and post-office at St. Albans, 
Vt., be taken up and indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1176) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard; 

A bill (S. 1175) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow; 

A bill (S. 1173) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor; and 

A bill (S. 1174) for the relief of William M. Keightley. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2137) granting a pension to David C. Bullard; 

A bill (S. 2283) toincrease the pension of W. H. H. Bailey, of Brain- 
tree. Mass.; and 

A bill (S. 2290) granting a pension to Olina Hanson. i 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 503) grantin- a pension to Ellen G. King, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
442) granting a pension to John N. Smith, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 664) to provide an additional mode of taking deposi- 
tions of witnesses in causes pending in the courtsof the United States, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
663} to provide for the judicial determination of the controversy be- 
tween the United States and the State of Texas relating toa certain 
tract of land by them respectively claimed, reported it with an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 113) relating to the status of a certain commander 
in the Navy and to correct the same, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to Sedgwick H. Gold; 

A bill (S. 1026) granting a pension to Hattie M. Carroll; and 

A bill (S. 1060) granting a pension to Martin Baer. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 907) to restore the name of Mrs. Mary L. Bradford 
to the pension-roll, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of 
Ormsby, State of Nevada, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port back favorably with amendments the bill (S, 628) authorizing the 
Colambia Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Columbia River between the States of Oregon and Washington, and 
to establish the same as a post-road and the bill (S. 89) to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and maintain 
a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of Oregon and the 
State of Washington, and to establish it as a post-road, The amend- 
ment as to each bill is in the nature of a substitute. I report these bills 
together because the report of the Engineer Bureau upon the subject is 
but one report, and it contains two bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bills will be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1738) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge across 
the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and 
in the counties of Thurston and Burt, in the State of Nebraska, reported 
it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1432) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomac River at or near the foot of South Capitol street, in the 
District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely, 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian A fairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 213) for the relief of John Little and Hobart 
Williams, of Omaha, Nebr., reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 340) granting a pension to George Foulk, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally withoutamendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 338) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stewart; and 

A bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Mary McCowan. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 366) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act entitled An act to encourage the growth of timber on the Western 
prairies,’’’ reported it withont amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, te whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2046) for the relief of George A, Fairbanks, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment: 

A bill (S. 875) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 874) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia; and 

A bill (S. 1027) for the erection of a public building for the use of 
the custom-house-and post-office at Newport News, in the district of 
Newport News, Virginia, and making an appropriation therefor. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
0 8780 ſor th d enlarge lic 
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A bill (S. 876) to provide for the extension of the publie building at 
Lynchburgh, Va. 

FLORIDA COURT EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. INGALLS. I report from the Committee on the Judiciary a 
resolution referred by order of the Senate, being Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No, 38 of the present session, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute; and as the information called for is necessary before 
certain other important matters can receive attention I ask that the 
report may be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as proposed to be amended 
by the committee will be read. 

The CHIEF CLers. The committee report to strike out all after the 
word Resolved,’? and insert: 

That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to report in detail to 
the Semite as soon as may be a statement of all expenditures of public moneys 
of the United States made in connection with the operations of the circuit court 
of the United States for the northern district of Florida in the months of No- 
vember and December, 1889, so far as the publio interest in the administration 
of justice will, in his opinion, at present warrant the same; and that he com- 
municate to the Senate vopies of all communications between the Department 
of Justice and the officers of said court relating to criminal prosecutions during 
the same months so far as, in his opinion, the same can be done consistently 
with the due administration of justice. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to cansider the reso- 
lution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE. The Senators from Florida are not here, and I suggest 
to the Senator from Kansas that he allow the resolution to go over 
until to-morrow unless they should come into the Chamber later, 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well; let it be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the resolation will be allowed to pass. 

Mr., COK E. I withdraw my suggestion. I did not know that the 
senior Senator from Florida was here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2428) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Callahan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2429) donating certain public lands 
to the State of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read 


twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. f 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2430) providing for a survey and de- 
velopment, for irrigation purposes, of the artesian basin underlying 
the State of Washington, and makingan appropriation therefor; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2131) to grant to the Washington Street 
Railway, Water, Light, and Construction Company a right of way 
through the Puyallup Indian reservation, in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2432) for the relief of certain settlers 
for losses sustained in 1855 by Indian depredatious in the eastern portion 
of Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2433) for the relief of William Pack- 
wood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2434) making an appropriation for the 
survey, building, and maintaining of a military wagon-road between 
Port Townsend and Cape Flattery, Wash.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2435) to provide for the 
establishment and maintenance of an Indian indnstrial school in the 
State of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2436) to provide for the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of an Indian industrial school in the State 
of Minnesota; which wag read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a biil (S. 2437) to purchase and open to settle- 
ment certain Indian lands in Montana; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2438) placing the name of Lena 
Neuninger on the pension-rolls; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2439) for the relief of W. H. Davis; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2440) granting a pension to Ellen M. 


Day; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to John O’Con- 
ner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr, DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2442) to so amend section 9646 of 
the Revised Statutes as toallow the pensions of officers of the Army and 
Navy, their widows and dependent parents, to be rated as of the rank 
held by such officers at the date of discharge; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2443) to authorize the Duluth, Red 
Wing and Southern Railroad Company to construct u bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Red Wing, in the State of Min- 
nesota, and to establish it as a post-road; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2444) for the relief of certain Sioux In- 
dians, their families and descendants, who remained loyal to the United 
States during the Indian war following the outbreak of the Sioux In- 
dians of August, 1862, and the male members of the families of which 
served either as sconts on the frontier against their own people or as 
soldiers in the armies of the United States during the civil war of 1861, 
and who in the Indian outbreak in August, 1862, were annuitants as 
members of the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, or Wanpakoota 
hands of Sioux Indians, from the operation of certain acts of one Con- 
gress passed to punish the hostile Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (8. 2445) to increase the pension 
of William R. Lebert, late a private in the First Iowa Battery Volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2446) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2447) toextend to Tampa, Fla., the priv- 
ilege of immediate transportation of unappraised merchandise; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2448) for the reljef 
of Randolph Wesson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2449) for the relief of 
Samuel Howard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ne- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2450) for the relief of the estate of 
Robert Eager, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Juliet 
Opie H. Ayers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2452) for the more effectual 
assessment and collection of taxes in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2453) granting a pension to Lonisa J. 
Jolly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2454) granting to the State of 
Washington certain lands therein situated for the purpose of a salmon 
hatchery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands, f 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2455) making appropriation for the im- 
provement of the military reservation known as Fort Walla Walla, in 
the State of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2456) appropriating $25,000 for sinking 
three artesian wells in certain portions of the State of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2457) fo dispose of certain lots 
now unsold of the Fort Dalles military reservation, and the improve- 
ments thereon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyivg papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2458) for the relief of William A. Stark- 
weather, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2459) to provide for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the post-office and Government offices 
atthe city of Ashland, Wis.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S, 2460) to define the standing of of- 
ficers of the Coast Survey during the late civil war; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2461) granting a pension to Catherine 
Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 
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desertion from the military record of G. W. Noyes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2463) granting a pension to Sarah C. 
Hyland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2464) granting a pension to James B. 
Hazelton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 2465) granting a pension to Peter Cress; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committe» on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2466) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2467) for the relief of Daniel Bry- 
ant; which was read twice by its title, and, with the arcompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2468) granting a pension to Lucy J. 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2469) granting a pension to Anna M. 
Deitzler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2470) authorizing registers and receivers 
of United States district land offices to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses before them in hearings and contests, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers 
and enlisted men of the First Kansas Colored Volunteers; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2472) for the protection of American 
bison, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2473) for the relief of Mrs. 
Emma G. C. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 2474) for the relief of Charles N. 
Felton, formerly assistant treasurer of the United States at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr, COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2475) for the re- 
lief of Joseph Diehl, of Moniteau County, Missouri; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2476) to prevent cruelty to chil- 
dren in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2477) for the relief of Samuel Fer- 
guson Beach, executor of Anthony R. Fraser, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and; with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2478) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Alexander Watts; which was read twice by its title, and, 
7 the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2479) granting a pension to Abigal L. 
Finney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2480) for the relief of Alexander Aber- 
crombie; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2481) to improve the marine hos- 
pital at Vineyard Haven, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2482) to provide 
that persons honorably discharged from the military or naval service of 
the United States shall be preferred for appointment to civil offices; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment, 

Mr. PUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the 
President to appoint Richard H. Jackson an ensign in the United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 52) providing 
for incorporating concurrent resolutions in the session laws and Statutes 
at Large; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


MESSENGER FOR SENATE TELEGRAPH SERVICE. 


Mr. FRYE. I offer a resolution, with a statement of facts accom- 
panying it, and ask that the same be referred to the Committee on Con- 


nses, 
The resolution was read, and, withthe accompanying paper, referred 
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to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is authorized to appoint an ad- 
ditional messenger to act as messenger for the telegraph service of the Senate, 
ata salary of not exceeding $720 per annum, the sume to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the senate, 


AFFAIRS AT GUTHRIF AND OKLAHOMA CITY, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate copies 
of the various Sp, Fatal the military officers in relation to affairs at Guthrie and 
Oklahoma City, Ind. T., since the opening to settlement ot said territory. 


DISTRICT FIRE DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia is hereby instructed 
to inquire into the condition of the fire department of this city and report by 
bill or otherwise. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the resolution. 
_ The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have only a word to say. Recent 
oceurrences obviously lead to my offering this resolution, but I wish to 
convey in it nothing of censureand to express no opinion whatever. I 
do not know whether the fire department needs additional numbers or 
better drill and discipline for its members and its apparatus, or whether 
Congress is responsible, but I am sure that it would bea satisfaction to 
everybody if a judicious inquiry should be made and such information 
be obtained. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read again. 

The resolution was read. 

: e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator withhold the motion for one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I did desire at this time to ask the Senate to consider 
the bill to provide a temporary government for the territory of Okla- 
homa. I think that the condition of affairs in that portion of the In- 
dian Territory which has been opened to settlement and is known as 
Oklahoma is such as to make it necessary that there should be very 
early action. The relations of parties there are very much strained, 
and it is possible that riot and bloodshed may oceur at any moment. 
But if the Senator from Massachusetts thinks that we ought to go into 
executive session now in order to devote the day to executive business, 
I give notice that I shall call the bill up to-morrow morning imme- 
diately after the routine morning business, 

Mr. DAWES, I should like very much to have this motion prevail; 
but if the Senator from Connecticut should insist upon it that the public 
needs require that the motion should be postponed until to-morrow—the 
Senate is in full possession of all the reasons on all sides—I would yield 
to the Senator, although I should regretitvery much. But if the Sena- 
tor is willing, 1 shall press the motion, I will leave it to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I give notice that to-morrow, immediately after 
the routine morning business, I shall ask the Senate to consider the 
bill for the organization of a Territorial government in Oklahoma. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs] that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that the unfinished business is the edu- 
cational bill, and, after deferring it several times, I had expected by 
the usual courtesy of the Senate to be allowed to make some remarks 
upon the subject to-day. If interrnpted by reason of the executive 
session and if that should be so prolonged that it would not be proper 
or hardly desirable that I should make my remarks to-day, F desire to 
give notice that at 2 o’clock to-morrow I shall call up the bill (or it will 
come up of itself as the unfinished business at that time), and I shall 
then address the Senate, if there be no objection. — 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that the Sena‘e proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Massachuse'ts to withdraw for 
a moment the motion for an executive session. 

Mr. DAWES. Fora moment. 


LANDS AT ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I ask the Senate for nnanimous consent 
to take from the table and consider at this time a House bill exactly 


the same as the bill already passed by the Senate and now standing on 


a motion for reconsideration, made by the Senator from Connecticut 


[Mr. HAWLEY]. Iam informed that this motion was made for the 
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purpose of obtaining some information from the War Department relat- 
ing to the lots disposed of by the bill. This information, I am informed, 
has been obtained, and there is no objection from that Department to 
the passage of this bill. Isubmitto the Senate that there can be no 
reasonable objection to the passage of this bill by any person. It is 
important that early action should be taken and the bill passed. Mr. 
Flagler, a citizen of New York, has made great expenditures in St. Au- 
gustine, in the construction of great buildings, which are models of 
architectural beanty and which will bear honorable testimony to the 
taste and architectural genius of our country and to his own liberality 
and public spirit. 

These great expenditures will make St. Augustine one of the most 
beautiful and delightful places ofthe world. Other great expenditures 
and improvements, I am informed, are proposed to be made by the same 
person, which are now waiting on the passage of this bill. All these 
great works and the large expenditures made in their construction 
are of great benefit to the people resident in St. Augustine and to the 
property interests of the city and of the State, They attract great 
numbers of people, not only from the other States, but from Enrope. 
In time the result of these great architectural structures must be a 
benefit to all the people of St. Augustine and of the State of Florida, 
and toa great many of the people of the United States. The dona- 
tion of this lot to the city of St. Augustine, to be maintained as u park 
for the recreation of the people of St. Augustine and those who visit it 
and as the opening to other great improvements and expenditures 
which are waiting upon its passage, is not only without reasonable ob- 
jection, but should be done without further delay. 

Mr. DAWES. I feel very much impressed by the considerations pre- 
sented to the Senate by the Senator from Florida and am almost tempted 
to yield all other considerations of public interest to that bill at this 
time, lest something should happen between 2 o'clock to-day and the 
opening of the Senate for public business that would spoil the plans of 
the Senator from Florida. But really, Mr. President, [think I can not 
yield on this occasion, and the Senator will excuse me. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the 
galleries are cleared and the doors closed. 

Mr. BLAIR. While the order of the Senate is being executed I wish 
to suy to the Senate that if there is a minute left to-day I want to go 
on with the educational bill. 

Mr. PLATT and others. All right. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
After fonr hours and five minutes spent in executive session, the doors 
were reopened, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 600) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point within one mile north and one 
mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River; 

A bill (S. 1098) creating three additional land offices in the State of 
Colorado; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing the continuation of the 
printing of a supplement to the Digest of International Law under the 
direction of the literary executor of the late Francis Wharton. 

f HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 3 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of certain Chippewa 
Indians of the La Pointe agency, Wis., was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (S. 1121) to provide for the emigration of persons of color 
from the Southern States be reprinted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 5, 1890, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 30, 1890. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Augustine Heard, of Massachusetts, to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Corea. 
CONSULS. 
George W. Pepper, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Milan. 8 


Eugene O. Fechét, of Michigan, to be consul of the United States at 
Piedras Negras. 

Thomas McDermott, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at St. Thomas, 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Daniel C. Clarke, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
Lewis A. Dodge, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the distriet of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. 
APPOINTMENT IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


George B. Young, of New York, to be assistant surgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Joseph E. Craig, to be a commander in the Navy. 

Lieut. Henry B. Mansfield, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy. 

Lieut. James T. Smith, junior grade, to be alieutenantin the Navy. 

Ensign William L. Burdick, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 

Lieut. Ridgely Hunt, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy. 

Ensign Harry Kimmel, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


William H. Saxton, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New London, in the State of Connecticut. 

John R. Berry, of California, to be collector of customs for the district 
of San Diego, in the State of California, 

John M. Clark, of Illinois, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, 


SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 


Charles H. Murray, of New York, N. V., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of New York, 

Richard T. Starr, of Salem, N. J., to'be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of New Jersey. 

Arthur B. Pearce, of Paterson, N. J., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of New Jersey. 

John Bumsted, of Jersey City, N. J., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of New Jersey. ; 

Everett B. Huse, of Enfield, N. H., to be supervisor of census for the 
census district of New Hampsbire. 

Benjamin F. Stouffer, of Fremont, Nebr., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of Nebraska. 

William S. Randall, of Fairfield, Nebr., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Nebraska, 

Thomas M. Cook, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Nebraska. 

Edward J. Davenport, of Minneapolis, Minn., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the second census district of Minnesota, 

Elmer E. Adams, of Fergus Falls, Minn., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of Minnesota. 

James M. McBride, of Owosso, Mich., to be supervisor of census for 
the third census district of Michigan. 

Horace G. Wadlin, of Boston, Mass., to be supervisor of census for 
the census district of Massachusetts. - 

Cash C. Jones, of Kóckford, III., to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Illinois. 

Stansbury J. Willey, of Wilmington, Del., to be supervisor of census 
for the censys district of Delaware. 

Lot Wright, of Lebanon, Ohio, to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Ohio, 

James P. Wood, of Athens, Ohio, to be supervisor of census for the 
seventh census district of Ohio. 

Mark Sternberger, of Jackson, Ohio, to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Ohio. 

Samuel H. Peterman, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the fifth census district of Ohio. 

Isaac Minor Kirby, of Upper Sandusky, Ohio, to be supervisor of 
census for the first census district of Ohio. 

William Grinnell, of Ravenna, Ohio, to be supervisor of census for 
the eighth census distriet of Ohio. 

John Deyor, of Greenville, Ohio, to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Ohio. 

David G. Alter, of Port Royal, Pa., to be supervisor of census for the 
seventh census district of Pennsylvania. 

Peter D. Bricker, of Jersey Shore, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the sixth census district of Pennsylvania. 

John Henry Miller, of Lebanon, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Pennsylvania. 

John H. White, of Norristown, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the third census district of Pennsylvania. = 

John H. Landis, of Lancaster, Pa., to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Pennsylvania. 

Robert B. Beath, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Pennsylvania. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. i 


J. W. Strange, of La Grande, Oregon, to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of Oregon. 

Luther B. Noyes, of Marinette, Wis., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Wisconsin. 

George M. Bowers, of Martinsburgh, W. Va., to be snpervisor of cen- 
sus for the first census district of West Virginia. 

Will D. Jenkins, of Whatcom, Wash., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Washington. 

Amasa 8. Condon, of Ogden, Utah, to be supervisor of census for the 
census district of Utah. 

James G. Parks, of Ducktown, Tenn., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of Tennessee. 

Alonzo Williams, of Providence, R. I., to be supervisor of census for 
the census district of Rhode Island. 
George W. Hood, of Indiana, Pa., to be supervisor of census for the 
eighth census district of Pennsylvania. 

James Watson, of Roscommon, Mich., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census district of Michigan. 

Donald C. Henderson, of Allegan, Mich., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of Michigan 

Charles H. Wisner, of Flint, Mich,, to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Michigan. 

Harry C. Tillman, of Detroit, Mich., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Michigan. 

Frank Gilman, of Bangor, Me., to be supervisor of census for the sec- 
ond census district of Maine. 

James S. Wright, of Paris, Me., to be supervisor of census for the first 
census district of Maine. 

Thomas M. Beer, of Ashland, Ohio, to be supervisor of census for the 
sixth census district of Ohio. 

William H. H. Johnston, of St, Paul, Minn., to be supervisor of 
census for the third census district of Minnesota. 

Herbert J. Miller, of Luverne, Minn., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Minnesota. 

George A. Newett, of Ishpeming, Mich., to be supervisor of census 
for the sixth census district of Michigan. 


POSTMASTERS, 


John W. Claypool, to be postmaster at Nickerson, in the county of 
Reno and State of Kansas. 

W. H. Fitzwater, to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of Ne- 
maha and State of Kansas. 

Orla S. Casad, to be postmaster at Pittsburgh, in the county of Craw- 
ford and State of Kansas. 

Robert M. Blair, to be postmaster at Stafford, in the county of Staf- 
ford and State of Kansas. 

James E. Anderson, to be postmaster at Wamego, in the county of 
Pottawatomie and State of Kansas. 

Otis H. Russell, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Henrico and State of Virginia. 

Charles L. Wood, to be postmaster at North Platte, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Nebraska. 

George M, Prentice, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska. 

Samuel L. Brown, jr., to be postmaster at David City, in the county 
of Butler and State of Nebraska. 

Clarence J. Trigg, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the county of 
Linn and State of Kansas. 

John Lehmann, to be postmaster at Halstead, in the county of Har- 
yey and State of Kansas. 

John H. Gray, to be postmaster at Neodesha, in the county of Wil- 
son and State of Kansas, 

Frank Nichols, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Greenville and State of South Carolina. 

Robert Moorman, to be postmaster at Newberry C. H., in the county 
of Newberry and State of South Carolina. 

Robert L. Houston, to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 4, 1890. 
SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 
William H. Taft, of Ohio, to be Solicitor-General. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
3 Daggett, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be surveyor- general of 


PRINCIPAL SURVEY CLERK, LAND OFFICE. 

Manning M. Rose, of Marietta, Ohio, to be principal clerk of the sur- 

veys in the General Land Office. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Horace R. Mann, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be register of the land office 

at Buffalo, Wyo. 
MARSHALS. 

John H. Simmons, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States for 

the southern district of Ohio, 


Thomas R. Brown, of Washington, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Washington. 

John P. Tracey, of Missouri, to be marshal of the United States for 
the western district of Missouri. 

Frank Hitchcock, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Illinois. 

John Vigueaux, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the Waites States for 
the western district of Louisiana. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Franklin P. Mays, of Oregon, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Oregon. 

Patrick H. Winston, of Washington, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Washington. 

Lewis E. Parsons, jr., of Alabama, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern and middle districts of Alabama. 

POSTMASTERS. 

J. Allen Myers, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county of Brazos 
and State of Texas. 

Richard H. Foord, to be postmaster at Temple, in ‘the county of Bell 
and State of Texas. 

John Longstaff, to be postmaster at Huron, in the county of Beadle 
and State of Sonth Dakota, 

John B. Long, to be postmasterat Kimball, in the county of Brülé and 
State of South Dakota. 

Otis C. Wyatt, to be postmaster at ‘Tilton, in the county of Belknap 
and State of New Hampshire. 

Francis H. Cram, to be postmaster at Meredith Village, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

William A. Elgin, to be postmaster at St. Helena, in the county of 
Napa and State of California. 

Warren W. Adams, to be postmaster at Quincy, i in the county of Nor- 
folk and State of Massachusetts. 


James H. Lyndon, to be postmaster at Los Gatos, in the county of 


Santa Clara and State of California. 

Ella Watson, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the connty of Garrard 
and State of Kentucky. 

Henry H. Houghton, to be postmaster at Jonesborough, in the county 
of Craighead and State of Arkansas, 

George P. Cofran, to be postmaster at Snneook, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

Willis P. Burbank, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of Mid- 
dlesex and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 4, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday to be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal, omitting roll-calis, 

Mr. BLAND, I eall for the reading of the names as they appear in 
the Journal. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman has that right; the names will be 
read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. After some time, 

Mr. BLAND said: I rise toa point of order. There is so much con- 
fusion in the House and the Clerk is reading so rapidly that we can not 
tell one name from another. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that if the gentleman from Mis- 
souri would pay attention and the House would be in order 
A Mr. BLAND. I am paying attention. There is no order in the 

onse, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman undoubtedly will permit the Chair 
to finish his statement. What the Chair was about to remark, and he 
bad nearly finished, was that if the gentleman from Missouri would pay 
attention and the House would be in order the gentleman could un- 
doubtedly understand the reading. 

Mr, BLAND, If I had not been paying attention there would have 
been no necessity, probably, for calling for order; but I was paying atten- 
tion and could hear nothing. Hence I w anted order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts that the House will be in order, 
that gentlemen will cease conyersation, and those who are standing in 
the aisles will take their seats, so as to enable the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to hear the roll-call repeated. 

The reading was continued. 

When the Clerk had concluded, 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. MCKINLEY addressed the Chair, 

Mr. MCKINLEY was recognized. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move that the Journal of yesterday’s session be 
approved 


a 
A 
2 
2 
5 5 


i 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Clerk has not read all of yesterday’s Journal, 

Mr. McKINLEY. And on that motion I call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the Journal 
be approved and on that motion calls the previous question. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to the 
fact that the Clerk has not read the whole Journal, but has omitted a 
portion of it, 

TheSPEAKER, As many as are in favor of the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio for the previous question will say ay.“ [Those vot- 
ing in the affirmative responded. 

Ir. SPRINGER. I call for the reading of all the Journal. Have 
I not that right? 

The SPEAKER. As many as are opposed to the motion will say 

„no.“ [Those voting in the negative responded.] The ayes seem to 


have it. 


Several MEMBERS. Yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri calls for the yeas 


and nays. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have the right to have all of the Journal read. 
The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of ordering the yeas and 


nays will say “ay.” 


Mr. SPRINGER (while the vote was being given). 


not read half of the Journal and I can show it. 


The SPEAKER. 


The yeas and nays are ordered. 
The Clerk preceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. SPRINGER. You notonly make this Journal in your own way, 


but you will not let it be read after it is made. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 165, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 164; as follows: 


YEAS—165, 
4 Dalzell, Lansing, Scranton, 

Allen, Mich. Darlington, Laws, Scull, 
Anderson, Kans. Haven, Lehlbach, Sherman, 
Arnold, De Lano, Lind, Simonds, 
Atkinson, Dingley, Lodge, Smith, III. 
Baker, Dolſiver, Mason, Smith, W. Va. 
Banks, Dorsey, Med Smyser, 
Bartine, Dunnell, MoCord, Snider, 
Bayne, Evans, McCormick, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Ewar MeKenna, Stephenson, 
Belden, Farquhar, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Belknap, Finley, Miles, Stivers, 
Bergen, Flick, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Bingham, Flood, Moffitt, Struble, 
Bliss, Frank, Moore, N. H. Sweney. 
Boothman, Funston, 3 Taylor, III. 
Boutelle, Gear, Morrill, ‘Taylor, Tenn, 
Bowden, est, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Gifford, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Brower, Grosvenor, Nute, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Grout, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Browne, T. M. Hall, O'Neill, Pa, Townsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Osborne, Turner, Kans. 
Burrows, armer, Owen, Ind. Vandever, 
Barton, Haugen, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Payson, Wade, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Walker, Mass, 
Candler, Mass, Hermann, Peters, Wallace, Mass, 
Cannon, Hill, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cartor, Hitt, ‘ost, Watson, 
Cheadie, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheatham, Houk, Quackenbush, Wickham, 
Olark, Wis. Kelley, Raines, Williams, Ohio 
Cogswell, ennedy, Randall, Mass. Wilson, Ky. 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wilson, Wash, 
Conger, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Wright, 
Connell, Kinsey, ife, Yardley, 

per, Ohio Knapp, Rowell, The Speaker, 
Craig, Lacey, Russell, 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Sanford, 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 

NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—164. 

Abbott, Cariton, Elliott, Lawler, 
Alderson, Caruth, Ellis, „ 
Allen Miss. Caswell, Enloe, Lester, Ga. 
Anderson, Miss. Catchings, Fitch, Lester, Va. 
Andrew, Cate, Fithian, Lewis, 
Bankhead, Chipman, Flower, Magner, 
Barnes, Clancy, Forman, Maish, 
Barwig, Clarke, Ala, Forney, Mansur, 
Biggs, Clements, Fowler, Martin, fnd. 
Blanchard, Clunie, Geissenhainer, Martin, Tex, 
Bland, Cobb, Gibson, McAdoo, 
Blount, Coleman, Goodnight, McCarthy, 
Boatner, Compton, Grimes, McClammy, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cooper, Ind, fare, McClellan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cothran, Hatch, McCreary, 
Brickner, Covert, Hayes, McMillin, 
Brookshire, Cowles, Haynes, McRae, 
Brown, J. B. Crain, Heard, Mills, 
Brunner, Crisp, Hemphill, Montgomery, 
Buchanan, Va, Culberson, Tex. Henderson, N. C. oore, Tex. 
Buckalew, Cummings, Herbert, Morgan, 
Bullock, Dargun, Holman, Mutchler, 
Buun, Davidson, Hooker, Norton, 
Bynum, Dibble, Kerr, 8 
Campbell, Dockery, Kilgore, O'Ferrall, 
Candler, Ga. Dunphy, Lane, O'Neall, In 
Carlisle, Edmunds, 0 O'Neil, Mass. 
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Outhwaite, Stewart, Tex. Washington, 
Owens, Ohio Robertson, Stockdale, Wheeler, Ala. 
Rockwell, Stone, K Whiting, 
Paynter, Rogers, Stone, Mo, Whitthorne, 
‘eel Rowland, Stump, Wike, 
Pendleton, Rusk, Tarsney, Wilber, 
Penington, Sayers, Tillman, Wiley, 
Perry, Seney. yY, Wilkinson, 
Phelan, Shively, Tucker, Willcox, 
Pierce, Skinner, Turner, Ga. Williams, III. 
Price, Spinola, Turner, N. Y. Wilson, Mo, 
Qu nn Springer, Turpin, Wilson, W. Va, 
Randall, Pa. Stabinecker, Venable, Wise, 
Reilly, Stewart, Ga. Walker, Mo. Yoder. 


The names of those voting were read. 

The SPEAKER. In addition to those yoting, the Chair announces 
as present and refusing to vote: Mr. BARNES, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BLOUNT, 
Mr. BYNUM, Mr. CARUTH, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. CLUNTE, Mr. COVERT, 
Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. Dockery, Mr. DUNPHY, 
Mr. FITHIAN, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, Mr. HARE, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HoL- 
MAN, Mr. HOOKER, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. MARTIN of Texas, Mr. MCADOO, 
Mr. McCLammy, Mr. McCreary, Mr. MCRAE, Mr. MILLS, Mr. MONT- 
GOMERY, Mr. PEEL, Mr. SPINOLA, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. STEWART of 
Georgia, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, Mr. TILI- 
MAN, Mr. WALKER of Missouri, and Mr. WISE. 

The yeas are 165, the nays none; and accordingly, there being a consti- 
tutional quorum present, the previous question is ordered, and the 
question now recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio that 
the Journal be approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there is a mistake in the announce- 
ment of the vote. There were not 165 who voted on this question in 
the affirmative. 

TLeSPEAKER. That is the report of the Clerk. Does the gentle- 
man suggest any error? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know of any particular name, but. 

The SPEAKER. If there is a suggestion of error there should un- 
doubtedly be arecapitulationof the vote. Does the gentleman suggest 
any? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not indicateany particular name, but I feel 
satisfied that so many members were not present and voting. 

TheSPEAKER. The record should undoubtedly be correct, and if 
the gentleman has reason to suppose that there is an error the Chair 
will cause it to be again gone over. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not understand that there were so many 
members present, and I think there must be an error in the names. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman does not allege any error and I 
ask a vote. 

The following pairs were furnished from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, until further no- 
tice. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. BUNN, until further notice. 

Mr. Forney with Mr. CASWELL, until further notice, 

Mr. RocKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE, until farther notice. 

Mr. Sttoxps with Mr. WILLcox, on all political questions, until the 
close of February 5, 1890, except that Mr. SIMONDS reserves the right 
to vote as he may see fit, for the purpose of making a voting quorum 
only, also whenever the point of no quorum is made by the party to which 
Mr. WILLCOX belongs; and Mr. Smronps shall determine for himself 
what is a party question. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the Journal be approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. BLAND, Mr. DOCKERY, and others demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 166; as follows: 


YEAS—I63. 

an Mich Chemii Groot ige, MeCom 
Allen, Mich. endle, reenhalge, mas. 
Anderson, Kans, Cheatham, Grosvenor, MeCord, 
Arnold, Clark, Wis. Grout, McCormick, 
Atkinson, Cogswell, Hall, McKenna, 
Baker, Comstock, Hansbrough, McKinley, 
Banks, Conger, Harmer, Tiles, 
Bartine, Connell, Haugen, Milliken, 

yne, Cooper, Ohio Henderson, Ill. Moffitt, 
Beckwith, raig, Henderson, Iowa Moore, N. II. 
Belden, Culbertson, Pa. Hermann, More 
Belknap, Cutcheon, Hil, Morrill, 
Bergen, Dalzell, Hitt, Morrow, 
Bingham. Darlington, Hopkins, Morse, 
Bliss, De Haven, Houk, Niedringhaus, 
Boothman, De Lano, Kelley, ute, 
Boutelle, Diogley, Kennedy, O'Donnell, 
Bowden, Dolliver, Kerr, lowa O'Neill, Pa. 
Brewer, Dorsey, Kete i me, 
Brosius, Dunnell, Kinsey, Owen, Ind. 
Brower, Evans, PP: ayne, 
Browne, Va. Farquhar, Lacey, Payson, 
Browne, T. M, Finley, La Follette, Perkins, 7 
Buchanan, N. J. Flick, . Laidlaw, Pete 
Burrows, Flood, Lansing, Pickler, 
Burton, Frank, Laws, Post, 
Butterworth, Funston, Lehlbach, Pugsley, 
Caldwel Gear, Lind, uackenbush, 
Candler, Lodge, ines, 
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Randall, Mass, Smith, III. Taylor, Tenn. Wallace, Mass. 
Ray, mith, W. Va. Taylor, E. B. ‘Wallace, N. X. 
Reed, Towa Smyser, Taylor, J.D. atson, 
Rife, Snider, Thomas, Wheeler, Mich, 
Rowell, Spooner, Thom 3 ickham, 
Russell, Stephenson, Townsend, Colo. Williams. Ohio 
Sanford, Stewart, Vt. Townsend, Wilson, Ky. 
Sawyer, Stivers, Turner, Kans. Wilson, Wash. 
Scranton, Stockbridge, Vandever, Wright, 
Scull, Struble, Van Schaick, Yardley, 
Sherman, Sweney. ade, The Speaker. 
Simonds, Taylor, III. Walker, Mass. 
NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—166, 
Abbott, Cothran, 4 Rockwell, 
Alderson, Covert, Lester, Ga. 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lewis, Rusk, 
Andrew, Crisp, Magner, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Tex, Maish, Seney, 
Barnes, Cummings, Mansur, Shively, 
Barwig, Dargan, Martin, Ind Skinner, 
Biggs Davidson, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Blanchard, Dibble, | _ McAdoo Springer, 
Bland Dockery, MoCarthy, Stahlnecker, 
Blount, Dunphy, my, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Edmunds, McClellan, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Enloe, McRae, Stone, Mo, 
Bookshire Ewart, Mills, Stump, 
Brown, J. È Fitch, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Brunner, Fithian, Moore, Tex, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, Morgan, Tracey, 
Buckalew, orman, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Bullock, Forney, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, Fowler Oates, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, , Geissenhainer, O'Ferrall, Turpin, 
Campbell Gibson. O'Neall, Ind. Venable 
ler, Ga. Goodnight, O'Neil, Mass, Walker, Mo. 
Cannon, Grimes, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Carlisle, Hare, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlton, Hatch. arrett, Whiting, 
Caruth, Hayes, Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Caswell, Haynes, Peel ike, 
Catchings, Heard, Pendleton, Wilber, 
Cate, Hemphill, Penington, Wiley, 
Chipman, Henderson,N.C. Perry, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Herbert, Phelan, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Pierce, Williams, III. 
Clements, Hooker, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa, Quinn, Wilson, W. Va. 
bb, Kilgore, Randall, Fa. Wise, 
Coleman, Lane, Reilly, Yoder, 
Compton, Lanham, Richardson, 
Cooper, Ind, Lawler, Robertson, 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER. In addition to those voting, the Chair announces 
as present and refusing to vote, Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. BARNES, Mr. COVERT, 
Mr. CRAIN, Mr. CRISP, Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. DockERy, Mr. 
FITHIAN, Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. HAYES, Mr, HEARD, Mr. HEMPHILL, 
Mr.HotMAN, Mr. HOOKER, Mr. LANE, Mr. Lewis, Mr. MCCLAMMY, 
Mr. McCreary, Mr. MOMILLIN, Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. PEEL, Mr. 
QUINN, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. SPINOLA, Mr. TARSNEY, 
Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. TRACEY, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. WIKE, Mr. 
WILLIAMS of Illinois, and Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 

On this question the yeas are 163, the nays are none, and the Chair an- 
nounces that a constitutional quorum being present to do business the 
Journal is approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum has voted. 

I move that the House do now adjourn. I think that now is the 
proper time to make that motion, in view of the fact that no quorum 

present, 

Mr. BLAND. No other motion is in order when the House finds 
itself without a quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make that motion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois be patient? 

Mr. SPRINGER. What does the Chair say? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that undoubtedly the gentleman 
will be patient until the Chair can submit the motion. 

The gentleman from Illinois moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speakerannounced that by the sound 
the noes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
114, nays 161, not voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—114. 

Abbott, Brickner, Chipman, Cummings, 
Alderson, Brookshire, Clancy, Dargan, 
Allen, Miss. Brunner, Clarke, Ala, Davi F 

Buchanan, Va. Clements, Dibble, 
Bankhead, Bullock, Cobb, Dockery, 

Seaton ck mpton, Edman 
Barwig, Candler, Ga. Cooper, Ind, Elliott, 
Bianchard, Carlisle, Cothran, Enloe, 
ae Carlton, Covert, Fithian, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Caruth, Crain, Flower, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cate, Culberson, Tex. Forman, 


Fowler, Lewis, Pendleton, Stockdale, ` 
Geissenhainer, Magner, Penington, Stone, Ky. 
Gibson, McAdoo, Perry, Stone, Mo, 
Goodnight, McClammy, Pierce, Tarsney, 
rimes, McClellan, Price, Tillman, 
Hare, McCreary, Reilly, Turner, Ga. 
Hayes, MeMillin, Richardson, Turner, N. Y, 
Haynes, Mills, Robertson, Turpin, 
eard Montgomery, rs, Walker, Mo. 
Hemphill, Morgan, Rowland, Washington, 
Henderson, N.C. Mutebler, Sayers, Wike, 
Holman, Norton, Seney, Wiley, 
Hooker, Oates, Shively, Wilkinson, 
Kerr, Pa. O' Ferrall, Skinner, Wilk m, 
2 0’ Neil, Mass. Spinola, Wilson, Mo. 
Lan Outhwaite, Springer, Wilson, W. Va. 
Lester, Ga. Paynter, Stahinecker, 
Lester, Va. Peel, Stewart, Tex. 
NAYS—161. : 
Adams, Culbertson, Pa, La Follette, Sanford, 7 
Allen, Mich, Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Scranton, — 
Anderson, Kans. Dalzell, Lansing, Seull, K; 
Arnold, Darlington, Laws, Sherman, 8 
Atkinson, De Haven, Lehlbach, Simonds, a 
Baker, Lano, Lind, Smith, III. = 
Banks, Dingley, Lodge, Smith, W. Va. * 
Bartine, Dolliver, Mason, Smyser, 
Bayne, rsey, McComas, Snider, <i 
Beck with, Dunnell, McCord 8; er, 
Belden, Ey McCormick, Stephenson, K) 
Belknap, Farquhar, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. My 
Bergen. Finley, McKinley, Stivers, N 
Bingham, Flick, Miles, Stockbridge, y` 
Bliss, Flood, Moffitt, Struble, a 
Bontner, Frank, Moore, N. H. Sweney, 1 
Boothman, Funston, Morey Taylor, III. 4 
Boutelle, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, Tenn. Ss 
Bowden, Gest, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. > 
Brewer, Gifford, Morse, ylor, J. . 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Brower, Grosvenor, Nute, Thompson, k 
Browne, Va. Grout, O'Donnell, ‘Townsend, Colo. 
Browne, T. M. Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Osborne, Tracey, 
Burrows, Harmer, Owen, Ind, Turner, Kans, 
Burton, Haugen, Payne, Vandever, 3 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Payson, Van Schaick, PZ 
Caldwell Henderson,lowa Perkins, Wade, K 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Peters, Walker, Mass, 2 
Cannon, Hill, Pickler, Wallace, Mass. 
Carter, Hitt, Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Pugsley, Watson, 
Cheatham, Houk, Quackenbush, Will Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, nes, ilson, Ky. * 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Randall, Mass, Wilson, Wash, 
Comstock, Kerr, lowa Ray. Vright, 2 
Conger, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Yardley. 
Connell, Kinsey, Rife, 
Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Rowell, 
Craig, Lacey, Russell, ; 
NOT VOTING—53. 2 
Andrew, Ellis McRae, Tucker, 4 
Biggs, Ewart, Milliken, Venable, 
Blount, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Wheeler, Ala. 
Brown, J. B. Forney, O' Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Mich. 
Buckalew, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Bunn, Herbert, Parrett, Whitthorne, . 
Bynum, Lane, Phelan, Wickham, 
Caswell, Lawler, Quinn, Wilber, S 
Catchings, i Randall, Pa, Willcox, é 
Clunie, Maish, Rockwell, Wise. > 
Coleman, Mansur, Rusk, Yoder. $ 
Cowles, Martin, Ind Sawyer, — 8 
Crisp, Martin, Tex, Stewart, Ga. 7 
Dunphy, McCarthy, Stump, iW 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. COWLES, 
is absent on account of sickness, 

Mr, BANKHEAD. My colleague, Mr. HERBERT, is sick, and de- 
sires that fact to be entered of record. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have the vote recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make that request ss as to in- 


sure accuracy ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; I want to do it for that purpose; but if 
the House has decided to adjourn at this time, in order to— 

The SPEAKER, It is not a right which the gentleman has 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it is. 

The SPEAKER. Unless a question as to the accuracy of the roll- 
call is involved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first vote was inaccurate in regard to at least 
the names of two members that were recorded as voting and who did 
not vote. 

The SPEAKER, TheChair gave the gentleman ample opportunity 
to test the correctness of the vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I had not the names then, but I think I shall be 
able to show them in the mornin 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not intend at any time to have an 
incorrect vote presented to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The subsequent vote developed the fact that the 
first vote was not correct. 

The SPEAKER, If that can be shown, the correction will be made. 
The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. If the House decides to adjourn, so as to allow 
the Committee on Rules to consider their report, I will withdraw the 
motion to recapitulate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinoisis entirely aware that 
he is out of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, I am not. 

The SPEAKER, And no doubt, if hecontinues, he will make others 
aware that he is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course, if the House has decided to adjourn I 
will withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I prefer to stand. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 114 and the nays 
161; so the House refuses to adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they. had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1098) creating three additional land offices in the State of 
Colorado; 

A bill (S. 600) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point within one mile north and one 
mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing the continuance of the print- 
ing of a supplement to the Digest of International Law under the direc- 
tion of the literary executor of the late Francis Wharton. 


UNITED STATES DEPOSITORIES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will also lay before the House the fol- 
lowiog Senate bills: 

The bill (S. 3) to relieve the Treasurer of the United States from the 
amount now charged to him and deposited with the several States was 
read a first and second time by its title. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Appro- 

jations. It is a Senate bill reported to the House, and the Speaker 
— ordered it to be sent to the Committee on Ways and Means. My 
motion is to reler it to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I would like to inquire if this bill pertains toa 
matter in which the amount has been determined? 

The SPEAKER. It is a matter that goes to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. BLAND. I have a right to make the motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not so understand. The rule of 
the House sends it to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to inquire whatrule of the House sends 
it to the Committee on Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. The rule which has been adopted by the House. 

Mr. BLAND. But has it not always been the practice of the House 
that a motion could be made to refer a bill to another committee? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the Speaker hold that any member of this House 
has not the right to move a referenceto a committee different {rom that 
to which it would be referred under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Not where the rule is established by the House. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘The very rule the Speaker invokes here, by which he 
proposes to refer it to the Committee on Ways and Means, has always 
permitted a member of this House to move to refer a bill to another 
committee. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is mistaken, 

Mr. BLAND. I think not. 

The SPEAKER, Under certain forms of the rules a motion has been 

itted to that effect. 

Mr. BLAND. Iap from the ruling. 

Mr. BRECKIN E, of Kentucky. Before the Chair makes a de- 
cision I would call to his mind that under the present rule the Speaker 
allowed exactly the same motion that the gentleman from Missouri 
now makes, unless I am very much mistaken; but I call the Speaker’s 
attention to it before he makes the ruling. When I introduced what 
is known as the national copyright bill the gentleman from Connecti- 
ent [Mr. Smronps], whom I do not see in his seat, raised the point 
that it should go to the Committee on Patents. 

The SPEAKER, I think the gentleman from 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Waita moment; andI think 
the Speaker rather agreed with him, and I myself thought it was likely 
correct under the rules. I then made the motion that it should go to 
the Committee on the Jndiciary. The Speaker submitted that motion 
to the House, and by a vote of the House the bill was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the reading of this bill before we are 
called on to decide upon its reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is correct in his statement of fact; never- 
theless, the matter has been somewhat under advisement as to what is 
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the true construction, and the impression of the Chair is that until 
quite recently 

Mr. SPRINGER. This session? 

The SPEAKER. Until quite recently—I mean until the last fwa 
or three sessions—the ruling invariably was that the Chair first 
upon the question of reference. Members will recall the fact that the 
rule expressly prescribes and specifies what kinds of bills shall go to 
particular committees, and it is not a matter to be voted upon by the 
House each time. 

Mr. BLAND. It has always been held heretofore that a member had 
Se npa to make such a motion fora reference as the one which I have 
made, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not so understand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not the right of the House to haye the bill 
i before it is referred? Otherwise how can we tell what is in the 

ill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the Speaker will allow me 
I am not participating in the discussion as to where this bill shall go, 
but this is an important matter—the Speaker will recollect that in the 
last Congress the rule was precisely as it is now, because these rules are 
taken ipsissimis verbis from the rules of the last House, and that when 
what was known as the Cowles bill came up, a bill which ought to 
have gone to the Committee on Ways and Means, relating as it did to 
a matter that was of course within the exclusive jurisdiction of that 
committee, that bill was, upon a vote of the House, referred to the Com- 
mitteeon Appropriations. That case presented the exact question which 
is now before the Speaker—for I understand that he has not yet de- 
cided it—and was precisely parallel. That bill was one that ought to 
have gone to the Ways and Means Committee, but it went to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations by a vote. * 

The SPEAKER, The Chair for the present will follow the ruling 
in the last House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is that ruling? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
moves that this bill be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER put the question upon the motion of Mr. BLAND, 
and declared that the *‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER, amid confusion, said: I demand the yeas and nays. 
I demand the reading of the bill and I will show by general parlia- 
mentary law that I have the right to demand it. 

The SPEAKER. As manyas are in favor of taking the question by 
yeas and nays will rise and stand until they are counted—a sufficient 
number, in the judgmentof the Chair, and the yeasand nays are ordered. 
The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] to refer this Senate bill to relieve the Treasurer of the United 
States from the amounts now charged to him as deposit for the several 
prates to the Committee on Appropriations. The Clerk will call the 
roll, 

The Clerk began to call the roll. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There never was a time in the history of the world 
when members were—— 

The SPEAKER, What does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] say? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There never was a time in the history of parlia- 
mentary assemblies when members were required to vote upon a matter 
of this kind and were refused the poor privilege of having it read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have it read? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do, and I have asked to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. [Applause on the 
Demecratic side. 

The Clerk r the bill in full. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays having been ordered, the Clerk 
will call the roll, 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND; and there 
were—yeas 9, nays 151, not voting 169; as follows: 


* 


YEAS—9, 

Abbott, Owens, Ohio Penington, Rowlaiid, 
McCreary, Pendleton, Richardson, Stewart, Tex. 
O'Neil, Mass. 

NAYS—11. 
Adams, Browne, Va: Darlington, Hansbrou 
Allen, Mich. Browne, T. M. De Havan, Harmer, gh, 
Anderson, Kans, Buchanan, N.J. De 2 Henderson, III. 
Arnold, Burrows, Dingley, Henderson, Iowa 
Atkinson, Burton, Dolliver, Hermann, 
Baker, Butterworth, Dorsey, Hill, 
Banks, Caldwell, Dunnell, Hitt, 
Bartine, Candier, Mass, Hopkins, 
Bayne, Cannon, Farquhar, ley, 
Beckwith, Carter, Finley, Kennedy, 
Belden, Cheadle, F Kerr, Iowa 
Belknap, Cheatham, Flood, n 
Bingham, Clark, Wis. Flower, Kinsey, 
Bliss, Cogswell, Funston, Knapp, 
Boothman, Conger, ear, La Follette, 
Boutelle, Connell, Gest, Laidlaw, 
Bowden. Cooper, Ohio Gifford, Lansing, 
Brewer, iz. Grosvenor, Laws, 
Brosius, Culbertson, Pn. Grout, Lehlbach 
Brower, Cutcheon, 5 Lind, 
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Lodge, Payne, Sherman, Thompson, 


e a aR ow a 
mas, T th, ‘own 
Macenick, Pickler Sa ae Van Schaick, 
Jorm ‘ myser, an 

McKenna, Post, Snider, ade, 
McKinley, Pugsley, Spooner, Walker, Mass. 
Miles, Quackenbush, Stephenson, Wallace, Mass, 
Moffitt, Randall, Mass, Stewart, Vt. Wallace, N. Y. 
Moore, N, H. y Stivers, Watson, 

orex, Reed, Iowa Stockbridge, Wickham, 
Morrill, Reilly, Struble, Williams, Ohio 
Morrow, Rife, Sweney. Wilson, Ky. 
Morse, Russe! Taylor, III. Wilson, Wash, 
Nute, . Sanford, Taylor, Tenn. Wright, 

"Donnell, Sawyer, Taylor, E. B. Yardley, 
O'Neill, Pa. Scranton, Taylor, J. D. The Speaker. 
Osborne, Scull, Thomas, 

NOT VOTING—169, 

Alderson, Covert, Lane, Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lanham, Rowell, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lawler, Rusk, 
Andrew, Crisp, Lee, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Seney, 
Barnes, Cummings, Lester, Va. Shively, 
Barwig, Dalzell, Lewis, Skinner, 

n, Dargan, . Magner, Spinola, 
Biggs, Davidson, Maish, Springer, 
Blanchard. Dibble, Mansur, Stahlnecker. 
Bland. Dockery, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Ga. > 
Blount, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Stockdale, 

Ed McAdoo, Stone, Ky. 


McCarthy, Stone, Mo, 

Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McClammy, Stump, 
Brickner, Enloe, McClellan, Tarsney, 
Brookshi Ewart, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Brown, J. Fitch, McRae, Tracey, 
Brunner, Fithian, Milliken, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Is, Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, Forney, Montgomery, Turner, Kans. 
Bullock, Fowler, Moore, Tex. Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, Frank, Morgan, rpin, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Venable, 

m Gibson, Niedringhaus, Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, Norton, Washington, 

isle, ~% Greenhalge, Oates, Wheeler, Ala, 

Carlton, Grimes, O Ferrall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Caruth, - 5 O’'Neall, Ind. Whiting, 
Caswell, Hatch, Outhwaite Whitthorne, 
Catchinga, Haugen, Owen, Ind. Wike, 

te, Hayes, t Wilber, 
Chipman, Haynes, Paynter, Wiley, 
Clancy, Heard, Peel Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala, Hemphill, Perry, Willcox, 
Clements, Henderson, N. ©. Phelan, Williams, III. 

unic, Herbert, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Holman, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coleman, Hooker, Quinn, „ 
Compton, Houk, Raines, Yoder. 
Comstock. Kerr, Pa. Randall, Pa. 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Robertson, 
Cothran, Lacey, Rock well. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let the names be recapitulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The SPEAKER. In addition to the votes recapitulated, the Chair 
announces the following gentlemen as present and refusing to vote: 
Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. BARNES, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. BLAND, 
Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Mr. BYNUM, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. CAR- 
LISLE, Mr, CATCHINGS, Mr. CLUNTE, Mr. Compton, Mr. COVERT, Mr. 
Crisp, Mr. CuLBERSON of Texas, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. DockkRx, Mr. 
Duxrkx. Mr. ELLIS, Mr. FITHIAN, Mr. FOWLER, Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. 
Grimes, Mr. HAx ES, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. KILGORE, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. 
Lewis, Mr. MAGNER, Mr. MCCLAMMY, Mr. MuTcHLER, Mr. SAYERS, 
Mr. SKINNER, Mr. SPINOLA, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr: TARSNEY, Mr. TUCKER, 
who, together with the vote—yeas 9, nays 151—constitute a constitu- 
tional quorum, and the House decides not to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill. As I 
understand, it relates to the old Jacksonian school fund that was given 
to the several States, and this bill proposes to take away the right of 
the United States Government to get that money back. I voted against 
sending it to the Committee on Appropriations because I believed that 
was not the proper committee. I believe that this bill should go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and I move its reference to that com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] 
moves that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER said; The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 84 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
94, nays 134, not voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—#4. 

Abbott, Brickner, Clements, Dunphy, 
Adams, Brookshire, Clunie, Edmunds, 
Alderson, Burton, Cobb, Ellis, 
Allen, Miss. Butterworth, Cooper, Ind. Fithian, 
Anderson, Miss, pbell, Cooper, Ohio. Flower, 

Caruth, Covert, Forman, 
Barwig, Cheadle, Crain, Fowler, 
Brewer, Chipman, Cummings, Geissenhainer, 


Hare, McAdoo, Pierce, Taylor, E. B. 
Hayes, M y Price, Thompson, 
Haynes, McClelian, Quinn, Tracey, 
Heard, McCreary, Reilly, ‘Tucker, 
Henderson, Iowa MoMillin, Richardson, Turner, Ga, 
Henderson, N. C. Montgomery, Rowland, Turner, N.Y 
Holman, Moore, Tex. Sayers, Turpin, 
Kerr, Iowa Morgan, Spinola, Washington, 
Kerr, Pa. Norton, Springer, Wike, 
Lane, O'Neall, Ind. Stahlnecker. Wiley, 
Lawler, O'Neil, Mass. Stewart, Tex. ilkinson, 
é Outhwaite, Stockdale, Williams, III. 
Lester, Va. Owens, Ohio Stone, Ky, Wise, 
Lewis, Peel, Struble, Yoder. 
Martin, Ind. Pendleton. Sweney, 
Mason, Penington, Tarsney, 
NAYS—I154. 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Lind, Sanford, 
Anderson, Kans. Dingley, Lodge, Scranton, 
Andrew, Dolliver, McComas, Scull, 
Arnold, Dorsey, McCord, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Dunnell, McCormick, Simonds, 
Baker, Evans, McKenna, Smith, III. 
Bartine, Farquhar, McKinley, Smith, W.Va 
Bayne, : Finley, Miles, Smyser, 
Beckwith, Flick, Milliken, Snider, 
Belden, Flood, Moffitt, Spooner, 
Belknap, Frank, Moore, N. H. pi . 
Bingham, Funston, ener Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss. Gear, Morrill, Stivers, 
Boothman, G Morrow, bri 
Boutelle, Gifford, Morse, Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Grosyenor, Niedringhaus, ylor, Tenn. 
rosius, Grout, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
rowne, Va. Hall, O'Donnell, Omas, 
Browne, T. M. Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa, Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, Osborne, Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Henderson, III. Payne, Turner, 
Caldwell, Hermann, Payson, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Perkins, e, 
Cannon, Hitt, Peters, Walker, Mass, 
Carter, Hopkins, Pickler, Wallace, Mass. 
Kelley. Post. Wallace, N 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Pugsley, Watson, 
Cogswell, Ki z Quackenbush, Wickham, 
Conger, Kin Raines, Williams, Ohio 
Connell, La Follette, Randall, Mass. Wils en, Ky. 
Craig, Laidiaw, Ray, 8 
Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, Reed, Iowa Yardley. 
Cutcheon, Laws, Rife, 
De Haven, Lehlbach, Russell, 
NOT VOTING—100. 
Bankhead, Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, Robertson, 
ka, Coleman, Herbert, Rockwell, 
Bergen, Compton, Hooker, 
B Comstock, Houk, Rowell, 
Blanchard, Cothran, Kilgore, Rusk, 
Bland, Cowles, Knapp, Sawyer, 
Blount, Crisp. Lacey, Seney, 
Boatner, Culberson, Tex. Lanbam, Shively, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dalzell, Lester, Ga. Skinner, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dargun, Magner, Stewart, Ga. 
Brower, Darlington, Maish, Stone, Mo. 
Brown, J. B. Davidson, Mansur, Stump. 
Bruner, Dibble, Martin, Tex. Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Dockery, McCarthy, Van Schatek, 
Buckalew, Elliott, oRae, Venable, 
Bullock, Enloe, Mills, Waiker, Mo. 
Bunn, Ewart, Mutohtler, Wheeler, Ala. 
m, Fitch, tes, Wheeler, Mich, 
Candler, Ga. Forney, O'Ferrall, Whiting, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Owen, Ind. Whitthorne, 
Carlton, Goodnight, Parrett, ilber, 
Caswell, Greennalge, Paynter, Willcox, 
Catchings, Grimes, Perry, Wilson, Mo. 
Cate, Hatch, Phelan, Wilson, Wash. 
Clancy, Haugen, Randall, Pa. Wilson, W. Va. 


When the roll-call was concluded, many members on the Democratic 
side, as well as some on the Republican side, whose votes had not been 
recorded, asked that their names be called, and thereupon voted. 

The SPEAKER (several gentlemen addressing him at the same time 
for the purpose of having their votes recorded). Gentlemen will not 
be impatient. This sudden revival of interest is embarrassing to the 
clerks. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, there has been so much disorder I 
have been unable to hear the responses of members. In order to insure 
the accuracy of the recorded vote I ask for a recapitulation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the recapitulation. 

The roll-call having been recapitulated, 

A The SPEAKER said: On this question the yeas are 94, the nays 
34— 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. McKINLEY. As this bill properly belongs to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I move its reference to that committee, and on that 
motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. McCREARY, I understand that the Committee on Rules will 
be able to report to-morrow, and I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] 
surely does not mean to interrupt the announcement of the vote by the 


Mr. McCREARY. “The gentleman from Kentucky understood 
that the Speaker bad announced the result. 


J 


1056 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet completed the announce- 
ment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY ] to make some remarks also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not finished the announcement. On 
this question the yeas are 94, the nays 134; and the House refuses to 
refer the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCKINLEY and Mr. McCreary addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that this bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and on that motion I demand the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. And on that motion demands the previous ques- 
on. 
Mr. McCREARY, Pending that I move that the House do now ad- 


ourn. 
; The SPEAKER. And the Chair declines to entertain the motion. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the Speaker will indulge me 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the previous 
question, 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. As many as are in favor 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. My parliamentary inquiry is this: The motion 
to adjourn having been voted down some time ago, and other business 
having intervened, if a motion to adjourn is not in order now, when 
will it be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, in response to the par- 
liamentary inquiry of the gentleman from Kentucky, that ordinarily 
the motion to adjourn is in order when the changed situation of the 
House is such as to render it probable the House desires to take that 
action. [Laughter on the Republican side.] But the proceedings to- 
‘day have been of the same character as those of as days, and it 
is evident to the Chair these motions are used for the purpose of ob- 
struction and delay. The Chair has ruled on that point and an appeal 
has been taken to the House and the opinion of the Chair has been sus- 
tained. 

And as the Chair said at that time, the Speaker is but the organ ot 
the House. It is his duty [There being some confusion on the 
floor.] Gentlemen will observe order. 

Mr, SPRINGER. The Speaker has permission to proceed. 

me SPEAKER, The Chair is responding to the parliamentary in- 


ti SPRINGER. I hope he will have order. 

The SPEAKER. And I have no doubt gentlemen on that side of 
the House will imitate the courteous manners of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

That being the state of the case and the ordinary time at which the 
House has indicated it is its pleasure to adjourn not haying arrived, the 
Chair feels it is carrying out the wishes of the House in ‘that 
ros [Applause on the Republican side of the House.] 

r. McCREARY rose. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has replied to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a question of personal privilege, 

Mr. SPRINGER. He has a right to reply. 

TheSPEAKER. There can not be a question of personal privilege 
pending at this time, the previous question having been ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY, I made my motion in good faith. I made the 
motion to adjourn because it is now nearly 4 o’clock and because I 
heard a member of the Committee on Rules say it was probable the 
Committee on Rules would be able to report the rules to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky must perceive that 
is not a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. McCREARY. I make my statement in response to the state- 
ment of the Speaker impugning my motives, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not impute motives to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understood the Chair 

The SPEAKER. The ruling of the Chair is not a personal ruling. 
It is not personal to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. The Chair imputed to me the making o of a dila- 
tory motion, when such was not the case; for my motion-tô adjourn 
was made in faith, and because I believe, under all the circum- 
stances, the House should adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the demand of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio for the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. DOCKERY. Yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 76 voting in favor thereof. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
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yeas 157, nay 0, not voting 172; as follows: 


FEBRUARY 4, 


YEAS—157. 
88 Pa. Laws, Seull, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Sherman, 
Anderson, Kans, zell, Lind, Simonds, 
Andrew, Darlington, Lodge, Smith, III. 
Arnold, De Haven, Mason, Smith, W, Va. 
Atkinson, De Lano, McComas, Smyser, 
Baker, Dingley, McCord, Suider, 
Bartine, Dolliver, McCormick, ner, 
Bayne, rsey, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McKinley, 98 Vt. 
Belden, 8. Miles, Stive 
Belknap, Farquhar, Moffitt, Stock: idge, 
Bergen, Flick, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Bingham, Flood, Morey, Sweney, 
Bliss, Frank, Morrill, Taylor, III. 
Boothman, Funston, Morrow, 2 Tenn. 
Boutelle, N Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, est, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, Gifford, Nute, Thomas, 
Brosius, Greenhalge, O'Donnell. Thompson, 
Brower, rosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Browne, Va. Grout, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Browne, T, M. Hall, Outhwaite, Turner, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Owen, Ind, Vandever, 
Burrows, Harmer, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Burton, Haugen, Payson, Wade, 
Butterworth, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Caldwell, Hill, Peters, Wallace, 
Candler, Mass. Hitt, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cannon, Hopkins, Post, Watson, 
Carter, Houk, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheadle, Kelley, Quackenbush, Wickham, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Randall, Mass, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa Reed, Iowa Wilson, Ky. 
Cogswell, Linsey, Rife, Wilson, Wash, 
Comstock, Knapp, Rowell, Yardley, 
Conger, Lacey, The Speaker, 
Connell, La Follette, Sanford, 
Cooper, Ohio idlaw, Sawyer, 
Crate, Lansing, Scranton, 
- NANO. 
NOT VOTING—172, e 
Abbott, Cowles, Lawler, Richardson, 
Alderson, Crain, Lee, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Lester, Ga. Rockwell, 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson, Tex, Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Bankhead, ' Cummings, wis, Rowland, 
Banks, n, Magner, Rusk, 
Barnes, Davidson, Maish, Sayers, 
* Dibble, Mansur, Seney, 
Biggs, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Blanchard. Dunphy. Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Bland, Edmunds, McAdoo, Spinola, 
3 Elliott, McCarthy, Springer, 
Boatne Ellis, McClammy, 5 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ewart, M ry, Stewart, Tex. 
Brickner, Finley, MeMillin, Stockd: 
Brookshire, Fitch, McRae, _Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. Fithian, Milliken, Stone, Mo. 
Brunner, Flower, Mills, Stump, 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Buekalew, Forney, Moore, Tex, Tillman, 
Bullock, Fowler, Morgan, Tracey, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Bynum, ibson, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, Goodnight, Oates, Turner, N. Y. 
Candler, Ga. times, O’Ferrall, in, 
Carlisle, Hare, O’ Neall, Ind. Venabie, 
Carlton, Hatch, O'Neil, Mass. Walker, Mo. 
Caruth Hayes, Owens, Ohio 8 
Caswell, - Haynes, tt, Wheeler, A 
Catchings, H 5 Paynter, Whiting, 
Cate, Hemphill, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Henderson, III. Pendleton, Wike, 
oy, Henderson, N. C. Penington, Wilber, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, Perry, Wiley, 
Clements, Hermann, Phelan, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, Holman, Pierce, Willcox, 
Cobb, Hooker, Price, Williams, III. 
Coleman, Kerr, Pa. Quinn, Wilson, Mo. 
Compton, Ketcham, Raines, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, — Kilgore, Randall, Pa. 
Cc Lane, at Wright, 
Covert, Lanham. Reilly, Yoder. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to disperse with the 
recapitulation of the names. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Inaddition to those recorded as present and voting, 
the Chair desires to announce the following members as present and de- 
clining to vote: 

Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. CATCHINGS, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. CLUNIE, Mr. 
Compton, Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Mr. COTHRAN, Mr. COVERT, Mr. 
CRAIN, Mr. Crisp, Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. Cummrines, Mr. 
DAVIDSON, Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. ELLIOTT, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. FITHIAN, 
Mr. FLO Mr. FOWLER, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, Mr. Greson, Mr. 
GOODNIGHT, Mr. GRIMES, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HEARD, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. 
KERR of Pennsylvania, Mr. KILGORE, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. LAWLER, 
Mr. LEE, Mr. Lester of Georgia, Mr. Lester of Virginia, Mr. LEWIS, 
Mr. MAIsH, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. McCREARY, Mr. MLLS, Mr. 
MONTGOMERY, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. OATES, Mr. O FEREALL, Mr.O’NEALL 
of Indiana, Mr. O'NETL of Massachusetts, Mr. OWENS of Ohio, Mr. 
PAYNTER, Mr. PEEL, Mr. PENDLETON, Mr. PENINGTON, Mr. PERRY, 


ea 
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. 
Mr. REILLY, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. ROLAND, Mr. SKINNER, Mr. SPINOLA, 
Mr. STEWART of Texas, Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, Mr. 
Tracey, Mr. TURPIN, Mr. WIKE, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, Mr. Wit- 
son of West Virginia, Mr. Wise, and Mr, YODER. 

The yeas are 157, the noes none; and there being a constitutional 
quorum present the previous question is ordered. 

‘The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
McKINLEY] that the bill be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The motion was to; and the bill was accordingly referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 16 min- 
utes p.m.) the House adjourned, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill CH. R. 6350) for the relief of Asher Post— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6351) for the relief of the heirs of 
Myra Clark Gaines—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6352) for the relief of 
Robert W. Allen, charged with desertion from the volunteer service 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6353) granting a pension to Nancy Booth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6354) granting a pension to Rebecca S. Allen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6355) for the relief of Cyrus F. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6356) for the relief of Martha A. Foster—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6357) for the relief of George W. Barto—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6358) for the relief of Daniel Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6359) for the relief of Mrs. Charity P. Harrison— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6360) for the relief of John C. Heath to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6361) for the relief of Mary Richards—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 6362) for the relief of Edward C. 
Garlick—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6363) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samal P. Todd—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 6364) for the relief of the heirs of 
Leander M. Black—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 6365) granting a pension to 
Thomas S. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

oe Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6366) for the relief of the heirs of 

C. and Hezekiah J. Winslow, deceased—to the Committee on 


By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 6367) for the relief of Joseph La Barge, 
jr.—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 6368) granting a pension to Fran- 
cis Sulliyan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6369) for the relief of Gran- 
ville H. Mansfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of Daniel F. Gann—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6371) for the relief of Sumpter & Christian—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) for the relief of William H. Bush—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6373) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6374) granting a pension to Anderson Weese—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6375) granting a pension 5 Solomon 
Weese—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 6376) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Jones—to the Committee on 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 6377) for the relief of Mrs. George 
W. Yowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 6378) granting a pension to Alma- 
rine Lord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 6379) for the relief of Samuel 
Warren, alias Thomas Bugham—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. LAWS: A bill (H. R. 6380) for the relief of Emanuel Faust 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. . to the 
widow of Thomas Breen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6382) for the relief of William De Ford—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 6383) granting a certificate of honor- 
able service to Wesley S. Crane—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6384) granting a pension 
to William Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6385) granting a pension to Fred Peters—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6386) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to investigate certain claims of the Creek Na- 
tion of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6387) to provide for the expenses of 
the removal and subsistence of certain Creek Indians, and for other pur- 

the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6388) granting 2 pension to Peter Peter- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 6389) to increase the pension of 
John M. Seppey—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) granting a pension to David Patterson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Margaret A. Jacoby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension 
to Jane Boswell Moore Bristor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 6393) for the construction of a bridge 
across the White River, in Stone County, Missouri—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6394) for the relief of 
Nelson Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6395) for the relief of John Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. : . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6396) granting a pension to Michael Sherrer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6397) for the relief of Miles Stephens—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 6398) granting a 
pension to Dortha E. Kennock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 6399) for the removal of thec 
of desertion from the record of George Tebo—to the Committee on 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 6400) for the relief of Jacob Ro- 
meis—to the Committee on Claims, 


Change of reference. 


A bill (H. R. 6125) to amend the record of Robert Walker—Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


/ 
/ PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of James T. Dunn, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Harlow Briggs Post, No. 80, Grand 
Army of the Republic, department of Michigan, for pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry Busch and others, for a Sunday-rest law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Memorial of Lodge No. 2203, F. M. B. A., 
New Lebanon, Ind., praying a reform of national laws with reference 
to farmers and laborers, and against monopolies and trusts—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. J ASONB B. BROWN: Papers accompanying the S ownt ln 
granting pensions, namely: H. R. 6262, to John W. Bussabarger; H 
6250, to G. S. P. Ferree; H. R. 6263, to John Hammond; H. R. 6259, 8 
Henry A. Hoar; H. R. 6251, to Elizabeth Hollis; H. R. 6257, to William 
H. Hottel; H. R. 6253, to George Heishman; H. R. 6249, to Silas Jordan; 
H. R. 6252, to Peter Rowe; H. R. 6256, to Henry Stark; H. R. 6255, to 
Willis Oliver, and H. R. 6260, to John R. Watson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6261, to pay Ebenezer Knight, ete.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John W. Stonecipher and others, of New Albany, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 3999, for the relief of Phillip Den- 
ser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH; Petition of Ella Whipple, legal repre- 
sentative of Daniel Whipple, late of Hamilton County, Ohio, for pa pays 
ment for property taken by the rebel army under the Morgan raid— 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 6163, for the relief of 
John W. Neville—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of the New London and Long Island Steam- 
boat Company, for a breakwater at Sag Harbor, N. Y.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, 


By Mr, DE LANO: Petition of Reese Post, No. 49, requesting speedy - 
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action on pension 


legislation, and especially the per diem service-pen- 

sion and dependent-pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Major Hutchinson Post, No. 370, 


Grand Army of the Republic, department of Iowa, for pension legisla- 
tion asked by the committee of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Petition of S. B: Mann and 125 others, citizens of 
Idaho, praying Congress to make some provision for payment of Indian 
depredation claims—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 7 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor Assembly of Mullan, Idaho, ask- 
ing Co to instruct the Superintendent of Census to ascertain what 

rtion of the people of this country occupy their own farms and 
mes, etc.—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr, EVANS: Petition of James S. Edwards, that his claim he 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Powell O. Manion, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Memorial of Maude Lodge, No. 1221; New Hope 
Lodge, No. 939; Ingraham Lodge, No. 862; Fairview Lodge, No. 1108; 
York Lodge, No, 953; and Lodge, No, 403, F. M. B. A., against monopo- 
lies and trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petitions of ex-soldiers of Vineland and Gard- 
ner, Kans,, for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, memorial of F. M. B. A. of Leanna, Kaus,, for legislation on 
various subjects—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Sheperd Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Metropolis, Iowa, asking an increase of pension for total blind- 
ness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement of John C. Abercrombie, in regard to N. F. Baird— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition and proof upon pension claim of George 

e, asoldier of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Hon. Charles Townsend and 86 

veterans, residents of Athens County, Ohio, asking that Congress shall 


pas poean bill based wholly upon service—to the Committee on 
id Pensi 
By Mr. HITT: Memorial of 91 members of the Grand Army of the 


Republic, Galena, III., fayoring equalization of bounties, and a serv- 
ice ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Andrew A. Lipscomb, administrator 
of George W. G. Eslin, d , praying compensation for work done, 
ete. to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers in the cases of Page Braboy, son and heir 
of Tenor Braboy, deceased; James J. Drumgoole, Harriet M. Griffing, 
James J. Gold, Mrs. Sidney Harding, administratrix of Richard Hard- 
ing; Edward Jack, A. R. Leonard, John M. H. Martin, James H. 
Maury, Rebecca Owen by Georgia O’Doyle, sole legatee, and Charles 
Weill—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Amos Steckel and 300 others, citizens of 
Davis County, Iowa, asking for the passage of the pension arrears bill, 
dependent bill, and service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of 120 ex-soldiers and sailors of Alena, Har- 
lan County, Nebraska, and of 13 ex-soldiers, asking passage of service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANSING: Petition of farniers of Jefferson County, New 
8 for additional duties on pease, beans, and other agricult- 
ural productions —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, ition of Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 556, of 
Worthville, Jefferson County, New York, for additional pension legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Z~ By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of hical Union of Lynn, Mass., 
/ in favor of the passage of Senate bill 232, relative to copyrights—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. _ 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of 40 citizens of Harford County, Mary- 

land, in favor of a Sunday-rest Iaw—to the Committee on the Judi- 


Also, statement of D. H. Bottle & Co., for relief—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Geddes, for pension as soldier of Mexican 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: Affidavit in support of application of Wesley S. 
Crane, for removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Philip Game and 30 others, ex-sol- 
diers, of Canal Winchester, Ohio, asking for passage of service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the California River Improvement 
Convention, relative to the improvement of the Sacramento, San Joa- 
quin, Feather, and Mokelumne Rivers, in California—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORSE; Petition for improvement of North River, in Ply- 
mouth County, Massachusetts to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


By Mr. PAYNE: Petitiofiof Annie Draime, relative to H. R. 6220— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and affidavit to accompany H. R. 4874, to pension 
Mary Carman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of citizens of Oswego, N. V., against H. R. 592—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of William G. Labodie, a civilized In- 
dian, praying for the removal of the restrictions on the sale of his 
lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Memorial of citizens of the Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr, RICHARDSON: Petition of Violet M. Patterson, that her 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition from Norwich, Conn., in favor of H. R. 
8863, relating to letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of soldiers and sailors of the late war, resi- 
dents of Clearville, Penn., for the passage of the bills recommended by 
the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Statement of John M. Seppey for increase of 
persion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Campbell, for relief from the charge of 
desertion— to the Committee on Military Affairs. 2 

By Mr. STEWART: Petition of 507 citizens of Texas, asking Congress 
to make an appropriation for harLor improvement at Sabine Pass, 
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition from sundry persons in Texas engaged in the manu- 
facture of lumber, asking for the improvement of Sabine Pass, Texas— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petitions of Isaiah Boyd aud 18 ex- 
soldiers, Guernsey County; 25 ex-soldiers of Harrison County; 
Hixon and 66 citizens of Guernsey County; D. F. Minor Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Unionport; David J. Reese and 37 ex-soldiers, 
Jefferson County; L. D. Bevan and 14 members of G, H. Thomas Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Hendrysburgh; Cyrus Turnbaugh and 95 
ex-soldiers of Guernsey County, and W. II. Rainey and 82 citizens of 
Cambridge, Obie, praying for pension legislation—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 5 3 

Also, memorial of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers 
and of the American Association of Flint and Lime Glass Manufacturers, 
in favor of a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 64 citizens of Steubenville, Ohio, for the passage of 
the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial of the Ohio Baptist Association, in favor of increasing 
the number of Army chaplains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of David W. Ellis, for pay 
as a pilot in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado; Petition of 16 citizens of Lead- 
ville, Colo., against any Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 54 citizens of Montrose, Colo., in favor of Sunday- 
rest law-—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from the citizens of Colorado, for international copy- 
right—to the Committee on the Judiciary. > 

Also, memorial of citizens of La Plata County, Colorado, for the re- 
moval of the Ute Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of Frank Bartlett Post, No. 6, Grand 
Army of the Republic, department of California, for placing General 
George Stoneman on the retired-list of the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of committee of Taylor Camp, Sons of Vet- 
erans, department of Missouri, asking for pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Papers in the casesof Nelson Smith, 
John Smith, and Miles Stephens—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of A. Kaim and 29 others, citizens of 
Port Huron Township, Michigan, against option dealing—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 5, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. COKE presented two petitions, signed by a large number of citi- 
zens of Texas, praying that an appropriation made to secure deep 
water at Sabine Pass, on the Texas coast; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE ted a petition of farmers of Port Austin, 
Mich., and a petition of farmers of Durand, Mich., praying for the 
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passage of a law prohibiting speculation in grain: which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present the petition of Philip T. Sharp, of The 
Dalles, Oregon, praying compensation for certain Indian depredations, 
accompanied by a great many affidavits. I move that the petition and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
9 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of B. F. Dowell, of Oregon, pray- 
ing that an act be passed directing the Secretary of the Treasury to set 
off certain Oregon Indian war claims assigned to W. C. Griswold against 
a judgment of the United States by B. F. Dowell, prosecutor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ipresenta petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of 
acustom-house buildingat Portland. A bill for this purpose has already 
been introduced and will perhaps be reported very soon. I move that 
the petition lie on the table, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some time ago I introduced a bill (S. 420) for the 
relief of Calvin Gunn, which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
I now present certain evidence and move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to accompany that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Illinois State Grange, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Windom silver bill, and for the 
remonetization and free coinage of silver; also, for the purchase of sil- 
ver under the Bland act and the continuance of coin certificates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. ALLISON presented sundry petitions of citizens of Iowa and 
other States, praying for the passage of such laws as will prohibit the 
selling of promises of future deliveries of farm produce or stock prod- 
ucts by those who are not the owners thereof, thereby depressing their 
value; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, as follows: 8 

A petition of William Wilson and other farmers of Toddville, Iowa; 

A petition of William Butcher and other farmers of Deep River, Iowa; 

A petition of J. S. Heald and other farmers of Springville, Iowa; 

A petition of Joseph Houghtailing and other farmers of Laurens, 
Towa; 

A petition of James M. Gray and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of T. F. Balders and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of Joseph Flagler and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of Martin Isakson and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of James A. Hale and other farmersof Iowa; 

A petition of M. R. Kennedy and other farmers of Towa; 

A petition of A. J. Rowley and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of B. G. Rawson and other farmers of Iowa: 

A petition of William Brownlee and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of J. B. Orris and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of A. O. Eames and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of J. A. Solomonson and other farmers of Minnesota; 

A petition of Lewis Lavier and other farmers of Minnesota; 

A petition of L. H. Peterson and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of James S. Landus and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of Joseph May and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of James E. Watson and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of B. H. Ellis and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of N. G. Mussey and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of Andrew Daully and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of J. L. Parker and other farmers of North Dakota; 

A petition of Joseph Andrews and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of T. B. Buchanan and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of L. C. Stedman and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of Thomas B, Lane and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of William Walpole and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of George C. Wagner and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of George Bainey and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of A. A. Perkins and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of Charles Zelenke and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of A. C. Willison and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of L. W. Robbins and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of George W. Williamsand other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of W. B. Williams and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of A. Williams and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of E. G. Clisbe and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of Ephraim Cole and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of William Hanaraher and other farmersof South Dakota; 

A petition of S. R. Keller and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of George H. Powell and other farmers of South Dakota; 
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petition of Reaves Harrison and other farmers of South Dakota; 
petition of D. 8, Richardson and other farmers of Sonth Dakota; 


A tion of James M. Walsh and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of Nick Walsh and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of C. S. Murray and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of William L. Johnson and other farmers of South Dakota; 

A petition of Norway and Holland Alliance, Lincoln County, South 
Dakota; 

A petition of David J. Ames and other farmers; 

A petition of Erit O. Elverson and other farmers; 

A petition of T. S. Braa and other farmers; 

A petition of Hi. F. Munsil and other farmers; 

A petition of O. C. Gustad and other farmers; 

A petition of Joseph Bennett and other farmers; and 

A petition of A. J. McFarland and other farmers. 

Mr. ALLISON presented sundry petitions of citizens of Iowa and other 
States, praying for legislation to prohibit boards of trade, bucket-shops, 
and mercantile bodies, and individuals from fixing the value on the 
raw or manufactured produce of American farms by sales of promises 
of future deliveries; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, as follows: 

A petition of Joseph Houghtailing and other farmers of Laurens, 
Towa; 

A petition of Aug. Lundell and other farmers of Odebolt, Iowa; 

A petition of Fred L. Kent and other farmers of Manson, Iowa; 

A petition of Frank Chrisman and other farmers of Toddville, Iowa; 

A petition of N. E. Bell and other farmers of Springville, Iowa; 

A petition of R. F. Ward and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of Andreas Petersen and other farmers of Minnesota; 

A petition of H. E. W. Loomis and other farmers of Wisconsin; 

A petition of G. L. Phare and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of John Phillips, sr., and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of R.S. Andrews and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of R. Bond and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of J. M. Dougherty and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of J. J. Werts and other farmers of Iowa; 

A petition of J. McClain and other farmers of Iowa; and 

A petition of B. K. Johnson and other farmers of Iowa. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the biil (S. 70) to grant to the town of Moscow, in Idaho Terri- 
tory, certain lands for cemetery purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue 
ordnance and ordnance stores to the Territory of Washingtonin payment 
for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of 
said Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 1878, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1008) granting a pension to Amelia M. McAllister, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submit- 
ted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays; 

A bill 8 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; and 

A bill (8, 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline. 

Mr, CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was rè- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R, 25) relating to the salary of the Su- 
pervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service, rted ad- 
versely thereon; and the joint resolution was postponed in itely. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (S. 2483) increasing the salary of the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service; which wasread twice by its title. ` 

He also, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 208) to regulate commerce carried on by telegraph, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
ap amendment intended to be proposed to the consular and diplomatic 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Healso, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, repo a joint res- 
olution (S. R. 54) congratulating the people of the United States of Brazil 
on their adoption of a republican form of government; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2252) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

RENT OF BUILDINGS FoR THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. MORRILL. In behalf of the Committee on Public Buildings 

and Grounds, I move that the communication received from the Treas- 
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ary Department stating the number and the rental and the location of 
private buildings in this city which are rented by the United States be 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2484) for the relief of Fran- 
cis Millet; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2485) for the relief of Nathan Fralick; 
vera was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2486) for the benefit of J. C. Rudd; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 2487) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to eer Thomas L. Hartigan to the position of second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2488) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jeremiah McDaniel, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced s bill (S. 2489) granting a pension to the minor 
children of John Boring, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2490) for the relief of B. F. Dow- 
ell, of Portland, Oregon, and B. Miller, of Marion County, Ore- 
gon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to 
Jane Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mt. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2492) forthe relief of Napoleon 
B. Giddings; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSO: , of METR (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2493) 
granting a pension to John Swearer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2494) to in- 
crease the efficiency of boards of surgeons for the examination of pension 
applicants; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2495) to increase the efi- 
ciency of the Pension Bureau; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2496) to provide for the purchase of the 
grounds and buildings now occupied by the United States Fish Com- 
mission as a trout-breeding station at Northville, Mich., and for addi- 
tional grounds adjacent thereto, and for the erection of buildings to be 
used in connection therewith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2497) providing for a sur- 
yey for a ship-canal from Lake Michigan to Lake Superior; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2498) for the relief of James H. 
Wayland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2499) granting a pension to A. M. Bliss; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr, MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2500) for the relief of Philip 
T. Sharp, of The Dalles, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2501) to provide for an Amer- 
ican register for a steamer to be named San Benito, owned by a corpo- 
ration of the State of California; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2502) fixing the rate of inter- 
est to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes now due the 
District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified; which was read 
3 its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lum 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2503) for the redemption of the out- 
standing certificates of the board of audit of the District of Columbia 
and of sewerage certificates authorized by the Legislative Assembly; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2504) making an appropriation for the 
construction of three Hall automobile torpedoes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2505) for the relief of Frances McNeil 
Potter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2506) making an appropriation for a sur- 
vey of Lake Winni „in New Hampshire; which was read twice 
by its title, and to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2507) prescribing the rating and the 
amount of pension for Union soldiers and sailors whose wounds, in- 
curred in the war of the rebellion, have resulted in anchylosis of the 
hip joint; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 2508) to reclassify and fix the 
salaries of persons in the railway mail service, known as railway postal 
clerks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
mittee on Post-Offlees and Post-Roads. - 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 
_A bill (S. 2509) for the relief of Absalom Riley, of Loudoun County, 


Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2510) for the relief of Mary A. Conard, administratrix of 
John W. Conard, of Loudoun County, Virginia; £ 
wit bill (S. 2511) for the relief of E. J. Conard, of Loudoun County, 

rginia; 

A bill (8. 2512) for the relief of Jacob D. Virtz and L. H. Vincel, ad- 
ministrators of Peter Virtz, deceased, of Loudoun County, Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2513) for the relief of Elzey Chamblin, of Loudoun County, 
Virginia; 

A bill (8. 2514) for the relief of George Cooper, of Loudoun County, 


irginia; 
115 bill (8. 2515) for the relief of George H. Wenner, of Loudoun County, 
irginia; 

A bill (S. 2516) for the relief of James K. Skinker, of Fauquier County, 
Virginia; 

z A bill (5. 2517) for the relief of Thomas E. Gold, of Clark County, 
Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2518) for the relief of Christopher Armatt, of Spottsylvania 
County, Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2519) for the relief of the estate of William A, Bowen, of 
Fauquier County, Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2520) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Bailey Shumate, of 
Fauquier County, Virginia; and 
x A bill (S. 2521) for the relief of Oliver G. Butts, of Loudoun Connty, 

Virginia. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (S. 2522) ſor the relief of John 
H. Redman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2523) to increase the pension of 
Everhard Welter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2524) for the relief of Leonard Martin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr, McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2525) to change the location of 
as light- botas from Paman nar to White Shoals, Lake Michigan; 
which was twice by its title, and, with the accom: in pers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 8 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2526) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of William Winchell; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2527) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Manus Hanbelt; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2528) granting a pension to Betsey Sang; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committce on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2529) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Powers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing 
the printing of the Annual Report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics for 1889; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


ADJUSTMENT OF POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit a resolution calling for information, 
and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to send to the Senate pa- 
pers and information as follows: 

First, de opinion of A. A. Freeman, Assistant Attorney-General for the 
Post-Office Department, to whom the question was refe Postmaster- 
General Gresham, setting forth the requirements of section 8, chapter 114 of the 
laws of 1866, and chapter 119 of the Jaws of 1883. 

Second. Copy of the rule of said laws as published by Postmaster-General 
Gresham on the 16th day of February, 1884. 

Third. Copy of Department circular No. 1223, containing the rule of said laws 
as published by Postmaster-General Gresham and his successors in office. 

‘ourth. A tabulated statement exhibiting all the claims within the rule of the 
law thus published from the State of Kentucky, 88 and computed under 
chapter 119 of the laws of 1883, said statement to exhibit the gross amount of 
the earnings of the postmasters for each term of service thus ascertained, and 
the amount of salary paid for each of said terms of service, and the difference 
5 . — them N hfe they bes . 21 — gtr ob as comm va 
sions under of 1854 e prom ‘ostmaster-Gene’ 
Gresham on the 16th of February, 1884. i 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have already made that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the request made by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. It will be so referred. 

IMPROVEMENT OF YAKIMA BAY. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish to the Senate any 
additional information he may have received on the subject of the improve- 
ee the entrance to Yakima Bay, Oregon, since the date of his last annual 
repo 

ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE-ROOMS. 
Mr. MOODY. From the Select Committeeon Indian Depredations, 
I report a resolution which I should like to have considered at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks for 
the present consideration of a resolution reported by him from the Se- 
lect Committce on Indian Depredations. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to 88 for the use ot the Senate Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations some suitable room or rooms in the vicinity of the Capitol, at an ex- 
pense not to exceed $100 per month, the cost of which to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate and the lease thereof to terminate upon the adjourn- 
ment of the present session of the Fifty-first Congress. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution has to go to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses, under the rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. It should go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But itis a charge on the contingent fund. 
haps it ought to go to the Committee on Rules first. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It ought to go to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It occurs to me that the resolution ought to go to 
the Committee on Rules first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot see why. 
rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. The usual course for such a resolution as this isthat 
it shall go to the Committee on Rules first and, if that committee re- 
port it favorably, it then has to go to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. That has been the case 
in respect of one similar resolution at least, if not more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not worth while, as we all know by experi- 
ence, to send such resolutions to the Committee on Rales. That com- 
mittee have no power oyer the subject-matter. The Committee on 
Rules have been appealed to over and over again. I am unfortunately 
a member of that committee, and we have been appealed to over and 
over again for rooms for committees, That committee would be glad 
to find room for these various committees, but they have no power over 
the subject. There is no place in the Senate wing of the Capitol for 
more committees, and that is the only place where the Committee on 
Rules have any jurisdiction; there is not a spot where we could put a 
committee, 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator if the Committee 
on Rules have not always had charge of the general subject about fur- 
nishing rooms for committees? The statement of the Senator would 
seem to imply that they had not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, in this building. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Ohio—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answer this first. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules is con- 
fined to this building, but here is a proposition to go outside of the 
building and hire quarters elsewhere. That ought not to be imposed 
upon the Committee on Rules. They haveno connection with it. The 
Committee on Rules have charge of certain matters connected with this 
building, and there is no spot in this building that can be assigned to 
any committee or to anybody. 

Mr. BUTLER, Then I ask the Senator who has authority to rent a 
building or rooms outside? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This resolution would undoubtedly give authority 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms or whoever is authorized by it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Sergeant-at-Arms is mentioned in the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That must be done by the Senate. It can be done 
through the Committee on Contingent Expenses, because the rule, or 
the law rather, requires these matters to be referred to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Ohio is right. 

Mr, SHERMAN. No charge can be made upon the contingent fund 
except upon the recommendation of that committee and the order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 


Per- 


It has no connection with the 


I was informed otherwise the 


other day when I introduced a resolution for the procurement of ad- 
ditional committee-room, and I was induced to have it referred to the 
Committee on Rules 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that was the way when it related to rooms 
in this building. That would be proper then; but the Committee on 


Rules do not want to be exploring around outside of this building for 
accommodations for committees. 

Mr. BUTLER. The resolution I offered contemplated the hiring of 
rooms outside, and it went to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was not right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggested a moment since that the resolution ought 
to go to the Committee on Rules, but I have looked at the resolution 
since. I find that it directs the Sergeant-at-Arms to procure additional 
room, and my opinion now is, on looking at the resolution, that it ought 
to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. The Committee on Rules have nothing to do with it. 
They have control of the north end of the Capitol, but this is an out- 
side matter, wholly independent of their control. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution be read again, because I 
should like to offer an amendment to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend the resolution by inserting, after 
the words Indian Depredations, the words and other committees 
of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not open to amendment now, the question 
under the rules being on the motion to refer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is not in order at present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Always, since I have been a member of the Sen- 
ate, the Committee on Rules have had absolute and undisputed control 
of the subject of furnishing rooms for committees, whether inside of 
the Capitol building or outside. I have had conferences with them 
myself on that very subject. As a member of the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I desire that the 
Committee on Rules having had charge of the subject shall give us the 
benefit of their recommendation in respect to this matter before weare 
called on to act upon it. I am disposed myself, being a member also 
of the Committee on Indian Depredations, todo what I can do to secure 
a room for that committee. It is an important committee and it ought 
to have a room, and a reasonably good one, but at the same time I 
think the Committee on Rules ought first to make expression in respect 
toit. The Committee on Contingent Expenses do not know yet that 
the Committee on Rules have exhausted their ability to furnish room 
in the Capitol, That subject was considered by that committee for 
some time and I think there has been no definite report in respect to it, 

Therefore, I think, in justice to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, the Committee on Rules ought 
to take charge of the subject primarily and pass their judgment upon it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have only to say that without any very specific 
knowledge as to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules they have 
certainly assumed jurisdiction of this question. They have had charge 
of it for some time, to my knowledge, and the resolution I offered the 
other day was offered at the request of a member of the Committee on 
Rules; and they have now charge of that subject. 

Ihave no choice about the matter. I think that additional accommo- 
dations ought to be furnished to the committees of the Senate. It mat- 
ters very little to me, of course, where they are, so that they are con- 
yeniently located to the Capitol. If the Committee on Rules have had 
charge of it, I can see no earthly objection to their taking this resolu- 
tion and making a general report, because, if I am not incorrectly in- 
formed, there is a building near this Capitol which can be procured 
for the accommodation of all the committees. I understand the Com- 
mittee on Rules have had that matter in charge and haye made some 
investigation about it. y 

I hope, therefore, that the resolution, whatever may be the regular 
order, will go to the Committee on Rules and that we may get a re- 
port from them to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, and theń 
we can act understandingly. 

Mr. MOODY. The Committee on Indian Depredations reported this 
resolution for the purpose of calling the attention of the Senate to the 
necessity for making some provision of this character. I am not at all 
particular as to what committee the resolution shall be referred, so that 
it receives immediate attention. 

The Committee on Indian Depredations has before it the accumulated 
business of nearly thirty years. Already at this session there have been 
introduced and referred to that committee eighty-six bills, general and 
special, besides divers and sundry petitions, memorials, and statements 
from claimants. Certainly a committee can not be expected to transact 
business without some place to meet. I have been advised by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules, as the Senate is advised to-day, that 
there is no place in the Capitol for this committee or any other com- 
mittee; that no committee which has not already a room can be accom- 
modated. 

So faras I am concerned, as chairman of this committee, I donot want 
to have it charged with any dereliction of duty. Ihave been unable to 
procure any place for the meeting of the committee, except on one occa- 
sion, by the courtesy of the chairman of the Committee on Railroads, 
I can not ask Senators to permit their committee-rooms to be used by 
this committee. I can not be expected to make such a request, nor can 
they be expected to grant sucha favor. If this committee is important 
enough to transact business, to be raised at all, then certainly it is im- 
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portant enough to be supplied with accommodations to enable it to 
transact its business. 

I am aware that the subject of additional committee-rooms has been 
before the Committee on Rules for weeks, and I understood that that 
committee did not regard it as within its jurisdiction to make these 
provisions. Certainly it is perfectly proper to send the resolution 
perhaps under the rules it should go; it must by an objection—to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses. 3 

If the Committee on Rules will take jurisdiction of this subject, cer- 
tainly I have no objection to its going to it. But I should be glad to 
hear from the chairman of that committee whether it can be considered 
by that committee, whether that committee will take jurisdiction of 
it, and whether it can and will make some recommendation upon the 
subject. I only desire that the Committee on Indian Depredations 
shall do its duty. Tite is passing, and it is important that some 
measure should be proposed by the committee with reference to the 
Indian depredation claims, for they amount to a very large sum. 

Mr.STEWART. Having obtained the floor, I yield to the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and I should like to have him state, 
if he will, the number of committees that are without committee-rooms, 
their necessity for having committee-rooms, and what investigation has 
been made and the chances of getting rooms outside, in order that we 
may have something definite before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, under the rules of the Senate the 
Committee on Rules have control of the places included in the Senate 
wing of the Capitol, and also control of the assignment of rooms to com- 
mittees within the limits of the Senate wing of the Capitol, Some ten 
days ago, I think, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] in- 
troduced a resolution authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms, under the di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, to hire whatis known as the Maltby 
House, on B street and New Jersey avenue, The committee havecon- 
sidered that question somewhat informally, and from the expression of 
opinion by the different members I think I can safely say that they are 
averse to a recommendation for the hiring of that building. Of course 
the question of hiring rooms outside of the Capitol for the use of com- 
mittees is without the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules unless 
they shall be given that jurisdiction by vote of the Senate. ‘This reso- 
lution now offered by the Senator from South Dakota, in its terms, 
would be obliged to goto the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. There is nothingin it which, as I un- 
derstand, calls for action by the Committee on Rules, and Isee no reason 
why it should be referred to that committee. The general question has 
been considered, by the committee under the order of the Senate, and 
I have no doubt that the committee will be able to report within a very 
short time, 

I will repeat what has been already stated by the Senator from Ohio, 
that there is not a single room within the limits of the Senate wing of 
the Capitol that can be assigned to any committee. We have no space 
whatsover available for that purpose. 

In answer to the question of the Senator from Nevada, I would say 
that I think there are thirteen committees which now desire committee- 
rooms for their use. There are twelve in addition to that presided over 
by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator one question 
about the matter of rooms, When will the rooms that will be in the 
terraces be ready for occupancy and how many of them will there be? 

Mr. ALDRICH, There are some ten or twelve rooms in the terraces 
which the Architect of the Capitol thinks will at some time be suita- 
ble and available for committee-rooms—at some time several months 
from now; but it is impossible to say when that time willarrive. They 
are certainly not in a condition now suitable for occupancy by commit- 
tees. Whether they will ever be suitable or not is a question about 
which there is a difference of opinion among Senators who have looked 
into the question. They are certainly not available at the present time 
and will not be availableduring the present session of Congress fer that 
purpose. 

Mr, COCKRELL. We were assured some time ago thatthere would 
be quite a large number of yery commodious and pleasant rooms in that 
part of the building, 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no question about their being commodious 
and of sufficient size for committee-rooms, but they will not, I believe, 
be available for that purpose in the near future. 

Mr. STEWART. What can the Maltby House be rented for ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Maltby House can be rented for $5,000 from 
now to the Ist of October. The estate is in litigation, and a longer 
lease can not be obtained than till the Ist of October anyhow. It can 
be obtained for that period; it can be obtained for the months inter- 
vening between now and the Ist of October for $5,000. It contains 
eighty-odd rooms; it contains, I think, twenty suites of four or five 
rooms each, which would be available for committee purposes if the 
Senate should desire to hire it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, all these inconveniences and all this 
distress and debate and consumption of time in the Senate arise from 
the fact that an architect has told us that it would not be according to 
true taste to put outside windowsin our committee-rooms, and we haye 
surrendered. We have had the matter up before the Senate two or 


three times, and all opposition has been put down by the unanswer- 
able argument that utility must be subordinated to taste. Twenty or 
thirty rooms as good as can be found, if they only had outside win- 
dows. are shut up like so many dungeons becanse, according to some 
people's tastes, that Whole terrace had better look like an underpin- 
ning than like a part of this magnificent structure, with windows put 
in it in conformity with the windows above to answer what it was 
made for, what according to uneducated eyes ought to be carried out; 
but as it is it goes to the world as a grand and magnificent underpin- 
niog, and we can not have any committee-rooms because some archi- 
tect saw once in Engiand just such a place. 

This subject has been before the proper committee two or three 
times, and the reason"and the necessity and the utility have all been 
made apparent; but down went the whole scheme when an architect 
said that there was in England just such a place as this, with just such 
an underpinning, and that if you put windows in at all they would 
spoil the appearance. 

I do not take any interest in this discussion. I have done what I 
could to have utility rule. There is no such magnificent structure as 
this in the world, and all of it isalmostsacrificed. The convenience of 
the two Houses of Congress and of the committees and everything else 
is sacrificed in this magnificent structure to false taste, and so it will be 
until we shall have a revolution. We hear a good deal about revolu- 
tions, but they do not take the turn that would suit me, Ido not ex- 
pect ever to see this change. I have a good committee room, through 
the indulgence of the Senate, and I have tried all I could that every- 
body else should haye one, but whenever this discussion comes up I 
shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to remind them that they them- 
selves have been the cause of all this inconvenience. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Massachusetts has furnished the country 
with everything except architects, and it seems now that that want is 
to be supplied from the same prolific source, 

T have been under the impression, sir, that the pursuit followed by 
the architects of the country was a peculiar one; at any rate that it re- 
quired education, experience, and knowledge. If we are not to be gov- 
erned by the reports and opinions of architects; if we are to be simply 
sent to the opinions of members of Congress, of the House of Represent- 
ativesand Senate, in regard to these matters, we might as well dispense 
entirely with the opinions of experts as to our public buildings, and 
leave them to the crude opinions of gentlemen upon this floor and upon 
the floor of the other House of Congress. 

Now we have had a burst of eloquence worthy of a great international 
question—yes, as a friend near me suggests, of the world’s fair—in 
regard to these committee-rooms. I take my full share of responsi- 
bility for opposing the putting of windows in the basement of this Capitol. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] has given us an elo- 
quent description of this magnificent building, and yet he wants to turn 
it into a Dutch barn, simply because there are certain committee-rooms 
provided for Congress which he thinks can not be used for that purpose 
without windows. The architects have all told us one thing, and they 
are men of high standing. The Architect of this Capitol is as honest 
and competent an officer as the Government has, and he has been in 
charge of this building for many long years; so long, indeed, that he 
has made all other matters subservient to his duties here as the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol. He gave us his opinion in regard to this matter, 
together with other architects, men who have contributed the results 
of their talent to making this building what it is to-day; and we are 
now to throwall these aside and accept the opinion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts in regard to these committee-rooms. 

There has been no statement made to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, or any other committee, that was not to the effect 
that these rooms could be made available and comfortable, and with 
sufficient light for the purposes of committee-rooms, without cutting 
outside windows. We were told, I believe, that we can utilize these 
rooms, with suficient lighting from above for all purposes, without 
defacing the basement of the Capitol by putting windows into them. 
That is the whole case. ; 

I have examined these rooms, and have come to that conclusion, but 
my opinion is worth very little when compared with and when antag 
onized by that of men who have given their whole lives to the ques- 
tion of architecture, and who are presumed to know that what they 
say is hased upon correct premises. 

Would it not be better, to try these rooms before denouncing them ? 
They are not finished; I regret very much that they are not finished; 
but there are many reasons which have contributed to the delay. In 
my judgment the manner in which all our polis buildings are con- 
structed has been the fundamental reason why these particular rooms 
have not been finished before this time. 

The work of the Government in constructing public buildings is upon 
a different plan from that of individuals. Ihave attacked the system 
again and again, but withontany results. It seems to be crystallized 
in the building of a public structure by the Government of the United 
States that it shall be done by the day’s work, and therefore the work 
is procrastinated from day to day and year to year. Ifa Senator here 
was about to build a structure, either for a private residence or for 
business purposes, he would first have his plans and estimates. He 
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would then see for What those plans and estimates could be complied 
with by a builder, and he would take the different prices that were 
offered and would make his contract and receive a bond and have the 
structure turned over to him as desired. But here, in the city of Wash- 
ington and throughout the country, the plan upon which the Govern- 
ment is expected to build is to procrastinate the work from one year to 
another, paying by the day or by the week, and all the results of experi- 
ence as to private individuals are ignored and thrown aside, 

I regret that these rooms are not completed, but the fact stares us in 
the face to-day that they are not. When they are completed, if it is 
found then that the exigencies of the Government require them to have 
more light in order to be used as committee-rooms, it will be time 
enough to indulge in the extraordinary criticisms which we have heard 


Ny. 

Mn HALE. Mr. President, the trouble in this matter, if there is 
trouble in it, does not rest with the Architect of the Capitol, notin the 
least. It happened a few years ago that the Architect of the Capitol 
and then the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Sen- 
ate fell under the domination of an outside architect; and that domi- 
nation is about the most hopeless that is perceptible in the affairs of 
mankind, the slavery to an architect. The architect gives no reason 
for what he does or what he decides. Të has a roomy mind, with deep 

4 recesses, in which he evolves all sorts of magnificent plans at the ex- 
pense of mankind generally and at the ex pense‘in this case of the United 
States Senate and the General Government, 

When this architect, who was a landscape architect, I think, and 
whose view of a public building is that it must be subordinate to the 
human vision as it gazes upon that public building from a green field 
when this landscape architect got outside on the svil, the ground about 
the Capitol, in this mind of his, in the recesses of his mind, he evolved 
an entire plan about this Capitol. Hedid not content himself with the 
landscape architecture of the grounds, but he decided that there must be 

laced a great, vast, broad, shining underpinning, as the Senator from 
De [Mr. DAWES] has described it, under this whole building, 
because the landscape features would look better if we got this bright, 
shining underpinning, and he dominated the Architect of the Capitol 
and overcame him. He could talk louder and longer, dive deeper, and 
stay more minutes before he came up than any architect that had ever 
been known in Washington, and he got control of the Architect of the 
Capitol, and he got control of the venerable chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds [Mr. MORRILL], and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], and then the rest of the committee, and this most 
remarkable work of putting this broad, bright, shining band abont the 
under part of the Capitol as a landscape feature began. 

Mr. President, it was utterly impossible tostop that work after it 
began. There was a ruthlessness about the proceedings that discour- 
aged and overcame every committee that undertook to deal with the 
subject. The work was begun on the extreme at the north of the 
Senate wing, accompanied by promises and pledges that we were to get 
large, commodious, airy, and beantiful committee-rooms, and as that 
‘work proceeded on the north side of the Senate wing and the south 
side of the House wing inquiry and investigation were entered into as 
to these rooms. It was soon fonnd that not only could they not be 
used for committee-rooms, but the Architect of the Capitol told us that 
he could not store papers there; that they would be destroyed by damp- 
ness in a comparatively short time. Some of us ventured to exposta- 
late and declare that this was not according to agreement, and the an- 
swer was that this Architect, this man who had been employed to steer 
this machinery, this deus er machina, said this work must go on just as 
it had begun, and that the consideration of committee-rooms was of no 
account, because he was beginning to get a long, opaque surface there, 
dark on the inside and light on the outside, and it would beautify the 
structure; and we could not stop him. We tried to stop him, but we 
could not. 

The resources of the Architect had got into fall play and were devel- 

ing a kind of devilish enginery that no human power could oppose 
effectually, They rounded the square on the corner and began on the 
front side, and the venerable chairman of the committee I am sorry 
he is not here now—came in and told us that, while they had been 
mistaken under the rule of this Architect about the north rooms, on this 
western side we were going to get some really beantiful, commodions 
rooms; and I remember that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
suggested to him that perhaps he would like to take the Committee on 
Finance into those rooms, as they were so large and commodious, and 
he did not balk at that proposition, but rather encouraged it. So the 
Architect went ou and we appropriated money for him as it was called for. 
We found when we got here the next fall that in the pursuit of this end 
which the Architect had all the time in view, this shining band abont 
the Capitol, he had stolen a march on us. He had got this west front 
constructed and not a window in it, not a committee-room in it that 
had any light coming in from the western sky, bat the band was being 
completed, and then we found that we could get no committee-rooms 


re. 

While I sympathize with what the Senator from Massachusetts has 
said about this, I have got into a hopeless condition. We are in the 
hands of this Architect; he controls, and some day, without anybody 
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knowing it, we shall come hers in November and find that the middle 
front of this Capitol has been projected a hundred feet because it will 
look better from the grass down below to the eye of the landscape archi- 
tect; and if he shoul: decide that the magnificent dome should be re- 
versed and should appear like a great uplifted saucer it will be done, 
and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds will sustain him, 
and we shall be told that we know nothing whatever about it, and that 
the true architectural conception of a dome is that it shall be reversed 
and stand open to all the rain of heaven to flow into it, and that mem- 
bers of Congress have not any view about it; that it is the Architect 
who prevails in this matter. Anybody who has been under this domi- 
nation knows what it is. A friend of mine here in this city not long 
ago built a beautiful house, and his architect gave him an estimate of 
whatit would cost and how it would look. He staid fora part of the 
season and saw the work going on entirely beyond his views, entirely 
beyond his purge, entirely beyoud his mind to contemplate, and in the 
middle of the season he fled to a northern watering-place. When ha 
came back the house was finished, and it sank pretty much his entire 
fortune. It did not suit him, but it suited the architect, and then, in 
an agony of spirit, he groaned out in an epigrammatie fashion his idea 
ofthe remedy. Somebody, he said, has got to kill an architect,” 
(Laughter. ] 

I have nothing against the profession. I know some remarkable gen- 
tlemen in if, most accomplished, and [ make no attack upon this man 
who has the control of this whole Capitol, so far as its external features 
go; but I warn the Senate, from some experience in connection and in 
company with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], that itis 
useless to discuss this matter. Weare bound hand and foot. We can 
not tell what will happen. We can only pray that the most monstrous 
things may be averted in the dispensation of the mind of this Architect. 
That is all. = 

We have got to go outside. We have got to hire the Maltby Honse, 
the Butler honse, or other houses, becanse we have several committees 
that have important work to do now nnprovided for, and we ought to 
give them sheiter; we ought to give them a place where they can work 
and where they can have light and good air; and the only possible re- 
lief about it is that if the Committee on Rules takes this matter in hand 
it has some little power and isnot obliged to consult this architect as to 
the houses it may take outside. Ido not know but that he would de- 
clare that no committee should be put into less thana three-story house. 
I think he would be wrong about that, but I should hesitate a long 
time before making any contest with him. 

Let the Committee on Rules take this matter up and consider whether 
it is possible to accommodate these committees of the Senate, which 
ought to be accommodated, and let this great work about the Capitol 
go on in this lordly and magnificent fashion, and let us watch from time 
to time fo see how the original purpose of the Capitol is to be turned 
awry and we are to get a-brand-new and different structure. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it is perfectly evident that. no re- 
lief can be obtained at the present session of Congress from the new 
rooms in the basement of the Capitol. There are thirteen committees 
that desire rooms. The Maltby House can be bad for a very small sum 
of money until next October, not exceeding $5,000. It has light and 
has comfortable and ample rooms, and it seems to me there will be no 
mistake in taking if to accommodate these committees temporarily. By 
the end of that time we shall know whether the rooms below here can 
be made available for any purpose or not. It seems fortunate that we 
can get fora short period at a low rent during the long session—it 
will be hot by and by—in a comfortable place in warm weather such a 
locality as the Maltby House, where there is plenty of light, and it will 
prove, I think, a great ocuvenience. 

Perhaps those whoare already well served with committee-rooms do 
not fully realize the inconvenience of being without one. They may not 
fully realize it, but those who have no rooms appreciate the importance 
of having rooms very much, and I hope that the Maltby House will be 
rented until next October, so that the thirteen committeesin the mean 
time may be accommodated. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not often that a member of a great 
committee like the Appropriations Committee makes a public confes- 
sion to the effect that his committee is utterly imbecile and worthless 
for the purposes of its organization. Ihave been under the impression, 
and I think that my brother Senators concur with me, that if there is 
an atitocratic committee in this whole body it is the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. They regulate and control the entire legislation of this 
country, and the remainder of us walk under their huge legs, and 
peep about to find ourselves dishonorable graves,” and yet the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] stands here and says that he is utterly help- 
less and draws a fanciful picture of the reverted domeof this Capitol 
extinguishing his legislative ability and ambition, It would take a 
larger dome than even that of the Capitol to destroy the power, rela- 
tively considered, of the Committee on Appropriations, to which he be- 
longs, without which not one dollar can be obtained for any public 
building, without which not one cent could be had for the basement 
of this Capitol. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. 
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Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator forget that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations accompanied its appropriation two or three years ago with 
& proviso that windows which should contribute to the comfort of the 
Senate should be put into these additions to the building, and the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds came in here with a report of 
this outside architect that it would spoil the looks of the thing outside? 

Mr. VEST. I have forgotten nothing about it, I think. Limited as 
my intellectual capacity is, I believe that I participated in that debate, 
and I recolleet all the details of it. It was fought out on the floor of the 
Senate, and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] made the same sort of 
address he has made to-day—ridiculing this architect, The Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwES], with his gigantic intellect, assisted 
him, and the whole Committee on Appropriations came to the rescne; 
and yet the Senate, by an overwhelming majority, decided against them, 
It was concluded then that we would go on and attempt to make these 
rooms sufficient for the purposes of committee-rooms and at the same 
time not deface the outside terrace of the Capitol. It wasstated then, 
and the Senator stated it again to-day, and I believe it (though I sub- 

ject myself to the charge of being a dude architecturally; I know nothing 
about architecture except that I know what pleases my eye in a building 
and what seems to me to be appropriate as to its proportions)—it was 
stated then, and I repeat it, that putting windows in the basement of 
this Capitol would take away the effect of giving an amplitude to the 
Capitol, which it has now without windows in the basement. In 
other words, it would constitute a false story to the Capitol. It is 
well known and goes without saying that the defect in this magnifi- 
cent building is that it is too low for its width, You can not lift it, 
It has been proposed seriously to lift up the central portion of the Capi- 
tol and cut away from around the wings, but it would require an im- 
mense amount of money, and all this eastern exposure would have to 
be excavated, and it would take millions upon millions of dollars, and 
architects have thought, what every layman knows to be a fact, that 
this disproportion in the Capitol between its height and its width would 
be remedied by putting in it this basement, which gives it the appear- 
ance of a foundation or another story, but if you put windows in the 
basement we are assured by architects, and I believe it to be the truth 
and I have seen it upon paper, it would deface the Capitol and take 
away from the beauty of a building which isnow the pride of the whole 
country and an ornament of this city. 

Mr. SPOONER. When was that debated ? 

Mr. VEST. Twoorthreeyears ago, perhaps four yearsago. I know 
I participated in it, and my venerable friend from Vermont [Mr. Mon- 
RILL], who is not present to-day, led in the debate in defense of the 
architect. 

The Senator from Maine has been pleased to talk about this architect 
as omnipotent. Why, he has no more control over this building than 
I have, and not as much—not as much as I bave to-day as a humble 
memberof the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. He isa 
landscape architect, and that is all. He receives $1,000 a year simply 
to attend to the landscape department of these grounds. He has noth- 
ing to do with this building. He makes recommendations, it is true, 
and suggestions to Mr. Clark, who is the Architect of the Capitol and 
who is responsible to the Government and people of the United States, 
and when the Architect of the Capitol makes a decision it is final, sub- 
ject to the approval of Congress. 

As to Mr. Olmsted, the architect to whom the Senator from Maine re- 
fers, I assert that he has no more control of the changes to be made in 
this Capitol than I have or than the Senator has. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator remember that in the early stages 
of this proceeding this plan to be carried out for work around the Capi- 
tol was known and referred to as the Olmsted plan? ”’ 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator had not interrupted me I should have 
stated that fact in a moment. t . 

Mr. HALE. The Senator was stating that Mr. Olmsted is the land- 
scape gardener and that he has had nothing whatever to do with this 
scheme, 

Mr. VEST. Idid not propose to take the time of the Senate by going 
into the subject at any length, but since we have gone into it I might 
as well state all the facts. 

The question was brought before the Joint Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds—for it is a joint committee of both Houses 
as to obtaining more room for the Supreme Court and more room for 
the committees of the respective Houses of Congress. It grew out of a 
conflict of jurisdiction as to certain committee rooms which wereclaimed 
by the House of Representatives, and the control of which was denied 
by the Senate. In view of this unpleasant conflict the whole mat- 
ter was taken up in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
jointly of the House and of the Senate. We heard different architects, 
and amongst others Mr. Olmsted, who then occupied a very different 
position from what he does to-day, and who was then acting as the 
architect of the Governmentin regard to the construction of all the pub- 
lic buildings in Washington City, and who was receiving a salary four 
times, I think, as much as he is receiving to-day. Mr. Olmsted 3 
before us and suggested that more rooms could be obtained for the com- 


mittees, and that the appearance of the Capitol could be improved, and 
the remedy for the defect architecturally to which I have already al- 


i 


luded, as to the disproportion between its length and height, could be 
provided at the same time by the plan which is now being carried out 
in regard to this basement. 

After atime, and after it was adopted deliberately by Congress—I had 
great doubts in regard to it, but it was the best we could do—it was 
proposed to us, as I stated, to cut down the eastern exposure, In my 
judgment that was chimerical and the expense would have been out- 
rageous. Another plan was to lift up the middle portion of the Cap- 
itol; but that was, of course, out of the question, and we adopted the 
present plan deliberately in the committees of both Houses and it was 
ratified without any dissent on the part of the Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. Olmsted said, and so far as I know persists in the opinion to-day, 
that these rooms will be suitable forcommittee purposes. The trouble 
with this debate is that we are not waiting until they are completed. 
The attack is made upon them in advance, and we are told now that 
they will not be suitable for that purpose at all. 

Mr. Olmsted to-day is simply the landscape architect of the United 
States in regard to these grounds. He has no control over this build- 
ing, and so far from being able to work these magic wonders, of which 
the Senator from Maine has spoken—that we shall come back here and 
see one of the wings of the building extended without our consent, that 
we shall find the dome turned upside down, and other extraordinary per- 
formances—there is not one particle of fact to justify any such assertion. 

Now, I have simply this to say: For two years I have asked to be 
relieved from duty upon the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, I should be glad if one of the incipient architects in this 
Chamber who are developing such extraordinary taste and talent would 
take my place upon that committee; but I know of no committee here, 
not even that upon Revolutionary Claims, for which I would not cheer- 
fully give up my position to-day. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not want to continue the debate 
longer than to make my apology to my very good friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest], and to say to him in all good faith, withont regard to what 
he has deemed it proper to call my ‘‘ gigantic talent,“ that I should 
not have attempted to say anything to the Senate if I had had the 
slightest idea that I should have stirred him up, for I have a better ap- 
prehension of my own capacity than to rush into that. Iwas notaware, 
sir, that I was in any such danger. 

I would merely add that I do not agree with the Senator when he 
announces that all we have to consider, when waare talking about our 
committee-rooms or the places that we are to live in through our lives, 
is not our own comfort or convenience or facilities for transacting busi- 
ness, but that we must go to somebody who professes to know better 
than we do what is for our convenience and take an outside architect 
to tell us what is for our convenience, and that when he tells us that 
the proper way to get light into a committee-room is by asky-light we 
have nothing further to say. If I were aware that the Senator was 
about to overwhelm me with that statement I assure him, whatever re- 
gard I may have for my own capacity, I should not have provoked him, 
because I know just as well as he does that the only way to ascertain 
what is the proper and convenient and suitable place to do business in 
is to ask somebody outside who has not got to do anything in it. That 
is the way! I knew that before! 

Now, sir, when these two wings of the Capitol were planned by an 
outside architect it was proposed to put these assembly-rooms upon the 
wall, so that we could have the light of day at the windows and the air 
of heaven, but in the vicissitudes of party, or something else, that 
architect disappeared, and there came another one, and he said that 
would not do; that the only way was to shut them up in an iron box 
in the middle, and light them bya sky- light, and pump air in and pump 
air out; that that was the only way to do, because that was architect- 
ural, and the assemblies that were to meet here were not to be con- 
sulted about their convenience or their health. So these two assembly- 
rooms were thrown away from the wall and put inside where they are; 
and the two Houses have been shut up in an iron coffin for twenty years 
in acknowledgment of that doctrine with which the Senator has over- 
whelmed me, and I give him my solemn word that whenever he is in 
sight I shall never broach the idea again that convenience and comfort 
and utility are the true architecture of this world. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose Mr. Olmsted caused this Senate Chamber to 
be constructed ? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is trying to represent Mr. Olmsted as an 
artless and an inoffensive gentleman—— 

Mr. VEST. I did not say so. 

Mr. DAWES. Asan artless and an inoffensive gentleman hovering 
around this Capitol. I was speaking then to the abstract proposition 
with which the Senater overwhelmed me, that we had not the right to 
consult anybody but an outside architect when we were trying to find 
what was convenient, suitable, and proper for our own use, I was 
speaking of that. 

Now, one word about Mr. Olmsted. How came the Senate to dis- 
cover, when the Committee on Appropriations put into the appropria- 
tion bill that something should be done to contribute to the utility of 
these rooms, that that would spoil all that effect? The man that in- 
vented the idea that putting an underpinning under there would lift 
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up the rest of the Capitol went before the Committee on Appropriations 
with his story, and he wrote it ont and had it printed for their use, and 
it was brought in here and read here, and was put to the Senate, and, 
just as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] says, the whole Senate sur- 
rendered and said, What is the use of haying committee-rooms with 
windows to them? You can justas well have a sky-light;’’ and an 
architect of great prominence in the world, who lives outside on land- 
scapes, told you that a sky-light is the only way, and he has told you 
that he has seen in England just such a place as this, and there they 
light the rooms with sky-lights, and ‘‘are you to set up ’’—thatis the 
argument you will find in the Recorp—“ are you to set up your opin- 
ions against an architect? The Senate said No.“ Now the rooms 
are built and the sky-light is there and twenty bull’s-eyes in one cir- 


cumference, and you can goin through a dungeon, right round and. 


round into the rooms in that way, and you can go outside, down on B 
street, and look up over the underpinning and see the same-sized build- 
ing you did before, But then it is architectural, and you can go and 
hire the Maltby House. You can go there, but nobody will oceupy those 
rooms in the basement. You can not get the barber into one of them. 
We tried a couple of weeks ago to have the barber take one of these 
rooms, and by an almost unanimous vote it was voted that the barber 
should not be confined in one of these rooms. 

Mr. BUTLER. And yet the Senator from Missouri suggests that we 
should try them before we condemn theni. 

Mr. DAWES. That was in the absence, I think, of the Senator from 
Missouri. If it had not been, the Senator from Missouri would have 
told the barber in plain English that the Architect had told him that 
that was the best place fora barber. [Laughter.] I agree with the 
Senator from Maine that this is useless, altogether useless. 

Now, look at this. I believe the roof of this structure covers several 
acres, and you can not find in the civilized world so much space under 
one roof with so little room in it; you can not find so much space the 
result of the architectural genius of the world, from Christopher Wren 
down to Olmsted [laughter], where success in sacrificing comfort and 
space and convenience to architectural effect has resulted in a building 
with a consumptive front and a hollow back. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I move that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. In making that motion, I desire to 
say that, inasmuch as the Committee on Rules have charge of this sub- 
ject, and have been in negotiation with the proprietors of the Malthy 
House, and perhaps with the proprietors of other houses, for rooms for 
the accommodation of the committees, it ought to finish the work. 

I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to say that there are 
thirteen committees which are not provided for. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have been so informed by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
I have not made an investigation cf that subject myself. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If there are thirteen committees unproyided for 
and this resolution should go the Committee on Contingent Expenses, 
as one member of that committee, recognizing the importance of supply- 
ing these committees with proper rooms, I shall feel constrained to vote 
for a resolution on behalf of each one of those committees, and that will 
be thirteen resolutions to be considered and reported upon and proba- 
bly reported favorably by that committee. 

I think, therefore, it is better that the whole subject should go to the 
Committee on Rules, so that the whole subject can be considered and 
settled at once. I understand the chairman of the Committee on Rules 
to state that the Maltby House can be secured for $5,000 until the Ist 
of October. 

Mr. PLATT. It will have to be furnished. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes. Now, I understand the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Depredations to say—and I presume he has made 
some investigation of the subject—that it will probably cost $100 a 
month at least for a suitable room for his committee. If that should 
be the cost for this one room, there would be a very decided saving by 
hiring the Maltby House or some other building to accommodate all 
the committees at $5,000 for eight months, because if all these com- 
mittees are to be supplied in the way it is proposed, each independ- 
ently, it will cost about $7,500, taking $100 for each one for eight 
months. Therefore, it seems to me that the Committee on Rules, hav- 
ing charge of this subject, ought to have control of the matter and pro- 

e at once for hiring this building or secure some other, so that all 
the committees can be at once and at the same time provided for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Doren in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska moves that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. PLATT. J think while weare talking about hiring the Maltby 
House at $5,000 the Senate onght to understand that in addition to 
that there will be, whatever may be the expense of furnishing it, and 
of heating it, and the appointment of I do not know how many extra 
messengers and janitors to take charge of committee-rooms in that 
building. I think the Senate ought to understand all that. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I desire to state that in referring to the Maltby 
House I only did so because that house had been mentioned. I sup- 
posed it was furnished. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the motion made by the Senator from 
Nebraska will prevail, and that this subject will be committed to the 


Committee on Rules, which certainly has a similar resolution now be- 
fore it that has not been reported upon. 

This debate has taken rather a wide range, and about all I can gather 
from it is that it does not provide accommodations for these thirteen 
committees of which we have heard. The chairmen of these thirteen” 
committees wish to be instructed in some way as to how they shall do 
the business which has been committed to them. They certainly get 
no light on that question from the debate which has ensued between 
the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. Certainly I shall be unwilling to have this resolu- 
tion in the present state of the case committed either to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Groundsor to the Committee on Appropriations, 

I happen to be under this load. I ama member of the Committee 
on Indian Depredations; I have also the honor to be the chairman of 
the Committee on Immigration, and in common with the chairmen of 
these other committees 1 wish to know where these committees shall 
meet. Are we to have committee accommodations or are we not? 

I am not wedded to any particular method of supplying this want. 
Ido not undertake to assert that it is judicious to hire the Maltby 
House. I think we should have the judgment of a committee of the 
Senate upon that question, and I think that the Committee on Rules, 
every member of which has a comfortable committee-room of his own, 
should give this subject attention and take the responsibility of mak- 
ing a report and saying either yes or no to these other committees. 

Why, Mr. President, if the Committee on Rules of the Senate are un- 
willing to go outside and hire rooms, there is certainly a very ready 
method of furnishing accommodations to these thirteen committees. 
never knew before thatit was impossible for two committees tooceupy the 
same room. Every legislative body which I have ever had the honor to 
be connected with or to be acquainted with has put more than one com- 
mittee in one room, sometimes two and sometimes three, and I have an 
impression from the little knowledge I have of whatis going on about thé 
Capitol that some of these thirteen committees who have business could 
be accommodated in some of the committee-rooms already assigned 
where the committees now occupying the rooms are not so overburdened 
with work that these new committees can not find room in those quar- 
ters, and I certainly hope and believe that the Committee on Rules (be- 
cause I know it is composed of men entirely fearless in the discharge of 
their duty), if they found no other way of accommodating the Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredations, and the Committee on Immigration, and 
these other important committees, would venture to bring into the Sen- 
ate a proposition to put two committees into one room, and I am quite 
sure that in this way, if in no other, the Committee on Rules, if they 
will focus their minds upon this question and take the responsibility of 
action, will reach a solution which will meet with the approbation of 
the Senate. At all events, ending as I began and repeating the idea of 
the Senator from-South Dakota [ Mr. Moopy], it is due to these com- 
mittees and to the chairmen of these committees that the Senate shall 
decide whether they are to have suitable accommodations or not, what 
accommodations they are to have, and how and when and in what man- 
ner they shall proceed to perform the public business which has been 
intrusted to them. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. President, if there are any who have had more 
amusement from this witty and instructive debate than the majority 
who have listened to it, they are those who have the pleasure of some 
considerable acquaintance with Mr. Olmsted. It has been my pleas- 
ure and honor to know something of him for forty years, If Mr. Olm- 
sted has had any extraordinary magical influence here, it is that which 
comes of being a man of yery great culture and experience, whose ad- 
vice has been sought, who has been employed in a great variety of archi- 
tectaral enterprises, and whose design commanded the support of in- 
telligent people upon its being shown and explained to them. 

It is amusing to me to have it represented that Mr. Olmsted has any 
skill as a lobbyist or any great dominating personal force in influenc- 
ing legislation. A more modest, unassuming, and a more thoroughly 
informed and cultivated gentleman I do not know. 

Now, I wish to say that I think, without regard to the question of 
committee-rooms, that these great terraces, or something of the kind, 
were absolutely indispensable to give this Capitol such a front and ap- 
pearance as it ought to have. It is of itself a building squat and domi- 
nated and diminished and crushed by that enormous and magnificent 
dome. It needed the depth that is given it by the terrace, which is 
worth more than it cost even if you never get more than folding-rooms 
out of it. Iam sorry thatitis not better adapted to committee-rooms. 
I have been through some of the rooms, and I am not without hope that 
some of them will be found very comfortable, welllighted, and pleasant 
rooms, and that their apparent present dampness and darkness will be 
remedied. 

But I rose simply to say a word for a man who seemed to haye no 
friends here, except the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], but a man 
who ought to have a friend in every Senator, and I wished to say that 
aside from the committee question. $ 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I have unfortunately not been pres- 
ent to hear all the debate which has taken place, but I understand that 
some reflections have been made upon the architecture of this part of 
the Capitol. 


This extensioy of the Capitol was designed and partly completed when 
I first came to Washington as a member of the other House. The archi- 
tect that was then employed had the reputation of being one of the first 
architects of the country. 

So far as the Architect of the Capitol is concerned, having had charge 
of the Capitol since its completion, I believe there is no man who has 
5 more fally the confidence of every member of the Senate than 

ward Clark. I do not understand that he ever had any potential in- 
fluence in constructing the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator for information, 
is the plan of the Capitol due to Mr, Clark ? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; I said that some time ago. 

I want to say another thing in relation to this legislative hall. If it 
were built with two sides, as it might have been, exposed to windows, 
there would have been a constant complaint. Men can not be induced 
to risk their health by sitting next to a window exposed to the open 
air, for there is a constant current of cold air dropping down upon them. 

So far as parliamentary halls are concerned throughout the world, 
any national hall that can be cited will be found to be constructed in 
the same manner as the Senate Chamber. There are no national legis- 
lative halls that are allowed to have ontside windows, exposing the 
members to the currents of air that would come from them. 

I know there is a constant complaint. Some men come here that are of 
a full habit and they find the atmosphere too warm for them. Others 
come here with athin habitand they findittoocold. Thearchitect of the 
parliamentary halls in London stated that in order to have the atmos- 
phere exactly right for every member it would be necessary that there 
should be something constructed to accommedate the constitution and 
the health of each member, each one being different from the others. 

So far as Mr. Olmsted is concerned, I believe that those who are ac- 
quainted with him and with his works will concede that he is a man 
of ;enius and that he has not his equal in this country or in any other 
atthe present time. His advice is more sought after for important 
work than that of any other man with whom I am acquainted.. His 
reputation is very broad. 

n relation to the rooms in the terrace, they will ultimately become 
useful for committee-rooms—about twenty of them with side windows. 
Of course they can not be completed in a moment. ‘There never has 
been any appropriation for finishing them off, for introducing heat, and 
for furniture, and for the interior finishing. Another thing: While the 
rooms on the south side of the Capitol are already dry and fit to be in- 
habited by committees, those on the north side are not yet dry. We 
have to wait for these thick, heavy walls to be dried out. 

The real trouble is that we now have nearly double the number of 
com mittees of the Senate compared with what were in existence twenty- 
five years ago. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, just one moment; I do not wish to 
detain the Senate. This very interesting, and no doubt important, de- 
bate, involving the question of architectural taste, architecture, and 
architects generally, has proceeded, but i submit, with great respect, 
that those questions are not involved in the resolution which I offered, 
The question is simply, Will the Senate make provision for the meet- 
ings of the Committee on Indian Depredations? lam perfectly will- 
ing that the resolution shall go to the Committee on Rules if that com- 

ttee will take jurisdiction of it. The chairman of the committee 
has stated to the Senate that, in his judgment, that committee had no 
jurisdiction of such a subject. If that committee will regard this res- 
olution as an instruction to take jurisdiction of it, then certainly I 
shall be very glad to have the resolution go to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from South Dakota misunder- 
stood my statement. I stated that under the rules of the Senate the 
Committee on Rules had no jurisdiction over rooms dutside of the Capi- 
tol building. I also stated that the resolution heretofore offered by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] was before the committee, 
and in that way they had jurisdiction over the subject. The commit- 
tee would certainly understand the reference of a resolution like this 
as an instruction to the committee, and they would consider it and re- 
port on the subject at an early date. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
question, because my memory is not exactly clear about it. When we 
rented the Butier building, was not that matter referred to the Com- 
Mittee on Rules? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was before I was a member of the committee, 
and I am not certain about it. My impression is that that was done by 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses, 

Mr. HARRIS. Can the Senator state in what year it was that the 
Butler building was rented—how many years ago? 

Mr. VEST. About seven of eight years ago. I have unfortunately 
been on the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds since I have 
been a member of the Senate. I came into the Senate in 1879, and L 
know that the question of renting the Butler building was never before 
our committee. 

Mr. PLATT. It was before the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. VEST. It did not come from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate must be in order. The 
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Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] is entitled tothe floor. Does 

he yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

1 MOODY. I do not understand that he asks anything of the 
nd. 

Mr. VEST. No; I only wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, understanding from the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules that that committee will regard the reference 
of this resolution as an instruction to take charge of the subject, cer- 
tainly I have no objection to the resolution going to that committee; 
but I desire to say that I am informed that there are other suitable 
rooms in the vicinity of this Capitol, besides those in the Maltby House, 
that can be rented; and therefore I think these committees, or, at least, 
my own committee—I am not authorized to speak for any other except 
my own—ought not to be postponed for the sake of settling some great 
question connected with ail the committees. If we can hire a room 
for one committee we get that far along, at least, in permitting the busi- 
ness of the committees of the Senate to proceed. 

I shall ask the Committee on Rules not only to investigate the ques- 
tion of the renting of the Maltby House, but the renting of other suit- 
able rooms in the vicinity of the Capitol, it being conceded that there 
is no room within the Capitol available. Whenever these roomsin the 
terraces are ready for occupancy, so far as I am concerned and so far 
as the committee I have the honor to be a member of is concerned, we 
shall make no particular objection to the occupancy of one of them, I 
am not afraid of my health in any of those rooms, or at least in any of 
them that are properly ventilated and lighted. I think that we can 
get along with them; but for the present it is not possible to occupy 
them, as J understand. Then, let this renting be for a temporary pur- 
pose, for the period of time to elapse till these rooms will be ready for 
occupancy, aud then our committee can occupy one of those rooms, I 
will undertake to say, or any other room; but [ have been unwilling 
to call my committee together in the corridors of the Capitol. I was 
fearful they would not think I had treated them with proper respect if 
I did so, and I see no other place except the corridors where I can call 
them together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion of the Senator from Nebraska to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Rules? 

The motion was agreed to, 

f TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. PLATT. If there is no further morning business, I ask that 
Senate bill No. 895 may be taken up. Itis the bill to provide a tempo- 
rary government for the ‘Territory of Oklahoma, Order of Business 186. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of Senate bill 895, Is 
there objection ? 

Mz. BLAIR. To be considered under the Anthony rule, I suppose? 

Mr. VEST. T hope the bill will not be taken up now. It is a very 
important measure and willelicit a great deal of debate. I have had 
no time to look into it. I have had two or three committee sessions to 
attend every morning this week, and I hope the Senator from Connec- 
ticut will allow the bill to go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator listen to a moment of explanation 
and statement? 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. I donot want to delay the matter; I simply 
want to understand it. 

Mr. PLATT. Yesterday morning I gave notice that I would ask to 
have this bill taken up in the moring honr to-day. I supposed it 
would not be finished at this timo, buf the bill might be read. I stated 
yesterday morning that the condition of affairs in Oklahoma was such 
that I felt that the Senate ought to tale early action upon this bill, and 
the Senator from Missouri will no doubt understand that affiirs there 
are very much strained. 

Mr, VEST. I do. 

Mr. PLATT. And there is danger that there may be violente there. 
The first thing, it seems to me, Congress ought to do is to provide some 
sort of government there. 

If the Senator will permit mè and the Senate will indulge me, I will 
say one more thing. There areagreat many questions which have been ` 
suggested with relation to the Territory which is to be established in 
Oklahoma or in the Indian Territory, and this bill is simply the ordi- 
nary bill which is passed for the organization of a Territorial govern- 
ment, applicable only to the land which is now open to settlement. 

Many of these questions came before the Committee on Territories, 
and we felt that if we went outside of providing the ordinary Territorial 
government for that portion of the country which has been declared 
open to settlement, we should get into infinite discussion, and that the 
first thing it was best to do was to pass such a bill as we have reported 
here and then take up these other questions, and not delay the provid- 
ing of some government for those people by the discussion of an infinite 
variety of questions which might be suggested outside of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. If my friend will allow me to supplement his state- 
ment I will say that the committee also concluded that the passage of 
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this bill will not prevent the enlargement of its scope at some future 
time. 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. There are questions we have got to take 
up, but the committee thought we might now furnish withina very short 
time this Territorial government for people who so much need it, and 
then that these other questions might come up afterwards, 

Mr. VEST. I hope I have not been so unfortunate as to make the 
impression thut I object to legislation 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. `. 

Mr. VEST. But a large number of my people have gone into this 
country, and I have received, I think, as large a mail from Oklahoma 
within the last month as I have from my own State. Those people are 
there without government, and a great many questions have arisen which 
ate always found in a new country upon the frontier. 

I understood that this bill was to be taken up and passed immedi- 
ately. I do want to examine it; I want to see whatit contains; that is 
all. ‘Tam anxious that some bill shall be passed, but I haveactually not 
had the time and it was physically impossible for me to examine this 
bill. I sent for it this morning, though I have not been so fortunate 
as to obtain it. I have never seen it. I read in the RECORD this morn- 
ing the notice that it was to come up, and when I came into the Senate 
Isent a page for a copy of it, but I have not received it since. 

All I want to know is what is in the bill. I do not want it taken up 
and then be asked to vote for it upon the cursory examination I ¢an 
give it at my desk in the Senate. Isimply want it to lie over until 
to-morrow. If the Senator only wants the bill read this morning 

Mr. PLATT. That is all. I want the consideration of the bill com- 
menced and that it be read. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. y 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, but before concluding— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools. 

Mr. PLATT. Would the Senator from New Hampshire be willing 
to give way until the reading of Senate bill 895 has concluded ? 

Mr. BLAIR. There will he no objection to printing the rest of the 
bill in the RECORD, probably. 

Mr. PLATT. AN bills must be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would prefer not to give way at this time. 

Mr. Aperi I will not ask the Senator to do so unless it is perfectly 

è. 

Mr. BLAIR. It seems to me quite needless. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me for one moment, I will 
state that at the conclusion of the routine business to-morrow morning 
I shall ask that Senate bill 895 may beagain taken up and its reading 
concluded, and that it may be considered by the Senate. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the education of the children of the 
Republic is the condition of its life. Yet at the present time there are 
within the United States six millions of our children of school age who 
are not enrolled in the schools and for whom there is no accommo- 
dation whatever provided in existing school structures. If thesesix 
million children were accommodated with school-houses, each of which 
should furnish sittings for fifty pupils—quite the average number—it 
will require 120,000 school-houses which do not now exist. That is 

~to say, ab present in this Republic, which can not live unless its citizen- 
ship be intelligent, and which can not be intelligent unless it be edn- 
cated in youth, one-third of the children are growing up without the 
means of education. 

If these school-houses, at an average cost of $300 apiece, should be 
be to the country, if would cost the sum of about $36,000,000. 
With the necessary furnishing and apparatus that cost would be very 
largely increased. Vet in order to give what would be termed in the 
transaction of ordinary business the necessary plant to educate the chil- 
dren of this country, for the structures alone, to afford shelter during 
the period of instraction, there would be required from some source 
an additional expenditure forthwith of $36,000,000 beyond all that is 
now called for by the existing processes of education. It would not all 
be required in any one pc section of the country. Where that 
money is to come from I do not know, 

From time to time since the gathering of the statistics of the last 
census the country has been informed of the defective condition of edu- 
cation in all its parts, more particularly perhaps in the South; but this 
one specific feature, all-important, and the most important feature, to 
which I now call attention, has almost never been mentioned. We 
have been told of the short terms of schools, of the deficiency in qual- 


ification on the part of teachers, of the poor school-houses where school- 
houses exist at all, of the lack of furnishing and apparatus, and of defi- 
cient school books, of the inadequacy of those means of education which 
actually did exist, aud of the defective education which resulted as a 
matter of neeessity from the employment of such means, but have al- 
most wholly lost sight of that great region of absolute darkness which 
lies beyond and outside all this, the children of the American people 
who are growing up without any opportunity, without any provision 
whatever being made for their present or fer their future, or for the 
multiplied myriads that are coming from this same unfortunate source. 

Soon after the main features of the last census were made known to 
the country, what is known as the education bill was devised with a 
view to some extent of remedying these great evils. That bill never 
was ambitions to reach beyond those who are already in attendance 
upon school. It failed to take within its scope a full view of the tre- 
mendous evil that wasupon tke country. It found the terms of the 
schools that existed very brief and the schools very poor in extensive 
regions of the country, and it undertook to provide an expenditure 
which, added to the local contributions, the local burdens that were 
being cheerfully borne for the education of childhood to such an extent 
as there were the meansof such taxation, a slight surplus beyond from 
the national Treasury for the existing emergency, in the hope thata 
little help from the national Treasury, giving encouragement and vigor 
to local effort, would be sufficient to counteract, to grasp, and to re- 
move this great evil. 

During these ten years we made this effort continuously against most 
extraordinary opposition from those who would have been the beneti- 
ciaries of the bill, from those who were iguorant of the real evil, how- 
ever continuously it may have been proclaimed during all these years, 
who seemed to fail to comprehend its vastness and its significance, 
against opposition from those who are opposed to any system of public 
schools whatever, and who see in this movement the marshaling of the 
energies of the nation as well as of the States for the education of 
children of the Republic now «nd in all future time; and we have so 
far failed. 

Three times we have passed this bill in the Senate. Four times prior 
to this session the appropriate committee of the Senate have considered , 
and reported it and have urged it upon the attention of the Senateand 
of the country; and again we have reported this bill and brought it to 
this great tribunal, where the opinion of the country is to be expressed 
and I trust is to be crystallized in its final passage, During all these 
years we have failed, however. Passing it three times by great ma- 
jorities in the Senate, it has perished in the other House, never with 
consideration even. 

Your committee, Mr. President, have brought this bill once more to 
the Senate in the belief that now the time has come for a decision in 
both branches of the Legislature and by the Executive; that the de- 
cision can no longer be avoided. For or against this measure a decision 
must now be rendered. 

Mr. President, this is not a question between parties; it is not a ques- 
tion between those who live at the present time; it is not between the 
Republicans and the Democrats; it is not between those who fought for 
the Union and those who fought to destroy it by arms; it is simply a 
question between this great, reunited, all-powerful nation as it 
to-day and its own children, wherever they may live and whenever in 
the future they may be born or wherever reside in our limits. It is a 
question between full-grown men and their own children; between now 
and the future; and I deprecate and I shall deplore any word or any 
sentence which, during this debate, shall seem to have {ts origin in any 
other motive than that which would seek to provide for the childhood 
and the posterity of the nation as it now is. 

This measure has been comprehended by the people at large, and the: 
have been for it and they are to-day for it. The opposition to this 
measure does not come from those who are most concerned in its pro- 
visions. The parentage of the country and the childhood of the coun- 
try are for this measure. I believe that no other one that has been 
proposed since the great constitutional amendments to such an extent 
involves the general welfare of this Republic now and for all time. 

Sir, more than that; this is a measnre without which the amend- 
ments themselves are but trash and dross. No matter what may be in 
our Constitution, no matter what may be embodied in our law, if there 
be not intelligence in the citizenship of the country, in the sovereignty 
of the country, we live under a despotism or worse. ‘Therefore it is 
that those great amendments and those other provisions of the Con- 
stitution antedating the amendments which followed the war are all 
leather and prunella ™ without education; and I believe without the 
enactments of this proposed law or something tantamount to its pro- 
visions this education never will be supplied to American citizenship 
as a whole. 

I propose before proceeding with any specific argument upon this 
bill to call attention briefly to its support by memorials, by represen- 
tations emanating from the people at large. Back before the taking 
of the last census the tremendous nature of this evil of illiteracy was 
comprehended by the most patriotic and far-seeing minds of the Re- 
public. There was temporary provision made under the laws relating 
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of the slaves and of those who had been slaves themselves, but were lib- 
erated. There were the northern charitable contributions which now 
amount, it is said, to about $30,000,000, which have been pouring out 
during all these years with the specific purpose of furnishing, so far as 
might be, a remedy for this evil so apparent to patriotism and to all 
who love the country and who love their kind. 

There was the Peabody fund; and the trustees of that organization 
early, I think prior to the taking of the last census, memorialized Con- 
gress upon the necessity of doing something for the education of the 
children of the colored people of this country. They said it could be 
done under the war powers of the Government, because the war had 
occasioned the necessity for the education of these colored people. 
Nothing, however, was done, although bills were introduced and were 
passed through the Senate. I do not know whether they were ever 

l through the other House, but bills were introduced. One was 
introduced by the honorable Senator from Vermont, whom I see before 
me [Mr. MORRILL]; and with all the important measures with which- 
his name is inseparably connected now and for all time, and will in- 
sure his immortality as a result of great deeds which he has done for 
the good of his kind, none has been more important or more honorable 
than the bill which he long years ago introduced appropriating public 
funds for the establishment of a permanent sum which should be dis- 
tributed throughout the country for the benefit of public schools, That 
was before the taking of the last census. Then and since, that measure 
has come up for the consideration of Congress, but with the develop- 
ments of the census it became apparent, I think, to all educators in the 
country that it was necessary that something specific and important 
should be done for the emergency. The bills which had been proposed 
gave a small sum at the beginning, continually increasing as it should 
accumulate in time to come, and in the far future it would be found to 
be a large sum of money yielding a large annual revenue, always to be 
distributed for the benefit of the common schools of the country. 

It was found necessary to do something now, something that would 
bring up to the general or the average level of intelligence and educa- 
tion throughout the country the children in all parts of the land, so 
that there should be something like a homogeneous condition of edu- 
cation, so far as the common branches of knowledge are concerned, in 
all parts of our domain. It was seen that there were vast numbers of 
men who as the result of the war had been precipitated into citizen- 
ship who were disqualified even to read or write their own names. 
Something must be done for this immediate existing emergency, and 
this bill was the result of the sense of the people who interested them- 
selves in this subject as the embodiment of proper action to be taken 
by the nation at large. 

It has been supported by memorials of all the great interests of the 
country. Thereligious interests and the educational interests ofthe coun- 
try have been represented every session or during every Congress when 
this bill has been under consideration, and it has been in every Con- 
gress from the Forty-seventh to the present time. Great religious bodies 
in their conferences, in their conventions, the churches scattered all 
over the country, educational institutions of the highest order and of 
all orders, and the common people everywhere have been petitioning 
Congress for the passage of this bill. The great teachers’ asseciations 
of the country, one of them in its annual meetings often comprising a 
membership in actual attendance of six, eight, or ten thousand, the 

resentative men of the profession of teachers throughout the United 
States, have not failed from the beginning to memorialize every Congress, 
and always unanimously or substantially so, for the enactment of this 
bill into a law. The American Teachers’ Institute, another immense 
organization, the oldest in the country, which has been in existence at 
least sixty years, has memorialized Congress. Both these great organi- 
zations have done so the present year, and their petitions are before us. 

The colored pop in the South and in the North, as they are coming 
to be largely distributed now, where they are an important element, 
through their educational and their religious organizations have con- 
tinually memorialized Congress and urged the passage of this bill, 
never more importunately than they do at the present time, for never 
was the necessity greater than at the present time. Never, one would 
think, could that necessity be greater. Never has it received less atten- 
tion than it does at the present time from the American people at large. 

Political ies, too, have indorsed this measure, not from a partisan 
standpoint but from the standpoint of patriotism. Democratic State 
platforms have indorsed it. 

At least half a dozen of the Republican State platforms in the North 
haveindorsed the bill. Legislative resolutions without number, almost, 
have prayed for the passage of this education bill. The Legislatures 
of Louisiana, of Arkansas, of Alabama, of Georgia, of South Carolina, 
‘of Virginia, of Tennessee (I have understood that is disputed), of Ohio, 
of Pennsylvania, of my own State, and I think of many others, have 
memorialized Congress during these years for the enactment of this bill 
into a law, which the other House of Congress has refused even to con- 
sider thus far. 

The great men of the country have favored its passage. The debates 
apa this floor have been a demonstration of that. Outside the halls 
of Congress the great mass of the intelligence of the United States of 
America has indorsed this bill and prayed for its enactment intoa law. 


Some of these declarations I will read before proceeding to discuss 
the provisions and specific merits of the bill. In the hurry of our busi- 
ness in the morning hours it has been impossible to give to the Senate 
these strong declarations, which are something more, nearly all of them, 
than a mere formal memorial praying for the passage of the bill, but 
oftentimes the subject itself is tersely, but most vigorously, not to say 
vehemently, presented by these people, who are interested in securing 
the enactment of the measure into a law. 

I place my hand upon this memorial of a meeting of colored citizens 
of Richmond, Ind., praying for the passage of the education bill pre- 
sented at the present session. They say: 

At amass meeting of the colored citizens of Richmond, Ind., county of Wayne, 
called together this the 12th month and 3d day of the month, in 1899, to hear 
ənd to discuss the merits of the Blair education and labor bill,” as presented 
and ably discussed by the Hon. Hexry W. BLAIR, of New Hampshire, in the 
United States Senate December 12, 1887, the following resolutions were adopted: 

Whereas we do believe, after due consideration of the aforesaid bill, that it 
will do the masses of the people of this country more good, in adirect manner, 
than any enactment of law since the close of the late war; and 

Whereas we, as a part of the races of the people of the United States, fecl and 
know the great OA thatean be uired successfully only through education, 
the greatest known means by which one can acquire all desirable accom plish- 
ments: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we, the undersigned, do petition the Fifty-first Congress of 
the United States, in behalf of peace and prosperity, to pass the said education 
and labor bill, for the good of the whole people and the party now in power. 

Be it resolved, That a copy of the proceedings of this meeting be presented to 
Congress. 

The passage of the bill would be for the es of any party that con- 
cerned itself in accomplishing that end, for without some measure of this 
kind itis of little consequence to this country whether it has parties or not. 

I have here petitions of Dr. J. W. Morris, president of Allen Univer- 
sity, and the faculty, chiefly citizens of South Carolina, praying for the 
passage of this bill. The substance of their prayer is for its immediate 
enactment into a law. I have here the petition of John A. Simms and 
263 others, praying for the same matter. This is a petition which has 
not until this moment been presented tothe Senate. It has just come 
to my hand. 

Mr. GEORGE, What State is it from? 

_ Mr, BLAIR. In the last petition the first of the signers reside here 

in the District. I do not know in regard to them generally. I have 

not looked it through or had the number counted. I have here the 
memorial of the West Kentucky Conference of the African Methodist 

Episcopal Church, officially signed, praying for the passage of the edu- 

cational bil. It is as follows. 

Memorial of the West Kentucky Conference of the African Methodist Episcopal 
Church to the Fifty-first Congress of the United States of America, ou behalf 
of the passage of the Blair educational bill. 

Ta the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the Fifty-first Congress of the United States : 

Inasmuch as we, bishops and members of the conference aforesaid, regard the 
correct training of the brain and the hand as fundamental to the peace and prog- 
ress of our Republic and the security and happiness of its citizens, at the same 
time recoguizing in ignorance and indexterity the elements of anarchy and des- 


titution, 
Inasmuch as we view the already existing mass of illite: in certain parts 


of our country, e ally the South, asa threatening danger of stupendous pro- 
portions, which should be met and averted by the most — and persistent 
efforts of both State and national authorities; 

Inasmuch as we believe, through personal observation and experience, that 
the expenditures of the States where the illiteracy is greatest are quite inade- 
aon? to meet the requirements of an efficient public-school and industrial 

ning: 

We sharedore desire to express our pr ag indorsement of the Blair ed- 
ucational bill, and we do most respectfully memorialize Congress for its pas- 
sage. 

The memorial is signed by the bishop and by the secretary for the 
conference, action being taken by the conference through the certifica- 
tion of its officers and transmitted to Congress. I received just now a 
memorial from the King’s Daughters in favor of the education bill. 
That is a secret society, as I understand, embracing all religious de- 
nominations, and with a very numerous membership throughout the 
entire country. I have been told that the membership is at least 120, - 
000 and is rapidly increasing, and it is made up of those who are among 
the very best and most advanced and most influential Christian women 
of the country. In this memorial they say: 

Action of the New York King's Daughters’ ” National Reform Circle. 

Whereas God in His Providence has opened a way for the Blair educational 
bill to come before the Senate on Monday, February 3: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we render thanks to our gracious King for His goodness, and 
pray for the continued grace and guidance of His Spirit to bring this matter to 
a successful issue; and also 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to Congress for pre- 
sentation.. 

Ihave herea memorialof the Afro-American League. Thatisanother 
important organization among the eight millionsof our colored friends. 
It recently held an important convention in Chicago. Lobserve that all 
the resolutions of the Afro-American League were published and widely 
circulated except this one, which the press ignored. However, the 
league thought N of it to do what they did with no other of their 
proceedings, to appoint a delegation from the league, which made its 
way from Chicago to Washington for its formal presentation, and I will 
read it to the Senate: 

Wasnrxerton, D. C., January 22, 1890. 


The Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 8 
GENTLEMEN: The national convention of the Afro-American League, in session 
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at Chi on the 15th, 16th, and 17th instant, ag oth obo us as a committee to 
bring to the notice of Congress through you the helpless condition of the edu- 
cational interests of our people in the Southern $S , where slavery existed 
and where ignorance is made a license for crime. i 

The increasing illiteracy caused by virtue of the increase of population is mak- 
ing the condition of the Afro-American appalling and fraught with untold dan- 
gers, and being 3 of the more serious uences, unless some 
means are resorted to to avert this great danger, and, believing that it is the 
duty of the nation to provide for the education of all of its citizens especially 
in thowe localities where the resources of the States make it impossible for them 
to ection these means, we are forced to appeal te the national Congress for 
aid in this important matter. 

We would further beg leave toimpress upon Congress through your committee 
the fact that industrial, mechanical, and business training are o ter impor- 
tance even than the ordinary educational institutions, and the Afro-American 
being almost entirely deprived of these institutions, we would respectfully 
the passage of the Blair bill,and that ample provisions be made for the esta 
Taanon of such other institutions as would give us the proper training in that 

on. 

They do not understand that the whole amount carried by this bill is 
altogether inadequate properly to re-enforce the existing common schools 
of the country, but away beyond all this proposed expenditure must 
be found the remedies which they desire in the direction of industrial 
schools, They proceed: 

In view of the fact that when the Afro-American was emancipated and made 
a citizen, although he had toiled for centuries without any compensation what- 
ever, no provision was made for his education so as to make him the equal of 
all other citizens, and in view of the fact that the Southern States in general 
have not been able to appropriate from their depleted treasuries the funds to 
meet the requirements of the large and increasing illiteracy, causing in partthe 
brutal crimes already alluded to, we would came: | urge that, as we con- 
tribute so largely as producers and consumers toward the surplus revenues of 
the Government, a sufficient amount be appropriated for the education of all 
the 7 7 50 without regard to race, color, or previous condition, for the establish- 
ment of the above-named schools, under the supervision of a board of commis- 
sioners to be appointed by the President of the United States or whomever the 
Congress in its wisdom may direct, and for which your petitioners in duty 
bound will ever pray. 


I have here a memorial of the Central Bureau of Relief, with sixty- 
three signatures, praying for the passage of this bill. The Central 
Bureau of Relief is an organization recently established, but its mem- 
bership is in all parts of the country, They are now holding a conven- 
tion in this city of some six hundred or seven hundred members, dele- 
gates and their alternates, from nearly all the States of the Union. All 
the Southern States, Ithink, are represented, and California and several 
of the intermediate States, and most of the Northern States. Thisme- 
morial is brief and it was given to me some days since, before the as- 
sembling of the convention. It is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

Your petitioners, “The Central Bureau of Relief,“ an organization composed of 
colored citizens from the several States and Territories, with 1 per- 
manently located at Washington, D. O., whose ee are toassist in all proper 
and lawful efforts to secure an amelioration of the present 5 unsatis- 
tizens, do most respectful 


Third. The science of good government rests in the elevation and ennobling 
of man, the cultivation and development of all his faculties and resources, guar- 
antying to each individual citizen the protection of life and property, as also the 
full enjoyment of those rights which are dictated by reason and common to all 


men alike. ‘ 


It reads very much as though white men wrote it. 

We farther believe that a portion of the public revenues can not be more 
wisely and beneficially employed than in educating the illiterate masses, and 
thus securing to the nation those blessings of industry, and prosperity 
which attend the enlightened, the virtuous, and the moral. 

For the passage of the Blair educational bill your petitioners, asin duty bound, 
will ever pray. < 

This is signed by Perry H. Carson, president, and by various gentle- 
men, the officers and members of the association, representing a large 
number of the States, includiag Tennessee, Delaware, South Carolina, 
Virginia, Mississippi, Kentucky, Indiana, Louisiana, Montana, the Dis- 
bine of Colambia, Minnesota, Connecticut, Michigan, and several other 
States. 

I have here a memorial of the African Methodist Episcopal Zion 
Church in America, by its board of bishops, representing 325,000 com- 
municating members and 200,000 members of their congregations, pray- 
ing for the passage of the education bill. This is a memorial setting 
forth with some elaboration the views of this great denomination. 

I am informed that this petition was obtained by first presenting the 
subject to the individual churches throughout this great organization; 
that their action was then transmitted by their pastors to the confer- 
ences in the different States as they were attended by the bishops; and 
that this action being thus indorsed by the various conferences of the 
church was transmitted to their highest conference, where the bishops 
all meet, and was embodied in thisseries of resolutions. They address 
their memorial to the Con ‘To the honorable the Senate and 
Houseof Representatives of the Fifty-first Con of the United States 
of America.“ Before I read what they say I desire to call attention to 
the fact that these are no ordinary petitions of half a dozen men, signed 
with indifference and obtained for private and personal petty purposes, 
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but itis the individual utterance of the five hundred thousand people 

constituting the membership of this great organization. These five hun- 
dred thousand people must be representative of at least two millions of 

the colored population of this country, and probably of still a larger 

number, as they are embraced in families represented by these people 

who come with their memorial. They say: 


We, the undersigned petitioners, being a part of the humble people recently 
emancipated and invested with the responsibilities of citizenship by the act of 
the National Government, respectfully ask and earnestly puy tthe Gov- 
ernment which lifted usto the dignity of manhood will complete the work it 
has so wisely and meritoriously begun by the adoption of the measure known 
as the Blair educational bill, or some such measure as will enable the re- 
spective States more largely to assist us in our own endeavors to prepare our- 
selves by liberal education so to discharge the duties and responsibilities of 
citizenship asshall be most beneficial to municipalities, States, andthe Nation. 
They respectfully urge their claim to national aid for these reasons and on the 
additional grounds: 

First. Of their enforced and unrequited contribution to the wealth and ag- 

dizement of the nation.“ N 

Second. Of their loyalty and patriotism at the time of the nation’s calamity, 
both in ite struggle for independence and its contests for national supremacy. 

T On the grounds of their fidelity in guarding the domestic interests of 
their late ane during the sanguinary effort designed to render their bondage 

rpetual; an 
2 On the grounds of their poverty and consequent inability to educate 
themselves. 

From these considerations we pray that we may have the favor of the nation, 
and asin duty bound we shall evermore pray. 


They proceed to state in reference to the gathering of the petition as 
follows: 


The annual conferences of the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church in 
America, having, through the pastors sompasing them, secured the indorse- 
ment of the above petition by their membership and con ions, have 
unanimously united with the ,000 communicating members of their several 
churches and 200,000 members of their congregations in said petition, and have 
authorized the board of bishops of the above-named church and convention to 

resent or have presented this, their joint petition, to the Congress of the 

nited States, to the end that our people, both white and colored, may obtain’ 
the benefit of a common-school education, and thereby be the better fitted to 
discharge their duties as citizens of this great nation. 

Now, therefore, in compliance with the wishes of these conferences and mem- 
bers, we, the bishops representing the entire church, respectfully, but earnestly,’ 
5 = for ourselves, do urge upon Congress a speedy compliance with’ 

petition. 

In our view, without national aid, the South, however willing, can not give 
the youth within her borders who desire it a good common-school ms) 
and without such an education the illiterate masses, white and black, mus 
continue to be an incubus, retarding the pros and menacing the peace and 
stability of that section, and, indirectly, of the whole country. 

We believe that the Blair bill, in its essential features, is well adapted to se- 
cure the benefits of a good public-school system, giving, as it does, assistance 
when and where most needed, in such a manner as to call forth additional ina! 
terest in education and increased outlay for public schools in the communities 
receiving aid. The passage of the Blair educational bill we would hail as an! 
evidence of the care of the General Government for the best interests of the ol 
zens of our common country and an assurance that the dense ignorance Which 
now prevailsin some portions would be dissipated, and the welfare of the people 


enhanced. 
Signed on behalf of the board of bishops. 
T. H. LO. Chairman, 
O. R. HA , Secretary. 
Wasutsearon, D. C., January 10, 1890. 


I have here a memorial of the Colored Teachers’ Association of Princa 
George’s County, Maryland, in favor of the passage of this bill, as fol-“ 
lows: 

Be it resolved, That we, the members of the Colored Teachers’ Association of 


Prince George’s County, Maryland, do hereby indorse the above-named bill, 
and give it our hearty approval. 
J. R. L. DIGGS, 


President, 
Miss E. A. JOHNSON, Vice-President. 
Miss E. E, LUCAS, Secretary. 


The Union League of New York City, having a membership of over 
twenty-four hundred distinguished men, resident in al ts of the 
country, has memorialized Congress for the of this bill ever since 
it was first introduced. Many of the most able and active supporters 
of the measure are from the membership of this league. Last autumn, 
October 11, 1889, they again considered the subject and transmitted to 
me the following communication: 


Tae UNION LEAGUE Cr 
New York, October 11, 1889. 


Sir; Ata meeting of the Union o Club held October 10, 1880, the Hon. 
John Jay offered the following resol: Monee which were unanimously adopted; 
Resolved, That in view of the fact that the Senate bill introduced 45 Senator 
BLAIR to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools,” 
after having three times pasged the Senate in three successive Congresses, has 
not yet been reported or acted upon in the House of Representatives, the Union 
e Club hereby reaffirm the resolution and report on this subject adopted 

by the club on the 9th of February, 1882, in the words following, to wit: 

The committee on political reform respectfully reports: 

very few subjects equal in importance that of elevating the illiterate voters 
in the United States to the condition required for the proper enjoyment and pro- 
tection of universal suffrage, E 

It appears from the census of 1880 that of the total colored population over 
47 per cent, are unable to write, of the total white population nearly 7 per cent. 
are unable to write. These percentages are much higher in the South, Those 
unable to write in Alabama are: whites, nearly 17 per cent.; colored, over 53, 
In Georgia: whites nearly 16 per cent. ; colored, over 54. In North Carolina: 
whites, over 22 per cent.; colored, over 51. In New Mexico: whites, 49} per 
eent,; colored, 69}. In many of the States the means for instruction are con- 
fessedly insufficient to cope with this great evil. 

“The want of education and consequent ability to use the suffrage so as to 
protect the voter from fraud, violence, and misdirection and our free institu- 
tions from peril, has caused the introduction into the Senate of the United 
States of a bill entitled A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 1 
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They go on to ify the provisions in the bill, and then close with 
the following resolution: 
“* Resolved, That the Union e Club heartil ened of the popa sog 
object of the bill introduced tnto the Senate of the United States by Hon. 
W. Bram, of theState of New Hampshire, entitled “A bill to aid in the establish- 
ment aud temporary su of common schools,” and that the president and 
secre’ of the club be directed to afix their names to this report and resolu- 
tion, ss being the respectful petition of the club to the Congress of the United 
States in favor of the passage of the bill?” 


And in October last it was— 
Resolved, * ya these resolutions, with a copy of said report, be signed by the 


a secretary and forwarded to our Senators and Representatives at 
ashington, that they may be presented to the Senate and the House of Rep- 


resentatives. 
: CHAUNCEY M. DEPEW, President. 
SIGOURNEY W. PAY, Secretary. 


I have here also a memorial of the Republican Club of New York 
City, praying for the passage of the Blair education bill. Their com- 
munication is dated January 11, 1890, and is as follows: 

We beg leave to inform you that at the last regular meeting of the Republican 
Club the committee on national Ts, compy of Messrs, Charles N, Tuintor 
ae, Cyrus Bussey, Mahlon Chance, Edmund P. North, and William 

uss, moved the following resolution, which was unanimously adopted: 

“Resolved, That the Republican Club of the city of New York heartily ap- 

ves ofthe general purposesof thebill introduced intothe Senate of the United 

4 by Hon. H. W. Biaix, of the State of New Hampshire, entitled A bill 

to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools,’ and that 

the president and secretary of this club be instructed to affix their names to this 

resolution and transmit it to the Congress of the United States as its respectful 
petition in favor of the passage of the bill.“ 

I have here a memorial of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, which 
is as follows: 

Resolutions adopted by the board of directors of the Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce, December 31, 1889. 

Whereas education is the well-spring of intelligence, and intelligence the first 
and indispensable requisite of true citizenship and that enlightenment which 
isessential and vilal in the properexercise of the rights, duties, and responsibili- 
ties of every citizen under our republican form of government; and 

Whereas education is the base of constitutional liberty and prosperity, and 
vastly more important and essential where every citizen is a partof the elective 
and the governing forces of our country; and 

Whereas there existe in many of the States of our Union a very number 
of our inhabitants, both white and black, who have been and are still deprived 
of the means and opportunities of obtaining even the clements of a common- 
school education: fore, 2 

That e urge upon now in session, to promptly adopt such 
measures, 3 making of the necessary appropriations, to secure at 
the earliest pract e date the education of every person in our country from 
four to twenty-one years of age. 

That in our judgment no measure has been presented that so fully. 
justly, and com msi vel promises the desired resulteas the “common-school 
educational bili” now before 8 introduced by Senator BLAIR, of New 
Hampshire. We therefore — — request our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress to use all hono endeavors to secure its passage, or some other 

‘ly wise and efficacious measure to secure the beneficent results so desira- 
brand essential to our welfare, prosperity, and usefulness as a people and n 
nation. 


Resolved, That our president and every member of the board of government 
of the Boston r of Commerce be, and is hereby, requested to use‘their 
best endeavors with our Senatorsand Representatives and to appear before the 
Reser seni in Washington should it be conyenient for him or for any of 
us to è 

A few moments ago I alluded to the American Teachers’ National As- 
sociation, a body consisting of teachersof the country. This is a great 
representative organization of nearly four hundred thousand men and 
women engaged in ar instruction as a pursuit. The last attaina- 
ble returns make their number three hundred and forty-nine thousand, 
but accompanying that statement of the number is the further state- 
ment that there is a large number, many thousands, in the country not 
included in that enumeration. This national association, representa- 
tive of the great body of teachers that I allude to, held a convention at 
Louisville last autumn. Professor E. E. White, of Cincinnati, one of the 
most distinguished educators in this or any other country, was made 
chairman of the committee which reported resolutions indorsing this ed- 
neation bill. In transmitting the resolutions to me for use in Congress, 


he says: 
` CINCINNATI, OIO, August 20, 1880. 

Dean Sm: Your esteemed favor of the 10th instant was duly received, and 
I bave delayed an answer hoping to obtain a printed copy of the resolutions 
which I drafted for the National Educational Association, and which were 
adopted with but one dissenting voice—this on the first two resolutions. I was 
much gratified with the rosult. 

J introduce this as the opinion of as competent a man as there is in 
the country, whose location at Cincinnati qualifies him to take a broad 
and clear view of all portions of the land and who by his natural and 
acquired ability and his large observation is as competent a witness as 
there is in the country upon the subject. He says: 

Aslsee 8 the great blunder of reconstruction was the granting of universal 
suffrage t providing the necessary means of universal education, The 
ballot and the school should have been conferred together. 

Tam, with great esteem, yours, very truly, 


Hon. Hesry W. Bian, United States Senator. 

He then transmits the resolutions. Those relating specifically to 
this point are as follows: 

Resolved, That universal education is a public necessity in a free goyernmen 
and as a consequence is a matter of national interest and concern. Universa 
rerien, abel paoa universal education is national — Asa 7 means 
to national education, an efficient public school uld be placed within easy 
reach es American youth, its rs open to all and its beneficent tuition 
free to 


E. E. WHITE, 


Resolved, In order that the result expressed in the foregoing resolution may 
be speedily reached throughout the United States, this association reaffirms its 
former declarations in favor of national aid for public education, and, in view of 
Hearach barges that the ADOSI SA DASANE SZATA fa kote A aS 
sas ttl areara Danin eres Semone i abe peas Oo 

That is all I will read in this immediate connection. 

The American Institute of Instruction, which held its session at Beth- 
lehem, in my own State, last summer, having an attendance of some 
1,500 teachers, mostly from that of the country and yet having a 
diminished representation from all parts of the country, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That, as members of the American Institute of Instruction, we re- 
affirm our conviction, heretofore expressed, of the need of national aid to edu- 
cation, and that we recommend to Co the passing at an early day of the 
“ Blair bill,” or of some equivalent bill, 

This was passed Tuesday evening, July 11, 1889, at Bethlehem, N. 
H., by a substantially nnanimous vote. 2 

The great labor organizations of the country and their subordinate 
membership in all parts of the country during all these years have per- 
sistently memorialized Congress for the passage of a bill which to the 
laboring classes of the country would contribute more of beneficence 
than any other measure that has been considered by Congress almost 
from the foundation of the Government. I have just received from the 
Federation of Labor the following: 

New YORK, January 17, 1890. 


To the Honorable Senate of the United States of America : 

GENTLEMEN: At the convention of the American Federation of Labor held at 
Boston, Mass., December 10, 1889, resolutions were adopted calling upon the 
General Government of the United States to inan, te a policy for a more 
generous appropriation In aid of the education of the people; and inasmuch 
as a bill is pending before your honorable body, known as the Blair educational 
bill, Which in the judgment of our organization mects the requirements above 
referred to, I most respectfully request you on behalf of our organization to en- 
not said bill, believing that the same will be conducive to the advancement of 
the best interests of the entire people of our country. g 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 

SAMUEL GOMPERS, 

Paste President American Federation of Labor. 

Att - 

Curis. Evans, Secretary. 

The sre iti Labor have sent their memorial to at least three Con- 
gresses, and I am informed that at their last meeting at Atlanta they 
passed strong resolutions in favor of the bill, I have received a com- 
munication addressed to myself by a gentleman who informed me that 
the resolutions were passed and that they were published in the official 
paper. I asked him to forward the official paper, and he writes: 


The official paper of the ts of Labor containing the unanimous indorse- 
ment of the Blair educational bill has been misiaid and I am unable to furnish 
it at this time. 

He goes on to say: 

The Industrial Congress of the United States considered and unanimously 
approved the above-named bill December 14, 1889, in regular session, as shown 
in memorial resolution from thesaid body to the United States Senate recently, 

I alluded to the indorsements of this measure by various State po- 
litical platforms, I have observed it in some half dozen during the 
last campaign. The mblican party of the country indorsed the pro- 
visions of the educational measure known as the Blair bill. The Penn- 
sylvania Republican platform expresses itself in this wise. In setting 
forth the merits of the Republican party, among other reasons, it gives 
the following: 

Because it is pledged to give to suffering communities needed help in the nec- 
essary work of public education, in order that thereby the citizenship of this 
whole country may be elevated, 

T call attention to the fact that in the estimation of the Republicans 
of Pennsylvania last autumn in convention assembled the Republican 
party counted among its chief merits its pledge to give to suffering com- 
munities needed help in the necessary work of public education, in order 
that the citizenship of this whole country may be elevated, It is nota 
wise political party that breaks its pledges, as the common people un- 
derstand them. 

The Democratic party in Virginia last autumn indorsed this bill and 
won the election on the bill. If they had opposed it they would have 
been beaten, in my judgment, by alarger vote than the majority they 
obtained. They say: 

The Democratic party founded the public-school system of this Commonwealth. 
The present efficiency of the system isthe result of Democratic laws and Demo- 
cratic effort. We will care for and sup; the public schools until every child 
shall be able to secure the benefits of education. To this end we favor liberal 
appropriations by the Federal Government apportioned among the States in 

e ratio of the illiteracy of their population. 

No political party will long live in the Southern States that opposes 
the education of the common people there. 

The Republican platform in Virginia, adopted on the 22d of last 
August, contains the following statement: 

And whereby Amerioen labor is secured its best rewards and American pro- 
ductions their markets, while it affords abundant means to pursue the noble 
scheme of jotism and statesmanship thrice proclaimed by a Republican Sen- 
ate in the bill to afford generous aid to the free schools of the State by na- 
tional appropriations. 

I was alluding to the action of political parties. I have read a few 
clauses from the platforms of the States. I do not know that I can or 
ought to claim that the Democratic party in its national convention 
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has indorsed this bill, but it never has done the contrary. In subor- 
dinate jurisdictions of the country the Democracy has claimed to be in 
favor of the bill, - But the Republican party has placed itself emphat- 
ically on record in favor of national aid to education. If there isa party 
that ever promised to do anything in this world, the Republican party 
has promised to pass a bill furnishing national aid to education. It 
has repeatedly pledged itself in its national platform to do this and has 
obtained the suffrages of this country upon the basis of that pledge, 
and unless it proposes to lie to the American people it will redeem it, 
now that it has the power. 

The platform which, mind you, was adopted in view of this great 
universal national agitation, not a piece of sentimental, ornate, and 
oratorical clap-trap addressed to the esthetic emotions and sentiments 
of the people of the country, but a plank in its platform, deliberately 
inserted in that great declaration of principles upon which it went to 
the American people in the campaign of 1884, stated that proposition 
which in vast sections of this country was the most vital and material 
of all propositions that could be presented as an issue to the suffrage. 
At that time, having this bill once, it having been indorsed by 
Grant, by Garfield, and by nearly all, or a very number at least, 
of the great men of the party, with a view to this bill, for I know 
whereof I speak, they inserted in the eleventh clause of their platform 
these several propositions; 

Wo favor the establishment of a national bureau of labor— 

And they proceeded to establish it when they had the power— 


the enforcement of the eight-hour law; a wise and judicious system of general 
education by adequate appropriation from the national revenues wherever the 


same is needed. 

That is the ublican platform of 1884, page 199 of McPherson's 
Hand-Book of Politics of that year. In 1888, after we had passed the 
bill three times through the Senate, with direct and specific reference 
to this bill was inserted the following clause in favor of free common 
schools: 


That is the most recent official utterance of the Republican party on 
this subject; and upon the strength of it we went into the campaign, and 
we won as much upon this as upon almost any other issue. Some parts of 
the country gave us all of our strength upon that proposition. Those peo- 
ple who think that the protective tariff is the issue which most concerns 
vast masses of the people of this country labor under a wrong and an 
altogether wrong and false impression. This is to be found on page 185 
of McPherson’s d-Book of Politics for 1888. 

The now President of the United States wrote his letter of acceptance 
of that platform, and in his letter of acceptance specifically indorsed 
national aid to the common schools of the country. In his recent mes- 
sage, the first important official utterance to the American people, at the 
present session, he delivers himself of these noble, thoughtful, and im- 
portant sentiments: 


The interest of the General Government in the education of the people found 
an carly expression, not ouly in the thonghtful and sometimes warning utter- 
ances of our ablest statesmen, but in liberal appropriations from the common 
resources forthe support of education in the new States. No one will deny 
that it is of the gravest national concern that those who hold the ultimate con- 
trol of all public affairs should have the n: intelligence wisely to direct 
and determine them. National aid to education heretofore taken the form 
of land grants, and in that form the constitutional power of Congress to pro- 
mote the education of the ple is not seriously questioned. I do not think it 


ws chiefly out of the condition and needs of the emancipated slave and his 
y, Pia pen sn the relief should, as far as 


tial, if much good is to be accomplished, that the sym: 
of the ple of the States should be enlisted, and that the methods adopted 
should be such as to stimulate and not to supplant local taxation for schoo! pur- 


9 Congress can not bind a succeeding one in such n cuse and as the effort 
must, in some degree, be experimental, I recommend that any open 
made for this purpose be so limited im annual amount and as to the time over 
which it is to extend as will, on the one hand, give the local school authorities 
opportunity to make the best use of the first year's allowance and, on the other, 
deliver them from temptation to unduly posipone the assumption of the 
whole burden themselves, 

The bill before Congress in all its essential features was first passed 
when the President was Senator Harrison, and it was amended in the 
particulars to which he alludes, as to the lessened amount of the earlier 
cs ik ee and with reference to that form of appropriation which 
would best stimulate local effort, largely through the agency of the then 
Senator and the now President. He voted for the bill as it now is twice 
during his Senatorial term, and the bill is in all its features such as 


commended itself to the judgment of the President in every particular 
to which he in this m e alludes. 


I could entertain the Senate with the declarations of men like Wash- - 


ington, and Adams, and Jefferson, and Madison, and Jackson, and Grant, 
and Garfield. The fathers of the Republic are a unit in their declara- 
tions in favor not only of the general intelligence of the people, but of 
the general propositions that any but the universal intelligence of the 
masses of the people must result in the destruction of republican gov- 
ernment. Innumerable instances illustrate in the form ofacts the opin- 
ions of the great men of our country, and official declarations in the 
form of appropriations, enactments by the Government ofthe country 
in law, are a ratification of this general principle. I do not propose to 
now occupy the attention of the Senate with citations of this general 
character, I do not know what course the debate may take. If it 
should become necessary I can furnish the Senate with a library in this 
direction. 

I propose now, with the consent of the Senate, to discuss somewhat 
specifically the provisions of the bill itselfand to give some of the 
reasons of a general character why I think it is entitled to the support 
of every member of the Senate and of Congress, and perhaps some rea- 
sons why its passage is a specific duty with which the party now in 
power is, in my judgment, charged. 

The bill as it is now before the Senate is substantially the same as it 


has always been since the first time that it was passed by this body. ` 


The Committee on Education and Labor have made several amend- 
ments of an unimportant character, to my mind, but which were of more 
consequence in the judgment of some Senators, which, as the bill is read 
with a view toits passage, can receive more definite discussion and action 
by the Senate. But the bill as presented and as reported is substan- 
tially the same bill. 

The purpose of the common-school bill is best stated in its own lan- 
guage. Section 11 provides: 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall 
be used only for common schools not sectarian in character, in the 
school districts of the several States, and only for common or industrial 
schools in the Territories, in such way as to provide, as near as may 
be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the children of the 
school age prescribed by the law of the State or Territory wherein the 
expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to each child, without dis- 
tinction of ‘race or color, an equal opportunity for education.” 

To this end section 1 of the bill provides: 

„That for eight fiscal years next after the passage of this act there 
shall be annually appropriated from the money in the Treasury the fol- 
lowing sums, to wit: 

8 first year the sum of $7,000,000, the second year the sum of 
$10,000,000, the third year the sum of $15,000,000, the fourth year the 
sum of $13,000,000, the fifth year the sum of $11,000,000, the sixth 
year the sum of $9,000,000, the seventh year the sum of $7,000,000, 
the eighth year the sum of $5,000,000; which several sums shall be 
expended to secure the benefits of common- school education to all the 
children of the school age mentioned hereinafter living in the United 
States. 

Nothing is to be paid to a State or any officer thereof until the Legis- 
lature thereof, by bill or resolution, shall accept the provisions of the 
act, and if any State shali decline or relinquish its proportion the sum 
so relinquished shall he covered into the Treasury. 

Section 2 provides the rate or basis of distribution, as follows: 

“Buch money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the 
several States and Territories and in the District of Columbia in that 
proportion which the whole number of persons in each who, being of 
the age of ten years and over, can not write, bears to the whole num- 
ber of such persons in the United States; such computation shall be 
made according to the census of 1880 until-the illiteracy returns of the 
census of 1890 shall he received, and then upon the basis of that cen- 
sus.“ 

Wherever there shall be separate schools for white and colored chil- 
dren the money received shall be apportioned and paid out for the 
support of such white and colored schools, respectively, in the propor- 
tion that the white and colored children between the ages of ten years 
and twenty-one years, both inclusive, bear to each other as shown by 
said census.“ 

But if there be schools in which white and colored children are taught 
together, the proper proportion of money shall be applied to them. 

4 a section 16 a common-school-honse fund of $2,000,000 is pro- 
vided— 

Which shall be allotted to the several States and Territories on the 
same basis ‘of illiteracy,’ to be paid out to each State and Territory, 
which shall be expended for the erection and construction of school- 
houses for the use and occupation of the pupils attending the common 
schools in the sparsely populated districts thereof, where the local com- 
munity shall be comparatively unable to bear the burdens of taxation. 
Such school-honses shall be built in accordance with plans to be fur- 
nished free on application to the Bureau of Education at Washington: 
Provided, however, That not more than $150 shall be paid from said fund 
toward the cost of any single school-house, nor more than one-half the 
cost thereof in any case. 


$ 
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This $2,000,000 constitutes the common-school-house fund for the 
entire period of eight years, and added to the $77,000,000 provided for 
instruction makes a total of $79,000,000 to be expended in eight years, 
or a little less than $10,000,000 yearly, an average of not more than 
the annual appropriation for rivers and harbors, and an aggregate for 
the whole period of eight years of less than the appropriation for pen- 
sions for a single year. 

Compared with the yearly expenditures of the Government, which 
are about $300,000,000, the $10,000,000 required by the school bill 
would be one-thirtieth for the brief period of eight years, and for the 
whole period of eight years the United States would contribute to the 
education of the children of the entire country less than the States now 
pay annually for the same purpose. 

The sum appropriated by the United States would be less than 50 
cents yearly to each child of school age, while Massachusetts and sev- 
eral other States now pay more than forty times that amount yearly for 
the education of their children of school age. 

It is, in fact, a trifling and temporary contribution for the public 
welfare in itself considered, but distributed, as it will be, where there 
is most necessity and least ability and disposition to educate the other- 
wise helpless child of the country, it will constitute a fountain of living 
water in the great American deserts of ignorance. 

Section 4 provides that— 

No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Terri- 
tory that shall not have provided by law a system of free common 
schools for all of its children of school age without distinction of race 
or color, either in raising or distributing of school revenues or in the 
schoo] facilities afforded: Provided, That separate schools for white and 
colored children shall not be considered a violation of this condition.” 

The fifth section provides that the money belonging to each State and 
Territory, when ascertained 

„Shall be paid over to such officers as shall be authorized by the 
laws to receive the same, which, by section 6, shall be expended in 
the common schools, the instruction in which— 

“í Shall include the art of reading, writing, and speaking the English 
language, arithmetic, geograyhy, history of the United States, and suc 
other branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws. 

The eighth section insures and stimulates local effort by providing— 

That the design of this act not being to establish an independent 
system of schools, ‘but rather to aid for the time being in the develop- 
ment and maintenance of the school system established by local gov- 
ernment and which must eventually be wholly maintained by the States 
and Territories wherein they exist, it is hereby provided that no greater 
part of the money appropriated by this act shall be paid out to any 
State or Territory in any one year than the sum e ded out of its 
own revenues or out of moneys raised under its authority, including 
interest money from any source, in the preceding year for the mainte- 
nance of common schools, notincluding the sums expended in the erec- 
tion of school buildings. ” 

The due application, not exceeding one-tenth of the amount, in the 
discretion e Legislature of the State, to the qualification of teach- 
ers, without whom there can be no school, is secured by section 9: 

“Which sum may be expended in maintaining institutes or tempo- 
rary training schools, or in extending opportunities for normal or other 
instruction to competent and suitable persons of any color who are with- 
out necessary means to qualify themselves for teaching, and who shall 
—.— in writing to devote themselves exclusively for at least one year 
after leaving such training schools to teach in the common schools for 
such compensation as may be paid other teachers therein.“ ; 

And these funds are to be used for the benefit of teachers, with no 

to race or color. 

No part of the money, except the common-school-house fund of 
$2,000,000, shall be used for the erection or for the rent of school build- 
ings of any description, nor any subsequent year’s appropriation 
be made or paid to any State or Territory until it shall appear that the 
funds received under this act for the preceding year have been faith- 
ane’ Ae digs to the purposes contemplated by the act, and that the 
conditions thereof have been observed;’’ and it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Interior promptly to investigate all complaints 
lodged with him of any misappropriation of any moneys or any dis- 
crimination in the use of such moneys; and all such complaints, com- 
munications, and evidences taken upon such investigations shall be open 
to public inspection and annually reported to Congress. 

No State which does not distribute the moneys raised for common- 
school purposes equally for the education of all the children, without 
distinction of race or color, shall be entitled to any of the benefits of 
this act; and this act, like any other law, may_be altered, amended, or 
repealed whenever the public good may require. 

t will be observed that the moneys provided in this bill are to be 
distributed throughout thecountry, not toilliterates, whoare, of course, 
of all ages and many ofthem beyond the reach of the schools, but, upon 
the basis of illiteracy, to the children of school age, without regard to 
race or color, to give them, not the illiterates generally, the benefits of 
a common-school education. 

Such an observation would seem to be but trifling, were it not for 
the fact that, among the many stupid or false or stupid and false mis- 


representations of the provisians of this measure, it has been said that 
it proposed to distribute money upon alying pretense, and for the ben- 
efit of those who, being illiterate, have passed beyond the period of 
school life. 

The basis of illiteracy is adopted because it is the best possible and 
attainable measure of the relative necessity foraid which exists in the 
several States and Territories, wherein, and by local laws and machin- 
ery, the money must be expended and the remedy must be applied. 

It is necessary to have a well defined and methodical rule of distri- 
bution, and after very careful consideration it is found that the basis 
3 85 oed ted the away untied of et census, is not only the 

, but y theonly just guide in distributi e proposed tem 
national aid in the establishment and N eee e 
It is found by diligent comparison of the facts that just where ignorance 
does most abound there is the greatest impoverishment and conseguent 
necessity for national help; hence the propriety of the adoption of the 
census returns of illiteracy as the just mathematical rule of distribu- 
tion among the States and Territories where the money is to be used. 
So we place all money where the necessity for its use is found to be. 
We fight our battles where we find the enemy, but the results of vic- 
tory are found everywhere. 

It will be observed, also, that the money of the nation is confined to 
the common school and that it is Se oma so as to produce an equaliza- 
tion of the privileges of common education to all without distinction 
of race or color, and yet without violating the prejudices of either race, 
which have in many States led to the establishment of separate schools, 
the colored people being quite as intensely determined upon the separate 
education of the children as are the other race. 

By the provisions of this bill the school children of the State of Flor- 
ida could receive at the most not over $1.25 each, and in order to get 
that the State must raise at least an equal amount, making, if the State 
raised no more, a total to each child of $2.50 for his education yearly, 
while in Massachusetts, without any aid from the national Treasury, 
each child now receives at least $20, and throughout the Northern 
States generally an average of probably $15. Throughout the South- 
ern States, without national aid, the average per capita for each child is 
not over $4, 

Also, note that the bill carefully abstains from any interference with 
education within the State except by the assent of the State, and when 
payment or delivery is made to the State, expenditure of the money 
received is to be made by the State according to the conditions of the 
. 

his bill does not raise any question of the right and power of the 
nation to educate where the State and parent alike neglect the child. 
It assumes that they will properly and sufficiently educa‘e the child 
who is to be a citizen and sovereign in and of both the nation and the 
State, subject only to the temporary inability of the local community 
to bear the burden which must be carried for the common good. The 
principle involved and practically.asserted in the bill is that when- 
ever, from any cause, whether it be the fault or misfortune of the par- 
ent or of the State wherein he resides, the child of the Republic is de- 
prived of the opportunity to learn to read and write the language of 
his country, that country, with the assent of the State and through 
the agencies of the State, will give temporary aid in money to secure 
for that child a common-school education, upon condition that the 
State expends for the same purpose at least an equal amount. 

Accurately stated, this is certainly no very extraordinary or extreme 
form of usurpation of power by the nation over the destiny of the child, 
who is to be a living stone in its own structure and an equal sovereign 
with every other citizen in the perpetual succession of our Republican 
royalty, which is a form of government and constitutional society wherein 
there is no order of men but the highest and intelligence is the funda- 
mental condition of its existence. 

Such is the common-school bill which is now pending before the 
American people and which is now the subject of Congressional action. 

It has seemed to me more important thus briefly and plainly to state 
the provisions of the bill than to defend them, for I have never known 
such perverse and persistent misrepresentations of a pending measure 
as has been the case with this one during the long period that it has 
been the subject of discussion. 

The bill is its own impregnable defense. There itis. Behold it. 

Three questions now arise: 

Is the proposed measure constitutional ? 

Is it necessary ? 

Has the nation the money? 

Only the briefest discussion of each is possible. Fortunately brevity 
is the soul of conviction as well as of wit. 

First, is the bill constitutional? This resolves itself into another 
question which answers itself. 

Ts it constitutional for the Constitution to exist or is the Constitu- 
tion itself constitutional ? 

What is the Constitution? 

A written instrument which the people of the United States ordained 
in order to provide a more perfect Union, establish justice, iasure do- 
mestic tranquillity, promote the general welfare, and secure the bless- 
ings of liberty to themselves and their posterity forever. 
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That is an act of sovereignty, the establishment of a government, 
which can only be done by the supreme power. 

Who exercises that power in this creative sovereign act? 

A chief, a dictator, some mighty warrior, or some select body of pre- 
eminent men? 

No, it is ‘‘we’’—“‘the people.“ 

Here, then, is a Republic in which the people are kings, for the act of 
government is no less sovereign because the whole people perform it. 
It is the same exalted power when exercised by all as when wielded 
by the Czar. 

It is even more majestic and godlike, for it requires on the part of 
each individual man the possession of the same virtues and intelligence 
which are the primary qualities in the good king. 

To ordain and establish a republican form of government, then, is to 
ordain and establish that those things shall be provided without which 
republican government can not be. 

It follows that in the very act of ordaining and establishing the Con- 
stitution to be forever the fathers ordained and established that the 
means of perpetuating virtue and intelligence should be provided. 

The king must be qualified before he can reign. The people must be 
educated, and the Constitution provides for the education of the people 
as a matter of necessity. It is not important what words are used, or 
whether any be used at all, which in direct terms provide for schools or 
education. In providing that the people shal! rule, in exercising that 
great fundamental act of sovereignty, the creation and promulgation of 
the Constitution itself, for themselves and for their children forever, 
the 7 5 decreed whatsoever is necessary to the life of the Constitution. 

The Constitution, then, irrespective of the language which may be in 
it or out of it, of necessity, directly or by implication, ordains that the 
people shall be educated. Ifthe Constitution does not ordain education, 
then the Constitution does not establish a republican form of govern- 
ment; for, without education, the means through which intelligence is 
obtained, there can be no republican form of government. 

If this be so—and no man ever even attempted to deny it—the only 
remaining question is this: Does the necessity now exist for the exer- 
cise of the prower? 

Every child born into the world is illiterate. Who should educate? 
Manifestly the natural guardian, the parent; or, the parent failing, 
the State, using the latter word in its restrictive sense, meaning that 
one of the United States in which the child may chance to live. But 
the state in its enlarged and true sense, under our form of govern- 
ment, includes both the State and national powers, and to the exist- 
ence of each, republican in form, education of the child citizen is nec- 
essary; that is to say, it is required in defense of both local and national 
state life. 

If, then, the national Constitution provides for its own existence, it 
follows that whenever, for any reason, whether of fault or misfortune, 
the parent and the local community or the local State in which the 
child may reside, all fail to provide the means of education for the chil- 
dren who are the Republic, it must be constitutional to educate. 

To deny this is more absurd than to declare that it is unconstitu- 
tional for the nation to build its Capitol or that a soldier under orders 
to march shall not breathe without a written command to inflate his 
lungs or move his legs. 

I do not ignore the unanswerable arguments, which fally satisfy the 
ablest strict constructionists, that the express language of the Constitu- 
tion in making provision for the levy of taxes to provide for the common 
defense and to promote the general welfare covers the appropriation of 
money for the necessary education of the people. Some of the expres- 
sions used by eminent men who believe in nothing but what is plainly 
written out in the Constitution I will quote hereafter as uttered in de- 
bate in support of this bill. But I call special attention to the consti- 
tutional argument above set forth, because no one ever yet has dared 
to undertake to reply to it. 5 

The practice of the Government all through our history has given 
a practical construction to the Constitution much broader and more lib- 
eral than is necessary in order to maintain the validity of the proposed 
enactment. 

Appropriations have been numerous for the promotion of science, for 
the fitting out ofexploring expeditions, forthe enlargement of the sphere 
of human knowledge, the observation of changes of expression on the 
face of the heavens, the support of humane and scholastic institutions 
in the States, and especially the systematic application of the public 
lands and of money derived from the sale of the same to the education 
of the people in States; and, as if to cover the whole case, colleges of 
agriculture and of the mechanic arts, institutions of very high merit, 
but by no means so important as the public schools, have been estab- 
lished and endowed and are maintained in every State by funds de- 
rived from the public property of the United States. 

The subterfuge and pretense resorted to by those whose hate of com- 
mon schools compels them to meet these unanswerable precedents by 
saying that there is a difference between the power of Congress to ap- 
ply land, or money derived from the sale of land, to education, and the 
power to apply any other money derived from taxation, is manifestly 
absurd, and has never convinced any intelligent person who was not 
already a sworn enemy of the common-school bill. 
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President Pierce had occasion to pass upon this question in one of- 


his veto messages, and contemptuously denied any such distinction as 
this, asserting that the power to appropriate the property of the coun- 
try in Jand necessarily involyed and implied the power to apply any 
money direct from the Treasury to the same purpose. 

Now, all these innumerable precedents have been made, not on ac- 
count of any pressing or apparent necessity, but rather in the exercise 
of a fair and wise discretion upon the ordinary conditions of society. 
If there is now an emergency in our national life and an opportunity 
to do some important thing for the general welfare is now upon us, it 
is a stronger case than has existed at any previous period of our history. 

Again, the surplus of 1836-1838 of about $28,000,000 was distributed 
among the States, most of it being appropriated for schools, becoming 
the basis of huge permanent funds in some of the States, as in New York, 
and all transferred by the nation without any restriction at all, and with 
the understanding that it should never be repaid, as it never has been 
repaid or called for. ‘This is found to be a very much larger amount 
than the bill pending provides for when we consider that the population 
was then not one-fourth the present number and in wealth the dispro- 
portion was several times greater still. Again, the whole was given at 
once, while the common-school bill appropriates only seven millions the 
first year and an average of only ten for the whole period of eight years. 
Although a few of the States were indiscreet, being without any restric- 
tions by the General Government, yet even in that day of wild-cat banks 
and crazy speculations the great mass of this immense sum was so placed 
by the States that no like amount of money ever did or is now doing 
more good since the foundation of the world. 

But 1 must not delay with these instances. 


EMINENT STATESMEN. 


Let me quote from others, 

Washington and all the fathers were pronounced in favor of the edu- 
cation of the people, and that, too, by national means when necessary. 

The father of his country declared that Knowledge in every coun- 
try is the surest basis of public happiness. In his farewell address 
he adjured the nation thus: Promote, then, as a matter of primary 
importance, institutions for the general diffusion of knowledge.” He 
was addressing the whole people, his children, the country, and not the 
State. 

Jefferson advised the appropriation of the surplus in his time to pub- 
lic improvement and to education. He said: ‘‘Science (knowledge) 
is more important in a republican government than in any other.“ 

Education is the only sure foundation that can be devised for the 
preservation of freedom and happiness.“ 

‘t Educate and inform the whole mass of the people. Enable them 
to see that it is theirinterest to preserve peace aud order, and they will 
preserve them.’’ 

These were utterances of Thomas Jefferson, and he ought to be con- 
sidered a sound Jeffersonian Democrat, if there be any. But many are 
obliged to discredit his Democracy in order to maintain their own. 

Referring to the fifteenth amendment, President Grant said in his 
message upon its ratification: 

“I would therefore call upon Congress to take all the means within 
their constitutional powers to promote and encourage popular education 
throughout the country, and upon the people everywhere to see to it 
that all who possess and exercise political rights shall have the oppor 
tunity to acquire the knowledge which will make their share in the 
Government a blessing, and not a danger. By such means only can 
the bevefits contemplated by this amendment to the Constitution be se- 
cured,” 

Would to God that Grant were here, Vain wish; for if ye will not 
believe President Harrison, who twice voted for this bill, neither would 
ye believe though Grant, nay, though all the fathers should descend 
from glory and rise from the dead. 

President Garfield wrote in his inaugural address: 

“he danger which arises from ignorance in the voter can not be de- 
nied. It is a danger which lurks and hides in the fountains of power 
in every State. 

The census has already sounded the alarm in the appalling figures 
which mark how dangerously high the tide of illiteracy has risen among 
our voters and their children. The nation itself is responsible for the 
extension of the suffrage. For the North and South alike there is but 
one remedy. All the constitutional power of the nation and of the 
States and all the volunteer forces of the people should be surrendered 
to meet this danger by the saving influence of universal education.“ 

Had Garfield lived this bill would have been a law eight years ago. 
Already its expenditures would have been made, whereas it is not yet 
begun. God willing, the bill shall become a law if the battle goes on 
until its last friend now living be dead. 

Who can comprehend the good that has been lost to the nation and 
the world and the universe, to time and eternity, by this wicked and 
irrational delay? ‘‘It might have been.” 

Take now the declarations of great Senators who have advocated this 
bill upon the floor of the Senate. 

Senator EDMUNDS says: It is, therefore, as it seems to me, a case 
in which all the common treasure of all the people may be fairly de- 
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voted in aid of this great and necessary object for the preservation of 
Teal republican government,” 

Senator EVARTS concludes: ‘‘ Now, then, in a word, Mr. President, I 
confront this immense, this dan us, this growing, this threatened 
mass of ignorance. I find a deliberate, a concerted, a thoughtful, a 
valued measure. Iam heartily in favor of the passage of this bill.” 

Senator SHERMAN: ‘' Without reproaches to any section I am will- 
ing, as one of the Senators of Ohio, to vote from the national Treasury 
a large sum of money this year, and from time to time, so long as the 
necessity exists, a liberal sum of money to aid in the education of the 
illiterate children of the Southern and Northern States.” 

Justice Lamar, when a Senator, said: I have watched it with deep 
interest and intense solicitude. In my opinion it is the first step, and 
the most important step, the Government has ever taken in the direc- 
tion of the solution of what is called the race problem; and I believe it 
will tell more powerfully upon the future destinies of the colored race 
than any measure or ordinance that has yet been adopted in reference 
toit, more decisively than cither the thirteenth, fourteenth, or fifteenth 
amendments, unless it is to be considered, as I do consider it, the log- 
ical sequence and practical continuance of those amendments. . 

„ think that this measure is fraught with almost unspeakable bene- 
fits to the entire population of the South, white and black. It will 
excite anew interest among our people, it will stimulate both State and 
local communities to more energetic exertions and greater sacrifices, 
because it will encourage them in their hopes, in grappling and strng- 
gling with a task before whose vast proportions they have stood ap- 
palled, in the consciousness of the inadequacy of their own resources to 
meet it. 

What an appeal and what a revelation of the real character of Lamar! 

Senator and Attorney-General Garland: ‘‘This bill might very aptly 
be styled a bill to extirpate illiteracy in the United States. For one, 
I did not require any amendment to the old Constitution to enable me 
to find the power of Congress todo this. In conclusion, I implore both 
sides and all sides to come together and vote for this bill, and bea 
unit upon it, as we have been talking about it and promising it for 

and years past.” 

Senator VOORHEES: The measure itself now before the Senate has 
never been surpassed in the elevation and benevolence of its spirit, nor 
in the magnitude and valne of its immediate and ultimate purposes.” 

Senator Hoar: I profess to bea friend of this bill. I undertake to 
say that the Legislature of this nation has a right to undertake to save 
the life of this nation against whatever danger.” 

Senator Puau: I do not believe that any measure approaching this 
in importance has been before the Senate, or is likely to be before the 
Senate, this session, with as much popular approval of its passage.” 

Senator VANCE: I believe it to be my duty to vote for this bill, and 
I shall do sọ.” 

Senator Brown: ‘I am very clearly of the opinion that there is no 
constitutional difficulty in the way of the passage of this bill.” 

Senator Jonas. ‘‘I accept this bill in behalf of the people whom I in 

t represent, as a great benefaction. 
senate CULLOM: ‘‘ There is no enemy of the Republic who does not 
make the public-school system of this country the point of his attack, 
either open or insidious, as the case may be, and there is no friend of 
the Republic who should not do all that may be in his power to de- 
fend and strengthen it.’’ 

Senator GEORGE: I know of no measure likely to engage the atten- 
tion of Congress which has so much of benefit to the people whom I in 
part represent on this floor, and also to the people of the United States.“ 

Senator Williams: Mr. President, this is a proposition so manifestly 
humane and just that it is difficult for me to see how any one can with- 
hold his support from it.” 

Senator GInSoN: In my opinion, reflecting men in all parts of the 
country have formed the deliberate judgment that the education of the 
people—the enlightenment of the suffrage, the elevation of the people’s 
character and the popular conscience, the awakening of a loftier and 
healthier sentiment of national patriotism—is absolutely indispensable 
to the preservation of constitutional liberty.” 

Senator Ransom: ‘‘I will presume to say that I do not think it possi- 
ble that any member of the Senate can be more anxious for the passage 
of this bill than I am.” 

Senator Hampton: ‘‘Actuated by these motives, I feel bound as a 
citizen, as a Senator, as a patriot, to support the bill under considera- 
tion.” 
~ Senator Logan: I have always been in favor of common schools and 
schools of a high grade, and am to-day.“ 

Senator CALL: I undertake to say, Mr. President, that you can not 

propriate too much money in this country to education.”’ 

Senators MORRILL, JONES, DAWES, FRYE, PLATT, Jackson, JONES, 
Fuller, Mahone, Riddleberger, DoLPH, Miller, Eusris, BLACKBURN, 
STANFORD, STEWART, MITCHELL, and others have all declared and 
voted for the passage of the common-school bill. 

President Harrison, when a Senator, said: Holding these views, Mr. 
President, I am sincerely solicitous that Federal aid should be extended 
to the States in such a way that the kindly impulses of that increasing 
bedy of Southern men who showed a kindly disposition toward the ele- 
vation of the colored race shall be recognized and encouraged.” 


With these statements of the arguments, precedents, and declarations 
of leading men, dead and living, in our history, I feel justified in claim- 
ing that the constitutionality of the common- school bill is beyond ques- 
tion. I should also state the further fact that at both national conven- 
tions of the Republican party held since the origin of this measure the 
platform of the party has indorsed it and that the President recognizes 
itas one which should be enacted, in his annual message to this Congress. 

Let us now for a few moments examine the second qnestion. 

Is the enactment of this bill necessary? Is temporary national aid 
to education necessary at the present time? 

When may such necessity be said to exist? 

Obviously it must exist, not when and simply because the parent and 
State refuse from inability or indisposition to perform that duty to the 
child, but from the fact that the child is not being educated, whatever 
may be the cause of that failure. The necessity is that the child be 
educated, and ifit be not done otherwise, the nation must, inself-defense, 
perform that primary and indispensable work. 

The question, then, is this: Is the American child being properly edu- 
cated to-day? 

I shall answer this question briefly by the statement of general and 
comprehensive facts, 

Twice has the Republican party indorsed the measure in ifs national 
platforms, and itis now in power in all the Departments of the Govern- 
ment, under a solemn pledge to enact it, with a President who has voted 
twice for it, and who, in his letter of acceptance and in other public dec- 
larations, has given utterance to his sentiments in favor of national aid 
to the education of the children of the nation wherever it is needed in 
all the States. They must have judged it to be necessary. 

By the census of 1880 there were sixteen millionsof children of school 
age, of whom six millions were not enrolled, that is tosay, did not attend 
in the public schools at all. 

There was au average daily attendance in the public schools of Tess 
than 6,000,000 of children out of the 16,000,000 of school age. There 
were less than 600,000 enrolled in private schools, leaving more than 
9,000,000 of school age not in attendance at any school of any description. 

In a total population of 50,000,000 ofall ages, more than 5,000,000 over 
ten yearsof age could not read and over six and a quarter millions could 
not write, or twice as many people in this country who could not write as 
made the nation when it overthrew the power of Great Britain andes- 
tablished our independence. It should be observed that this test of 
intelligence is the very lowest that can be prescribed. Probably there 
were 10,000,000 of these people, or more. whose education was not suf- 
ficient to be of any practical advantage in learningand discharging the 
duties of citizenship. 

Two million legal voters could not read and write, of whom 900,000 
were white and 1,100,000 were colored. The total number of voters 
was 10,000,000, of whom probably at least 4,000,000 were so imperfectly 
educated that they were unable to read the common newspapers of the 
day intelligently. For all practical purposes two-fifths of the legal 
voters of the country could not read intelligently and one-fifth could 
not read and write at all. 

It may be stated as very nearly the trath that the Northern States 
have two-thirds of the population and about one-third of the illiteracy; 
that the Northern States have about four-fifths of the taxable property 
of the country and the Southern the remaining one-fifth; and that while 
the colored people have one-third of the Southern population, and at 
least that proportion of the children, the white people of that section 
own, no doubt, more than nine-tenths of all theassessable property. Few 
negroes own any taxable property, and the white people, whose taxable 
property is about one-fourth that of the people of the North, per capita, 
have at least twice the burden to bear in the way of taxation, in order 
that the children of the Repnblic in their section be educated for the 
duties of life; or, in other words, according to their ability to pay taxes, 
the Southern actual owner of property has to pay four times as much as 
the Northern owner of property in order to educate the children of the 
community in which he lives. It should be remembered, too, that 
school-houses and apparatus have all to be provided there, while we 
have accumulated our plant and have improved our teachers by the ex- 
penditure of generations who educated us and whose labors have made 
ours comparatively easy, The property of the South is more generally 
fixed than at the North, and it is more difficult to obtain ready money 
from it by taxation than is the case atthe North, while the losses and de- 
struction of the war, not yet repaired, absorb a larger proportion of cur- 
rent taxation than with us, making it correspondingly more difficult 
for the Southern people to maintain efficient schools. 

In the New England States, by the census of 1880, the rate of taxa- 
tion was $1.58 on the hundred dollars, of which 20.2 per cent., or one- 
fifth, was for school purposes. In the Middle States the rate of taxation 
was $1.82, of which about 19.5 per cent. was for schools. In the South- 
ern States the rate of taxation was $1.58 per $100, the same as in New 
England, and 20.1 per cent. of it was for schools, In the Western 
States the rate of taxation was $2.03 on the hundred, and 26.6 per cent, 
was for schools. 

Considering the peculiar circumstances of the Southern people, it 
must be admitted that they are bearing their full share of the public 
burden, and that as large a proportion of the money raised is appro- 
priated for schools as could be reasonably expected. 
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Millions of dollars are annually paid out for public schools in the 
whole country, of which about sixteen millions or one-eighth is raised 
and expended in the South, where one-third of the children reside. 
This does not include Missouri, which expends $4,000,000; but inelud- 
ing Missouri only one-sixth of the money expended in the country is 
expended in the South. I believe it to be no exaggeration to say that 
one-third of the Southern children attend no schools at all and that 
the remaining two-thirds do not receive one-half the schooling received 
by the Northern child, while the instruction given is of inferior average 
quality. In some of the cities there are good schools for a part of the 
children, but four-fifths of the Southern children live in the country, 

hile even in the most favored cities there are great numbers of children 

whom no provision whatever is made. I believe, too, that there is 
greater destitution of the means of education among the children of 
the poor white people than among the colored children, upon whom 
Northern charity is almost wholly concentrated. The distress of our 
own blood is greater than that of the colored race. It is time that the 
sympathy of the nation be awakened for the child of the Southern 
Anglo-Saxon race. If these white children are not educated neither 
race can rise, 

More white than colored children are suffering for education in the 
Sonth to-day. It is a fact ascertained by actual count of the record of 
deeds in the county of Winston, Alabama, that seven out of every ten 
deeds executed by white men are signed with the x, or mark, and nine 
out of ten white women sign the same way. A prominent member of 
the Women’s Christian Union wrote me that there are whole counties 
in Kentucky wherein there is no school of any kind whatever. One 
of the superintendents of education in a county of Virginia wrote that 
the school-houses in his county were many of them made of logs, with- 
out windows, and that light was admitted throngh an aperture which 
was closed by a board when the inclemency of the weather was too 
great for endurance; that the seats were logs split in halves and with- 
out backs, and that all the furniture in the ninety school-houses in his 
county was not worth $90, or less than $1 to each house. 

It is possible that the condition of some parts of the South is improy- 
ing, but it is doubtful whether it be so asa whole. The secretary of 
state of Louisiana lately wrote to me that the records of the last elec- 
tion in that State, the laws of which require the signature of the voter, 
demonstrated an increase not only of colored but of white illiteracy 
among the voters. He gave me the percentages of increase, which were 
marked and alarming. 

Dr. Allen, secretary of the fund for missions of the Presbyterian de- 
nomination among the freedmen, reported to the assembly of that great 
body of Christians, May, 1889, as I copy from the public prints, that 
illiteracy among the colored people is increasing. He said that “inthe 
South there are 1,840,556 colored children of school age, and of this 
number 802,585 attend school. Illiteracy is on the increase. It can 
be seen in the rapidly growing number of illiterate voters, of whom 
unscrupulous politicians take advantage.” 

Mr. SHERMAN rose. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator desires to move an executive session, I 
will give way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire yielding the 
floor, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

ness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the gal- 
leries and close the doors. 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD PRODUCTS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I ask unanimous consent, as if in legislative ses- 
sion, while the galleries are being cleared, to present a resolution, and I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that by reason of excessive freight rates on lines of rail- 
ways subject to the jurisdiction of the act of Congress to regulate commerce 
between the several States the great section of the country lying between the 
Rocky Mountains and the pas pal food-distribution centers of the East finds 
pcs Hare to market its food products and obtain for them the actual cost of 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to investigate the conditions now existing as 
to these alleged facts affecting the transportation of food products on interstate 
lines in the States and Territories situated in the section aforesaid; and if, in 

r judgment, the Interstate Commerce Commission have not the authority. 
under the present state of the law, to regulate excessive rates on such products 
in the interest of unremunerative agricultural production and cheaper food 
supply for consumers, that they shall report, in their discretion, such amend- 
ments to the present law as will tend to the removal of the evil complained of 


at the earliest practicable day. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
eration of the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not see the chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce present. 


Is there objection to the present consid- 


Mr. HARRIS. I do not see any objection to the inquiry being made, 
I do not know anything abont the facts. I chance to belong to that 
committee, however 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The chairman of the committee is not here, but 
it seems to be a direction apparently to report a particular thing. If 
it is only a direction to inquire, I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS: Let the resolution be again rend. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. One more long and short haul clause and it will fix them 
so that they will not export any. 

Mr. PADDOUK. Iam not sure but that the Senator is correct, so 
far at least as the trans-Missouri country is concerned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, The question ison 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After one hour and ten minutes spent in executive session the doors 
were reopened, and (at 5 0’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Thursday, February 6, 1890, at 12 o’clock 
meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 5, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I desire to make a correction of the Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday be approved, 

Mr. MCADOO. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio moves that the Journal 
be approved l 

Mr. CARLISLE. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Speaker, hag 
risen to a personal matter in connection with the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear that portion 
of the Journal read which announces the names of members present 
and not voting on the last yea-and-nay vote yesterday; but I take it to 
be the same as appears in the RECORD, and if so the Journal is incor- 
rect, The statement in the RECORD is that I was present and not vot- 
ing on this last call. As a matter of fact I was in the northwestern 
part of the city at the time looking for a house 

The SPEAKER. ‘The present occupant of the chair was notin dur- 
ing the time that reeord was made up. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. And I ask that the Journal be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it is the name of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. STONE, thatappearsin the Journal, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Then Lask that the RECORD be corrected. 

The SPEAKER, The correction will be made as suggested by the 
gentleman. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio that the 
Journal be approved, and on that motion the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McAnop] calls for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 179; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 

Atlams, Caldwell, Frank, Lehibach, 
Allen, Mich. Candler, Muss. Funston, Lind, 
Anderson, Kans. Cannon, Gear, Lodge, 
Arnold, Carter, jest, McComas, 
Atkinson, Cheadle, Gifford, MeCord, 
Baker, Cheatham, Greenhalge, MeCormick, 
Banks, Clark, Wis. Grosvenor, McKenna, 
Bartine, Cogswell, Gront, McKinley, 

yne, Comstock, Hull. iles, 
Beckwith, Conger, Hansbrough, Moflitt, 
Belden, Cooper, Ohio Harmer, Moore, N. H. 
Belknap. Craig, Haugen, Morey, 
Bergen, Culbertson, Pa, Henderson, III. Morrill, 
Bingham, Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa Morrow, 
Bliss, Dalzell. Hermann, Morse, 
Boothman, Darlington, Hin, Niedringhaus, 
Bontelle, De Haven, Hitt, O'Donnell, 
Bowden, De Lano, Hopkins, O'Neill, Pa, 
Brewer, Dingley, Houk, Osborne, 
Brosius, Dolliver, Kennedy, Owens, Ohio 
Brower, rsey, Kerr, lowa Payne, 
Browne, Va. Dunnell. etcham, Payson, 
Browne, T. M. vans, Kinsey, Perkins, 
Buchanan, N. J. Swart, Lacey, Peters, 
Burrows, Farquhar, La Follette, Pickler, 
Burton, Finley, Laidlaw, Post, 
Butterworth, ick, Laws, Pugsley, 
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Simonds, 


Smith, III. Taylor, Tenn. Wallace, Mass. 
Ray. Smith, W. Va. Taylor, E. B Wallace, N. Y. 
Reed, Iowa yser, Taylor, J. Williams, Ohio 
Rife, Spooner, Thomas, Wilson, * 
Rowell, Stephenson, Townsend, Colo. Wilson, Wash. 
Russell, Stewart, Vt. Townsend, Penn. Wright, 
Sawyer, vers, Turner, Kans, Yardley, 
Scranton, Stockbridge, Vandever, The Speaker. 
Seull, Struble. Van Schaick, 
Sherman, Sweney, Wade, 

NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—1I79. 

Abbott, Crain, Lewis, Rowland, 
Ald: Crisp, Magner, Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Maish, Sanford, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Mansur, Sayers, 
Andrew, n, Martin, Ind. Seney. 
Ban R Davidson, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Barnes, Dibble, Mason, Skinner, 
Barwig, Dockery, MeAdoo, Snider, 
Biggs, Dunphy, MeCarthy, Spinola, 
Bianchard, Edmun MeUlammy, Springer, 
Bland, Elliott, McClellan, tahlnecker, 
Blount, Ellis, McCreary, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Enloe, McMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, McRas, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Flood. Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Flower, Montgomery, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, 
Brunner, Forney, Morgan, Thompson, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Buckalew, cissenhainer, Norton, Tracey, 
Bullock, Gibson, Nute, ‘Tucker, 
Bunn, ‘ht, Oates, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Grimes, O'Ferrall, Turner, N. Y. 
Campbell, Hare, O'Neall, Ind. Turpin, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, O'Neil, Mass, Venable, 
Carlisle, Hayes, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Carlton, Haynes, Owen, Ind. Washington, 
Caruth Heard, Parrett, Watson, 
Caswell, Hemphill, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Henderson, N. O. Peel. Wheeler, Mich 
Cate, Herbert, Pendleton, Whiting, 
Chipman, Holman Penington, Whitthorne, 
Clancy, Hooker, Perry, Wick 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Phelan, Wike, 
Clements, Kelley, erce, Wilber, 
Clunie, Kilgore, Price, Wiley, 
Cobb, Knapp, Quinn, Wilkinson, 
Coleman, Lane, = Randall, Mass. Willcox, 
Compton, Lanham, Randall, Pa. Williams, III. 
Connell Lansing, Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Lawler, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Lee, Robertson, Wise, 
Covert, Lester, Ga, Rock well, Yoder. 
Cowles, Lester, Va. Rogers, 


The following pairs were furnished from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, until further 
notice. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE, until further notice. 

Mr. Forney with Mr. CASWELL, until further notice. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, until further notice. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. Busy, until further notice. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER. In addition to those recapitulated by the Clerk as 
present and voting, the Chair announces the following members as pres- 
ent and declining to vote: Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. 
BARNES, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkan- 
sas, Mr. ByNuM, Mr. CARUTH, Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Cooper of In- 
diana, Mr, Crisp, Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
Dockery, Mr. DUNPHY, Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. ENLOE, Mr. FITHIAN, 
Mr. FLOWER, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. HOOKER, 
Mr. LANHAM, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. MANSUR, Mr. MCADOO, Mr. Mo- 
CREARY, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr, OUTHWAITE, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. 
Qurxy, Mr. REILLY, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. SWENEY, Mr. SPINOLA, Mr. 
SPRINGER, Mr. STEWART of Texas, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, Mr. 
TRACEY, Mr. TUCKER, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. WALKER of 
Missouri, Mr. WILKINSON, Mr. WILLIAMS of ois, Mr. WILSON of 
West Virginia, Mr. WISE, and Mr. YODER. 

The yeas are 150, nays none; and there being a constitutional quorum 
present, the Journal is approved. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rose this morning to a ques- 
tion of privilege and asked that the Journal of the House might be 
corrected, supposing that it corresponded in its statements with those 
contained in the RECORD. I had examined the RECORD and found that 
I was reported as being present in the House on yesterday, when the last 
yea-and-nay vote was taken, and refusing to vote. The Speaker there- 
upon announced to the House, upon examining the Journal, that it ap- 
33 in the Journal that Mr. Stone, of Kentucky, was present and 

id not vote and that it did not appear that I was present. I subse- 
quently examined the Journal personally and find that I am recorded 
as being present at the time and refusing to vote. 

Now, I have and all of the House have the most implicit confidence 
in any statement the Speaker makes, but there was evidently some mis- 
understanding. A misstatement has been made by the Journal clerk 
to the Speaker or the Speaker has misinformed the House of the fact. 
I want to have the Journal corrected to show the real fact, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that the exam- 
ination which the Speaker made of the Journal was made of a por- 
tion which was handed to him containing certain printed statements 
which had been pasted upon the Journal. It is customary to make 
up the Jourral in that manner. Supposing that that was the para- 
graph which was referred to by the gentleman from Missouri, and 
finding the name of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] 
therein, the Chair replied as the House heard. It is one of those acci- 
dents that sometimes occur when information is got hurriedly for a 
member, without there being any reason to suppose that the informa- 
tion was furnished to the Chair with anything but good faith. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The Speaker none the less announced me 
present, or it would not have so appeared, and the Journal has been 
approved with my name in it as being present when I was in the 
northwest portion of the city hunting a house in which to live, hay- 
ing recently been burned out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to state how it occurred, as 
the Speaker was not in the chair when the record was made. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I suppose the blind eye of the Chair hap- 
pened to be upon this side of the House, [Laughter.] ' 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be corrected in accordance with 
the statement of the gentleman from Missouri, without objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 42 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. - 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 6401) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Fanny W. Mudgett, dependent mother—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6402) ting a pension to Mrs. Harriet McMann— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6403) for the 
relief of William Millican—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Franklin 
Rives—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 6405) for the relief of Mary Kelly— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLICK: A bill (H. R. 6406) granting a pension to William 
D. Kinser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 6407) to restore to 
the pension-roll the name of Ruth S. Byron—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYNES: A bill (H. R. 6408) to restore to the ion- roll 
the name of Mary Zeller Roth to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6409) granting a 
pension to Mary A. Hooke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6410) for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 6411) to provide for an American 
register for asteamer to be named San Benito, owned by a corporation 
of the State of California—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6412) for the relief of 
Isaac H. Diehl—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6413) granting a pension to Samuel Cloyd—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6414) granting a pension to Betsey 
A. Mower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 6415) to reissue the pension certifi- 
cate of Nannie W. Metcalfe and allow her a pension as a surgeon’s 
widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6416) granting a pension to Richard M. Holdridge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: Petitions of Charles G. Burgess, son 
of William Burgess, deceased, and A. P. Reed and Henry M. Roberts, 
that their claims be referred to the Coartof Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Memorial of the common council of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to establish a navy-yard at New Orleans—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of G. B. Crawford and 50 others, citizens of 
ae protesting against option dealing—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Memorial of Whitehead Post No. 
247, Grand Army of the Republic, recommending the passage of the 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of the Columbian Iron Works and Dry 
Dock Company of Baltimore, Md., for remission of penalties in the 
eontract for building the Petrel gunboat, No. 2—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petitions of James T. House, Robert M. Lay, ad- 
ministrator of Nancy Lay, and Mrs. E. O. Linn, widow of E. O. Linn, 
that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, J. T. Crandy, ad 
34 others, citizens, Home Valley Alliance, Leavenworth County, and A. 
P. Eggleston and 18 others, of Ackerland, Kans., asking that laws be 
enacted to prevent combines and trusts—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Col. J. M. Niebling, Command No. 35, 
Ohio Veterans’ Union, of McComb, Hancock County, Ohio, for service- 
Pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SKINNER: Papers in the claims of James C. Ballance, by 
Mary E. English, executor, J. S. Davis, James M. Fercbee, Thomas D. 
Harris, and Levi T. Oglesby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of 200 citizens of Tennes- 
see for the passage of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Adam Wallace Post and Brunswick Post No. 8, 
Grand Army of the Republic, department of Tennessee, for further 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 6, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the report of the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua for 1889; which, with the accompanying 
report, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. s 

UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the report of the Govern- 
ment directors of the Union Pacific Railway Company for 1889; which, 
with the accompanying report, was referred to the Select Committee on 
the President’s Message, transmitting the report of the Pacific Railway 
Commission, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIEKS’ HOME AT HOT SPRINGS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 6, 1890, 

certain information relative to the establishment of a hospital at Hot 
Springs, Ark., for disabled soldiers; which was referred, with the ac- 
companying papers, to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of glass-stainers of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, praying that stained-glass windows be classed in the payment of 
duty as belonging to the decorative or industrial arts, and notas works 
of art; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Grand Rapids (Mich.) 
Board of Trade, praying for the location of a United States navy-yard 
at ‘New Orleaus, La.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich.) Board of Trade, 
praying for the repeal of the interstate-commerce law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Healso presented the petition of E. W. Blanchard and 33 other farm- 
ers of Michigan, the petition of Joseph Gibbons and 57 other farmers 
of Michigan, and the petition of J. MacNeil and 51 other farmers of 
Michigan, praying for legislation to prevent the sale of options on farm 
potico which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Michigan State Grange, 
favoring the passage of a national live stock inspection law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Michigan State Grange, 
favoring the passage of a law prohibiting aliens from holding real estate 
in the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. PASCO ted the petition of Rey. J. Gardner Ross, pastor 


presen 
of Bethel Church, and many other citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Blair educational bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors, citi- 
zens of the State of Illinois, praying that Congress enact a law grant- 


ing a pension to every honorably discharged soldier and sailor in the 
late war of the rebellion who served three or more months, sufficiently 
large to preserve them from suffering; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the Granite Cutters’ National 
Union, remonstrating against the reduction of the duty on granite; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Balaton, Minn., praying 
for legislation prohibiting speculation and gambling in futures on farm 
products; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. = 

Mr. CASRY presented a petition of 571 citizens of North Dakota, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the development of irrigation 
from any and every avilable source in North Dakota; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Nebraska Bankers’ As- 
sociation, praying for the passage of the bill establishing permanent na- 
tional-bank circulation; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the senate of the State of Wash- 
ington, praying for the removal of a sand-bar in the Columbia River, 
State of Washington; which was referred’ to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the house of representatives of the 
State of Washington, praying for the improvement of Nooksachk River, 
in the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the senate of the State of Washing- 
ton, praying that an appropriation be made for clearing the Palouse 
River, in the State of Washington; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a memorial, numerously signed by 
farmers of Carroll County, Indiana, remonstrating 
futures in farm products. I desire to state that I heartily concur in 
the purpose of this memorial, which I move be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, HEARST presented resolutions adopted by representatives of 
the people of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys and the city of 
San Francisco, in the State of California, praying for the appointment 
ofa commission to take charge of the Sacramento, San Joay 
Feather, and Mokelumne Rivers, in the State of California, and tha 
an appropriation be made for such purpose; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of certain Chip- 
pewa Indians of the La Pointe agency, Wis., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1998) to authorize the construction and mainte- 
nance of a high-level railroad bridge across the Detroit River at Detroi 
in thé State of Michigan, reported adversely thereon, and moved tha 
it be indefinitely postponed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1662) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Columbia River and its tributaries by the Oregon 
Railway Extension Company, to report it with the recommendation 
that it be indefinitely postponed, I will state that the only objection 
to the bill is that another bill has been reported and is upon the Calen- 
dar for the construction of a bridge at the same point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, being adversely reported, will 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act authorizing 
the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, 
Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi at or near Natchez, 
Miss., reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iask that the bill be placed on the Calendar, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee, 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1368) granting a pension to Mary H. Casler; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins; 

A bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna W. Turner; 

A bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Emily F. Warren; 

A bill (S. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Florida G. Casey; 


and 
A bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2530) for the relief of the estate 


of Bluford West, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


against gambling in 
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Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2531) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benjamin T. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2532) for the relief of 
William H. Atkins, formerly commissary sergeant, United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2533) for the relief of A. Cusimano 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2534) for the relief of the receivers of the 
Towboat Association of New Orleans, La.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2535) forthe relief of Louis Charles Per- 
8 which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2536) to authorize the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine to judgment the claim of Jasper Hanson 
for a fair and equitable compensation in connection with the rebnild- 
ing and repair of the revenue cutter Andrew Johnson; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2537) granting a pension to 
Henrietta Fogle; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I also introduce a bill for the relief of Nieholas 
J. Bigley, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, to 
be considered as a substitute for Senate bill 320, already before that 
committee. 

The bill (S. 2538) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 2539) to incorporate 
the Columbia Central Railway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, aud referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2540) limiting the appoint- 
ment of civil engineers in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2541) to reimburse certain 
Cherokee Indians for transporting themselves from North Carolina to 
the Indian Territory and subsisting themselves there for one year after 
their arrival; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 55) making an ap- 
propriation for preserving the plant and the unfinished workson the Mis- 
sissippi River and continuing the improvement thereof; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted three amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask, in behalf of my colleague [Mr. Hoar], who is 
detained from the Senate on account of sickness, that an order be made 
to print 2,000 additional copies of the bankrupt bill introduced by him. 
There is a great demand for it and great need for an extra number. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). If there be 
no objection, the orderasked for by the Senator from Massachusetts will 
be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 495) to provide certificates of honorable service to 
those who have served in the United States Navy or Marine Corps who 
have lost their certificates of discharge; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. PLATT. If there is no further morning business, I movethat the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 395, in pursuance of 
what I understood was the understanding yesterday morning. 

Mr, ALLISON. I was about to ask the Senator from Connecticut to 

ield to me a moment that I might ask unanimous consent to call up a 
bill which, if it occupies more than half a minute, I shall withdraw. 

Mr. PLATT. After Senate bill 895 is taken up, I will yield to the 
Senator from Iowa if bis bill takes no time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill (S. 895) 
to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT BURLINGTON. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2015) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to authorize the 
construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot- bridge across the 
Mississippi River ator near Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 
1888. 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with an amendment to strike out section 3, in the 
following words: 

Sa hat the Secretary of War be, anà hereby is, authorized to waive the ne- 
cessi(y such portion 3 toj hy, shore-lines, direction, and strength 
of currents, soundings, and of the stream provisions provided for in section 
5 of suid act as he . reason of the nearness of present bridge, the reports 
already or hereafter made to the War Department in reference to, or oth- 
erwise deem unnecessary. 


And in lien thereof to insert: 


Src, 8. That in case the bridge authorized at or near Burlington, Iowa, by an 
act approved August 6, 1883, be constructed in the immediate vicinity of the ex- 
isting railroad bridge, the length of spans required by said act may be so mod- 
ified as to make the clear channel-ways correspond in length and location tothe 
clear channvel-ways of the existing bridge: Provi Thatin the opinion of the 
Secretary of War the interests of navigation be not materially affected thereby, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LEWISTON, ME. 


Mr. FRYE. , Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to me for two 
minutes? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr, PLATT. I want to be courteous. I can not yield much this 
morning, because I think thatthe bill under consideration is the most 
important mattcr which the Senate can consider at the present time. 
But I understand that the Senator from Maine has a bill which will 
only take the time necessary to read it, and I yield for that purpose; 
and after that I will yield to the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and 
then I must request Senators not to ask me to yield further. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 2405) to provide jor the purchase of a site 
a the erection of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State 
of Maine. 

Isimply desire to say, in excuse for asking this favor, that the bill pro- 
vides for a building in my own city, a young, Vigorous manufacturing 
city which about a dozen years ago built the finest city buildings that 
there were in New England, at a cost of about $275, 000, with a magnili- 
cent hall and a beantiful public library; and they provided for a post- 
office in that building. That post- office the Government has had for the 
last ten years, paying not half the fair rental value ot the premises. 
A fortnight ago the building burned down, without any insurance, 
the public library and ail. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have reported a bill in favor of a post-office building there, 
and I ask as a personal favor that it may be considered now, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and 
to cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proot 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
for the use and accommodation of the United States post-office and 
other Government offices in the city of Lewiston, Me., the cost not to 
exceed $75,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a verbal amendment needed in 
line 27. The word therefore,“ after reasons, should read there- 
for.” That correction will be made if there be no objection. There 
isa blank to be filled in line 47. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to insert five dollars” in the blank; so as to 
read: 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to tbe Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

F ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. Imove that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those in favor of the motion will say 
way; the contrary, ‘‘no.’’ The “ayes™ appear to have it. The 
“ayes” have it, and the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rose, desiring to be heard a moment before the motion 
was put, and addressed the Chair. I ask unanimous consent before a 
declaration of the vote is made to say a word to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator irom New Hampshire will proceed. 
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Mr. BLAIR. The Senate almost every week 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is not a debatable one, but I am not 
inclined to raise the question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked if there was unanimous 
consent to the request and heard no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The unavimous-consent request was to speak to a 
question that had already been determined and the result announced; 
but I shall not raise any question of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that I am speaking by unanimons con- 
sent, because of strenuous efforts for recognition before the declaration 
of the vote, which were not heard, probably, by reason of my severe cold, 
and were unheeded by the Chair, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was not aware that the Senator 
from New Hampshire had addressed the Chair before he announced 
that the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iunderstand that. I found great difficulty in making 
myself heard. 

I was about to observe that the Senate almost every week since the 
commencement of the session has adjourned from Thursday over until 
the next Monday, thereby losing each week two days, certainly one day, 
of time that it is usual to give to the public business. Yesterday I 
completed a portion of my remarks upon the pending school bill, and 
I desired to complete the remainder to day and to-morrow. I have 
little hope that I "shall be able to do so to-day. 

It seems to me that at this stage of the session and in this condition 


- of the public business it would be hardly right tor the Senate to ad- 


journ, as has been its custom, from Thursday over until Monday next, 
and I ask that upon the determination of this question we may have 
the yeas and nays. 

The VICE- PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire that the yeas and nays be taken 
upon the motion that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next? 

Mr. CALL, What does the Senator from New Hampshire propose? 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to go on to-day and to-morrow, and endeavor 
te complete my remarks upon the school bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to any consent rule of calling the yeas and 
nays on a question already determined. 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit that the question is not determined. It is 
the universal custom, when a Senator rises and asks unanimons consent 
to be heard before the determination of a question, to grant him leave; 
and it was simply because the presiding officer did not understand my 
efforts that the declaration of the vote was made. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire desires to get 
the yeas and nays and consume the time of the Senate upon the ques- 
tion, let him move to reconsider the vote by which the order was made 
and he can get them in that way. If the Senate chooses to reconsider 
the vote it can do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that it 
should be understood that the Senator from New Hampshire addressed 
the Chair before the motion was put. 

Mr. FRYE. He certainly did. I heard him address the Chair twice 
before the motion was put. 

Mr. HARRIS. Addressing the Chair does not make any difference 
in the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to avoid all controversy, as I voted *‘ 

I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to adjourn 
over, so as to give the Senator from New Hampshire a chance. 

Mr. BLAIR. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to the motion to reconsider. The Senator 
from New Hampshireaddressed the Chair, I think, half a dozen times 
while the question was being put, and he certainly was in time to call 
for a division or for the yeas and nays, and he ought to have had an 
opportunity to do it. Tt seems to me that now to refuse to have it 
done by general consent is taking a new departure in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the yeas and nays are called foron the motion to 
reconsider and the majority of the Senate shall reconsider the vote, 
they may rest assured I shall abandon the matter and shall not renew 
the motion. Let the majority express its will in respect to the matter 
and I am content, 

The VICE- PRESIDENT. The Chair has already stated that he did 
not hear the Senator from New Hampshire when he addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BLAIR. And I have stated that I found no fault with the Chair 
at all. I was unable to make myself heard. 

Mr. HARRIS. I consent that the motion may be regarded as recon- 
sidered, and let the Senator from New Hampshire call for the yeas and 
nays if ‘he wants to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was abont to ask unanimous consent that that 
be taken as the order of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Tennessee that the vote be regarded as reconsidered ? 
The Chair hears none. The yeas and nays will be taken on the motion 
made by the Senator from Tennessee that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next, 

Mr. BLAIR. I will ask first for a division upon the motion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division is called for. Senators in favor 
of the motion of the Senator from Tennessee, that when the Senate ad- 
journ it be to meet on Monday next, will rise and stand while they are 
being counted. 

There were, on a division—ayes 27, noes 13. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr, HARRIS. It does not require a qnorum to make the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum is present and under the rule 
the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not require a quorum to make the order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I be permitted to make a suggestion? Isug- 
gest that to-morrow be devoted to the debate in which the Senator from 
New Hampshire is so earnestly engaged. Jam perfectly willing to give 
a day to that, if it be understood that no other important business be 
brought up after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. INGALLS. No other measures. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Let it be understood that no other measures are to 
be brought up after 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. That would give the opportunity to me to putin a 
large mass of facts, data, and evidence bearing upon the merits of the 
measure, and Senators would understand that these would be found in 
the Recorp; and their attendance would not be imperative, as it was 
found to be yesterday. 

Mr. VOORHEES. T hope that may be done hy unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the best way to do it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Les; it will solve the whole problem. 

Mr. GIBSON. I shonld like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire whether it would not be convenient for him to conclude his 
remarks on Monday? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, if that is the sense and desire of the Sen- 
ate. I thought I would make a suggestion in the direction of facilitat- 
ing the public business; and I should like to go on to-day and to-mor- 
row both, for I have no hope that 1 can get through to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, I hope it will be agreed that at the close of 
the debate to-morrow weshall adjourn until Monday; and I will vent- 
nre in behalf of the Senate generally to make a remark for the public 
that when Senators are so ready to adjourn from Thursday until Mon- 
day it is not that they may escape work, but that they may do work 
but for which the Senate would get in arrears. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill give way entirely and consent to the sense of 
the Senate if it be that the matter go over antil Monday. 

Mr. FRYE. Why. if there isunanimous consent? 

Mr. HAWLEY, Nobody objects, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nobody objects to what is proposed. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from New Hamp-hire could get through 
on Friday it would be a great deal better than to have his speech go 
over until Monday. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the arrangement will be made to go on to- 
morrow with the understanding that we shall adjourn over from to- 
morrow until Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the proposition of 
the Senator from Connecticut ? 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be put in the form of asking unanimous consent 
that after 2 o’clock to-morrow no business shall be transacted other 
than the s of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Or debate on that bill, if anybody else wants to 


speak, 

Mr. GIBSON. TheSenator from New Hampshire has expressed him- 
self as willing to go on and conclude his speech on Monday. I now 
renew the motion that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
on Monday next. 

Mr, HARRIS, The motion is still pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question before the Senate 
is on the motion made by the Senator from Tennessee that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next; and on that ques- 
tion the yeas and nays bave been ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow after 2 
o'clock no business shall be done except in connection with the educa- 
tional bill. = 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let me ask the Senator how that would be any 
33 5 5 Senate? We should all have to come here and stay until 

o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose we stay the whole day. I desire to make 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business to-day, 
and I hope theSenator from New Hampshire will agree to an executive 
session for awhile. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the understanding be that nothing shall bedone 
to-morrow except formal morning business and then debate on the ed- 
néational bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ihave no objection to that, but if I come here I 
want to stay all day. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will object to any understanding of that kind. I 


should probably occupy the day, but Ido not wish to enter into an un- 
derstanding that the Senate shall be absent in the consideration of the 
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most important bill that is likely to be before the Senate at this session. 
If Senators desire to ignore the bill and to meet the consequences, that 
is their right; they have that opportunity and that responsibility; but 
I am no party to it. 

Mr. PLATT. I can not consent that nothing but formal business 
shall be done to-morrow. I think that there is no more important bill 
than the bill which I desire to get under consideration this morning ; 
that is, providing a Territorial government for Oklahoma ; and if Sen- 
ators understood that situation as well as the Committee on Territories 
understand it I think there would be no objection to action on it or no 
desire to adjourn over until that bill should have an opportunity of 
being considered and acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the demand for the yeas and nays 
withdrawn ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihope I may be indulged in one single remark about 
this matter. I hope the Senate will take no order which means that 
the Senator from New Hampshire shall complete his very interesting 
speech when there is nobody here. I want to be here when he makes 
his speech. I do not want to be here to-morroworthe next day. My 
Fridays and Saturdays are the busiest days that I have. I have work 
to do on those days that I can accomplish at no other time. I there- 
fore hope that the Senate will adjourn over until Monday morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire with- 
draws the demand for the yeas and nays. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee, that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has not that been decided by a rising vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been reconsidered. 

Mr. HARRIS. The reconsideration was prior to the rising vote, I 
think. 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course it has been settled by the division. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a mere matter of fact, as I remember it. The 
vote had been taken, the result announced, and afterwards unanimous 
consent was asked that it be reconsidered, and then on the rising vote 
the Senator from New Hampshire asked a division of the Senate instead 
of the yeas and nays, and took the rising vote. That was after the 
reconsideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire has 
now withdrawn the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. He has withdrawn the demand, and the question is 
settled by the vote already taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is settled that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns to-day it adjourns to meet on Monday next at 12 o’clock. 


LANDS AT Sr. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. CALL. Task unanimous consent to take from the table the bill 
(H. R. 583) granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. Augus- 
tine, Fla., for a public park, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Do I understand the Senator from Florida to say that 
there is no objection to this bill, as he understands, now ? 

Mr. CALL. None, whatever. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I yield for the purpose of its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to inquire if it is a House bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a House bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Has it been before the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. CALL, The same bill has passed the Committee on Public 
Lands, à 

Mr. PASCO. Itis the same bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Identical with that bill? 


Mr. PASCO, Identical. 
Mr. DOLPH. Has it been referred and reported back by the com- 
mittee? 


Mr. CALL. It has not been. 

Mr. PASCO. It has been lying on the table to be substituted for 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. On the statement of the Senator from Florida that 

this isidentical with the bill reported by the committee I shall not object 
to its consideration. 

Mr. CALL. It is word for word the same as the Senate bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is identically the bill whose passage through 
the Senate I had suspended or rather I had it recalled from the House 
for further inquiry. I withdraw any objection or criticism, and I am 
willing to concur in the House bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 583) granting the use of certain 
ands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., fora public park, and for other 

purposes. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. In order to make the record complete the bill of the 
Senate on the same subject, which has been alluded to here, should be 
indefinitely postponed. I make that motion. 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 7) granting the use of cer- 
tain lands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park was post- 
poned indefinitely, 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PLATT. Lask that the reading of Senate bill 895 may proceed, 
commencing at section 5, where it left off yesterday. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill (S. 895) 
to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. There are twoamendments recommended by the com- 
mittee, one on page 12. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 10, line 49, after the word exercise,“ 
itis proposed to insert exclusive of any court heretofore established; 
so as to read: 

And each of the said district courts shall have and exercise, exclusive of any 
court heretofore established, the same jurisdiction in all cases arising under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States as is vested in the circuit and 
district courts of the United States. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLATT. There is another amendment on page 15, an omission 
in copying. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 11, line 34, after the word sessions,“ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘and $4 for each and every 20 miles travel in 
going to and returning from said sessions; so as to read: 

The members of the Legislative Assembly shall be entitled to receive M each 
per day during their attendance at the sessions, and 84 for each and every 20 
miles travel in going to and returning from said sessions, estimating the dis- 
tance by the nearest traveled route, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to offer one amendment on behalf of the com- 
mittee. In section 14, line 8, after the word I move to insert 
the words or other officer.’ There may be no district judge or justice 
of the peace authorized to administer oaths at the time the secretary 
has to take the oath, and there are officers there who are authorized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 14, line 8, after the word peace, it 
is proposed to insert ox other officer;’’ so as to read: 


The governor and secretary to be appointed as aforesaid shall, before they act 
as such, respectively, take an oath or affirmation before the district judge or 
some justice of the peace or other officer in the limits of said Territory duly au- 
3 to administer oaths and ions by the laws now in force therein, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. On page 7, section 5, I notice that the committee have 
substantially followed the general provisions in the Revised Statutes as 
to Territories, except that they have interpolated in line 6 the words 
“and all subsequent elections in the Territory.“ As the section reads 
in the bill it provides: 

That every citizen of the United States above the age of twenty-one years, 
inclading persons who shall have declared their intention to become citizens 
of the United States 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator desire to strike out the words and 
all subsequent elections?“ 

Mr. VEST. I desire to strike out the words all subsequent,“ so as 
to leave that question to be determined by the Territorial Legislature. 

Mr. PLATT. I make no objection to that. 

Mr. VEST. We ought not to undertake to say that they shall allow 
persons to vote at every subsequent election. 

Mr. PLATT. I make no objection to that. The word elections“ 
should be changed to election.“ 

Mr. VEST. So as to read at the first election.“ 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to read: 
shall be entitled to vote at the first election in the Territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On that same general subject I wish to move to strike 
out beginning with the word unless,” in line 22 of section 5, down to 
and including the word months,” in line 24. The words I propose 
to strike out are unless his personal domicile has been in said Ter- 
ritory for the period of six months.“ I do not believe that there ought 
to be any recognition of a right of residence acquired by military serv- 
ice in the United States, even if that service has been more than six 
months in a locality. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe that is following the laws of other Territo- 
ries, but if the Senator desires to strike it out I shall make no objection, 

Mr. PLUMB. That is one of those things which will undoubtedly 
lead to trouble and complication. The mere fact that a soldier is sta- 
tioned in a Territory, even if he is stationed there for six months or 
more, ought not to constitute him an elector in the Territory. A 

Mr. PLATT. I will consent to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand the Senator from Missouri has au 


amendment he desires to propose. 
there is one very serious question in- 
and that is in regard to persons of for- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. Presiden 
yolved in section 5 of this bi 
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eign birth. This is a copy of the general Territorial provision, and it 
uses the rather ambiguous words ‘including persons who shall have 
declared their intention to become citizens of the United States. It 
would be a great deal better in my judgment if it said and all per- 
sons of foreign birth,“ because men born in the United States do not 
declare their intentions to become citizens. 

eae PLATT. We have followed the usual language in Territorial 

8. 

Mr. VEST. That is the language in Territorial acts generally, but 
Ihave always thought it defective, and have thought so when we passed 
Territorial acts heretofore since I have been in the Senate. That is an 
ambiguous phrase, It contemplates that natives of the United States 
are to declare their intentions. It is not so. 

Mr, PLATT. What does the Senator suggest? 

Mr. VEST. Isuggest that the section should read: That all male 
citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one vears;“ and 
then say persons of foreign birth who shall have declared their in- 
tention to become citizens of the United States; and then insert as 
now required by law; so as to adopt the form that is now upon the 
statute-book in the naturalization laws. No doubt that is the meaning 
of the committee in section 5. Iwish to strike out the word every,“ 
in line 1, before ‘‘male,’’ and say ‘‘all;’’ and then make the word ‘‘citi- 
zen read citizens; so that the language shall be: 

That all male citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one 
23 and all persons of foreign birth who shall have declared their intention 

become citizens of the United States as now required by law. 

So as to have a general system. 

Mr. PLATT. The words who are actual residents” remaining? 

Mr. VEST. Ves, who are actual residents of said Territory at the 
time of the passage of this act, shall be entitled to vote at the first elec- 
tion in the Territory.” 

Mr. PLATT. I will consert to that amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, let the Senate understand dis- 
tinctly what we are doing by this provision even after it is amended. 
Any foreigner who goes into the Territory of Oklahoma, although he 
has the day before only declared his intention to become a citizen of the 
United States, is entitled to vote. I know that in some of the States 
this provision obtains, but I have always thought it was a great out- 


rage. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator state that proposition again? 

Mr. VEST. Every foreiguer who comes off an emigrant ship and 
goes into a court the day after his arrival in this country and declares 
his intention to become a citizen of the United States and then goes 
directly on to Oklahoma, if he is there at the time of this first elec- 
tion is entitled to vote. 

Mr. HALE. In other words, any resident of Oklahoma who can 
prove that he has made the preliminary declaration in any State may 
vote at once there? 

Mr. PLATT. At the first election. 

Mr. HALE. At the first election. 

Mr. VEST. He may land from any foreign country at New York, 
immediately go into the hands of a transportation company, strike Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark., or Fort Smith when the court is in session, as it always 
is at Fort Smith, for it stands open night and day, go in and take the 
oath of intention, and go over into Oklahoma and vote within three 


days. 

Mr. HALE. Although in the State where he filed the declaration 
he might be obliged to wait until he consummated it ? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of conise: this is irrespective of the State 
legislation; while a boy from Missouri or Arkansas or any other State, 
who is twenty years eleven months and twenty-nine days old, although 
he is there in Oklahoma on the day of the election, can not vote; but 
the foreigner who has come into this conutry a week or ten days before, 
who can not speak the language and who knows nothing of our insti- 
tutions and declares his intention to become a citizen, can vote at this 
election if he is in the Territory. 

Mr. PLATT. No different rule was adopted by the committee in 
framing this bill than the rule which has obtained, I think, in the or- 
ganic acts of all the Territories, and perhaps is incorporated in the Re- 
vised Statates with relation tothe Territories. It has always been in 
the organization of all Territories allowable that persons who had 
declared their intention to become citizens, and who were actual resi- 
dents of the Territory, might vote in the Territory at the first election. 
While, perhaps, in the extreme case which the Senator from Missouri 
supposed, there might be an apparent incongruity in it, no such case 
will ever exist, The people who are going to organize this Territory 
are there now, forty or fifty thonsand of them. Nobody is coming 
over to New York or San Francisco and going torush from a ship to 
a court and there declare his intention to become a citizen and then 
rush into this Territory for the purpose of affecting its organization. 
The only practical effect then is, as it has been in all the Territories, 
that those persons who have declared their intention previous to emi- 
grating to the Territory are permitted to take part in the first election, 
which is really the organizing election of the Territory, and after that 
the Legislature prescribes who may vote. So I do not think the com- 
mittee has done wrong in following the rule which has been adopted 


in relation to all the Territories, as Senators who have come from the 
States recently made from Territories are well aware. ‘i 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not know that I shall be con- | 
sidered politically orthodox in what I propose to say, but I think it 
ought to be said. Our political institutions are based upon the idea 
of the capacity of man for self-government and are supposed to rest a 
upon the virtue and the intelligence of the people of this country. It q 
secms to me that, responding to the clamor of the demagogy of this 4 
country, the right of suffrage has been cheapened until the welfare + 
of the country has been endangered. I can hardly expect to see any : 
chauge made now in the idea of permittingall men as soon as they land 3 
upon the soil of the United States and take the preparatory steps to be- 3 
come citizens to vote, though they may not understand a word of the r 
English language, though they may have no conception of the dual 
character of our Government, though they may never have exercised X 


the rights of citizens anywhere jn the sense in which our citizens here E 
exercise the right; they may be wholly unprepared to exercise that 4 
right, yet de.uagoyzues say because they can count their votes they must 85 
vote. j < 

Mr. President, common sense and respect for our political institu- F: 


tionsand for our liberty, it seems to me, demand a halt upon this dem- 2 
azogy, and we should fix some test of fitness and capacity to exercise 2 
the elective franchise before it is conferred. I do not know What amend- + 
ment to propose to this bill. Ishould certainly place a limitation that 3 
they should have been in the Territory at least one year, and my own , 3 
jadgment would be that they should not vote until they had become ] 
citizens of the United States. I think that would enable them to BS 
know the character of our institutions, to learn the duties of citizen- * 
ship, to know how to exercise those duties in the best interest of the sdl 
public. I hope very much that the chairman of the committee or some a 
member of the committee will propose to amend this section so as to dl 
reqnire some period of residence in the country after taking the pre- 
liminary steps for naturalization. sA 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Committee on Territories have no 4 
desire on this subject one way or the other. They thought it was fair 5 
to this new Territory ihat the same rale should be pursued with rela- 
tion to who might take part in the first election which had been pur- 
sued with regard to all the Territories. If the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Texas desire that a person who has not become 
a fall naturalized citizen by taking out his final papers after having d ; 
declared his intention shall not have an opportunity to vote in this Ter- F 
ritory I have no objection, as one member of the committee, to such a 4 
provision. Undoubtedly persons have gone from all sections of the ; 
country, from the State of the Senator from Missouri, who are not yet > 
fully naturalized citizens and still who may have been in the country 
for a year or two and been in this Territory just as long as anybody has 


been there; and the idea has always been that in the first election such 2 
persons were entitled to vote. I do not think the question which under- 4 
lies all this need be settled upon this bill. We have other measures ` 
which are coming before the Senate undoubtedly from the Committee $ 
on Immigration, and it seems to me no harm can come by pursuing the 4 
usual course with regard to this matter. PS 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask if it would not be agreeable to the Senator to * 
allow the bill to be amended so as to say that persons shall have de- — 
clared their intention to become citizens one year before they are enti- 2 


tied to vote. That is not what I wonld do, but it seems to me that is 5 
the lowest limitation that could be safely made. E 
Mr. VEST. I make the motion to strike out in section 5, after the * 


word years,“ in line 2, the words—and I will read now from the 


original bill without my amendment— 5 
Including persons who shall have declared their intention to become citizens 2 
of the United States, who are actual residents of the said Territory 8 


the words that I have read, including persons who shall have de- a 
If that i 


clared their intention to become citizens of the United States.“ 

is carried, then I shall supplement that with this motion, in the same ea 
section, after the word States,“ in line 16, to insert and who shall a 
have been residents of the United States for twelve months before offer- 5 
ing to vote.“ xS 


That would necessitate the foreigner who has declared his intention 
to become a citizen being in the United States twelve months. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator state his proposed amendment once 
more? 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out in line 2—I am speaking now from 
the text of the bill—the words “including persons who shall have de- 
clared their intention to become citizens of the United States,” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I submit to the Senator from Missouri 
that the other proposed amendment would not be relevant after that is 
stricken out. : 

Mr. VEST. That only applies to the first election. The first por- 2 
tion of this section is simply in regard to the first election. It provides J 
that all male citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one a 
years, including persons who shall have declared their intention to be- i 
come citizens—— : 

Mr. PLATT. The effect of that is not to allow any person who has 5 
not become a fully naturalized citizen to vote at the first election. 2 

Mr. VEST. Les; it exeludes all persons who have declared their in- T 


wots Javea, 
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tention to become citizens and who happen to be in the Territory. If 
the Senator from Connecticut, the chairman of the committee, prefers 
to put in the classification those who have been in the United States 
for twelve months, that would be infinitely preferable. so as to let those 
vote at the first election who are male citizens of the United States 
above the age of twenty-one years and foreigners who have declared 
their intention to become citizens and have been in this country twelve 
months. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to that, but I do not think the 
amendment as proposed by the Senator covers that idea. I have no ob- 
jection to an amendment which will reach that. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment I first proposed is more severe than as 
modified, because it would exclude all foreigners not naturalized. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think we ought to do that, 

Mr. VEST. It would exclude all who have declared their intention 
simply. I do not mean to exclude naturalized foreigners, for they are 
citizens. 8 

Mr. HALE. Why not, in line 3, after the words shall have,“ ine 
sert the words twelve months previously declared their intention to 
become citizens of the United States, and those who have been resi- 
dents thereof for twelve months?” 

Mr. VEST. And who have declared their intention twelve months 
prior thereto?” 

Mr. HALE. Ves, shall have declared their intention twelve 
months prior thereto.“ 

Mr, PLATT. Well, Mr, President, to extricate ourselves from this 
little confusion, I suggest that the Chief Clerk read the section as it 
will be left by the first amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 


souri, - 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Missouri, as I under- 
stand, does not insist on the amendment striking out words, but if the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Maine be accepted he is 
willing to agree to that in lieu of his first proposition, 

Mr. PLATT. But he made some suggestions before this subject came 
up by which I understood he wished to change the language, to which 
Iagreed. Let us get the language as it has been changed. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read: 


Sec. 5. That all male citizens of the United States above the of twenty-one 

ears and all persons of foreign birth who shall have declared their intention to 
Eata citizens of the United States, asnow required by law, who are actual res- 
idents of the said Territory at the time of the passage of this act, shall be entitled 
to vote at the first election in the Territory. 


Mr. PLATT. Now, taking if as it stands, I understand that that was 


agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. That was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. So I understand. 

Mr. VEST. Alter the word declared,“ in line 3— 

Mr. PLATT. After the word “declared,” in line 3? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. I move to insert twelve months prior thereto.” 

Mr. HALE. Let it read: “shall have twelve months prior thereto 
declared their intention.” That is better. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line3, after the word have,“ it is proposed 
to insert the words twelve months prior thereto; so as to read: 

That all male citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one years 
and all persons of foreign birth who shall have twelve months prior thereto de- 
clared intention to become citizens of the United States, as now required 
by law, who are actual residents of said 3 at the time of the passage of 
this act, shall be entitled to vote at the first election in the Territory, 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered as 

to if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it should come in after the word shall“ rather 
than after the word have.“ 

Mr. VEST. That is a question of the construction of the sentence. 
It means just the same either way. Now, in line 13 of the same section, 
in order to carry ont this same idea, I move to strike out the word 
“those” and insert “‘persons of foreign birth;’’ so as to read: 

And by persons of foreign birth above that age who have declared on oath, ete, 

Then, in line 14, after the word “oath,” I move to insert: 

As required by the naturalization laws of the United States. 


So that as amended the clause will read: 

The right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised only by citizens 
of the United States above the age of twenty-one years and by persons of for- 
eign birth above that age who have declared on outh, as required by the nat- 
uralization laws of the United States, before a competent court of record, their 
intention to become citizens by taking an oath to support the Constitution. 

Then we shall take up another amendment, which meets the one al- 
ready made in the first part of the section. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Secretary has the amendments as proposed, I 
ask that they be read. 

The Cnier Cierk. In line 13, before the word above,“ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word those and insert the words“ persons 
of foreign birth,“ and in line 14, after the word ‘‘oath,’’ to insert as 
required by the naturalization laws of the United States.” 

Mr. VEST. Insert that after the word record“ in the same line, 


instead of after the word ‘‘oath;’’ so as to read ‘‘on oath before a com- 
petent court of record as required by the naturalization laws of the 
United States.” 

The Cater CLERK. In line 14, of section 5, after the word record“ 
it is proposed to insert “‘as required by the naturalization laws of the 
United States, in line 15 to strike out the word such“ and insert 
“citizen,” and in line 16 to strike out the words and government;’’ 
so as to read: 

The right of suffrage and of Sea cape | office shall be exercised only by citizens 
of the United States above the age of twenty-one years and by persons of for- 
eign birth above that age who have deciared on oath before a competent court 
of record, as required by the naturalization laws of the United States, their in- 
tention to become citizens, and have taken an oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. I will accept those amendments. 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. VEST. Then after the words United States,“ in line 16, I 
move to insert: 

And who shall have been residents of the United States for the term of twelve 
months before offering to vote. 

That makes it conform to the first part of the section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 16, after the words“ United States,” it 
is proposed to insert: 

And who shall have been residents of the United States for the term of twelve 
months before offering to vote. 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘Before the election at which they offer to vote.” 

Mr. PLATT. That amendment is necessary to carry out the spirit 
of what bas already been done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentas modified will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 16, after the words United 
States,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

And who shall have been residents of the United States for the term of twelve 
months before the election at which they offer to yote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further amendments? 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Missouri has another amendment, I 
think, which he wants to add to the fourth section, f 

Mr. VEST. Yes; there are several further amendments, 

Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut to 
the clause at the bottom of page 5, line 21, which reads: 

Previous to the first election the governor shall cause a census or enumeran- 
pty 2 the inhabitants of the several counties or districts of the Territory to be 

en. 

The Senate will bear in mind that the General Government is now 
on the point of taking a complete census and enumeration of the United 
States, including all the Territories. Unless this additional census of 
the Territory is needed before the census taken by the General Govern- 
ment is completed, there ought to be a clause, I think, in line 24 of sec- 
tion 4, after the word taken,“ to this effect: 

Unless the same shall have been taken by the General Government, in which 
case such census or enumeration shall be adopted. - 

Mr. PLATT. It ought to be taken and announced.“ 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to that. The census which is to 
be taken there prior to the first election is necessary to be taken in order 
that the Territory may be properly districted for election purposes; and 
it would be the hope of the committee that that census might become 
necessary within the next thirty days, but if by any means the 
of the bill shall be delayed so that the organization of the Territory 
can not take place until after the United States census in June, it will 
be perfectly proper to have the amendment inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine restate his 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I have it written and will send it to the desk. After 
the word taken, in line 24 of section 4, on page 6, I move to insert: 

Unless the same shall have been taken by the United States, in which case 
such census and enumeration shall be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. Say taken and published.” 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that, because, if the case arises, 
the Census Office will make a special publication for the benefit of this 
Territory. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 24, of section 4, after the word taken, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Unless the same shall have been taken and published by the United States, 
in which case such census aud enumeration shall be adopted, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, on page 6, line 29, of section 4, after the word 
“entitled,” to insert “by reason of the census herein provided for;’’ 
so that it shall be perfectly manifest that the governor is to base the 
representation under this first apportionment upon the first census. 

Mr. HALE. Whichever it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, whichever it is. This says to which each of 
the counties or districts shall be entitled under this act.“ I doubt if 
that is suficiently specific. That is, perhaps, the fair intendment, but 
I think it better to make it more specific, so as to read: 


To which each of tlie counties or districts shall be entitled by reason of the 
census in proyided for, 
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Or as shown by the census herein geraes for.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, as shown by the census.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I will modify it so as to read, as shown by 
the census berein provided for.’’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In section 4, line 29, after the word entitled,“ 
‘it is proposed to insert ‘‘as shown by the census herein provided for.” 

Mr. PLUMB. And strike out the words under this act.” 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to read: 

And he shall at the same time declare the number of the council and house of 
representatives to which each of the counties or districts shall be entitled, as 
shown by the census herein provided for, x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Iunderstand that this is a case where a vast scheme of 
Territorial government is applied to a small territory, and it is the ex- 
pectation that hereafter, if anything is needed in that direction, larger 
portions of territory will be annexed. I ask the Senator in charge of 
this bill to state where it affirmatively appears in the bill that the prin- 
ciple is recognized that all this may be changed as, to boundaries. 

Mr. PLATT. On page 3 in the proviso, in lines 57, 58, 59, and 60: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to inhibit the Govern- 
ment of the United States * * * from attaching any portion of said Ter- 
ritory toany other State or Territory of the United orfrom attaching any 
portion of any other Territory of the United States thereto. 

Mr. HALE. I had not noticed that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Connecticut state what the 
number of square miles is that is included in the definition of this bill 
as it now stands? 

Mr. PLATT. There isa little over 1,800,000 acres of land, and upon 
a rapid calculation I think there would be about 2,900 or 3,000 square 
miles. 

Mr. VEST. There must be more than that. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a small area for a Territorial government. 

Mr, HALE, It would be very small indeed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think the Senator from Connecticut 
must make a mistake as to the area of this country. The land pur- 
chased from the Creeks by the last Congress exceeded the amount he 
mentioned, besides the land purchased from the Seminoles, all of which 
is included in this Territory, and I think must be four or five millions 
of acres, 

Mr. HALE. About how much in square miles? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have made no estimate. 

Mr. PLATT. I think Iam not mistaken. I read from the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Interior: 

Thus the aggregate of these two cessions— 


From the Creeks and the Seminoles- - 
is 5,439,865.60 acres. By the thirteenth section of this appropriation act pro- 
vision was made that the lands so acquired, except the sixteenth and thirty. 
Sixth sections, should be opened for settlement by proclamation of the Presi- 
dent and disposed of to actual settlers under the homestead laws only. But it 
was found upon careful examination that of all these lands so nired 3,552,- 
004.13 acres were in the possession and occupancy of yarious other Indian tribes 
under laws, treaties, or executive orders, and that only 1,887,796.47 acres were 
unoccupied and in condition to be opened. 

That makes somewhere between 2,900 and 3,000 square miles. 

Now, let me here make one observation. The plan of the committee 
has been to apply to the territory which is now open for settlement under 
the proclamation of the President the ordinary form of Territorial gov- 
ernment. At the same time we recognize the fact that perhaps almost 
‘in the immediate future other lands are to be opened, but, as we under- 
stand, an act of Congress will be required to open them, and whenever 
an act of Congress shall be passed opening these other lands they will 
undoubtedly be attached to this Territory, and so at no very distant 
~~ the area of the Territory will be very much more considerable than 

b is now. r 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much more? 

Mr. PLATT. It will eventually undoubtedly occupy 30,000 or more 
square miles. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the maximum amount that can be included 
in the Territory of Oklahoma? 

Mr. PLATT. Which has now been paid for and ceded ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. It is 5,439,865, 60 acres, which is nearly three times, 
and perhaps a little more than three times, the present area included 
within the boundaries. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the possible territory, in addition to this, 
that can be included if other Indian titles are extinguished ? 

Mr. PLATT. The Cherokee Outlet, the land occupied by the West- 
ern Cheyennes and Arapahoes, and Greer County 

Mr. INGALLS. Texas might have something to say about that. 

Mr. PLATT. And indeed all the land occupied by the Five Nations. 
There are innumerable questions if we go outside of the land which is 
now open to settlement; and the committee, recognizing the fact that 
there must be a government down there or there will be bloodshed and 
anarchy, thought the only thing to do was to relegate these questions 
to the future and provide this government for the land now oecupied. 

Mr. VEST. These limits do not include No Man's Land ? 

Mr. PLATT. They do not. I ought to have mentioned that. 


Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer me a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly, 

Mr. DAWES, Do the 5,000,000 acres that the Senator speaks of now 
include the area that was embraced in the two acts of last year? 

Mr. PLATT. They do. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 14, section 11, line 8, after the word peace, 
I move to insert the words or other officer.“ 

Mr. PLATT. That amendment has already been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment has been, adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB, Very well, Then I move, in line 44 of the same sec- 
tion, on page 15, to insert the words 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow mea word as to the matter about 
the Territory? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, but I want to offer an amendment in order to 
get these formal matters out of the way, After the word Assembly.“ 
in line 44, on page 15, I move to insert ‘‘of the courts;’’ so that the 
pledge of the United States shall be given to defray the expenses of the 
courts as well as of the Legislative Assembly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 11, line 44, after the word Assem- 
bly,“ itis proposed to insert the words of the courts;’’ so as to read: 

To defray the expenses of the Legislative Assembly, of the courts, the printing 
of the laws, and other incidental expenses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it seems to me very clear that the Sen- 
ate ought not to agree to this scheme and paraphernalia of an entire 
Territorial government for an area which covers not more than 3,000 
square miles, unless it is most affirmatively and distinctly stated, and 
becomes a part of the bill, that it is in contemplation hereafter to add 
largely to the lands that are covered by this Territorial scheme. Other- 
wise, as certain as fate, Congress will be met at every subsequent at- 
tempt to add to this Territory with the resistance of the inhabitants of 
the territory covered by this act. The natural tendency is to do that; 


and the point ought to be covered if it is not. I only call the atten- 


tion of the Senator in charge of this bill, who has given so much time 
and faithful study to the subject, to the point that it ought to be stated 
as clearly as human language can put it that this is in contemplation 
only preliminary to the extent of the territory that Congress means 
shall be covered by this organization; and if that is not done the dif- 
ficulty I have indicated will surely arise, 

Mr, EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Hesays the natural tendency of the people of these 
3,000 square miles would be to resist an expansion of the area of their 
political geographical organization. I do not quite see why that should 
be, and very likely the Senator can tell us why that would be the case. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me to answer—— 

Mr. HALE. Iam only making suggestions. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Vermont had been pressed, as I 


have been, night and day for the past four weeks, to incorporate other 


territory into this bill, I do not think he would have any fear that the 
people within the proposed Territory of Oklahoma would want to re- 
strict their lines to the present boundaries. j 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the people of the adjacent territory 
will desire to be brought under the privileges which this bill grants 
to this small portion of land. That I do not doubt. Tecan understand 
what the Senator from Connecticut has said in that regard. But that 
Congress will be met with opposition on the part of the favored inhab- 
itants of this small Territory to whom has been applied an entire Ter- 
ritorial scheme I have great fears, because the more it is extended the 
less become the power and the privileges of electing a Territorial Dele- 
gate and having an entire Territorial assembly, a governor, secretary, 
and all the other officers of a Territorial government for a compara- 
tively small territory. Not many States will consent to-day under 
any circumstances that more territory shall be added to them. Dis- 
memberment is not all that States or Territories fear. I repeat that 
the right reserved ought to be put in very strong language. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that that point appears with sufficient em- 
phasis in the bill to meet all the difficulties suggested by the Senator 
from Maine. The trouble that the committee had to contend with was 
this: There are the 6,000,009 of acres of what is known as the Cherokee 
Outlet. The Indian title has not been extinguished in that territory. 
Then there are eight or nine million acres—I forget the exact quantity 
of land—that belong to the Choctaws and Chickasaws, which it is con- 
templated to bring in and make a part of this Territory to which the 
chairman of the committee has referred. It is utterly impossible to 
inclnde those sections in this bill until the Indian title has been ex- 
tinguished; but the committee thought, and I, for one, still think, there 
will not be the slightest difficulty about extending the Territorial gov- 
ernment over these parcels of land when the Indian title has been ex- 
tinguished; and, as is suggested by the Senator from Missouri, I doubt 
very much if we can bind any subsequent Congress by putting in a 
section such as is suggested by the Senator from Maine, So, as has 
been suggested by the chairman, it is a mere question for the Senate to 
determine whether or not they will permit this Territory to remain there 
in its present abnormal condition, without any government whatever 


è 
> 


1084 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 


except that which the people impose by their own self-control, and run 
the hazard and risk of violence and bloodshed, because they are both 
imminent. Thecommittee became perfectly satisfied that it was of the 
test consequence that some form of government should be estab- 
hed there, and this is the best that can be done under existing cir- 


cumstances. E 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senators will not object to the amendment 
I have suggested, if in the line of what I have stated, to come in at the 
end of section 1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the end of section 1? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, at the end of the proviso: 

Or from attaching any portion of said ‘Territory to any other State or Terri- 
tory of the United States, or from attaching any portion of any other Territory 
of the United States thereto. 

Now I ask that my amendment be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the proviso it is proposed to in- 
sert the words: 

Without the consent of the inhabitants of the Territory hereby created. 


Mr. PLATT. I do not object to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that is implied anyway. 

Mr. PLATT. That is implied anyway. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Government has absolute jurisdiction over this 
territory, and can do what it pleases with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to add 
without the consent of the inhabitants of the Territory hereby cre- 
ated; so as to read: 


Or from attaching any portion of said Territory to any other State or Terri- 
tory of the United States, or from attaching any portion of any other Territory 
of the United States thereto, without the consent of the inhabitants of the Ter- 


ritory hereby created. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, on page 3, section 1, by inserting, 
after the word excepting,“ in line 45, and in place of what occurs 
alter that word in that line down to and including the word control,“ 
in line 52, what I send to the desk, and I will state the purpose of the 
amendment. 

In the first place, I think the description of that excepted tract of 
land i 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be reported. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 45, after the word ‘‘ except- 
ing,” it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word 
„control.“ and in lieu thereof to insert: 

The plots or inclosures of ground, each containing one acre, more or less, now 
held, occupied, or used by the Government for land office or other purposes at 
Guthrie and Kingfisher, and the tract of ground now heldand used for military 
purposes at Guthrie, the quarter-section of land now held and used for like pur- 
poses near Oklahoma City, and the tract of land known as the timber reserve. 
already reserved from settlement, which are hereby reserved for Governmen 
use), together with all that tract of land bounded on the east by the one hundreth 
meridian, on the south by the State of Texas, on the west by the Territory of 
New Mexico, and on the north by the State of Coloradoand the State of Kansas, 
and known as the Public Land Strip, are.” 

Mr. PLUMB. The word is,“ in line 52, before the word ‘‘organ- 
ized,” should be stricken out. 

The CHIEF CLERK. So as to read: 

Thence up the said river, along the middle of the main channel thereof, to a 
point o ite to the place ot beginning, and thence north to the place of be- 

ing (saviog and excepting the 19 5 or inclosures of ground, each contain- 
ng one acre, more or less, now held, occupied, or used by the Government for 
land office or other purposes at Guthrie and Kingfisher, and the tract of ground 
now held and used for military purposes at Guthrie, the quarter-section of land 
now held and used for like purposes near Oklahoma City, and the tract of land 
known as the timber reserve, already reserved from settlement, which are 
hereby reserved for Government use), together with all that tract of land 
bounded on the east by the one hundredth meridian, on the south by the State 
of Texas, on the west by the Territory of New Mexico, and on the north by the 
Stateof Colorado and the State of Kansas, and known as the Public Land Strip, 
are Grganized into u temporary government by the name of the Territory of 
Oklahoma, 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, Mr. President, let me say in the first place 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator ought to divide his amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

In the first place, there is what is known as the timber reserve, which 
has been in existence for a considerable period of time for the purpose 
of supplying Fort Reno with fuel 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and tempo- 
rary support of common schools. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire whether he 
will not be willing to let the educational bill be laid aside for a little 
while, that we may conclude the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, I feel that I must press the education bill. I am very 
sorry to do it just now. The Senator from Connecticut perhaps might 
call up his bill and have it considered to-morrow by reconsidering the 
action of the Senate to adjourn over until Monday. If the strong 
friends of that bill had seen the necessity of its passage in a light which 


could have induced them to stay here and work to-morrow, I should 
Lave felt that there was more sincerity in the claim that there is any 
great need of passing it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 187) to create a new division in the northern judicial 
district of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 525) to establish two additional land offices in the State 
of Montana, 

i Ne mesig also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ng bills: 

A pill (S. 881) to provide an American register for the schooner barge 
Mexico, of Pensacola, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1023) to provide an American register for the steamer Ber- 
nard, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 1093) to provide an American register for the steamer Ja- 
maica, of New York. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 835) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors who are 
totally helpless from injuries received or disease contracted while in the 
service of the United States, with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


WISCONSIN CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] informs 
me that a measure under his charge must immediately pass, in order to 
relieve existing starvation among the Indians. I would be glad to help 

“the Indians, but I wish the Senate would do something for the children 
of the white people. I yield to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). Does the 
Senator yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield with the understanding that there is to be no 
debate on his bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of a joint resolution which has already passed the House 
of Representatives and which was favorably reported this morning by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 3 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the re- 
lief of certain Chippewa Indians of the La Pointe agency, Wis., was 
consideréd as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that it has been the practice of the Chippewa 
Indians of the La Pointe agency, for a number of years, to contract for 
entting and selling timber on their reservation to provide food and 
other necessaries of life; that permission to do so has been denied them 
by the Interior Department during the present winter, until proper 
legislation can be had on the subject; and that the failure to contract 
for cutting timber has already resulted in suffering, and some means 
must be provided for immediate relief. It is therefore proposed to ap- 
propriate $75,000 for the purpose of purchasing food and clothing for 
the Indians of the La Pointe agency, and in expending the money the 
Secretary of the Interior is authorized to make the purchases, in, his 
diseretion, either under contract or in open market. The amount ap- 
propriated is to be reimbursed to the United States out of the moneys 
hereafter realized from the sale of land or timber of such of the bands 
of Indians as shall have received the benefit of this appropriation. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me ask whether that relates to the purchase of 
land or simply the purchase of timber. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is to purchase supplies. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is to purchase supplies to be reimbursed out 
of the proceeds of sales either of land or timber hereafter. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 187) to create a new division in the northern judicial 
district of Georgia was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. G 

The bill (H. R. 525) to establish two additional land offices in the 
State of Montana was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, before proceeding with the continna- 
tion of my remarks, I wish to call attention to a few communications 
that have come to me since the adjournment yesterday. Ihave herea 
petition of Rev. J. P. Patterson and Rev. J. L. Gray, representing 184 
members of their churches at Ocala, Fla., praying for the e of 
the educational bill. Ialso have a petition of the Florida Annual Con- 
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, asking for the passage of 
the same bill. 

I have received also a communication from the Freedmen’s Aid and 
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Southern Education Society, or its representatives, which I shall read. 
I should say that it is addressed to myself, and dated at New York 
February 5, yesterday, which is the home office, It is one of those in- 
stitutions or organizations which give vent to that Northern charity 
~ which has responded in some thirty millions or more in the establish- 
ment of schools already at the South. Mr. Chadwick, secretary, 
says: 

z New Nonk. February 5, 1890. 

Dean Sin: I haye taken a deep interest in the bill presented by yourself and 
now pending in the Senate. 

I sincerely hope that the measure may pan. It means larger opportunities for 
nil the illiterate of our country. As by far the greater number of illiterates are 
in what are known as the Southern States, these States will, of course, be spe- 
cially benefited should the bill pass. 

I trust, dear sir, that your earnest and continued efforts may speedily be re- 
warded by the 1 of the bill, Which means better common-school advantages 
to the multitudes now jn mental darkness, May the day soon dawn, and the 
midnight of intellectual gloom throughout our land be dissipated. 

I have just returned from a trip among some of the institutions supported 
by the Methodist Episcopal Church, Our schools in the South are full, 


I call attention to what this witness, who knows, says in regard to 
the Southern accommodations for their children. 


Thousands of boys and girls are waiting for the glad time when they may 
have all of the advantages of public-school instruction, Our work just now is 
largely in the teachingand training of teachers, and wecan not begin to meet 
the demand for thoroughly qualified men and women. 

These millions of ignorant young people must be educated; the passage of 
your bill will greatly facilitate this blessed work. 

One or more of the conferences of my church, just held in the South, have 
forwarded resolutions asking Congress to quickly pass this educational bill. 

Your addresses and labors for the accomplishment of this desired end, I as- 
sure you, are highly appreciated by people both North and South, 


Yours truly, 
JAS, S. CHADWICK. 

Hon. H. W. BLAIR. 

I also received last night a telegram from the Boston Committee of 
One Hundred, which is known as an organization of great power de- 
voting itself to the vindication and firmer establishment of the com- 
mon or public school system of the country. This organization sends 
me this telegram: 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate: 


The Boston Committee of One Hundred heartily approyes of the scope and 
object of the Blair educational bill. 
J. B. DUNN, Secretary. 


a I understand that this was the action taken ata meeting held yester- 
ay. 

Resuming my remarks where I was interrupted by the motion to go 
into executive session yesterday, I will proceed, 

I was speaking with reference to the arrested development of the pub- 
lic-school system of the country and of the evidence which comes from 
various pacts of it, all parts of it I might say, from the North as well as 
from the South, that the public-school system is threatened as an in- 
stitution of the country, 

Such testimony comes from every source, while in New York and 
Connecticut and in other localities of the North the same intolerable 
and disgraceful truth, that illiteracy is gaining upon the Republic, 
seems to be conclusively established. I doubt whether the condition 
is being improved in a single State as a whole, and I look with appre- 
hension for the revelations of the census of 1890. 

Whatever they may be it isclear that a tremendous upheaval of pop- 
ular emotion and sentiment is indispensable, and extraordinary effort 
is necessary, and will be for years to come. in order that the country 
may be raised to that high altitude of intelligence and virtue where the 
citizen must live if his liberties and happiness are to be preserved. 

It is sometimes said that it is better for every State to educate its own 
children. But they do not do it, they will not do it, and many of 
them can not do it; while the nation as a whole can at least aid them 
to perform the great work. 

Suppose it even to be their fault. Does that better the condition of 
the helpless child or of the nation which is to suffer from his ignorance 
in all time to come? Can he educate himself in his A, B, C's? Do we 
withhold the gospel because it is not called for? But education is 
called for, and from all over the Southern plains we hear the Mace- 
donian cry. These are not the voices of aliens, but of our on country- 
men, our kin and the partners of our own destiny; nay, their condition 
determines ours. Not a single Northern State but has received, and 
prospered in receiving, national aid in money, funds, and lands. The 
enemies of public schools comprehend far better than many of the poor 
tools they use that the great question of the permanence and universal 
dominance of the public school as the system of education for the chil- 
dren of the Republie is literally to be determined by the fate of this 
bill. Without the temporary aid of the nation the public schools of 
the South will fail and the education of the children of that great sec- 
tion will fall into the hands of those who believe in the denominational 
and the parochial school—either thus or permanent ignorance must pre- 
vail. - This is the death of the Republic, The nation must take its 
choice. The decision is forced upon us. With malice toward none, 
with charity for all,” I am for the public school. The American Re- 
public shall educate the American child. The common school is the 
cradle of the Republic, 


Boston, February 5, 1890. 


To come to the final question. Have we the money? Yes; just now 
we have a surplus, and itis enough. Remember that it will cost no 
more to give proper education by the exertions of the States and nation 
combined than for the States to perform the work alone, while it will 
equalize both the burden and the benefit. But this is no question of 
asurplus, This bill has been pressed upon Congress and the public for 
many years, It antedates the surplus and should be passed whether 
there be a surplus or deficiency. The children must be educated or 
there will soon be neither surplus nor nation. It is a question of ex- 
istence, and to talk about the trifling burden of $10,000,000 a year to 
be taken out of the $300,000,000 which we expend, in order to vitalize 
the public-school system of the country, as a serious matter, is an- 
worthy of a great or even of a small people. The expenditure of this 
money will return tenfold in national wealth, to say nothing of the 
preservation of our liberties and form of Government. 

The capital and labor and civilization of the North are to-day far 
more seriously than by foreign competition threatened by the increas- 
ing production and the cheap labor of the South—cheap because igno- 
rant—which can not consume that production at home because low 
wages leave nothing wherewith to buy. If the Southern laborer and 
farmer and mechanic were intelligent, his wants would increase and 
his wages go up and the producer could sell to people at home. Thus 
the increasing and diversified industries of the South would build up 
the fortunes and improve the condition of the whole people of the Sou 
instead of seeking a market in the North, where already both capi 
and labor suffer from insufficient returns. 

This bill isa more important economic measure than the tariff, and 
to the North it is even more vital than to the South. The tariff may 
protect us from the cheap productions of foreign lands, but the law must 
be forever free trade among the States, and nothing can long protect us 
from the cheapcommodities of the South but to increase the general in- 
telligence and thereby better the condition of her whole people, so that 
with their increased wages and consequent purchasing power they may 
absorb at home their increasing production and leave the present mar- 
ket to the labor and capital now fixed in the North. Then the South 
would be a home market to herself. Thus, by giving knowledgeto the 
South shall we bless that great section of our beloved country, relieve 
our own industries, and save the whole. 

I wish now to call the specific attention of the labor and the capital 
and the intelligence of the North to this view of the great question in- 
volved, There is substantially no disagreement in the country upon 
the proposition that two systems of labor, two forms of civilization, 
have prevailed during the history of our country down to and includ- 
ing the period of the war: free labor at the North, slave labor at the 
South, Free labor at the North, coupled with the sovereignty among 
the masses of the people who performed that labor, enabled them, as a 
result of their intelligence and the exercise of their sovereignty in ac- 
cordance with that intelligence, to secure from the production of their 
own hands a larger proportion of the results of production or of the 
values produced than in any other partof the world. So the laboring 
people of the North have come to have distributed among themselves 
a general condition of wealth and a sufficiency of supply for the higher 
and numerous wants of their more elevated civilization. 

Thus it has come to pass that what is necessary for the existence and 
comfort and happiness of the average man and the average family at 
the North requires and receives a much larger amount of expenditure 
than is the case at the South with the masses of the peoplethere. La- 
bor and capital at the North have larger returns than at the South. 
At all events this is true of labor; and if the returns of capital are no 
longer larger at the North than at the South, still it is true that until 
very recently that has been the case. 

We have found at the North—the Republican party and all that large 
section of the Democratic party at the North which believes in the 
doctrine of protection--that it was an indispensable condition to its 
life, development, and continued prosperity that there should be pro- 
tection as against the competition of the cheap capital and cheap la- 
bor, and the cheap production which results from their combination, 
in foreign lands, 

We have established the protective tariff as against the cheap labor 
and the cheap capital and the cheap production of Europe. That tariff 
is the only defense that Northern capital and Northern industry, which 
are fixed in the North and must remain there, have at the present time; 
and upon the fact that there is such a tariff is based the further fact that 
there is hope of their continuance in prosperity undisturbed for the fut- 
ure. We have fenced out Mongolian competition by excluding from 
this country the Mongolian himself. When in future time, as will be 
the case, manufactures, productions of every kind, in all the diversified 
industries which appertain to our civilization, shall be found in Asiatic 
countries (which must result from the fact that we have excluded the 
Mongolian laborer), we shall hereafter protect ourselves against the 
cheap productions of the Asiatic continent only by virtue of this same 
protective tariff. 

In stating these propositions I appeal to that all-prevailing sentiment 
at the North which is behind the protective tariff, and I say that every 
reason which is behind the protective tariff as the source of prosperity 
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to the Northern people is behind this bill as the source of protectiou 
and prosperity of that same Northern people against the coming com- 
petition of twenty-five million people at the South. Do we not know 
that the surplus capital of the North, that the surplus capital of the 
world, is now pouring in vast streams of beneficence into the South 
for investment? Is not every coal mine, every iron mine, every water- 

wer, every forest being developed all over the South, and is not every 

dustry being established there which prevails at the North? That 
is one of the great facts of our time in which we rejoice. It is an un- 
disputed fact. It is in the reports of the public prints. It is like the 
—.— of the sun. We all rejoice in this increasing prosperity of the 

u 

But, Mr. President, what is the ultimate and inevitable result of all 
this? The surplus capital of the North and of the world is being there 
invested, not in the cotton business, not in any one exclusive industry, 
but in all; and as we make hats and agricultural implements and all 
the forms of iron manufacture which the diversified skill of the world 
can create, and so of every other industry that appertains to our civiliza- 
tion, we see at the South the erection of the factory and the forge, the 
shop and every other business place, the counterpart of which we find 
in our highly enlightened and prosperous civilization north of Mason 
and Dixon’s line. Why does capital go there? Because it is more 
profitable to invest there in those industries than at the North. Why 
more profitable? They have the great natural resources given to them 
by God, and of which we can not divest them if we desired, and of 
which we do not desire to divest them. 

But, after all, this would not induce the migration of capital and 
skill to another section of the country unless there were more profit 
there than in remaining where theynoware. What is the great source 
of the increased profit of investment in the Sonth at the present time? 
The fact that all kinds of ordinary labor at the South cost not more 
than 50 per cent., paid in the same medium, that they costat the North. 
The common citizen of the Sonth is not accustomed to theexpenditures 
in the maintenance of himself and his family which arefound to be in- 
dispensable at the North. His dwelling may cost him 10 per cent., 20 

cent., possibly, of the average dwelling at the North. Food, cloth- 
— and shelter are vastly less expensive there than at the North; yet 
they supply his wants; and his muscles are as vigorous, and his capac- 

to perform like labor in all the various industries and forms of 
production at the South is as great or certainly will be as great, with 
a brief period of training, as that of the corresponding citizen of the 
North. 

So we are confronted with this great fact, that the capital of the 
North. and of the world and the skilled labor which go to the South 
are rapidly building up there a form of competition with the indus- 
tries and the capital invested at the North far more dangerous than 
would arise if we cut down the protective tariff and allowed ourselves 
to he inundated by the surplus productions of Europe to-day. 

Is there any escape from this position? It must be free trade, it is 
free trade, it ought to be free trade forever among the States of one 
common country. So it will be inevitably, and yet here is this great 
fact. Labor isatleast90 percent. ofthe cost of all production, and many 
economists place it as high as 95 or 98 per cent., and probably it is so, 
for there is beyond labor nothing in production but the crude material 
in the bowels of the earth or upon its surface and the operation of the 
forces of nature, which cost us nothing. So probably it may be well said 
that 98 per cent. of all production is labor. 

We find at the South that labor, which is-93 per cent. of production, 
costs not more than 50 per cent. of what it costs atthe North; and 
there is no way to avoid it. Nobody desires to avoid it except for the 
benefit of the laborer himself. As a necessary result of the process 
which is now going on at the South of the diversifying and building 
up of her industries everywhere throughout that immense region of 
that great continent—as it would be if it were located wholly by itself 
which lies south of Mason and Dixon’s line, and as a result of the 
process which must continue to go on, is the almost immediate cer- 
tainty in the near future of the prostration of the labor, the capital, and 
the industries of our northern clime., Either that will be so or the 
of the protective tariff is false. Iam for free trade with 
the whole world if there be no way to protect us against the conse- 
quences of the inevitable and the overwhelming competition of the ris- 
ing industries of the South. What object is it to New England or the 
North anywhere that we maintain a protective tariffsimply that we may 
be ruined by the increasing production of the South rather than by the 
cheap production of foreign climes? We may as well buy our com- 
modities abroad if we are to be met by an equally ruinous competition 
right here within our own country. 

The protective tariff, if it be an institution that should be main- 
tained by the Republican party or by the Democratie party—which is 
for protection in the North where it has capital invested—should be 
maintained against cheap labor and production wherever they are 
found. The reasons that are behind the protective tariff apply with in- 
finite force to the enactment of this educational bill. Now, I want 
to show why this assertion is the truth and why it is that I make the 
assertion that the educational bill, or those consequences which must 


flow from its enactment into law, are the protective tariff of the North 
as against this rising competition of the entire South, 

It you educate the masses of the common people at the South they 
will get the same wages that the common people receive at the North. 
They come, then, with the increase of intelligence and capacity, to ac- 
quire knowledge, to read newspapers, to read books, and in all the ways 
that increasing intelligence adds to the importance of the ordinary indi- 
vidual to comprehend what the Northern citizen receives for labor like 
to that which they perform. If the Northern workman gets $2 for 
his day’s work and they but one, they will inquire, * Why am I notre- 
ceiving that amount when I perform a corresponding amount of labor 
and produce a corresponding amount of result?“ With intelligence will 
come that combination which establishes prices and gives rewards; and 
so the farmer and the operative and the mechanic at the South will 
demand and will receive of that which they produce an equal propor- 
tion in distribution to that which is received by the laborer, the me- 
chaniec, or the producer at the North. 

What is the result of that? I fancy I hear some Southern gentle- 
man saying: Well, now, this education bill is to put an end to our 
industries, is it? Is it to put an end to our Northern market for that 
which we are to produce, wherein we find our prosperity?’ By no 
means at all; for as you increase the wages of the common people you 
increase their power to consume, and it makes no difference where 
the money which is to purchase the article produced is found, whether 
it be in existence in the South, where the article to besold is produced, 
and thus the market be found atthe South, or whether it is transported 
to the North and sold in the markets of the North in competition with 
the production which finds its location there. It is just as well, in- 
deed it is far better, for the South toselltothe South. It is just as well, 
it is better, in other words, for the South to have the wealth which 
she herself produces than it is to find her market elsewhere and have 
the common people of the South work forever at low wages and remain 
upon the level of the civilization that is occupied by the cheap labor 
in other parts of the world. 

No, Mr. President, in this process of education by which the masses 
of men, white and colored, come to understand their rights, and as a 
result of which they comprehend what belongs to them for the labor 
which gives production in that great region—as a result, I say, of the 
education which this bill would provide, we should find the industries 
of the South developing far more rapidly than they do now. The in- 
ducement which common education will offer to those who would em- 
igrate to the South, and who have been accustomed to the advantage 
of schools and will not go where they fail to abound, that form of en- 
couragement and the increased skill which would result among the 
common people from their intelligence and the education which is de- 
rived from skilled labor coming from abroad will multiply the produc- 
tion of the South with an almost infinite rapidity as compared with the 
rate at which it is now increasing, and the wages which will be received, 
being simply the proportion which labor gets of the thing produced, 
the increased wages which all forms of production give to those who 
are the producers who work, will enable the common individual who 
parr that work to purchase increased supplies for himself and for 

is family, and thus make a market for all the diversified industries of 
the South exactly as the common people of the North are the market 
for that which they produce all over that land. 

We can not educate the people of Europe. If we could educate the 
people of Europe, very soon production in Europe would be shared to 
the same extent by the wage laborer there that it is in the northern 
part of our own conntry. Cost of production would be the same there 
that it is in the North if they were upon exactly the same level of ciy- 
ilized development, and the thing which one can produce his neighbor 
would consume, and that which the neighbor produced he would con- 
sume, and thus there would be a market in Europe for all which the 
people of Europe could consume. But as it now is, they are able to pro- 
duce a given thing at a lower rate than we can in this country, and 
but for the protective tariff they would take the market of the North, 
where prices are higher. 

That is just the case at the South. If things are to continue as they 
are; if we are to establish and develop these industries, and labor is to 
remain 50 per cent., as it is in many departments, less than corre- 
sponding labor of the North in time to come, and we have free trade 
between all sections of the country, the trifling cost of transportation 
will be no protection to us whatever, and we shall find, as we are now 
finding in some localities, in Pittsburgh, in Philadelphia, and in other 
parts of the North, that the production of the South with thischeap labor, 
every particle of which should be consumed there and ought to be con- 
sumed there for the general benefit of her people, will be simply inun- 
dating the Northern market and destroying that market which alone 
is the hope and support of our own people. 

But if, on the other hand, we give to the masses of the South, not the 
employers, not the owners of the mines, not the owners of the planta- 
tions (for they do not require it), but the common people of the South— 
and I am thinking of the white quite as much asof the colored in mak- 
ing this statement—if we give to the common people of the Sonth the 
intelligence that this bill would carry to them, if it should prove as benef- 
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icent as I should hope in its operation, and as it would prove in its opera- 
tion if the amount which it gives to them were sufficient, we shall not 
only vastly increase the production of the South, but weshall find that she 
will make her own markets at home, she will build her own railroads 
with her own money, she will establish her educational institutions, 
her institutions of a charitable character and for the general benefit of 
society with her own money, and she will educate gradually herself 
and build up a civilization there which to the common individual means 
as much as the civilization now existing at the North. 

I should hope and I believe that the time would be not far distant 
when both sections of the country might climb to an altitude compared 
to which that we now occupy is very low indeed, for I believe that the 
human race is capable of a degree of development of which we now have 
no conception. If we could establish here in this country of ours con- 
ditions which should render homogeneous and elevated the state of the 
common people in all sections of our great land and start for once with 
an equal and a fair chance for all, the civilization and attainment of 
this country which we may witness would be but the harbinger of an 
infinitude of blessings of which we can not now conceive. This is a 
branch of the subject that I would gladly dwell upon and in regard to 
which there is a vast amount of fact. 

Mr. President, before I proceed to put in the mass of evidence which 
bears upon and, as I think, proves the need of this bill, I want to dwell 
for a few moments upon some objections which haye been made to the 
form of the bill. 

Conceding for the time being that the argument is forthe appropria- 
tion, and that the aid should be rendered, the question would of course 
arise, In what way shall this benefit be given? Two general ways have 
been proposed. One is the establishment of a system of schools under 
the supervision of Federal power. That is the idea which with a cer- 
tain section of the Republican party finds mòst favor. By another and 
the larger proportion of the Republican party that is opposed. Those 
who favor the development of a national system of schoolsat the South, 
or a system of schools which, being paid for with the national money, 
shall be under the direct supervision and absolute control of the national 
agency or power, say that if we give this money to the South, to be ex- 
pended by the authorities of those States, there is great question as to 
the proper expenditure of the appropriation with a view to the accom- 
plishment of the desired end. I have no sympathy with that view of 
the subject. 

I have come, I think, to understand the Sonthern situation so wellas 
to know that school money at the South isexpended with as strict fidel- 
ity to the purposes to which it is dedicated by law as it is at the North, 
and whatever amount we might give to the South, adding to the school 
funds of the States to be appropriated for the education of the children 
of the South, I should give it with the utmost confidence that it would 
be as well expended there with a view to the end provided by law as 
if it were being expended in my own State. But there are those who 
have apprehensions on this subject, and they say that any bill which 
sppe a remedy to this evil by the use of money from the national 

sury should insure its application by the use of national force or 
supervision. 

There are objections to that of the most serious character to my mind. 
We have some instruction in history. We must take existing facts. 
We know the state of mind which prevails in all portions of the country 
when there is an effort made by national power to interfere with ex- 
isting institutions in the States. The common school is a State insti- 
tution all over this country. It is a State institution at the South as 
it is at the North. When, some years ago, the suggestion was made 
that there should be national schools established throughout the South 
and throughout the country, the expenditure to be made for the re- 
moval of the existing illiteracy under national supervision, the com- 

laint was as strong from the North as it was from the States at the 
uth. That jealousy for local institutions which prevails at the South 
prevails almost equally at the North, and whenever we are touched 
upon any point wherein we may be reasonably and properly sensitive 
we manifest our opposition, our alertness, our vigilance as quickly as 
the people do in any other part of the country. 

So it is obvious that if s national system of schools is to be interjected 
where a State system now prevails, however inefficient it may be for 
one cause or for another, that system would go there to fight local feel- 
ing, to fight local pride and sense of independence. Of course we occa- 
sion opposition; and as we found when we undertook to provide a sys- 
tem of schools by virtue of the enactment of the law establishing the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, so now we should find that we are establishing a 
school which would do no good and which would be destroyed in blood. 
What became of the school-houseat that time? Itwasburned. What 
became of the teacher? Mobbed orslaughtered; and the school disap- 


peared. 

Now, after these twenty-five years in which the Southern country and 
the Northern country as well have been in possession of themselves, 
when they have common-school systems, when they are endeavoring 
in good faith to do the best they can with all the money they can get 
to educate their children, is it possible to conceive after this long lapse 
of time that the national power can peacefully establish in a great sec- 


tion of this country a national system of schools, a system of schools 
which, paid for by Federal money, should be under Federal supervision 
and control, without that local resistance which would render thelaw 


inoperative and the school itself utterly void or worse than void? In 


my belief it could not be done; the proposition is untenable. One 
would hardly think it could be made seriously with any other purpose 
than in some way to accomplish the defeat of the entire object. States- 
men are not apt to take such superficial views of questions as this 
would imply, and an effort of that kind persevered in might, I think, 
justly be subjected to the criticism that after ten years of debate, in 
which this has been a prominent subject of diseussion, a proposition of 
that kind was not made in the best faith, with a view to an alleviation 
of the great wrong and evil under which the country is suffering. It 
must mean simply no bill whatever, no appropriation whatever, but 
merely to defeat all movements in the direction of giving national aid 
to the education of the people at large. 

Mr. President, look a little further. Take the condition of the col- 
ored man, with reference to whose interests this proposition is specially 
made by those who claim to be his special friends. What is the trouble 
with the colored man down South? Is it not that he is surrounded by 
a white environment, double hisown numbers, that is prejudiced against 
him, that is determined he shall not have his rights, looking at the 
subject from our Northern standpoint, and whenever he undertakes to 
assert them at the ballot-box, whenever by increasing intelligence he 
becomes dangerous, or is supposed to be dangerous, in the community 
where he lives, he meets with white opposition, white violence? That 
white environment, two to one, which surrounds him is the real source 
of his danger; and unless that can be modified he has no remedy, and 
any association of causes which does not modify that leaves the colored 
man worse off than he was before. 

We are supposed to go there with national schools, simply for the 
benefit of the colored man, to do him alone a particular good. Do we 
not ourselves excite beyond all possibility of management or control 
the local white prejudice against him? Most certainly we do. Sup- 
pose we educate the whole colored population of the South—probably 
seven millions of them, six and one-half millions, at least, south of 
Mason and Dixon's line--suppose we educate them all and do nothing 
for the white children, for those of our own blood, the more numerous 
population who are and are to be the recruiting ground of all violence 
and of all obstacles which the colored man meets in his efforts to ascend. 
Sir, I say that unless we accomplish something in the way of ameliora- 
tion of his immediate white surroundings we shall leave him worse than 
we found him. 

If, on the other hand, we pursue a course which shall not excite the 
local prejudice, which shall piece ont the poor means of the people 
struggling to do justice by the colored as well as by the white child, 
if we pour assistance into the school funds of the various States of the 
South, requiring as a condition, as the bill does require, that the en- 
tire fund shall be distributed in such a way (the State fund and the 
national fund being one fund and all under the control of the State) 
as to produce an equalization of school privileges to all, whether they 
be = or colored, then we have done something for the good of the 
whole. 

If we have given the white child the opportunity which we give the 
black child, and his nature is transformed by the mighty influence of 
intelligence, as well as the nature of the colored child at his side, that 
white environment, as I have expressed it, changes under the light and 
the warmth and the beneficence which come with increasing intelli- 
gence. It is a higher form of civilization to the white child as well as 
to the colored, and the whole community is transformed equally—per- 
haps more rapidly the white with his supposed superior natural abili- 
ties than the colored; and the colored man finds that his increasing 
intelligence, instead of being a curse. is indeed a blessing. Under no 
other conditions can that be the case. If you make the colored chil- 
dren of the South universally intelligent and if you do not change their 
surroundings, within which they must forever live, there is no way for 
baie but to suffer from increasing violence or to quit the country en- 

y. < 

I am addressing these remarks to those residents of the North or those 
statesmen of the North, the friends of the colored man, who would do 
something in the way of education for his immediate and specific good, 
and I ask their earnest attention to this view of the subject, and whether 
it be not the true view of the subject, that any effort to give increasing 
intelligence to a class of people at the South while we neglect those of 
our own race can but work harm to the whole. It can not be done, 
because it would be met with that amount of opposition, perhaps of 
violence, which would render it an impossible thing; but, if itcould be 
done at all, such, in my belief, would be the result. 

Mr. President, there is still another view of this subject which T 
wish to present to the Senate. Of course nobody contemplates any- 
thing but temporary national aid to the common schools of the coun- 
try. When once this emergency has passed, when once this appalling 
evil shall be removed, when once throughout all sections of the coun- 
try the common school sufficient for the general education of the le 
is every where , when that is done then this national t- 
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ance must cease, for a community which has once tasted of this heav- 
enly gift and known the real benefits, the saving influences, the self- 
defensive influences of education and will not maintain itself by edu- 
eating its children—the community that fails in this regard is hardly 
worthy of consideration. It is hardly worth while to burden the na- 
tional Treasury or any other treasury with further effort to preserve and 
perpetuate a community like that. So when the common school has 
once been everywhere established by virtue of assistance during this 
emergency from the national Treasury, everybody contemplates that 
this benefaction shall cease, and that the parent living in the community 
and the State which is inclusive of that community shall educate the 
children of that community and that State for all future time. 

Assuming then, as the bill provides and as reason provides, that na- 
tional support to education must cease when this condition of homo- 
geneity that I have alluded to has once been accomplished, what would 
be the result to these schools which we are proposing to establish at the 
South, if maintained wholly by national money and by national super- 
vision? Let us look at it fora moment, The property of the South is 
in the hands of a comparatively few individuals. Probably one-tenth 
of the people of the South own at least nine-tenths of the property, and 
the othernine-tenths of the people have at least nine-tenths of the chil- 
dren and are without the means, both white and colored, for the main- 
tenance of schools for their education. We goin there with national 
money and educate these poor people, the white and the colored, for 
ten years; for I assume thatitis not in the bosom of any man, North or 
South, to undertake to furnish for those who are without schools, by 
national powerand by national supervision, the means of education which 
shall include the colored children and exclude those of our own blood. 
The result would be, if we carry out this theory, that throughout the 
South the common-school system would have fallen under the control 
and would be maintained by the support and money of the National 
Government, and at the end of ten years we take away that support. 

Who, then, will maintain these schools? Not, certainly, the one- 
tenth of the people there who have the property, or the two-tenths, it 
may be by that time, if increasing wealth should change the propor- 
tion. We should have instructed them that they are under no obliga- 
tion to educate the children of their own part of the country; that we 
had destroyed the theory of the public-school system, which is that all 
property shall endure taxation for the benefit of all children, no matter 
who owns that property or whois the parent of the child. That theory 
we should by this course of legislation and of action have completely 
destroyed, and should have instructed the property-holdersof the South 
that they may educate their own children from their own money, and 
that the masses, white and black, around them must take care of them- 
selves unless the nation in its paternal function shall see fit to educate 
them. 

But the nation is withdrawing its help. What, then, is to become of 
those schools, white and colored, the schools of the poor people who 
form the great mass of the population of the South? There is no remedy 
but for the nation to take upon itself permanently the education of the 
children of these 25,000,000 or to allow them to pass for all time with- 
out education and to leave this little, intelligent aristocracy owning the 
property, possessing the intelligence, to dominate the South as that aris- 
tocracy has done hitherto in the history of this country. Those 2,000,- 
000 people down South, its old aristocracy, who had the money, who had 
the land, who had the education, and who furnished to the liberal in- 
stitutions of this country as many students and as large a number of 
graduates as did the entire North prior to the war, those men and their 
power would be perpetuated by a policy like this for all time to come, 
and you would have a property aristocracy, a moneyed aristocracy, es- 
tablished forever in the South. 

That sort of public-school legislation would be simply destructive 
to theexistence of our institutions ; for with a portion of our own coun- 
try controlled by a class participating in our national deliberationsand 
determining our national policy, you can not succeed; you can not carry 
on this country permanently half-aristocracy and half-free. You can 
not on this country permanently with every Southern State, as it 
is to-day, not a republic, but an oligarchy. You must either get gen- 
eral intelligence into the sovereignty of the South or you must abandon 
the sovereignty based on manhood and allow the power to be assigned 
to those who, by virtue of knowledge and intelligence, wield it to-day 
as they have in the past. 

We have believed—I have, at least—in universal s I believe 
in it to-day. I believe any community of ten thousand people can fur- 
nish intellect enough to rule this country, and a very few people, if 
they have the opportunity, have the native intellectual power to de- 
termine the policy, the course, the history of nations, But we have 
believed in universal sovereignty, and there is no way in which the in- 
dividual, as a rule, can obtain his rights, can obtain prosperity and 
happiness, which are wrapped up in the fact that he has a realized 
sovereignty, unless you give him intelligence and spread intelligence 
1 That is essential in order that he may defend himself 
in own rights. It is essential in order that you may maintain the 
theory of republican institutions. These conditions do not prevail at 
the South to-day. They do not prevail fully in the North. Nothing 


but universal education can make them prevalent both in theory and 
in fact anywhere. 

Unless we pursue that policy with reference to our public-school 
system at the South which shall reach the masses of the people there 
and shall overcome this opposition which we are meeting with from so 
many there who represent the old-fashioned bulwark of ideas, we shall 
very soon have perpetuated in this country that solid aristocracy of 
which we now complain, and its reflex influence upon the North, where 
the common-school system is to-day trembling in the balance, will be 
such that very soon, before the younger men in this Chamber, and, I 
apprehend, before the older men in this Chamber shall have passed 
away, the public-school system of the United States, which is the Re- 
pablis; will have felt its death wound, if it shall not, have already 

led. 

Mr. President, I have offered these few suggestions to justify, or, as 
I think, to demonstrate, the necessity that any national measure of 
support to the schools of the country should be based upon the theory 
that the people in the locality are to become interested in that benefi- 
cence and to see to its expenditure under their own Jaws, subject to 
those conditions which shall insure the application of the appropriation 
to the specific end for which itis designed and which must be accepted 
before the State shall receive it. 

By the provisions of this bill only one year’s appropriation is received 
at a time, and it is to be expended in such a way as to produce an 
equalization of school privileges to all children, white or black, irre- 
spective of race or color or of previous condition in life. It is to be ex- 
pended by the local authorities in compliance with that condition. The 
next annual appropriation will be made as provided in the bill and dis- 
tributed to be expended in the same way, and so with each successive 
amount until the whole eight years, the entire period, has elapsed. 
There is no opportunity for great loss. Even if these unjust suspicions 
should be found to be correct, notwithstanding that, the loss would be 
exceeding trifling, for it would end with a single year. The Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] has introduced a bill proposing to 
expend as much money to carry these people to Africa as the first appro- 
priation under this bill which would reach the South. Every year we 
Jay out $10,000,000, or about that sum, for the improvement of our 
rivers and harbors, and here are these great, I had almost said oceans, 
certainly gulſs and rivers, of illiteracy flowing all over our land, which, 
it seems to me, require as much attention as do accommodations for our 
ephemeral, our vanished commerce abroad. 

But, Mr. President, I can not spend more time upon this branch of 
the subject now. I wish to proceed to introduce evidence to demon- 
strate the existing condition of education in this country. It is not con- 
fined to the Southern States, although we have got into the habit of 
speaking more of them than we do of the Northern States. We have 
a pretty well developed feeling of self-complacency, not to say self- 
righteousness, on our part in the Northern States, so that we consider 
a suggestion that our schools are deficient or that we are failing at all 
in our duty as surplusage, if not offensive. The evidence which I shall 
give to the Senate applies to both sections of the country, and as a basis 
of the case I will put in such tables and such information from the cen- 
sus of 1880 as are immediately at hand. 

I wish to say before I proceed to this, that of course, during the last 
eight or nine years, there have been some modifications in the situation, 
some changes, but it must be obvious to every man who will reflect for 
a moment that the condition of sixty millions of people can not be essen- 
tially modified in the course of seven or eight years. What was true 
in 1880 as to the condition of education in this country must be, from 
the necessity of the case, practically und substantially true to-day. 
There may be 8 here and there, but there will be corre- 
sponding falling back and deterioration in other directions. There 
may be on the whole a little average improvement, but we are to 
consider the enormous increase of population, so that when it shall 
appear that there is a somewhat larger expenditure for the mainte- 
nance of schools in this country we have to remember that the popu- 
lation has increased at least fifteen millions, or 30 or 31 per cent., since 
the year 1880. So these returns, which are sworn returns taken by the 
officers of the country, I look upon as a substantial statement of the 
condition to-day. I will later on give the evidence of such modifica- 
tions of the situation, such improvement and such deterioration, as the 
investigations of the Bureau of Education afford to us, and from other 
sources, 

The first table that I introduce is a tabulation of the provisions of 
the bill, showing the distribution of the money among the States and 
Territories, as proposed by the education bill, according to the relative 
illiteracy therein by the last census. So in this immediate connection 
I wish to introduce a table which has been prepared showing the popu- 
lation of the whole country, of each State and Territory, except the 
District of Columbia, and how the whole amount proposed to be ap- 
propriated by this bill, $77,000,000. during the next eight years is to 
be distributed during that period. This table shows the wholeamount 
distributed in that time to each State and Territory that receives any- 
thing under the provisions of the bill, and the amount received by the 
whole country,in each State and Territory, during each year of the en- 
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tire period covered by the bill: $7,000,000 to the whole country the 
first year, $10,000,000 in the second year, $15,000,000 in the third 
ear, $13,000,000 in the fourth year, $11,000,000 in the fifth year, 
„000,000 in the sixth year, $7,000,000 in the seventh year, and $5,- 
000,000 in the eighth, and the amount proposed to be distributed to 
each State and Territory during each of these years, successively, under 
the provisions of the bill. As to the new States which have recently 
come into the Union, under a provision of the bill their population is to 
be ascertained by specific inquiry by the Secretary of the Interior, which 


will give them a larger proportion than appears in this table, which was 
prepared before the admission of those States. a 

It appears from this table that the entire 8 of the paate 
in 1880 was 50,155,783. Then follow the population of each State 
the number of persons who could not write in the year 1880 in each 
State, so that the distribution is based upon the number of illiterates; 
that is to say, the number of persons who can not write, as revealed by 
the census of 1880. This will be found to be an important table for 
reference in considering the provisions of the bill. 


DISTRIBUTION OF MONEY AMONG THE STATES AND TERRITORIES, AS PROPOSED BY THE EDUCATIONAL BILL, ACCORDING TO THE RELATIVE ILLITERACY THEREIN 
SHOWN BY THE LAST CENSUS, 


Preliminary computation of amounts to be received by the Slates and Territories, excluding the District of Columbia, of $77,500,000 distributed on the 


basis of the number of persons who could not write in 1880, as per Senate bill 194, except that the new Slates received more on account of their in- 


crease of population, 


[Prepared in the Bureau of Education, January, 1886, at the request of Hon. H. W. Bratr.] 
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The next table which I shall introduce is one showing the illiteracy 
revealed by the census of 1880. I perhaps need hardly call special 
attention to this, but it shows the total population; the total popula- 
tion who can not read, ten years of age and over; the percentage of 
the total population who can not read ; the total population who can 
not write, ten years of age and over; the percentage of total popula- 
tion who can not write; the total white population; the total white 
population who can not write, ten years of age and over; the percent- 
age of total white population who can not write ; the total colored pop- 
ulation; the total colored population who can not write, ten years of 

and over; and then the percentage of the total colored population 
who can not write. 

The average total of the colored population, ten years of age and over 
who can not write is 47.70 per cent. That is almost one-half of the 
colored population of the country. It varies of course in different States 
and in different localities. In one State it is almost 70 per cent, of the 
colored population who can not write, and is 51, 49, 41, 26, 47, 53, 42, 
and percentages of that description, almost one-half, sometimes largely 
exceeding 50 per cent., as you will observe in the column. The con- 
dition of the white population is also revealed, the percentage of those 
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in 
1880. | Whole time. | First year. leecond year. 


Quota of each State and Territory for the— 


Third year. Fourth year: Fifth year, Sixth year, Seventh Eighth 


Dollars, Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars, Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. 
„155, 783 6, 214, 180 7, 000, 000. 00 7, 000, 000. 00/10, 000, 000. 00 15. 000, 090. 00 13. 000, 000. 00 |11, 000, 000. 00 9. 000. 000. 00 7.000, 000. 00 5. 000, 000. 00 
ee _ —̃̃ͤ— eee a | O — 
«| 1,262,505 | 433,447 | 5,370, 848.45 488, 258. 95 697,512.78 | 1,046,269.14 | 906,766.59 | 767,264.07 | 627,761.49 | 488,258.95 | 348,756.39 
40, 440 5, 812 72, 888. 30 6,580.75 9, 401. 08 14, 101, 61 12,221.40 10, 341. 19 8. 460, 96 6,580.75 4, 700.54 
802.525 202,015 503,170.97 | 227,561.00 825, 087.14 , 630. 422, 613. 29 357,595.86 | 292,578.43 | 227,561.00 | 162,543.57 
861,694 | 53,4 662,051.95 | 69, 186.54 $5,980.77 | 128,971.25 | 111,775.00 94, 578. 85 77,832.69 | 60,186.54 | 42,990.39 
194, 327 10,474 129, 783. 50 11, 798.50 16, 855. 00 25, 282. 48 21.911. 45 18, 540.50 15, 169. 49 11, 798. 50 8, 427.50 
622,700 352, 202.22 32, 018. 33 45, 740.55 68, 610. 83 59, 432. 72 50,314.61 41,166. 49 32,018. 38 22, 870. 28 
135, 177 4, 821 50,737.00 5. 430.61 7, 758. 06 11, 687.09 10, 085, 48 8, 533. 982. 5, 430. 64 3, 879, 08 
-| 146, 608 19, 414 240, 559, 17 21, 869.02 31, 241, 45 46, 862, 08 40, 613, 80 #4, 365. 60 23,117.31 21, 869, 02 15, 620. 73 
2259. 493 80,183 | 993,548,79 | 90, 322. 62 129, 032, 31 193,548.46 | 167, 742. 00 141, 935.54 | 116,139.08 | 90. 822. 62 64,516. 16 
1.542, 180 520,416 6, 48, 482.63 585,225.70 837. 465.28 | 1,255, 197. 92 1,088, 704. 87 921, 211.81] 753,718.75 | 586,225.70 | 418,732.64 
4 32,610 1,778 22, 031,23 2, 002, 84 2, 861. 20 4,292. 24 718.61 3.147. 82 2575.44 2,002. 84 1, 430. 60 
«| 3,077,871 1, 801,616.46 | 163. 783.31 233, 976. 16 850, 964, 24 304, 169. 01 257,373.78 | 210,578.54 163,783.31 | 1186, 988. 08 
1.978, 301 110,761 1,372, 41.28 124, 767,39 178, 239.12 267, 358. 68 231,710, 86 196, 063,04 | 169,415.21 | 124, 667.39 89, 119. 56 
«| 1,624, 615 J 577,532, 81 52, 502. 99 75, 004. 27 112, 506. 39 97,505. 54 82. 504. 69 67, 503. 52, 502. 99 87,502.14 
«| 996,095 | 39,476 | 499,147.72 44, 467, 97 63,525. 68 95, 238,51 82,583. 33 69, 878,25 | 57, 173. 10 44,467.97 | 31,762.84 
.| 1,648,690 | 318,392 | 4,316,930.63 | 392, 448.21 560, 640.34 840, 980. 12 728, 832. 36 616,704.33 | 504,576.30 | 392,448.24 | 280,320.16 - 
.| 939,046 | 318,380 | 3,945,051.48 | 358,641.04 512,344.35 768, 516,52 656, 047. 66 663, 578, 7! 461,109, 91 | 358,641.04 | 256,172.17 
618, 980 170 2274. 708. 81 24,973.53 85, 676,47 53,514.79 | 486.379. 41 39,244.12 | 32,108.82 | 24,973.53 17, — 7 H 

By | 984,943 | 134,488 | 1,665, 412. 88 151,494.81 216, 421.15 S24, GAL. 7: 231,357.50 238,063.27 | 194,779.04 | 151,494.81 | 108, 210. 

* 1. 783.0 „980 1. 152,116.61 | 104,737. 87 149, 625. 54 214, 438.31 181,513.20 164,583.09 | 134,662.98 | 104,737.87 74. S12. 77 

i i 1,638, 937 63,723 789,592. 67 71,781. 15 102, 544,50 153, 816, 76 133, 307.86 112,793. 96 92, 290. 05 71.781. 15 51, 272. 25 
ota... 780, 783 34,546 423, 060. 02 33,914.55 55,592, 2¹ 83, 383. 31 72, 269. 87 61,151.48 50, 032, 99 38, 914.55 27, 796. 
. — — 1, 131, 597 201 4,624, 339.33 420,304.48 | 600,583.55 800, 815.13 789,732. 72 660. 619.91 | 510,507.19 | 420,894.48 | 300,281. 

8 2, 168, 880 | 208,754 | 2,585, 674. 03 | 235.142. 18 335, 931.65 503, 897.50 436,711.19 369,524.86 | 302,338.51 | 235,152.18 | 167.965. 
Montana 89,159 1,707 21, 151.46 1. 922. 88 2, 746. 95 4, 129. 40 3,571.02 3,021.64 2,472.23 1, 922. 86 1,378, 47 
Nebraska 452, 401 11,528 142, 813. 83 12, 985. 78 18, 551,12 27, 826. 66 21,116.46 20, 496. 24 16, 696. 00 12,985, 78 9, 275.56 

eres 62, 266 4,069 50, 419. 04 4,583.55 6, 547. 93 9,821. 88 8,512.30 7.202. 72 5,893. 13 4. 583. 55 3, 273, 90 

New Harapshire.. 316, 991 14, 392 177, 216. 30 16, 110. 57 23, 015, 1L 31,522. 76 20, 919. 74 2, 316, 62 20, 730. 59 16, 110, 57 11,507.55 
New Jersey. 1,131, 16 53, 249 659, 809.18 59, 982. 6 85, 689.50 128, 534. 26 111, 398. 38 94, 258. 46 77,120.55 59, 982. 65 42, 844. 75 
New Mexico Territor 119, 565 57, 156 708, 220. 88 64,383.72 91,976. 78 137, 965. 09 119, 569. 75 101. 174. 41 82. 779. 06 64, 383.72 45, 988. 37 
ew York 5,082,871 | 219,600 | 2, 721,066.98 | 247,269.73 353, 385, 32 530, 077. 98 „400. 92 388, 723.86 | 318,016. 79 | 247,369.73 | 170,692.66 
North Carolina. .| 1,899,750 | 463,975 | 5,749, 121.37 | 522,647, 41 746,639. 14 | 1, 119, 958, 70 970, 630, 88 $21,303.06 | 671,975.23 | 622,647.41 | 373,319.57 
8 ans 3, 198,062 131,847 | 1,633,718.21 | 148,519. 84 212, 171.20 318, 256.78 275. 822,55 233,388.32 | 190,954.07 | 148,519.84 | 106,085.60 
Q: > „| 174,768 7.423 91. 978. 52 8,561.68 11, 945. 26 17,917. 88 15, 528. 84 13, 139.79 10, 750, 73 8, 361. 68 5, 972. 63 
Pennsylvan | 4,282,891 | 225,014 | 2,825,324. 98 256, 817,72 366, 925, 32 550, 387. 98 477, 002, 92 403,617.86 | 330,232.78 | 256,847.72 | 183,462.66 
Rhode Island 276, 531 24,793 307, 210. 44 27. 28. 22 39. 897. 46 59, S45. 19 51. 886. 70 43, 887. 21 35, 97. 71 27, 928. 22 19, 948,73 
South Carolin 995,577 | 369,548 | 4.582,792.26 | 416,617.48 595, 167. 82 892, 75L 83 773,718.27 654,634.01 | 535,651.04 | 416,617.48 | 297,583.91 
Tennessee .. 1,542,359 | 410,722 | 5,089, 262.62 | 462,669.24 669, 943. 20 991,414.78 859, 226.15 727,087.52 | 594,848.87 | 462,660.24 | 330,471. 60 
Texas.,... 1,591,749 | 316,432 | 3,920,913.78 | 356,445.71 509, 209. 58 763, 814,36 661, 972. 45 569, 130,54 | 458,288.52 | $59,446.71 | 254, 604.79 
Utah Territory. 143, 963 109, 333. 10 9. 912. 10 14, 203, 00 21. 304. 50 18. 463. 90 15, 623. 30 12. 782.70 9,942.10 7, 101. 50 
Vermont 286 196, 235. 51 17,839. 68 25,485. 26 38, 227, 89 33,130.54 285,133.79 22,936.73 17, 839. 68 12, 742. 63 
Virginia. . 5,332, 498. 25 484, 772. 57 692,532.24 | 1,033, 798. 35 900, 291. 91 761,785.47 | 623, 279. 01 484,772.57 | 346,266.12 
Washington Terri 48, 188. 66 4,380.79 258.27 9, 387.40 8. 135. 7 6, 884. 10 4,332. 44 4,380.79 3. 129. 13 
` West Virginia .... 1, 057,895.33 | 96,172, 30 137, 889.00 206,083.51 178, 605. 71 151,127.91 | 123,650.10 | 96,172.30 | 68, 694.50 
Wisco: 633,420.03 | 62. 583. 64 89, 405. 20 134,107.64 | 116,226.61 98, 345.58 80,464.67 | 62,583.64 | 44,702.60 
6, 889. 40 | 626. 31 894,73 1. 182. 08 1,143.14 984. 20 805,25 626. 31 447.36 


ten years of age and over who can not read, and it is very large in many 
of the States, 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know if the Senator has the statis- 
tics of the illiteracy of colored people, incapable of reading and writing, 
between the ages of ten and twenty-one. 

Mr, BLAIR. Those statistics are in the census. 

Mr. GEORGE. Between the ages of ten and twenty-one? 

Mr. BLAIR. Between the ages of ten and twenty-one, The distri- 
bution of money by this bill in the States, I should say, is based upon 
the number of illiterates, that is, those who can not write, between the 
ages of ten and twenty-one years. This money, I ought perhaps tosay 
here now, as I think Lobserved yesterday, issent to the State upon the pro- 
portion of illiterates ten years of age and over, as revealed by the census, 

Mr. GEORGE. In 1880? 

Mr. BLAIR. In 1880. When the money reaches the State itis there 
distributed within the State according to the relative proportions of the 
white and colored who are illiterate between the ages of ten and twenty- 
one years, inclusive, 
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cng 8 8 * p 23 as * 22 
345 33 35 3 ao AR ass] 2° [a8e | 
8 act 2 aga | 8 A FER TEE A 8 5 25 
5 FERETE 3p: SF 285 s$s 85 $38 
- EN 4 y 
States and Territories. 2 8285 28. 123 288 85 8285 3 5 E 1225 cap 
E 8 T * 3 223 E 
ü „%% ꝶ „ P Paji, T faldi 
= asg Be 22 8 bes | 2 2828 $42 8 83 8 
S 285 | 588 88 BRS 3 Saba See 8 sue 8 
£ — À = Š | & & A | í E | Be 
= i i * Bai = z) Seg oa 
1. 20,508 370,279] 29.33 43447) 3433| 662,185) 11,7 16.83 | 600,320 | 321,680 53,58 
40,440 | 5,498 13.59 5842| 1445| B., 100 481 13.72 5.20 1,018 10. 28 
802.520 153,229 19.00 202,015 | 25.17| 591.531 98,042 10,0 210,994) 10347 49.04 
$4,604 | 48,583 | 5.62 53, 430 6.18 | 787,181 26, 090 3.50 7,513 | 27840 28.04 
194,327 | 9,321 4.80 10, 474 3.0 191,126 9, 906 5.18 3,201 568 17.74 
622,700 | 20, 986 3.37 28, 424 4.50 610,769 26, 763 4.38 11, 931 1, 061 13.92 
135,177 | 4.004 2.29 4,821 457 183147, 4.157 3.18 2.00 664 32.71 
146,608 | 16,912) 11.54 19.14 14.24 120,100 1 40 6.95 26,448 11,008 41. 85 
177,624 | 21541) 1213 25,778 | 14.51 118,606 3, 988 3,38 59,618 | 21,790 36,05 
269,493 | 70,219 | 26.06 30,183 | 2.75 142, 605 19,763 | 13.86} 126,888 | 60,420 47. 62 
1,542,180 | 446,683 | 23.96] 520,416 33.75 | 816,906 | 128,564 15.7 725,274 | 391,482 53. 08 
2.610 1,3% 4.24 1,778 5.45 | 29,013 T% 2.70 3,597 | 994 27.63 
3,077,871 | 96,809 3.15 — 145,397 4.72 3.031181 134420 4.37 46,720 | 12,971 27.76 
1,978,301 70.005 3.54 | 110.761 5.00 | 1,938,798] 100, 398 5.18 30.50 10,365 26.23 
1,624,615 | 28,117 1.73 46, 609 2.87 1.614.600 44, 837 2.75 10,015 | 2.272 22, 69 
996,096 | 25, 503 2.56 39,476 3,96 | "952,155 24,888 261 43,941 11.588 33.20 
1,648,690 | 258,186 | 15.66] 348,992] 21.13 | 1,377,179 | 214,497 | 15.58} 271811 133,8% 49.31 
939,946 | 297,312} 31.63] 318.30 33.87 484.864 58,951) 12.80 784,992 259,429 53.49 
643,936 | 18,181 2.80 22,170 3.42 | 646,852 21,758 3.36 2 084 412 19.77 
934,943 111.887 1.91 134,488! 14.98 | 724.693 44, 316 6.12} 210,2 | 90,172 s 
1,783,085 | 75,635 4.24 92, 939 5.21 | 1,763,782 90, 658 5.14 19.8 2.22 12.03 
1,636,937 | 47,112 2.88 63, 723 3:89 | 1,614,560 5S, 92 3.65 2 “4; 792 21,41 
780,773 | 20,551 2.63 34, 546 4.42 | 2776.81 33,506 | 4.81 80 1,040 26.74 
1,181,597 | 315,612 | 27.89 373,201} 3298| 479.858 58.4% 1113| 652,109 818,753 10.00 
2.168.380 | 138,818 6.40 | 28.754 9.63 2.02. 826 152,510 7.54| 145,554) 556.244 33. 64 
39,159} 1,530 3.91 1,707 4.36 25, 885 1 1.78 21 17856 28.51 
452,402] 7,830 1.73 11,528 2.55 449, 764 10, 925 2.43 , 638 22, 82 
62,266 | 3,703 5. 95 4, 069 6.53 | 556 55 3.58 8.210 2.157 24.73 
346,901 | 11,982 3.45 14,302 4.12] — 316,220 14, 208 4.10 762 | 94 12,34 
1,131,116 | 39,136 3.46 53, 249 4.71 | 1,092,017 44, 049 4.03 39,099 | 9,200 23.53 
119,565 | 52,994] 44.82 57,456 | 47.80 108,721 49,507 | 45.05 10,844 7,509 69,71 
5,082, 871 | 166, 625 3.28 219,600 4.92] 5,016,092 | 208,7 4.15 | 80 11,425 17.09 
1,399,750 367, 850 26.28) 463,975 | 33.15 22 192032] 22.14 522,808 271, 943 51.07 
3.188.062 85,754 271 131,847 4.12 3,117,920 | ~ 115,491 3.70 80,142 | 16,358 20.41 
174,768 | 5,376 3.08 7,423 4.25 143.075 £ 2.60 1693 4.080 26. 34 
282.801 149,138 3.41] 228,014 5.32 | 4,197,016 200.901 5.00 8 18,083 21.00 
276,531 | 17, 456 6.31 24,763 8.97 | 939 23,514 8.72 6,502 1.449 18,95 
+97 1 5 508, 57. ool, A h 72 Al 5 
995,577 321,70 32.82] 300.848 37.15 391,103 50,77 | 15.28) 604,472 | 310,071 51.30 
1,542,359 | 394,385 | 19,09] 410,722 | 23.6 1.133,81 210,27 18.99 528| 194,495 48. 20 
Log | 256,225 | 1630| 316,492 | 19.88 | 1,197,287 | 128,912] „ % 197,520 48.80 
143.903 4.851 3.37 $, 826 6.13 425 147 5.71 1,540 44.74 
3385 12,993 3.91 15, 837 4.37 | 331,218 15, 681 4.73 1.008 150 14.61 
1,512, 360,495 | 23.88 430,352] 28.45 „858 114,00 13,02 |- 631,707 | 315,660 49.97 
75,116 | 3,191 4.25 3, 889 5.18 67,199 1,429 2.15 2.817 2.400 31.07 
618,47 82.041 8.4¹ 88.70 13.80 592,537 75.7 12.70 25,920 | 10,139 39,12 
1,315,497 | 38, 693 2.49 55, 558 4.22 | 1,309,618 54, 233 4.14 5.85 1,325 22.54 
20, 427 2.05 566 2.67 19, 437 374 1.92 1.852 182 13,46 
l 
923,451 9,82 | 6,239, 958 | 12.44 | 43,402,970 | 3,019,080 6:96 | 0, 752, 813 3, 220, 878 47.70 


* Including Indians, Chinese, Japanese, etc. 


The above table, prepared at the request of Hon. H. W. BLAIR, chairman of the Senate Committee on Education, is respectfully submitted to the Superintendent 
of the Census, with the statement that while its figures are believed to be in most instances correct they are entirely preliminary, and therefore subject to such 


changes as may result from the final revision. 
HENRY RANDALL WAITE, 
Special Agent Statistics of Education, Illiteracy, Libraries, Museums, and Religious Organizations. 


The above is more convenient for comparison than the tables in the Compendium of the Census, volume 2, pages 1645-1056, 


‘There was an idea, which was invented and seized upon by the op- 
ponents of the bill, that the money carried by the bill to the State upon 
the basis of illiteracy as it exists comparatively between the States was 
to be expended upon the illiterates in the States, who would range all 
the way from ten years of age to one hundred, or it might be more, 
according to the age of the illiterates. Of course there never was any 
such absurdity in the bill. The bill from the ng provided that 
when in the State the money should be applied to the maintenance of 
the common schools there, to the children who by the laws of the 
State sheuld be in attendance upon the common schools, and this 
basis of illiteracy is merely the means of apportioning the money 
among the States, and was adopted simply because it was necessary to 
have some mathematical basis, some method ascertained by authority 
of law which would determine the proper amount to go to the various 
States. 

It was found that there was nothing more exact or more just in its 

than the relative illiteracy as revealed by the returns of the 
census, which show not alone the number or the condition of the people 
in the matter of educatien or of ignorance, but also their relative ability 
to bear taxation; and it was found that wherever there was illiteracy 
there was poverty; that wherever there was the necessity of education 
there was the necessity of assistance by reason of the local inability to 


provide means of education. That is only one of the tricky arguments 
that have been made by empty heads agninst this bill. 

Mr. President, I call attention to another table which shows the 
public and private schools existing throughout the whole country as 
brought to light by the census of 1880. In addition to those being 
educated in the common schools of the country there were about five 
hundred thousand educated in the private schools. A great deal has 
been said about the fact that the private schools of the country were 
taking charge of these six million children and of a great many others 
who are under the necessity of being educated, and that work was being 
done in the private schools if they do not appear in the enrollment of 
the public schools. But at that time there were only half a million in 
the private schools, 

I have no doubt that the number in private schools has somewhat 
increased since that time. Very likely there may be a million in the 
private schools to-day, but meanwhile the childhood of the country has 
increased at least five millions. The increase of the country must be in 
the form of childhood wholly, with the exception of the immigration, 
which has not, I presume, averaged much more than half a million a 
year. At the present time I have no doubt there is a larger number of 
children in this conntry without the means of education than there were 
in the year 1880. This table will throw light upon that subject. 
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PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS—CENAUS 1880. 


Publie school statistics of the United States in 1880, with number of teachers and pupils in private schools, prepared by Commissiouer of Education. 


F — 
3 22 3 ae a ae 
a 2 8 r 
2 8 8 2 3 8 E = 3. 22 
144243 3 3 3 #2 52 
| s 38 @ |? . 2 2 
A E 2 3 2 2 £ 3 > 3 8 2 
g 3 = 8 8 = = a 2 38 8.8 
8 2 a 8 84 3 a z 2 8 8 sa g 
States and Territories, 2 2 85 F g BS 2 A E 5 $ A 25 22 
2 g E 3 £52 = E £ E 2 2 8 2 
= 3 2 Eya 8 G 2 8 8 8 
3 2] 6/8 „„ 3 5 | i 
3 8 5 8 75 S 1 a a Be | 533 
4 E 8 8 8. E 8 $ E A 8 gan 
* < < Z * = < — 
288.003 | 179,490 | 117,978 | 50.0 82.08 4,594] 4,615 |... 
SS o Noe a E CER 3,100 | 1,827 
215,978 | 158, 5% | 146.6 | b17.17| 2803| 3,5% |. 
35.566 | 221119 | 12,618 | 089.0 | 17.80 . . 678 |... 
140,235 | 119,694 478,421 179.2 | 11.0L| 1,690 | €3,100 
35,459 | 27,828 . 7158.0 | 8.12 Soi | 881 
88,677 | 39,815 | 27,046 . e 1, 131 1.088 
b433, 414 | 235, 145, 190 Fi 85,916 | 6,000 
1,010,851 | 704,041 | 431,638 9.61 | 11,964 | 22,255 
703,558 | 511,283 | 321,659 7.96 | 9,383 | 13,578 
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Grand total . . . 15,808,535 [9,780,778 '5, 804, 993 188. 701 i282, 753 | 13, 106 | 567, 160 d 7922 


a As far as eg by State superintendents. b In 1879. e From rents in 1879. d For the winter. e 8 In white schools only. 
gState appropriation. h Private schoolsin public buildings, For whites; for colored 6-16. 7 Estimated. EIn 1879; exclusive of New Orleans private 
schools. Census of 1870. mIn cities; 176 in counties. n In 1878. o Includes revenue from other funds. y Inu the fivecivilized tribes. q In academies 


and private schools. r Includes the United States deposit fund, as reported in 1878, amounting to $4,014,521. aA 
United States deposit funds. In State and United States 4 per cents, ordered to be sold by the last Legislature. 
madesubjectto entry sale by last Legislature. In 1873. v In 1879; exclusive of Philadelphia, «State apportionmentin lieu of interest on permanent fand. 

In evening schools, 61. Ini fr. aa In the counties; 153 in cities and towns. bb Number necessary to supply the schools. cc Estimated average num- 
fer of — X pain the Cherokee, Choctaw, and Creek Nations. ee Funds in the five civilized tribes, whole or part interest of which is used for school pur- 
poses. n à 


pparently does not include interest on the 
u Exclusive of 1,000,000 acres of swamp land 


I have here a table which shows the condition of education in the 
cities of this country. I do not need to descant upon the great influence 
which the city population of the United States now exercises in con- 
trolling its destinies, vastly pan than that of the rnral population 
in propertion to numbers, and vastly more dangerous, vastly more dif- 
ficult to educate and prepare for the exercise of a good influence upon 
the destinies of the land than the rural population. In this table, as I 
said, is given the condition of the cities of the country. These cities 
are taken from all parts of the country. The percentage of school pop- 
ulation not enrolled is one of the columns. 

In the city of Selma, Ala., 50 per cent. of the school population is 
not enrolled; in Little Rock, Ark., 59 per cent. is not enrolled; in Oak- 
land, Cal., 26 per cent. is not enrolled; in Sacramento 21 per cent. is 
net enrolled; in San Francisco 29 per cent. is not enrolled; in Jackson- 
ville, Fla., 42 per cent. not enrolled; in Atlanta, Ga., 66 per cent. not 


enrolled. I find difficulty in running my eye across the numerous col- 
umns, so I will read the percentages which apply to the various cities, 
which Senators can pick out at their leisure: 42, 21, 66, 61, 57, 57 
again, 51, 48, 43, 35, 61, 51, 32, 68, 57, and so on down through this lam- 
entableeolumn. This indicates the status of education in some of the 
cities of the country and of the correspondingly great danger Which exists 
there to our institutions. 

There is hardly an important election in this country, nor has there 
been for years, that has not been controlled by one great city, the city 
of New York, for that city has controlled that State, and that State 
has controlled the decision of the Union; and so with every State it 
is almost universally the fact that some one city, or at all events the 
city population, controls the result, and the ignorance in a city so sus- 
ee to adverse influence comes thus to control the politics of this 
country. 
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Table prepared at the request of Hon. H. W. BLAIR, by the Bureau of Education, showing the total ee erg school population, enrollment, average 
attendance, total number of teachers, length of school year in days, number of pupils or children of school age not attending school, per cent. of school 
population enrolled in schools, per cent. of school population not enrolled in school in eighty-six cities (census of 1880). 
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I have before me some further observations, which I will perhaps read, | schools of 5,804,993. The average attendance in private schools is not 
bearing upon this subject. The total population of the country, by the | known. = > 
census of 1880, was 50,155,783. The table shows a school population The column giving the different school ages in different States and 
of 15,303,535, of whom 9,780,773 are enrolled in the public schools, | Territories upon which the return of school population is based indi- 
567,160 in private schools, with un average attendance in the public | cates that the whole number of the children who are of suitable age to 


1890. 


receive instruction is much more than 15,303,535. In Texas, for in- 
stance, the school period is from eight to fourteen years, and her total 
is only 230,527, while her population is 1,591,749. In Tennessee, 
where the school apes is from six to twenty-one, a much preferable 
rule, and the whole population is 1,542,359, the school population is 
545,862, or two and one-third times that of Texas, although there can be 
no doubt that families are quite as large in the latter as in the former 
State. Besides this, and taking into account the increase since the 
census from natural causes and from immigration, we believe it to be 
a low estimate which places the whole school population of the country 
at 18,000,000, 

Coming particularly to the cities: eighty-six cities contain 8,300,081 
inhabitants, or nearly one-sixth of the total population of the country. 
As a rule the school facilities are better in cities than in rural por- 
tions of the country, and these great centers of population are supposed 
to more immediately influence the course of affairs. And as we are 
constantly pointing pathetically at the unfortunate South, so we of the 
all-wise, all-perfect, all-conquering North may well study the condition 
of our cities, which are as great a source of danger as the ignorant rural 
population of the South. 

ese cities contain an aggregate school population of 2,052,923, of 
whom 1,302,776, or three-fifths, are enrolled; that is, are more or less 
instructed during the school year, while only 858,533, or two-fifths, 
fully avail themselves of the advantages provided, and more than one- 
third never enter the school-room at all. Some of these may attend 
private schools, but not a large proportion, for the whole number of 
pupils in private schools of the 15,303,535 in the country is only 567,160. 

e average attendance is about two-thirds of the enrollment, or 
one-third of th of the whole number who should attend. 

In thirty-four of these cities from 50 to 82 per cent. of the children 
are not enrolled at all. They derive their information from some other 
sourees. They will never know how to read or write. 

Some of these undoubtedly attend school for limited periods and some 
of them may have ceased to attend school. But in the enrollment the 
school age is fixed upon thesupposition that the education between those 
ages is necessary in order that the children of the country be sufficiently 

ucated to discharge the duties of life. We well know that the edu- 
cation our children receive is not such as to make them over-intelligent 
even under the most favorable circumstances. 

New York has a school population of 385,000, of whom 270,000 are 
enrolled, 114,000 are not enrolled at all, and the average attendance is 
but 132,000. 

The average attendance in Cincinnati is 27,000, less than one-third 
the whole number, while 51,000 are not enrolled at all. It does not 
relieve this dark picture to say that these must be in private schools, 
for out of the school population of the entire State, numbering 
1,043,320, only 28,650 are in private schools. Of these, probably not 
more than 10,000 can be found in Cincinnati. Yet Cincinnati is one 
ofthe best of our great cities, and Ohio isa model State. 

Chicago enrolls less than half—43 percent. of herchildren in the pub- 
lic schools; less than one-third are habitually in school. 

St. Louis has a school population of 106,000; 55,000 are enrolled; 
36,000 is the average attendance. 

Milwaukee has 38,000 children ofschool age; the average attendance 
is 11,000; 20,000, or 55 per cent., are not even enrolled. 

Wilmington, N. C., has an enrollment of 866, or 18 per cent., While 
82 per cent. of the children of that city would appear to be habitually 
absent from school. 

New Orleans has a school population of 57,000. The average attend- 
ance is 15,000, while 39,000 is the average absence. The whole State 
of Louisiana has but 4,404 pupils in private schools, no doubt in- 
creased somewhat at this time. 

But it is useless to specify these deadly instances. The cities of our 
country have been our pride. Behold the record. The revelations of 
the census ought to overwhelm us with shame and stimulate every 
power of the national intelleet and command every dollar in the Treas- 
ury or within reach of the taxing power to provide a remedy equal to 
the terrible disease. 

Five millions of our people over ten years of age can not read; six 
and one-fourth millions can not write. In eighteen States, including 
two Territories, more than 13 per cent., and in eleven more than 25 
per cent., can not write. In fifteen States and Territories more than 
11 per eent. of the white population over ten years of age can not 
write, varying in these from 11 to 45 per cent. Illiteracy among the 
colored population varies from 13 to 70 per cent. The percentages of 
illiteracy among the whites vary in different subdivisions from less 
than 2 per cent. in Wyoming, where it is the least, to over 45 per cent. 
in New Mexico, where it is the largest. An inspection of this table 
not only demonstrates the great necessity everywhere, but that neces- 
sity is most pressing where its ability to meet its requirements is least, 
making assistance from a central power indispensable. 

The nation is a whole. As such it must act; as such it is to be saved 
or lost. In this battle for its life the whole line must be maintained 
and advanced. Re-enforcements must be sent tothe weakest parts. Be- 
cause they are the weakest is the reason that help is wanted. If they 
were strong, no re-enforcements would be needed. Nor does it change 
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the duty and necessity, evenif there be forces, unless they fight. They 
must still be aroused to duty, for the work must be done. The evil is 
the same whether the battle be lost for one cause or for another. But 
in this struggle we believe there is as great danger to the future of the 
country from the Northern cities as from the Southern States. 

In both help is imperatively needed, and it must be given where it 
is most needed and that immediately. The only reasonable test is, for 
the present at least, that of illiteracy, and not of population. Asa per- 
manent rule, after conditions are once equalized, the latter will be the 
more just. But once thoroughly educated it is to be hoped that the 
several States will take care of themselves. To deny them aid in the 
present emergency is as though a general should march his reserves to 
the support of his unassailed positions, leaving his already broken lines 
to take care of themselves, Such a commander would find it difficult 
to excuse himself by saying that the articles of war required every 
soldier to do his duty or every division and corps to defeat the enemy. 
It is as a whole that battles are lost or won and that nations are lost or 
saved. 

It may be conceded that every State and Territory should educate 
its children so far as it has the power, but when that fails, upon the 
same principle that individual citizens pay taxes for the common good 
according to their ability to pay, and not their personal needs for pro- 
tection, or the number of their children or dependents, must the whole 
people see to the provision of whatever funds are required for the gen- 
eral education where otherwise taxation to any locality would become 
unduly oppressive. 

I have a recent table prepared by Dr. Harris, the Commissioner of 
Education, from the most recent intelligence in possession of the coun- 
try bearing upon the existing state of education. I will call attention 
to the last two columns in the table, which show the relative expendi- 
ture in the different States in the year 1880 and at the present time. It 
shows in many of the States an increase of expenditure, in many of the 
Southern States as well as of the Northern States. 

Mr. GEORGE. The expenditure per capita or in the aggregate? 

Mr. BLAIR. The ages of six and fourteen are the ages given here. 
The table does not reveal it, and Iam somewhat at a loss to know how 
they may have had the data from which to prepare the table. As itis, 
it isin the best possible condition for those who object to the passage of 
the bill. The per capita expenditure, for instance, in Alabama, for, 
as I suppose, the children who attend school by the census of 1880, 
was $1.33. By this table that is given under this head, ‘‘ Expenditure 
for school p per capita of population between six and fourteen.” 
The office could not have been in possession of the necessary data to 
ascertain the expenditure per capita between the age of six and four- 
teen in the year 1880, because such data did not exist, to my knowledge. 

The school age in Alabama is, perhaps, four to eighteen. I do not 
remember it, but it was not between six and fourteen. That was the 
school age in a single State or in one or two States. They now make 
their calculations in the Bureau with reference to a uniform age of 
six to fourteen in all the States. In Alabama, in 1880, the ex z 
ture per ope would appear to be $1.33. If it was per capita bet 
the ages of six and fourteen at that time it would have been a very 8 
siderably increased amount; but taking it at $1.33 since that time the 
expenditure has increased, ‘if it be an increase; so that between the 
ages of six and fourteen the expenditure per capita is $2.03, which, as 
you see, is an apparent increase of 70 cents per child. 

In Arizona at that time, in 1880, it was $12.07; in Arkansas, $1.31; 
it is now $3.27. The expenditure ‘then in California was $20.90, an 
it is now $25.37 for those between six and fourteen. So you will find 
passing down this column that in the Southern States at the present 
time the expenditure per capita, as it has been figured by Dr. Curry, 
is some $3.82, less than $4, while the expenditure in the Northern 
States per capita is an average of over $15. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is that per capita per scholar? 

Mr. BLAIR. Per capita, as I understand it, of those actually edu- 
cated or enrolled in the schools, It is given here. You can make as 
much out of itasIcan. The expenditure in California for those be- 
tween six and fourteen years of age is to-day $25.37; in Alabama it is 
$2.03, and in Texas it is $5.65, or one-fifth of the expenditure in Cal- 
ifornia. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave in my hand a letter from the superintendent 
of education of my State showing that the expenditure was a little over 
$13 for those who attend school. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know what the superintendent’s showing 
may be. I know that the teachers can not get their pay down there 
anyway; and I do not believe the report. Here are the official data of 
the Bureau of Education. I have letters and much information from 
teachers and others in the State of Texas, which do not comport with 
any proposition to the effect that education is at all general through- 
out that State. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him again? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I see that I was mistaken in the statement I gave. 

Mr. BLAIR, I presumed so. 
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Mr. REAGAN. It is $11.12 per capita for such as go to school. 

5 BLAIR. Does that statement show how many do not go to 
school? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is $1.16 per capita of the population of the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. That would make it about $5, just about what this 
table gives it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is $5.90 for the ages between six and fourteen. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what this table says. 

Mr. REAGAN, On the average daily attendance it is $9.37. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is to say, the daily attendance is not more than 
two-thirds of the enrollment, and the enrollment is about 50 per cent. 
of the entire number that ought to go to school. 

Mr. REAGAN. The total expenditure per capita of the average 
daily attendance is $11.12. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is for each scholar? 

Mr. REAGAN. Eleven dollars and twelve cents was the average 
cost for the scholars in daily attendance, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For each scholar? 

Mr. REAGAN. For each scholar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That can not be true. 

Mr. BLAIR. See how much there is 

Mr. REAGAN. DoestheSenatordoubtit? Thisis an official state- 
ment which I have just received from the superintendent of education 
of Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). The 
Senator from New Hampshire has the floor and can not be interrupted 
without his consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. His returns are less favorable than those I have given, 
ifanything. The average is $9. The average daily attendance will not 
be over two-thirds, if it is over 50 per cent., of those who are enrolled, 
and the enrollment will embrace only a trifle over 50 per cent. of the 
children who ought to be attending school. So you find the expendi- 
ture of this $9 is among about one-fourth of the children who ought to be 
attending school, and 75 per cent. are getting nothing because they are 
not in school. and when you come to divide it among those who are be- 
tween the ages of six and fourteen it is, as this table says, at the most fa- 
voruble showing, not over $5, while in California on the same basis it is 
$25.37, and in all the Northern States the average on the same basis is 
over $15, while the average upen the same basis throughout the South 
is less than $4. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
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Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there must be some misunderstanding be- 
tween Senators here as to these tables per capita. I understood my 
friend from Texas to say that the tables he had showed that the aver- 
age cost per capita for average daily attendance was $9.37. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, that is for the year, as I understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! for the year. 

Mr. BLAIR. That isthe total reckoning of average daily attendance. 
That is a certain number of the comparatively few who are enrolled, 
perhaps 60 per cent. of those enrolled; the average daily attendance of 
those enrolled isso many. Now, dividing the total expenditure of the 
State among those, that average, which is, of course, an imaginary 
quantity, because it may be one child to-day and another child to-mor- 
row, but suppose that just that number attended all the time, they 
would get $9 apiece for their education the whole year round. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is andther thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what that tuble is which Mr. REAGAN presents, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In other words, let me see if my friend from Texas 
understands me. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me state it. It is 511. 12 a year, That is for 
the average daily attendance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; fora year. Then in Texas it costs $11.12 to 
send a particular child to school for the whole time in the year that 
schools are held. Do I understand it correctly that way ? 

Mr. REAGAN, Certainly; that is it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all perfectly satisfactory tome. That is 
not very bad. I could not send my children to school in Vermont for ` 
that price. 

Mr. BLAIR. If you did not send more than one or two out of a 
dozen it would not be a very good education for the Edmunds family, 
I imagine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; but I have not a dozen; and I could not go in 
on that wave, as fishermen say. 

Mr. BLAIR. Texas has got the dozen and goes in on that wave. 
Here are States where the expenditure for the year is, for instance, 
$7.61, $4.20, $6.16, $5.65 (that is Texas), $2.54, $1.75, $1.88, and others 
$22, $25, $23, and so on, and $2.04, $4.34, $17.16, that being the expend- 
iture if we divide it among the population in different States between 
the ages of six and fourteen. is this table, prepared by the Bu- 
reau at my request, but this will be before Senators, and I will look 
upon anything that attracts the attention of Senators to these alarm- 
ing figures as a perfect godsend, and I wish Senators would interrupt 
me as I am going along. 
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Comparison of population, expenditure, and taxation in 1880 and 1887~88 (latest returns) —Continued. 
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I have made an estimate of the additional public-school plant at once 
required by the country. I have done this on former occasions, and I 
have modified it to suit the present conditions as nearly as I well 
eould. I have a table which has been before the Senate formerly, 
prepared from school statistics of the several States and Territories 
for the year 1831, showing the number of youth not enrolled in school, 
the expense of ‘supplying them with necessary school-houses and 
teachers and text-hooks for a school of three ae in length ſor the 
first year. 

Tha Senate will observe that I am now undertaking to deal with 
those who are in utter darkness, who have no schools and who are not 
enrolled, for every child who goes inside a school-house has his name 
put down and is enrolled, and it appears upon this enrollment, which 

is the basis of many of these calculations. As is shown by the census, 
thes were, in 1880, in this country, 6,030,936 children of school age 
who were not enrolled. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not attending school at all? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not attending school at all between the school ages. 
The number of school-houses and teachers required for those not en- 
rolled is 120,567 school-houses and teachers, one teacher to a house. 
Here is an estimate of the cost of school-houses required, which is 
$36,170,100. The cost of qualifying teachers coy be $30,141,850, 
It gives them here a normal-school term of one year. The cost of 
teacher’ wages for three months, the first proposed school the first year 
after this new plant is put in operation, would be $10,854,930. The 


c Approximately., d No census taken, e Statistics of 1885-'85. 


cost of text-books would be $180,782. The total cost of school-houses, 
preparation, pay of teachers, and school-books is an aggregate of 
$77,347,662; that is, to provide a school-house which is not to cost 
over $300, to provide a teacher who is to have one year at a normal 
school and to pay him three months’ wages, to buy text-books at 
$180,782, and to give three months’ schooling one-fourth part of the 
year to this uniustructed mass of children, these six millions not en- 
rolled anywhere, This upon the returns of 1881. 

As I said before, some of those not enrolled in the school at a given 
time may have attended formerly, may have attended at another time, 
but the fact is that of those actually enrolled not over two-thirds at- 
tend, and hereis this great surplusage beyond that who do not attend 
at all; so that it can not be claimed that there is not needed for the 
actual use of the childhood of the country between the school ages at 
least the additional expenditure which is here calculated for. 

In this enrollment a large number attend school who are beyond the 
school age, which carries the enrollment above the total school popula- 
tion, so that the absence of those of school age does not appear, and in 
the actual enrollment many who are beyond the age of attendance ac- 
cording tothe statuteareincluded. This calculation allows one teacher 
to each 50 pupils, allows one school-house at a cost of $300 to 50 pupils, 
and allows one year at a normal school at a cost of $250. This isacal- 
culation which I have worked and labored with myself, so that I have 
some confidence in it, and I think it is pertinent to thiscase, though it 
applies to the year 1881. 


ADDITIONAL PUBLIC-SCHOOL PLANT AT ONCE REQUIRED BY THE COUNTRY. ~ 


Tabie drawn from returns of school statistics from the several States and Territories Sor the year 1881, showing number of youth not enrolled in sehool, 
and expense of supplying them with necessary school-houses and teachers and text-books for school of three-months length for first year. 


| R | Total cost 
No.ofschool-| Cost of | w f | 5 
No.of school nus and school. Cost of dun- each ers Cost oft pouses, 
— teachers prepara- 
States and Territories. agenoten-| teacher re, housesre-| Wing ksach- for three fent- tion 
2 i 7 hay of 
rolled. quired. quired. ers. months. | books, ven chers, 
| | andschool- 
8 | } : hooks. 
Í nat | 

Alabama, 246, 450 GA, 929 | 631,478,700 | $1, 232, 250 8413,80 ez, 395 $8, 101, 993 

177,097 3,482 1,044, 600 870,500 313, 380 5,223 2,233,7 
7382 #5 283, 500 236, 250 85, 050 1,417 606, 217 

14, 804 296 88, 800 74, 000 26, 640 KESI 189, 
one 24, 364 457 146, 100 121,750 43,830 730 312, 419 
3,163 163 43, 900 40,750 15, 570 4 105,464 
49, 462 987 296, 100 246,750 88, 830 1,435 633, 165 
216,819 4,336 1, 300, 800 1, 084, 000 390, 240 6.504 2,781,544 
„585 6.012 1. 303, 600 1, 508, 000 541, 080 9.018 3, 856, 008 
210, 488 4,209 1, 22, 700 1.052. 250 378, 810 6,313 2,700,073 
163, 217 3,224 967, 200 800. 000 293, 160 4, 836 2,071, 198 
99, 145 1,933 594, 900 495, 750 178, 470 2,974 1,272, 094 
315, 198 6, 364 1, 891, 200 1,576,000 567, 360 9. 456 4, 044,016 
Ot4 4.181 1, 354, 300 1, 045, 250 376,290 6, 271 2, 652, 111 
63, 860 1,277 353, 100 319, 250 114, 930 1,915 819,195 
160, 292 3, 206 961, 800 801, 500 288, 540 4, 809 2, 056, 649 
ee 146,551 2, 931 879, 300 732.750 263,790 | 4,386 1, 830, 26 
123, 645 2,473 741, 900 618, 250 222, 570 3,709 1.588, 429 
182, 3, 653 1.005. 900 913, 250 328, 770 5,479 2, 343, 399 
247, 108 4,942 1, 482, 600 235, 500 444,780 743 3, 170, 293 
52,048 1,041 312, 300 250 93, 690 1,561 67, 801 
2; 44 13, 200 000 8,960 66 | 628, 226 
32, 2.641 792, 800 660, 250 237, 690 3, 961 | 1,694, 201 
. — 640, 840 12.817 3.845, 100 3, 204, 250 1,153,530 | 19,225 | 8, 105 
Noth ia 227,356 4,547 1,364, 100 1,136,750 409,230 6,820 | 2,916, 900 
a Allowing one teacher to muah fifty pupils. b Allowing one e ofa Bowes s =e to 3 e c Allowing one year at a normal school at a cost 
ana d This is the additional cost of a school of three months for the school age according to the returns for 1881; other returns 


can be made for 1882. 277 ] ĩ V!᷑ T ype y fon din peep io „ 


munities. 
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States and Territories, 


— 5 NEW PLANT REQUIRED TO-DAY. 
; The increase of population throughout the country since 1881 has 
been not less than 25 per cent., and the items of this table should be 
increased in at least the same proportion. 
Thus at present, 1890, the aggregates should be— 
Number of school age not enrolled -_...---.----------- 7, 538, 670 
I am trying to deal with the present time. 
Number of school-houses and teachers required (one house 


and one teacher to fifty pupils) 150, 708 
8 sei 5 . eit 8 845, 212, 625 
of qualifying ers, allo one year at norma 

School et o con ae ee ee eg 37, 672, 062 

Cost of teachers’ wages for a three-months school 13, 568, 662 

: r e oe 225, 957 
2 Total cost of school-houses, preparation of teachers, pay of 
7 teachers, and for school-books, for school plant, and 

three months’ wages of teachers 96, 679, 306 


But there should be at least a six-months instead ofa three- 
months school, and teachers’ wages should be doubled 27, 137, 334 


Southern States and District of Columbia, 


North Carolina. 
South Carolina 
‘Tennessee 
Virginia 

nis wer 
West Virginia. . . 
District of Columbia... 
/// Ar. nie snasshennste 


Adding one-fourth for increase to 1890 . . eswe, 
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QO ,covsccisvverssesninasoonesdoporsnctondecosnyesy gdanneebsenadeahcrsordechscnnesabseptyecessonseaponns) $1, 911,300 $1,592, 750 $4, 086, 996 
n 27,143 162,900 135, 750 348, 334 
Pennsylvania. 490, 628 2, 943, 600 2, 453, 000 6, 204, 398 
Rhode Island 8.157 48, 900 40, 750 104, 664 
South Caroli 128, 821 772, 800 644,000 1, 652, 504 
Tennessee 262,407 1,574, 400 1,312,000 3, 366, 542 
ns. 48, 741 262. 500 218, 750 501.312 
Vermont. 24,817 148, 800 124, 000 318, 184 
Virginia..... 619 1, 905, 600 1,588, 000 4, 074, 808 
West Virginia.... 988 407,700 339, 750 871,798 
isconsin 236 1,147, 200 956, 000 2, 453, 096 
727 34,200 28, 500 73,131 

364 80, 100 66, 750 171, 280 

259 97,500 81,250 208, 487 

440 8,700 7, 250 18, 608 

783 28,500 23,750 60, 942 

500 147, 000 122, 500 314, 335 

Utah 581 93, 300 77,750 199, 506 
Washington 145 54, 900 45.750 117,894 
Wyoming.. 205 7,200 6,100 15,496 
z r / T OTN 6, 030, 936 36, 170, 100 | 30, 141, 850 77, 847. 662 


Or, total ſor new plant required in the country and first 

eee AE a tee eae lens 110, 247, 968 
Cost of school plant alone required, excluding wages of 

teachers, for school children not now provided for... 83, 110, 644 

Thatis, eliminating the year’s ex for teachers, before the school 
can begin, there should be $83,110,644 expended. The total expend- 
iture in the South, including Missouri, last year was $20,000,000 in the 
schools that now exist. . 

Now, as to the school plant at once required at the South, here is a 
table containing the same items, selecting the Southern States and ex- 
cluding the Northern States upon the data attainable, of which we were 
in possession in the year 1881, and it gives a total of 2,873,399 children 
at the South not enrolled; 57,465 school-houses and teachers required 
for them; $17,239,500 as the cost of building school-houses required; 
cost of qualifying teachers, $14,366,250; cost of three months of school- 
teachers’ wages, $5,172,750; cost of school-books, $86,148, and the total 
cost required in order to supply the opportunity of going to school at 
the South beyond the poor opportunity enjoyed by a portion of the 
children, $36,864,648 at that time. The table is as follows: 


THE NEW PUBLIC SCHOOL PLANT AT ONCE REQUIRED AT THE SOUTH, 


* 
Table drawn from the returns of school statistics from the Southern States and District of Columbia for the year 1881, showing the number of youth not 
enrolled in school and the expense of supplying them with the necessary school-houses and teachers and the books for a school of three months’ length 
Sor the first year, 


No. of school- pense of 

No. of school Cost of build- Wages of 
not en ye Rated a ing school- 9 teachers ion ck 
uired for oan "| for three | for pupils. | fonch — — 
9 quired months. pay o i 


a4, 929 381. 478. 700 c$1, 232,250 d $443, 610 $7,393 $3, 161, 958 
3, 482 1, O44, 600 870, 500 813, 380 5,223 2, 233, 703 
163 48, 900 40, 750 15,570 A4 105, 464 
987 296, 100 246, 750 88, 830 1, 485 633, 965 
4, 336 1, 300, 800 1, 000 390, 240 6, 504 2,781, 544 
6, 304 1,891, 200 1,576, 000 567, 360 9, 456 4, 044, 016 
4.181 1, 254, 300 1, 045, 250 376, 290 6.271 2, 682, 111 
3,206 961, 800 801, 500 288.540 4.800 2,056, 649 
3, 653 1,095, 900 913, 250 323,770 5, 479 2, 343, 399 
4,942 | 1,482,600 | 1,235,500 444) 780 7,413 | 8,170, 298 
4.547 1, 364, 100 1, 136, 750 409, 230 6, 820 2,916, 900 
2,578 772, 800 644, 000 231, 840 3,864 | 1,652,504 
5,248 | 1,574,400 | 1,312, 000 472, 320 7,822| 3,806,542 

875 262, 500 218, 750 78, 750 1,312 

6,352 | 1,905,600 | 1,588,500 571, 680 9, 528 

1,359 407,700 839, 750 122,310 2,038 

325 97, 500 81, 250 29, 250 487 

17,289,500 | 14,366,250 | 5.172.750 86, 148 

SS S E>" ES SSS ‚—§—— 
71,831 21,549,375 | 17, 957, 716 6, 465, 937 107, 685 


a Allowing one teacher to each fifty popie b Allowin 
d This is the additional cost of a school of three months for the non-attending 


one school-house at a cost of $300 to fifty pupils, 
rsons of school age, 9 to the returns of 1881; other returns can be made 
for 1882. „This is an expense incurred by each parent, and, though not a public tax, is a part of the additio 


o Allowing one year at normal school, cost of $250, 


expense to be incurred by the community. 
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So that the total amount required at the South to-day, in order that 
the children may go to school at all, is $46,080,804. 


In the South proper there should be an immediate expend- 
iture to start the n schools into existence, in 


addition to what they now have, of at least $39, 514, 867 
Add teachers’ wages for six months instead of three, first 
BONGO). Ss So soo se ome 5 — 12,931,874 


Total for plant and six- months school for first year. 52, 446, 741 


As school advantages have not existed at the South hitherto, it can 
not be said that the non-enrolled of school age there have already been 
educated, and, as a matter of fact, the non-enrolled are very largely the 
children of the precise age when absence from school is most injurious. 
All this is not to be met by saying that the non-enrolled are in private 
schools, for in 1880 there were but 567,160 pupils in private schools 
throughout the whole country. The South now, in 1890, is expending 
$16,000,000 yearly to maintain her existing schools for possibly four 
months, Thisdoesnotinclude Missouri. Where are these $52,446,741 
imperatively demanded at once to come from ? 

This education bill gives only about $5,000,000 in all to the South the 
first year, or $7,000,000 the first year to the whole country, of which 
the South will not receive over $5,000,000 at the most favorable calcu- 
lation, which will not do more than to prolong existing schools for six 
months of theyear. Irepeat, where are the still remaining $52,000,000 
for the South and $110,000,000 for the whole country to come from? 
Yet it is proposed to coustruct a new navy forthwith, and at a cost of 
$350,000, 000. 

O Shame, where is thy blush? 


Educate the world and there will be no need of a navy. 

I have here some additional matter, calculations, tabulations, and a 
discussion of two or three pages upon a former occasion, which I think 
will be useful and pertinent to be considered, and so I will, with the 
leave of the Senate, ask that that matter be printed. 


I now pass to consider the ability of the different sections to bear taxation. 
The ability of communities to bear taxation is not in proportion to their rela- 
tive total wealth and property. But there must first be deducted as properly 
exempt from any imposition so much property and producing power as is nec- 
pny to subsistence, and taxation can not be sustained excepting upon thesur- 

us remaining. any. Thevaluation per capita of the New England States is 

1; of the Middle States, $473; of the Western States, $334; of the Territories, 
$211 ; of the Southern States, $155; of the colored population, not over $5; average 
of whole country, $337. 

But the ability to bear taxation depends upon producing power atthe time the 
127. is made as much as upon accumulated property, for property will not sell, 
and consequently can not pay unless producing forces are active. 

The census shows that from 1870 to 1880, in the States of Virginia, West Vir- 
rs. North Carolina, South Carolina, Geo: , Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, 

uisiana, Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Tennessee, thirteen States, there 
was a net loss in valuation of §202,868,844. In Texas there was a gain of $170,- 
631,586; in Georgia, $12,253,080; North Carolina, $25,721,580; total $208,606,246. 
uently, the total loss of valuation in the otherten States enumerated was 

the enormous sum of $411 ,475,090 in ten years, 

Bear in mind these are not the ten years during which the slaves were liber- 
ated. These were the ten years between 1870 and 1880. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I should 
like to ask him if it is not possible that that difference or shrinkage of value in 
some of thé Southern States is accounted for by the difference in the value of 
money in the census reports, being currency in 1870 and gold in 1880? 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not say in regard to that. That isan open question upon 
which everybody can draw his own inference, But during the same time in 
the country at large, as the Senator knows, the egate valuation, which un- 
doubtedly was made upon the same substantial is in all parts of the coun- 
try, very nearly doubled. It went from sixteen billion to thirty billion dollars 
r more, if I recollect a ae I will not vouch for figures, but I think it was 
rom sixteen to thirty billion dollars, the actual values. The Senator will ob- 
serve, 15 that in three of the States enumerated there was an actual increase 


in North Carolina of $25,000,000, in Texas of $170,000,000, and in Georgia of $12,- 
000,000. I apprehend that the valuation is substantially on the same basis. 
Mr. Epmunps. How do you account for it? 


Mr. BLAIR. I account for it in the actual diminution in the cash value of the 

3 in those States, if the figures are worth anything. 
r. Epmunps. But how do you account for it? 

Mr. BLAIR., From the general influences that operated in that section of the 
country. I think the data before the country very plainly show in most of these 
same States a quickening and revival in the business tendencies and in the 
business activity of the people and a general inclination to the investment of 
capital from abroad. The pe are turning their attention to industrial qnes- 
tions, and very rapidly. The ce of the South is being transformed, and the 
old poetic quotation will come in one of these days: the South will really bud 
and blossom as the rose, and that before a great while, But between the years 
1870 and 1880 we all know the condition of the Southern country, and I do not 
think I could elucidate the subject in such a way that it would be better under- 
or maa the honorable Senator from Vermont and others already under- 

nd it. 

The lack of education among the masses of the people is undoubtedly one 
more reason why property depreciated; perhaps the greatest reason was the 
absence of schools, and that was one cause why Northern emigration failed to 
find its home in the South rather than in,the West. If there is anything that a 
Northern man ora Northern family wants, it is a chance to educate the chil- 
dren ; it will not where there nre no schools. It is only primarily by the es- 
tablishment of sc ls that that portion of the country can avail itself of the 
3 ere ged to immigration in that direction, either of individuals or of 
cay argely. 

e decrease in the losing States varied from 43 to 78 per cent. I call atten- 
tion to the thread of what I was saying, showing a decrease in the valuation in 
ten of those States of $411,000,000. ring the same ten years increase of 
population was 4,006,982, which is, I suppose, at least 30 per cent, of the popula- 
tion of the same thirteen States in 1870. 

Ignorance and poverty procreate faster than intelligence and wealth, 

Again, ability to bear taxation for a certain purpose will depend upon the 


section of our 


other existing demands for the application of revenue. Ina 
co fixed 


expected for all these causes that the people 
in the Southern States would be able to pay far less for the support of common 


grea 
tion of effort, but of strength. 

The rate per cent. of schoo! to total taxation is,in Now Sey pee be percent; 
Middle States, 19.5 percent.; Western States, 26.6 per cent.; Territories, 22.4 per 
cent.; Southern States, 20.1 per cent.; average, whole country, 22.6 per cent, 

Mr. Epuunps. Do you mean on the total valuation? 

2 BLAIR. No; the percentage of school taxation to the entire amount of 
taxation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To a fixed ratio, 

Mr. BLAIR, Taking the entire taxation of the country and dividing that 
taxation into groups, the New England States, the Middle States, the Western 
States, the Territories, and the Southern States. In New England 20.2 percent, 
of all taxation is given to education, to schools. 

Mr. Epwuxps. That percentage of the total for all popoe: : 

Mr. BLAIR. Of the amount of all taxes raised and collected. For instance, 
where there is $100,000 raised in any given community in New England 200 
of that $100,000 is 9 78 to schools; in the Middle States, $19,500 of the $100,000 
is applied to schools; in the Western States, $26,600 is applied to schools; in the 
Territories, $22,400 is applied to schools; in the Southern States, $20,100 is ap- 
plied to schools; and the average for the whole country of every $100,000 of 
taxation is $22,600. It has a very important bearing on the merits of the propo- 
sition that this table be understood. 

* * * * * * * 


I now proceed to consider the increase of educational expenditures required. 
I have not dared to make these calculations up to what I think they really should 
be; theyaretheminimum. The education of children is a business just as much 
as the running of a government ora line of transportation or the raising of 
crops. A plant is first required. The child, ignorant of his letters, is the raw 
material; and, in theory at least, the young man or woman instructed in the 
rudiments of knowledge and skilled in the primary arts for its acquisition is 
the manufactured article. 

Falling back upon the returns of the Bureau of Education of 1881, the latest 
and mostreliable we have, and bearing in mind all that I have said in the early 
part of my remarks of the increase since that time and the enlarged proportions 
of the problem we are dealing with, I ask attention to the following facts: 

In 1881 there were children of the school in the United States not enrolled, 
that is, not attending at all anywhere in public or private schools, 6,030,936. 

I will here state that educators complain everywhere that they lack accom- 
modations for those who are actually enrolled. There are no school-houses for 
their accommodation. In fact there are not sittings for more than are enrolled 
anywhere. A school-house for Sey popis can not cost less than $300, We have 
then, a necessity for increase of ool-houses 120,567, and of teachers at least 
the same number. The houses would cost $36,170,100; if you fit the teachers 
with one year of instruction, at $250, $30,141,850; teachers’ wages for three- 
months school, at $30, boarding themselves, about 50 cents per day—one-third 
pay of diggers of ditches and short drains—$10,854,930; cost of books, which 
must be paid for by some one, $130,782; total, $77,347,662, to provide the plant 
and run it three months for the instruction of the children not now attending 
school at all in this country. = 

Take now the seventeen Southern States, including the District of Columbia. 
There were not-enrolled children of school ages returned to the Bureau in the 
year 1881, 2,873,399; school-houses and teachers uired, 57,465; cost of houses 
at $300 each, $17,239,500; cost of fitting teachers, at $250 one year, $14,366,250; pay 
for three-months wages, at $30 per month, teachers paying board, $5,1 s 
school-books, $86,148—a total cost to preie for and instruct for three months 
— — not now beret pony — — — 2 or n $36,864,048, of which 

1, s necessary ore the ools cou n. 

Now, all this done, in addition to what already exists North and South, the 
country would be only tolerably supplied with a school plant, the repair and 
reproduction of which, with constant increase of investment to perform prop- 
erly the increasing educational work, must be provided for, 

But it should be borne in mind that a school of three months leaves nine 
months in the year in which to forget what has been learned in the three. 
Many schools are far less in duration, and consist of but a single term during 
the year, some not more than three or four weeks, in fact. Theseaverages are 
pernicious, inasmuch as it is like an effort to divide the crime or misery of the 
country according to population, and say that each person suffers 25 per cent, 
from cancer, or is three-fourths a lunatic or 50 per cent. a murderer, 

But it is the best we can do, and in no event are we likely fully to grasp the 
tremendous significance of the solid facts. The schools in my opinion should 
be six months yearly and be divided in two terms. Thatis enough; and the 
rest of the time of youth should be given to industrial improvement and recrea- 
tion. 

The actual yearly expenditures of all moneys for public schools in the whole 
country is at this time just about $80,000,000, I believe that to be a liberal esti- 
mate. Of this, in the sixteen Southern States, with the District of Columbia, 
there may be $14,000,000, In the year J8S1 it was $13,359,784, as returned to the 
Commissioner of Education. The schools average about three months yearly. 

If we deduct the $14,000,000 from $80,000,000 we have remaining as the ex- 
penditure in the rest of the country $66,000,000, As these Southern States have 
one-third the total population, in order to place that section upon an equality 
of privilege with the rest there should be, instead of $14,000,000, a yearly ex- 
penditure of $33,000,000 for her enrolled children, and none of these calculations 
makes any provision for children not enrolled at all. 

It is too low an estimate to say that in the North there should be an expendi- 
ture of $100,000,000 at once to increase school facilities, provide and qualify 
teachers for their work. and at least as much more in the South, or in the whole 
country, 000,000. Upon the present basis of expenditure in the North there 
would be $100,000,000 swage Oi for the support of public schools in the whole 
country. If one-third the children are now unenrolled and unprovided for, 
there should be an increase in yearly expenditure of $50,000,000 on theiraccount. 
This would make the annual cost of onr public schools only $150,000,000, and 
would give to all the children of the whole sonny but six montis’ training 
each year, and to teachers only the pay of common laborers, or less. 

also embrace this fitting opportunity to say that I fully believe that the States 
will everywhere urse the moneys received under this bill, if it becomes a 
law, in good faith and with as sacred regard to the demands of prudence and 
honor in one section of the country as in the other. For a year or two there 
may be some ble confusion in-setting up and testing machinery, butin the 


existing condition of the public mind the better way is to give outright to the 
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States and hold them, as they desire to be held, to an undivided 
Se ba pecnnniek ape IMT Naser We shall not trust to that honor 


Expenditure of 1880 and at present time in the Northern and Southern States 
compared, according to the latest returus. 


The total school expenditure for the whole country for 
the year 1887-88, the last of which we have returns, 


bility, 
vain, 


was, by Commissioner Dawson’s report $122, 455, 252 
In the Southern States — $16, 576, 365 
Including Missouri — — 4, 357, 636 
————— .. 


In all Northern and Western States and Terri- 
cat yc r eee eer - 101,510,616 


These Southern States, including Missouri, have about three-eighths 
of the children requiring instruction in the whole country. 
They have very poor school-houses, furniture, apparatus, and teach- 


F far less profitably spent there than it 
otherwise would be. 

A large proportion, one-third certainly, Dr. Curry says nearly one- 
half, are notin ee at all. The schools are very short compared 
with those of the North. Under all these disadvantages the Southern 
three-eighths of our children have not exeeeding one-sixth of the 
money. If the expenditure forthe whole country were at the same rate 
as forthe Northern and Western flve-eighths, the total present expendi- 
ture would be $160,000,000, of which the South would have $60,000,000 
instead of $20,000,000, which is the amount her children now receive, 
including the great State of Missouri; that is to say, three times the 
amount which they are now receiving, 

I will ask that there here be inserted a table, which is in the edu- 
cational Report of the Commissioner of Education for 188788, pages 
82 aud 83. I have it not by me, but perhaps it can be supplied from 
one of the copies of the last report. 

The table is as follows: 


Table showing school expenditures, mainly for 1887 88, compared in part with those of preceding year. 


2 Å 8 Lv 3 2 CN ws 2 — 
EE , „ 1g 
S 23 A 3 A i 8 828 5 5 2 
ee Sg 523 p 8 2 8 8 
rae as 2 — «2 es 8 8 5 88 8 on 3 
State or Territory. =p 33 55 88 f * 8 £ £255 a> 3 2 
25 3 z 36 . 7 wo l= 21 E 
ots oe 33 2 EP FE i; 3 5 25 HE -i $ 
2 EE 2 
kE 8 E 4 ae 357 8 3 3385 8 3 5 * 
a a 75 — = © & — = — 
North Atlantie Divisiou: 
aine. 5 ($133, 761) $33,287 | a$740,000 | $773,297 |........ e „ $331,850} $2,238,908 P. 818. 431 P I. OT |,..esee0e 
20,676 40t 488.076 1 80 O44 40 92, 693 
10,118 | 4780 488.4 | I 11. 8 0108, 108 6 
209,758 | e5, 14, 402 | 5,324,160 | I 63.748 21 481.22 6,91 5 
18. 518,181 537,653 | I 14.016 63 98,038 | $25,072 6.43 
31,256 | 1,264, 1,295, 317 1 ...36, 821 80 57 ; 2.57 
113,000 | 9,676,092 | 9,789,002 | I £389,666 87 t 4, 8.87 
$2,242 | 1,638,992 | 1,671,234 | I...98, 164 55| 511.745 938 D. 70,591 P. 2.58 
TLA , 404, 805 | AS, 404, 895 | E 526, 145 S5 | #2, 600, 459 C11, 012, 991 — 73 
— 278,085 | © 9278, 085 RR A 
889 | 1,334,506 | 1,387,395 | 141. 
42 | 1,188388 | 1,251795 | E.-A, 308 
958 | "780,743 | "823,699 1,104. 285 
310 | 571, 094 | T.....39, 258 
229 407, 436 L. 10,825 
067 633, 266 | L. 16. 963 
3 c PRG — wr y ewe 
1, 416, 840 | I.....57, 873 1, 754,107 25 
$20,725 | D 7.00 1,023, 803 23 
567, 744 121,401 81712, 808 80 
839,797 | I ..a37, 321 839, 797 65 
470, 643 | D.....7, 857 783 | _ 514,270 -63 
2, 397, 633 2204, 791 | 2,778,172 
m790, 133 31,658 | "901,191 
1,300, 085 6,568, 588 2,045,951 | 9,914,624 
1,588, 910 3,466, 173 a200, 000 | _ 5, 255, 083 
T, 080, 935 6, 855, 722 2,842,441 10, 279, 374 
780,081 2,951, 472 944,224 | 4,730, 665 
664,723 2, 340, 321 445,135 | 3,490,010 
1, 121, 305 T, 942, 666 771, 649 | 3,844, 684 
749, 965 4, 107, 102 1,192, 846 | 6,087,093 
394, 428 172, 097 768,059 | 4,357, 636 
243, 897 988,720 506,869 | 1,790, 968 
028, 358 1, 682, 093 327,640 | 3,038, 091 
051, 125 2677513 912 118 4,703, 648 
‘ais, 5 4.908 418.000 4118 908 |. 
206,771 — 598, 242 259,399 | "1,152,412 
28,002 18 002 |.. 971 28.973 
32, 029 5,644 | 100,222 05, 866 al,500 | 130,212 
33,530 11,068} 163,462} 174,531 32.115 244270 
ORK) e 106.874 | mio. 874 11,483 | 128,255 
19, 397 — 92.911 m92, 911 2.277 138, 683 
58, 559 6 213.83 213,633 2.173 305.505 
97,427 424,936 | _ 440,578 129,709 | _ 670,896 
621,555 | 89,764 | 68,145 | 3,083,027 | 3,149,172 527,036 | 4,387,527 
9 eee | 132.440 14, 240 2, 5a 22,774 |. 
Í 


North Atlantic Division.. f 420, pig 
South Atlantic Division..| 900, 518 
South Central Division... $ 222 2 342 


North Central Division.. 9,953,812 
Western Divisio: 1,184, 778 


. . 


= | (873, 103) 2 
United States aa . Sig, 810, 238 {15 397, 0965) | 


a Estimated. b Includesexpenditnre for libraries and apparatus. 
fires and school-hħhonses. paneas in salaries of teachers only. 
in “other expenses.“ k These statistics are for 1595-86. 
night schools. o These are statistics for 1837. p So far as reported. 
oludes funds for support of normal schools. 
tendents. * These statistics are for 1880. 


above are excluded from this summary. aa Excluding Alaska, 


67 II 819. 970 


| 82, 314, 741 158. 888. 175 | 1. 7. 08 | 19, 530, 077 (122,459,252 1.28. 108. 405 | 1 
1 


Not reported. 


g sta 
tin the city of Wilmington. 
q À few counties not reported. 
te Meager estimate for country schools. 
y An estimate embracing all the States in the group to which it belongs. 


6,529,618 | 40,792,925 | 1...2, 141, 805 


I 
I. 281, 800 T. S | 962,981 | 8,052,127 | T... y471, 800 
1. 281, G I...,..23.58 | 478,310 | 8,524,098 | I.. 396,000 
1.21 | 10,457,930 | 57,491,876 | Ty, 278, 000 | 
I Ui | 1,102,233 | 7,594,086 | T.....1/420, 800 | 


. 
| | 


2341. 050 


g Inelwles board, fuel, and care of 
í Incinding debt paid. 55 
m Salaries ot teachers only. n There were also expended $5,LS4 for 
r In cities only. s Amountof recei In- 
v Including rent of school-houses, w Includes salaries of city superin- 
z States not tabulated Inthe samecolumn 


d School books and supplies. 
os are for 188687, A of tuition. 
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Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permitme to makea conference report? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPOONER in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BLAIR. _ I will give way to the conterence report and the pro- 
posed executive session in a few moments, if the Senator will not feel 
that I am discourteons. Is it anything that is particularly pressing? 

Mr. VEST. I wanted to get it into form to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not object in a few moments. 

Thave here calculations of the condition of the Southern States as 
exhibited by the last census, which show expenditures of $12,475,044 


in the States, not including Maryland, Missouri, and the District of Co- 
lumbia. These data are very important, and aught to be called par- 
ticularly to the attention of the Senate. I will ask, however, to have 
the table, with the accompanying observations, printed. 


CONDITION OF THE SOUTHERN SCHOOLS BDY LAST CENSUS. 


The Southern States, seventeen in number, including the District of 
Columbia, are usually classed together as a section of the conntry re- 
quiring special help. Of all but Maryland, Missouri, and the District 
of Columbia this is true. The following table exhibits their condition: 


Comparative statistics of education at the South. 


Tens 
lrginia 


irginia.. eas 
District of Columbia.. 


ain Delaware the colored public schools have been 
an — 5 

schools; 
lie schools, and in the other States mentioned 


ies faited to make race disti 


above the school 
count nections, cE d 


By the census of 1880, excluding the States of Maryland and Mis- 


souri and the District of Columbia, the total yearly iture for 
both races is only $7,339,932, while inthe whole country annual ex- 


penditure is from taxation $70,341,435 and from school funds $6,580, - 
632, or a total of $76,922,067, or one-tenth of the whole, while they 
contain one-fifth of the school population. The causes which have pro- 
duced this state of things in the Southern States are far less important 
than the facts themselves as they now exist. To find a remedy and to 
apply itis the only duty which devolves upon us. Without universal 

‘ucation not only will the late war prove to be a failure, but the abo- 
lition of slavery be proved to be a tremendous disaster, if not a crime. 

In 1886 I made calculations which illustrated the condition of edu- 
cation at that time, and the tables and statements are valuable. I will 
ask to have that page printed also. 

‘They are as follows: 


‘THE PRESENT EXPENDITURE FOR SCHOOLS, 


During the decade from 1870 to 1880 the population of the entire country in- 
ereased about 31 per cent.—trom 38,000,000 in round numbers to 50,000,000 and 
over. Assuming that the population in this country has continued to increase 
in the same ratio, and that it will continue so to increase until the next census 
is taken in 1890, the ion of the country would then be 65,704,050, um- 
ing, too, that from until the present time the same ratio of increase has pre- 
vailed, the population on the Ist of next July would be over 59,000,000 and nearly 
60,000,008 of souls, In round numbers, 60,000,000 may be stated as the present 
population of the United States. 

he amount of money raised and expended for purposes of education in the 
country has, during the last six years, somewhat increased; but from the best 
statistical information that.can be obtained, through the reports of superintend- 
ents of education and in other ways, the expenditures for common-seliool edu- 
cation in the country have not increased in any larger A alone bec than has the 
population of the country. If the southern portion of the country were selected 
as an illustration of this pro; tion, it would be found that the expenditure, 
woe in 1880 was $12,475. 


o actual ex iture throughout the country for common schools 
the last 6 $35,000,000. Of course the great mass of this expend- 
iture is in the Northern States, as in fact the capacity todemand taxation for 
that purpose is mainly in the North. It is not the fact that the taxation of the 
latter section of the country is any larger than, and in many localities is not as 
—.— for school purposes as. in the Southern States to which allusion was first 

e; and in this connection | will ask to have inserted as part of my remarks 
atable . expenditures each year from 189 to 1484, inclusive, for the pub- 
lic schools of the Southern States, together with the addenda or memoranda at 
the bottom of the table, 


White: Colored. 4 
2 cx sd 3 
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E 4 Srg A = ea 5 
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107, 488 49| 170.413 72, 007 42 $375,405 

653.229 29| 54,362 17.743 33 238, 056 

25, 053 20 3.954 2.270 70 207, 281 

218. 871 11 242.0 620.444 40 114.888 

argol | asmi] arua) sel meio 

+ 

444 4.052 22 cl. 14 434, 476 26 480) 320 

134, 210 63| £63,591 28, 221 44 1.544, 07 

112, 994 Gt | 251,433| 123,710 49 300, 704 

12% % | asot) mio) „ aaie 

61, 219 733| 5144315 72, 853 50 324) 629 

229; 290 87 ME 60, S51 43 724, 862 

msi] e osoo) da} serine 

e 

612 ; i 567 

— 8,899; 961 2215, 674 | earl | 1.808, 257 


784,709 . a 


supported by the school tax collected from colored citizens only; recently, however, they have received 
riation of $2,400 from the State; in Kentucky the school tax collected from colored 
land there is a biennial appropriation by the Legislature; in the District of Columbia one-third of the school money is set apart for colored pub- 
moneys are divided in proportion to the school 8 without regard to race. b 
* In 1879, „ For whites the school age is 6 to 20; for 
* These numbers include some duplicates; the actual school population is 230, 527. 


citizens is the only State appropriation for the support of colored 


Several 
ored,6 to 16. f Census of 1870. gIn 1877. 


Expenditure from 1880 to 1884 for pubiie schools of the Southern States. 


um, | tome 
| 

$08, 8118. 498; 228 77 160,982 

503, 479,471, 561,7 171,541 

179, a179, 668} 215,161 989, 059 

133, 133,260, 172,17 637,125 

5%, 613,647; 853. 2,821,251 

785. 8 ac700, 4, 183, 670 

atl, 385, 466, 930) 2,215, 656 

1,651, 1, 603, 211} 1, 685, 8, 090, 706 

630, 803,876) 4803, 876) 3, 876, 854 

3,753, 3, 767,049) 4, 288, 135/18, 429, 325 

509, 623,441) 535, 205) 2, 430, 923 

389, 423.473 428, 419) 1, 911, 989 

633, 827, 918, 955, 470) 4, 064, 353 

T fero an 753, 803, 1. 150, 1,661,476) 5, 122, 350 

Virginia 1, 100, 239) 1,157, 1,297, 321,537 5, 822, 647 

West Virginia. 716,864) 781.250 879, 820 947,371} 997, 4310 4,302,730 

Distriet ot᷑ Co soi 527,312) 579,312 2 359, 097 2, 774, 579 

‘ * p> 475, DEST, Gil, Se. 213, 2 145, 699 18, 531, 285 72, 010,751 


For the previous year, no rt for this year having been received, 
6 Thirteen counties not reporting. 
or white schools only; estimating ths enditure for colored schools on 
the basis of the same per capita expenditure for white and colored of 
legal i age, the total expenditure for the year 1882 is $546,623, and for 1883 
1 INCREASE, 
If the above total expenditure for 1882 be augmented by the esti- 


mated expenditure for colored schools in Kentucky, as explained 
above, the increase of expenditure for all the public schools inthe 
States named for the year 1882 over thal of 1880 is . . . FE, S50, 244 
If the expenditure for 1584 be augmented in like manner the increase 
of ex ture for the publio schools in the States named above for 
the year 1844 over that for 1882 is . . . . n 2, 330, 407 
— = 
Total expenditure for 1882. ede WAG, Bath, 2E 
Total expenditure for 1880 1 1 12, 478, O84 
Tuereas e RA 1,550, 21 
— — 
Total expenditure for 1994. "16, 655,755 
Total expenditure for 1542. *14, 325, 288 
"Includes an estimate foy the colored schools of Kentucky not in ed 
totals of table. K whe hen 
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g the population, property, and taxation of the | property, and the relative ability of the Southern States to bear taxa- 
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Be eee a ee N 


maintain schools, as revealed by the same census 


also the population, | tion ny 


le country, as exhibited by the eensus of 1889; 


Here are tables showin: 
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, total taxation, per capita of valuation, per 


indebledness, per capita of indebtedness, by States and Territories, 


total assessed valuation of property 


tion, 


States and Territories, 


Table showing the popula 
District of Columbia 
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Sai ae hae 


l; also average valuation per capita 


and grand tota 


Jor the several States and groups. 


on of real and personal property; total population by States, groups, 
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Table showing assessed valuat: 
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Total assessed 
valuation, 
978, 
755, 
25 
536, 
177, 
2, 652, 011,532 
2,370, 923, 266. 


eee 


Totals for the group.......... 


ont. 


Verm 
Massachusetts, 


South Garolina. 
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Table showing vuluation and taxation for 1880 for school and other purposes compared. 


States. 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Assessed valuation. 


Taxation, 


6 $4, 244, 610 8 
2,181,191 
1, 315, 405 3 
19 371, 449 = 
2, 280, 722 4 
4, 089, 628 y 
33, 483, 005 t 
45, 926, 423 3 
7, 215, 864 7 
22.305 2 
471, 849 > 
233, 601, 599 74, 853, 536 308, 455,135 | 1,125,028 3,517, 174 4, G42, 202 24.2 1.50 
105, 000, 306 34, 622, 399 139, 622, 705 752, 763 1.304, 216 2,056, 979 36.5 1.47 
101, 709, 326 54, 390, 876 156, 100, 345,720 1,570, 412 1,916,132 | , 18.0 1.22 
77,411, 670 56, 09S, 465 133, 560, 135 423, 623 1,416, 360 1, 839, 983 23 0 1.37 
139, 983,941 99, 488, 658 239, 472, 599 337,518 2, 819. 190 3, 207, 008 12.0 1.33 - 
18, 885, 151 12,053, 158 938, 309 309, 496, 034 605. 180 18.0 1.95 
77, 374, 008 45, 493, 220 122, 867, 218 260,1 1,801, 831 2, 061,978 12.6 1.67 — 
79, 469, 530 31, 158, 599 110, 628, 129 474, 905 1, 909, 570 2, 384,475 19.8 2.15 3 
122. 362, 297 37, 800, 142 160, 162, 439 515, 3, 850, 222 4,395, 876 12.4 2.74 = 
205, 508, 924 114, 855, 591 320, 364, 515 49, 827 4,018, 889 4,568, 716 12.0 1.42 7 
55, 760, 388 30, 648, 976 86, 409, 364 558, 1, 280, 390 1,839,090 30.3 2.12 2 
265, 085, 908 85, 478, 063 350,563,971 | 1,109,623 4,001, 394 5, 201, 017 21.3 1.48 
195, 644, 200 16, 134, 338 211,778, 538 1. 860, 172 2,788, 781 33,2 1.81 
1,677,847,248 | 693,076,021 | 2, 370,923,289 | 7,571,563 | 29, 935, 854 | 417| 21| 1.88 
— — — — — . ——— 
— — ͤ(——Ä— — — — — — 
440, 682, 808 , 534, 954, 053 18, $02, 605 25, 756, 658 26.9 1,67 
189, 131, 892 8, 99, 188 12, 243, 630 27.4 1.69 
211. 175, 34L 18, 256, 338 24, 586, O18 25.7 3.12 
$4, 804, 475 6, 103, 785 8, 627, 949 29.2 1.66 
91, 183, 030 5, 681, 836 7.588, 325 2.1 1.72 
101, 416, 909 6, 248, 029 11, 061, 605 37.1 2.77 
54,581, 905 3,014, 774 4, 346, 300 30.6 1.68 
150, 810, 689 7, 773, 539 10, 269, 736 24.3 92 
52, 459, 640 3, 860, 791 4,979, 650 22.4 3.09 
35,512,407 2,022, 680 2,792, 480 27.5 3.08 
38, 867, 496 1,727,380 2, 152, 008 19.7 2. 88 
941, 11, 350, 429 749, 625 $71, 673 14.0 2.97 
581. 19, 937, 118 889,010 1,113, 942 20.1 2.12 
253. 304,451 9,918,218 12.628.006 21.4 2.16 
1, 603, 218, 586 129, 117, 979 
5, 347, 253 293, 036 
6, 987, 612 478, 066 x 
4,143, 350 195, 887 
13, 532, 640 383, H7 
6, 574, 642 126, 942 
9, 995, 935 435, 238 
12, 474, 79 505, 417 y 
9, 138. 638 230, 223 =A 
68, 192, 740 * 
8, 865, 226, 618 | 16, 902,998,543 | 70,971, 511 à 
a No tax for the support of schools separate from other taxes is levied, but the expenses of the schools, amounting to $33,567, are paid out of the District revenue, - 
PROPERTY AND POPULATION IN THIRTEEN SOUTHERN STATES. 7 
Fable showing changes in assessed valuation of property in Southern States, 1870-1880. à 


States, 


Assessed valu- | Assessed valu- 
ation in 1870. | ation in 1880. 


Increase in population, 


$365, 439,917 | $308, 455, 135 
140,538,273 | 139,622, 705 
130,378,622 | ` 156, 100, 202 
183,913,337 | 133,560, 135 
227,219,519 | 239,472, 599 
32, 480, 843 30, 933, 309 |... 
155,582,595 | 122, 867,298 |.. 
177,278,890 | 110,628,120 
253,317,890 | 160, 162, 439 
149,732,929 | 320,362, 515 
94.528.843 86, 409, 364 
409,544,294 | 350, 563, 971 |. 
283, 782, 161 211,778, 538 |. 

| 2,573, 792,113 | 2,370,923, 269 


E 
a 


— 


. 


3 
Bans 
222 


SSBB 
283888388888 
A 

8288838 


a This total includes the white, colored, 686 Chinese, 1 Japanese, and 2,527 civilized Indians, b Net decrease, 


1102 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 


Here also is a table which shows that in the Southern cities, as other 
tables show that in the Southern States, they are subjecting themselves 
to as high rates of taxation for the maintenance of their schools as is 
the case in the Northern cities or in the Northern States. Here are per- 
haps forty cities, selected with reference to the percentage of school tax- 
ation of these several cities, so that it is easy to compare the cities of 
the North and of the Sonth particularly: 


Rate of tax for school purposes in various cities. 
[Mills per dollar of assessed valuation.) 


eta SRS 
> en 


> a 


3 


ond, V: & 

I call attention to the general fact, demonstrated to be so, that the | 
Sonth is not negligent or derelict in the effort to educate its children, 
but is without money to do it, because, forsooth, in addition to the ex- 
cessive taxation required to repair the losses and destruction by war of 


1 
j 
7 


property that had been the aécumulation of generations, highways and 
public buildings, all those structures and those causes of hears 
which have been supplied by the taxation of generations at the North, 
and which still exist there—in addition, I say, to the exorbitant taxa- 
tion imposed upon the South to meet these losses, these requirements, 
they are also taking this new burden of the education of the children 
upon themselves, which they were not accustomed to do, for the masses, 
at least, before the war, and taxation in that direction is as high as it 
is at the North. 

Here is a table which, thongh defective in not coming down to the 
present time, throws much light upon the assistance which has been 
received by the common-school systems of the Northern and Western 
States from the public Treasury in the form of public lands. This isa 
table showing the amount of money which was paid out to or deposited 
with the several States, known as the surplus fund, under the act of 
1836, which table shows the entire amount to have been $28, 104,644.91 
n with the States of the Union as the Union was then consti- 
tuted: 


3 Money distributed among the States under the act of June 23, 1836. 

„9 g 
a : 
1.93 
1.52 
2.5 T 
ag | New Jersey... 764, 670. 60 
29 | Pennsylvania .. . 2,867,514. 78 
1 n Ware. . 286,751.49 
4 Maryland. 955, 838. 25 
5 Virginia 2. 198. 427.99 
2,7 | North Carolina. 1, 433, 757. 30 
2.51 South Carolina 1, 051, 422. 00 
3.12 | Georgia ,....... 1, 061, 422. 09 
2. gi | Alabama 089, 086, 79 
22 | Louisiana . 477, 919.14 
3.58 Vermont. ‘669, 086.79 
s Connecticut... 764, 670. 60 
g | Rhode Teland, 382, 335, 30 
$ Mississippi ... 382, 335, 80 
8 Tennessee 1, 483,757.39 
1.3 | Kentucky 1, 433, 757.39 
3 Ohio 2, 007, 260, 34 
2.25 282, 335, 30 
2 860, 254. 44 
i. : 477, 919. 14 
2 Michigan 286. 751. 40 


a 


Arkansas 


This table is pertinent to this discussion because the amounts of 
money given to several of the States were appropriated to the common 
schools and became the basis of common-school funds, notably in the 
State of New York; and in many others, I understand, it wasexpended 
for the benefit of schools. 


Table showing the area of the several States and Territories containing public lands, and the quantity devoted for educational purposes by Congress up 
to June 30, 1867. 


[Compiled from report of the Commissioner of the Land Office for 1867. 


| 


Granted for agricultural col- 


Domes 80 a a for Ì July 2, 1862 Granted for Remaining un- 
* eges July oa 
States and Territories contairing | Area of States and Territories | EE ies deaf and sold and un- 
public lands. containing public lands. x 7 ih dumb asy- appropriated 
| ! Schools, Universities, 3 in | rape . lums, June 1807. 
Í i 
| Square miles. | Acres, Acres, Acres. Acres. i Acres. Acres. | Acres. 
A 39, 964 25, 576, 960 704, 453 | 500.00 
"809 21! 637, 760 50, 317 | 2,900.00 
55,410 35, 462, 400 985, 066 | 2, 000.00 
65,350 41, 824, 000 1, 199, 039 1, 835, 892. 71 
50, 722 32, 462, 080 902, 774 6, 915, 081. 82 
47,156 30, 179, 840 B37, 584 4, 930, 893, 56 
41,346 26, 461, 440 786, 044 6, 582, 841, 04 
56, 451 36, 128, 640 1,067,397 5, 180, 640. 63 
52,198 33, 406, 720 896, 460 11, 157,662, 54 
59, 268 37,931, 520 908, 503 17,540, 874. 00 
85.645 35, 228, 800 905,144 3,113, 464, 18 
, 024 3A, 511, 360 958, 649 10, 016, 700. 87 
188, 981 120, 047, 840 6,719, 324 106, 062, 392, 1% 
$3,531 53, 459, 840 2, 969, 900 48, 119, 82. 17 488, 803, 03 36,776, 170,89 
0, 274 60, 975, 360 3.829, 706 AG DOO A 1, 920.00 |. | 52, 742, 078, 96 
8), 318 52, 043, 520 2, 891, 306 411,959.70 |. 43, 148, 876.44 
112, 080 71, 787, 741 8, 985, 430 ie | 67, 090, 382, 62 
75, 995 48, 636, 800 2,702, O44 42,523, 927.38 
69, 994 44,796, 160 2, 483, 675 i 41, 627, 464.39 
121, 201 77,568, 640 4, 309, 368 | 73,005, 192, 00 
33, 056 56, 355, 035 3. 130, 869 i 51, 139, 646.00 
240,597 153, 982, 080 8,554, 560 115,298, 284. 97 
104, 500 66, 880, 000 3,715,555 |. a) 62, 870, 665. 83 
143, 776 92, 016,640 5, 112, 035 |. 5 86, 904, 605. 00 
113, 916 72, 006, 304 4, 050, 350 |. 2 68, 855, 954. 00 
, 932 | 58, 196, 480 3, 283, 187 ee 54, 453, 843.00 
68,991 44, 154, 240 |.. = 44, 154, 240, 00 
877,590 369,529, 500 2 359, 529, 600,00 
2,867,185 | 1,834,998, 400 67, 983, 914 | 1, 082, 880 | 1,159, 499.65 | 3. 192, 588, 23.) 44,971.11 | 1;414,567,574. 99 


aThe whole quantity lable to be issued under the act of July 2, 1862, is 9,600,000 acres, 


— 


I haye some matter which shows the effect of e Spon. the suf- 
frage, but I shall be unable to conclude my remarks t and, as the 
Senate desires an executive session, I will at this point give way. 


MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. VEST. Lsubmit the report of the committee of conference on 
Senate joint resolution 37. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the joint resolution (S. R.37) for the removal 
of ol to navigation in the Missouri River, and for other 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend to ingen ee Houses as follows: 

That the Senate r e from its disagreement to the House amendments, and 
agree to the same, 


recommend and do 


G.G. VEST, 


THOS. J. HENDERSON, 

N.C. BLANCHARD, 

BINGER HERMANN, 
Conferces on the part of the House, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the House amendment be read, to which we 
agreed in effect by receding from our disagreement. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill state to the Senator from Vermont that it reduces 
the umount $75,000 for the Missouri River and puts an appropriation 
on the joint resolution of $75, for the Columbia River. ‘The reso- 
Intion as passed appropriated $250,000 for the Missouri River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the House amendment? 

Mr. VEST. ‘They put on an amendment of $75,000 for the mouth 
of the Columbia River improvement and reduced the appropriation of 


— $250,000 for the Missouri River 875,000. 


eS 


* EDMUNDS. A mere question of amounts? 


. VEST. That is all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. à 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the consent of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, who has the floor on his bill, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty-five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes 
Bm tho Senate adjourned until Monday, February 10, 1890, at 12 
o'clock m. : 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the Gt of February, 1890. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


Louis T. Barin, of Oregon, to be marshal of the United States for the 

district of Oregon, vice John Myers, to be removed. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George B. Edmonds, of Connecticut, to be collectorof customs for the 
district of Fairfield, in the State of Connecticut, to succeed Walter God- 
dard, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

J. H. Pinkerton, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 
of St. Marks, in the State of Florida, in the place of John F, McDon- 
nell, to be removed. 

Alanson W, Beard, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, 
in place of Leverett Saltonstall, to be removed. 

Francis A. Vaughan, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas, in place of Edward D. Linn, to 
be removed. ; 

Louis McKenzie Bell, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia, to succeed John P. Rob- 
inson, whose term of office will expire by limitation February 26, 1890, 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Paris Kilburn, of California, to be surveyor of customsin the district 
of San Francisco, in the State of California, in place of Wiley J. Tinnin, 
to be removed. 

SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 4 

Elias S. Clark, of Prescott, Ariz., to be supervisor of census for the 
census district of Arizona. 

John F. Sheehan, of San Mateo, Cal., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of California. 

David 8. Dodds, of Lakota, N. Dak., to be supervisor of census for 
the census district of North Dakota. 

Charles S. Partridge, of Sanford, Fla., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Florida. 
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John W. Tompkins, of Lake City, Fla., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of Florida. 

Adoniram J. Pinkham, of Ketchum, Idaho, to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the census district of Idaho. 

John W. Rowley, of Keosauqua, Iowa, to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Iowa. 

Emil Schmidt, of Nashville, Ill., to be supervisor of census for the 
seventh census district of Illinois. 

Norman H. Moss, of Mount Vernon, Ill., to be supervisor of census 
for the eighth census district of Illinois. 

Sidney Conger, of Flat Rock, Ind., to be supervisor of census for 
the third census districtof Indiana. 

John W. Chandler, of Cliftonville, Miss., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of Mississippi. 

George T. Oliver, of Pittsburgh, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the ninth census district of Pennsylvania. 

James B. Mates, of Butler, Pa., to be supervisor of census for the 
tenth census district of Pennsylvania. 

William Denney, of Claysville, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the eleventh census district of Pennsylvania. 

Randall D. George, of Charleston, S. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the third census district of South Carolina. 

Marshall O. Howe, of Vermont, to be supervisor of census for the 
census district of Vermont. 

Homer Merrell, of Rawlins, Wyo., to be supervisor of census for the 
census district of Wyoming. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Leouard Cornish, to be postmaster at Demopolis, in the county of 
Marengo and State of Alabama; the appointment of æ postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1889. 

Jacob M. Copes, to be postmaster at Phcenix, in the county of Mari- 
copa and Territory of Arizona, in the place of William A. Hall, re- 
signed. 

Solomon D. Bosworth, to be postmaster at Grass Valley, in the county 
ot Nevada and State of California, in the place of Mary F, Byrne, re- 
moved. f 

Nelson J. Allender, to he postmaster at New London, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of George D. 
Whittlesey, whose commission expires February 19, 1890. 

Patrick O'Leary, to be postmaster at Putnam, in the county of Wind- 
ham and State of Connecticut, in the place of Edward Mullan, whose 
commission expires February 19, 1890. 

Thomas J. Howard, to be postmaster at La Junta, in the county of 
Otero and State of Colorado, in the plance of Alexander C. Hickman, 
resigned. 

John R. Dewey, to be postmaster at Ocala, in the county of Marion 
and State of Florida, in the place of Leonard Dozier, removed. 

David A. Dudley, to be postmaster at Americus, in the county of 
Sumterand State of Georgia, in the place of Joseph C. Roney, removed. 

Jacob P. Prickett, to he postmaster at Albion, in the county of Noble 
and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office haying, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1890. 

Henry A. Snepp, to be postmaster at Bourbon, in the county of 
ae and State of Indiana, in the place of George Stockman, re- 
moved. 

William W. Birdsall, to be post master at New Hampton, in the county 
of Chickasaw and State of Iowa, in the place of D. B. Hanan, whose 
commission expires February 15, 1890. 

Omar H. Brooks, to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the county of 
Wright and State of Iowa, in the place of John H. Howell, resigned. 

Luther M. Axline, to be postmaster at Medicine Lodge, in the county 
of Barber and State of Kansas, in the place of Thomas A. McCleary, 
whose commission expired January 13, 1890, and who has resigned. 

Morgan Caraway, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county of 
Barton and State of Kansas, in the placeof Mrs. Hattie P. Bayne, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1890. 

William K. P. Dow, to be postmaster at St. John, in the county of 
Stafford and State of Kansas, in the place of Cornelius S. Mace, re- 
moved. 

Amzi G. Patterson, to he postmaster at Harper, in the county of Har- 
per and State of Kansas, in the place of Samuel T. Carrico, whose com- 
mission expired January 13, 1890, and who has resigned. 

Samuel M. Anderson, to be postmasterat Nicholasville, in the county 
of Jessamine and State of Kentucky, in the place of William J. Den- 
man, removed. 

Dennis M, Foster, to be postmaster at Lake Charles, in the parish of 
Caleasien and State of Louisiana, in the place of Mary J. Leveque, 
whose commission expired January 12, 1890. 

Charles B. Bowman, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county ot 
Middlesex and State of Massichusetts, in the place of Alstead W. 
Brownell, whose commission expires February 19, 1890. > 

James Monroe, to be postmaster at Kalamazoo, in the county of Kal- 


1 
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amazoo and State of Michigan, in the place of Andrew J. Shakespeare, 
whose commission expires March 12, 1890. 

Joshua Stephens, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of Noxu- 
bee and State of Mississippi, in the place of T. J. Stokes, whose com- 
mission expired January 13, 1890. 

Charles F. Ernst, to be 


moved. 


Edward D. Miller, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Clay 
and State of Missouri, in the place of Thomas H. Frame, whose com- 
mission expired January 13, 1890, and who has resigned, the nomina- 
tion sent to the Senate Jannary 27, 1890, of Eli R. Crofton having 


been withdrawn. 


William H. Baldwin, to be postmaster at East Orange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Mary E. Simonson, 
whose commission expired January 13, 1890. 

William P. Maynard, 


Fisher, removed. 


William A. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Devil’s Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of Noxth Dakota, in the place of Halvor C. Ras- 


mussen, removed. 


Andrew D. Braden, to be 


removed. 


John W. Hoyt, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county of 
Cameron and State of Texas, in the place of Benjamin Kowalski, re- 


moved. 


William H. H. Flick, to be postmaster at Martinsburgh, in the 
county of Berkeley and State of West Virginia, in the place of Will- 
iam B. Colston, whose commission expires February 17, 1890. 

Porter M. Burbank, to be postmaster at Dyersburgh, in the county 
of Dyer and State of Tennessee, in the place of Miss Mattie V. Borum, 


removed. 


Charles H. Clements, to be postmaster at Denton, in the county of 
Denton and State of Texas, in the place of Willis H. Bates, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1890. 


Eli R. Crofton, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the State of Missouri. 


postmaster at St. Joseph, in the county of 
Buchanan and State of Missouri, in the place of John C. Evans, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1890. 

Charles L. Mayo, to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, in the county of 
Cass and State of Missouri, in the place of William D. F. Whitsitt, re- 


at White Plains, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of R. Chauncey 


postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Stark and State of Ohio, in the place of William Archinal, whose com- 
mission expires February 8, 1890. 

Charles E. Cooke, to be aster at Paulding, in the county of 
Paulding and State of Ohio, in place of Wesley A. Savage, removed. 

Schiller Fogleson, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Ohio, in the place of Bartholomew Trisiam, whose 
commission expired January 20, 1890. 

George Hall, to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of Allen and 
State of Ohio, in the place of Ringgold W. Meily, whose commission 
expires February 19, 1890. 

Joshua C. Light, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of Put- 
nam and State of Ohio, in the place of John J. Zeller, whose commis- 
sion expires February 19, 1890. 

Adam M. Rice, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of Hardin 
and State of Ohio, in the place of John P. Cook, whose commission 
expired January 20, 1890. 

John W. Foust, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in the 
whose commission expires February 10, 1 

David W. Morgan, to be 


place of William C. Schultze, 


r at Franklin, in the county of 
Venango and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John E. Adams, 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President February 6, 1890. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 4, 1890. 
POSTMASTERS, 


George T. Hammer, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Tennessee. 

Samuel A. Vannort, to be postmaster at Port Deposit, in the county 
of Cecil and State of Maryland. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 6, 1890. 


RECORDER OF DEEDS FOR THE DISTRICT. 
Blanche K. Bruce, of the District of Columbia, to be recorder of 
deeds in the District of Columbia, vice James M. Trotter, resigned. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR WISCONSIN. 


Elihu Colman, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United States for 
the eastern district of Wisconsin, vice William A. Walker, resigned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 6, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal of the proceedings 
of yesterday as read will be approved. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday be approved. 

Mr. DOCKERY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 153, nay 0, not voting 176; as follows: 


Adams. 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, 

ks, 


Buchanan, N.J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Cheadle, 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Connell, 
Craig, 
Cutcheon, 


Clunie, 


YEAS—153. 
Da: Magee, Lehibach 
rlington, ra i 
De Haven, ind, 
De Lano, ge, 
Dingley, Mason, 
Dolliver, McComas, 
Dorsey. McCord, 
Dunnell, MeCormick, 
Evans, MeKenna, 
Ewart. McKinley, 
Farquhar, Miles, 
Flick, Milliken, 
Flood, Moffitt, 
Frank, Moore, N. H. 
Funston. Morey, 
Gear, Morrill, 
Gest, Morse, 
Gitford, Niedringhaus, 
Greenhalge, ‘ute, 
Grosvenor, O'Donnell, 
Grout, O'Neill, Pa. 
Hall, me, 
Hansbrough, Owen, Ind. 
Harmer, yne, 
Haugen, Payson, 
Henderson, III. Perkins, 
Henderson, Iowa Peters, 
Hermann, Pickler, 
Hill, ‘ost, 
Hopkins, Pugsley, 
Houk, Quackenbush, 
— aay 
ennedy, y, 
Ketcham, Reed, Iowa 
Kinsey, Rife, 
Lacey, Rowell, 
La Follette, R i 
Laidlaw, Scranton 
Lansing, Seull, 
NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—176. 
Covert Lawler, 
Cowles, Lee, 
Crain, Lester, Ga. 
Crisp, Lester, Va. 
Culberson, Tex. Lewis, 
Culbertson, Pa. Magner, 
Cummings, Maish, 
Dargan, Mansur, 
Davidson, Martin, Ind. 
Dibble, . 
Dockery, McAdoo, 
Dunphy, M y, 
Edmunds, M y, 
Elliott, McClellan, 
Ellis, M 
Enloe, McMillin, 
Finley, cRae, 
Fitch, Mills, 
Fithian, Montgomery, 
Flower, Moore, Tex. 
Forman, Morgan, 
Forney, Morrow, 
Fowler, Mutchler, 
Geissenhainer, Norton, 
Gibson, Oates, 
Goodnight, O’Ferrall, 
Grimes, O'Neall, Ind. 
Hare, O'Neil, Mass. 
Hatch, Outhwaite, 
Hayes, Owens, Ohio 
Haynes, Parrett, 
Heard Paynter, 
Hemphill, Peel, 
Henderson, N.C, Pendleton, 
Herbert, Penington, 
Hitt, Perry, 
Holman Phelan, 
Hooker, j * 
Kerr, Iowa Price, 
Kerr, Pa. Quinn, 
Kilgore, Randall, Mass. 
Knapp, Randall, Pa. 
ne, lly, 
«nham, Richardson, 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Yardley, 

The Speaker. 


Wike, 
Wilber, 


x, 
Williams, III. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
we 
Yeder. 


The following pairs until further notice were announced: 


Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, 


Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. FORNEY with Mr. CASWELL. 
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Mr. WII Nd with Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. BUNN. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following members as 
present and declining to vote, the list of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Assort, Mr. Barnes, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. BYNUM, Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr, CLEMENTS, Mr. 
Cooper of Indians, Mr. Crary, Mr. Crisp, Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. DOCK- 
ERY, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. FLOWER, Mr. FOWLER, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, Mr. GOODNIGHT, 
Mr. GRIMES, Mr. HARE, Mr. HAYES, Mr. Hz, Mr. HENDERSON of North 
Carolina, Mr. Honmay, Mr, LANK, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. LESTER of Vir- 

nia, Mr. McCLamary, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. MORAE, Mr. MILLS, Mr. MONTGOMERY, 

Ir. Moore of Texas, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. O° Mr. Ọ'NEALL of Indiana, Mr, 
OurHwalts, Mr, PAYNTER, Mr.QUINN, Mr. REILLY, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. 
ep ny ei Tansyey, Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. WILKINSON, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, 
and Mr. Wise. 


The SPEAKER. There being a constitutional quorum present to do 
business, the Chair announces that the yeas are 153, the noes none; and 
the Journal is approved. 

RULES. 


Mr. CANNON. I desire, by direction of the Committee on Rules, 
to report the following code of rules with a favorable recommendation, 
and ask that it be printed and recommitted to the Committee on Rules, 
with leave to the minority to file its views; and also that the proposed 
code be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, reports a code of rules, and asks that it be printed and 
recommitted, and that the code and the report be printed in the RECORD 
of to-morrow, with the views of the minority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
RULE I. 
DUTIES OF THE SPEAKER, 


1. The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the 
hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately 
call the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be „ having previously ex- 
amined and approved the same, 

2. He shall preserve order and decorum, and, in ease of disturbance or dis- 
or conduct in the galleries or in the lobby, may cause the same to be 

eared. 


e 

3. He shall have general control, except as provided by rule or law, of the Hall 
of the House and of the corridorsand passages and of the unappro riated rooms 
in that part of the Capitol assigned to the use of the House until further order. 

4. He shall sign all acts, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, and sub- 
ponas of, or issued by order of, the House, and decide all questions of order, 
subject to an appeal by any member, on which appeal no member shall speak 
more than once, unless by permission of the House. 

5. He shall rise to puta question, but may state it sitting; and shall put ques- 
tions in this form, to wit: As many as are in favor (as the question may be) say 
ay; and after the affirmative voice is expressed, As many as are opposed say 
no; if he doubts or a division is called for, the House divide; those in 
the affirmative of the Je pe cane shall first rise from their s and then thosein 
the negative; if he still doubts or a count is required by at least one-fifth of a 
quorum, he shall name one from each side of the question to tell the members 
ie 7 3 and negative; which being reported, he shall rise and state 

ecision. 

6. He shall not be required to yote in ordinary legislative proceedings, except 
where his vote would decisive or where the House is engaged in voting by 
ballot; and in all cases of a tie vote the question shall be lost. 

7. Heshall have the right toname any member to perform the duties of the 
Chair, but such substitution shall not extend beyond an adjournment: Provided, 
however, That in case of his illness he may make such appointment for a period 
not exceeding ten days, with the approval of the House at the time the same 
is made; and in his absence and omission to make such appointment the House 
shall proceed to elect a Speaker pro lempore, to act during his absence. 


Rote II. 
2 ELECTION OF OFFICERS, 


There shall be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of each Con- 
„to continue in office until their successors are chosen and qualified, a 
lerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and Chaplain, of whom 
shall take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States, and for the 
true and faithful discharge of the duties of his office, to the best of his knowl- 
edge and ability, and to keep the secrets of the House, and each shall appoint 
all of the employés of his department provided for by law. 
Rute III. 
DUTIES OF THE CLERK. 

1. The Clerk shall, pending the election of a Speaker or Speaker pro tempore. 
call the House to order, preserve order and decorum, and decide aii qucihions of 
order, subject to appeal by any member. 

2. He shall make, and cause to be printed and delivered to each member or 
mailed to his address, at the commencement of every regular session of Con- 
gress,a list of the reports which it is the duty of any officer or Department to 
make to Congress, referring to the act or resolution and of the volume of 
the laws or Journal in which it may be contained, and placing under the name 
of each officer the list of reports required of him to be made. 

3. He shall note all questions of order, with the decisions thereon, the record 
of which shall be printed as an appendix to the Journal of each session, and 
complete, as soon after the close of the session as possible, the printing and dis- 
tribution to Members and Delegates of the Journal of the House, together with 
an accurate and complete index; retain in the library at his office for the use 
of the members and officers of the House, and not to be withdrawn therefrom, 
two copies of all the books ot pe documents deposited there; send, at 
the end of each session, a printed copy of the Journal thereof to the executive 
and to each branch of the lature of ETONE and Territory; preserve 
for and deliver or mail to each Member and Delegate an extra copy, in good 
pridie of all documents printed by order of either house of the 3 to 
which he belonged; attest and affix the seal of the House to all writs, warrants, 
and subpœnas issued by order of the House, certify to the passage of all bills 
and joint Jutions; make or approve all contracts, ba: |, OF agreements 
relative to furnishing any matter or thing or for the performance of soy labor 

e i 


for the House of Representatives, in pursuance of law or order of th 
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konp full and aconrate accounts of the disbursements out of the contingent fand 
of the House; keep the stationery account of Members and Delegates, and pay 
them, as provided by law. 1 — 

ULE IV. 


DUTIES OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 

1, It shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms to attend the House and the 
Committees of the Whole during their sittings, to maintain order under the 
direction of the Speaker or Chairman, and, pending the election of a Speaker 
or Speaker pro tempore, under the direction of the Clerk ; execute the com- 
mands of the House, and all processes issued by authority thereof, directed to 
him by the Speaker; keep the accounts for the pay and mileage of Members 
and Delegates, and pay them as provided by law. 


2. The symbol of his office shall be the mace, which shall be borne by him ` 


while enforcing order on the floor. 

3. He shall give bond to the United States, with sureties to be approved by 
the Speaker, in the sum of $50,000, for the faithful disbursement of all moneys 
intrusted to him by virtue of his office and the proper discharge of the duties 
thereof, and no member of Congress shall be approved as such surety, 

Rue V. ? 
DUTIES OF OTHER OFFICERS, 

1. The Doorkeeper shall enforce strictly the rules relating to the privil of 
the Hall aud be responsible to the House for the official conduct of his employés, 

2. At the commencement and close of cach session of Congress he shall take 
an inventory of all the furniture, books, and other publie property in the sey- 
eral committee and other rooms under his charge, and report the same to the 
House, which report shall be referred to the Committee on Accounts to ascer- 
o 1 determine the amount for which he shall be held liable for missing 

cles. 

3. He shall allow no person to enter the room over the Hall of the House dur- 
ing its sittings; and fifteen minutes before the hour for the meeting of the House 
each day he shall see that the floor is cleared of all persons except those privi- 
leged to remain, and kept so until ten minutes after adjournment. 


RuLE VI. 


The Postmaster shall superintend the post-office kept in the Capitoi for the 
accommodation of Representatives, Delegates, and officers of the House, and be 
held responsible for the prompt and safe delivery of their mail. 

Rue VII. 


The Chaplain shall attend at the commencement of each day’s sitting of the 
House and open the same with prayer. 


Rute VIII. 
OF THE MEMBERS, 


1. Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sit- 
tings, unless excused or necessarily prevented, and shall vote on each question 
put, unless he has a direct personal or pecuniary interest in the event of such 
question. 

2. Pairs shall be announced by the Clerk, after the completion of the second 
roll-eall, from a written list furnished him and 3 by the member making 
the statement to the Clerk, which list shall be published in the RECORD as a 
of the proceedings, immediately following the names of those not voting: 
vided, Pairs shall be announced but once during the same legislative day. 


Rue IX, 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individ y in their representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions 
to adjourn. N z 

ULE X, 


OF COMMITTEES. 


1, Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall appoint, 
at me. commencement of each Congress, the following ding prin eg 
namely: 

On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Ways and Means, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Appropriations, to consist of fifteen members. 

On the Judiciary, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Banking and Currency, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Coinage, Weights,and Measures, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Commerce, to consist of seventeen members, 

On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fiſteen members. 

On Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Military Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Naval Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members, 

On the Public Lands, toconsist of thirteen members. 

On Indian Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Territories, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Railways and Canals, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Manufactures, to consist of eleven members. 

On Minesand Mining, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Publie Buildings and Grounds, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Pacific Rai s, to consist of thirteen members. i 

ee and Improvements of the Mississippi River, to consist of thirteen 
members, 

On Education, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Labor, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Militia, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Patents, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Pensions, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

On War Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Private Land Claims, to consist of thirteen membera. 

On the District of Columbia, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Revision of the Laws, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of seven members, 

On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, to consist of seven members, 

On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, tô consist of seven members, 

On Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, to consist of seven meme 


bers. 
On 5 on Public Buildings, to consist of seven members. 
On Rules, to consist of five members. 
On Accounts, to consist of nine members, 
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On Mileage, to consist of five members. 

Also the following joint standing committees, namely: 

On the Library, to consist of three members. 

Printing, to consist of three members. 

On Enrolled Bilis, to consist of seven members. 

2. He shall also appoint all select and conference committees which shall be 
ordered by the Hou from time to time. 

3. The first-named member of each committee shall be the chairman; and in 
his absence, or being excused by the House, the next-named member, and so 
on, as often as the case shall happen, unless the committee by a majority of its 
number elect a chairman, and in case of the death of a chairman it shall be the 
duty of the Speaker to appoint another. 

4. The chairman shall appoint the clerk or clerks of his committee, subject to 
dlls ptr who shall be paid at the public expense, the House having first 


therefor. 
Rute XI. 
POWEES AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
spending rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 

1, to the election of members: to the Committer on Elections; 

2, to the revenne and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 

3. to appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as 

—— for legislative. executive, and judicial expenses; for 

sundry civil expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of 
Columbia: for pensions; and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appro- 


ns; 
T — judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the 


ary; 
5. to banking and 3 to the Committee on Banking and Curreney: 
6. to coinage, weights, and measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures; 
7. to commerce, Life-Saving Service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for Life-Saving Service and li.ht-houses: tothe Committee on Commerce; 
8. — the improvements of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers 


9. to the merchant marine and fisheries: to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and ries; 

10. to ulture and forestry : to the Committee on Agriculture, who shall 
receive the estimates and report the appropriations for the Agricultural De- 


partment; - 

II. to the relations of the United States with foreign nations, including appro- 
priations therefor: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; 

12. to the military establishment and 1 defense, including the appro- 
1 Sean rt aud forthat of the Military Academy: to the Commit- 

on tary i 

13. To the naval establishment; including the appropriations for its support; 

to the Committee on Naval Affairs; 


Railways and Canals; 
19, to the manufacturing industries: tothe Committee on Manufactures; 
20, to the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Mining; 
21. to the public buildings and oceupied or improved grounds of the United 
States, other than appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Public Build- 
and Grounds; 
to the railroads and telegraphic lines between the Mississippi River and 
Pacifie const: to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads; 
23. to the levees of the Mississippi River: to the Committee on Levees and 
Tmproyements of the Mississippi River: 
21. to education: to the Committee on Education; 
25. to and affecting labor: to the Committee on Labor; 
26. to the militia of the several States: to the Committee on the Militia; 
27. to patents, copyrights, and trade-marks: to the Committee on Patents; 
28. to the pensions of the civil war; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
29, Lo the pensions of all the wars of the United States other than the civil 
war: to the Committee on Pensions; 
20. to private und domestic elaims and demands, other than war claims, agninst 
the United States: to the Committee on Claims; 
31. to claims arising from any war in which the United States has been en- 
gaged: to the Committee on War Claims; 
$2. to private claims to lands: to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
33, to the District of Columbia, other than appropriations therefor: to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia: 
31. to the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws; 
35. Theexamination of the accounts and nditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government and the manner of seping the same; the economy, 
justness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with appro- 
panion laws; the proper application of publie moneys; the security of the 
vernmentagsinst unjust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the en- 
. of moneys due to the United States; the economy and 
accountability o! Bryn officers; the abolishment of useless offices: the roduc- 
tion or increase of the pay of officers. shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction 
of the nine standing committees on the public expenditures in the several De- 
partments, as follows: 
36. In the Department of State: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
State Department; 
87. In the Treasury Department: tothe Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department; 
53 In 3 Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
rtment; 
oe 3 Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
partment: 
49. In the Post-Office Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department; 
41. In the Interior Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior ie) mere 
42. In 5 of Justice: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
ee: 


Inu the Department of Agriculture: to the Committee on Expenditures in 
tof Agriculfure; 
44. On public buildings: to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Build- 


2. All proposed action touching the rules, joint rules, and order of business 
shall be referred to the Committee on Rules; 
45. Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House, the audit- 


ing and settling of all accounts which may be charged therein by order of the 
House: to the Committee on Accounts; 

46. The ascertainment of the travel of members of the House shall be made by 
the Committee on Mileage and rerorted to the Sergeant-at-Arms; 

47. Touching the Library ef Congress, statuary, and pictures: to the Joint 
Committee on the Library; 

18. All proposed legislation or orders touching printing shall be referred to 
the Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the House; 

—— The enrollment of engrossed bills: to the Joint Committee on Enrolled 
8. 

50. The following named committees shall have leave to report at any time 
on the matters herein stated, namely; The Committee on Rules, on 8 joint 
rules, and order of business; the Committee on Elections, on the right of a 
member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising reve- 
nue; the committees having jurisdiction of appropriations, the general appro- 
priation bills; the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, bills for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors; the Committee on the Public Lands, bills oe the 
forfeiture of land grants to railroads and other corporations, bills preventing 
speculation in the public lands, and bills for the reservation of the public lands 
for the benefit of actual and bona-tide settlers; the Committee on the Territories 
bills for the admission of new States; the Committee on Enrolled Bills, enrolled 
bills; the Committee on Invalid Pensions, general pension bills; the Commit- 
tee on Printing, on all mutters referred to them of printing for the use of the 
House or two Houses; the Committee on Accounts, on all matters of expendi- 
ture of the contingent fund of the House. 

51. No committee shall sit during the sitting of the House without special 


leave. 
Reve XII. 
DELEGATES. 


The Speaker shall appoint from among the Delegates one additional member 
oneach of the following committees, namely: Coinage, Weights, and Measures; 
Agriculture; Military Affairs; Post-Office and Pest-Roads; Public Lands; In- 
dian Affairs; Territories; Private Land Claims, and Mines and Mining; and 
they shall possess in their respective committees the same powers and privi- 
leges as in the House, and may make any motion except to reconsider: 


Rore XIII. 
CALENDARS, 


— 2 shall be three Calendars of business reported from committees, 
namely: 

First. A calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
Union, to which shall be referred publie bills. a Se 

Second. A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public 
rear not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or 
property. 

Third, A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which 
referred all bills of a private character. 8 

2. All reporis of committees, together with the views of the minority, shall be 
delivered to the Clerk for printing and reference to the proper Calendar under 
the direetion of the Speaker, in accordance with the foregoing clause. 


Rue XIV. 
OF DECORUM AND DEBATE, 


I. When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House, he 
shall rise and respectfully address himself to “Mr. Speaker,“ and, on being 
recognized, may address the House from any place on the floor or from the 
Clerk's geek, and shall contine himself to the question under debate, avoiding 

rsonality. 

92 When two or more members rise at once, the Spenker shall name the mem- 

ber who is first to speak; and no membei shall occupy more than one hour in 

8 question in the House or in committee, except as further provided 
n iis rule. 

3. The member reporting the measure underconsideration from a committee 
may open and close, where general debate lias been had thereon; and if it shall 
extend beyond one day he shall be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstand- 
ing he may bave used an hour in opening. 

4, Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
the § ker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, without de- 
bate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at 
liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall be 
liable to censure or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 

5. If a member is called to order for wordsspoken in debate, the member call- 
ing him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be taken 
down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read alond to the House: but he shall 
not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if 
further debate or other business has intervened. 

6, No member shall speak more than once to the same question without leave 
of the House. unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer of the matter 
pending, in which case he shall be permitted to speak in reply, but nut until 
every member choosing to speak shall have spoken, 

7. While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no mem- 
ber shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a member is speaking, pass 
between him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no member 
shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk’sdesk during the call of the roll or 
the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and the keeper are charged with the strict enforcement of this 


clause, 
Rute XV. 
ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 


1. Upon every roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetic- 
ally by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, in which 
ease the name of the e shall be added; and if there be.two such members 
from the same State, the whole name shall be called: and after the roll has been 
once called, the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical order the names of those 
not voting; and thereafter the Speaker shail not entertain a request to record 
a vote or announce a pair, 

2. In the absence of a quornm, fifteen members, ineluding the Speaker, if there 
is one, shal! be authorized to compel the attendance of t members, and, 
in all calls of the House, the doors shall be closed, the names of the members 
shal) be called by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; and those for whom no 
sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent 
for and arrested, wherever they may be found, by officers to be appointed by 
the Se tat-Arms for that purpose, and the r attendance secured and re- 
tained; and the House shall determine upon what condition they shall be dis- 
charged. Members who voluntarily appear shall, unless the House otherwise 
direct, be immediately admitted to the Hull of the House, and they shali report 
their names to the Clerk to bo entered — tact the Journal as present. 

& On the demand ofany member or at the su on of the Speaker, before tho 
second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to make a 


quorum | in the Hall of the House who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal and reported to the 8. er, with the names of 
the members voting, and be counted and anno in determining the pres- 
ence of a quorum to do business. 


Rore XXII. 
OF PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, AND BILLS, 


1. Members having petitions or memorials or bills of a private nature to pre- 
sent eer ENE them to the Clerk, indor-ing their names and the reference or 
disposition to be made thereof; and said petitions and memorials and bills of a 
private nature, except such as, in the judgment of the Speaker, are of an ob- 
scene or insulting character, shall be entered on the Journal with the names of 
the members presenting them, and the Clerk shall furnish a transcript of such 
entry to the Official Reporters of Debates for publication in the RECORD. 

2. Any petition or memorial or private bill excluded under this rule shall be 
returned to the member from whom it was received ; and petitions and private 
bills which have been inappropriately referred may, by the direction of the com- 


Reise XVI. 
ox MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC, 


1. Every motion made to the House and entertained by the Speaker shall be 
reduced to writing on the demand of any member, and shall be entered on the 
Journal with the name of the member making it, unless it is withdrawn the same 


2 When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it or (if it be in writ- 


ing) cause itto be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it shall then . 
be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decis- mittee having n of the same, be properly referred in the manner origi- 
ion or amendment. nally presented; and an erroneous reference of a petition or private bill under 


u clause shall not confer jurisdiction upon the cc mmittee to consider or report 
the same. 

3. All other bills, memorials, and resolutions may in like manner be delivered 
indorsed with the names of members introducing them to the Speaker, tobe by 
him referred, and the titles and references thereof shall be entered on the Jour- 
nal and printed in the Recorp of the nextday, and correction in case of error of 
reference may be made by the House in accordunce with Rule XI within three 
7—4 3 after the rending of the Journal, but the reading shall be by 
title only, 

4. All resolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads of Executive Departments 
shall be reported to the House within one week after presentation. 

Reise XXIII. 
OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE HOUSE. 

1. In all cases, in forming a Committee of the Whole House, the Speaker shall 
leave his chair after appointing a chairman to preside, who shall, in case of 
disturbance or disorderly conduet in the galleries or lobby, have power to cause 
the same to be cleared. 

2 Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which shal! consist of 100 
members, the chairman sball cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the com- 
mittee shall rise, and the chairman shall report the names of the nbsentees to 
the House, which shal) be entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum 
shall the committee shall thereupon resume its siting without further 
order of the House. 

3. All motions or propositions originating either in the House or Senate in- 
volvine u tax or charge upon the people; all proceedings touching appropria- 
tions of money or bills making appropriations of money, property, or — —.— 
such appropriation to be made, or authorizin yment out of appropriations 
already made, or releasing any liability to the United States for money or prop- 
erty. shall be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order 
under this rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has 
commenced, 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be 
taken up in the regular order, or in such order as the committee may determine, 
unless the question to be considered was determined by the House at the time 
of going into committee, but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation 
bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have precedence. 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon ; but the same 
privilege of dobate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment that 
may be offered toan amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amend- 
mont to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the 
unanimous consent of the committee, : 


3. When oe A motion or proposition is made, the question Will the House 
now consider it? shall not be put unless demanded by a member. 

4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to adjourn 
to lay on the table, for the previous question (which motions shall be decided 
without debate), to postpone toa day certain, to refer, or toamend, or postpone 
indefinitely ; which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing or- 
der; and no motion to tpone to a day certain, to refer, or to tpone indefi- 
7 A beine decided, shall be again allowed on the same day at the same stage 
of the question. 

5. The hour at which the House adjourns shall be entered on the Journal. 

6. On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall 
be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one being taken 
away a substantive shall remain. 


t. 

8. Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker may entertain one 
motion that the House adjourn; but after the result thereon is announced he 
shall notentertain any other dilatory motion til] the vote is taken on suspension. 

9, At any time after the reading of the Journal it shall be in order, irection 

e appropriate committees, to move that the House resolve i into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills raising revenue or general appropriation bills, 

10. No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 


Rore XVII. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION, 


1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered 
5 a majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off 

l debate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or 
questions on which it has been asked and ordered. The previous question 
may be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable 
under the rules, or an amendment oramendments, or may be made to embrace 
all authorized motions or amendments and inclade the bill to its passage or re- 
jection. It shall be in order, pending the motion for orafter the previous ques- 
tion shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and 
submit a motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or se- 
lect committee. 

2. A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous question is or- 
dered, unless it shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker thata quorum 


is 5 

3. incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made for the pre- 
vious question and pending such motion shall be decided, whether on appeal or 
otherwise, without debate. 


Rute XVIII. 6. The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at 
: | any time after the five-minute debate has begun upon proposed amendments 
RECONSIDERATION. £ | to any section or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such section or pars- 


I. When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for the 
reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other 
questions except the consideration of aconference report or a motion to adjourn, 
and shall not be withdrawn after the said succeeding day without the consent 
of the House, and thereafter any member may cal! it up for consideration: Pro- 
vided, That such motion, if made during the last six days of a session, shall be 
disposed of when made. 

2. No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or re- 
ported therefrom for printing and recommitment, shall be brought back into 
the House on a motion to reconsider; and all bills, petitions, memorials, or reso- 
lutions reported from a committee shall be accompanied by reports in writing, 
which shall be printed, 

Rore XIX. 


OF AMENDMENTS. 


When s motion or proposition is under consideration, a motion to amend and 
& motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and it shall also be in 
order to offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which one amend- 
ment may be offered, but which shall not be voted on until the original matter 
is perfected, but either may be withdrawn before amendment or decision is had 


thereon. 
Ruts XX. 


OF AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE. 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
a — 5 state of the Union, if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that 

n 


graph, or, at its e 1 Se the 8 amendments only (which motion 
shall be decided without debate); bu 
ment, to be decided without debate. ‘ 

7. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have precedenco 
of a motion to amend; and, if carried, shall be considered equivalent to its re- 
jection. Whenever a bill is reported from a Committee of the Whole with an ad- 
verse recommendation and such recommendation is disagreed to by the House, 
the bill shall stand recommitted to the said committee without further action by 
the House. But before the question of concarrence is submitted it is in order 
to entertain a motion to refer ths bill to any committee, with or without in- 
st netions, and when the same is again reported to the House it shall be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole without debate. 

S. The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed in Committees of 
the Whole House, so fur as they may be applicable. 


Rete XXIV. 


The daily order of business shall be as follows: 

First. Prayer by the Chaplain. 

Second. Reading and approval of the Journal. 

Taird. Correction of reference of public bills. 

Fourth. Dis; l of business ou the Speaker's table. 

Fiſth. Unf ed business. 

Sixth, The morning hour for the consideration of bills called up by committees. 

Seventh. Motions to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union to consider bills designated. 

Eighth. Orders of the day. 

Business on the Speaker's table shall be disposed of as follows: 

Messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads of 
Departments, and othercommunications addressed to the House and bills, reso- 
lutions, and messages from the Senate shall be referred to ap- riate commit- 


p 
Rore XXI. tees without debate, but House bills with Senate amendments which do not re- 
ON BILLS. uire consideration in a Committec of the Whole may be at once disposed of. as 
the House may determine,as may also Senate bills substantially the same as 
1, Bills and joint resolutions on their shall be read the first time by | House bills already favorably reporte l on by a committee of the House, on 
title and the second time in full, when, if the previous question is ordered, the | motion directed to be made by such committee. 
Speaker shall state the question to bé: Shall the bill be en d read 3. The consideration of the unfinished business in which the House may be 


engaged at an adjournment, except business in the morning hour, shall be re- 
sumed as soon as the business on the Spesker’s fable is finished, and at the same 
time each day thereafter until disposed of, and the consideration of all other 
unfinished business shall be resumed whenever the class of business to which 
it belongs shall be in order under the rules. P 

4. After the unfinished business has been disposed of, the Speaker shall call 
cach standing committee in regular order and then sclect committees, and each 
committee when named may call up for consideration any bill reported by iton 
a previons day and on the House Calendar, and if the Speaker shall not com- 
picte the call of the committees before the House passes to other business he 
shali resume the next call where he left off, giving preference to the last bill 
under consideration; provided that, whenever any committee shall have oc- 
cupied the morning hour on two days, it shall not bein order to call up any 
other bill until the other committees have been ealled in their turn, 4 


an a 
third time? and, if decided tn the affirmative, it shall be the third time b 
title, unless the reading in full is demanded by a member, and the question ‘shail 
then be put upon its passage. 

2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any cxpenditare not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are alrendy in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing 
law be in order in any general appropria bill or in any amendment thereto. 

3. No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private claim against the 

iment shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other than 
the following-named committees, namely: To the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, to the Committee on’ Private Land Claims, to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, and to the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 


t this shall not preclude further amend- ` 


5. After one hour shall have been devoted to the consideration of bills called 
up by committees it shall be in order, pending consideration or discussion thereof, 
to entertain a motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state ot 
the Union, or, when authorized by a committee, to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union to consider a particular bill, to which 
motion one amendment only, designating another bill, may be made; and if 
either motion be determined in the negative it shall not be in order to make 
either motion again until the disposal of the matter under consideration or dis- 
cussion. 

6. On Friday of each week, after the unfinished business has been disposed of, 
it shall be in order to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar; 
and if this motion fnils, then public business shall be in order as on other days, 


Rute XXV. 
PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 


All questions relating to the priority of business shall be decided by a major- 
ity without debate. 
Rute XXVI. 


PRIVATE AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


1. Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private 
business, unless otherwise determined by the House. 

2. The House shall meet every Friday evening at 8 o'clock for the considera- 
tion of private pension bills only. 

3. The second and fourth Mondays in each month, after the disposal of such 
business as requires reference only, on the Speaker's table, shall, when claimed 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration 
pe Aer business as may be presented by said committee. 


Rete XXVII. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF THE SESSION, 


All business before committees of the House at the end of one seasion shall 
be resumed at the commencement of the next session of the same Congress in 
the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 


. Rute XXVIII, 
CHANGE OR SUSPENSION OF RULES, 


1. No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended ex- 
cept by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, except to fix a day for the 
consideration of a bill or resolution already favorably porten by a committee 
on motion directed to be made by such committee, which shall require only a 
majority vote of the House; norshall the S er entertain a motion to suspend 
the rules, except on the first and third Mondays of each month, preference being 
given on the first Monday to individuals and on the third Monday to commit- 
tees, and during the last six days of a session. 

2. All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted tothe House, 
be seconded by a majority by tellers, if demanded. 

3. Whena motion to suspend the rules has been seconded, it shall be in order, 
before the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the proposition to be voted upon 
for forty minutes, one-half of such time to be given to debate in favor of, and 
one-half to debate in opposition to, such proposition, and the same right of de- 
bate shall be allowed whenever the previous question has been ordered on any 
proposition on which there has been no debate. 


Rute XXIX. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 


The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
order, except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, or 
the House is dividing on any proposition. And there shall accompany every 
such report a detailed statement sufficiently explicit to inform the House what 
effect such amendments or propositions will have upon the measures to which 


they relate, 2 
Rute XXX. 
SECRET SESSION, 


Whenever confidential communications are received from the President of 
the United States or wheneyer the Speaker or any member shall inform the 
House that he has communications which he believes ought to be kept secret 
for the present, the House shall be cleared of all persons except the members 
and officers thereof, and so continue during the reading of such communica- 
tions, the debates and proceedings thereon, unless otherwise ordered by the 


House. 
Rute XXXI. 


READING OF PAPERS, 


When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the House is called 
to give a final vote is demanded, and the same is objected to by any member, 
it shall be determined without debate by a vote of the House. 


RULE XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS, 


1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the Members 
and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place ina box, prepared for that pur- 
pose, & number of small balis, of marble or other material, equal to the number 
of Members and Delegates, which balls shall be consecutively numbered and 
thoroughly 3 and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House for 
that purpose, by the ds ofa e, draw said balls one by one from the box 
and announce the number as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Mem- 
ber or Delegate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list shall correspond 
with the number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term for 
which he is elected. 

2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated and so re- 
main until selected under this rule, and any seat having been selected shall be 
deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of the roll is finished; and 
whenever the seats of Members and Delegates shall bave been drawn, no propo- 
sition fora second drawing shall be in order during that Congress. 


RULE XXXII. 2 


HALL OF THE HOUSE. 


The Hall of the House shall be used only for the legislative business of the 
House and for the caucus meetings of its members, except upon occasions 
where the House by resolution agree to take part in any ceremonies to be ob- 
served therein; and the Speaker shall not entertain a motion for the suspen- 


sion of this rule. 
Rutz XXXIV. 


OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
The persons hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted tothe Hall of 

the House or rooms leading thereto, namely: The President and Vice-President 

of the United States and their private secretaries, Judges of the Supreme Court, 

members of Congress and members-e 

the pendency of their cases in the House, the 


lect, contestants in election cases during 
Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms 


of the Senate, heads of ors of States, 
the Architect of the Capito], the Librarian of Congress and his assistant in 
23 of the Law Library, such penaos as have, by name, received the thanks 


0 ngress, ex-members of the 
ested in any claim or directly in any bill pending before Congress, and clerks 
of commit when business from their committee is under consideration; 
and it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for the sus- 
pension of this rule or to present from the chair the request of any member for 
unanimous consent. 

Rute XXXV. 


OF ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 
The Speaker shall set aside a portion of the west gallery for the use of the 
President of the United States, the members of his Cabinet, Justices of the Su- 
reme Court, foreign ministers and suites, and the members of their respective 
ilies, and shall also set aside another portion of the same gallery for the nc- 
commodation of persons to be admitted on the card of members, The southerly 
half of the east gallery shall be assigned exclusively for the use of the families 
of members of Congress, in which the Speaker shall control one bench, and on 
request of a member the Speaker shall issue a card of admission to his family, 
whioh shall include their visitors, and no other person shall be admitted to this 


section, 
Reie XXXVI 
OFFICIAL AND OTHER REPORTERS. 

1. The Sopra. and removal, for cause, of the official reporters of the 
House, including stenographers of committees, and the manner of the execu- 
tion of their duties, shall be vested in the S er. 

2. Stenographers and reporters, other than the official reporters of the House, 
wishing to take down the debates and proceedings, may be admitted by the 
23 to the reporters’ gallery over the Speakers chair, under such regula- 
tions as he may, from time to time, prescribe; and he may assign two seats 
on the floor to Associated Press reporters, one tothe United Press re) r, and 
one to the Press News Association, and regulate the occupation of the same. 


Route XXXVII, 
PAY OF WITNESSES. 

The rule for paying witnesses sabpa@naed to appear before the House or either 
of its committees shall be as follows: For each day a witness shall attend, the 
sum of $2; for each mile he shall travel in coming to or going from the place of 
examination, the sum of 5 cents each way; but nothing shall be paid for travel- 
ing when the witness has been summoned at the place of trial. 

RULE XXXVIII. 
PAPERS, 

I. The clerks of the several committees of the House shall, within three days 
after the final adjournment of a Congress, deliver to the Clerk of the House all 
283 resolutions, petitions, and other papers referred to the committee, 
together with all evidence taken by such committee under the order of the 
House du the said Congress and not reported to the House; and in the 
event of the failure or neglect of any clerk of a committee to com with this 
rule the Clerk of the House shall, within three days thereafter, e into his 
keeping all such papers and testimony. 

Rute XXXIX. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

No memorial or other paper presented to the House shall be withdrawn from 
its files without its leave, and, if withdrawn therefrom, certified copies thereof 
shall be left in the office of the Clerk ; but when an act — A prc for thesettlement 
of a claim the Clerk is authorized to transmit to the officer with the 
settlement thereof the papers on file in his office relating to such claim, or may 
loan temporarily to any officer or bureau of the Executive Departments any 

apers on file in his office relating to any matter pending before such officer or 
urean, taking proper receipt therefor. 
RULE XL. 
BALLOT, 

Tn all other cases of ballot than for committees, a majority of the votes given 
shall be necessary to an election, and where there shall not be such a majority 
on the first ballot the ballots shall be repeated until a majority be obtained; 
and in all balloting blanks shall be rejected and not taken into the count in 
enumeration of votes or reported by the tellers. 


Reiter XLI. 
MESSAGES, 


Messages received from the Senate andthe President of the United Stat 
giving notice of bills passed or approved, shall be entered in the Journal — 
published in the Recorp of that day's proceedings. 


Route XLII. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Estimates of appropriations, and all other communications from the Executive 
Departments, intended for the consideration of any committees of the House, 
shall be addressed to the Speaker and by him submitted to the House for refer» 


ence, 
Reis XLIII. 
QUALIFICATIONS OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYÉS, 

No person shall be an officer of the House or continue in its employment 
who shall be an agent for the prosecution of any claim nst the Government 
or be interested in such claim otherwise than as an original claimant; and it 
shall be the duty of the Committee on Accounts to inquire into and report to the 
House any violation of this rule. 


Ree XLIV. 
JEFFERSON'S MANUAL. 


The rules of parliamentary 28 comprised in Jefferson’s Manual shall 
govern the House in all cases to which they are 8 and in Which they 
are not inconsistent with the standing rules and o 
rules of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


RoLx XLV. 
AS TO PRINTING BILLS. 


There shall be printed 500 copies of each bill of a punia nature, of which 25 
shall be deposited in the office of the Clerk of the House and the remainder 
shall be deposited in the document-room of the House for the use of members; 
and there shall be printed 100 copies of each private bill, which shall be de- 
posited in the document-room of the House for the use of members. Motions 
to print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution, or other public doc- 
ument, shall be referred to the Committee on Printing; and the report of the 
committee thereon shall be accompanied by an estimate of the probable cost 
thereof. Unless ordered by the House, no bill, resolution, or other proposition 
88 a committee shall be reprinted unless the same be placed upon the 
endar. 


rs of the House and joint 
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Mr. MILLS, I will ask the gentleman from Illinois if he will not 
have that printed in document form? 
Mr. CANNON. Iam going to offer a resolution after the presenta- 
tion of the report if the Chair will recognize me. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. CANNON. Then I offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the code of rules reported by the Committee on 
2 together with the rules of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth 
0 


showing by italics or otherwise the difference between as proporen 
code of rules and the said former rules, be printed for the use of the House, 


Mr. MILLS. ‘That is altogether satisfactory. 

Mr. ROGERS. They ought to be sent to members. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the question is put I should like to have it 
provided they shall have the right of way at the Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no trouble about that. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know if the rules 
are to be printed in parallel columns. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman had noticed the resolution he would 
see what the provision is. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. CRISP. Would my friend from Illinois object to adding to the 
end of the resolution: The Public Printer be directed to mail one copy 
to each member? ? y 

Mr. CANNON. That is allright. Let it be so amended. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is upon the amendment pro- 

by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CANNON. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the question is put, I would state that 1,000 
copies is not the usual number. The usual number is 1,950 copies; 
and if you only print 1,000 copies it would not furnish enough to go 
around. Let it be the usual number. 

Mr. STRUBLE. What is the usual number? 

Mr. SPRINGER, Nineteen hundred and fifty copies is the usual 
number. 

Mr. CANNON. It would seem to me that 1,000 copies will be suf- 


ficient. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Clerk informs me that it is an addition to the 
usual number. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I should like to say to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois if such an amendment is adopted and the resolution is agreed to 
that the usual numbershall be printed, they will be distributed tothe 
Departments according to law; so that the House will have less than 
1,000 copies. 
oe CANNON. I think that 1,000 copies would be the proper num- 


The SPEAKER. It is already proposed that the code shall also be 
printed in the RECORD, in addition to the 1,000 copies proposed by the 
resolution of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,950 copies of the general parliamen law, under which 
itis alleged that the House of Representatives is governed, be printed for the 
use of the members of the House, 

[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Iam very glad to see that the gentleman is not en- 
tirely unhappy, and I hope he will still improve. I ask fora vote upon 
my resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. They need education on the other side. 

Mr. CANNON’S resolution was agreed to, 

EAST RIVER, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting reports of the survey and preliminary examination 
of East River from Broome street to Twenty-third street, New York 
City; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIVINGSTON POINT IMPROVEMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the House, a report 
from the Chief of Engineers relative to the proposed improvement at 
Livingston Point, near Paducah, Ky.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAMER GEDNEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs 
of the coast and geodetic steamer Gedney; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Adjutant-General, recommend- 
ing the passage of a bill for the increase of pay of certain non-commis- 
sioned officers of the Army; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


L. WALTERS VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter transmitting find- 
ings by the Court of Claims in the case of Luther Walters against The 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

T. B. MOORE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter transmitting find- 
ings by the Court of Claims in the case of T. B. Moore, administrator 
of Lydia Miller, against The United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TOLTZ vs. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter transmitting find- 
ings by the Court of Claims in the case of Samael M. Toltz, executor 
of Jacob Toltz, against The United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE MOFFATT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Public 
Printer, in response to a resolution of the House relative to the delay 
in the publication of eulogies upon the late Hon. Seth C. Moffatt, and 
stated that it would be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that that letter from the Public Printer is in reply to 
a resolution passed by the House, which resolution never was in the 
hands of the Committee on Printing, and therefore I think the letter 
of the Public Printer should not go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. It will have to go to the committee, but it will be 
printed for the use of the House under the general rule. 

THE MILITIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting an abstract of the militia force of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, ETC., CHICAGO, ILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, asking an appropriation for repairs and improve- 
ment of the custom-house and subtreasury building at Chicago, III.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Patents for the year 1889; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC PARK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 4) authorizing 
the establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF DIRECT TAX. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 172) to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Co< 
lumbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM P. ATWELL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 209) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to cause to be mustered William P. Atwell; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STATISTICS OF MORTGAGES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1181) to require 
the Superintendent of Census to ascertain the number of people who 
own farms and homes and the amount of mortgage indebtedness 
thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered to be printed. ~~” 

HEIRS OF CHARLES B. SMITH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 230) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SCHOOL OF MINES, COLORADO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S, 1397) to aid the 
State of Colorado to support a school of mines; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 495) to provide certificates of honorable service to those 
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who have served in the United States Navy or Marine Corps who have 
lost their certificates of discharge. 


MARINE INSURANCE COMPANIES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting the petition of officers of certain marine 
insurance companies, praying for the passage of the bill H. R. 592; 
which was referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
and ordered to be printed, 


LIGHT-HOUSE TENDERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, submitting increased estimates of appropriation for the 
construction of the several light-house tenders; which wus referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAM TENDER FOR LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate and asking an additional ap- 
riation to complete the steam-tender for the service of the second 
ight-house district; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
Priations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HAYNES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
six days, on account of important business. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. BAKER. By direction of the Committee on Commerce I offer 
the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be authorized and empowered to 
have printed and bound by the Public Printer such papers and documents as 
may be desired for their use as such committee, having relation to the subjects 
considered by said committee during this Congress. 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON ELECTION OF PRESIDENT, ETC. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committees on the Election of President, Vice-President, 


and Representatives in Congress is hereby authorized to have printed for its use 
bills, reports, testimony, and other necessary documents. 


REVISION OF LAND LAWS, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6417) to provide 
for a classification of the pablic lands and for a revision of the laws re- 
lating to the public lands; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PATENTS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6418) to 
amend the patent law; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING FOR PACIFIC RAILROADS COMMITTEE, 


Mr. DALZELL. I offer for immediate consideration the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Committee on the Pacific Railroads be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of the committee 
as it may deem necessary in connection with the subjects considered by the 
committee during the present Congress. 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 
LAND ENTRIES IN OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. TARSNEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Whereas it is charged by prominent journals and by Representatives upon the 
floor of the House, and 8 official reports made a part of the rec- 
oris of the House, that many hun sof individuals entered the district or 
territory now known as Oklahoma in violation of the act approved March 2, 
1889, providing for the opening of the lands therein for settlement, and in vio- 
lation of the proclamation of the President issued in pursuance of said act; and 

Whereas it Is also charged that divers officers of the United States sent to said 
territory to aid in the enforcement of said law and proclamation did, in viola- 
tion thereof, take possession and make entry of the choicest tracts of land, 
town sites, and lots in «aid territory, and did use their official positions to pre- 
vent bonn-fide and lawful settlers from making entry thereof; and 

Whereas the register and receiver of the United States land office at Guthrie, 
in said territory. are charged with having made unlawful entry of said lands 
and lots, and with having conspired and confederated with relatives and other 
persons to cause wrongful and unlawful entries of said lands and lots to be 
made against the rights and to the great wrong and injury of many good and 
law-abiding citizens of the United States who were entitled to make entry of 
said lands; and 

Whereas it is further claimed that said register and receiver still hold and 
occupy their said official positions in said territory, and that it is their official 
Sle to hear and determine the rights of contesting claimants for said lands, 
and there is danger that they will use their suid oficial positions to uphold 
3 n entries and to defeat the juat rights of lawful claimants to said 

as; an 

Whereas mary other wrongful and fraudulent acts and violations of law are 
charged in connection with the opening and settlement of said lands; and 

Whereas said cha: andallegations reflect upon the integrity and character 
of public officinis of the United States: Therefore, 
tt resolved, That the Speakershall appoint a select committee of five, which 


committee is hereby authorized and directed to investigate the subject-matter 


herein referred to, and particularly to make investi, nas follows: 

First. If any of the lands, town sites, or lots in said Oklahoma are now held or 
claimed by persons who entered ssid territory or took possession of said lands 
or lots in violation of ssid law or proclamation, or by persons claiming through 
or under such persons with knowledge of such unlawful acts. 

Second, If any of said lands or lots are held or claimed by any register or re- 
ceiver of a United States land office, or by any person or persous who, colluding 
with said receiver or register, made unlawful or fraudulent entry thereof, orb 
any other person claiming the same with knowledge of the fraud or unlawful- 
ness of such entry. 

Third, If any of said lands or lots are held by any United States marshal, 
deputy marshal collector of revenue,or other officer or agent ofthe United States, 
or by any pemon claiming by, through, or under any such officer or agent. 

Fourth, Ifany of said lands or lots are held or claimed by any person who, 
being lawfully within said territory prior to noon of the 22d day of April, 1889, 
took advantage of the right to be therein, and, prior to noon of said day did 
select any of said lands or lots, and at or after noon of said day and before any 
other parson event lawfully reach said lands or lots did take possession or make 
entry thereof, 

Fifth, Ir aux officer or agent of the United States being guilty of fraud, violation 
of law, or malfeasance in office by acts relating to the settlement or entry of 
said lands or lots, is yet in the official employ of the United States, 

Said committee shall report their conclusions thereon to the House at the 
earliest practicable moment, by bill or otherwise. Such investigation shall be 
conducted at such times and pow as the said committee may deem proper. 
Said committee is hereby authorized to send for and examine persons, books, 
and papers, to administer oaths to witnesses, toemploy a messenger and a ste- 
nographer, and the expenses of said investigation abali be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to recognize gentlemen for the 
introduction of bills and will call the States in their alphabetical order. 


SERVICE-PENSION, 


Mr, McKINLEY. I present the appeal of Alvin P, Hovey, presi- 
dent of the Serviee-Pension Association of the United States, and the 
resolutions of the Grand Army posts of forty States and four Territories, 
for the passage of a service-pension bill, as recommended by the Grand 
Army of the Republic at Columbus, Ohio, September, 1888, and Mil- 
waukee, Wis., August, 1889. 

These several posts represent more than 350,000 ex-soldiers, sailors, 
and marines of the United States. L ask that the appeal of the presi- 
dent of the Service-Pension Association, with the list of the names ot 
the posts that have passed said resolutions, be printed in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

The motion was agreed to; and the papers are as follows: 


SOLDIERS’ RIGHTS—AN APPEAL TO THE LOYAL PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES 
AND THEIR REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS, 


Elected president of the Service-Pension Association of the United States b; 
the veterans attending the Grand Army of the Republic, at St. Louis, in 1887, 
deem it tobe my duty to presenta few dispassionate facts for the consideration of 
the loyal people of the United States, who are now enjoying all the blessings of 
a great, a free, and a united nation. 

hat the loyal soldiers and sailors of the United States by their patriotism, 
suffering, and valor secured and established these blessings will not be denied 
by any honest and candid man, friend or foe. 

Such being the admitted fact, what are the just rights of the survivors of that 
unparalleled conflict? 

hey now claim no other rights than have been heretofore honestly and pat- 
riotically given to their fathers who served our country as soldiers and sailors, 
and 8 to me that loyal men can not conscientiously deny or refuse their 
just deman 

At this time I shall only discuss their right to a pension for life, and I shall 
engraft liberally from my speeches heretofore made in Congress, without quuta- 
tion. Underthis head I do not inciude pensions for disabilities. They should 
all remain where the law now places them or be raised toajust or higher amount; 
but I mean that every man who has served in the late war for sixty days an 
hasan honorable discharge should be pensioned for life, acoording to the reso- 
lutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, as hereinafter more particularly 
set forth. Pensions should be granted, not for the support of the pensioner 
alone, but asa badge of distinction for past services. Like the Victoria cross 
or the French cordon of honor, they should be the evidence of bravery, loyalty, 
and service for our country,and no man should be compelled to claim it asa 
pauper. The a A of pensions in the United States commeneed at the dawn 
of our Republic, with our Revolutionary fathers. 


” WASHINGTON ON LIFE PENSIONS. 


A committee of our Army in 1778 called upon Washington and made known 
their demands and sufferings, In his address to them he replied: 

It is not indeed consistent with rensou or justice to expect that one set of 
men should make asacrifice of property, domesticease and happiness, encounter 
the rigors of the field, the perils and vicissitudes of war, to obtain those blessin 
which every citizen will enjoy in common with them, without some adequa; 
compensation. It must also be a comfortless reflection toany man that after he 
muy have contributed to securing the rights of his country, at the risk of life 
and the ruin of his fortune, there would be no provision made to prevent him- 
self and family from sinking into indigence and wretchedness.’'—Journal 
Congress, volume 4, page 211. 

Nearly five years after this, March 15, 1783, Washington again made an effort 
to have 3 done to the officers and soldiers who had fought with him in the 
Revolution, In his communication to the President of the Continental Con- 
gress he said: z 

“For if besides the simple payment of their wages a further compensation is 
not due to the sufferings and sacrifices of the oflicers, then have | been mistaken 
indeed. If the whole Army have not merited whatever a grateful people can 
nenti then I have been beguiled by prejudice and built opinion on the basis 
ol error. 

“If this conntry should notin the event perform everything which has been 
requested in the late memorial to Congress, then will my belief become vain 
and the hope that has been excited void of foundation. And if, ashas been sug- 
gested for the purpose of influencing their passions, ‘the officers of tbe Army are 
to be the only sufferers in the Revolution ; if retiring trom the field they are to 
grow old in poverty, wretchedness, and contempt; if they are to wade 8 
the vie mire of despondency and owe the miserable remnants of their life to 
charity, which has hitherto been spent in honor, then shall I ane eres what 
ingratitude is; then shall I have realized atale vhich will embilter every mo- 
ment of my future life. But lam under nosuch apprehensions, 8 
cued by their arms from impending ruin will never leave unpaid the debt of 
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itude.”—Spark's Writings of Washington, volume 8, page 397; 4 Journal of 
can, pages 210, 211. 5 
bat answer can be made by Joyal men to such a noble feeling and patriotic 
appeal eae ero mercy by the Father of our Country? Does not exery word 
appeal with double force for the soldiers and sailors of the United States who 
saved our free institutions by their sufferings and valor in the late rebellion? 
If Washington had said or written nothing else, his noble words should endear 
him toevery man who has offered his life to preserve the liberties of our country, 
Great, magnificent, noble, and large-souled hero; how some men have dwindled 
who would follow in thy footsteps! Un er these vigorous recommendations 
Congress passed several acts for the relief of the Army. Officers and privates 
were pensioned for life at half-pay, although the Treasury was absolutely empt 
and our credit so low that money could not be borrowed in Europe. Above all 
other claims, the rights of the soldiers of the Revolution were held most sacred 
by our fathers. 

T need not follow the original States and Congress in their loyal and generous 

slation in la vor of the soldiers and sailors who had served our country. The 
soldiers of the Revolution, of the war of 1812-1815, with France, with Tripoli, 
with Mexico, of all our Indian wars, were generously given lands by millions 
of acres and pensions for life. For those who fought last, in the rebellion and 
unnatural conflict of 1861-1865, lands and life pensions haye been refused, with 
billions of acres of public domain and a surplus in our Treasury that the inge- 
nuity of our statesmen has been unable to exhaust, 

What is the cause of this niggardly and parsimonious conduct of our Repre- 
sentatives in Congress? 

Tcana tribute it to nothing but envy, hatred, and n ge ofgain, The banks 
of deposit of the United States, which now hold over 000,000 without paying 
interest, do not want the depos ts removed for any arpoia, The shipping in- 
terests of the Eastern States are clamoring for more ships and “ subsidies” to be 
paid by the Government. The river and barbor lox-rollers in Congress are dè- 
vising schemes jor combining and swallowing up many millions to enrich them- 
selves or their constituents, The people of the rebelling States do not want the 
men who cong them on the le-fields of the late rebellion rewarded for 
their loyalty, and are striving by every means to lessen our revenues, so that 

ions can not be paid. and hrowing every obstacle in the way to the grant- 

ng of the 160 acres bounty, which was freely granted by Congress to every 

soldier who had served ove day in ba tie or fourteen days in the Army before 

the rebellion of 1861, ‘These aresome of the main causes of obstruction to liberal 
action by Congress in favor of our veterans. 

Petitions by veterans with hundreds of thousands of names have been sent to 
Congress and have been buried in the cellars of the Capitol unread, although 
the Constitution declares that “the right to petition shall remain inviolate.” 

GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC RESOLUTIONS. 


Atthe twenty-second national encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at Columbus, Ohio, September, 1888, the following resolutions were 


iI Resolved, That it is the sense of this encampment that the time has come 
when the soldiers and sailors of the war for the preservation of the Union should 
receive the substantial and merited recognition of the Government by ting 
them service-pensions in accordance with established usage; and further 

II. Resolved, That thisencam pment favors the presentation ofa bill to Congress 
which wil) give to every soldier, auilor, and marine who served in the Army or 
Navy of the United States between April, 1861, and July, 1805, for the pe: of 
sixty days or more, a service-pension of $3 per month, and to all who served a 
8 exceeding cight hundred days, an additional amount of one cent per day 

r each day's service exceeding that period. 

III. Your committ ealso earnestly advocate the passage of a bill placing the 
widows of Union soldiers, sailors, and marines on the pension-list without re- 
gard to the time of the service or the canse of the soldier's death, 

“TV. And your committee further report that we do not withdraw our repeated 
approval of the bill now before Congress, which was proposed and indorsed by 
the national pension committee of the Grand Army, known as the disability 
pension bill. 

“SAMUEL M. WEALE. A. L. CONGER. 
“WARNER MILLER, FRANK SEAMAN, 

“R, W. BLUE, ORRIN A. REYNOLDS. 
“D, N. FOSTER. JAMES H. PURDY. a 
“JACOB GRAY. SAMUEL W. K. ALLEN.” 
“JNO. S. WOOLSON, 


At the next meeting the number of the Grand Army of the Republie bad in- 
creased to 425,000, and their delegates at Milwaukee on the goth of August, 1389, 
unanimously oe the following resolution : 

~ Resolved, That the action of the Rech trotsa National d gra? upon 
pension matters is reaffirmed, and that the pension committee the Grand 
Army of the Republic be instructed to pursue all possible means to secure leg- 
islation in accordance therewith.”’ 

Many objections have been urged why the United States should not comply 
with resolutions. 

What can pay our veterans for their sacrifices? Many of them have stood 
nearly one hundred days in battle, in the rattle of musketry and the roar of 
cannon, Waat amount of money could induce you or even one of them to pass 
again under such a fiery ordeal? 


PITIFUL PENSIONS. 


Weare Aippantly told that our pension laws are lo and the most beneficent 
in the world, and that no ex-soldier bas the right to find the least fault with the 
generosity and paternal care of our Government. 

Yes, we have pension laws where the reil-tape appendages, employés, and 
machinery alone, not including any pensions, cost our Government $1,325,000 to 
dole outa pittance that would starve a dorta thousands of helpless men, widows, 
and orp ides this, last year pensioners paid attorneys’ fees of 
8 

e 


ought to be ashamed of our niggardly legislation, for our nation is too 

gen for such pitiful parsimony. The one hundred and fifty-one rounds in the 

8 ladder which — the veterans to the Pension Department are simply 
ulons, 

I have read where the noble Brutus proposed to coin his heart and drop his 
blood for drachmas,” but it was reserved for our Solons, who framed our pen- 
sion laws, to measure the value of our veterans’ blood by the fraction of one 
Sprie cent! 

nly think of the blood and wounds of our soldiers being va'ned at 52.12] per 
mouth; at 82.60 per month; $4.65] per month! The frection of one copper cent 
by halves and thirds being set apart in fifteen of the one hundred and fifty-one 
grades to our mainred, broken-down, and wounded $ Idiers! These wise men 
must have had Shylock’s famous ' balance“ to weigh their brother's blood, and 
after they bad weighed the blood they must have examined every wound with 
a strong political microscope before they could figure pensions down to the frac- 
tion of one copper cent! 

General Black, Commissioner of Pensions, by bis last report. in June, 1587, 
shows that there were then on the pension-rolis 1,131 persons who received 81 
por month, 30,8233 who received $2 per month, and 65,346 who received $i per 
month, and on the pension-rolis there are over 100,000 persons who are now re- 
ceiving 3} to 13 contas a day, and over 220,000 of the broken-down, maimed, 
woun and invalid pensioners receiving an amount that will not average 


18 cents a day for each of said pensioners; not enough to feed them on “ hard- 


tack and sow belly!" What magnilicent gen 
has been saved ass 
These are some of the pensions about which we hear such 


erosity from a Government that 
rved by their valor, their sapiens 4 and their blood! 
oud and bombastic 


ings. 

We are tauntingly told that our ex- soldiers should be more than thankful, and 
that no nation in the world can show sucha grand total of pensioners. No, and 
why? What wars in history can compare with our terrible rebellion? Many 
of the dark-haired boys of to-day can not realize, like their gray-haired fathers, 
that our war lasted four years with an army of 2,359,132 men in the field. They 
have never learned that in that war more battles were fought and more mea 
slain and wounded than in any war recorded in the pages of reliable history, 
These verdant orators and seribblers only need a little more loyalty to thestars 
and stripes and a little more humanity and intelligence to bring them to their 
senses, 

ARILITY OF THE UNITED STATES TO PAY LIFE PENSIONS, 


Again, it is dogmatically alleged that our Government is not able to pay the 
large sums of money that a service-pension, either per diem or $8 n month, 
would require. There arp about 1,000,000 surviving soldiers, and no doubt the 
amount would seem largo to the great mass of our people, when compared with 
the ordinary transactions of private life, but it is by no meansalarming when 
we consider the vast resources and income of our Government. 

Our income now exceeds Ns. 268.07. % per annum, or more than $1,000,000 
for every day in the year. For the purpose of more fully understanding the ree 
sources and ability of our Government to pay large sumgof money, I will refer 
to our expenditures during the war period, from 1361 to 1855, both inclusive: 

oa F $35, 387, 313, 05 
667,563. 74 


ee 


Neal rr ure eee 4, 782. 648, 28 l. 27 


Being not far from one billion or one thousand millions a year, Of the fore- 
going amount the Wur and Navy were as follows: 
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Total 5: sesessevecensoscnsansocnsysopeeortnevounsson coe venees 


2. 736. 570, 953.50 | 326, 611, 142. 78 


REOCAPITULATION. 


eee N. 136, 570, 953. 50 
44 28.611, 142.73 


3 e ee e including 1861 and 1865, for 1,825 days, amounted to $2,604,- 
y. 

At the close of the war, in September, 1865, our national debt amounted to 
nearly $3,000,000,000, or, more accurately speaking, $2,757,689,751, and we are now 
informed by the Secretary of the Treasury that vast sum has been reduced 
within twenty-four years to $1,625,521,576.63, still leaving in the Treasury, 
87050, 407. 12 by the last October report. Iam one who can not clearly under- 
stand that anational debt is a national blessing,” but I am fully convinced that 
an overflowing surplus in our Treasury is a national curse. It wanton 
extravagance, corruption, and frauds, and staguntes the very life-blood of com- 
merce, [tis the stimulating cause of the wildest kind of legislation. 

All kinds of bills are presented to Congress, One wants the rivers in his dis- 
trict straightened and deepened; another wants the mud dredged out of the 
shallow bays in the lakes or ocean bordering on the lands of his constituency. 
Others would levee or embank the 3 River 50 feet high from Cairo to 
the Gulf of Mexico. Others would swell the ocean with iron and steel clad 
ships of war, and some would pay large subsidies to merchant vessels to carry 
and peddle our wares and merchandise among the nations of the earth, and 
then again there are others who would cut great shi to connect the 
Jakes, the Mississippi and the St. Lawrence Rivers, from the Gulf of Mexico to 
the Atlantic Ocean, 

There are other claims that should be preferred to any of these schemes, how- 
ever wise or visionary they niy be, and in my opinion our ex-soldiers’ and sail- 
ors’ rights rise farabove them afl. If we had to even duplicate our national debt, 
the soldiers, like the 5 be fully paid, and they should, forthe 
short remnant of their shattered lives, be placed far above the confines of the 


poor-house. We were told by a United States Senator a few months ago that 


there are now in the poor-houses of this country and receiving charity more 
than 28,000 of our ex-soldiers! A full army corps! Within ten short years tho 
most of all that gans host who marched to victory will bave passed away, 
and our great and prosperous nation will know them no more forever,” Even 
the names of all our officers Ling 7 few may si le a little way down the 
narrow and barren lane of history, but the great mass, like the dreams of bygone 
years, will be no longer remem 5 

What great relief the vast surplus would have given to many of our veterans 
bad it beeu appropriated for life pensions! It would have fallen for them like 
the manna in the wilderness in ancient days! It would not only have given 
food but raiment to thousands of heroes who have passed away in want and 
penury, and. coming through their hands, it would have stimulated and encour- 
aged every branch of labor and commerce. 

But one of our distinguished christian generals, in a recent speech, has said: 
“Wait until the year 1915, and then the Government can grant life 8 * 
Wait, only wait twenty-six years more, gray-naired veterans, and then you 
may have your long-delayed rights! Have patience, suffer, struggle; some of 
you may possibly survive until that glorious day arrives. and then be a little 
under one hundred years old! Ihave no patience with such inhumanity and 
injustice, 

OUR DEBT OF HONOR, 

There is another view which I wish to present. What do we honestly owe the 
ex-soldier? Not in gratitude alone, for payments in that coin are very uncer- 
tain in quantity and quality, but what does our nation honestly and honorably 
owe him on the basis of man dealing with his fellow-man? 

PROMISES TO VOLUNTEERS, 

The promises that were held out to our volunteers will not be denied or for- 

tien. Asan inducement to join the Army prom were made by the p: 

y proclamation, by the orators of the day, and the people, pledging them al 
that their fathers had enjoyed before them, When they returned bome they 
were to have land-warrants for 160 acres. Every volunteer was to be ed 
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for life, like his Revolutionary fathers and the soldiers of the war of 1812, and he 
was assured from the country cross-road bar-room tothe sacred pulpit thatif he 
fell in battle his family should become the wards of the nation and that no sol- 
dier's wife or child should suffer. All this and more was promised. 

To assure him of his pay, in September, 1361, General Scott, then Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army of the United States, addressed his soldiers by his famous 
Order No, 16: 

“GENERAL ORDER NO. 16. 


“HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
“ Washington, September 3, 1861. 

“The General-in-Chief is happy to announce that the Treasury Department, 
to meet the payment of the troops, is about to supply, besides coin, as hereto- 
fore, Treasury notes, in fives, tens, and twenties, ns good as gold, to all banks 
and Government offices throughout the United States, and most convenient for 
transmission, by mail, from officers and men to their families at home. Good 
husbands, fathers, sons, and brothers, serving under the Stars and Stripes, will 
thus soon have a ready and safe means of relieving an immense amount of suf- 
fering, which could not be relieved in coin. In making up such packages, every 
oe: may be relied upon, no doubt, for such assistance as may be needed by 

men. 
“By command of Lieutenant-General Scott. 
E. D. TOWNSEND. 

Assistunt ‘Adjutant-General.” 


Non-combatants may have forgotten all these promises and inducements, but 
the soldier and the soldier’s widow and orphans have not. I need not stop to 
ask honest men how these promises have been fulfilled. Noland-warrant of 
160 acres for the soldier, no pension like his father’s, and, instead of General 
Scott's paper that was to be good as gold,“ he was paid in depreciated “ n- 
backs,” which were not worth, on an average, 60 cents on the dollar. This he 
was compelled to accept or receive nothing. He could not leave the Army and 
return home, for desertion in time of war meant dishonor and death. After he 
was mustered into the service he was compelled to serve or die, payment or no 
payment, although his depreciated nbacks would not buy the bread for his 
wife at home or clothe his cold and ill-elad children. 

What a great change has taken place as to the rights of our soldiers! 

RIGHTS OF SOLDIERS BEFORE THE REBELLION. 

For one day in battle or fourteen days’ service in the Army our soldiers, by 
acts of — eames before 1861, were each allowed a land warrant of 160 
acres; but the soldiernow of four years’ service and a hundred days in battle, 
by the 2 of Congress, remains landless. And why? Not for the lack of 
public domain, for it is well known, as it was sung at the meetings to rally our 
volunteers, that Uncle Sam is rich enough to give us all a farm.” 

The unsold public domain to-day is larger in area than the thirteen original 

and amounts to more than 1,000,000,000 acres. Do notexcuse yourselves 
by saying that the lands are worthless, if they are, the Government will lose 
nothing, and the soldiers will fully understand your motives if you give or re- 
fuse their just demands, The patent to them alone will be a patent of nobility, 
whether spread upon a prairie of flowers or a barren mountain peak, for it will 
be an acknowledgment to them and their children of loyalty and honorable 
service; and if they can not find lands that suit them they can frame their war- 
rants and hang them in their housesas heirlooms for their nomen: They will 
be highly prized at no distant day and pointed to with pride. Do not deceive 
ourselves. gentlemen, nor imagine your motives are not fully understood. 
not let greed, politics, and a solid South make you forget the promises 
that have been made to our ex-soldiers. Remember the money or greenbacks 
ou paid them is notthe money with which you paid the bondholders. Donot 
00 the rewards paid their fathers for one day in battle or fourteen days’ serv- 
ice in the Army. 

Can our now proud and prosperous nation trample on her soldiersand sailors 
of the late rebellion and forget or refuse the fulfillment of these pledges and 
promises? Can our omnipotent committees close the doors of | lation and 
refuse to 5 55 their bills for justice and relief, or by delay cut off all argument 
and debate 

COMPARISON WITH EUROPEAN ARMIES, 


We are constantly referred to Europe for comparison of our pension and mili- 
tary departments. We are told that ours is far more expensive than theirs, 
That depends upon the manner in which the estimates are made. The standing 
armies of Europe in times of peace are now larger than they have ever been 
before. By the Encyclo ia Britannica (and you know encyclopedias have 
lately become very useful and of pes macy fs the standing armies in Europe 
in times of peace are estimated as follows: Great Britain, 190,000 officers and 
men; France, 450,000 officers and men; German Empire, 400,000 officers and 
men; Russia, 000 officers and men; Austria and Hungary, 275,000 officers 
and men; Italy, 200,000 officers and men. 

But we know that since the publication of that encyclopedia the standin: 
armies of France, Germany, Russia all exceed more than 700,000 men 5 
in what they call their standing armies in times of . Now, basing the 
costs of thosearmies on the value of human labor and the . 
and munitions for their use and hment, and estimating such labor at 81 
per day, such standing armies would cost annually more than the income of 
our Government. I admit that no such figures are found in their estimates and 
accounts; but when we compare them with our expenditures we forget the 
relative cost of labor and the munitions of war in Europe and in this country. 
We know such armies here, valuing the services of soldiers and all necessary 
3 would ſar exceed our revenue. 

t we are relieved of all these heavy European burdens by a wise provision of 
our Constitution. By the cighthsection, Article I, Congress is shorn of the power 
to make provision or appropriations for such anarmy. Our standing army is 
composed of our citizen soldiers, and may be found in the fields ofagriculture, 
in our manu ries, in our mines, in the shops of our mechanics, embracing 
all our laborers, merchants, business and 5 men. They cost our Gov- 
ernment nothing as soldiers in times of peace and are only paid when called 
into active service. We thus avoid the vast expenditures which are borne by 
the governments of Europe. Can we not be more than liberal to the men who 
voluntarily left their homes to serve their country under such a system? 

It can no longer be denied that the United States stands first among the na- 
tions of the world. Sop with Great Britain, Germany, Russia. and France, 
our Republic is far in advance of either, and has more wealth and productive 
power than can be found in any other nation in the world. 

When the war commenced our po ion was about 31,000,000; at this time 
it is over 63,000,000! The actual wealth of the nation has more than quadrupled, 
and our credit is unsu: by any nation on the face of the globe. At the 
commencement of the rebellion the revenue of the United States was $41,476,- 
299.49; in 1888 it amounted to $379,266,074.76, being over nine times as great as 
when the war commen 


WHISKY AND TOBACCO TAX. 


Our revenue on distilled spirits, fermented liquors, and tobacco for the year 
ending June 30, 1889, was $129,903,901, an amount greater than would be neces- 
— to pay 1,000,000 pensioners $8 a month, under the Grand Army resolutions, 
and defray all other expenses of the Pension Department. These taxesare pre- 
eminently war taxes, against which all Southern Congressmen are arrayed, 
Strike these taxes out and all pensions must fall, 


It can not be said thatthe revenue derived from whisky and tobacco is an un- 
just tax upon the people of the United States. The use of both is vicious, and 
whether they can be called a luxury ora vice they will, in all probability, be 
used to the same extent whether a revenue shall be derived from them or not. 

The present revenue laws are ample to provide for all expenses of the Gov- 
ernment and meet the full payment of all pensions emb; in the resolutions 
of the Grand Army of the Republic without further taxation. 


THE BOYS. 


Of the 2,559,152 men who gallantly filled the ranks of our loyal Army from 1861 
to 1865 at least one-third were boys, or men under twenty-one years of age. 
They had not fully matured, nor had they learned professions, trades, or call- 
ings to prepare them forthe realities of life. They were rushed forward in the 
whirl of a rapid, continuous march and into the rattle of musketry and the roar 
of battle. Those who were fortunate enough to return alive were greeted as 
heroes for a few short days, but they soon found that their habits acquired in 
the Army had unfitted them to compete with their brothers at home in the in- 
dustries and arts of trades and commerce. Their kindred had become weaithy. 
whilst many of the poor boys found themselves outrun in the race of life an 
that their army education had unfitted them to struggle fora living amongst 
their less warlike neighbors. 

Men born after 1850 know little or nothing of the real services and sufferings 
of our soldiers, and yet they are now controlling the elections of our country. 
This fact alone will compel the ex-soldiers to unite or abandon all their rights 
to which 3 so justly entitled. 

There can be no doubt thatthe majority of the survivors of the Army are 
now suffering from impaired and ruined constitutions. Many who were never 
touched by a ball are more seriously injured than some who have lost their 
limbs. Such proof is dificult to be made, and the Pension Department lon: 
since established that infamous rule, unknown tothe laws of any other civili 
nation, that the soldier must prove his injuries or disabilities oe two privates 
who were his comrades or by a commissioned officer!” 

The man who carried a musket is only half of a witness, and must be corrob- 
orated by another private comrade, or the applicant can not obtain his on, 
unless some officer who wore shoulder-straps can testify in hisfavor! This rule 
is an insult to every private soldier who served in our Army and a d to 
the men who devi it. The evidence of one private soldier can not be be- 
lieved where a one-dollar disability pension is concerned, but his evidence alone 
in the courts of the world, if believed, is sufficient to convict for any crime in 
the calendar. On his testimony a criminal may be hung, but it is not strong 
enough to enable his comrade to procure even a one-dollar pension! Verily the 
evidence of a private soldier in the estimation of the Pension Department weighs 
but little in the scale of justice now! The day was when he was a hero, rank- 
ing, in public estimation, higher for his loyal and disinterested services than the 
“commissioned officer.“ The day was when he stood in the front of battle 
offering his life as a guarantor for the payment of a vast amount of money due 
the bondholders, for the world knew t our bonds would be worthless unless 
the United States could conquer and suppress that unholy rebellion. 

How are the mighty fallen!” 

From the facts presented. every fair and loyal man must be satisfied that pen- 
sions for life, according to the resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
could be given to every surviving soldier and sailor without the least injury to 
our Government or people, The burden would be felt by none. 


ADVICE TO COMRADES. 


Comrades, all your petitions have remained unread in Congress, and have been 
and will be buried in the cellars of the Capitol! The resolutions of the Grand 
Army of the Republic have been unheeded and ignored, and as one who was 
with you, I know yourservices, your sufferings, and your rights, and claim the 
privilege of offering a few words of advice, 

Send no Representative to Con who will not honestly and earnestly sup- 
port your just claims and demands; send no one who is so stupid, blind, or prej- 
udiced that he can not see or understand them, and be sure you send no one 
who will not contend for your honor and your ts with as much loyalty and 
zeal as you fought for the preservation of the Union; and you should send 
neither laggards nor cowards for your Representatives, for they do not belong 
to your ranks. 

The disloyal will howl for every dollar the Government will pay you, and a 
large part of a subsidized and partisan press will teom with articles of abuse 
against you, your advocates, and your rights. Stand firm, close your ranks, and 
meet the charge of your enemies again, and thongh you may have only a few 
short years left on your furlough of life you will once more be victorious and 


conquer, 
ALVIN P. HOVEY, 
President S. P. A. 
INDIANAPOLIS, November 25, 1889. 


Resolutions of various pons ofthe Grand Army of the Republic — 1 44 and 
indorsing “An appeal to the loyal ple of the United States and their Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, by Alvin P. Hovey, president of the Service-Pension As- 
sociation of the United States of America,” and praying the co Po rst Congress 
of the United States to pass an act" giving to every soldier, sailor, and marine 
who served in the Armyor Navy of the United States between April, 1851, and 
July, 1865, for the period of sixty days or more, a service-pension of ned 
month and to all who served a period of exceeding eight hundred days an addi- 
tional amount of l cent per fay. for each day’s service exceeding that period,” 
in accordance with the resolutions ofthe Grand Army of the Republic 8 
at Columbus, Ohio, in September, 1888, and Milwaukee, Wis., August, 1889. 


INDIAN A. 


First Congressional district. — Harrow Post. 491; Highman Post, 215; Lynnville 
Post, 178; Decker Post, 331; Mount Olive Post, 428; Masters Post, 120; Armer 
Reed Post, 339; Buffaloville Post; Otwell Service-Pension Club; Archer Post, 23; 
Thomas Burch Post, 259; Oakland City Post: Cochran Post. 520; Charles Hawes 
Post, 174; Frederick Post, 551; Dela Hunt Post, 152; Warrick Post, 262; soldiers 
and sailors of Gibson County; Se Saytord P. 529; old soldiers of the First 
Congressional district at Cynthiana; Service- ension Association of Posey 
County; veterans and citizens of Pike County; William Jones Post, 100; Union 
soldiers of Evansville; 230 soldiers. 

Second Congressional district.—Patton Post, 552; James B. McPherson Post, 371; 
Montgomery Post, Daviess rang Sea B. Cutler Post; Frank White Post, 490; 
Wildman Post, 448; G. P. Buell t. 528; Marion Hindmann Post, 544; Jere- 
miah Crook Post, 481; Straber Harris Post, 96; F. G. Welman Post, 274; J. B. 
Hager Post, 419; Thomas J. Brooks Post, 322; Jasonville Post; Charles Craft 
Post, 286; Hathaway Post, 110; William Z. Smith Post, 385; Linel H. Rousseau 
Post, $23; Joe Lane Post, 540: Thornburgh Post, 407; Burnside Post, 43; Union 
soldiers of Green County: McCarty Post, 251; John Coons Post, 99; veterans of 
Allen County ; soldiers of Dalton; Morgan Post, 

Third Congressional district.—William Johnson Post, 430; Freetown Post, 153; 


ters Post; Gordon Post, W.J. Flinn Post, 508; Henry Clay Post, 450; Laconia 

Post, 470; E. R. Mitchell Post; William J. Jones Post, 517; Hendrick P. 3 

Mare: "i n Post, 461; Marling Post, 224; John 

H. Wilson Post; Union soldiers of Scott County; Benson Post: U. S. Grant Post. 
. 
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Fourth Congressional district—David R. Stopher Post, 75; William Speer Post, 
189; Fred. Small Post, 531; G. H. Thomas Post,523; Hackleman Post, 64; Brook- 


tL, 2 : 
94; Burnham Post,276; Aurora Post; Floyd Post, lo; Meyz Post; Hogan Po: 
533; Huckleberry Post,391; Thomas Post,515; Backman Post,526; soldiers 


rp! 
Congressional district.—Alexander Post, 265; R. M. Kelly Post, 217; Union 
soldiers of Ellettsville; Guy Post, 876; Milton Carter Post, 487: nd Post; 
Wild Cat Post, 482; German Veterans’ Association; John A. Hollett Post, 242; 
8. K. Harryman Post, 278; La Fountain Post; Bloomington Post; Frank Bei i 
Post, 210; Putnamville Post 240; Morton Post, 431; Hazleit Post, 550; John 
Layton Post, 237; James W. Waggener Post, 177; Alexander Post, 248; soldiers 
of Columbus; soldiers of Johnson County; Van Buren ere 135. 

Sixth Congressional district. — John Stuart Post; Samuel D. Webb Post, 200; 
McCormick Post, 403; George W. Leonard Post, 148; Wetherby Post, 128; Look- 
out Mountain Post, 140; H. U. Coulter Post, 151; Joe Cook Post, 296; soldiers of 
Ridgeville; Williams Post; Elwood Hill Post; Rob. Callaway Post, 5H; Leeson 
Post, 453; John Brandt Post, 150; Harom Ragl Post, 360; Michael Campbell 
Post, 444; J. B. Mason Post, 168; Abraham B, Sholtz Post, 73; Nelson Trusler 
Post, 60; Moses Heron Post, 261; B. A. James Post, 494; Robert Wilson Post; 
veterans of Union City; veterans of Union County; T. M. Jones Post, 535; 
Glendale Post, 560; Sol. Meredith Post, 55; Idelman Post, 357; Jack Jackson 
Post, 5386; Frank Jones Post, 249; James V, Cartwright Post, 358; Bowman 
Post, 250; Joel Wolfe Post, 81; Cambridge City Post, 179. 

Seventh Con district.—Martin R. Delaney Post, 70; George H, Thomas 
Post, 17; John F. Ruckle Post, 165; Maj. Robert Anderson p „300; Perryville 
Post, 212; Jos, R. Gordon Post, 281; Union soldiers of Perkinsville; Union sol- 
diers of Madison County; Milliner Post, 447; Circleville Post; Acton Post; El- 
wW: ‘ost, 61; Cumberland Post, 497; Kirhoff Post, 53i; William B. Fleming 
Post, 316; J. W. Landis Post; Maj. Henry Post, 23; Dunbar Post, 92; Lorenzo 


Post, 438, 
Eighth Co ssional district.—John C. Jenks Post, 263; soldiers of Parke 
County; J. W. Rutledge Post, 468; Burnside Post, 54; Blinn Post, 394; Union 
soldiers of Vermillion County; Freeman Post, 459; John Cashon Post; R. C, 
Kise Post, 437; Thomas Cox Post, 23; Gen. Cruft. Post, 281; Union soldiers of 
Montgomery County; Erwin Post, 269; Garland Post, 423; Wm. Boyd Post, 
29; Union soldiers of Vigo County; Topping Post, 158; Henry Howard Post, 419; 
Silvis Post, 435; Hamilton Post, 352; Harter Post; McClung P: 476; Newport 
Post; Kirkpatrick Post; Samuel T. Jones Post, of Honey Creek Township, Vi- 
go County; soldiers of Clay County; Kerns Post, 237; Richard Burton Post; P, 
Owen Post, 329; Howard Post, 526; Shilo Post, 49; Bowling Green Post, 373; 
200 soldiers in Vermillion County. 
Ninth Congressional district.—General Reynolds Post, 172; Kenesaw Post, 47: 


boro’ Post; Emmett Post, 6; C. 
Stephen Baily Post, 154; soldiers of Majenica and vicinity; Jacob Stohl Post, 
227; George Miller Post; Elisworth Post. 

Twelfth Congressional district,—Post 138; Leman-Griffith Post, 386; Menton 
Post; Nelson Post. 69; German Veteran Association; De Long Post; James C, 
Jay Post, 488; Deacon Post, 115; Waterloo Post, 52; Jesse Adams Post, 493; 
MeLean Post, 342; Rose Lawn Post, 253; Simonson Post, 151; Union soldiers of 
La Grange County, 

Thirteenth Congressional dtstrict.— Martin Post; John E. Simpson Post, 46; 
Miller Post, 401; J. W. Scott Post, 3%; Hardzof’ Post 400; Burnett Post, 183; 
Shiloh Field Post, 198; Houghton Post, 128; Charles Swindell Post, 379; Nap- 

nee Post; dall Post, 320; Patton Post, 147; Alibia Williams Post, 197; 

enry Chipman Post, 442; John Murray Post, 124; Howell Post, 90; Steven 
Hamlin Post, 176; Sumner Post, 59; Post 114; Post 429; Hebron Post; B. R. 
Dunn Post, 40. 

ILLINOIS, 


Union soldiers and sailors of Argyle Park, city of Chicago; Stephenson Post, 
Springfield: Harrington Post, 234; Palemon Schooley Post, 418; Robert Hall 
Post. 556; Frank Lowry Post, 157; Freebon Post, 144; John Baird Post, 285; 
Pollack Post, 200; Butler Post, 428; Arthur Mark Post, 43; M. K, Lauler Post, 
337; Raymond Post, 99; soldiers of Merdosia; Greenup Post, 257; Collinsville 
Post, 73: araog Post, 224; Service-Pension Club, of Tullula; J. E. Reed Post, 
550; William H. Thomas Post, 308; Metropolis Post; Union Post, 302; Albert 

ood Post, 175; J. P. Lasled Post, 542; Dongola Post, 608; West Salem Post, 
222; J. B. Smith Post, 651; Jack Hill Post, 645; Colonel Loumus Post, 583; F. L. 
Rhoads Post, 586; Markley Post, 170; T. S. Terry Post, 463; Tom White Post; 
Bethalto Post, 600; Carter Post, 242; Arthur Pollack Post, 200; Post 574: Eph. 
Scott Post, 464; Forrest Post, 114; John T. Mud Post, 545; Post 516; Ord Post, 
372; E. S. Kelly Post, 513; Union soldiers of Towana; Cary Post; Charles Chat- 
field Post, 590; Simeon Walker Post, 629; Semders Post, 393; Macmaness Post; 
Union soldiers of Whitesides County; W. O. Baker Post, 551; Lovington Post, 
354; C. A. Andress Post, 135; Chillicothe Seryice-Pension Club; Hunter Post, 
564; Joe Lane Post, 247; Sidel Post, 536; Post 497; Post 383; Thomas W. Hum- 

hrey Post, 580; Lowe Post, 323; Post 581; Post 535; Post H7; Foster Post, 598; 

ugbee Post; Woodhull Post; Moltim Post, 318; Cerro Gordo Post, 399; Look- 
out Mountain Post, 4; Jack Post, 255; Post 430; Post 365; Post 610; Grayville 
Post, 373; Thomas Post, 310; Post 594; Dunn Post, 436; Navoo Post, 237; sol- 
diers of Pike County; Louisville Post; Roger Bell Post, 495; Cowen Post, 557; 
Post 868; Keysport Post, 604; Post 564; Ewins Post, 611; H. C. MeCreery Pos 
652; Akins Post, 556; Cissua Post; Perry Post; Dow Post, 290; Hilton Post, 639; 
Ripley Post; Spooner Post, 294; William L. Distin Post, 96; Joe Stooker Post, 
69; Galva Post, 33; Morgan Post, 208; John Hunter Post, 168: Post S4; Post 609 ; 
Kykes Post, 204; James Hutchinson Post, 201; Timber Post, 432; soldiers of 
Sheldon; soldiers of Mount Carmel; Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home: Atlanta Post, 
$26; Reynolds Post, 559; Coblantz Post, 272; E. N. Kirk Post, 656; Swanwich 
8 Coplin Post, 268; Washington Alexander Post, 178; Macedonia Post, 
469; Tolom Post, 334; Post 649; Potter Post, 12; John Huffer Post, 633; Ingraham 
Post, 238; James Harris Post, 504; Cotti m Post, 236; Hughes P. 481; Al- 
latoona Post, 166; Service-Pension Club of Batavia; William more Post, 591; 
Adama Post, 548; hor baa Post, 293; Bowers Post, 125; Calhoun Post, 448; 

, 577; William Lawrence Post; Union soldiers of Noble; Fritchy 


onto. 


Custer Post; Ford Post, 14; Dill Post. 463; John Rowler Post, 411; Yager Post, 
s Post, 10; Union soldiers of Rush Creek Townshi arg fi 


505; Trescott Logan 
Dafield Post, 339; Slaughter Post, 568; John Dunn Post, 74; Weiser Post, 93; 


Greenwich Post, 279; William H. Railey Post, 610; Harker Post, 146; Dupont 
Post; J. H. Phillips Post, 378; Hecker Post, 638; Preston Morton Post, 4; 
Luther Devol Post, 313; Tom Talbot Post, 143; Davis Kimble Post, 662; Will- 
iam H. Tumble Post, 213; Henry Lincoln Post, 364; Dolph Graves Post, 429; 
Burkholder Post, 115; J. I. Alexander Post, 447; Wilson Post, 264; Bowers Post, 
28; D. F. Misser P. 677; Lewis Post, 347; John W. Lowe Post, 349; McBride 
Post, 227; James St. John Post. 82; Hamilton Post, 90; Martin Post, 665; Kyle 
Post, 41; Maj. P. C. Robinson Post; W. I. Mitchell Post, 593; David Reed Post, 
142; citizens and soldiers of Jackson; Harrison Duglan Post, 458; Gideon Post, 
667: Nolan Post, 659; Prospect Mervice-Pension Club; Oscar F. Randall Post; O. 
B. Tarson Post, 454; Mount Post, 424; Thomas Tourne Post, 475; Vincent Al- 
len Post, 678; Stout Post, 108; Union soldiers, Chicago Junction ; Walton Post, 
443; ex-soldiers of Leon; Headman Post, 21; James P. Cooper Post, 635; Z. R. 
Evans Post, 668; General William Richardson Post; Livingston Post. 425; L. 
N. Robinson Post, 455; Robert L. McCook Post, 30; Wetzel Compton Post, 96; 
Service Pension Club of Remsen; Reed Post, 572; H. B. Banning Post, 198; Joseph 
H. Ingersoll Post, 444; Andrew Linnaborg Post, 621; Quiggley Post, 289; J. Nutt 
Post, 301; Charles Hayes Post, 224; Bishop Williams Post; Thomas Allen Post, 
578; J. B. Richardson Post, 454; Bloom Post, 269; Union soldiers of Clinton 
8 Post 184; Duncan Post, 477; Union soldiers of Sedan; Miller Post, 270; 
Daniel Snider Post, 688; E. L. Hughes Post, 640; J. H. Jenkins Post, 242; Jacob 
Davis Post; Union soldiers of Dresden; Van Wert Post, 627; John A. Logan 
Post, 620; Carlton Baer Post, 516; Boggs Post, 518; Young Men's Republican 
Clubof sin reset Madison Post; Canfield Post, 124; Charles E. Austin Post, 
11; Captain Kinser Post, 34!; Phil. H. Sheridan Post, 328; George B. Torrence 
Post, #0; W. H. McAlster Post, 212; Alexander Post, 158; Watkins Andrews 
Post, 352; Union soldiers of Covington; Post 319; Union soldiers of Antwerp; 
Charles Lyons Post. 447; Reuben upton Post, 240; Union soldiers of Perry 
County; Cicero Davis Post,514; Pleasant Hill Post; Brown Post; Moody Post; 
©. F. Ogden Post, 569; Stonington Post, 336; J. Ruffner Post, 256; T, F. 
Wilds Post, 312; Lincoln Post, 18; Albert Moore Post; G. W. Hushes Post, 298; 
Reno Post, 87; Lindsay Post. 75; J. B. Steedman Post, 309; Ray Heller Post, 284; 
Wilson Barrows Post, 389; Grandville Thurston Post, 213; E.S. Owens Post, 557; 
Hibbens Post, 527; Harrison Wright Post, 497; General Lyon Post, 44; Morton 
Post, 363; Poysell Post, 103; Post2; Mason Post, 304; Post 161; Post 26; Post 
$5; Post 149; Post 208; Post 693; Nineteenth Ohio Brigade, Warren; Joseph 
Sailor Post, 410; Joe Crook Post, 325; McPherson Post, 267; Perry Post, 449; 
Union soldiers of Versailles; Jobes, Post, 167; Warrentown Post; Thomas Lilly 
Post, 335; Miller Post, 78: Heath Post, 351; Drury Post; Barner Post, 230; Lutz 
Post, 338: Cross Post; John Bell Post, 63; Barnes Post, 280; Hurd Post, 114; 
Union soldiers of Logan County; E. Gleason Post, 654; Parmelee Horn Post,122; 
Lieutenant Boyd Post, 540; Eugene Reynolds Post, tit: Sam Edward Post, 611; 
John Bartges Post, 561; Wheelersburgh Post, 508; Union Post, 483; John Brown 
Post, 633; H. G. Jacon Young Post,539; Westfall Post,599; Joe Collar Post, 192; 
James Alton Post, 488; Musser Post, 329; Hill Post, 192; Caleb Marker Post, 646; 
Post 556; Bond West Post,24; John Harrison Post,550; Sergeant McKenzie 
Post, 187; Union soldiers of Allen County; Recksecker Post, 469; Austin Macy 
Post, 671; Coton P: 510; Union soldiers of Green County; Lewis Stewart Post; 
657; Driggs Martin Post,392; Service- Pension Club of East Live: 1; Given 
Post, 133; Post 105; I. N. Leggott Post, 336; Parker Post, 418; Wil M. San- 
ders Post, Cl; William Earnshaw Post. 590; soldiers of Athens; Swartz Post, 
144; Buell Post, 178; Joy Post. 162; Sack man Post, 618; Sandy Valley Post, 433; 
Haldeman Post,618; Barton Post, 434; Scioto Post, 286; Arthur Post,519; Stan- 
ley Post,223; Cross Post, 691; Post 54; John Miller Post, 685; Sergeant MoKee 
Past. 42; Myers Post. 888; Lieutenant Fellers Post. 194; Axline Post, 290; 
Harmon Post, 36; Union soldiers of Niniman; S. M. Neighbor Post, 494; Daniel 
Rose Post, 472; Lupton Post, 526; John H. Adams Post, 


KANSAS. 


Union soldiers of Tecumseh; Union soldiers of Floral; Hackelman Post, 142; 
MeNeal Post, 454; Pald Hill Post, 297; James M. Arthur P. 300; Phillipsburg 
Post, 77; Bucklin Post, 466; Union soldiers of Mackville; Hill City Post; Union 
soldiers of Mound Valley; Union soldiers of Cedron; 8 D. Deach 58; 
George J. Stannard Post, 429; General Rice Post, 71; Union soldiers and sailors 
of Eskridge; Ness County Veterans’ Association; Post 303; New Salem Pest; 
Sharon Bpriogs Post, 473; the Shaw Service-Pension Club; Post 131; Post 78; 
Union soldiers of Cherokee 88 A McDonald Post, 455; Union soldiers of Elk 


geport 229; N 
of Weeis City; Lewis Post, 294; Washington Post, 2; Phil. Harvey Post, 98; 
John Brown Post, 44: Nathaniel Lyon Post, 350; Joe Hooker Post, 17; Cedar 


MICHIGAN, 


Geo. Martin Post, 227; N. H. Ferry Post, 3; John C, Joss Post, 124; McCook 
Post, 94; Union soldiers of Ada; Samuel Judd Post, 133: Eli P. lexander Post, 
103; Gleason Post, 176; Union soldiers of Woodbridge Township and James H. 
Hawlet Post, 215; Garfield Post, 39; Major Fox Post; Kilbourn Post, 361; 
Archie Madison Post, 1%; General Thomas Post, 362; Union soldiers of Mason; 
Meade Post, 189; Post 45; Scott Post, 43; Post 329; Post 214; Service-Pension 
Club of Brant: Post 339; Wolcott Post; Perkins Post; Wm. Pennett Post; 
Jewell Post; Post 343; Post 173; Charles E. Wendell Post, 316; John Robertson 
Post, 245; Brown Post; Union soldiers of Newport; Union soldiers of Middle- 
ville; Chippewa Lake Post; Blue Post, 271; Hauck Post, 241; Gage Post, 375; 
Union soldiers of Imlay City; Pap Thomas Post, 121; Union soldiers of Free- 
soil; General Wool Post, 164; Hiel P. Clark Post,153; John J. Bagley Post, 97; 
Joe R. Smith Post, 76; St. Joseph Post; Alment Post; Geo. Walker Post, 275; 
E. R. Hollingsworth Post, 219; Eaton Rapids Post; Geo. K. Custer Post, 208; 
L.C. Woodman Post, 196; John Megarah Post, 132; Eriel Post, 325: Noble Post, 
869; Milton Williams Post, 304; Wagner Post; Scott Post, 199; soldiers of Ox- 
ford; E. M. Prutzman Post, 72; Post 180; Post 216; Harper P. 102; Union 
soldiers of Ransom; H. F. Wallace Post, 160; L. B. Quackenbush Post, 205; 
George A. Winans Post, 104; Henry Dobson Post, 182; Union soldiers of Ells- 
worth County; Captain Wilson Post; Fairchild Post, 228; Jacob G. Fry Post, 
46; Stansell Post, 333; Julius T. Barrett Post, 173; Maple 83 Post; Murry 
Post, 168; Eaton Post, 34; Post 371; Joseph Rice Post, 282; Union soldiers of 
Litchfield Mrs. Lena ce Miner, George Ward, W. R. C.; 150citizensat Millington, 


NEBRASKA. 
Robinson Post, 261; Union soldiers of Nebraska; Post 240; Steadman Post, 


180; Union soldiers of Stella; Garrett Post, 120; T. O. Howe ; Anettatam 
Post, 131; Stratton Post; Perryville Post, 231; Post 149; Geo. G. le > 
19; J. F. Reynolus Post, 26; J. A, Mower Post, 59; Slocum P: 141; Union sol- 
diers of Juniata; Captain Mead: 77: 


© Post, 67; Russell Post, 77; 
Union soldiers and Grand Army of Republic Post of — . — Union soldiers o 
Clear Water; old soldiers of Dundy County; Memo Post, 151; Buford Post, 
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‘ost; Herron Post, 
; Hunter Post, 122: Service-Pension Club of Broken Bow; 
; Bill Post, 99; Drewez Post, 


n Post, 209; Seward 8; Cam) Post, 187 is7; Thorn- 

„ W. A. Brittain Post, 93; Lombard Post, 57; iers of Callaway; 
E. D. Post, 1 E, A. Stanton No. 20; Atlanta a Post, 275; Stanton 
Camp, 77; Kendall Post, 190; Henthman Post, 250. 


NEW YORK. 


Randall Post, 460; John Stevenson Post, 609; Abraham Vosburgh Post, 95; Al- 
fred I. Hooker Post, 415; Gen, Pull. H. Sheridan Post, 630; Stanton Post; D. B. 
Lewis Post, 419; John E, Sherman Post, 401; Post 290; Post 563; Post 291; G. B. 

Post, 537; Joseph K. Barnes Post, 300; ~~ Post, 364; Col. Joseph’ How- 
631; D. Robinson Post, 462: F. Roberts Post, 562; J. C. 
Shinn P. 6; J. W. Watson ost, 514; Union 3 Charleston; Rust Post, 
357; S. C. a Post, 232; Union soldiers of Auburn; Evans Post, 571; Fletcher 
Post, 221; Wilson Dean Post, 416; Lodel Post, 445; O. H. Millhan Post, 610; 
Henry Walker Post, ISL; James Post, 22; Ha Post, 241; Williams Post, 245; 
John R. Stewart Post, 174; Alfred Leroy Post, 629 Bailey pas 35l; Waterbury 
Post, 418; J. G. Hatch Post, 540; Sawyer Post; C. 8 337; Linnon Post, 
490; Rodney E. Harris Post, 240; M. H. Barckley Host 198: 3 Farr Post, 
275; Flandren Post, 509; Searle Post, 53; 3 ost, * Union soldiers 
of Troy: Hollister Post, 27; Post 297; Post 120; Pest 294; napp Post Post, 380; 
Union soldiers of Maddington; Post 185; Le Roy Post: Gilbert 
Butler Post, 316; Franklin ost: J. B. Butler Post, 111; Maxwell Post, Sa Pea 
derburgh Post, 12; Thomas Post, 480; Mt. Morris Post; Willomoe Post; Noyes 
Post, 246; Service- Pension Association of New York; ious Post, 211; James 
W. Brown Post, 2%; Chester Judson Post, 536; Ratcliff Post, 205: Van Deer 
Post, 36; Reno Post, ba; Olcott Post, 522; Wadsworth Post, 417; S. W. Fullerton 
Post, 589; D. W.O. Erwin Post, 611; Revere Post, 185; Ellis Grant Post, 444 sol- 
diers of Wayland; Ira Thurber Post, 584; Union soldiersof Union; Moses Den- 
nis tyr 583; Birch Post, 345, Stillen Post, 47; Sempronius Post. 479; Bolton 
Post, 471; Peixsner Post, 106; James R Rice Post, 29; Snedaker Pi 173; Ja- 
cob Branker Post, oars John F F. Smith Post; Seth H. Hedges Post, 216; Brad- 
ford Post. 177; Dexter P. Hannibal aroari W. W. Jackson Post; Ed - 
ward Huntting Post, 853; 8 L. Willard Post. 31; ©. G. Marshal Post, 897; Gen- 
eral H. Balster; John MoCornish og is 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Ackley Post, 469; Post 232; Maj. C. B. Coxe oor 147; -Middleburgh Post; 
Stevens Post, 69; Princeton Post, 420; Post 473; Ellis Post, 341; Col. Samue 
Crowadale Post, 355; A. J. Ropen Post, 452; Dintzle Post, 29; David Martin Post, 
528; Post 36; Stair Post, 543; Rost Post, 430; Kearney Post, 55; J. W. Stepbens 
Post, II; King Brothers Post, (Si Zentmire Post, 398: Charles E. Patton Post, 
+ Col. D. S. Porter Post, 43 Hughes Post, 285; Lieutenant Leche Post, 524: 
Col. Dick White Post, 513: Kilpatrick Post, 212; Harmonsburgh Post; Maj, J, 
Post. Post, 246 ; John A. Logan Post, 115; John Fish Post, ; Maj. Henry 
Wilter Post, 391; wayville Post, 269; T.J. Hamilton Post; John ‘Phipps 
Post, 427; Osceola Mills Post; — . ll; Col, 8 acer P 185; ei 
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Pr 
2 Post 0 a. enie Fat hworth Post, 222 
Hess. Post, 771; ustin Post, Tot; E b. B. Morrison 
; James Howland Post, 508; 1 5 Huston Pes 515 N Mo- 
Clellan an Post 515; Spalding Post, 33; Silas W. oi? 8 7 atl; Captain Snow 
F. Smith Post, 130; Stevens Post, 51 F, Edden Post, 507; 
S. V. "Burrows ‘ont, 27; Joo Vincent Post, 67; ee Bioneer P 


diers; ost, i 

Easton Post, 229; Post 327; Lae 5 8 P. H. I. Zinn Post, 4183 

šil; ; Capt. Th 33; W. Crai Pont, 35; Fost aes jerry 
omas Espy e 3 n 

Post 153: W. Post, 84; William H. Da 

Gaston Post, er. ae Post, 227; Bowen eee We- 

‘ost, es 

Bryson Post, 225; Heiling ‘ost, 176; 2 OR Pan 

Inham ‘Post, 218 


A. I. Boler Post, 533, 


‘Gee Posts 250 ; Rochester Post, 75; 


MINNESOTA, 


Levi Whitne * 29; James A.Garfield Post; John H. Marsh Post, 85; Lo- 

gon Ponse; ‘ost 139; Post 105; soldiers of Blue Earth City; John A. Myers 
160; A.C, Gatling Post, 112; M. L. Devereaux Post, 43; E. L. King Post) 84; s; 

Francis G. Chost Post, 67; Wallace T. Rines Post, 142; Post 108; Canby Post, 47; 
Post 141; Cochrane Post, 164 s e Book 100; Bt Peter Poat. Bl, Freeaan Post, 
129; J Garrison Post, 131; Ellsworth Post, 58; John A. Logan Post. 54; 
Goodsell 86; J. L. Heywood Post, 83; Stammard Post, 161; So gn Post, 
108; Peller Post, 89; Wesley Green Post, 71; Colonel Cobham Post, 


IOWA. 


. eg soldiers of pare — a General Bell 1 85 332; J. W. ag tg Post, 
ohn 
soldiers of yer Joha N Sa Post, 772 


at 9: . 288 Greene Peat 200. MeKen- 
Badge’ 305; J. Doder Post, 446 essenger Posi 
soldiers of Marble Rock; William MeDonal 
Post, 435; J. C. Brown Post, 257 W fe osier Post, 320; Union soldiers of 
Hamburg; 1 J. Fulmer Post, 347; Hamlin Post, 112; M. A. Clark Post, 
431: 3 soldiers’ home; Cranby Post, 329; Milligan Post, 102; Cantwell 
Post, 445; Cascade Post, 389; Andersonville Post; J. Q. Wilder Post; Post 362; 
Perry Wright ron : Post 9; Post 422; Thompson Post, 187; White Post, 108; 
Houston Post, 334; I, B. Sexton Post, 425: Service Pension Association of Mont- 
—; J. P. Milliken Post, 257; Annett Post, 124; Fonda Post, 383; Talbot Post, 
; McFarland Post, 20; ‘Mile King Post, 254; Union soldiers of Prescott; John 
T Drake Post, 321; soldiers of New London; Albert Winchell Post, 327; New 
n Union soldiers; Col. Goodrich Post, 117; Union soldiers of Orient; 
ries J. Pixley Post, 377: Union soldiers of Glidden; L. G. Balding Post, 279; 
Ben Kearsey Post, 333; Dick Yates Post, 364; Union soldiers of Lansing: 
George A. Bundey Post, 163; Shelby Norman Post, 231; Union soldiers of Fay- 
ette County; Post 172; W. A. Buckner Post, 352; Hall Allison Post, 31; General 
W. B. Baker Post, 83; T. J. Potter Post, 79; N. L. MeKurrie Post, 213; Joseph 
D. Ferguson Post, 31; Dayton, 375; Volga City; G. W. Nelson Post, 74. 
WISCONSIN, 

Erastus Hoyt Post, 69; Wilson Colwell Post, 38; Henry Morton Post, 87; Will- 
fam Pitts Post, 144; Union soldiers of Waterloo: Georgo B. Lincoln Post, 215; 
Hiram M. Gibbs Post, 222; National Home, Milwaukee: Jobo B. Fallansbee Post; 
F. C. Judkins Post, 87; H. P. Davidson Post, 212; Ennis Reed Post. 209; H.S. 
Swift Post, 137; Sidney A, Rean Post, 182; Shield Post, 145; Colonel Elisworth 
Post, #6; Newton Wilson Post, 28; Post 168; Downer Post, 234: Union soldiers 
of Viroqua; Geo Hall Post, 117; L. H. D. Crane Post, 156: W. W. Olds Post. 157; 


rgo 
Chester A. Arthur Post, 239; Nathan Hoyt Post, 89; Meak Post, 47; Post 56; Enos 


152; Tecumseh Post; Ellsworth Post, 29; W. 8 N Post, 63; Post 141; Kilpatrick Post; Faller Post, 


; U. S. Grant 
H. Thomas Post, 6; Samuel F. Curtis Post, 57 $ ahi Home; 
Post 3 a; Nowe ‘ost, 71; Plover Pex Post; John Ross Post, 113; O. D, Chapman Post, 
Legate Post, 125; Union soldiers of Pardeeville; Post 93; soldiers 
— 8 Echterhan Post, 159 i L.T. Park Post, LH; soldiers of De Soto; 
Dixon — 91; Post 76; Brown Post, 180 Post 224; Union soldiers of Prescott: 
Arthur D. Hamilton, No. 87; McKenzie Post, 111. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Washington Post, 114; C. C. Washburn Post, 15; Post 107; Farragut 
Post, 8 Post. 13; Colonel Hughes Post, 76; L. McCook Post, 74; General 
Steele Post, 91: Sedgwick Post, 25: Thomas Elson Post, 54; Kilpatrick Post, 
4; Colonel Ellsworth Post, 21; Canby Post, 12; Union soldiers of Rockham} 
Dumont Post, 53; Levett Post, 103; General Weitzel Post, 96; E. H. Kennedy 
Post, 119; Union soldiers. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Burnside Post, 142; George B. Foster Post, 130; Sumner Post, 105. 
DAKOTA, 
Stephen H. Hurlbut Post, 9; Upton Post, 62; Abercrombie Post, 79. 
CALIFORNIA, 

Antietam Post, 63; Colton Post, 130; Post 127; 7 soldiers of Dixon, So; 

ae County; E. W. Eddy Post, 63; Farragut Post, 4; T. B. Steerns Post, 103 
T. W. Sherman Post, 159. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 

Azra Batcheller Post, 51; Boutwell P. 48; Peabody Post, 108; John H, Chip- 
man Post, 59; Allen Post, 167; Union sol iors of Boston; Hudson Post 9; My- 
ron Bhol Post. 178; Thomas A. Parker Post. 195; William Logan Rodman 
Post, 1; A. Russell Post, 78; Post 38; Union soldiers of Whiti ville; E.P, 
Wallace Post. 123; 5 soldiers of Conway ; Preston Post, 188; Union soldiers 
of East Douglass; Hiram G. Barry Post, 28. "Union soldiers of Rockport; Gil- 
man C. Parker Post, 66. 


MAINE. 
Davis Post, 20; Union soldiers of peer, 5 Thompson Post, ; Union sol- 
diers of Washburn; Dana B. Carter Frank Hunter Post, 68; Meade 
Post, 40; Asbury Caldwell Post, 51; General Ord Post, 91; Post 10t; Post 40; 
Safford Post, 8; Dunbar Post. 59; Erskine Post, 24; Union 88 Lincoln; 
J. Renuels Post, 52; Joseph W. Lincoln Post, 113; Verning Post, 107 ter L. 
Parker Post, 156; James E. Cushman Post, 81; J. 8. Sampson Post, ive 
VERMONT. 


Union soldiers of Sowa; gonsi Post, 23; Henry Dow Post, 75; Garfield 
Post, 62; Wm. B Re es ; Ransom Post, 7; Fairfield Bost, 7; Henry 
Post, 27; R. B. Cran 18 

SEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Herman Shedd Post, 27; Merrill Post, 65; Post 6; Witting Post, 53; Cobb 
poses R Post; Clermont Post; ‘Robert Campbell Post, 58; ‘Upton 

‘os! 

r; NEW JERSEY. 

Garfield Post, 4; Post 99; — 385 J. Steadbans Post, 90; Boy seo soldiers of 
Beverly; James S. Stratton Maj. C. A. Angel Post, 20 ; Bayard Post, 8; 
Chaplain Butler Post, 35; John till Post, 88; Cedarvill ‘ost, 129; Post 43; A. 
E. S Post, 26; Phil. H. Sheridan Post. 110; G. W. Taylor Post, 9; Union sol- 
diers; E. A, Stephenson Naval, 194. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Smith Post,9; Charles E. Sweeter Post, 5. 

NEW MEXICO, 
G. K. Warren Post,5; Custer Post, 8. 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 
George G. Meade Post, 5. 


DELAWARE. 

Col. Jacob Moore Post, 21; Sew Wm. Cannon Post, 17; Gen, Daniel Woodall 

Post, II; Georgetown Post; P. Carter Post, 19, 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Perin Tos J. A. alee: Post, 31; Pier Post,9; Belington Post, 84; Glen- 
ville B. Martin 79; boa Post. 43; Post 68; Post 89; — — 
. 5 Veterans Post ; Kendall Post, 36; Elmer us P. 

{George Smith Post, 37; Sina Nichols Post.53; Mason Post, 40; Kimble Post, 


888 of Martiusbu he Giles Post; C. B. See Post, 4; Hany Post, 43; Cop- 
Ite Post, 56; Dick Blazer ‘ost, 50, 


MARYLAND, 
Lincoln Post; Hicks Post, 24; Hall Post, 42; Kilpatrick Post, 34; Guy Post, 
Hardee Post. 


16; 
TEXAS. 

Dicks Post, 11; Bell te pad Post; George W. Wright Post, 26; Hurst Post, 13; 
Samuel B. Curtis P. 

KENTUCKY, 

Henry Palmer Post, 41; Union soldiers of Post 69; Union soldiers of Butler 
8 fon hg oy Post, 71; pod h Bacon Post. 28; Joseph S. Miller Post, 
79; Hamri tenden Posi UV. S. Grant Post, 58> oe Hooker Post, 
16; G. W. — — soldiers of Junction City; C. II. Martin Post. 7; Max- 
Well Post. . Pos 04; Hancock Post, 87; George. A. Custer Post, 23; Bitter 
Service- Pension Ciub; Cornelius McCleod Post Captain Hany Post, 78; 

F. Tyman Post, S; Sergt. Remvs T. Wnittinghitt Post, 11; Union soldiers of 
Johnsville; Andrew Wiley Post, 86; Hutchinson Post, 150; Calvin Childs Post, 30, 
ARKANSAS. 

Drake Creek Post, 31; soldiers of West Fork; Bregant Post; Hugh McDaniel 
Post, 60; soldiers of Benton County; Hancock Post, 38; Rice Post,16; Prairie 
Grove Post, 45; U.S, Grant Post, 31; Jackson Post, 63; leville Post; wees 

Lost, 24; Phil. Sheridan Post, 61; Kennis Post, 65; William Cowan Post, 26 
Fred. Steele Post,3; soldiers of Crawfordsville. 
VIRGINIA. 


Tracy Post, 27; Deep Creek Post; W.M. Turner Post, 34; Post 30; Post 19; Ord 
Post, 16; T. F. Meagher Post, 3; Garfield Post, 7; Farragut Post, 1. 
CONNECTICUT. 
pm 76; Warner 2 5i; Fowler Post, 58; Palmer Post, 33; Chapman Post, 
; Trowbridge Post, 60; M. A. * Post, 9; Nathan ‘Hale Post, 28; F. S. 
—— Wadham Post, 280 
ALABAMA, 
Phil. Sheridan Post,9; Union soldiers of Anniston; R. W. Thompson Post, 10, 


GEORGIA, 
Augusta Post, 2. 
MISSOURI. 
3 Ward Post, 405; Union soldiers of New Florence; George Long Post, 
; Hutton Post, 178; Brookline Post, 897; Custer Post, 7; ‘Joseph Martin Post, 
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B51; Post 249; O. P. Morton Post, 14; Forbes Post, 38; Greenfield Post, 75; 
Staunton Post, 16; James A. Mulli Post, U; Union soldiers of Pitts Pos 
„ Mook Post, 34; John A. Dix Post, 78; George HL Meade Post, 48; Colon 
haw Post, 343; Benton Post, 376; R. P, Carnes Camp, Division of Missouri, Runs 
of Veterans; Roscoe Post, 367; Splitlog Post, 358; Union soldiers of Dade County; 
ohn Kennel Post, 410; David Hewitt Post, 414; Hannibal Post, 43; soldiers of 
n County; Sue City Post; Blanchard Post, 260, 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 
David Hunter Post, 9. 


Harney Post, 2. 


LOUISIANA AND MISSISSIPPI, 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
MeDowell Post; Philo Backman Post; Union soldiersof Colfax; McPherson 
Post, 


TENNESSEE. 

Daniel Meader Post, 18; Patrick McGuire Post, 46; A. B. McGeer Post, 39; 
MoPherson Post, 69; John A. Logan Post, 59; Chattanooga Post; Garfield Post, 
25; Sanders Post, 9. 

OREGON. 

J. W. Geary Post, 7; Eugene Veterans’ Union; Sumner Post, 12; S. H. Hunter 

Post, 37; Kilpatrick Post, 33; John F. Miller Post, 42. 
COLORADO, 

Joe Hooker Post, 16; Spanish Peak Post, 60; Burnside Post; Williams Post, 
267; J. E. Stephens Post: Pitkin County soldiers; Proctor Post; Kit Carson 
Post; Abraham Lincoln Post, 4; E. V. Sumner Post, 24. 

FLORIDA. 

Union soldiers of Jacksonville and vicinity, 


NORTH CAROLINA, 
Fletcher Post, 33, 


Alexander Post, 6. 
James A. Garfield Post, I. 


ARIZONA "TERRITORY. 
IDAHO. 


ISDIAN TERRITORY, 
Service-Pension Club of Seward. 


WYOMING TERRITORY. 
Farnsworth Post, 53. 


MONTANA, 
John A. Logan Post. 
ADDITIONAL. 
Union soldiers, Shelby County, Indiana; G. A. Hopple Post, 67, Auburn, Ind.; 


Bob McCook Post. 31, Nebraska and Nineveh, Ind.; L. W. Frazier Post, 271, 
Ohio; W. A. Ross, 473, Ohio; 175 Union soldiers, Paulding, Ohio; Elliott Post, 
420, Ohio; Boggs ‘Post, 518, Ohio; H. Marshall . 64, Ohio; Orr Post, 501, 
Ohio; 38 Union soldiers, New Holland, Ohio; Sell Post, 57, Maryland; Sena 
Post Association, Reading, Pa.; Sheridan Post, 28, Minnesota; Service-Pension 
Olub, Rockland, Mo.; East Post Club, Rockland. a etic eee Post, 

0 ‘ost, 4 


606, New York; O. A. Bliss Post, 305, New York; Iowa; 
Frank M. Thomas Post. 94. Iowa; Cloutman Post, i75, Iowa; John B, Thomas 
Post, 814, lowa; John G. Arnold Post. 407, Pennsylvania; H. L. Brown Post, 171, 


Pennsylvania; Charley D. Waltz Post. 575, Pennsylvania; B. B. Shaw Post, West 
Virginia: Zeegler Post. 512. Ohio; Union soldiers, Sank County, Wisconsin ; 
Fredericksburgh Post,97, California; Hartford Veteran Association,Connecticul; 
Commerce Post, 342, Missouri; Murrel Post. T, Kentucky; Dennison ot 
Maryland; I. E. Bean Post,92,New Jersey; Harking Post, 40. Dakota; Union 
soldier, Sulphur Rock, Ark.; L B. Richardso: 
Post, 15, Florida; Eubank Post, 150, Wisconsin; W. D. Walker Post, Gl. Wiscon- 
sin; Brush Creek 7 7 
Union soldier, Bedford County, Pennsylvania; John S. Meredith Post, 485, Penn- 

lyania; Lockwood Post, L18, New York; G. W. Holloway Post, 175, Wisconsin; 


lisworth Post, 32, Tennessee; Mullen Post, New York; Tyler Post,5, Maryland; 
R rt 250, Iowa; Phil. Sheridan Post, 4, Mio Ed. F. Cox Post, 122; 
Michigan; R. M. Johnson Post, 138, Michigan; Wilson Post. 36 ri; Fair- 
child nesota; 886, Missouri; 225 Union soldiers, Indiana; S. 


P. Blai! 
Illinois; Bryner Post, 67, II 


647, Ohio; Lewis Baker Post, 172. Ohio; Coldrell's Post, 439, Ohio 
N. idan Post, 


79, Kansas; uel Pı 370, Missouri; Union sold. „Mich; Beaver 
Valley De e Pennsylvania; B. B. Hill Post, 269, Nebraska; Benton Reed 
Post, 292, indiana; Soldier x ay for Peace, Indiana; Union soldier, Van Wert, 


0: George Simpson Post, 44, Pennsylvania; Far- 


538, Pennsylvania; Wm. McKeen Post, 576, Pennsylvania; Hogland Post, 170. 
Pennsylvania; Whiting Post, 188 Michigan; Post, 203, Michigan; 150 
Union soldiers, Whigville, Ohio: W, T. Browne Post, 191, Ohio; Johnson 
Post, 604, Ohio; citizens Eleventh Congressional district, Ohio: James Price 
Post, 50, Ohio; Bell Post, 536, Ohio; Union soldiers, Convoy, Ohio; Garrett 
Post, 311, New York; Union soldiers, Brockport, N. V.; Bedford 
nois; John A. Parrot Post, 543, Illinois; Frost Post, 177, Illinois; L. D. Martin 
Post, 596, [linois; Union soldiers, Johnson County, Nebrnaka; wards Post, 
457, Missouri ; Sedgwick Post, 10, Iowa; Anxier Post, 73, Kentucky; Post 475, 
Kansas; Gratborne, 10, South Dakota; Richmond Post. Gardner Green, lowa; 
William Lundy Post, 271, Iowa; Shira Post, 177, Iowa: Hobbart Post, Iowa ; Dill- 
man Post, 343, Iowa; Crocker Post, 12, Iowa; U. S, Grant Post, 110, Nebraska; 
Joe Hooker Post, i4, Virginia; G. A. Custer Post, 23 North Dakota; MeDowell 
Post, 91, South Dakota; Ellis Post, Dakota; John J. Polsley Post, 11, West Vir- 

nin; Robinson Post, 5, Minnesota; James R. Slack Post, 137, Indiana; W. A. 

tis Post, 238, Wisconsin; Bogardus Post, 474, Illinois; Henry HL Vaughan Post, 
79, Vermont; Knox County, Nebraska; Jo. Davies Post, 376, Michigan; sol- 
diers of Moorhead, Kans.; Geo. W. Robertson Post, 487, Ohio; Newton Falls 
Post, 310, Ohio; Union soldiers of Welston, Ohio; A. Hochran Post, 159, Omo; 
Band Post, 653, Ohio: Lill Post, 57, Ohio; McRitchie, 524, Ohio; Reserve Post, 
119, P-nnsylvania; Rankin Post, 127, Peansylvania; William Conner Post, 40, 
Pennsylvania; ong tei Post. 76. Pennsylvania; Rieksecker Post, 152, Penn- 
sylvania; Proudiit Post, 416, Pennsylvania; James Johnson Post, 35), Missouri; 
8 Post, 142, New York; ERER B. Little, 65, New York; Babcock Post, 
76, w York; John R. Stewart, (74. New York: John F. Reynolds Post, 65, 
New Jersey; H. H. Post, 25. Massachusetts; Middleborough, Mass.; Rich- 
mond Post, Iowa; Garden Green Walton Post. 312, fowa; Union soldiers, Bay- 
ard, lown; Kelley Post, 432, Iowa; E. G. Buckner Post, 154, lowa; Emmerson 
Post, 221, lowa; . E eo Post, 225, Iowa; Shaw Post, Illinois; Barnes 
Post, 305, Illinois; E. D. Kettoe Post, 502, Illinois; Thompson Blair Post, 421, 


Ohio; Wilson Post, Harmony Township, Ohio; Franklin County Association, 
Ohio; Union soldiers, Ashland. Oregon; Genera! Lyon Post, 26, progoni Ross 
Post, 31, New York; Mekeel Post, 120, New York; Hull Post, 345, New York; 
General James Shields Post, 175, New York; Burnside Post, 237, New York; 
James B. Jones Post, 579, New York: Gower Post, 98, New York: J. W. Burch 
Post, 4 Pefinsylvania; General George A. McCall Post. 31, Pennsylvania; 
John E. Walker Post. 116, Pennsylvania; H. Clay Beatty Post, 73, Peonsylva- 
nia; Jobn W. Geary Post, 9, Pennsylvania; Jeff O. Davis Post, 30, Minnesota; 
Richland Post, 413, Missouri; Ha on Post, 91, Wisconsin; McPherson Post, 
Z. Idaho; J. B. Hawkes Post 61, Colorado; Union soldiers, Eathan, S. Dak.; 
William H. Browne Post, 138, Maine; Stanton Post. Kansas. 


SECTION 2294, REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. MCRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 6419) to amend section 2294 of 
the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ELEVENTH AND SUBSEQUENT CENSUSES, 


Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (II. R. 6420) to amend an act enti- 
tled “ An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent cen- 
suses, approved March 1, 1889; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered 


to be printed. 
ANNUAL REPORTS OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 
Mr. RUSSELL submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (‘he Senate concurring), That there be 
3 in cloth binding, wrapped for mailing, 4,000additional copies each of the 

rst and second annual reports of the Commissioner of Labor, for the use of the 
Department of Labor. 


TRANSPORTATION OF UNAPPRAISED MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. DAVIDSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6421) to ex- 
tend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of immediate transportation of un- 
appraised merchandise; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SILVER BULLION. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 89) 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase from time to time at 
the market price four million dollars’ worth of silver bullion per month 
and cause the same to be coined as fast as so purchased into standard 
silver dollars, under and in accordance with an act entitled An act 
to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its 
legal-tender character, approved February 28, 1478; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STATE DEBTS. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 6422) to reimburse 
the several States the interest paid by them on money borrowed and 
applied to the objects specified in an act entitled An act to indemnify 
the States for expenses incurred by them in defense of the United 
States,” approved July 27, 1861; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBSIDIARY COINS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 6423) authorizing the recoin- 
age of the subsidiary coins of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6424) amending an act 
entitled An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexi- 
can war. and for other purposes,“ approved January 29, 1487; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INVALID PENSIONS, 

Mr. FLICK introduced a bill (H. R. 6425) providing a minimum sum 
for invalid pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DECISIONS OF THE UNITED STATES COURT. 


Mr, STRUBLE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 90) authoriz- 
ing the editing and printing of the decisions of the United States court 
and the judge thereof in the Territory of Alaska; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MUSCATINE, IOWA. 

Mr. HAYES introduced a bill (H. R. 6426) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Muscatine. Iowa; which was read a 
first and second time, reterred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS, 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6427) granting 
arrears of pensions in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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USE OF TOBACCO IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6428) con- 
cerning the sale and use of tobacco in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

REIMBURSING KANSAS FOR MONEYS EXPENDED, ETC. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6429) to reimburse the State 
of Kansas for moneys expended in the adjustment and settlement of 
the claims of citizens of said State for property captured or destroyed 
by the Confederate forces during the late war, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES IN CONTEST CASES BEFORE DISTRICT LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 6430) relating to fees in con- 
test cases before district land offices; which was read a firstand second 
time. referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TAX ON UNMANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6431) to allow 
roducers of tobacco to sell the same in the leaf, hank, or twist without 
ternal-revenue restriction or tax; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPEAL OF TAX ON BINDERS’ TWINE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6432) to place 
binders’ twine made from sisal grass or manila upon the free-list; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

VIRGINIA, MISSOURI AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6433) grant- 
ing the right to build its bridges to the Virginia, Missouri and Western 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GREENHALGE introduced a bill (H. R. 6434) to prevent cru- 
elty in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO DISABLEQ VETERANS. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (H. R. 6435) providing artificial limbs 
for the use of certain disabled veterans of the late war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGES OVER CERTAIN NAVIGABLE STREAMS. 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6436) to amend chapter 
229 of the acts of 1884, and chapter 860 of the acts of 1888, in relation 
to railroad bridges over certain navigable streams; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PREHISTORIC NORTH AMERICAN INDIANS. 

Mr, LODGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 91) to pro- 
vide for the printing of an illustrated catalogue of skulls and skeletons 
of prehistoric No: American Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SHIP-CANAL, LAKES MICHIGAN AND SUPERIOR. 


Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6437) providing for the 
survey of a ship-canal connecting Lakes Michigan and Superior; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R, 6438) to authorize the Duluth, 
Red Wing and Southern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Red Wing, Minn., and to establish it 
as a post-road; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6439) granting a pension to 
certain soldiers who were held as prisoners of war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISSUE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 

Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue three hundred millions of United States 
bonds, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Commitee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FOG SIGNAL, BIG OYSTER BED SHOALS, NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. BERGEN introduced a bill (H. R. 6441) for the establishment 
of a light-house and fog-signal station at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoals, 


New Jersey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ONEONTA, N, Y. 

Mr, MOFFITT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6442) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oneonta, N. Y.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SERVICE PENSIONS, 

Mr. PAYNE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6443) granting 
pensions for service inthe Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the United 
States during the war against rebellion; which was read a firstand sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr, PAYNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6444) grant- 
ing arrears of pension in certain casea; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, LAKE ONTARIO. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6445) to establish a life- 
saving station on the coast of Lake Ontario, in the county of Oswego, 
New York; which was read a first and second time, reierred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. STIVERS introduced a bill (H. R. 6446) providing for the ad- 
justment of theaccounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics under the 
eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS F. FREEL. 


Mr. McCARTHY introduced a bill (H. R. 6447) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to award a gold medal of the first class to 
‘Thomas F. Freel, of New York City, for rescuing three lives from drown- 
ing; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO CERTAIN POSTAL EMPLOYES. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H, R. 6448) granting leave of ab- 
sence to employés of first, second, and third class post-oflices; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

HOURS OF WORK IN CERTAIN POST-OFFICES, 


Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6449) to limit the hours 
of work of clerks and employésof first, second, and third class post-offices; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 6450) to regulate the em- 
ployment of certain officers of the United States merchant marine; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF HUMAN LIFE ON MERCHANT STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6451) for the better pro- 
tection of human life on merchant steam-vessels of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF CHANNEL THROUGH THE GREAT LAKES. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6452) making an appropria- 
tion for a survey of a channel through the connecting waters of the 
Great Lakes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

: INCREASING CERTAIN PENSIONS, 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 6453) to increase the pension 
of those who have lost a limb, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL MILITARY PARK AT BATTLE-FIELD OF CHICKAMAUGA. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, some days ago I had the honor of 
introducing a bill to establish a national k on the battle-field of 
Chickamauga. By an omission of the drafter of that bill and by an 
error in printing the bill has been rendered practically valueless. So I 
introduce the bill which I hold in my hand asa substitute for that one, 
and ask its reference. 

The bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national military park at the bat- 
tle-field of Chickamauga was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE NEAR MOUTH OF COQUILLE RIVER, OREGON, 

Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 6455) for the establishment 
of a light-house at or near mouth of Coquille River, in the State of Or- 
egon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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RELIEF OF CERTAIN SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6456) for the relief of 
certain settlers on public lands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS, 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6457) to provide for the 
adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INDUSTRIAL EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE, AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6458) authorizing ad- 
ditional compensation to the assistant commissioners to the industrial 
exhibition held at Melbourne, in Australia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EMPLOYÉS IN THE RAILWAY MATL SERVICE, : 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6459) to reclassify and 
fix the salary of persons in the railway mail service, known as postal 
clerks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO, 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6460) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTRIC WIRES CONNECTING THE SEVERAL DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. 6461) to provide for placing the 
electric wires connecting the several Departments of the Government 
at Washington, D. C., under ground; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ASHLEY RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6462) for the lighting of Ash- 
ley River, South Carolina; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SALES OF PUBLIC LANDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr, PICKLER introduced a bill (H. R. 6463) granting to the State 
of Sonth Dakota 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of public 
lands in that State; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF A BRIDGE ACROSS THE BRAZOS RIVER, TEXAS. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6464) authorizing the Brazos 
Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge gross the Brazos 
River, in the State of Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ERECTION OF A HOTEL AT OLD POINT COMFORT, VA. , 


Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 92) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a permit to Harry Libby and 
Philip T. Woodfin to erect a hotel upon the lands of the United States 
at Old Point Comfort, Va.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PORTLAND AND PUGET SOUND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, introduced a bill (H. R. 6465) grant- 
ing a right of way through and a right to terminal grounds in the State 
of Washington to the Portland and Puget Sound Railway Company, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS ON YAKIMA RESERVATION, WASH. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6466) to 
accept and ratify an agreement made with the confederated tribes and 
bands of Indians occupying the Yakima reservation, in the State of 
Washington; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK introduced a bill (H. R. 6467) to amend sec- 
tion 3441 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and section 17 of 
an act entitled . An act toamend the laws relating to internal revenue, 
approved March 1, 1879, amendatory thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 3354 REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6468) to amend 
section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FOR FEMALE NURSES IN THE WAR. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 6469) granting relief to the fe- 
male nurses in the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PORT OF DELIVERY, STURGEON BAY, WIS. 

_ Mr. McCORD introduced a bill (H. R. 6470) to provide for the estab- 
lishment ofa port of delivery at Sturgeon Bay, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. McCORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6471) to provide for the 
establishment and maintenance of an Indian industrial school in the 
State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON POTATOES, 

Mr. McCORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6472) to fix the rate of 
duty on potatoes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY, ASHLAND, WIS. 

Mr. McCORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6473) to provide for the 
establishment of a port of deliyery at Ashland, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COUNTY SEAT, SHOSHONE COUNTY, IDAHO, 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6474) to submit the location 
of the county seat of Shoshone County, Idaho Territory, toa vote of the 
people of said county; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

TO REIMBURSE WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 6475) submitting an appropria- 
tion to reimburse the Territory of Wyoming for moneys expended in 
the protection of the Yellowstone National Park; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NEW LAND DISTRICTS IN WYOMING, 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6476) to establish the Sun- 
dance, Lander, and Platte land districts in the Territory of Wyoming; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMODORES ACTING AS REAR-ADMTRALS. 


Mr. MCADOO (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6477) allowing 


the pay of rear-admirals to commodores while acting as rear-admirals; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUST-OFFICE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. TURPIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6478) to provide for post-office 
bnildings; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARKE’S LEDGE, MAINE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6479) to establish a light- 
house and fog-signal station at or near Clark’s Ledge, St. Croix River, 
Maine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FOG-SIGNAL, LITTLE RIVER, MAINE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6480) for the establish- 
ment of a fog-signal at Little River light-station, Maine; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 6481) to provide for the 
establishment of an Indian industrial school in the State of California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DULUTH AND MANITOBA RAILROAD. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (H. R. 6482) granting the right of way 
to the Duluth and Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pem- 
bina reservation, in North Dakota; which was read a first and second 
Kme, miod to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE BANKING BILL. 

Mr. LACEY, by unanimous consent, introduced an amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 537) known a3 the banking bill, and it was ordered to be 
printed for the information of the House. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CYPRESS BAYOU, 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, by unanimous consent, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution, and asked for its immediate consideration: 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby requested to furnish to the 
House of Representatives, at as early a day as may be practicable, all informa- 
tion that may be obtained in his Department in relation to the improvement of 
Cypress Bayou and the lakes between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreveport, in the 
State of Louisiana, and that he make such suggestion as he may see proper for 
— 3 of such bayou and lakes, and the amount necessary to accom- 
p e same, 


The resolution was adopted. 


PROPOSED SACRAMENTO RIVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
the memorial and resolutions of the Sacramento River convention, 
which I send to the desk, printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. - 

The memorial and resolutions are as follows: 


To the umorable the Senale and House of Representativesin Congress assembled : 

Whereas the history of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys shows con- 
epee frac up to about 1860the Sacramento, San Joaquin, Feather, and Moke- 
Tumue Rivers, the great. natural water highways and drains of these valleys, 
were navigable for vessels of large burden drawing deep water, and were there- 
fore, for the purposes of cheap transportation and rapid drainage, of great value 
and vast commercial importance to the ple of the State of California; and 

Whereas since 1860 the channels of these rivers have been gradually tilled 
by deposits of sand and gravel derived from and being the direct inevitable 
result of hydraulic mining operations, permitted until recently by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and other causes, until now their availability for 
navigation is throughout some portions of their course wholly destroyed and 
in the remainder greatly impaired, with the certainty of complete destruction 
if not properly treated; and s 

Whereas the navi, ility of these rivera can only be restored and main- 
tained by the immediate inauguration and prosecution of a system of treat- 
ment of their channels and banks by the Government of the United States, 
which rightfully reserved charge and control of all navigable streams in Onli- 
fornia: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the representatives of the peopl of the Sacramento and San Joaquin 
Valleys and the city of San Francisco tn convention assembled, That Congress be, 
and is hereby, requested and urged to provide for the appointment of a special 
commission similar to the commission now in charge of the Mississippi River, 
whose duty shall be to immediately take charge of the Sacramento, San Joaquin, 
Feather, und Mokelumne Rivers and their navigable tributaries, and devise, 
adopt, and carry out such system of treatment of said rivers as will in thelr opin- 
ion restore them to their original condition as navigable streams; und, further, 
toapprupriate the sum of at least $3,000,000 to be expended by such commission 
in the immediate prosecution of such methods of treatment as may be by them 


And be tt further resolved, That copies of these resolutions be immediately trans- 
mitted to our Senators and Representatives in Congress, and they are hereby re- 
quested to promptly present the matter to Congress and to use all honorable 
means to secure such enactments by that body as are herein requested, in the 
full belief that such action will result in affording the relief desired. 


CLERKS FOR MEMBERS AND DELEGATES IN CONGRESS. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present, from the Committee 
on Accoants, a report on the bill (H. R. 209) in relation to clerks for 
Senators. Representatives, and Delegates in Congress. Task to have 
the printed, including the bill, which is reported as a substitute 
for the bill referred to the committeo, and also that it be recommitted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 2 

Mr. Haves, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following re- 


port: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 309) and 
the resolution of December 18. 1889, in relation to clerks for Senators and Rep- 
reseiilatives, having bad the same under consideration, approve the general 
purpose of both, and think that such relief should be given to Representatives 
and Delegates in Congress; and that their business, in justice to their constituents 
and to themselves, demands that they should have clerks; but it is not deemed 
expedient by the committee to make provision for clerks for Senators, as they 
have long since done that for themselves, and presumably in a way that is sst- 
isfactory, As this relief, so faras the House is concerned, respects ourselves 
alone and our constituents, we think it best to let the Senate act for itself, or, at 
least, make its own suggestions; and so we have reported a substitute for the 
bill, which accompanies this report, and the passage of which we recommend. 

Favorable reports upon bills similar in character to this and having the same 
objectin view have been three times at least made to the House: once from the 
Committee onthe Revision of the Laws in the Forty-ninth Congress, which re- 
port was adopted and remade by the same committee in the Viftieth Congress, 
and which, except so far as it refers toclerks for Senators, icy pl Bu sella its 
arguments and reasons to the bill now recommended, and from which we quote 
the following: 

House Report No. 3905, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.] 

“Tt is believed by your committee that the of the bill is necessary to 
relieve members of Congress from a drudgery which prevents them from de- 
voting a good portion of their time to the study and preparation of such mëas- 
ures as they have to act and vote upon. How often nre members of this House 
called to vote upon the most vitally im ant measures without ever having 


had time tor the bill or the report of the committee thereon, much less an 
opportunity to y and compare such measure with former legislation touch 
ing the same subject. 


itless resistance, has 

to assent thereto. Senators’ clerks now receive the same 
per diem compensation as elerks to committees. The bill herewith reported 
proposes to establish uniformity and equality as between Senators and Repre- 
sentatives as to clerks, * * + 

“It is believed that honest and capable young men can be found inevery Con- 
gressional district throughout the Union who would gladly accept the position 
ofclerk * * * for sie per month during the sessions of Congress, which is 
the compensation proposed by this bill. 

“With six great Departments. comprising more than a score of bureans, and 
the large amount of business which requires of members a daily visit to some 
of them, the large number of Government eee the seed of various kinds 
which it is the right of the people to bave distributed among them, pensions and 
patents to be looked after, which, with the answering of the letters received by 
any member of Congress, will require tie whole time of any one man, and he 
who does it properly will find ail of his time fully occupied in its performance, 
A Senator or Representative who devotes his tinie to these duties will have 
none tospare for legislation. One of these must be neglected or the Senator or 
Member must employ a clerk at his own expense, and this is a hardship in 


many cases. 
Many of the Representatives and some of the Senators, especially from the 
Southern States, are poor men. and can not maintain a family in Washington on 
a less salary than that now allowed by law. It is not to the interest of the pub- 
licat large that poor men ofa high order of talent should be driven out or kept out 
of Congress through the meagerness ofthe salary, and thus the buginess of legis- 


lation be intrusted to the millionaires and men of wealth. Such a course would 


be as fallacious as very highsalaries would be inconsistent with the genius of our 
Government. The bill under consideration does not in any sense increase the 
salaries of the members, for under its provisions they have nothing to do with 
the payment of the clerks, nor can the latter receive any pay except for time 
employed and service actually rendered. 

‘Your committee are of the opinion that the services of a clerk to a member 
of Congress would be more valuable to that member's constituents than to the 
member himself. Would not the 22 of any Congressional district prefer 
to present methods that there should be paid out of the United States Treasury 
$100 per month while Congress is in session, to some bright, active young matt, 
to aid their Representative by giving prompt attention to their business with 
the several Departments. and promptly answering their letters, cto., thereby se- 
curing to the member time enough to read and study closely the various im- 
portant matters of legisiation before Congress? Twenty-five years ago there 
Was no necessity for such assistance, but the growth of the country in popula- 
tion and business has been very great, and with it the Departments and 8 
of the Goxerument have. not always wisely perhaps, correspondingly multi- 
plied. Then three thousand bills wasa large aggregate of the number int ro- 
dueed during a Congress, while now more than four times that number are 
printed and referred to appropriate committees during each Congress.“ 

The Committee on Accouuts in the Fiflieth Congress also reported favorably 
and recommended 3 of a similar bill, and its report, as in the case of 
the bill reported from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, adopted the 
sopari of the Forty-ninth Congress, from which quotations have been made 

herein. 

We believe that each succeeding Congress emphasizes the necessity for this 
relief to members and makes it more apparent the benefit to be conferred 
is to the constituency, the people at large, rather than to the Representative. 
Under the provisions of this bill the pay goes directly to the clerk employed, 
and in no just sense is it an emolument to the member If any member is so 
situated, whatever may be the reason, that he or bis constituency do not de- 
mand the services that the clerk will perform, there is no obligation created to 
appoint or employ one. 

he vast increase of the volume and pore of the business of the country, 
as represented in and by Congress, is such that even a fair regard to the inter- 
eats of the people demands that their Representatives have such time as there 
may be outside of the actual sessions of the House for the examination of the 
various measures to be considered and the questions, often new, intricate, and 
important, that are incident thereto and connected therewith, and for the per- 
formance of such other public duties as necessarily have to be done in person, 

There has been not only a great increase of the business in Congress, that 
shows upon its calendars, record, and in the laws passed, but in connection with 
itthe work on committees has increased in the same proportion, so that this 
labor, with the time taken, the discussion, examination, and investigation of 
matters referred and pending before them, and the preparation of reports, is of 
itself quite onerous as well as important. 

Then, again, Department work, in looking after the interests of constitutents, 
with the claims, ee land matters, patents, seeds. and various other matters 
of business and interest that they are justified in calling npon members for. is 
constantly increasing with the growth of the country, and each adds to the labor 
to be done; and last. but not least, the necessary correspondence incident to 
these various matters of business, and necessary, not only from a business 
standpoint, but for the muteal interest, benefit, and knowledge of the people and 
the member, has become of great volume, and the time of every member ought 
to be too valuable to his constituents to be given to its details and mere manual 
performance. 

We have perfect confidence that the Just judgment and sober sense of the in- 
telligent people of this country will heartily approve a measure so much in their 
own interest; that tends sò manifestly to provide for the better equipment of 
their Representatives for the performance of their own duty and the business of 
the people, and that in its accomplishment raises the Representatives ont of the 
position of mere errand boys, 

We believe that the experience of every member of this House will bear tes- 
timony to the need of this measure aud even add to the reasons given in ite sup- 
port. 

Ts THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on Accounts, reported the following bill as 
a substitute for the bil! (H. R. 309) to authorize the appointment and prescribe 
the compensation of clerks to Representatives and Delegates in Congress: 

Re itenacted by the Senate and House of Represenintives of the United States o) 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the approval of this act ea 
Representative and Detegate in Congress shall be entitled toa clerk during the 
sessions of Congress, to be appointed and paid as follows, to wit: Each Repre- 
sentativeand Delegate may appoint such person as he desires to be hisclerk and 
report such appointment to the Clerk of the House of Representatives, who there- 
upon shall record the name of such appointee in a record book to be kept for that 
purpose, showing the full name of such n, the State or place whence and 
by whom appointed, with the date of such appointment, and who shall also re- 
cord therein removals when made. 

Sec, 2. That each of the aforesaid clerks shall be paid as other employés of 
the House of Representatives, but only for the time so actunily employed in 
service as such elerk and upon the certificate of the Representative or Delegate 
by whom appointed of such actual employment, at the rate of 9100 per month. 

Sec. 3. Thateach of said clerks shail be removable at the pleasure of the Rep- 
resentative or Delegate by whom appointed. 


REPRINT OF A BILL, 
Mr. FRANK. Lask for the present consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the supply of the act entitled An act to establish n uniform system 
of bankruptey throughout the United States,“ being House bill No. 3316, is ex- 
hausted: Therefore, 

Ba it resolved, That the Clerk be authorized to have printed 1,000 additional 
copies of said bill No. 3316. 


TheSPEAKER. This resolution should go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. FRANK. I have the consent of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing that the resolution be adopted now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? ‘The Chair hears none. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution; which was adopted. 

VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 

back favorably the memorial and papers of the Venezuela Steam Trans- 


rtation Company, and also joint resolution (H. Res. 28) for the re- 

ief of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company; which, with 

the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 
NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS, 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 339) to provide for the sale of certain New 
York Indian Jands in Kansas; which, with the accompanying report, 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 


PATENTS, TRADE-MARKS, AND COPYRIGHTS. 


Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 3812) relating to patents, trade-marks, and copy- 
rights; whieh, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. 

SUPPRESSION OF TRUSTS, ETC. 


Mr. STIVERS. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
a resolution providing for the printing of additional copies of joint 
resolution (H. Res, 30) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States for the suppression of trusts, etc., has directed me to 
report the same back with a recommendatien that it pass. I ask the 
immediate consideration of the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

" Resolved, Tliat the Public Printer be, and is hereby, directed to have printed 
for the use of the House 5,000 additional copies of House resolution No. Jo joint 
resolution proposing an amendment tothe Constitution of the United States 
for the suppression of trusts and to prohibit gambling contracts in agricultural 
and other productions,” 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, the first bill day of the present session of 
Congress I introduced a joint resolution providing for the submission 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States empowering 
Congress to legislate concurrently with the States for the suppression of 
trusts and to pone the making of gambling contracts in agricultural 
products. I have had calls from the States of Missouri, Kansas, and 
Iowa alone for over 2,000 copies of the resolution, and as T do not feel 
able to supply this demand at my own expense I thought it proper to 
ask the House to pass the resolution under consideration, providing for 
the printing of extra copies of the resolution for the use of the House. 
I shall undertake to supply the demand upon me from that number so 
far as it may be possible for me to do so. 

Mr. MILLS. Has the resolution been reported from the Committee 
on Printing? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwill say to the gentleman from Texas that it has 
been reported from that committee and the cost of this proposed print- 
ing will be only about $50. 

The subject-matter of the proposed amendment is attracting atten- 
tion throughont the country, and especially among the agricultural and 
laboring classes, whose interests are so disastrously affected by the evils 
sought to be remedied by the proposed measure. If the House will 
indulge me for a few moments I wiil submit some observations on it 
which I thick will be found both timely and pertinent. At the first 
session of the Fittieth Co I had the honor of introducing a bill 
on the subject of option dealing, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

The committee manifested a desire to find and apply the proper rem- 
edy for the suppression of this wrong against the farming interests of 
the country, and I was invited to appear before that committee and 
discuss the constitntionality of the bill I had offered. I made the most 
thoroughinvestigation permissibleat the time, and submitted thestrong- 
est argument I could constract in favor of the power toJegislate under 
the clause of the Constitution empowering Congress to regulate com- 
merce between the States and with foreign nations, : 

I was forced to admit. that the power, if it existed at all under that 
clause of the Constitution, must be based upon a construction that would 
go do the extent of giving Congress the power to regulate the making 
of contracts which, in their execution, operated so. as to obstruct the 
free interchange of commodities between the States and between the 
United States and foreign countries. I found that the utmost extent 
to which the courts had gone in defining the powerof Congress over this 
subject was todeclare the power to regulate the transportation of com- 
merce and matters incident thereto. 

Beyond was a new field, and one in which the constitutional limita- 
tions must be deduced from outlines so shadowy and ill-defined as to 
raise grave doubts, if not to destroy all idea, of the constitutional power 
of Congress to enter the domain of contracts on the ground that their 
incidental effects are to obstruct free commercial intercourse between 
the States. ` 

The committee reported the bill adversely. and further investigation 
led me to the conclusion that it would be better to amend the Constitu- 
tion than to attempt to stretch its provisions to cover legislation which, 
owing’to its important character, should, when enacted, be brought 
clearly within the provisions of the Constitution. My reason for em- 
bracing trasts and other similar combinations in the same amendment 
will be found im the fact that the two evils have their origin in con- 
tracts of the same general character, Combinations to limit the pro- 


duction and to fix the prices of commodities, combinations to arbitra- 
rily fix the supply and the prices of labor, and combinations to control 
markets all rest on the same. footing and have a common origin with 
option dealing. They all originate from contracts which are illegal and 
contrary to publie policy, contracts which give birth to great and power- 
fal enemies to the public interests, 

If Congress has the power to legislate for the suppression of trusts by 
the imposition of fines and penalties, it has the power to apply the 
same remedy to option dealers. The regulation of contracts belongs 
to the sovereignty clothe! with jurisdiction by constitutional author- 
ity, and in the matter of private contracts made in the different States 
the jurisdiction is unquestionably vested in the States. If Congress 
should attempt to take jurisdiction of offenses against public policy re- 
sulting from the execution of such contracts it would invoke the inter- 
ference of the judicial authority to determine the right, and, im all 
probability, bring to naught all efforts directed at these evils.along 
that line. In my opinion the safest, shortest, and surest course for 
publie opinion to take on this question is to make the issue on the line 
of constitutional amendment instead of seeking remedies of doubtful 
constitutionality, with the delays incident to litigation and the stp 
probability of expending the force of public sentiment in an abortive 
effort to secure relief, A 

The demand for legislation against trusts is emphasized by the plat- 
forms of both political parties, by public speakers of all shades of po- 
litical opinion, by bills and speeehes in Congress, and by a large part of 
the public press of the country. For Congress to refuse to take any 
action in this matter would be to plead guilty to a degree of political 
hypocrisy and demagogy which would go far to destroy the confi- 
dence of the people in the good faith and integrity of their Representa- 
tives. To modify or repeal the protective duties which enhance the 
profits of trusts would be to strike a powerful blow at those combina- 
tions, and at another time I will devote some attention to that branch 
ot the subject; bat our knowledge of trusts tenches us that they may 
exist and do exist independently of protection duties in some branches 
of trade, and this fact demonstrates the necessity of applying otherand 
more heroic remedies if we would effectually destroy these fungi of a 
material prosperity unequaled in the annals of time. The demand for 
relief from the destructive influence of gambling contracts in agricult- 
ural products is most emphatic among those whose interests are most 
directly affected by such contracts. It comes from the farmers and 
laborers who stand behind all political parties and constitute the very 
foundation: of our great material prosperity. It comes from those who 
contribute most to support the Government and receive the least bene- 
fits from its methods of administration, Organized labor has spoken on 
this subject through its representatives in the great convention recently 
held at St. Louis, in the following emphatic language: 

Resolved, That we demand that Congress shall pass such laws as shall efect- 
ually prevent the dealing in futures of all agricultural and: mechanical produc- 
tions, pursuingsuch a stringent system of procedure in trials asshall secure the 
prompt conviction, and imposing of such penalties as shall secure the most per- 
fect compliance with law. 

This demand contemplates constitutional methods of dealing with 
the question. While all must admit the evil and the necessity for ap- 
plying some adequate remedy, there is à difference of opinion as to 
what action should be taken. Some insist that the States have the 
power to destroy both of these evils and that the judicial tribunals of 
the country will aid in their overthrow. 

‘Those who take this view generally hold that it would be a danger- 
ous step toward centralization for Congress to take jurisdiction of the 
question under the Constitution, and that any amendment which pro- 
poses to empower Congress to legislate on this subject is open to the 
same objection. Others insist that option dealing should be crushed 
out of existence by the taxing power of the Government. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH] has introduced a bill to license 
the business—to use the gentleman’s own expressive phraseology, to 
license the business of selling wind. [Laughter]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Selling what? 

Mr. ENLOE. Selling wind. His bill proposes to levy an internal 
tax which in its operation will prohibit the business which it pro- 


' fesses to license. This will meet with constitutional objections which 


will possibly defeat any legislation om that line. 

It is a proposition to license an illegal business, and it will be difi- 
cult to explain how the United States Government, under its power to 
impose taxes for the purpose of raising revenue, can legalize an illegal 
business and at the same time defeat the object of its tax levy by de- 
stroying the business which it has legalized for the purpose of destruc- 
tion. Leaving aside all questions o the legal right and power to 80 
exercise the taxing power, an objection will be fonnd in the fact that if 


such use may be made of the taxing power the security of every branch 


of business must in future depend on the judgment of a majority of 
Congress as to whether or not it is expedient to tax it out of existence. 
It would seem that, if an illegal business may be made legal by a license 
in order that it may be destroyed, any legal business might be destroyed 
in asimilar manner, and that the taxing power might be made an engine 
of destruction at the will of Congress, 

The courts have held the business of “ selling wind’’ to be illegal, 
and I apprehend that they would hold any such use of the taxing power 
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for such an admitted purpose to be itself beyond the power of Con- 
gress, It would be a manifest abuse of the taxing pre to exercise it 
to destroy business or to regulate morals, instead of limiting it to rais- 
ing revenue, according to the clear intent and meaning of the Constitu- 
tion. Now, a few words on the objections to my proposed amendment 
from those who fear that it tends to the centralization of power in the 
Federal Government. I am free to admit that if all the States would 
unite in uniform legislation against the evils sought to be remedied by 
the amendment they could effectually destroy them; but it requires 
no argument to show that the States having cities like Chicago and 
NewYork would never pass and enforce any law to break up a business 
which enriches their citizens at the expense of all the other States, 

The right to make a contract depends on the law of the State where 
it is made. You might prohibit such contracts in every State but one, 
and the citizens of every State in the Union could, through the use of 
the mail or the telegraph, make those contracts in thatoneSiate. The 
States opposed to trusts could not discriminate against goods made 
under the legal sanction of another State, The interstate-commerce 
clause of the Constitution of the United States would prevent that. 
Then assuming that I am correct in saying that while the States acting 
asa unit have the power to destroy these evils, uniform legislation 
is not practical in the very nature of thiags, let us see what there is 
in the objection to the amendment on the ground that it tends to the 
centralization of power. I think those who urge that objection have 
not carefully considered the form of the amendment. It does not take 
away the power of the States to legislate on the subjects embraced in 
it. It simply confers concurrent power on Congress, so that the lack of 
uniformity in State legislation on these subjects may be supplemented 
by the action of Congress. 

The dignity, the just rights, and the useful powers of the States 
would not be invaded or impaired by the adoption of this amendment. 
While the powers of Congress, as the representative of the interests of 
the whole people, would be broadened so as to supplement and aid the 
States in the protection of producers and consumers against the leeches 
and harpies who are preying upon them indefiance of State power 
and State authority, yet the grant of authority, being concurrent with 
the States, would be conducive to the welfare of the States as a whole, 
and would strengthen rather than impair their administration of the 
domestic affairs of their people, Thomas Jefferson, in the wildest flights 
of his imagination, never dreamed of an Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission regulating the transportation of the vast commerce of sixty 
millions of people, carried by steam-engines over 150,000 miles of rail- 
way, traversing every section of the Union and riveting the States 
together with rails of steel. It never entered his mind that electricity 
would send a message around the earth in less time than it would take 
him to ride from the White House to the Capitol. 

The man who in those days would have advanced the idea that he 
could sit in Washington and hold a conversation with another in Balti- 
more, Philadelphia, or New York would have been in danger of an in- 
quisition of lunacy; if astatesman had been seen in those days talking 
to the phonograph or graphophone, he would have been considered hope- 
lessly mad; and if a woman had been caught grinding ont speeches and 
letters and messages from such an instrument in some parts of this coun- 


try she would have been in danger of burning at the stake for holding 


communion with the devil and practicing the black arts of witchcraft. 
The world will not let the fame of Jeffersoa die. I yield to no man in 
my admiration for his widom, his patriotism, and his statesmanship, 
and in my respect and veneration for the Constitution, to which his 
mind gave shape, and it is no impeachment of his wisdom, and no evi- 
dence of a want of veneration for the Constitution to suggest that it 
might be amended with benefit to the people who live under it to-day. 

It never occurred to Mr. Jefferson that our civilization would develop 
to a point where men in New York and Chicago would become million- 
aires by selling all the crops of this country before the seeds were even 
so much as planted in the ground; selling property which they never 
owned, selling the property of other people without their consent, sell- 
ing many millions of dollars’ worth more than the whole country pro- 
duces annually, selling the productions of the people of all the States 
without the consent and in defiance of the authority of the States. It 
never occurred to Mr. Jefferson that favoritism in legislation would con- 
centrate capital in the hands of the fayored classes until the transporta- 
tion, the manufacture, and the sale of productions would become the 
subject of combinations and trusts whereby competition might be de- 
stroyed, the sources of supply seized upon, productions limited, mar- 
kets controlled, the prices of labor and the prices of products arbitrarily 
fixed by the law of human selfishness and human greed. 

If Mr. Jefferson could have projected himself into the second century 
of constitutional government in the United States he would have lodged 
power over these questions in the interstate-commerce clause or else- 
where in the Constitution. If I have understood his political teach- 
ings aright, he would amend his own work in this and some other re- 
spects if he could come forth from Monticello, where he sleeps“ on 
fame’s eternal camping-ground,’’ and again take his place at the head 
of the nation. I have so much respect for Mr. Jefferson’s idea of gov- 
ernment, embodying the idea of the greatest good to the greatest nuni- 
ber,” that I would not only amend the Constitution in this regard, but 
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I would further amend it by providing for the election of the members 
of the United States Senate by a direct vote of the people, and I have 
introduced at the present session of Congress a similar resolution to the 
one I have been discussing, proposing such an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

It would be beyond my present purpose to enter into the reasons 
which necessitate such a change. They are such as I think will com- 
mend themselves to the intelligence of the country, and at some other 
time I may have an opportunity to present them to the House for its 
consideration. I may be permitted to say in passing that I think these 
two proposed amendments strike at the very root of many of the worst 
evils which afflict the country and that little can be done in the way 
of affording substantial relief to the people on any line until the Sena- 
tors are made more directly responsible to the people and less responsi- 
ble to a power which recognizes no conscience but greed and no god 
but gold. 

These amendments are before the Judiciary Committee of the House. 
T hope the gentlemen who compose that committee will not make it a 
graveyard of measures demanded by the people, but that they will bring 
these measures out into the open light of day, and if they must die, let 
them die in an open fight before the House and the country, and not 
die of strangulation in the dark at the hands of the committee, with- 
out fixing individual responsibility. Gentlemen who oppose legislation 
of this character would then have an opportunity to go,on the record 
before the country on a yea-and-nay vote. There could be no question 
of constitutional scruples, no quibbling or dodging, and no clearer pres- 
entation of the issue. 

Let us have a vote that will either redeem our party promises to the 
people in regard to trusts or stamp them as falsehoods promulgated to 
mislead and deceive the people. Let us havea vote that will meet the 
views of the farmers and laboring men of the United States on the sub- 
ject of futures or one that will unmistakably repudiate their demands. 
The farmers of this country are between the upper and the nether mill- 
stone. Trusts fix the prices which they shall pay for nearly everything 
they arecompelled tobuy. Produce gamblers fix the prices which they 
shall receive for nearly everything they have tosell. Mr, Jerome Hill, 
of St. Louis, a member of one of the largest cotton commission firms in 
the country, and one of the recognized authorities on everything pertain- 
ing to cotton statistics, estimates that the cotton-growers sustain a loss 
of one entire cotton crop in every seven on account of the fact that their 
product is sold many times over by men who own no cotton and have 
no right to sell a pound of it. 

The Western farmers suffer even greater losses on account of similar 
transactions affecting their products. Men who claim to be statesmen 
and leaders of the people answer their complaints of discrimination, 
injustice, and oppression with word pictures of the unexampled pros- 
perity of the nation and with long arrays of figures which only em- 
phasize the magnitude of the robbery which class legislation has ac- 
complished. 

Pictures of the nation’s prosperity painted in the most glowing colors 
will not lift the mortgage from the farm nor feed and clothe the wife 
and children, ‘There is no disguising the fact that millions of Ameri- 
can laborers stand like Tantalus, surrounded by fruits and flowers of a 
nation’s prosperity which they can neither touch nor taste, up to their 
necks in streams of national prosperity from which they may not drink. 

Everything they touch turns to gold, and many of them, like Midas 
of old, are starving in the midst of the wealth which their magic touch 
has created. Long arrays of figures to prove the prosperity of the na- 
tion will not appease the pangs of hunger nor shut out the cold blasts 
of winter. If you would lighten the burdens of labor and smooth the 
wrinkled furrows of care from the brow of labor, if you would nerve 
the arm of the toiler which is well-nigh paralyzed by the oft-repeated 
disappointment of false hopes inspired by the false promises of false 
teachers, if you would restore the prosperity of the masses, take the 
hands of the robbers, created by class legislation, out of the pockets of 
those who toil; make the classes who are riding the tax-payers, booted 
and spurred, get down and walk; stop piling burdens on industry for 
the benefit of those who neither toil nor spin; blot out from the face of 
the earth the trusts and monopolies that grind the faces of the poor, and 
force the dealers in wind” to live on the wind or work for an honest 
living. 

I ask for the adoption of this resolution. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to report back, with an amendment in the form of a substitute, the 
bill (S. 835) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors who 
are utterly helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted while 
in the service of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That from and after the passage of this act all ns who 
are or who may become totally helpless from injuries received or diseases con- 
tracted while in the military or naval service of the United States shall be en- 
titled to receive a —.— of $72 per month. 

Sec. 2. That the increase allowed by this act to those persons who may here- 


after become totally helpless shall be made to commence in strict_conformity 
with section 4698}, Revised Statutes, 
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The amendment proposed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read, as follows: 


Strike out ail after the enacting clause of the bill and Insert the following: 

“That all soldiers, sailors, and marines who have since the 16th day of June, 
1880, or who may hereafter become so totally and permanently helpless from 
injuries received or disease contracted in the service and line of duty asto require 
the regular personal aid and attendance of another person, or who, if otherwise 
entitled, were excluded from the provisions of An act to increase pensions of 
certain pensioned soldiers and 9 who are utterly helpless from injuries re- 
ceived or disease contracted while in the United states service,’ approved June 
16, 189), shall be entitled to receive a pension at the rate of $72 per month from 
the date of the certificate of the examining surgeon or board of surgeons show- 
ing such degree of disability; and the Commissioner of Pensions may, when it 
spears that any pensioner or person entitled to receive a pension shall not 
only be disqualified for the performance of any manual labor, but whose con- 
dition, by reason of his service, is such as to be partially dependent upon an- 
other person for aid and attendance, but not to the extent hereinbefore provided, 
grant such pensioner or person entitled to receive a pension a pension not to 
exceed $50 per month, proportionate to the degree of such disability : Provided, 
however, That in no case coming within the provisions of this act shall the rate 
of pension herein prescribed commence prior to the date of the medical exam- 
ination showing the degree of disability for which it makes provision, nor prior 
to the date otherwise fixed by existing laws for the commencement of an in- 
valid pension; but nothing in this act shall be construed as to deprive any pen- 
sioner or claimant for pension of any rights conferred on him nader the provis- 
ions of section 2 of the ‘Act making appropriations for the payment of the ar- 
rears of pensions,’ approved March 3, 1879, or to change the rates of pension 
now fixed by law for permanent specific disabilities.” 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, under our present pension laws there 
is presented this singular anomaly: that a different rate of pension is 

id to different persons for precisely the same disability. This is evi- 
dently the result of an omission in the law—a pure inadvertence which 
ought to have been corrected years ago. That the House may more 
fully understand the precise condition of the question I will read from 
the different statutes and explain how this anomaly has arisen. 

The act of Congress approved June 18, 1874, provided 

That all rss who, while in the military or naval service of the United 
States and in the line of duty, shall have been so 1 and totally dis- 
abled as to uire the r personal aid and attendance of another person, 
by the loss of the sight of both eyes or by the loss of the sight of one eye, the 
sight of the other having been previously lost, or by the loss of both hands, or 
by the loss of both feet, or by any other injury resulting in total and permanent 
helplessness, shall be entitled to a pension of $50 per month. 

In 1878 an act was passed as follows: 


That on and after the passage of this act all soldiers and sailers who have lost 
either both their hands or both their feet or the sight of both eyes in the serv- 
ice of the United States shall receive,in lieu of all pensions now paid them by 
the Government of the United States, and there shall be paid to them,in the 
5 as pensions are now paid to such persons, the sum of 72 per 
month. 

It will be noticed this act leaves out those helpless through any cause 
except loss of hands, loss of feet, or loss of both eyes, a considerable 
class which includes paralytics and those helpless from disease or from 
any, other cause. 

Tn 1880 an attempt was made to remedy this by the passage of an act 
approved June 16, 1880, That act provides 

That all soldiers and sailors whoare now receiving a pension of $50 per month 
under the provisions of an act entitled An act to increase the pension of sol- 
diers and sailors who have been totally disabled,” speared June 18, 1874. shall 
receive, in lieu of all ions paid them by the vernment of the United 
States, and there shall be paid them, in the same manner as pensions are now 
paid to such persons, the sum of $72 per month. 

The increase was to commence from June 17, 1878, the date of the 
approval of the last act which I have just read. The intention of this 
act was clearly to place on the same footing with those who had lost 
both hands or both feet or both eyes those otherwise so permanently 


and helplessly disabled as to require the constant aid and attention of 


another person. But owing to an inadvertence in framing the act of 
June 16, 1880, the Pension Office ruled that it only embraced those per- 
sons who were on the pension-roll at that date at $50 per month. The 
act says ‘‘now receive a pension of $50 per month.“ It does not say 
those who shall hereafter be entitled to a pension of $50 per month 
under the act of 1874. 

The increase of pension over that allowed under the act of 1874 
applied only to those who were actually on the roll at the approval of 
the act of June 16, 1880, increasing the pension to 872. The Pension 
Office held that those who had already applied for increase, and who 
the surgeon’s certificate showed were entitled to such increase, should 
have their pension increased to that amount. 

The purpose of this act is to place all those totally helpless and dis- 
abled on the same footing where they would have been if the act of 
June 16, 1880, had read who are now receiving a pension of $50 per 
month or who may be hereafter entitled to receive a pension at that 
rate under the act of 1874.” 

The bill as it came from the Senate was in such a shape that after 
thorough investigation by the committee we found it would conflict 
with other acts and leave considerable latitude to the Commissioner of 
Pensions, and the committee therefore preferred to draw up a new bill 
in reference to all the other acts on the statute-book. We provided, 
where a person was more than totally disabled to do manual labor and 
required the aid and assistance of another person a part of the time, the 
Commissioner might increase his pension from $30 to 850 per month. The 
committee did this in the interest of economy. The tendency now is 
where the attention and aid of an assistant is required one-half the time 
to give the full rate of increased pension. As members must be aware, 
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there is a great number of degrees of disability between total inability 
to perform manual labor, which entitles to $30 per month, and that de- 
greeof total helplessness which requires the constant attention and help 
of another person. A provision is put in to enable the Commissioner to 
meet just that class of cases. 

Under the present law there is no rating between $30 and $50 per 
month except for specific disabilities, such, for instance, as the loss of: 
an arm or of a leg. This bill, then, places all who would have been en- 
titled under the act of June 16, 1880, to $72 per month as the rate of; 
pension, if it had not been for the evident inadvertence in that act, to 
which I have called your attention, upon the same footing, and carries 
out what is believed to have been the intention of that act. There is 
no question whatever that this was a careless omission in the fra 
of that act. No one doubts that. Here are, for instance, two men suf- 
fering from the same disability precisely, a disability received perhaps 
in the same battle, men who possibly made their application upon the 
very same day, and yet the allowance of pension in one case is $72 and 
in the other but $50 per month for exactly the same disability. The 
inconsistency is so palpable that I apprehend no one will object to the 
legislation proposed here by the committee, which seeks to place them 
upon an equal footing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MORRILL. With pleasure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can you state abont how many persons this bill 
will raise from the fifty-dollar rate up to the seventy-two? 

Mr. MORRILL. The total number is 1,648 who are receiving atthe 


provisions of this act, because they were put on theroll by special acts, 
and the general law would not apply to them. A few others, as I have 
already intimated in the course of my remarks, would be left there 
under the new provision we have put into this bill, to which I have 
called your attention, conferring discretionary powers upon the Com- 
missioner. It is probable, from the best information at our command, 
that 1,500 pensioners would have their pensions increased from a rating 
at $50 per month to $72 per month, requiring an annual total expend- 
iture of about $400,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Before the gentleman from Kansas 
yields the floor, will he permit a suggestion ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand this bill is intended to 
eure a defect in the act of June 16,1880. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir; that is the purpose of it. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa, As I understand the act as it is now 
in force, it provides that if a man who was suffering under the disabil- 
ity contemplated by the act makes his claim, we will say, on the 15th 
day of June of that year and gets his rating at the rate of $72 
month, yet another man suffering from precisely the same disability, 
who made bis application on the 17th of June, two days thereafter, can 
get but $50 per month. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is not quite an exact statement. If one man 
made his application for an increase to the fifty-dollar per month rate 
on the 15th day of June, 1880, he would get $72 per month under that 


act. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Under the rulings of the office. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, under the ruling of the office. But if the 
other made his application on the 17th of June, 1880, he would onl, 
receive $50 per month, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That was my suggestion. 

I would like to add, with the consent of the gentleman from Kansas, 
that I have men in my district who have to be dressed and undressed, 
who are utterly helpless, and are only getting $50 per month, while 
there are others in the same condition who are getting $72 per month, 
because the first named did not get the application in before the 16th 
of June, 1880. y 

Mr. MORRILL. And thereason why the application was not made 
before was because the disability did not exist before the 16th of June, 
1880, and they could not make the application for a disability until it 
existed. It was no fault of their own. In one case the disability 
rapidly increased until they became totally helpless, while in the other 
it was possibly longer in developing, and hence the man could not make 
the application until the disability actually occurred. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Will thegentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MORRIBL. Certainly. = 

Mr, CHIPMAN. Do I understand the object of this act is to putall 
of pe persons who are suffering from total disability on the same basis 
exactly ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Upon precisely the same footing. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. It will obliterate, then, all of the distinctions 
heretofore existing? 

Mr. MORRILL. Inthe rating for total helplessness; yes, sir. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Do J understand that this allowance of an inter- 
mediate rate between $30 and $50 per month is a discretion in the Com- 
missioner to determine the degree of disability? 

Mr. MORRILL. Les, sir. Where a person is suffering from a dis- 
ability which not only disables him from performing any manual labor 
whatever, but which requires the aid of another person a portion of the 


rate of $50 per month. A few of these would not be affected by the 
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time, it enables the Commissioner to discriminate as to what different 
rating shall be given to the n so suffering. For instance, certain 
classes require the regular aid of another person during the winter sea- 
son. They are utterly topa then, but during the summer season 
may not require so much aid, being able, perhaps, to dress themselves, 
and in other respects not requiring the assistance of another person. 
The tendency has been heretofore, if the applicant requires the aid of 
another person for a considerable portion of the time, to give him the 
full pension, which is hardly equitable. 

Mr, Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, in addition to what the chairman of the 
committee has already stated to the House, I desire to submit a few 
remarks. 

The desire of the committee has been, as far as we can, to frame 
general laws under which pensions may be granted, and in regard to 
this class of legislation for the last two or three Congresses it has not 
been refused before the committee. Favorable action has also been 
granted by the Honse in such cases, and the President has never vetoed 
à bill of this character. 

The object of the bill has been stated clearly by the chairman of the 
committee. It is evident to any one who has examined the statute 
that there was an omission in the act of 1880 which was passed with 
reference to this subject. It was clearly an omission on the part of 
Congress, an unintentional omission, to leave out a large part of this 
class laboring under the same disability. 

As the chairman of the committee has said, if a man was on the pen- 
sion-rolls of 1880 for total disability and another laboring under the 
same disability made his application the next day after the of 
this act he could not be relieved withouta special act of Congress. It 
applied, or was held to apply, to those only who were on the pension- 
at the time, when as a matter of fact the intention of the act was 
evidently to place all who were laboring under such a disability upon 
the pension-roll at the same rating. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. 

a McMILLIN. How many cases already adjudicated will this 
reach ? 

Mr. LANE. I can not give any definite information as to that. It 
can not possibly exceed, I think, over 1,500 persons, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You could get the information at the Department. 

Mr. LANE. No doubt we could, but we did not think it necessary. 
It was so inconsiderable a number, so small, that we did not undertake 
to get it. For my own part I think the bill will bea saving of expenses 

er than an increase of expenditures, 
. Mr. BLANCHARD. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion. What will be the increased expenditure for pensions by this bill? 

Mr. LANE. We think probably it will cause a decrease instead of an 
increase, because some are receiving $50 who are not totally helpless, 
and will continue to receive that. This bill provides that they may be 
rerated. It may be less than the amount now received by the party. 
It may be $20 or $30, butif this bill does not pass it will be $50 all the 
time. It may probably be a saving instead of an increase in the ex- 
penditure. It can not, however, amount to a very great deal. It is 
manifestly just and manifestly right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. FLOWER. But it does not matter whether it effects an increase 
or a decrease; it is right, is it not? 

Mr. LANE. Absolutely, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the gentleman from Illinois any information 
as to the probable number of applicants? 

Mr. LANE. I have no positive information, but I think that prob- 
ably 1,000 or 1,500 persons would be covered by this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. About 1,500. There are 1,648 persons on the roll 
at $50, and about 1,500 would get the $72 a month. 

Mr. LANE. I think it will effect a decrease rather than an increase 
of the expenditures of the Government. [Cries of Vote!“ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, was very frank in the state- 
ment he made here. It was not guesswork, but was founded on an 
investigation at the Pension Office and reports made from there. 

He estimates the number that would be included within the provis- 
ions of this bill at 1,500, and the estimated increase, as understood by 
the committee, would be $400,000; of course the number will be in- 
creased by new cases as they arise from time to time. I had the honor 
to be on the Committee on Pensions during the last Congress, and at 
that time we considered this subject to a very considerable extent, but 
were not able to formulate and bring in a bill which would cover it 
satisfactorily. : 

I must say that I think the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has been very fortunate in the work which he and that com- 
mittee have done. They have brought forward a measure which is 
meritorious in its character and in my judgment admirably adapted 
to accomplish the end in view. The number of cases of total disability 
which come here under special bills is very t, and the result is that 
most legislation upon that subject is sporadic. It is special, whereas it 
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ought to be general, and it ought to include all of that class of people 
who are totally disabled by reason of service for their country. The 
bill provides, too, for an increase over present rates according to the 
nearness the er approaches total disability. I will only add 
this, that it is a good bill; it is fair treatment to the men who have 
lost their health and are rendered helpless by their military service; 
it is a just bill; it ought to have passed long ago; and I hope it will 
pass this House to-day without one single vote against it, in order that 
our people may see and know how grateful a remembrance we hold of 
those who served their country. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
parnog; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF THE TRENTON AND VANDALIA. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to report the following bill back and ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3285) for the reliefof the sufferers by the wreck of the United States 
steamers Trenton and Vandalia and thestranding of the United States steamer 
Nipsic, at Apia, Samoan Islands. 

Be it enacted, ete., That to reimburse the survivors of the officers and crews of 
the United States steamers Trenton and Vandalia, wrecked in the harbor of 
Apia, Samoan Islands, on the 16th day of March, 1889, and the survivors of the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer Nipsic, stranded at the same time 
SDa pleon, for losses incurred by them, respectively, in the wreck and stranding 
of said vessels, there shall be paid to each of said survivors, out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, a sum equal 
to the losses so incurred by them; Provided, That the accounting officers of the 
Treasury shall, in all cases, require a schedule and certificate from each person 
making a claim under this act: Provided further, That in no case shall the ag 
gregate sum allowed as compensation for such losses exceed the amount of 
twelve months’ sea pay of the grade or rating held by such person at the time 
such losses were incurred. 

Sec. 2. That the widow, child, or children, and, in case there be not such, that 
the parent or parents, and, if there be no parents, the brothers and sisters, of 
the officers, enlisted men, and others in the service who were lost in the wreck 
of the said steamers Trenton and Vandalia and by the stranding of the said 
steamer Nipsic or who died in consequence of the hardship and exposure to 
which they were thereby subjected shall be entitled to and shall receive, out of 
any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, as 
follows, to wit: The relatives in the order named of the persons connected with 
the vessels hereinbefore referred to, a sum equal to twelve months’ sea pay of 
the de or rating of cach person deceased as aforesaid; Provided, That the 
1 representatives of the deceased persons nbefore referred to shall also 
be paid from the Treasury of the United States any arrears of pay due the said 
deceased at the time of their death. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized, at 
such time as in his discretion may be proper, to cause the remains of the officers 
and others who perished by the wreck of the United States steamers Trenton 
and Vandalia and the stranding of the United States steamer Nipsic, at Apia, 
Samoan Islands, on the 16th day of March, 1859, or who died in co: uence 
of the hardship and exposure to which they were thereby subjected, and have 
been buried at the Samoan Islands, to be removed to the United States and 
buried in the Naval Cemetery at Mare Island, California: Provided, That the 
relatives of any such decea officers and others, who prefer that the remains 
of such be taken to their homes within the United States, shall bave such priv- 
ilege extended to them and the expense thereof shall be borne by the United 
States: And provided 3 That the expense of removal incurred by the rel- 
atives of those whose ies have already been removed shall be reimbursed to 
them, and the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neccessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
carry out the provisions of this section. 

Sec. 4. That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are 
hereby, authori toallow and pay, out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, to the legal representatives of Hallam D, Alexander, late 
aro of the United States steamer Trenton, who died in January, 1889, on 

rd that vessel during her passage from Panama, United States of Colombia, 
to Apia, Samoan Islands, compensation for his personal 

of said vessel, upon satisfactory evidence of the value of the same: Provided, 

Anss the sum allowed therefor shall not exceed twelve months’ sea pay of said 


effects lost in the wreck 


Sec. 5. That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to allow and pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Lieut. John C. Wilson, United States Navy, who 
was attached to and serving on board the United States steamer Vandalia at 
the time of her wreck in the harbor of Apia, Samoan Islands, on the 16th day 
of March, 1889, the sum of $120, being the amount stolen from publio money in 
his possession while he was proceeding from the Samoan Islands to Auckland, 
New Zealand, under orders of the commander-in-chief of the Pacific station, to 
communicate to the Navy Department information of the and strandin 
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United States Na and en 
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to the United States, the pro; 

authorized and required to 
Mr. DOLLIVER. There are two amendments recommended by the 


committee which I will ask the Clerk to read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend section 2 by adding the following 


“ Page 2, line 16, ‘And provided further, the provisions of this saos 
shal) apply to the relatives in the order named of Chief Engineer 

Hall and Lieut. Frank R. Heath, who were on board said steamers Nipsic ANS 
Vandalia, 3 at the time of the stranding and wreck of said vessels, 
and have since died, 


The second amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert on page 3, line 12, after the word “ others,” the W a 

“And of Chief Engineer George W. Hall and Lieut, Frank R. Heath, who 
were on board said steamers Nipsic and Vandalia, ia, respectively, at the time of 
the stranding and wreck of said vessels, and have since died.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I presume that a word is not nec- 
essary in order to persuade the House to the enactment of this law. 
The bill was prepared at the Navy Department and has the indorse- 
ment of the Secretary of the Navy. It proposes three things. First, to 
pay the officers and men of those wrecked vessels their losses; secondly, 
to pay to the families of those who died in the wreck or by reason of the 
wreck the remnants of their pay and wages; third, to bury the dead, 
bringing those home whose families desire that their remains shall be 
buried at home. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Will the gentleman permit me a question there? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I was not able to hear distinctly the reading of 
the bill, and then there are a number of amendments that it was 2 little 
difficult to catch precisely; so I will trouble the gentleman to inquire 
whether there is any provision that a greater amount of money shall 
be paid than the value of the things lost by the loss of the vessels. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; that is all to be decided by the accounting 
officers of the United States. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that; bus is there to be more paid 
in any case than the amount of loss actually sustained ? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No bonus? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No bonus. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Have you any information as to the aggregate cost 
or the aggregate amount of the appropriation ? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Department estimates that the appropriation 
will not exceed $112,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You think it wiil take $112,000? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is the estimate of the Department. 

I will say further that the relief proposed by this measure is in exact 
accordance with precedents in our own country and in other countries. 
I refer to an act for the relief of the widows and orphans of the officers, 
seamen, and marines of the United States vessel of war Oneida (Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 16, page 126). 

A similar act was passed i in the case of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States steamer Huron (Statutes at Large, volume 20, page 
497). A similar act was passed in the case of the burning of the United 
States steamer Rodgers, burned in St. Lawrence Bay, Behring Straits 
(Statutes at Large, volume 22, page 626). A similar act was passed for 
the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer 
Ashuelot (Statutes at Large, volume 24, page 890). 

[Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ssed. 

Nr. DOLLIVER moved to reconsider the vote by Which the bill as 
amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SALE OF SITE OF FORT BLISS, TEX. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. 3923) to provide for 
the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, Tex., and to ask that the bill and the 
report be printed and recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
2 of his secretaries, announced the approval of acts of the following 
titles: 

An act (H. R. 845) to amend the first section of an act approved June 
3, 1884, entitled Au act to amend sections 4, 5, and 9 ofan act approved 
February 24, 1879, entitled ‘An act to create the northern judicial dis- 
trict of the State of Texas, and to change the eastern and western judi- 
cial districts of said State, and to fix the time and places for holding 
courts in said districts,’ and to provide for holding terms of the court 
of the western judicial district of Texas at the city of El Paso, and for 
other p and for other purposes. 

si act (H. R. 11) to grant an American register to the ship Kenil- 
worth. 

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES IN MONTANA. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Public Lands to report and ask for the immediate consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 535) to establish two additional land offices in Montana. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be en- 

and read the third time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for two additional 
land offices in Montana. It is recommended by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office and by the Secretary of the Interior, and it is 
unanimously reported from the Committee on Public Lands. Itisa 
matter of great necessity that action be taken at once 2 the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman how many land 
offices there are now in Montana? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will leave that to be answered by the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I will state that there are at present 
three land offices in Montana to accommodate people living on 146,000 
square miles of public land. The Helena land Nistrict, which it is pro- 
posed by this bill tosubdivide, is 800 miles in length from east to west 
and has an average width from north to south of about 200 miles, An 
individual is required, when desirous of filing a homestead entry upon 
the public lands there, occasionally to travel in going to the land office 
and returning to his home as far as from here to the city of See 
I will say further, with reference to the two land offices pro: 
addition to those now existing, that the Missoula land district will 
embrace about 15,000,000 acres of land, while the other, the san 
district, will embrace about 6,000,000 acres. 

In each of the proposed land districts thereare vast mineral deposits, 
and in consequence a large amount of what is known as mineral work” 
will be done in the proposed offices. 

Now, as to the necessity for immediate action, in the land office at 
Helena there are pending about one hundred and twenty contests be- 
tween settlers, and, in the nature of things, they can not all be decided 
by the officers there for many years to come. The contests are con- 
stantly increasing, and the office force is utterly inadequate to cope 
with the increase. Even now the contest business in that office is 
about three years behind, and a careful calculation of the amount of 
business emanating from the territory to be embraced in the two dis- 
tricts here contemplated shows that all these land offices will find 
ample work to do, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PickLER] that it would be well to let the reports from the 
General Land Office tothe Secretary of the Interior go into the RECORD. 

Mr. CARTER. There is no objection to that. I think those 15 
accompany the report of the committee. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 


the report of the committee, which I understand embodies the reports 
from the General Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior, may go 
into the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 


That the two proposed land districts are subdivisions of what is known as 

my Helena land district,in Montana, This Helena land district embraces over 
square miles, or 48,000,000 acres of land. The office is located at 

Se is as favorably located as possible for the accommodation of the 3 
in the vast area of country dependent upon the central office, Neve 
settlers are in some instances compelled to travel in going te to pt from the land 
office a distance of 1,000 miles. This entails great hip and exceedingly 
burdensomeexpense’ on new settlers, It is, moreover, all that in contested 
casesthe Helena land office has become so overburdened that decisions are nut 
rendered with that promptness which is desirable in the interests of the set- 
tlers and the public service, and that contests in which all proofs were filed and 
arguments made over one year ago have not yet been reached for considera- 
tion by the register and receiver. 

The two offices proposed by the bill are so bounded as to furnish additional 
land-office facilities to S thickly populated and rapidly growing communities in 
the western part of Montana and in the Judith Basin, a very fertile part of the 


State. In both the proposed districts promising mineral regions are being — 8 


plored, and in consequence of the number of claims located in such distri 
the volume of mineral entries in each of the pro districts will add a sae 
siderable amount of business to the ordinary cultural entries. 

The district proposed by the bill, to be known as the Judith land district,” 
will be about 100 miles square and "will contain about 6, 000,000 acres, of which 
about 4,000,000 acres have been surveyed. The land embraced in this district, 
we are informed, has been settled very rapidly of late years, but patent has not 
issued for any considerable amount of land in the new district. 

There are at present about ten thousand settlers in this proposed district, and 
it is estimated that the district when settled to its porter aag] g capacity, will ac- 
commodate a population of at least 100.000. The mining aiden is 
located in the proposed Judith district, and in this camp se hundred min- 
ing claims have been located, and there is pers Verne of several hundred 
men engaged in developing mines or in 5 ing for 9 2 os the 
mountains surrounding the town of Maiden. The con ane 
of this camp will be very materially advanced by the . — ore the land land o 
fice at Lewistown, some 20 miles distant. At present the miners and agricult- 
ural claimants in this proposed district are 3 to travel an average of 
about 2 miles to reach the land office at Helena. 

The committee is of the opinion that this Judith land district is so bounded 
as to entail very trifling expense in the preparation of plats and tract books of 
surveyed lands, and that the proposed land office if located at atin Sy would 
be when so located most convenient and accessible from — district, the district. 

The new district proposed, and designated as the Misso istrict, em- 


me of agricultural and mineral land . — west of the main range of the 
eee anes ean bo ded that the f nging tract books and plats 
so boun et Arra) 8 p: 
for the new office will be insignificant, 


STA 


. 


In the Coeur d’Aléne e neag Ym the southwesterly partof this district, 
mines in large numbers have been discovered and are being developed prepar- 
atory to the acquisition of title from the United States. 

Phi eee mining district is at present about 200 miles distant from the Helena 
office, 

The central and northern part of this proposed Missoula land district is a very 
fertile region of country, whilethe Bitter Root Valley, in the southern part of the 
district, is one of the most beautiful and fertile valleys in the Rocky Mountains. 
The main line of the Northern Pacific Railroad extends through the proposed 
district from southeast to northwest, a distance of 200 miles. From Missoula 
a branch road extends southward and up the Bitter Root Valley a distance of 
} about 60 miles, Settlements are growing with greatrapidity along these lines 
1 of while in the mountains the mining interests are being rapidly devel- 
a oped. North of Flathead Lake. in the district, settlement is progressing very 
— rapidly, and demands for additional surveys have been made for the accom- 
aap agi of the anota ee ears eis ia 
7 present persons residing in t proposed district are compe on an 
H average to travel about 250 miles to reach the Helena land office. It is quite 

2 evident from the character of the country, the diversity of its resources, the in- 


8 ducement to settlement, together with the rapid settlement in progress, that 
7 the business of the new land office will amply justify its establishment, while 


"N its creation will prove of very great convenience to the settlers, 
= The committee has referred the bill to the Swap or the Interior for ex- 
* amination, and under date of January 24, 1890, the rotary transmits the 


2 4 inion of the Commissioner of the General Land Office favoring the proposed 


and transmitting a map of the State of Montana, with the lines of the 
à proposed districts marked thereon, The letters of the Secretary of the Interior 
5 and the Commissioner of the General Land Ollice read as follows: 
+s DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
S : Washington, January 24, 1890. 

F Sin: I have the honor to transmit, in reply to your request of the 16th instant 

R for the views of this Department on II. R. bill No. 525, “to establish two addi- 

* tional land offices in the State of Montana, a copy of a letter of the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office favorable to the proposed measure, together 

: with a map showing location of the proj districts. 

S I have no objection to the passage of the bill under consideration. 

Very respectfully, 
= J. W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
E Hon. Lewis E. Payson, 

-59 Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

United States House of Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 23, 1890. 


3 Sin: I have received, by your reference for report, a communication from the 
2. honorable chairman of the House Committee on Public Lands, dated the 16th 
7 instant. inelosing a copy of bill H. R. 528, to establish two additional land offices 
a? in the State of Montana.” . 

r ly I have the honor to state that it is believed that the establishment 


In re 
4 ofthe 8 indicated in the bill in question will Preatly serve the con- 
* venience of the settlers and others in those portions of the State, and as but 


little trouble or expense will devolve upon this office in the preparation of tract- 
for them, I have no objection to offer to the pro measure, and 

return herewith the bill, together with a diagram of the State showing the loca- 
tion of the proposed districts, 

Very respectfully, 
í Hon. Joun W.NOBLE, 
w Secretary of the Interior, 
On full consideration of all the facts, the committee respectfully recommends 
A that the bill do pass. 
; The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner. 


r ing , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
E Mr. PICKLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
k The latter motion was agreed to. 
ss MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
72 the without amendment of House bill and joint resolution 
of the ſollowing titles: 

' A bill (H. R. 583) granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. 
> ~— _Augustine, Fla., for a public park and for other purposes; and 
“9 ` Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of certain Chippewa In- 
: dians of the La Pointe agency, Wisconsin, 
> It also announced the passage of bills of the following titles, in which 
sg concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 2015) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon. and foot-passenger bridge 
across the ae River at or near Burlington, Iowa, approved 
August 6, 1888; an 

A bill (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase of a site and erection of 
a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State of Maine. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, GA. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
E Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 188) for the 
a erection of a public building at Columbus, Ga., and appropriating 
E- money therefor; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to 
E be printed and recommitted. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR SCHOONER BARGE MEXICO. 

S Mr. BINGHAM. Iam directed by the Committee on Merchant Ma- 

3 rine and Fisheries to report back with a favorable recommendation 
s Senate bill No. 881; and I am unanimously requested by the commit- 

tee to ask for the immediate consideration of the kill, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built bark Marcello, owned at the portof Pen- 
sacola, Fla., by the Export Coal Company, an organization incorporated under 
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the laws of the State of Florida, and rebuilt by it in the United States, to be 
na pasty aad ecm wa set States under the name of the schooner barge 

exico. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. f 
Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
DAR and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER BERNARD. 


Mr. BINGHAM. There are two other Senate bills unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and which 
the committee has unanimously asked me to have considered at the 
present time, In pursuance of the direction of the committee, I re- 
port Senate bill No. 1023 and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Bernard, owned and rebuilt at 
the port of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, by the Baltimore Fruit Com- 

1y, an organization composed of American citizens, incorporated under the 
aws of the State of Maryland, to be registered as a vesssel of the United States. 

Sec. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
proper and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and appurte- 
nances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States, and were 
not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to be a 
plied on the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine pu , save that 
the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances, not being constructed 
pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 
stamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength 
and safety. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on ordering the bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like some explanation of this 
measure. AsI understand, this is a foreign-built vessel which has been 
bought by American citizens and is now about to be used as if it had 
been built in the United States. That is, as I understand, contrary to 
the general provisions of our laws, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman from Kansas that 
this case complies with all the requirements of the statute in such a 
way as to enable the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner 
of Navigation to issue an American registry to this vessel, except that 
the wreck did not occur on American shores. Had the wreck occurred 
within the requisite distance from our shores the Secretary of the 
Treasury could have issued an American registry. But as the case did 
not come literally within the requirements of the law it became neces- 
sary to apply to Congress to authorize an American registry. All the 
requirements of existing law necessary for granting such registry have 
been met, except, as I have said, that the wreck did not occur within 
American waters. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then this yessel was not wrecked on 
our shores ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir; and that is the only reason why the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury could not under existing law grant a new reg- 
istry to the vessel. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Where did the wreck occur? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will read from the report: 

In May, 1889, after the purchase, but before the transfer by bill of sale, after 
leaving Boca del Toro for Philadelphia, she was stranded, and with the assist- 
ance of the steamer Stromo was floated and towed into the port of Philadel- 
phia, and was repaired at a cost to the American owners amounting to $35,305.46, 
or almost $8,000 in excess of her original cost. 

The law provides that if repairs to the extent of three-fourths of the 
original cost are made by American mechanics then the Secretary of 
the Treasury can grant a register to the vessel, but the wreckage must 
have occurred in American waters. The only difficulty in the present 
ease is that the wreckage did not occur in our waters. The vessel is 
owned by American capital—the Baltimore Fruit Company; she has 
been repaired by American mechanics, the cost of the repairs being far 
in excess of three-fourths of the original cost as required by statute; 
butas the wreckage did not occur in our waters the Treasury Depart- 
ment, under the general statute, could not grant a registry, and it be- 
came necessary to apply to Con 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I believe I understand the explana- 
tion of the gentleman, and it is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman that the bill has met 
the unanimous approval of our committee and it was passed unani- 
mously by the Senate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The passage by the Senate does not 
prove anything. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I merely mention these matters to show that the 
bill has received thorough examination. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Many bills which are passed by the 
Senate ought to be defeated. The gentleman, however, did not before 
state the fact with regard to the location of the wreckage, and, as I say, 
his explanation is satisfactory to me. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. I have a written report upon each of these bills, 
covering every phase wherein the cases fail to fall within the require- 
ments of the statutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will allow mea single inquiry. I 
do not know that I caught the reading of the bill correctly, but if I did 
this is a foreign-built vessel. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And you propose to grant her an American reg- 
ister? 

Mr. BINGHAM, We propose to grant an American register because 
the case comes under the general statute with the single exception that 
the vessel was not wrecked within American waters. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam in favor of the proposition. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEAMER JAMAICA, NEW YORK, 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, also reported back with favorable recommendation a bill (S. 1093) 
to provide an American register forthe steamer Jamaica, of New York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Vertumnus, owned at the port 
of New York, State of New York, by Gerhard Wessels, an American citizen, 
and rebuilt by him at Brooklyn, N. Y., to be registered as a vessel of the United 
States under the name of Jamaica. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam- 
boiler, steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of the said boiler, and cause to be 
granted the proper and usual certificate i-sued to steam-vessels of the merchant 
marine, without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and 
appurtenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States, 
and were not constructed of iron sampoa pursuant to said laws; and the tests 
to be applied on the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances 
will be the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the 
inspection of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save 
that the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances, not being con- 
structed pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are 
of unstamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certifi- 
cate if said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient 
strength and safety, 


Mr. DOCKERY. I am in favor of the passage of the bill, but I hope 
these vessels will not be the beneficiaries of subsidies hereafter. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW DIVISION, NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back with amendment a bill (H. R. 187) to create a new di- 
vision in the northern judicial district of Georgia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted.ete. That a new division of the northern judicial district ofthe State 
of Georgia, to be known as the western division of the northern judicial district 
of Georgia, be, and the same is hereby, established, to be composed of the fol- 
lowing counties, to wit: Muscogee, Heard, Troup, Meriwether, Harris, Talbot, 
‘Taylor, Marion, Chattahoochee, Stewart, Schley, Webster, Quitman, Clay, Ran- 
dolph, Calhoun, Early, Baker. Miller, Decatur, and Terrell, and all of said coun- 
ties which may not now belong, forjudicial purposes, to the northern district of 
the Pye << Georgia be, and the same are hereby, transferred to the said nurth- 
ern c 

Sec, 2. That two terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States 
for said northern district shall be held annually in said new division at the city 
of Columbus, in the 3 of Muscogee, commencing on the second Monday 
ae sip and the second Monday in June, and shall continue in session for 

wo weeks. 

Serc, 3. That all 8 civil or criminal, issued against citizens residing in 
said counties shall be made returnable to the said courts, respectively, at the 
said city of Columbus, and not otherwise. 

BEC. 4. That the clerk of the district and the clerk of the circuit court shall 
appoint a deputy clerk for the courts for said division, and the marshal of 

d northern district shall provide suitable rooms for the occupancy of said 
courts and the officers thereof. 

Sec. 5. That no suit or prosecution now pending ageinst a citizen or citizens 
residing in either of said counties constituting the division hereby created, in 
either of said courts, at any other place, under the provisions of existing laws, 
shall he affected by this act, but the same shall be prosecuted and Ae paana e as 
though this act had not 8 

Sec. 6. That all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words Calhoun“ and Baker“ in the 
9th line and the word Decatur” in the 10th line. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, before the vote is taken, the gentleman from 
Georgia will state how many courts are now held in the State of 
Georgia. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. In the northern judicial district they 
are held at one place, Atlanta, and this creates another division. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many courts are held there? 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. At three places in the State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Any maritime jurisdiction? * 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Not very much. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


and read a third 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES M. M’CLELLAND. 


Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments a bill (H. R. 3403) for the relief of James M. MeClel- 
land 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to James M. McClelland, of Kentucky, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 31,240, the same being in full 
8 of property taken from said McClelland by the forces of the Union Army 

n the State of Kentucky in the year 186-, and consisting of four horses and four 
mules, which said property was taken and used by the military forces of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3403) for 
the relief of James M. McClelland, report as follows: 

That this claim is for four horses and four mules taken from the claimant at 
Lexington, Ky., by the Army of the United States during the late war. Claim 
stated at $1,240. 

It appears from the testimony filed in support of the claim that the Army of 
the United States in the year 1462 took from the claimant the above-mentioned 

roperty for the use of the Army. Claimant filed his claim in the office of the 
CFC . in 1875 an agent of the Quartermaster-General's 
Department investigated the case and reported that the property was taken and 
used as alleged, and recommended that the claim be disallowed for the reason 
that the claimant's loyalty was not established. 

Your committee is of the opinion that injustice has been done the claimant; 
that the property charged for was taken as charged; that he has not received 
pay or compensation therefor from any source; that the claimant was a loyal 
citizen of the United States. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage 
with the following amendment: In line 4, before the word Kentucky,” insert 
“Lexington, in the State of; and in line 9, after the word “sixty” insert 
“two,” aud strike out J. M. McClelland ™ wherever it appears in the bill, as 
well as in the title, and insert James M. McClelland.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the amount involved in this bill is 
small, but gentlemen will bear in mind it involves important princi- 
ples. There were claims amounting to $60,000,000 involved in what 
is knownas the 4th of July law before the Quartermaster-General. He 
was invested with ample power to provide for the adjustment of these 
claims. He was authorized to appoint any number of agents to take 
testimony both for the claimant and the Goyernment. Those claims 
have been substantially examined and a report will be made to the 
present Congress, if it has not been already made, which will close up 
that business so far as the Quartermaster-General is concerned. 

Under the law the Quartermaster-General himself can not open up 
these cases for reinvestigation; so there is no use in making application 
tohim. There are before the War Claims Committee, or there have 
been in past years and I presume it is still the case, hundreds and thou- 
sands of these claims pending; and the question is (having once had 
their day in court under a tribunal admirably constituted to settle 
them) whether they shall have a reconsideration by Congress. And, 
if so, why should it not be done by some general legislation, instead of 
taking up an individual case here and there and considering it by 
itself? 

I think my friend from New York ought to cover the whole question 
in his report and determine whether it is our policy to open up to set- 
tlement this class of claims. 

Further, to my friend from New York I wish to add that he should 
bear in mind that two tribunals were created after the war, or rather 
one during the war, called the 4th of July claims, and one subsequently, 
the Souchern Claims Commission, to adjust this class of claims, not only 
for the payment of the loyal citizens of the Confederacy, but also for 
the payment of citizens of the North or any of the States adhering to 
the fortunes of the Union. The one tribunal, the Southern Claims Com- 
mission, had jurisdiction of the claims arising in the South. This com- 
mission had for its official existence a period of some ten or eleven years, 
an ample opportunity to investigate the subject. The claims filed be- 
fore the commission amounted to some sixty-five millions of dollars. 
They were passed upon, the whole of them, by that commission in 
some form or another, a commission composed of three men well quali- 
fied to consider the questions presented. 

Now, I think my friend from New York will find upon an examina- 
tion of the files of his committee a cart-load of these very matters which 
have been examined and upon by the Quartermaster-General 
under the act of 1864 or by the Southern Claims Commission. I say 
that there are cart-loads of them, and the question is whether they shall 
betaken up again or not. The Quartermaster-Generalcan not open them 
up under the law. He can not receive further proof, as the law now 
stands, as to the loyalty of the claimant or any other question which 
may arise with regard to the cases, while the Southern Claims Com- 
mission has expired, its functions having continued for ten or eleven 
years. 
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I think, therefore, that if it is decided to take up any of these claims 
there should be some general principle formulated with reference to 
their consideration. There should be some general principle of law 
enacted to govern all claims of this character, and notcontinue this same 
process that we have gone through with for some years past of taking 
up an individual case here and there and acting upon it. 

I hope, therefore, that my friend from New York, inasmuch as this 

resents a very important question, will consent that this subject shall 

recommitted to his committee for their examination, and I interpose 
that motion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the whole question turns upon a very 
small point. So far as Iam individually concerned, the War Claims 
Commission or any other official of the Government that deals unjustly 
or unfairly with an American citizen who was loyal to the Government 
will have no standing with me. 

I would be one of the last men in this House to vote for an improper 
claim if I know it. I am very particular in that respect, and I am 
careful in the examination of claims of this character before I give my 
assentto them, But the proof is all furnished here and is submitted 
with the reportof the committee, and the whole issue before the proper 
officer making the investigation turned upon the mere question of the 
claimant’s loyalty. The evidence of the loss was not questioned. The 
evidence that the Government took the property is undisputed. It is 
admitted on all sides and by the Government officers themselves. But 
the agent of the Government who made the examination said that 
there was no proof as to the loyalty of the claimant. 

After that report was made he immediately set to work to get the 
proof which was required, and since then the proof has been furnished 
and is overwhelming that before, during, and since the war he was en- 
tirely loyal, and the papers are all with the report. I have gone over 
them all carefully. It isa just and honest claim, and it ought to be paid 
now, and. as a matter of fact, should have been paid years ago. 

I trust that the motion of the gentleman from Indiana will not pre- 
vail; and if he desires to introduce a general bill, let it be done to meet 
the suggestion that he makes as to all of these pending cases. But 
here is a case already examined and reported upon, and I trust that it 
will be acted upon favorably by the House. This isa special bill in- 
volving but a small amount of money, it is justly dne, the proofs ac- 
company the report as I have said, and there can be no question as to 
the correctness of the claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of my friend from New 
York to another phase of the matter for a moment and also to ask the 
attention of the gentleman from Kentucky who introduced the bill for 
the relief of this party—that is, that this measure was carefully exam- 
ined by the proper accounting officersof the Government, and with ample 
opportunity for examination. The claim was rejected on that exami- 

on. Now, this rejection, I suppose, occurred ten or twelve years 
. May I ask the gentleman how long it has heen? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will examine the papers and give the gentleman 
the answer in a moment. 

The report of the officer of the Government who made the examina- 
tion is as follows: 

Respectfully returned to Brig. Gen. John Ely, chief superintendent, with the 
information thatafter a thorough investigation I find that Peter Johnson, George 
W. Ellery, and John S. Pearson are now and have been loyal to the United States 
Government. 

He also finds that “James M. McClelland has not been loyal to the 
United States Government.” That was his finding in 1867. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, this is the McClellan claim whichis pending? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. When that question was raised as to the 
loyalty of the claimant he set to work to get at his proof, and I say 
that it isoverwhelming. He furnishes affidavits of the leading men of 
Lexington, the postmaster who served all the time that Mr. Lincoln 
was President, and his successor to the same office, as well as the prin- 
cipal officers of the city of Lexington, all of whom were Republicans. 
‘Therefore, I say with such evidence as that there can be no question of 
the loyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Were these affidavits submitted to the Quarter- 
master-General or have they been furnished to the House? 

Mr. SPINOLA., They are given in the report, They have not been 
submitted as I understand it. This gentleman did not suppose that 
his loyalty was to be questioned at all. He presented hisclaim with- 
out any supposition that such would be the case. Hesupposed he was 
all right until the report was made by Captain Johnson, of the Forty- 
fitth Infantry, which I have read. Here is a paper, as to his loyalty, 
signed by L. B. Todd, the brother of Mrs. Lincoln, who was postmaster 
at Lexington. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Postmaster at that time? 

Mr. SPINOLA., Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. When was that made? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Since the report was made. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What is the date? 

Mr. SPINOLA. There is no date to it, I believe. That is the cer- 
tificate of six or seven of the most prominent men in thatState. Here 
is another one: 


We 2 state u 


n oath that we were well acquainted with James L. Mo- 
Clelland, of Fayette 


Jounty, Kentucky, and knew him to be loyal to the United 


States Government at the time his claim originated and since and during the 
war, and that we have no interest in his claim. 

That is signed— 

W.C. Hearn, of Company E, Twenty-first Kentucky. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the date of that paper? 

Mr.SPINOLA. September 10, 1873. It is also signed 

L. B. Todd, postmaster during the Lincoln administration. 

Mr. Lincoln married his sister; also— 

A. H. Adams, pension agent. 

a pension agent at that time must have been a Republican. 


S. W. Price. 
He was the postmaster who succeeded Mr. Todd. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th of September, 1874. 


W. KING. 

With the notarial seal attached. 

Now, that is the class of evidence to sustain this man’s loyalty. Has 
not that the effect of showing that the decision of the United States 
officer in declaring him to be disloyal was based upon the fact that there 
was no proof at all of his loyalty? But there was also no proof of his 
disloyalty. There was no proof either way. He took it for granted 
that the man was disloyal from the fact that he lived in Kentacky. 
[Langhter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the members of this House will bear one fact in 
mind. While Kentucky stood divided and never went out of the Union, 
yet a large part of her people went into the Confederate army and an- 
other portion of them into the Union Army; and in Tennessee and other 
Statessituated geographically similar] y the same thing occurred; andare 
we to take absolutely the statement of that captain of infantry who goes 
there and never makes inquiry as to the man’s disloyalty, but simply 
assumes that everybody was disloyal, when he made this report in re- 
gard to this man ? 

These gentlemen swear positively. There were the two postmasters 
and a captain and the pension agent, and there is no proof whatever of 
his disloyalty except that statement from which I have read of that 
captain. Therefore, I think that the claim is a just one against the 
Government. I regret to say, in regard to this claim and also as toa 
great number of such claims, that the Government owes as much as 
200,000,000 to its honest people. And it ought to pay them. No 
citizen could or should live in this country if he did what the Gov- 
ernment does in respect to paying its honest obligations. If you can 
show that this man was disloyal, I shall not advocate his claim; but 
there is no proof of it except the statement of that ‘‘ whipper-snapper’’ 
of a captain [laughter], and I distinctly wish it to be understood that 
I do not give absolute credence to a captain of infantry or any per- 
son of that kind, asa good bottle of brandy anda box of Henry Clays ’” 
will influence many of them in things that are not in their peculiar line; 
and for that reason [ ask that the bill be passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will ask the attention of my friend from New 
York to the fact that the act of July 4, 1874, under which this examina- 
tion was made, required affirmative proof of the loyalty of the claim- 
ant. Now, whether that law is right or not, the question is whether 
we should reverse it now and open these $64,000,000 worth of claims 
for consideration. 

It isa much graver question, Mr. Speaker, than would seem at first 
blush, that sixty-four millions, supplemented by the large number of 
claims that have been adjusted by the Southern Claims Commission, are 
ready for action in this House and are being pressed upon us. There 
are thousands of dollars in such claims in my own Congressional dis- 
trict; and the question is whether, after this examination of each of 
these claims under the law, whether rejected or otherwise, we are pre- 
pared to enter upon the policy of a re-examination of them. 

Mr. SPINOLA. ‘Will the gentleman from Indiana permita ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Does the gentleman propose to shut outnewly dis- 
covered evidence in regard to such a matter? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. 

Mr.SPINOLA. And that is what we have now, and we are before 
the court with that very kind of evidence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwould supporta bill authorizing a re-examination 
of those claims before the same tribunal which has rejected them. If 
the gentleman from New York will report a bill to the House author- 
izing the Quartermaster-General to re-examine these claims upon proper 
proof—upon newly discovered evidence, if you please—and to act upon 
that newly filed testimony, I will cordially support the measure, But 
where you are dealing with such a vast body of claims, with hundreds 
and hundreds of thousands of dollars involved, as we haye in this body 
of claims, amounting to $64,000,000, upon which only 8 per cent. was 
paid, Congress owes it to our people to act upon some general principle 
and treat them all alike. It should not take here a case from Ken- 
tucky and here a case from my district, or other claims, and act upon 
each of them while permitting the great body of these claims that were 
meritorious forever to sleep the sleep of death. I do uot think it is 
proper legislation, and I have resisted the passage of these claims for 
such reasons, 
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Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. : 

Mr. THOMAS. Was there any way of appealing from the report of 
the Southern Claims Commission in regard to their adjudication ?. 


Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. The decision of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral was made final. Ithad to be, inthe very natureof the case. There 
was such a vast body of these claims that they bad to be settled under 
the terms in which they were. I think, therefore, that we ought in 
justice and fairness in legislating to do so in the interest of the whole 
people. Therefore Lask that my motion be put to recommit this bill to 
the Committee on War Claims, who may consider, prepare, and report 
a bill authorizing additional proof to he filed before the Quartermaster- 
General in these claims, ° 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to recommit to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SPINOLA] bases his advocacy of the bill upon the ground of 
newly discovered evidence, and cites postmasters, pension agents, and 
citizeus in support thereof. These witnesses were all living in 1867 at 
the time the Government of the United States, through its officers, un- 
dertook to investigate the merits of this claim. Evidently from the 
report of the officer so investigating, he did take cognizance of the ques- 
tion of loyalty, and he reports that there is no evidence of loyalty. If 
he reports that there is no evidence of loyalty, it follows that he must 
have inquired into the question, and only three years after the war 
closed, 

Now, if this claim is meritorious, no man here will vote for it more 
quickly than myself; but if we are going to enter upon this course of 

roceedings, of allowing reports of officers of the Government made 
just after the war to be set aside by the introduction of ew parte testi- 
mony taken years after, the Government having no opportunity to re- 
but such testimony, then we are opening a very wide door and entering 
upon a very dangerous path. I do not believe that every claim south 
of the Ohio River is either bogus, fraudulent, or wicked. I do believe 
that there were multitudes of loyal men south of that river, multitudes 
of men who, but for the fact that their mouths were stopped, would 
have stood for the Government and for the fiag of our fathers. Those 
men were compelled to silence by their surroundings. That such men 
had property taken, no man who was in that territory at the time can 
doubt, and they should have pay for it. This man should have pay for 
his property if the Government, after having an opportunity to rebat 
this ex parte testimony, shall fail to make a case against him. 

Iam simply opposed to this bill in its present form, not because I 
feel assured that this man was or was not loyal; but now, at the be- 
ginningof the Fifty-first Congress, let us exactly understand the grounds 
upon which we propose to pass bills of this class, and if the testimony 
which the Government has produced is to be overthrown in this man- 
ner we might as well let all these elgims come in at once and be done 
with it. The people of the country do not want that. It is not equity; 
it is not justice. The ex-Confederates who lost property do not wish, 
as I understand, to be paid for it by this Government. It stands us in 
hand to closely sean this whole qnestion at this time for several rea- 
sons. First, we have not any more money than we need; secondly, 
when we have paid to the men who saved this country upon the fields 
of battle of the South all that we then agreed to pay them and all that 
we have since agreed to pay them in conventions, in Legislatures, in 
Congress, everywhere, then, if there is any money to spare, it will be 
time enough to take up claims of this kind. I am opposed to all these 
claims unless the proof of loyalty is absolute and the Government has 
had an opportunity to come in and offer testimony in rebuttal. If the 
Government has had its day in court and it has failed to sustain its 
case, then I am in favor of paying the claims, but not before. 

In other words, if the claimant was loyal he should have his pay and 
should have it promptly, because loyalty in those days and in that sec- 
tion was worthy of every reward. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan can not call up a 
gentleman upon the floor to ask him a question. [Laughter.] That 
is going beyond the rule. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I will ask it later. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there can be no reason for 
recommitting this bill to the committee. The bill was considered by 
a committee of the last Congress and was favorably reported to the 
House. As everybody knows, who was a member of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, I have never advocated any claims here that were not just. I 
investigated this claim and reported it to the House, and I made that 
report because it was perfectly clear that the claim should be paid. 

- Upon the facts presented there is no more question as to the loyalty of 
Mr. McClelland than there is as to the loyalty of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] who has just demanded that loyalty shall be so 
clearly established. The witnesses who testified in 1867 had their loy- 
alty certified to by the agent who examined the claim and there is 
absolutely nothing upon which to found the opinion that Mr. McClel- 
land himself was disloyal. It was stated in the document which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SPIxoLA] has read that these wit- 
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nesses were found to be loyal, but that Mr. McClelland was found to 
be disloyal; whereupon the Quartermaster-General rejected the claim. 
Farther than that, there is in support of this case the evidence of as 
reputable a set of gentlemen as can be found anywhere, citizens of 
Lexington, men who are known to have been always loyal, and who 
have known Mr. McClelland all the time. 

Now, if we are to pass no claims of this kind, if a man is to be put 
aside as disloyal without any proof of the charge, and is to be kept out 
of his pay for property which he furnished tothe men who were stand- 
ing upon the battle-fields in the South, as the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has said—and without these supplies they could not have stood 
there long—I say if we are not going to pay that class of men simply 
because some officer of the Government, withont evidence, has chosen 
to say that they were not loyal, then we might as well abolish this 
farce of pretending to have a Committee on War Claims to investigate 
these casesand report upon them to the House, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Can the gentleman state whether this case was 
unanimously reported? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee. There is no necessity for further argument. The committee 
of the Fiftieth Congress investigated it, and came to the unanimous 
conclusion that it was a just claim, and we have reached the same con- 
clusion; and the motion to recommit this claim to the committee, if 
adopted, willsimply throw additional work upon that committee, which 
already has many thousands of bills before it. 

Now, I was not on the loyal“ side in the late war and I am not 
pleading for a loyal man especially because he was loyal; Lask that you 
pay this claim simply because, in accordance with the policy of the Gov- 
ernment heretofore pursued, itis just that Mr. McClelland shonld have 
pay for his mules. That is a short and plain statement of the case, 
without any extended argument about the question of loyalty. Mr. 
McClelland was a loyal man; the Government has paid other loyal men 
and should pay him. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House 
for a moment to the danger of “switching off’ in the direction the 
gentleman from Michigan has indicated and assuming that where the 
Quartermaster-General or that noted tribunal the Southern Claims Com- 
mission has acted upon a claim it is dangerous for Congress afterward 
to take hold of it. Now, I think I know as much about this claim as 
does the gentleman from Michigan, which, I assure you, is nothing at 
all [laughter], except what the report of the committee states. do 
know, however, that to reject a claim of this kind because the Quar- 
termaster-General has heretofore rejected it, amounts in many cases to 
an outrage. The same remark may be made in regard to claims which 
have been rejected by the Southern Claims Commission. Why, sir, I 
personally know of cases rejected by the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
33 because of want of loyalty on the part of the claimant, when 

e was at the time his property was taken discharging his duty as a 
Federal soldier. [Laughter.] Vet when a claim is brought here upon 
such a record as we have in this case we are told that it is dangerous 
to go behind the action of the Quartermaster-General or of the South- 
ern Claims Commission. 

Why should it be assumed that where a claim has been adjudicated 
by the Southern Claims Commission (and in that tribunal there was a 
semblance of fairness) we must not, forsooth, take up the case and 
look into the facts and do justice aceording to the right and wrong of 
the matter? Why, sir, it is a fact which nobody can dispute on any 
truthful basis that when the Southern Claims Commission expired by 
limitation of law there were several thousand claims the papers of 
which had never been unbundled, the testimony never read; and they 
were dumped into the Third Auditor’s office with an adverse report ! 
Ye gods and little fishes, what sort of justice is that? [Langhter.] 
Yet, when one of these claims comes here we are warned that we are 
about to trench on some other jurisdiction that has administered jus- 
tice between the parties. 

Now, I have said this much not because Iam familiar with the facts 
of this case, but I have confidence in this committee, and I am going 
to vote for the bill on the strength of the committee’s report, as I am 
told by members of the committee on both sides of the House that they 
have examined the question, that this party was loyal, and that the 
property was taken and used. My purpose in making these few re- 
marks is that this House may not be miseducated on this subject; I 
do not want members led into the belief that, because the Quarter- 
master-General's Department or the Southern Claims Commission has 
refused to allow a claim which comes here, therefore in taking if up 
and giving it favorable consideration we may set 2 dangerous precedent. 
No dangerous precedent is everset by doing right. I haveoften said— 
and I believe I will repeat it—that I would rather have the note of 
any pauper forty years of age who is honest than have a claim against 
this glorious Government of the United States unless in the shape of 
a bond or a prior lien of some nature. [Laughter.] 

Here we stand (and I among you) constantly denouncing States on 
account of acts of repudiation. I have done as much of it as anybody; 
I have denounced my own State for its repudiating proclivities; the 
Democrats down there are a villainous set of repudiators [laughter]; 
there is no doubt about it, and I denounce them. My brother members 


around me join with me in denouncing repudiation by a State. Yet 
there is not such a grand set of repudiators on the face of the earth as the 
members of the United States Congress, [Laughter.] Letusdoright 
about these things. Now, I believe I havesaid eno on this question 
for a man who knows no more about this case than Ido. [Cries of GO 
on!’ 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] 
demands the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the question now? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, it is upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A motion was pending to recommit the bill. Isub- 
mitted that motion. 

The SPEAKER. But the House has ordered the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I made that motion at the ontset. 

The SPEAKER. The ordering the previous question would cut off 
the motion to recommit. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The motion to recommit was pending before the 
previous question was called. 

Mr. FLOWER. It was made while the gentleman from Illinois was 
in the chair. 

The SPEAKER, If the motion to recommit was made previously, 
the question is now upon that motion, 

The 1 7755 being put, 

The SPEAKER said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I believe I will call for a division on that question. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 16, noes 116. 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be again taken upon the demand 
of the gentleman from New York for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the pending amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

‘The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 10. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. SPINOLA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pes and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


KANSAS CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 346) to extend An act to grant the right of way to the 
Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes,” and asked for its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of an act approved May 14, 1888, grant- 
ye 3 the right of way through the Indian Territory to the Kansas City and Pa- 
cific Railway Company, and for other purposes, shall be extended for a period 
of two years from May l4, 1890, so that said company shall have until May 14. 
1892, to build the first 100 miles of its railway, and two years thereafter to build 
the remainder thercofand branches. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state for the information of the House this 
bill extends the time heretofore granted by Congress to this railroad to 
build its line through the Indian Territory. Theoriginal bill was passed 
in May, 1888, and its time expires in May of this year. Instead of 
building the line through the Territory they have built it north to 
Kansas City, and they will not be able to build the road through the 
Territory within the time fixed in the original bill. This gives them 
two years’ additional time. 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
the third time. 

Mr, CHEADLE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 2. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ifthe gentleman has any objection to this bill I 
will be glad to hear it from him or any other gentleman of this House. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent proceedings on the count 
may be regarded as vacated, Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. My objection is this: By the provisions of the bill 
itself it is proposed to grant a right of way through the most valuable 
body of public lands in the country—lands in the Indian Territory—to 
a railroad corporation. Previous to this time they secured the right of 
way, but not having built the road on that line according to their own 


‘stipulations, they now come here and ask for an extension of time 


within which the road was to have been completed. I do not believe 
this sort of legislation should be enacted with less than a quorum, and 
that is the reason I demanded a division. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I believe I shall join my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. CHEADLE] in opposition to this measure. My opposition 
to it would extend to every measure of a like character, that is, to every 
bill that proposes to build a railroad in the Indian Territory. When- 
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ever we grant this right of way we are violating by the grant our treaty 
stipulations with the Indians. We have no right to enter this Terri- 
tory and we can not, unless we disregard the treaty stipulations—with- 
out first obtaining their consent. I not only oppose this bill, but I shall 
oppose every bill which proposes to build these railroads in the Indian 
Territory without the consent of the Indians themselves. 

I know it is said the only good Indian is a dead Indian and it is 
mere folly to carry out treaty stipulations with these Indians. Ihave 
not reached that point yet, andif we propose to act in this way it seems 
to me thestraightforward course of dealing would he to repeal the treat- 
ies and notify these people we will not further regard them. Then, if 
we please, we can grant the right of way torailroads; but so long as we 
pretend to treat with the Indians and to regard them worthy of mak- 
ing treaties with I do not believe it is good policy to turn around and 
disregard the treaty stipulations whenever it suits any railroad company 
to enter the Territory. 

I would like to be allowed to ask the gentleman from Kansas a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. This bill extends the time granted by the act of 1888 to 
this railroad company ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Did that act contain a provisien that the consent of the 
Indians must first be had before this railroad was constructed? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not their consent. The bill contained, however, 
the usual provision which has been incorporated in every one of these 
right-of-way bills, that commissioners should be appointed to appraise 
the value of the lands taken: provision was also made for condemna- 
tion proceedings and for appeals from such proceedings, and other pro- 
visions of that character looking to the rights of the Indians. This, of 
course, was where the Indian lands were affected. 

Their rights are protected in this in every single particular, except 
that they are not required to give their consent. ‘The theory of the 
committee and the theory of Congress upon this subject has been in this 
class of legislation substantially as it is in the States when granting the 
right of condemnation proceedings to a railroad company. For instance, 
a railroad may cross my farm in Kansas without my consent, in the 
event that compensation is made to me for the right of way. That is sub- 
stantially the provision of this bill, as ĩt is in every other right-ofway- bill. 

Mr. MCADOO. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas a 
question. Have not the Indians whose lands are affected by the pro- 
visions of this bill a government or legislative council of their own? 

Mr. PERKINS. Les, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. In other words, they are what we call the civilized 
Indians 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. McADOO, Having a legislative council of their own. Now, I 
do not see why this council should not have been consulted in regard 
to the proposed disposition of the lands, 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, of course, if it is the design of the House that 
no right of way shall be granted through the Indian Territory, then 


, 


this proposition should be voted down. If Congress desires to reverse , 


its decisions upon this question in past years, it ought undoubtedly to 
vote this bill down. But this bill simply extends to this company 
it having already the right of way—a longer time in which to complete 
the work, and the reason it is asked is that instead of building directly 
through the Indian Territory within the time authorized by the origi- 
nal act, they built from the northern boundary of the Indian Territory 
to Kansas City. They have already a hundred and eighty-five miles of 
railroad in operation, and this is most important legislation not only to 
the company itself but to the people of Kansas and to the people of 
Missouri as well as to the Indian Territory, and so far as J know nota 
single protest against it comes from the Indian Territory. 

Mr. COBB. Have you asked them whether they protested or not? 

Mr. PERKINS. We have not asked them, simply because the pro- 
ceedings contemplated here are the same that have been taken in all of 
the other bills, and it was not deemed necessary. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow another question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. COBB. Is it not true that, in bills that were pending in the last 
Congress toextend railroad lines through the Indian reservations other 
than the Indian Territory, in every such bill there was a provision pro- 
viding for getting the consent of the Indians? 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not understand the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to know, if in other bills heretofore passing 
through Indian reservations the consent of the Indians was had as pre- 
requisite, why, after getting the consent of the uncivilized Indians, as 
you did in every bill in the last Congress, you reverse that proceeding 
when it comes to entering the territory of civilized Indians, with a reg- 
ularly organized goyernment of their own, and undertake to dispose of 
their property without their consent. 5 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Alabama is mistaken in his 
supposition that every bill which passed the last Congress pertaining to 
other reservations than those in the Indian Territory required the assent 
of the Indians. I think it is true that some of them did, but asa matter 
of fact all of them did not. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Alabama is mistaken on that 
point. I recollect one bill that I passed myself without any such re- 
quirement. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it will be seen that there were quite a num- 
ber of them. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not desire, Mr. Speaker, to detain the House any 
length of time on this question; but we are confronted with this state 
of affairs: In almost every bill, if not in all, which was brought into 
this House at the last Congress where it was sought to allow railroad 
companies to enter upon Indian reservations other than the Indian Ter- 
ritory there was a special clause inserted in the bill providing a mode 
and manner of taking the consent of these Indians who were upon the 
several reservations, and in no instance, according to my present recol- 
lection, was the policy departed from, except upon the single matter of 
entering the Indian Territory. 

Now, everybody knows that these are civilized people, They are oc- 
cupying a Territory which was assigned to them by the Government of 
the United States under treaty stipulations; and in all these treaty stip- 
ulations it was provided that no road should be put through this Terri- 
tory and no white man should enter the Territory except by the consent 
of the Indians themselves. These provisions are incorporated in solemn 
treaties that are existing between this Government and the people 
whose lands are in dispute here, and are in full force, 

Now, here is the situation: A people with whom we have treated, 
who own the lands they now occupy under and by virtue of these treaty 
stipulations, a civilized people having a regularly organized government, 
legislative, executive, and judicial, capable of managing their own af- 
fairs, to all intents and purposes a people now living under their own 

vernment, with only a sort of general supervision on the part of the 

nited States, and yet you propose by this bill todo what? You pro- 
pose to say, first, that these treaty stipulations into which we entered 
many years ago shall now and in the future be utterly disregarded and 
broken without their consent. 

You propose to treat them in a manner that you do not propose 
to treat the uncivilized Indians occupying our western lands. You 
propose to say to them, Because we here in the Congress of the United 
States conceive that you are in the way of the progress of our civiliza- 
tion, your right shall be utterly disregarded in our favor. That is the 
situation here. Shall it be done? Is there any great public interest 
that calls for the passage of bills like this? Has the Congress of the 
United States under existing laws the right to have opened a right of 
way through this Territory other than the rights that now exist? The 
committee did not say so, nor do they put their bill upon that ground 
at all. But simply because here is a company of commercial men en- 
tering upon a commercial enterprise, in order that they may be enabled 
to perfect their enterprise and thereby make money, you are for their in- 
terest and at their behest to violate all these treaty stipulations to which 
Ihaveadverted. I say, sir, upon that principle it ought not to be done. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], if the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Cops] has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. COBB. I am not quite through yet. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. COBB. The treaty says: You may go east and west and north 
and south with one road and it does not mean a railroad either—one 
public road, and with that limitation there was a prohibition from even 
making a public right of way throughout this Territory without the 
consent of the Indians. This policy has not been abrogated by an act 
of Congress, but it is simply following up a public sentiment which 
seems to prevail in some sections of the country, that we are not to re- 
gard any treaty stipulations with these people or any of their supposed 
rights, for no other reason than because they are Indians. That is the 
whole of it. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to say to the House that 
this bill is precisely like all other bills that have been passed by vari- 
ous Congresses since I have been a member of the House, granting rights 
of way to railroad corporations through the Indian Territory. The 
question raised by my friend from Alabama as to the stipulations of 
the treaty just read by him isnot applicable to the question under con- 
sideration. Under that treaty there was a right to go through north 
and south and east and west by contract. Under that stipulation in 
the treaties corporations could run a road through that country with- 
out asking Congress to give them the privilege. Butit does not follow 
that the commerce of this country is to be choked up or stopped. My 
friend forgets the great principle of eminent domain that applies to 
every foot of land in this country. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. On the principle that “ might 
makes right.” 

Mr. COBB. Yes; on the principle that might makesright.”” That 
is all of it. 

Mr. PEEL. I want to ask the gentleman from New Jersey or the 
gentleman from Alabama if either of them owns a foot of land that can 


not be passed thro by a railroad company 3 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iwill ask the gentleman another 
question. 


Mr. PEEL, Under State laws. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will answer that question by 
asking another. Do you believe that this is in accordance with the 
present treaty stipulations? 

Mr. PEEL. Ido. I do not believe it is in conflict with the spirit 
of the treaty at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But is it not contrary to the letter? 

Mr. PEEL. Under the treaty they agree that a road can go north 
and south or east and west without any supplemental action of Con- 

When they come to Congress it has the right to grant a right 
of way through the Territory. This is one of the Territories of the 
United States, as has been decided by the Supreme Court. The bill 
provides, as all the bills that have passed Congress provide, to pay the 
Indian nation through which the road is proposed to go $6 per mile. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. Is it not true that by the treaty to which I have been 
referring it is provided that no white man shall go into that Territory ? 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, yes; that is one of thestipulations. These bills, I 
wish to say, protect the interests of the Indians as far as they can 
protected. If it is intended that Congress shall not permit commerce 
to go through that Territory—if gentlemen are ready for that propo- 
sition—then all right. The bill provides compensation for the land 
that is damaged for the purposes of this road. If this is not agreeable 
to the nation, they can object to the amount and have it adjusted by 
arbitrators, one to be selected by the Secretary of the Interior, one hy 
them, and one by the road. If that is not satisfactory, then they can 
go to the Federal courts and have the damages assessed precisely as 
damages are assessed in the State courts. 

Mr. COBB. But you can not stop the road. 

Mr. PEEL. No; you can not stop that; nor can you stop a road in 
any State. A road can get into court and pay in the money as directed 
by the judge and go on and build the road until the jury shall have as- 
sessed the amount of damages. Here you havea Territory of the United 
States to deal with. They have not got any State government to give 
them that privilege. The regulation was if a railroad company wanted 
to go through the Territory in a direction other than north, east, south, 
or west, they come to Congress and ask the privilege of going through; 
Congress gives them the permission by which they can go through; and 
they give the Indian nation the right to accept the terms offered by 
Congress or reject them and go to the courts and have the damage as- 
sessed by a jury. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman explain why this company 
did not avail itself of its charter and build the road ? 

Mr. PEEL. Iam not able to explain that. Iam only speaking as 
to the principle. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Arkansas allow me & 
question ? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to know the reason given in the report of 
this committee why this company, by whom this road was to be con- 
structed through the Indian Territory, have not constructed the road 
within the time prescribed? I wish to ask if there is anything in the 
report of the committee to show the reason for granting this extension 
of time, and, if not, why not; and I want to ask they if they do not 
think it ought to have been put in the report. 

Mr. PEEL. I will answer the gentleman as far as I am satisa 
However, I did not take the floor for that purpose, but the purpose o 
speaking of the principle npon which this bill and all similar bills are 
read. I understand that this company have built 100 miles of their 
road, from the southern border of Kansas to Kansas City. 

Mr. HOOKER. But why not through the Indian Territory? 

Mr. PEEL. Well, they have not had the means, I suppose. It is 
well known to gentlemen that there has not been a great deal of railroad 
building during the past twelve months on account of the state of the 
money market. But, Mr. Speaker, that is not the question. The ques- 
tion is, whether or not Congress is going to refuse to the common car- 
riers of the merchandise and commerce of this country the right to cross 
the Indian Territory simply because the Indians may object. 

Suppose the Indians refuse to allow a railroad to cross their Terri- 
tory, what are you going to do abont it? Will you let the commerce 
of the country be choked off in that way and give a monopoly to those 
who go through there by contract, just because these people say they 
will not permit railroads to cross their lands, a right of prohibition 
which no people in this country can claim? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the gentleman to concede that we 
have an existing treaty with these people that only one railroad run- 
ning north and south and one running east and west shall be built 
through the Territory. 

Mr. COBB. That treaty has no reference to railroads at all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Still, I believe we have those two roads now, one 
running north and south across the Territory and the other east and 
west, 

Mr. PEEL. I believe so. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is ita fact that we have an existing treaty stipu- 
lation with those people that no white man shall go into that Territory 
except with their permission? 
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Mr. PEEL. Thatis to protect them against persons who go into that 
Territory and attempt to exercise the ts of citizenshi 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, those are the agreements of this Govern- 
ment, are they not?. 

Mr, PEEL. Les, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And this bill could not be passed without violat- 
ing those agreements? In other words, you simply plead what is called 
“manifest destiny.“ 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; I place this upon the broad principle of emi- 
nent domain. I claim that every foot of land, where the title comes 
from the sovereign power, is subject to the broad right of eminent do- 
main, : 

Mr. COBB. Lask the gentleman whether he can exercise the right 
of eminent domain in the face of a treaty which says that he shall not 
exercise it without violating that treaty. 

Mr. PEEL. Unfortunately for the gentleman's argument, the treaty 
does not say any such thing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iso understand it, 

Mr. FLOWER. Iwant to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a ques- 
tion. Are these Indians civilized? 

Mr. PEEL, They are. 

Mr. FLOWER. Are they located on farms ? 

Mr, PEEL. Most of them. 

Mr. FLOWER. And the railway company is asked to buy the right 
of way through there! Did you ever hear of a civilized community 
that did not want railroads? 

Mr. PEEL. Well, these people want railroads like other people. 
But I am talking now about the principle. 

There is no Jand in this country, whether patented to an individual 
or toa community, whether the land is held in severalty or in com- 
mou, but the patentee takes it subject to the right of eminent domain, 
to be exercised by the Government for the benefit of the commerce of 
the country. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Is it not a fact that this railroad com- 

y got its charter two years ago, when a rival company wanted to 
uild a road through the same section, and it was contended that this 
company was the only one that could do it because of its financial abil- 
ity? 
ir. PEEL. I do not remember that. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And in consequence of that claim we let 
this road go through and refused to allow the other to go through? 

Mr. PEEL. Ido not remember anything of the kind. I think my 
friend is confounding this with some other case. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, Iam asking for information. I 
know that we had such a case before us in connection with some of 
these Indian reservations, 

Mr. PEEL. I think that was in reference to the Crow reservation, 
out in Montana. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a new question, and if it is once settled by 
this Government that railroads can not pass through the Indian Terri- 
tory without the consent of the Indians, then this Government will have 
absolutely blocked its own commerce and placed it in the power of these 

ple to blackmail corporations and the Government itself to their 
Peart's content. It would be a contradiction of the very theory of our 
Government to say that the sovereign power has disposed or would dis- 
pose of its public lands in such a way that it could not grant permis- 
sion to the common carriers of the commerce of the country to pass 
through them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Are not these lands in the In- 
dian Territory used largely for grazing? 

Mr. PEEL. Some of them are and some are not, according to local- 
ity. 
Tir, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Is this road compelled by its 
charter to fence a mile of its track ? 

Mr. PEEL. Ithink not. I do not remember the provisions in that 
particular, but they are similar to those in all the other railroad right- 
of-way bills that we have been passing here. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But the fact is that none of these 
bills compel the railroad companies to fence their tracks, although they 
run through the best grazing lands of the Territory. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to ask the gentleman from Arkansas aques- 
tion. To whom does this land belong? To the United States or to the 
Indians? 

Mr, PEEL. Why, it belongs to the Indians. 

Mr. HOOKER. Are you seriously of that opinion? 

Mr. PEEL. I think so. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well, then; why not let them keep it and do 
what they like with it? 

Mr. PEEL. They dokeep it, subject to the right of eminent domain, 
just as you keep your land. 

Mr. HOOKER. They do not dare to touch my land. 

Mr. PEEL. Your land can be condemned under the law of the State, 
and you can not help yourself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that in regard to all these right-of- 
way bills the committee has been very careful to guard them in such 
a manner that there can be no speculation, no transfer of the rights to 
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other corporations; the only thing which the company can do is to ex- 
ercise the right given it by Congress or to abandon it. This answers 
the suggestion which has been made that there is no great emergency 
calling for the construction of this road. The commerce of the country 
settles the emergency; and, as I have said, if the company does not ex- 
ercise the right of way it can not be transferred; it is non-assignable, 
and if not exercised will expire in a limited time. There is no room for 
speculation. The only question is whether this House will allow the 
commerce of the country to be blocked or whether the right of way 
shall be granted over this Indian country as it has been over other land. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, in the Forty-seventh Congress this 
whole question was debated in the Senate. We have heard a great deal 
about the violation of treaties by granting rights of way to railroad 
companies. Tbat is a surface view of the question. There can be no 
such a thing as the delegation of any element of sovereignty by any 
government. The right of eminent domain isan element of sovereignty; 
and therefore any treaties which may have been made (if there are such) 
undertaking to restrict this right of eminent domain would be abso- 
lntely void, because no government can by treaty part with the right 
of eminent domain. . 

But again, Mr. Speaker, these treaties with the Indians stand upon 
a different basis from ordinary treaties with foreign governments. Even 
an ordinary treaty with a foreign government can be repealed by Con- 
gress in the exercise of its constitutional power, we taking the conse- 
quences that may follow. This right of Congress to repeal a treaty has 
been sustained by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. OATES, I understand the gentleman to lay down the legal prop- 
osition that no government can part with its right of eminent domain. 
If so, where is the right of eminent domain to-day over Louisiana and 
all the other territory we purchased from France? 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not know that I apprehend the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. OATES. I understand the gentleman to say that no govern- 
ment can part with its right of eminent domain. 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well. 

Mr, OATES. If so. in what government to-day is the right of cmi- 
nent domain over Louisiana and all that country which we purchased 
from France ? 

Mr. ROGERS, Ibad supposed that the gentleman from Alabama 
would understand what I meant without the necessity of going into a 
detailed explanation. I meant tosay that no State could part with 
the right of eminent domain over territory remaining within its juris- 
diction. I meant to say that the Federal Government can not part 
with its right of eminent domain over its territory. The Indian Ter- 
ritory is a part of the country over which Congress has absolute juris- 
diction, just as perfect and complete as it has over the District of Colum- 
bia or any one of the Territories of the Union. So, if the Government 
has made a treaty with these people, that conntry being still subject 
to the control of Congress, the Government can not have parted with 
the right of eminent domain over that country; and it has been so held 
by the highest judicial authority. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman hold that, if the Government of 
the United States cedes any part of its domain to any other Govern- 
ment or to a State of the Union, it does not thereby part with its 
right of eminent domain ? 

Mr. ROGERS, Oh, Mr. Speaker, that is not a fair presentation of 
the question. Of course when a State is organized by this Government 
the right of eminent domain goes to the State, because the territory 
no longer belongs to the General Government. 

Mr. OATES. If the General Government by treaty assigns its terri- 
tory to the Indians, does it retain the right of eminent domain? 

Mr. ROGERS. Unquestionably. This Government has never abso- 
lutely ceded its territory to the Indians. The title of the Indians isa 
base fee, with a right of reversion in the Government. The Govern- 
ment has legislated over that Territory; it is continuing to do so; it has 
extended the internal-revenue laws over the Territory. For years and 
years Congress has undertaken to exercise, whatever rights it saw fit 
with reference to the Indian country, regardless of treaties and regard- 
less of any former cession which may have been made. 

Mr. OATES. Is not that upon the principle of Pluribus-tah’s rea- 
soning, that they have no right and no business to be Indians?!“ 

Mr. ROGERS. No; it proceeds upon the theory that the Indians 
are the wards of the Government; that they are a dependent nation. 
Such has been the uniform ruling of the Supreme Court from the case 
of The Cherokee Nation rs. The State of Georgia down to the very last 
decision on the subject a few years ago in the case of the Choctaw net- 
proceeds case. The Indians have always been regarded as a dependent 
nation, looking to the Government for protection and whatever is best 
for them. As I said in the beginning, they do not stand upon the basis 
of a foreign power; they stand as a dependent nation, under treaties, it 
is true, but subject to acts of Congress, which may be repealed or mod- 
ified whenever Congress sees fit. As I said before, this question has 
been decided directly and emphatically by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Now, in conclusion (as I do not want to consume too much time) 
I have just this to say: If there is any one question which has been 
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settled so far as the policy of this Government is concerned, this ques- 
tion has been settled by the uniform action of Congress since the Forty- 
second Congress in the repeated passage of acts granting right of way 
to railroad companies through the Indian Territory. Such rights have 
been granted wherever it has been shown that the company proposed 
to proceed in good faith an | construct the road. 

It is right, Mr. Speaker, that I should say, in conclusion, in reference 
to this particular charter I know nothing. I did not know until a 
moment ago what were the termini of this road; but the principle in- 
volved is as well settled as any principle can be settled by Congress in 
repeated and numerous determinations during the last eight or ten 


ears. 
8 Mr. COBB, Let me inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas whether 
the decisiou of the Supreme Court does not place these treaties pre- 
cisely upon the same basis as the treaties with foreign countries. Was 
it not also decided that the Congress of the United States has a perfect 
right to disregard any treaty, provided the Government is willing to take 
the responsibility of so violating it? Do we not come at last to the 
proposition that we are violating these treaties with impunity simply 
because there is no power behind them to hold the Government re- 
sponsible? 

Mr. ROGERS. The facts upon which the gentleman’s question is 
founded are not true. There is no provision in any treaty prohibiting 
the construction of roads in the Indian Territory. It is said because 
the right is affirmatively granted for the construction of two roads, 
one north and one south, upon the principle when in contract or in 
law one or more things are named all others are excluded, the right 
does not exist on the partof Congress; but Congress has repeatedly 
determined to the contrary. 

As to the other question—/for the gentleman has asked me two—as to 
whether these treaties are not to be regarded the same as treaties with 
foreign countries: Congress has extended the internal-revenue laws over 
the Indian Territory, and nobody would pretend Congress has the same 
right to extend those laws over Canada, or Great Britain, or France, 
orSpain. So, by the determination of Congress, they are not to be re- 

ed as treaties made with foreign countries. 

Thegentleman’squestioninvolvestwoanswers. First, they arequasi- 
treaties, not treaties with a foreign government in any sense, but areto 
be kept in view until they have served the purpose for which they were 
originally made, and then Congress has the power to do what it may 
deem best, 


Mr. COBB. The gentleman does not answer my question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Imust insist upon the demand forthe previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COBB. I asked a question to which I desire fin answer. Is it 
not true that the Supreme Court of the United States has by its de- 
cision placed these Indian treaties upon the same basis with treaties 
with foreign countries? 

Mr. ROGERS. I can not longer abuse the privilege granted to me 
by the gentleman from Kansas and will surrender the floor. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman will not answer my question. 

The question recurred on ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 12. 

So the previous question was ordered, 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 122, noes 26. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 136, noes 29. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COURT OF PATENT APPEALS, 


Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 831) to create a court of patent appeals of 


the United States; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered. 


to be printed and recommitted. 
And then, on motion of Mr. MCKINLEY (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes 
P. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILIS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 6483) granting a pension to Martin 
H. Curley —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 6484) for the relief of John Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 6485) granting a pension to Ma- 
tilda C. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 6486) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6487) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6488) granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6489) granting a pension to Eugenia B. Tabler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6490) granting a pension to Janet L. P. Taylor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R- 6491) granting a pension to Betsy E. Cole—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6492) granting a pension to James M. Fuller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 6493) authorizing the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine to judgment the claim of Jasper Hanson 
for a fair and equitable compensation in connection with the rebuild- 
ing and repair of the revenue-cutter Andrew Johnson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6494) for the relief of 
the heirs of George W. Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 6495) to increase the pension of 
Shadrick Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 6496) granting a pension to Mary 
I. Maltby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6497) to incorporate the Columbia 
7 Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6498) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at Benning's road, in 
50 District of Columbia to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 6499) authorizing a survey of 
the Red River of the North above Fergus Falls—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 6500) to provide increased com- 
pensation to be paid to John W. Wilson—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6501) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of George A. Jefferds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6502) for the relief of James W. Knaggs—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6503) for the relief of Francis Coyert—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Ey Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 6504) for the relief of Clifford Oak- 
man and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6505) for the relief of Thomas G. White and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6506) for the relief of Edwin De Leon—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6507) for the relief of Edwin De Leon—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 6508) granting pension to Charles 
Glamann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 6509) for the relief of Ole Nelson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 6510) for the relief of Joshua G. Witty— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6511) granting a pension to Leonard 
Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6512) removing charge of desertion against John 
Perkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 6513) granting an honorable discharge 
to Michael Pioertner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLICK: A bill (H. R. 6514) granting a pension to Ransom 
L. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 6515) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Everitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GREENHALGE; A bill (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase 
of invalid pension to William H. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: A bill (H. R. 6517) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion and of having enlisted in the Confederate service from the rec- 
ords of the War Department against John McFarland, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6518) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to remove the charge of desertion against Mark F. Jones, and 
that a certificate of discharge be issued to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK; A bill (H. R. 6519) granting a pension to William 
M. Nourse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, - 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 6520) granting a pension to Harriet I. 
Peabody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 6521) for the relief of certain officers 
and enlisted men of the First Kansas Colored Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military i 
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By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 6522) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Matthew C. Griswold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 6523) for the relief of John L. Moore— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr, MAISH: A bill (H. R. 6524) for the relief of Israel Yount— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 6525) granting a pension to Lewis 
E. Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6526) for the relief of W. N. Stokes—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) for the relief of S. W. Carrier—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6528) to place the name of Jacob L. Tussey on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6529) to place the name of Geo. Lackey on the 

ion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6530) for the relief of Lucy A. Steinberger—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (B. R. 6531) granting a pension to Georgia Ann Coyle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Lucy Stewart—to 
the Committee on Persions. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Samuel 
Schiffer, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 6534) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Michael Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R, 6535) granting a pension to Sophia 
Stiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 6536) 
for the relief of John H, Spalter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 6537) granting a pension to Hester 
Hautchinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 6538) for the relief of Ames & 
Detrick—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6539) granting a pension to Amelia H. McAllis- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 6540) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Fulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6541) for the re- 
lief of Thomas G. Corbin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R.6542) granting relief to 
George L. Morgan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 6543) granting a pension to Benja- 
min A. Burtram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 6544) for the relief of Ellen Maloy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6545) for the relief of Collin Adams—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to William T. 
Hudnall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 6547) for the improvement 
of the Hudson River between Troy and New Baltimore, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6548) for the re- 
lief of the widow of William M. Blye—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 6549) for the relief of Joseph 
Bernard and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6550) for the relief of Susan W. Pannell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6551) for the relief of Charles C. Pickett—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6552) for the relief of John H. Wilberding—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6553) for the relief of Eliza Ann Cochran—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6554) for the relief of David Roos—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6555) for the relief of Alexis Lague and others— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6556) for the relief of Francis E. Feray—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6557) for the relief of Thompson J. Bird—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6558) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Frank W. Morgan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6559) to provide for the issue of 
the commission of Philip C. Johnson as a rear-admiral in the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr, SMITH, of Arizona (by request): A bill (H. R. 6560) for the 
relief of Charles Perrazzo—to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6561) for the relief of Albert H. Tucker to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to 
Lucy A. Vanhorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 


By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6563) for the relief of 
John O. McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6564) granting a pen- 
sion to Georgiana C. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 6565) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Alexander Watts—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6566) for the relief of 
Rhoda C. Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6567) for the relief of R. W. Barber—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6568) increasing the pension 
of Mrs. Dorothea D. Yates—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WIKE: A bill (H. R. 6569) to place the name of Dr. M. F. 
Bassett upon the pension-roll—to the Committee in Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6570) for the relief of Erastus D. 
Higley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: A bill (H. R. 6571) granting a pension to Edwin 
W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6572) granting a pension to Abraham Charles—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6573) granting a pension to Rachel Hall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) granting a pension to Ellen Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) granting a pension to Henry Fenstermaker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6576) granting a pension to Mary Kerr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6577) for the relief of Magdalena Fonish- to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6578) granting a pension to Elizabeth Shuler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6579) for the relief of Christopher Wall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6580) granting a pension to Maggie E. Kulp—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6581) restoring to the pension- roll Caroline Kocher 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 6582) granting a pension and restoring 
the widows of dead soldiers on the pension-roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of Benjamin F. Wright, that his claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of S. C. Corbett and 35 citizens and of 25 
citizens of the Twenty-third Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of the bill to prohibit the sale of adulterated lard—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Remonstrance of vessel-owners around New 
Haven, Mich., against bill (H. R. 592) to increase the safety of loaded 
vessels, ete.—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Curry Lodge, No. 2482, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benevolent Association, of Sullivan County, Indiana, against 
monopolies and trusts, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of the heirs of George W. 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Alice C. Stanley, administratrix, rela- 
tive to the purchase of the painting of the trial of Red Jacket—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Jane Hinsdale, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of David O. Newton, administrator of 
Absalom Stephens, deceased, that his claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of farmers in Minnesota, urging leg- 
islation to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Jos. Randolph Post, 116, of Indianol 
Towa, for passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6266, increasing the pension of W. 
F. Worthen, and H. R. 6296, granting a pension to Mrs. Samantha Will- 
iams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6265, for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
Palmer—to the Committee oa War Claims. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Daniel T. Latham and 85 farmers of 
Suffolk County, New York, relative to duties on farm products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hon. Charles P. Daly and others, fora bulkhead at 
at Sag Harbor, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of ex-soldiers of Pentwater, Mich., call- 
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ing forthe repeal of the arrears limitation am pension a 
for other pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the mayor and council of Grand Rapids, Mich., in 
regard to navy-yard at New Orleans, La.—tothe Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 


lications, and 


Also, memorial of Michigan State Grange, relative to unwholesome 
food and alien ownership of lands, and other matters—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of E. L. Thompson and 20 others, citi- 
zens of Boone County, Iowa, for laws to prevent speculation in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions passed by bankers’ convention, State 
of Nebraska—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of Michael Pfoertner, for honorable dis- 
charge+-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of ex-soldiers of De Soto, Kans., for 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invulid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: Papers relative to claim of Carl Branstrom, to ac- 
company H. R. 5000—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of John Norton and others, for 
the removal of the limitations on arrears of pensions, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Hon. James Hadden and 351 vet- 
erans of the late war, in favor of a service-pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Warren Post, No. 252, Grand Army 
of the Republic, department of Wisconsin; R. Ingles and others, of Bay- 
field, Wis., and of W. G. Wheeler Post, 93, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, department of Wisconsin, in favor of pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Harrison Ferguson, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of 120 citizens and Bartleson Corps, No. 140, 
Woman’s Relief Corps, for pension for army nurses—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of J. N. Underwood and others, for a pro- 

ve tariff on crude barytes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial of national convention of colored men, 
lately held in Chicago, Ill., asking Congress to appropriate $190,000,- 
000 to enable the unhappy white citizens to emigrate from the States 
of Alabama, South Carolina, and other States where the Afrọ-A meri- 
cans are in a majority—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Tom Green County, Texas, 
relative to paroent of Indian depredation claims—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 24 ex-soldiers, praying that Congress shall 
pass the pension bill recommended by the national encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition asking legislation for the First Ken- 
tucky, Hall’s Gap Battalion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of H. Staples and others, for improvement 
oy hin ah Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and 


TS. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition of Billy Bauer Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Xenia, Ohio, favoring the Grand Army pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 108 citizens of Clermont County, Ohio, asking for 
the unconditional repeal of the tariff on sugar—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): Petition of John C. Bailey, that his 
9 be referred to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of N. B. Hitchcock and 30 others, citi- 
zens of Perry, Kans., asking for legislation against combines and trusts— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 35 residents of the Third district 
of Michigan, praying for the passage of a law to prevent gambling in 

to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of 36 soldiers, in favor of a service- 
pension bill and a bill removing all limitations upon arrearages of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Grange No. 545, South Hannibal, N. 
Y., for amendment to census laws—to the Select Committee on the 
Eleventh Census, 

Also, remonstrance of residents of Oswego, N. Y., against H. R. 592, 
to increase the safety of loaded vessels, ete.— to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Michael Carver and 93 others, ex- 
Union soldiers of the late war, residentsof Altoona, Kans., and vicinity, 
asking for the passage of a service-pension law, etc.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Memorial of Republican convention of Pratt 
County, Kans, favoring cheaper binding-twine—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIERCE: A petition of Mrs. O. H. Cole, that her claim be 

referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of S. F. Johnson and 64 others, citizens 
of Ohio, against bling in futures—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Knights of Labor of Norwich, Conn., 
favoring the collection of statistics in connection with the Eleventh 
Census showing the proportion of people owning their homes or farms, 
etc.—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of New London, Conn., favor- 
ing the transfer of the revenue marine to the Navy Department—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of the citizensof San Saba County, Texas, 
asking Congress to adjudicate and pay losses occasioned by Indian dep- 
redations—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of 24 letter-carriers of the city of Scran- 
ton, Pa., for the passage of House bill 3863, relative to salaries of car- 
riers, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of D. H. Barton and 116 others, citi- 
zens of North Carolina, for an appropriation to clean out the Upper Tar 
River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of the common council of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., relative to the establishment of a navy-yard at New 
New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Lake Carriers’ Association, relative to bridging 
the Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition of sundry citizens of Bath, 
Walker County, Texas, against the sale of adulterated lard—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of James F. Wooley, that his claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of Joseph Medill, editor of the 
Chicago Tribune, and 275 prominent citizensof Illinois, Minnesota, Wis- 
consin, Indiana, and the District of Columbia, asking Congress to enact 
a law directing the Commissioner of Labor to collect statistics of in- 
dustrial and technical schools—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 164 ex-Union soldiers of Lawrence 
County, Ohio, for a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of Powderly Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, Parkersburgh, W. Va., in favor of making census of 
people owning the farms or houses they ocenpy, ete.—to the Select 
Committee on the Eleventh Census. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 7, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Journal Clerk that 
the Journal is not now ready to be presented to the House, the Journal 
Clerk haying been engaged in preparing the rules for publication, for 
the convenience of the House; and later in the day the Journal will be 
presented and read. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. A numberof bills which have been erroneously re- 
ferred will be laid before the House at this time, the committees to 
which they have heen sent discharged from their further consideration, 
and the bills referred as indicated. 

The Committee on Inyalid Pensions was discharged from the con- 
sideration of bills of the following titles, and the same were severally 
referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 2378) granting a pension to Amelia H. McAllister— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Cynthia Day—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2577) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Eliza A. 
Moses—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2738) granting a pension to Christian Schneider—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 2180) for the relief Charles K. Remsberg—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3729) for the relief of Patrick Murray—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2559) for the relief of Jacob Ruff—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4862) granting a pension to William H. Coppinger— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 5916) to amend the military record of Joseph H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6016) to pension Louisey Sutten and Mahala Sut- 
ten—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H, R. 5879) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry and 
Philander Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 5878) granting a pension to John Len, alias John 
Lenz—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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The bill (H. R. 5130) to pay the amount found due by the Court of 
Claims to John H. Ki to the Committee on War 

The bill (H. R. 1840) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 1819) for the relief of Lonis Garon—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The Committee on War Claims was di from the further con- 
sideration of the bills (H. R, 5247) for the relief of Samuel Massey and 
H. R. 4948, of the same title, and the same were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of bills of the following titles; which were severally re- 
ferred as indicated, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 1039) for the relief of the surviving members of the 
Twenty-first Regiment of New York Cavalry Volunteers—-to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 1624) for the relief of P. H. Bridgewater—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Roza Graves—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2141) forthe relief of William H. Young—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2169) for the relief of Charles L. Cole—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3265) for the relief of John C. Douglass—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3512) for the relief of Thomas M. Bybee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3739) for the relief of Joseph W. Kelley—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6009) for the relief of E. O. Burt—io the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6123) for the relief of Charles L. Cole—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3021) for the relief of the administrator of the estate 
of John W. Dear, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3532) for the relief of David P. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3589) for the relief of Alfred B. Spalter—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5061) for the relief of James A. Hill—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 373) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Port- 


` land Canal basin on certain conditions—to the Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors. 

The bill (H. R. 2035) to remove the charge of desertion from John 
Marks—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3860) to establish postal savings-banks—to the Com- 


\ mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 2115) to amend and alter an act entitled Au act to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the won ay River at or near Burlington, Iowa, approved Au- 
gust 6, 1888—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Lewiston, Me.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of deficiencies of appropria- 
tions for the year 1890 and prior years; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize members forthe ref- 
erence of bills. 

BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE RIVERS. 

Mr. LIND introduced a bill (H. R. 6583) granting the consent of Con- 
gress to the erection of bridges over navigable rivers, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 475) to establish the office of 
Assistant Secretary of War; which was ordered to be printed, with the 
accompanying report, and recommitted: 

3 RETIRED-LIST OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of the 
retired-list of the Army; which, with the accompanying report, was 
ordered to be printed and recommitted. 


RECORD HOUSE. 
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FEBRUARY 7, 


THOMAS BLACK, 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas Black; which, with the accompanying report, was 
ordered to be printed and recommitted. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN ENLISTED MEN. 


Mr. TRACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6584) for the relief of certain 
enlisted men of the Ordnance Corps of the United States Army in the 
matter of claims for bounties; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARION BRANCH OF NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3834) to appropriate $40,000 for 
the maintenance of the Marion branch of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers for the year ending June 30, 1890; which, 
vie accompanying report, was ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALEXANDRIA, LA. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 401) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana; which, 
with 55 accompanying report, was ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitt 

FORMAN MATHEWS AND DAVID STOUT PARKER. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4329) for the relief of 
Forman Mathews and David Stout Parker; which, with the accompany- 
ing report, was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 


ADMISSION OF, WYOMING. 


Mr, CAREY presented a memorial of the Eleventh Legislative As- 
sembly of Wyoming, praying for the admission of Wyoming as a State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Territories, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the memorial was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 

The memorial is as follows: 

[Eleventh Legislative Assembly.] 
Enrolled house joint resolution No. 1, 2 of representatives, Wyoming Terri- 
ory. 

Be it resolved by the council and the house of representatives of the Eleventh Legisla- 
tive eniron Go the Territory of Wyoming, That the Congress of the United States 
of America be memorialized as follows: 

Memorial, 


The Eleventh Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming respectfully 
represents to the Congress of the United States of America the following: 

The last preceding islative Assembly of this Territory adopted and for- 
warded a memorial to Congress praying for admission into the Federal Union. 
Since that time, which was about two years ago, a bill for that purpose was in- 
troduced into each branch of Congress and reported favorably in each House at 
the close of the last session, but too late for on by those bodies. Encouraged 
by these favorable movements on the part of the committees of Congress, the 
people of this Territory, through the several boards of the county commission- 
ers, petitioned the peo to proceed, under the Senate bill for the admission 
of Wyoming, to call a constitutional convention, and an election was ordered for 
such purpose. The members-clect convened last September at the capital of the 
Territory, and, after a thirty days’ session, framed a constitution for the State or 
Wyoming, which was submitted to the people at a special election held on the 
5th day of November last and adopted at that time by a large majority, The 

roper committee of the constitutional convention, duly authorized thereby, bas 
faid before your honorable bodies the constitution and their appeal for admis- 
sion. 

We deem it our duty to renew the memorial adopted by our predecessors 
which has been fortified by the vote of the people, s precedent followed by # 
number of States which have obtained admission without an enabling act. 

Allof the 8 for admission detailed in the memorial of the last Legis- 
lative Assembly herein referred to exist now in an augmented degree. The 
Territory has largely increased in population and wealth. Our actual assessable 
property is nearly one hundred millions, while our Territorial debt is but $320,- 
000, representing an expenditure for public buildings, namely, a capitol, a uni- 
versity, au asylum for the Insane, a deaf-mute institute,and the preparation 
fora Territorial penitentiary, which are worth much more than the sum ex- 
pended in their erection. We annually expend for the support of our common 
schools, for county purposes (including internal improvements), for courts, and 
for Territorial purposes more than twenty times the amount received from the 
Government. Our Territory will soon be trave by three great transconti- 
nental routes, in addition to one now crossing the southern part ofthe Territory 
and one piercing its center. Our great mineral resources aro actual and no 
longer problematical, and with these and our vastagricultural area and zing 
area we are fitted for a great, prosperous, and stable Commonwealth, while the 
small percentage of illiteracy within our limits demonstrates that we shall be 
governed wisely and economically by ourselves. Our people, without regard 
to party affiliations, are ready and eager to assume and bear the additional 
burdens of statehood and to escape from the disadvantages of Territorial vassal- 
age. We have witnessed the growth of three great Commonwealths bordering 
uson three sides and are impatient to share with them the benefits of home rule, 

Believing, then, that the people of Wyoming are fully equipped for statehood, 
this Legislative Assembly, one branch of which is Republican and the other 
Democratic, in the name and by the authority of the people of this Common- 
wealth, respectfully urges upon Congress the immediate admission of Wyoming 
as a State of the Federal Union. 

Be it further resolved, That the governor be, and he is hereby. requested to for- 
ward a duly authenticated copy of these resolutions to the Delegate in . 
to the end that the same may be speedily laid before the Senate and the House 


of Representatives, 
STEPHEN W. DOWNEY, 
8 the House, 
GEORGE T. B. 


of the Council, 


i 
[Eleventh Legislative Assembly.] 
Enrolled house joint resolution No. 11 house of representatives, Wyoming Ter- 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Wyoming: 
CHEYENNE, January 28, 1890, 
I do hereby certify that the annexed and foregoing copy of enrolled “ house 
joint resolution No. I” isa true and correct transcript of the original thereof, 
as filed in this office on the 28th day of January, 1890. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and aflixed the great seal 
of the Territory, the date first above written. 
[sean] JOHN W. MELDRUM, 
Secretary of Wyoming Territory. 


RESOLUTIONS OF STATE GRANGE OF MICHIGAN, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, presented resolutions of the Michigan 
State Grange relative to, first, free coinage of silver; second, national 
banks; third, a law relative to live-stock inspection; and, fourth, alaw 
to forbid aliens from acquiring real estate in this country; which were 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and, by unanimous 
consent, ordered to be printed in the Recorp. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


Brother J, G. Ramsdell, chairman of the executive committee, presented the 
following supplementary report: 

Worthy master and members of the Michigan State age ; 

During the past year no complaints have been made to the committee or any 
of its members of any attempt to collect royalty for the use of patented imple- 
ments, nor of the numerous swindling devices which heretofore have occupied 
so much of ourattention; from which we conclude that the successful resistance 
which the Grange has made against the former, and the information it has spread 
among the farmers concerning the latter. and the “sign of caution” which it 
has given to all bave, for the time being, made these methods of extortion and 
swindling unprofitable and unsafe, 

Having driven the enemy from that part of the field and awakened the farm- 
ing class to a better understanding of their just rights and true position in the 
economy of production, we must now combine and mass our forces, not only to 
resist, but to force back the money power which, by its vast combinations of 
capital, now monopolizes and appropriates to i most of the accumulating 
wealth which the industry of our people is producing, and especially of the 
wealth produced from the farm. 

Michael G. Mulhall,in the North American Review for 1885, estimates that 
the daily aceumulation of wealth in the United States was then $4,000,000. If 
that wag true in January, 1885, then to-day, when the setting sun sheds his last 
golden rays on the snowy peaks of the Sierras, he bids good night to a country 
$5,000,000 richer than when he greeted its eastern border with his morning kiss. 
And yet, with all this vast accumulation of wealth, produced largely by the farm- 
ing class, a spirit of discontent and unrest pervades the entire agricultural class, 
Why this discontent? Why this unrest? Why this loud complaining that we 
hear from the North and the South, from the East and the West? 

It is not from the want of the so-called necessaries of life, for we have them in 
abundance; nor for the want of the ordinary comforts of a rural home, for we 
are far better off in that respect than were the generation of farmers before us; 
nor is it from mere jealousy or envy of the wealth and magnificence of the so- 
called business classes, 

It results from an earnest conviction that we are not receiving from our capi- 
tal invested and our labor applied a fair share of this accumulating wealth of 
the nation, and that we do bear more than our just proportion of the public bur- 
den by taxation. 

We feel and believe that, if we could receive our fair share of this accumulat- 
ing wealth of the country and were compelled to bear no more than our just 
proportion of the public burden, then we could raise ourselves and our families 
above that condition which only seeks to provide the mere animal wants of 
enough to eat, comfortable clothing to wear, and a house that will shelter us 
and them from the elements. 

We know that, if we could receive our Tas opp e of this joint accumula- 
tion of all, we too, as well as the merchant and the banker, could decorate our 
walls with works of art, furnish our houses with instruments of music, own a 
library with shelves well filled with Interesting and instructive books, afford 
our children instruction in literature, art, and science, and fit them for a higher 
enjoyment of life,and thereby elevate ourselves and our families in the social 
and intellectual world, and earn for our calling a better recognition by those in 
authority and a higher standing among the callings of men. 

But complaints of wrongs without the suggestion of a remedy ean be of little 
availand are necessarily annoying to those to whom we complain. 

Wo therefore present what we believe should be the first step in legislation to 
relieve the debtor and the producing classes, believing that Congress should 
take action upon it at this session, while it is not a party question and before 

y discipline can force those from us who are friendly to our cause and crys- 
lizeand cement them in opposing us, 

First, then, we suggest an increase in the circulating medium of exchange, 
based on gold and silver, in proportion at least to the increasing demands of the 
increase in population, the increasing wealth of the country, and the increasing 
amount of production 4 pepe 

Second, we suggest that, while the national-banking system furnished at the 
time it was instituted great relief to the country in enabling it to float its bonded 
debt and keep the interest accruing thereon in the country, the necessity which 
brought them into being is over and their usefulness past; and, believing that 
the stockholders in these banks have been well paid forall the services their 
banks have rendered, we see no reason why their privileges should be revived 
or their power over the currency extended. 

We therefore offer for your consideration the following resolutions on these 
financial questions, hoping thatafter you have given them due deliberation you 
will adopt them, and that Congress will fairly and earnestly consider the matiers 
here presented and grant the relief we ask: 

Resolved, That we consider it for the best interest of the farmer, as well as for 
the entire debtor class of the United States, that the whole product of gold and 
silver fram our mines should be utilized by the Government as the basis of a 
legal-tender money currency, by purchasing tlhe entire output of the mines at 
its bullion value and issuin: ereon legal-tender coin certificates at its coin 
lente 45 without coinage of either metal, until the necessities of the Treasury 
require it, 


‘reasurer, and have issued to them thereon national-bank notes, as u 
dangerous proposition and one which, if carried out, would give to the banks 
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the practical control of the money of the country, and enable them to contract 
or inflate the currency as their interest might uire. 

Our reasons for urging these matters are upon the law of supply and 
demand, which is applicable to money as well as to products. The greater the 
supply of legal-tender money the more will the products of the farm and of 
labor bring and the lower will the rate of interest fall, and the greater the 
contraction or stringency in the money market the higher the rate of interest 
and the less will labor and products bring. 

The money of a country should be suficient to meet the exchange of all mer- 
chantable products, and should be increased in proportion to the increase of 
production; that is, should be increased pa capita necording to the increase 
per capita of production, and upon such a basis the entire product of our mines, 
after meeting the demands of the arts, will no more than suffice to keep up 
the ratio of production per capita. The per capita of the circulation is now 
about $33, which the constant appreciation of farms and farm property makes 
insufficient. The addition to our population annually is about 1,700,000, To 
keep up the insufficient supply of Ba per capita requires the issuing of thirty- 
three times seventeen hundred thousand dollars—886, 100,000 per annum. The 
average annual output of our gold mines is thirty-three millions and of our 
silver fifty-five millions, making a total of our precious metals of $88,000,000, 
Of this there is used annually in the arts, of gold, $14,600,000, and, of silver, 
$5,400,000, leaving but $68,000,000 to supply the $8,160,000 which the increase in 
population requires, and but $12,000,000 to keep pace with the increased produc- 
pon per capita and prevent the further lowering of farm values and farm 
produc 

For several years past the amount of circulation per capita has been kept up 
and even advanced by the influx of foreign capital invested in this country. 
The interest and dividends having been rein here has prevented a re- 
turn flow of money on these investments. But this state of gs can not be 
depended upon to maintain 3 any more than a farmer could depend 
upon borrowing money to improve his farm and then borrow money again to 
pay the interest. When the return flow of money to pay the interest and divi- 
dends on the billions of foreign capital invested here (to say nothing of the re- 
turn of the principal) begins, it will form such a drain on the circulating medium 
of this country as will, unless prepared for by the course we suggest, shrink the 
value of farms and farm products so low that every farm mortgage will become 
a deed of the property. 

Had Congress made the law allowing the coinage of four millions’ worth of 
silver per month compulsory or had the Secretaries of the Treasury availed of 
the opportunity given them by the law to coin that amount, that would, to the 
extent of the increase, have fenced out foreign capital and given our own peo- 


ple the benefit of the interest and dividends resulting from its investment, and , 


would have retained the money in the country and to that extent averted 
threatening danger, 

We pity those mortgageors whose homes are even now at the mercy of and 
subject to the instability of European politics. A financial crisis in Europe to- 
day would necessarily draw from this country every dollar of foreign invest- 
ment in this country that could be obtained, to meet the home demand. In such 
case financial ruin would sweep over this country greater than ever before, and 
no tongue can tell or imagination conceive the misery and suffering which our 
— ad would endure. And we earnestly pray that Congress may have the in- 
telligence to see the dangers that threaten us and have the wisdom to ayert it 
by adopting the policy we su: t. 

J. G. RAMSDELL. 


H. D. PLATT. GEO. B. HORTON. 

F. W. REDFERN. THOS. MARS, Ex Oficio. 
J. ©. GOULD, J. T. COBB, Ex Officio. 
A. E. PARTRIDGE, 


On motion, the supplementary report of the executive committee was accepted 
and unanimously adopted. 

Whereas we believe the sale of unwholesome or adulterated food is injurious 
to the health of the community: Therefore, 

Resolwed, That we use our utmost efforts to enforce the present laws pertain- 
ing thereto,and authorize our secretary to write to our present Congressmen 
and United States Senators a: d invite them to use their influence in passing a 
national live-stock inspection law that shall provide for the inspection of beef 
upon the hoof and after slaughter at place of sale. 

Whereas (certain) aliens and foreign corporations are investing in lands and 
oe securities of our country, to the 9 cf the American citizen: There- 

fore, 

Resolved, That we ev neg our Representative in Congress to introduce and 
os for a bill prohibiting all aliens from holding any real estate in the United 

es. 

In view of the fact that forcign immigration isa large proportion of the annual 
increase of our population, that syndicates of alien and foreign corporations are 
rapidly obtaining control of vast areas of agricultural and grazing lands of the 
West, are buying up our elevators, flouring mills, cheese factories, and other 
classes of property, and are combining to control production and ag arua 
creating vast monopolies and trusts tending to prevent competition ween 
those engaged in a public employment or business wo pee te with a public char- 
acter, so that al y their influence is felt in our halls of 1 lation tending to 
the establishment of landlordism and an ari enjoying the privileges of 
our free institutions and the protection of our laws while they neither sym 
thize nor contribute to our growth or success as a people, hence are op to 
public policy, and should be controlled by national and State legislation. 


DUTY ON IMPORTED HIDES, 


Mr. CARTER presented a memorial of the stock commissioners of the 
State of Montana, praying for the levy of duty on imported hides; which 
was referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and, by unanimous 
consent, ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: - 

Whereas the importation of hides free of duty having seriously impaired the 
cattle industry in the Western States and Territories by reducing the price of 
hides in those States and Territories toa sum which will not pay for their trans- 
portation to the market; Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the board of stock commissioners of Montana, That we do favor 
the passage of an act by Congress imposing a duty upon imported hides, and we 
do hereby request our member of Congress to use all honorable means to pro- 
cure the of such an act. 

Dated at Helena, Mont., January 9, 1890, 

[SEAL] GRANVILLE STUART, President. 

S. S. HUNTLEY, Vice-President, 
RUSSELL B. HARRISON, Secretary. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE CITY, MONT. 
Mr. CARTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6585) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Butte City, Mont. ; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


E. L. HART. 
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TWO JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, STATE OF IOWA. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 6586) amending the act 
of July 20, A. D. 1882, dividing the State of Iowa into two judicial 
districts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


GRANTING POWER TO NEW MEXICO TO SUBSIDIZE A RAILROAD. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 6587) granting power to the 
Territory of New Mexico to authorize certain counties therein to sub- 
sidize the building of a standard-gauge railroad in said counties; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, and ordered to be printed. 


MARION BRANCH OF NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back a bill (H. R. 3834) to appropriate $40,000 for the main- 
tenance of the Marion Branch of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers for the year ending June 30, 1890, and asked for its 
immediate consideration. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enncted, ete. That the sum of $40,000 be, and nenny is, cee out 
of any moneys in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the maintenance 
of the Marion (Ind.) Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers (now being erected under the provisions of the act of Congress, approved 
July 23, 1888, entitled “An act to authorize the location of a branch home for vol- 
unteer disabled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other purposes“ for 
the residue of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and that said sum be imme- 
diately available after the approval of this act: Provided, That the sum hereby 
ap riated is intended to and shall be used for the maintenance of disabled 
volunteer soldiers admitted intosaid Marion Branch according to law providing 
for admission of such soldiers into such homes. 


The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

Your committee having under consideration House bill 3834, ta appropriate 
$40,000 for the maintenance of the Marion Branch of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers for the year ending June 30, 1890,” beg leave to make 
the following report: ; 

On investigating they find that said home, under the provisions of an act 
passed by the Fiftieth Congress, have completed two barracks for the occu- 

ney of disabled soldiers, which barracks have a united capacity for accommo- 
ing 300 men. All other branches of the home have more applicants than 
they can possibly accommodate, and as no provision was made by said act of 
the Fiitieth Congress for the maintenance of the disabled soldiers who can 
be accommodated . barracks, the indigent soldiers who have meat’ for 
admittance to the Marion Branch of the National Home will have to be sent to 
the poor-houses of their respective counties in lieu of other meansof main- 


tenance. 

The committee beg leave to incorporate in their report the resolution passed 
January 22, 1890, by the Board of Managers of National Military Homes for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, which reads as follows: 

“Whereas there are now two barracks completed and ready for occupancy 
atthe Marion Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
which barracks havea united capacity for accommodating 300men; and 

“ Whereas there are more applicants now for admission than the remaining 
barracks of all the brauches of the home can accommodate; and 

“ Whereas said remaining branches are overcrowded, and applicants for ad- 
mission are n y denied; and 

“ Whereas there is no appropriation now available for the use of said branch: 

“Resolved, That the president of the board be requested to submit these facts to 
the Congress of the United States, and to ask that the sum of $40,000 be appro- 
priated and made immediately available for all necessary purposes of subsist- 
ence, hospital, t on, etc., for said Marion Branch, said money to be 
accounted for as moneys now severely appropriated for the remaining branches 
of the home, and subject to all the ictions and requirements as to the ex- 
penditures of said various other appropriations.”’ 

In 88 the above facts, the committee therefore recommends the 


passage of said bil 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DANIEL V. O'LEARY. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 23) for the relief of Daniel V. O’ Leary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed 
to reimburse, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap roprlated. the 
sam of $3,536.60 to Daniel V. O'Leary, postmaster at Albany, N. Y., for 
stamps and postal funds stolen from the post-office at said city, April 26, 1888. 

Mr. CANNON, What does the gentleman propose as to this bill? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY ]asks 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] has 
the floor. Does he desire the report read? 

Mr. TRACEY. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 23) for the re- 
lief of Daniel V. O'Leary, submit the following report: 

The claimant was master at Albany, N. Y. On April 26, 1888, at 1.30 in the 
daytime, claimant's office was burglarized and the sum of $3,536.60, in postage- 
Bie was stolen therefrom. 

The Post-Office Department has investigated the loss, and all the facts in the 
matter are set forth in Ex. Doc. No. 387, transmitted to the House of Representa- 
tives by the Hon, Don M. Dickinson, Postmaster-General, and July 5, 


1888. In that document the Postmaster-General makes the following recom- 


mendation : 

In view of the circumstances in this case, I respectfully recommend that an 
appropriation be made authorizing credit to be given this postmaster for the 
amount of his loss,” 

The committee, therefore, recommend that the bill do pass, and beg leave to 
refer to said executive document for facts justifying the above recommendation, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to be recognized for a 
moment. 

Miter pecan Has the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] 

i ? 

Mr. TRACEY. Iam ready to answer any questions, but I have no 
desire to make an argument. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that this bill should 
be passed until the statements in the executive documents referred to 
in the report are read before the House or in Committee of the Whole 
and fully considered. Years ago there was a general law passed which, 
according to my recollection, enabled the Postmaster-General, on in- 
vestigation made and report to him, to afford relief to postmasters where 
losses are sustained without negligence or fault on their part. I would 
be glad to know why relief, if relief ought to be given at all in this case, 
is not to be had under that general law. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the general law limits the amount 
which can be allowed by the Postmaster-General to $2,000. The amount 
taken in this robbery was thirty-one hundred and odd dollars, but ot 
that amount the difference between $2,160 and the amount which is 
ta be allowed by this bill was composed of periodical and newspaper 
stamps, so that the loss to the Government amounted to $2,160, 

Now, the postmaster at Albany was quite willing to submit to the 
personal loss of $160 if he could be allowed the $2,000 which is the 
limit under the general law, but the Department would not permit 
him to have the claim settled in that way. They held that inasmuch 
as the actual loss exceeded $2,000, it would be necessary to have action 
by Congress before the claim could be allowed. There was a very 
thorough investigation by inspectors who were sent there, and the ex- 
ecutive documents accompanying the report set forth clearly that the 
inspectors reported in favor of allowing the claim. If the gentleman 
from Illinois wishes to have the circumstances of the robbery"detailed 
I can state them. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman now says that the general law al- 
lows this man to be reimbursed by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. TRACEY. No; I say the general law forbids it. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has just said that it allows reim- 
bursement up to the amount of $2,000, 

Mr, TRACEY. But when the amount of the loss exceeds $2,000 
the Postmaster-General is not permitted to act in the matter at all. 
The postmaster at Albany would have been very willing to submit to 
the loss of $160, which was the amount above $2,000; but the Depart- 
ment ruled that they could not act on the case at all because the amount 
of the actual loss exceeded $2,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to know whether there was any 
negligence in this case. In other words, why does the gentleman from 
New York bring in a bill here to relieve this man when there is a gen- 
eral law providing for relief where the losses have occurred without 
any fault on the part of the officer? 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman from Illinois is not doing justice to 
the claimant when he insists that there is a general law which is ap- 
plicable, because, as I have already said, the general law does not ap- 
ply to a case of this kind. The general law permits the treatment of 
no case by the Department where the amount of the robbery exceeds 

000, 


Mr. CANNON. This robbery appears to have been in broad daylight. 

Mr. TRACEY. It was. 

Mr. CANNON. Were the stamps locked up in the safe? 

Mr. TRACEY. I will state the circumstances. The deputy post- 
master at Albany, Mr. MeMurdy, a very old gentleman who had been 
deputy postmaster for more than twenty years, wasin charge of the 
office at the time the robbery occurred; that is, he was in the inner 
office, where the vault is. 

During the dinner hour, between 12 and 1 o’clock, he happened to be 
alone in his office and had gone into the vault. A stranger entered 
the room and said to him that a lady wished to speak to him at the door. 
He stepped out of the vault and went to the door, and the man said, 
I don’t see her; I think she must have gone upstairs.” Mr. McMurdy 
stood there and waited at the door. The vault was open and it was 
out of the line of sight from the door. In a few minutes the man came 
back and seid, “I don’t know where she has gone,” 

I should have stated that when the man came in he said that the 
lady who wished to speak to Mr. McMurdy was a member of the fam- 
ily of Secretary Manning, and the old gentleman, desiring to be courte- 
ous to a member of the Secretary’s family, was perhaps a little negligent. 
At all events, while he was out there this man or these men—for it is 
thought there were two men—entered and picked up these stamps and 
disappeared. These were the circumstances of the robbery. 

Mr. CANNON. The Government furnishes the postmaster either a 
vault or a safe in which to keep these stamps, yet it appears that here 
were $2,000 worth of stamps taken. Is it possible that those stampa 


were not locked up, except such as were necessary for use that day? Is 
it possible that this vault, with $2,000 worth of stamps in it, was open 
so that anybody could step in and ‘‘scoop them up“ and depart? 

Mr. TRACEY. It was possible, since itoccurred. If the gentleman 
from Illinois wishes I will ask to have portions of the inspector’s report 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr.CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me—because right there 
comes the point—five years ago, in my own town of Danville, a robber 
went to the post-office safe in the daytime, turned the key, opened the 
door of the safe, and took $500 worth ofstamps. Danville is a town of 
about 15,000 people. 

The report showed that the clerk of the postmaster had failed to lock 
the vault of the safe containing the stamps. It was not necessary that 
it should be open, because the stamps that were used in business were 
out, in another drawer. Yet the inspector reported against the allow- 
ance of that claim under the general law because there was careless- 
ness upon the part of the postmaster or his employé in turning on the 
combination of the vault. And from the statement of the gentleman 
from New York there was similar carelessness in this case; so thateven 
if the Postmaster-General had jurisdiction there would be no relief. 

Mr. TRACEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The Postmaster- 
General has recommended in the strongest terms that this appropria- 
tion be made by Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. That is simply the Postmaster-General’s recommen- 
dation; Iam IETRO of the carelessness on the part of the postmaster 
or his employé. Ifthere is to be a precedent made here that a postmas- 
ter yay Jeave the door of his vault or safe open when the Government 
has furnished a lock, thus leaving exposed valuables which are not re- 
quired in hourly use, I want the House to establish the precedent with 
its eyes open; and then I will introduce a bill here asking reimburse- 
ment to the amount of $500 for my friend the postmaster whom I have 
mentioned. In other words, if this precedent is to be established, I 
want my man to have part of the “pork.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to antagonize the 
bill of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY]. I simply wish 
to ascertain whether all the requirements of the statute have been com- 
plied with, and, if they have been, what the report sets forth as to the 
character and the manner of the burglary. If we should now establish 
aprecedent without due deliberation, it will rise up in judgment against 
us in the future. Iam aware of the requirement of the statute that 
where there is a loss by burglary to the amount of more than $2,000 
application for reimbursement must come to Congress for determination; 
the Postmaster-General, after an examination of the facts, must make 
report to Congress with a recommendation of such action as in view of 
the facts he may think proper. I merely desire that information. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the recommendation of the Postmaster- 
General is this case was as follows: 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., July 5, 1888. 

Sin: Pursuant to the requirements of the act of March 17, 1882, entitled “An 
act anthorizing the Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims of postmasters 
for lass by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty,” since amended by the 
aot of May 8. 1583, I have the honor to transmit herewith the claim of Daniel V. 


Leary, postmaster at Albany, N. Y., for credit for a loss sustained by him as 


ron the day of April, A. D.1888, The facts concerning the loss 


postmaste: 
are set forth in the proofs and a brief of the evidence herewith submitted. 

The facts eres sufficiently establish that the loss occurred without personal 
fault or negligence on the part of the tmaster, 

As the loss exceeds the sum of $2,000, I am not authorized to allow credit for 
the same, but required to transmit the case to Congress with my recommenda- 
tion thereon. 

In view of the circumstances in this case, I respectfully recommend that an 
appropriation be made authorizing credit to be given this postmaster for the 
amount of his loss. 


Very res ‘ally, 
batters DON M. DICKINSON, Postmaster-General. 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISI 


Speaker House of TAONA RON, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 121, noes 16. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that this bill appropriates $2,500. Is 
that correct? It seems to me the amount is too 8 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have the bill read 

in, as the question is now on its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Lask that the bill be again read. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

The question being taken, the bill was passed. 

Mr, TRACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasen ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF ZOOLOGICAL PARK COMMISSION. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
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port back for immediate consideration the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), That there 
be acme ere 8 the oil Park Commission and its accompany- 
ing re I. O00 extra papia of which 200 copies shall be for the use of the Senste, 
500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 300 copies for the use 
of the Zoological Park Commission. 

Mr. RUSSELL, I ask that the report of the committee, which states 
the amendments proposed, be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the concurrent resolution 
for printing 1,000 extra copies of the report of the Zoological Park Commission, 
report back the same with amendments, namely: In lieu ofthe clause “of which 
20 copies shall be for the use of the Senate,” insert the clause “ of which 250 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate;’' and in lieu of the clause and 300 


copies for the use of the Zoological Park Commission” insert the clause “and 


copies for the use of the Zoological Park Commission; so that the resolution 


as amended shall read: 
“ Resolved by the House of tatives (the Senate 8 therein), That 
on and its ac- 


there be printed of the report of the Zoological Park Commiss 
com: og mans 1,000 extra copies, of which 250 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate, copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 250 copies 
for the use of the Zoological Park Commission.” 

And as amended the committee recommend the adoption of the resolution. 
The estimated cost of printing the 1,000 extra copies is 80. 
The amendments recommended by the Committee on Printing were 

to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. K 
Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
REPORT ON COTTON-WORM. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to present a report from the Committee 
on Printing. That committee, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
4670) to provide forareprint of the document of the Department of Agri- 
culture on the cotton-worm, have directed me to report the same back 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table, and that the concur- 
rent resolution prepared by the committee and now reported in lien of 
the bill be adopted. 85 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the concurrent resolution will 
be considered. The Chair hears no objection. 
The resolution reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed for distribution 50,000 copies of the treatise on the cotton-worm and boll- 
worm by Professor Charles V. Riley, issued by the Department of Agriculture, 


baie fourth report of the United States Entomological Commission, of which 


copies shall be for the use of the House, 14,000 for the use of the Senate, 
and 8,000 for distribution by the Secretary of Agriculture. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 


to. G 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that House bill No. 4670, just reported 


back by the committee, be laid on the table. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
CONSOLIDATED INDEX OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the printing of the con- 
solidated index of claims reported by the Commissioners of Claims un- 
der the act of March 3, 1871; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back, iñ lieu of the joint 
resolution just laid on the table, the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 500 copies of the consolidated index of claims repo by the Commis- 
sioners of Claims tothe House of Representatives from 1871 to 1830, now in man- 
uscript, prepared by the Clerk of the House of Representatives under resolu- 
tions considered and agreed to by the House in the Porty-eighth and subsequent 
Congresses, the printed copy of said index to be delivered to the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HEARINGS BEFORE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
following resolution with an amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the 


hearings now being held before the Committee on Ways and Means, of which 
3,000 shall be bound in cloth. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the resolution authorizi 
the printing of 10,000 copies of the hearings before the Committee on Ways an: 
Means, report back the resolution with an amendment, namely: Insert after 
the word“ Resolved" the following words; “ by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate e ee) ;” so the resolution as amended wilt read: 

*“ Resolved by House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), That 
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there be printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the hearings now be- 
ing held before the Committee on Ways and Means, of which 3,000 shall be 
bound in cloth.” 

And as amended the resolution be adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask a question in reference to these hear- 
ings, and that is, whether this printing is intended to cover the entire 
hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, and whether the 
printing will not involve considerable delay. I have frequent de- 
mands from my constituents for evidence relating to particular subjects. 

Mr. GEAR. I will say in response to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the hearings are practically concluded, and this printing covers the 
whole of them. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

ABRAM DURYE, 


Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back the bill (H. R. 1633) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Abram Durye. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Beit enacted, cto., That the pension now nted to Abram Durye, late a brig- 
adier-general of United States volunteers, Be. and the same is hereby, increased 
to $100 per month, on account of wounds received in the line of duty while a 
volunteer in the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions came to the conclusion to report unani- 
mously in favor of this increase of pension. I am quite aware many 
members think a hundred dollars a month an exorbitant pension, and 
under ordinary circumstances I presume I may be found to agree with 
them. But this is a case of particular merit. General Abram Durye 
raised by his individual efforts the famons ‘* Durye Zouaves.“ He was 
colonel of the Seventh Regiment and brought it to its high state of 
military perfection. He was wounded in the service, and, although he 
has heen pensioned since, his pension has been only of such moderate 
sum he is in actual poverty, in actual want. The old hero is in his sev- 
enty-fourth yearofage. Heis helplessand confined to his couch in his 
room, and at best can drag ont a few years longer. 

Mr. HEARD. At what rate is he now being pensioned ? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. He has been for some two years re- 
ceiving $50; before that he had $30 per month. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to ask my friend from New York if he will 

ield to have the report in this case read, so the House will know what 
influenced the committee in recommending this increase. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Ihave only a word more tosay. Gen- 
eral Durye requires the attendance of a physician, which he is without 
now themeansto pay. He has rendered efficient service to the country, 
and if there is any case of a hero who won renown by heroic services 
and appealing for justice it is the onenow before the House. I ask for 
the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1633) 
granting an increase of pension to Abram Durye, submit the following report: 

That the said Durye wasa brigudier-general in the service; that he raised the 
corps known as ‘‘Durye Zouaves,” Fifth New York Volunteers, which corps 
was of great service to the War Department in the late war; that he was wonnded 
in the service and was pensioned at the rate of $30 per month January 6, 1863, 
and the rate was raised from April 5, 1888. to $50, which is now his pension. 

Your committee also report that General Durye is now confined to his room 
by reason of a paralytic shock, resulting from his disabilities incurred in the 
service; that he requires constant ald and attendance and also constant med- 
ical attendance: that he is now about seventy-four years of age and in great 
want and need of immediate financial aid, and in view of the foregoingand the 


distinguished services of the said General Durye recommend the passage of 
this bul granting to the said Durye an increase to $100 per month. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, all pension legislation certainly 
ought to be founded upon the needs of the veteran who is to be the 
recipient of its benefits. This to me is a bill of the most meritorious 
character. General Durye was, atthe outbreak of the rebellion, colo- 
nel of the Seventh Regiment New York Militia. Under his colonelcy 
that regiment attained the proficiency in drill and military evolutions 
and the reputation which have made it a national regiment. 

When the cannon of the Confederacy were leveled at Fort Sumter, 
Colonel Durye resigned the command of the Seventh Regiment and 
organized one of the first volunteer regiments to enter the Union serv- 
ice. This regiment was the Fifth New York Volunteers, better known 
as Durye’s Zouaves. It won world-wide fame. General Durye, who 
was at that time a man of fortune, I am informed, paid out of his own 
pocket nearly $18,000 for the raising and equipment of this regiment. 
This was belore it was mustered into the national service, but I have 
never heard that he has asked or received one cent from either the State 
or the nation in return. The regiment went into action in one of the 
first battles of the war. It was in the advance on Baltimore, under 
General Butler. Afterwards it went to Hampton Roads and was the 
leading regiment in the battle of Big Bethel, where the immortal 
Theodore Winthrop was killed. Winthrop was a member of the Zou- 
aves, ; 

Since the war closed misfortunes have overtaken this aged soldier 
and patriot. He was wounded in battle, and has been suffering from 
disabilities incurred in the service of his country. For four years has 
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he lain upon his bed utterly paralyzed, requiring the continual care not 
only of his devoted wife, but of anextraattendant. During these years 
he has received, for the most of the time, only $30 per month as pension. 

His wife has, to my own knowledge, been compelled to aid in sup- 
porting her invalid husband. Had it not becu for the voluntary con- 
tributious of his friends and Grand Army posts he would have been in 
actual need, not only of medicine, hut of the necessaries of life. 

Such, sir, are the facts underlying the report of this committee. 
They speak for themselves. Now, if a case of this kind does not com- 
mend itself to gentlemen who favor pension legislation, let me ask in 
ae name what application for a pension will commend itself to 
them? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, we passed on yesterday a bill pro- 
viding that if the applicant in a pension claim is in such condition as 
that stated to be the condition of this gentleman he will be entitled 
under the general pension law to $72 per month. If he receives that 
sum it will be all that the law allows to persons that are totally dis- 
abled and who require the continual services of an attendant, 

Now, we all know that we shall need all the money that we have to 
make proper allowance, inan economical way, for the care of these men 
who are entitled to the gratitude of the nation for their services, and we 
oughtnot to make an exception in favor of one man. They are all meri- 
torious, every one of these men who are asking this bounty for perform- 
ing services to the country, and are entitled to the highest consideration. 
But if we make this exception we will be making a thousand other ex- 
ceptions before the end of this session of Congress, and I am sorry to see 
it being pressed on that side of the House. 

I think we ought to cover all of these cases by general laws and deal 
fairly with all the people who are entitled to the care of the Govern- 
ment. I suppose gentlemen on that side of the House will be making 
a great complaint, before this session closes, about the extravagance of 
this Republican administration, and I, for my part, protest sincerely 
against this departure from the general law providing for the relief of 
such cases. For that reason I think this bill should not be A 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, having called upon my friend from New 
York [Mr. TURNER], who has reported this bill from the committee 
and called it up for consideration, to have the report in the case read, I 
wish to state that I did so in order that the House might have before 
it for its consideration and in ormation any particular reasons which 
recommend this case before and above all others of its class to the favor 
that is applied for here in behalf of General Durye. 

I desire to say, sir, that during my membership of this House, now 
more than four years, I have never risen in my seat to oppose, by my 
voice, action proposed by the committee on a pension bill, except to 
oppose special legislation. And in this conection I desire to express 
my entire concurrence in what has been said by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. KERR] that this is a departure we should not make. Ihave 
always voted against it, and did so even in the case of the bill proposed 
for the benefitof the widow of General Hancock, for which I was abused 
even by some of my party friends. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of principle with me. I believe 
these exceptions to the general law should not be made, but that all 
cases should be treated upon a pringiple of exact justice, and the law 
applicable to them made as nearly uniform as practicable; and if the 
class in which this particular case belongs is rated too low it should be 
raised, not alone in the interest of the applicant in this case, but in the 
interest of all others who are suffering under like circumstances. I 
think no exceptions whatever should be made, and, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Towa, if we make this departure now we will con- 
tinue, from time to time, to make exceptions hereafter in the rating, 
and thereby destroy the probability of making general rules to cover 
equitably all such cases. 

I am in favor, sir, of fair and liberal pensions according to the de- 
serts of the class of cases under which they are applied for, but I be- 
lieve that in all cases, as I have said, pensions should be granted under 
general rules, and this, I think, should not be made an exception. 

The gentleman from Towa said that on yesterday we passed a bill 
which raised the rating of this class of pensioners 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman yield fora ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I wish to ask what particular service 
a general law will be to this old hero if it shall be passed about three 
months after he is dead? 

Mr. HEARD. I answer the gentleman that it will do him just as 
much good as it would do any other man in that class under like con- 
ditions. 

Now, a word more. The gentleman from Towa suggested that on 
yesterday a bill was passed by the House which provides, or is designed 
to provide, that in cases of total disability, and where the constant 
service of an attendant is required, $72 per month shall be allowed, 
and I do not believe this too much. I have voted here, and expect to 
vote, in cases where total disability has been shown and where the 
service of anattendant is continually required, for such sums, and I 
believe it to be small enough. I am willing to vote to raise this to 
572 a month. That is the limit allowed to this class, That is as far 
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as I should go, and, if that limit is not high enough and it ougbt to be 
raised at all, then it should be so raised as to embrace all these cases, 
and not make an exception of this case. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I just want to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman who has charge of this bill. Would not the beneficiary 
under this bill receive $72 a month under the bill which passed the 
house yesterday ? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I understand that he would. 

Mr. KILGORE, Then I will be under the necessity of opposing 
this legislation. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to dissent very emphatically from the views 
expressed by my friend from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. I believe he is all 
right in heart and head, but upon this bill he is all wrong. Now, from 
my knowledge of the services of General Durye, I believe it is emi- 
nently fit and proper that we should make this increase. I think that 
he is probably on his death-bed. He may live afew months and may 
not, and the proposition is to increase his pension to $100 a month (it 
is stated by a gentleman near me that he is seventy-iour years old), 
and this to my mind is one of the most just and meritorious bills that 
Congress has ever considered on a proposition to increase. There are 
upon the pension-rolls, as we all know, very few (I can not tell you 
how many) who get a hundred-dollarrating by special act of Congress. 

Mr. DORSEY. About twenty-three. ; 

Mr. BAKER. General Durye earned this by gallant service in the 
field, as my colleague from New York, General SPINOLA, well knows, 
and I believe he will favor this measure. The Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions report unanimously in favor of it, and they think that it is 
due to that gallant soldier and the most fitting recognition that this 
Congress could give him. 

Mr. CANNON. A single word; and I will ask the attention of the 
House. The gentleman in charge of the general bill which was passed 
by this House yesterday [Mr. MORRILL] said that there were 1,600 
people who were getting $50 a month, who are totally disabled, so that 
they require the constant care of an attendant. He appealed to the 
patriotism and the heart of every member yesterday to pass that bill 
giving $72 a month to such pensioners. We passed it; and it now 
back to the Senate, being an amendment toa Senate bill. I feel that I 
am justified in saying that a couple of months will not pass by until 
these 1,600 men—General Durye being one of them—will receive the 
$72 a month, under the general law that metes out equal justice to each 
one of the 1,600 equally unfortunate and equally worthy. 

I have several of those who are residents in my immediate section of 
country, one, Isaiah Humrichouser, who was shot to pieces at Chicka- 
mauga and has for five years been incurably insane in the asylum ab 
Kankakee, in my State, requiring all the time of his wife and an at- 
tendant. That case will be increased from $50 to $72 under the gen- 
eral law. Now, let us be consistent with ourselves and with the coun- 
try. If $72 is not enough, let us pass a general law giving $100. Do 
you mean to say that this $100 or $72 a month is compensation to 
these 1,600 men for being incurably insane or haying paralysis? No; 
$17,000 a month is not compensation; but, if this bill shall pass, there 
comes a demand from each one of the 1,599 others, equally as brave 
and patriotic and unfortunate, that we pass special acts for them. 

If we have not done justice to this class let us do it all along the line. 

Now, then, for the reason that we yesterday passed this general bill 
and with naught but the kindest feeling toward everybody and for 
this disabled soldier himseli—for the reason assigned, until general leg- 

islation making further increase is proposed here, that will meet all 
these equally worthy people, I shall vote for no special act touching 
this matter. } 

Mr. CUMMINGS. What about tke money that he paid out of his 
own pocket for the equipment of his regiment ? 

Mr. CANNON. If General Durye paid out money for the Govern- 
ment let us repay him by direct appropriation, but let us do equal jus- 
tice to worthy pensioners. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Oh, yes; the Government is perpetuated by his 
services and it keeps his money. 

Mr. LANE. The Committee on Invalid Pensions stated that this 
bill was reported unanimously by thatcommittee. If that be true, un- 
fortunately I was not present when the report passed. I havein charge 
the case that my colleague [Mr. CANNON] speaks of, which is one of 
the most pitiable and most extraordinary of cases. I reported that 
favorably to the committee at $72 a month. It certainly is a stronger 
case than the case which is referred to here. This man is now in the 
insane asylum. His jaw is shot away and he is utterly unable to take 
food. He has been in that condition for a long time. I have made a 
report to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, increasing his pension 
to 572. Now, if any man ever was entitled to $100 this man is. I 
think that these two eases ought certainly to be put on the same level; 
and for that reason I will propose an amendment to this bill to strike 
out 5100 a month’? and insert “$72.7 

Mr. RAINES. This discussion begins to touch at what lies at the 
bottom of this matter: that the country is not doing justice to the peo- 
ple of this class, the people who are totally disabled and require at- 
tendance. 

I say to you, gentlemen, that the sentiment of the country is not in 


favor of this cheese-paring policy in regard to those dependents. It 
was only the other day, in my own district, that a jury of our country- 
men gave to a man who had simply lost his left arm in a railroad acci- 
dent a verdict of $20,000; and the interest on $20,000 would be more 
than is asked as compensation for this pensioner. 

Now, then, I say aguin that the sentiment of the country will back 
you in passing this bill, for by passing this bill you lead up to a general 
law giving $100 a month instead of $72 a month. And it is because I 
am in favor of an increase of the general pension law for those who are 
dependent and those who need the services of an assistant from $72 to 
$100 a month—I repeat, that if this bill should pass it is but one step 
in the progress to such general propositions. 

Mr. Speaker, there was a day in the history of this country when men 
performed services such as General Darye did who did note unt their 
drops of blood, as these gentlemen are disposed to count the dollarsin 
the Treasury. Wh n General Burnside ordered again and again the 
lines to charge against thit stone wall on Marye’s Heights I ask you 
what would have been the fate of this country had the men stopped, 
hesitated, and said: This charge will cost me another drop of blood, 
and I refuse to advance.“ What would have been the result in such a 
case? And now, Mr. Speaker, as these men regarded not the loss of 
blood or loss of life their services were acknowledged in the bill of this 
House; an! I appeal to this House in all this class of cases that they 
shall hereafter not hesitate to spend a few additiona dollars in doing 
justice r the men who in those days suffered for their country. [Ap- 
planse. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. RATNES] 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RAINES. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Why didnot my friend yesterday, when the general 
bill allowing $72 toa class of sixteen hundred persons, General Durye 
being one of them—why did he not then move to increase the amount 
to $100 a month for all those worthy pensioners? 

Mr. RAINES. Mr, Speaker, if I had been on the floor at that time 
and had had an opportunity I most certainly should have done so, and if 
there is not n bill before the committee to accomplish that object—and 
I know there is for certain classes, for the blind—I shall take an oppor- 
tunity hereafter to introduce such a measure. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, when our Government needed men 
and money General Durye went to the front, and we of the State of 
New York promised him, and all like him, that if he fell we would 
make his wife and children the wards of the nation. He did even more. 
He put his money, to the extent of $18,000, into the Treasury of this 
Government to equip and send a regiment to the field. Will you now, 
when he is seventy-four years old, helpless upon his death-bed, refuse 
to relieve him and his wile to the extent of a pension of $100 per month 
and insiston making him wait for the operation of a general law? For 
one, I am in favor of granting this $100 a month to him and to all like 
him under such circumstances. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, Abram Durye was a general in our 
Army. He recruited the Fifth New York Volunteers and equipped 
them at his own expense. I saw that gallant regiment the day it left 
New York as it marched down Broadway with Durye, then in the 
prime of life, at its head. I know the feeling that pervaded the city 
of New York on that day, when all the thoroughfares through which 
the regiment passed on its way to the front were lined with crowds of 
people who cheered it to the echo. Colonel Durye, as he ranked at 
that time, paid out between $18,000 and $20,000 of his own money for 
the purpose of equipping thatregiment. The Government, it will be 
remembered, was not then in a position to equipand arm men and pre- 
pare them for the field to the extent that they were required, and the 
work was done to a considerable extent for many regiments of the city 
of New York by the Committee of One Hundred. 

General Durye is now upon his death-bed, requiring the continuous 
attendance of two servants, and, as to the general | ill which we passe ! 
yesterday, I hold that it is impossible to pass any general law that will 
treat all alike. Again, Mr. Speaker, it isnot an uncommon thing tor 
us to increase individnal pensions here. We pas-ed a number of such 
increases through the last Congress because they werecases which justly 
appealed to us, and we, the representatives of the people, responded to 
the appeal. And now, sir, in my judgment, the increase aske 1 for in 
this case is a mere pittance compared with what this man did for his 
country, and I hope and trust that my friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
xox]. who has a case of hisown to which he has referred, will bring in 
a special bill for that cas“ in order that I may help him with my vote 
to pass it through this House. 

I shall take pleasure in voting fora bill for the relief of that man or 
of any other deserving officer of the Army. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Isthe gentleman willing to make the same ar- 
rangement for any deserving private in the Army? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly, sir, certainly. Now, then, it took more to 
make a good general than it did to make a good. brave private; yet the 
privates are the men who did the work; they are the men that stormed 
the breast-works of the enemy; they are the men that went over the 
parapets and turned the enemy’s own guns upon them. I understand 
all that; I appreciate it; and there is nothing in my power as amem- 


ber of this House that I will not do to help to take care of them. Do not 
make any mistake about that; I do not care who votes with me or against 
me, when the time comes to do justice to the brave and gallant men 
who saved this Union you will find me on their side every time. But 
Iam going to appeal now to every gentleman upon this floor to pass 
this bill just as it is, and give this suffering old veteran $100 a month. 
You will not have to pay it long. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I trust that this House will not hesi- 
tate a moment to pass this bill. The American Congress has seen 
proper in several cases, in its judgment, to grant pensions of eyen more 
than $100 a month to the widows of Union soldiers, and it seems to me 
that, in the light of these precedents and in view of the fact that Con- 
gress has heretofore done the same thing for soldiers who have rendered 
distinguished services to their country, we ought not to hesitate a mo- 
ment in this case, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman from Indiana if he 
did not oppose every bill of that kind? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I did oppose them; and I say that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNon] ha- laid down here to-day a proposition 
that is as true as truth can be. The logie of his ent is unanswer- 
able. But, Mr. Speaker, there are reasons why Jam willing to step 
aside and make this a special case. When this nation needed not only 
men but money this man loved his country well enough not only to 
tender her his personal services and his life if need be, bat he gave of 
his money to organize and equip and send other men into the field to 
fight the enemies of that country. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gallant soldier for whom 
this bill is introduced, who resides in my district and who deserves 
every word of praise and recognition that has been given him on this 
floor, I desire to thank my friend [Mr. CHEADLE] who has just sat 
down for the position which he has taken, contrary, as I know itis, in 
some respects, to the position sometimes taken by him before, and for 
the exception which iis bas made, and properly made, in this case, 
And I want tosay to my friends who are so devoted to the private sol- 
dier that if the men in the city of New York to-day who were private 
soldiers in the war of the rebellion could be polled their vote would 
be unanimous for this bill as reported from the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I hardly feel justitied in occupying 
the attention of the House in ing upon this bill, yet I wish to 
say in behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that we gave the 
measure careful consideration and made a unanimous report in its 
favor. 

This gallant soldier is lying on a sick-bed, helpless, requiring not 
only the constant aid of an attendant, but the almost constant atten- 
tion of a physician. Over one-half of this pension will be required to 
pay his doctor’s bills. It is not possible for this man to live more than 
a few months. 

In answer to the objection that a general bill ought to be brought in 
to cover all cases of this kind, I wish to say that would be simply im- 

ible. You can not in a general law make such a definition as to 
cover all degrees of disability. The general provision allowing $72 a 
month in cases of total helplessness covers a large class of cases; but 
there are degrees of total helplessness. In some cases the person suffers 
no pain and requires no attendance from a physician. In other cases 
the constant care ofa physician is necessary. Ithas always seemed to 
me better, and I speak from an experience of six years on the Pension 
Committee, to meet cases of this kind by special bills. A pension of 
$100 to General Duryea is very small, considering his condition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What pension is he now receiving? 

Mr. MORRILL. Seventy-two dollars a month. 

Mr. BOUTELLE and others. No, $50. 

Mr. MORRILL. Fifty dollars now, but it will be $72 under the bill 
we passed yesterday. There are now 23 men on the pension-rolls draw- 
ing $100 per month. They are cases analogous to this, that no general 
act can cover. I think that in this House there will not be a single 
vote against the pending measure. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mon- 
RILL] a question, because I want to understand what legislation is to 
be had. If I understand my friend correctly, where a man who was 
a worthy soldier is now paralyzed or incurably insane or otherwise 
stricken by disease so as to require the constant attendance of at least 
one person, if not two, it is the policy of the gentleman’s committee, 
where a bill providing for such a case is referred to it, to report back 
favorably a special bill increasing the pension to $100 a month. i 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not think the gentleman’s deduction is war- 
ranted by anything I have said. Ihave said there are special cases 
where the pension ought to be increased to $100 a month. But a man 
may be a paralytic and yet suffer no pain; he may require the attention 
of only one person, and that to a small degree. But this is an extreme 
ease, where the man not only requires the regular attention and aid of 
another person, but requires also the attendance of a physician every 
day. Now, it would certainly be very unjust for this nation to say— 
and I do not believe this House is prepared to take that position—that 
it will not care for this gallant old general during the few days that are 
left to him on earth. - 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will allow me a moment further, be- 
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cause I want to get at some rule. Blood spent in defense of the country 
was as valuable from one section of the country as another; good service 
was as valuable from one as from another. No adequate compensation 
can be made in such cases as have been referred to. But I want to know 
what answer I shall give to my constituents in explanation of the action 
on this bill, in view of a case in my district. An officer who was shot 
almost to pieces in the service of the Union is now poor and incurably 
insane; he is in an asylum, with nothing to maintain him except the 
liberality of the Government. He requires all the while the care of his 
poverty-stricken wife, besides another attendant, and also the services 
of a physician. 

If $100 a month be given in this case or in other cases and only $72 
a month in the case of that man whom I have just described, with his 
magnificent record, I want to know what explanation I shall make to 
my constituents on this question. If the gentleman says, ‘‘ Introduce 
your bill and youshall have a favorable report allowing $100 a month,“ 
well and good. Ishall then understand that like cases receive like 
consideration. I want to accomplish just that much in this discussion 
and no more; to ascertain some rule which is to govern these questions. 
Atthe same time I repeat that I do not think any adequate compen- 
sation can be made in the case now pending or in the class of cases 
which I have put. 

Mr. MORRILL. Theonly answer I have to make to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON | is that whenever he will present a case 
similar to this of gallant old General Durye, who is now lying at the 
point of death, I will votein favor of the same amount of pension, and 
I believe this House by a unanimons vote will concur with me. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr, Speaker, after the lengthy discussion to which we 
have listened, I will upon the attention of the House but a 
moment. Whatdoes this caseof General Durye, who is represented as 
totally disabled, a gallant soldier who rendered distinguished service 
to his country, and now asking a special bill for his relief—I say what 
doesitshow? It shows that there is no adequate provision in existing 
pension laws to meet a case like this. If a totally disabled man has ap- 
plied fora pension since June 16, 1880, the total amount he can draw, no 
matter what his sufferings and disability may be, is $50 a month. We 
passed a bill yesterday to increase it to $72 a month, and in the inter- 
ests of these suffering men you can not press that law to its final pas- 
sage and signature by the President too soon. I have several men in 
my district almost the duplicates of the case now under considerati 
men utterly helpless, suffering from paralysis and wounds contrac 
in the service, getting $10. month and less. Why, the Boston and Provi- 
dence Railroad, running through the town in which I live, paid over a 
million dollars in damages to the sufferers by the Roslindale accident a 
year or two since, and the existing law limiting the pension of a totally 
disabled man to $50 is a disgrace to a nation of sixty millions of people 
of boundless resources and overflowing Treasury. 

In answer to the argument made upon thisfloor that this legislation 
will reduce the surplus, I say that if men like General Durye and 
Colonel Chamberlain, of Brockton, in my district, whose case is almost 
exactly similar, had not stood between Lee’s army at Gettysburgh and 
at Antietam and the northern cities there would not have been any sur- 
plus, Mr. Speaker, to worry about or to trouble the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. [Applause. ] 

I believe in a general law to meet these cases, such as was passed by 
this House yesterday, that will meet not only the case of General Dur- 
ye and Colonel Chamberlain and other officers, but will meet the case 
of the privates that fought in theranks, who suffered as much, and 
perhaps more, and whose livesand health are as dearand sweet to them 
and their families as though théy had been generals and colonels, 
[Applause. ] ; 5 

Mr. Speaker, let us press the bill passed here yesterday, which is in 
the form of general legislation, to meet all these cases, and until that 
time I will vote for this bill and every other bill likeit that is brought 
in here by the Committee on Pensions. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. LANE, striking out 
**$100 a month“ and inserting in lieu thereof 572 a month.“ 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 108, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, 
being en it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notices there should besome correction 
of the name. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It should be Duryee.“ 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, it will be amended ac- 
cordingly. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back fa- 

yorably a bill (S. 940) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
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of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected in the 
county of Douglas, or in the county of Sarpy, in the State of Nebraska, 
and the county of Pottawattamie, in the State of Iowa, and to make 
the same a post- route. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Iowa and Nebraska Western Railway Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Iowa. is hereby author- 
ized to construct and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River on the line on 
which its railway may be hereafter located, ei her in Douglas or Sarpy Counties, 
in the State of Nebraska, and the county of Pottawattamie, in the State of Iowa, 
and also to construct accessory works to secure a practi¢able channel way for 
navigation, and confine the flow of the water to a permanent channel at such 

int; andalso to lay on and over such bridge a single ordouble railway track, 
for the more perfect connection of its railway, when constructed to said river: 
Pro:ided. That said bridge shall not be located within one-third of a mile of 
any existing bridge. 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall be constructed and built without material in- 
terference with the security and convenience of the navigation of said river be- 
yond what is necessary to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby 
granted; and in order to secure that 8 ar the said company or 5 
shall submit to the Secretary of War for his examination and approval a plan, 
design. and drawings of the britge, and a map of the location, giving for the 
spaco of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the proposed location the topography of 
the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, the direction and 
velocity of the current at the time the aforesaid pian is constructed, and the sur- 
roundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location ofany other 
bridge or bridges across the said river within the limits mentioned, and shall 
furnish such other information as may be required for a full and satisfactory 
understanding of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge 
are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built: Provided, 
That the said bridge shall be built with unbroken and continuous spans, shall 
have three or more channel of not less than 300 feet each in the clear, and 
shall not be of less elevation in any case than 50 feet above extreme high-water 
mark, as understood at the point of location, to the bottom chord orto the low- 
est member of the floor system of the spans of the bridge, and the piers of said 
bridge shall be Jel to the currentof said river. and the main span shall be 
over the main channel of the river, and not less than 300 feet in the clear, and 
said company or corporationshall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset till 
3 . or other signals on such bridge as the Light-House Board 

rese! 

8 0. . That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed. upon receivingsuch 
plan, map, and other information, and upon being satisfied that the bridge built 
upon such plan and with such accessory worksand atsuch locality will conform 
tothe prescribed conditions of this act, to notify said company orcorporation that 
he approves the same; and upon receiving such notification said company or 
corporation may proceed to the erection of said bridge, conforming to the ap- 

oved plan and location; and should any change be made in the plan of the 

or said accessory works, either during the pogras of the work thereon 
or after it shall be completed, such change shall be subject likewise to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War; and in case of any litigation arising from any 
Obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free na ion of said river caused or 
alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may be brought in the circuit court 
of the United States of the district where said bridge or any part thereof is lo- 


cated. 

Src. 4. That the said bridge and accessory works, when built and constructed 
under this act and according to the terms and limitations thereof. shall be law- 
ful structures, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route having the 
rights and privileges gecorded to other post- routes; that no higher charge shall 
be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, and the 
munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the trans- 

rtation over the railroads or public highways leading thereto, and that the 
1 nited States shall have the right of way across said bridge for postal-telegraph 
nes. 

Sec, 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment 
of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them. desiring 
such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid and upon rules and 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War apon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Src. 6. That Congress shall have power at any time to cause to be removed 
all material and substantial obstructions to the navigation of said river by the 
construction of said bridge and its accessory works, and the expense of altering 
said bridge or removing such obstructions shall be borne by the owners of or 
persons controlling the same. 

Sec, 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authori be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. 

Sxo. 8. Congress shall have power, at all times, to amend or repeal this act 
as in its judgment the public interests shall require. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HOWARD, 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 1613) for the relief of Samuel Howard. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the last line of the bill by inserting, after the word money,” the words 
“in the Treasury; ” and also in same line, after the word “appropriated,” the 
words in full for property taken from him by the Army of the United States.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, it is a unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. I do not object to the reading of the report of 
the committee requested by the gentleman from Indiana, but I do not 
wish it to be taken out of my time, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in reference to this claim 

* that itis a claim for the payment of a loyal citizen, which was first filed 
before the Southern Claims Commission, and owing tosome informality 
that commission reported against the claimant’s loyalty, although 
Judge T. C. Muse, a leading Republican in that part of the State, cer- 
tified not only to the credibility of the witnesses to the fact that the 


pro was taken, but that the claimant was loyal. The Southern 
ms Commission, on account of the informality of the questions 
Aopo by its own agent, rejected the claim. Afterwards it was taken 
up by the Quartermaster-General and referred to an ageut of the Gov- 
ernment for investigation. Investigation was made and the agent re- 
ported in favor of the loyalty of the claimant, but because it had been 
previously acted on adversely by the Southern Claims Commission the 
Quartermaster-General could not take any action. 

I addressed a letter to General Holabird, the Quartermaster-General, 
requesting him to reconsider the case, but, owing to the fact that it 
had been passed upon by the Southern Claims Commission, he had no 
power to reconsider it, In his letter, which is published in the report, 
he stated that if the facts had been known different action might have 
been taken. 

Mr. Speaker, I knew the claimant and knew him to be a loyal citi- 
zen. That fact was certified to by every leading Union soldier and 
Republican in the county in which he lived. Their testimony is on 
file, establishing his loyalty and the justice of the claim, I suppose 
there 1s no difficulty in this case; and, if the gentleman from Indiana 
has any reason to inquire further, I am in favor of the most thorough 
examination. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to have the report read in that 


case. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What I desire, Mr. Speaker, is to know par- 
ticularly what this claim is founded upon. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is for supplies furnished to the United States Army. 
And I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that the commissioner rep- 
resenting the Southern Claims Commission testifies to the credibility 
of the witnesses who proved the taking of the property. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desired to see what it was for, and I have 
asked for the reading of the report in order that the House may have 
before it the items of the bill. : 

The bill that passed the House on yesterday was somewhat of a sim- 
ilar character. In that bill we allowed $1,200 for three old mulesand 
horses. Now, I would like this Claims Committee toinquire into the 
value of the property for which the allowance is made; that is to say, 
its value at the time the property was taken. When these claims were 
rejected by the Southern Claims Commission they took no testimony 
as to the value of the property, and these claims are now brought up 
based upon a statement made by some man twenty-five years ago; and 
there is no particle of testimony to substantiate the assertion made in 
the claim as to the value of the property. No proof was made at the 
time, I think in all such claims, or if any of them are to be allowed, 
it should be only after a full proof is had of the value of the articles for 
which the claim is made and proved, that is, proof to the entire satis- 
faction of the House and to the Committee on War Claims. 

1 know that mules were not worth $300 or $400 each down in Ten- 
nessee at that time. This claim was presented many years ago, and 
as a matter of fact 1 know that mules were sold then for from $100 to 
$125. That statement alone, Mr. Speaker, shows the absurdity of 
claims of this character being paid without any evidence whatever as 
to the value of the property. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it fair in the argument 
of this case for the gentleman from Iowa to assume a state of facts and 
then apply it to the particular case under consideration. The argument 
of the gentleman does not apply here. The taking of the property for 
the use of the Army and the value of it were clearly proven before the 
Southern Claims Commission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will have the re- 
port read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the report. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The claim of Samuel Howard, of Henderson County, Tennessee, was originally 
filed before the Commissioners of Claims and rejected by them because the 
United States commissioner failed to adopt a certain set of questions then re- 
cently prescribed for the examination of claimants, instead of adhering to the 
earlier form of questions adopted by the commissioners. For this failure of the 
agent of the commissioners and of the Government to properly perform his 
duty ti e claimant wasin nowise nsible, and the committee think the com- 
missioners, instead of rejecting the claim, should have ordered the United States 
3 to retake the testimony, if the particular formula was an essen- 
$ 888 the Quartermaster-General sent the case to the agent of that 
Department, who took the testimony again, and the proof in the case shows 
that the claimant proved the loss of his property and its appropriation and use 
by the United States Army, by hisown testimony and the testimony of two wit- 
nesses, corroborated by the testimony of other witnesses. 

The loyalty of the claimant is established by the testimony of prominent 
Union men and Federal soldiers, who swear that he was loyal throughout the 
war, and the agent of the Quartera,aster’s Department reports the claimant as 
a man of undoubted loyalty: but the Quartermaster- General refused to adjudi- 
cate the claim because it had been considered by another tribunal. Theaccom- 
panying correspondence between Hon. B. A. Enloe and General S. B. Holabird 


is made a part of this report. The premises considered, the committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
a question. 

Mr. ENLOE. _I will be glad to answer the gentleman, if possible. 

Mr. KILGORE, How did the committee arrive at the value of this 
property? 


He 
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Mr. ENLOE. Well, sir, it was proven by the testimony of three 
witnesses and corroborated by a half dozen other witnesses before the 
Southern Claims Commission in the original application for payment; 
and the report of the Southern Claims Commission, which I have here, 
shows that the claim was rejected, not because the value of the property 
was not proven, but simply because the proper set of questions were 
not asked by the commissioner investigating the matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. And now you seek to recover the amount estab- 
lished before the commission? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Where did this gentleman live during the war? 

Mr. ENLOE. In Henderson County, Tennessee, the county adjoin- 

mine. I know this man well and that he was a loyal man. 

Mr. KILGORE. To which side was he loyal? 

Mr. ENLOE. To the United States Government. 

Mr. KILGORE. And he lived in that country during the war? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir; and I can tell the gentleman from Texas 
that there were quite a number of others who were there under similar 
circumstances. Two regiments were raised in that partof the country 
for the United States service during the war. 

Mr. KILGORE, That is a most remarkable state of affairs. These 
people have become very loyal to get their claims through Congress. 
Asa general proposition I am opposed to the allowance of such claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, neither the bill nor the report of the 
committee shows what the property was; and if the gentleman from 
Tennessee has any testimony or paper showing the character of the 
property I hope he will allow it to be presented to the House and have 
it 


read. 

Mr. ENLOE. This claim, I will state to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, was reported unanimously by the Committee on War Claims to 
the Fiftieth Congress. It has been thoroughly investigated during this 
Congress and is again unanimously reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But what is the character of the property? 

Mr. ENLOE. Horses and mules and other supplies. 

Mr. HOLMAN, How many? 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not remember the exact number, but I have it 
here at my command and will give the gentleman a schedule of the 
property ina moment. I haverelied on the report, but I will present 
the statement to the gentleman from Indiana in a moment, 

Mr. MCMILLIN.. I will state for the information of the gentleman 
from Indiana that there has been in this case at no time any question 
as to the amount of property taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But neither the bill nor the report indicates what 
the property was. 

Mr. ENLOE. This bill, I will state 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Nor does it state the value. 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘There is no question of the value and was none in the 
first instance, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, because it was not allowed. 

Mr. ENLOE. But the taking of the property was proved to the sat- 
isfaction of the committee, and the only reason it was rejected by the 
Southern Cluims Commission was because of the informality of the ques- 
tions adopted by their agent. 

Here is a list, proven, showing the popty that was taken. The 
claim is for $950, and it is made up of 4 hogs, 200 pounds of ham, 35 

ands of sugar, 17 pounds of coffee, 250 bushels of corn at one time, 
75 at another, and 75 at another, 1 horse, and 2 mules. That is a list 
of the property. 2 

There has never been any question as to the justice of this claim; and 
it is a little astonishing to me that gentlemen come here now and pro- 

to make the point on a citizen of Tennessee that it was not possi- 

le for a man who lived in that State to be loyal, when Congress rec- 

ognized the fact and passed an act that brought the State back into 
the Union and declared it to be a loyal State during the war. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to state in reply to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE], whoseems to think it was not possible for Ten- 
nessee to have loyal citizens, that that State furnished 37,000 soldiers 
to the Union Army. 

Mr. KILGORE. They are not here asking relief of this character. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, but many of them want pensions, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Texas must know that 
there were a great number of loyal men in Tennessee when I state to 
him that that State furnished 37,000 soldiers to the Union Army. 

Mr, KILGORE. I didnot make anysuch point as that. I beg the 
gentleman's pardon. My recent experience in Congress has been that 
there were a great many loyal men in Tennessee by the number of claims 
that are presented to this House, and they have no difficulty in proving 
their loyalty, not only being able to swear to it themselves, but being 
able to prove it by a great many others. 


Mr. ENLOE. In regard to the testimony in the case, I have definite 
knowledge as to what it is and know that the loyalty of claimant and 
the loss are clearly proven. 

9 7 ALLEN, of Michigan. Will my friend allow me to interrupt 

m? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am afraid the gentleman from Texas is 
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making the argument now against these claims in view of what may 
come hereafter; and I hope the House will not pay too much attention 
to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think we had better put this bill on its 9 e. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my triend will not do that, but will allow 
me to offer an amendment to the bill. Lofer the following as an amend- 
ment. That it shall be 
in full for property taken from him by the forces of the United States and ap- 
plied to the use of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. ENLOE. I accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana offers the following 
amendment, and the question is upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, before the question is put, if the gen- 
tleman will allow me, I will say I have taken up one of the papers, 
which is a report of the special examiner sent by the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department to inquire into this matter. I find the conclu- 
sion of his report to be as follows: 

I think the testimony and surrounding circumstances fully warrant the con- 

clusion that the claimant was a loyal citizen, and I would therefore very re- 

tfally recommend that there be allowed for 320 bushels of corn, $192; that 

the amountcharged for two mules, $550, and one horse, $200, be suspended, and 
the remainder be rejected, $208, 

So that he recommended an allowance of $192. 

Now, I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee what ex- 
planation there is of that? 

Mr. ENLOE. I can state that the explanation of that is this: The 
agent of the Southern Claims Commission, Judge T. C. Moss, who is 
one of the leading Republicans of that section of country and is 
now occupying the position of district attorney in my district, stated 
in his report that the witnesses who proved the taking and the value 
of this property were worthy of credence, and they testified directly 
to it. He named them by name, and they are corroborated by a num- 
ber of other witnesses. Now, I say that the testimony of credible wit- 
nesses, who proved the value and the taking of this property soon after 
it occurred, is better than the statement of a gentleman who goes down 
there more than twenty years afterwards and undertakes to investigate 
the case. He only expresses a doubt as to the proof of the taking of a 
part of the property, and that doubt is not expressed in so many words, 
but must be inferred from the fact that he recommends the suspension 
of the allowance and payment of a part of it. 

That was the ground upon which the committeee acted in the Fiftieth 
Congress, and that is also the ground upon which the committee has 
acted in this Congress. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the bill will now - 
be allowed to 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotmawn], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert: “In fall value for property taken from him by the forces of the United 
States and applied to the use of the Army of the United States.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question then recurred on the passage of the bill; and being put, 
the Speaker announced that the ayes“ seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 11. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of no quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt as to whether a quorum be 
present, and the gentleman from Texas, Mr. KILGORE, and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, Mr. ENLOE, will please act as tellers to ascer- 
tain whether a quorum is present. 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER, The point of no quorum is withdrawn, and the bill 


is passed. 
MRS. ANNA BUTTERFIELD, 


Mr. NUTE. I report the following bill from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill just 
disposed of was passed; and also move that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is too late now; another gentleman has been 
recognized. The Clerk will read the title of the bill called up by the 
gentleman ‘rom New Hampshire. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield. 

Be il enacted, cle. That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Anna Butterfield, dependent 
mother of James A. B, Butterfield, late a sergeant in the Second Ilinois Cavalry, 

Mr. NUTE. Ifthe House will indulge mea single moment I will 
endeavor to explain the facts bearing upon this case. 

Mrs. Anna Hutterfield is the mother of James A. B. Butterfield, who 
in 1861 enlisted in a regiment of Illinois cavalry and served with that_ 
regiment for more than three years. Upon his return home he took 

upon that ill-fated steamer Sultana and lost his life, as did 
many others, and all his worldly possessions, by the explosion on that 
boat near Memphis, Tenn. All the time while this young man was in 
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the Army and up to the time of his death he contributed to his mother’s 
support, since which time she has had no visible means of support ex- 
cept the Lttle saving that she had made in a life-time, but which is now 
entirely exhausted, She is 90 years of age, living in poverty and want, 
and supported by the charity of the city of Lowell, Mass. 


Several MEMBERS. That is enough. 

Mr. NUTE. Iam in receipt of a letter from a doctor who says that 
she can not live many weeks, and if anything is done for her relief it 
must be donespeedily. With this brief statement, Mr, Speaker, I sub- 
mit the question to the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NUTE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moyed to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


GEORGE COLWELL. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 1927) granting an increase of pension to 
George Colwell, and asked for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tenacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized, and he is 
hereby directed, to increase tlie pension of George Colwell, late a private of 
Company I, Eighty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and grant him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him, 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think the report in that case ought 
to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MArtry] has 
the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT, R. 1927) 
granting an increase of pension to George Colwell, submit the following report: 

A bill containing the same provisionsas the pendiny bill, increasing the pen- 
sion of George Colwell to $25 per month, both Houses of Conyress during 
the latter part of the second session of the last Congress, and a few days before 
the final adjournment of that Congr ss was returned to the House with the 
President's veto. It was returned to the House at too late au hour to admit of 
furtheraction of that Congress. It would seem that the disapproval of the Presi- 
dent resulted from a misapprehension of the facts The report made to the 
House on that bill (H. R. 12047) seems to fairly state the facts of the case. The 
committee therefore adopt that report as their report herein, as follows: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12047) granting an increase of pension to George Colwell, have had the same 
uncer consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

“ George Colwell served as private in Company I, Eighty-third Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers, from August 10, 1862, to June 1, 1865, While on foraging duty 
in January, i864, near Larkinsville, Ala., he was bitten in the left teg by a dog, 
on account of which injury he now receives a pension at the rate of $2 per 
month. It appears that in September, 1885, he suffered from a strain or proba- 
bie dislocation of the knee of the previously injured leg. which, in connection 
with the original injury, has resulted in a disability rated by the examining sur- 

on us third grade. The Pension Office does not consider the present serious 
3 as in any way connected with the service, aud therefore rates for the 

te only. 

The evidence shows that the bite was quite serious; claimant was under trent- 
meut therefor nearly three months, and ever thereafter the leg was weak. In 
September, 1865, the wound again opened, thus confining him to his bed for sov- 
eral months. The wound from the doy bite is described by the surgeons as about 
4 inches above leftankle.in calf of leg: soft parts purple for 3 or 4 inches around 
the sear: abcesses formed from time to time after the bite, as was clearly shown 
from the numerous cicatrices from ankle to knee. Whether the injury in 1883 
was or was nota direct or indirect result of the original injury can not be clearly 
demonstrated, but in view of the fact that the leg was greatly weakened from the 
army injury, its measurement being considerably less than its fellow-member, as 
shown by the examination, it may be safely assumed that the former was at 
least indirectly connected with the latter. 

“Again, it may be held from the medical standpoint that the slight injury in 
1885 would not have resulted in the serious disability now existing but for the 
partially divxeased condition of the leg due to the military service. The last ex- 
amination shows almost complete anchylosis of knee joint and rege there 
being not over two degrees of motion, due to synovitis of knee joint; leg fixed 
at fifty degrees angle to thigh; when standing heel does not touch floor by 6 
inches. Walks on toes with aid of a cane. Your committee is of 3 
that the relief asked for should be granted, and therefore reports favorably on 
the accompanying bill and asks that it do pass 

The committee would add that the bill referred to in the last Congress as in- 
troduced proposed to increase the pension to $50 per month, which was amended, 

roviding for a pension of $25 per month, the sum named in the pending bill. 

hey therefore recommend that the pending bill do pass without amendment. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bil was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT BURLINGTON, IOWA, 
Mr, GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’sdesk Senate bill No. 


2015, being an act to amend and alteran act entit ed An act to anthor- 
ize the construction -fa railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 


the Mississippi river at or near Burlington, Iowa,” approved August 6, 


1888. The House Committee on Commerce have re; orted a similar bill, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the Senate bill be acted upon in lieu 
of the House hill and that the House bill b> laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]? = 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the Committee on Com- 


merce will be discharged from the farther consideration of the Senate 
bill, and it will now be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the time for commencement and completion of the 
bridge authorized by said act, as provided in section 6 thereof, be, and is hereby, 
each extended two years from the passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. That the said Burlington and Illinois Bridge Company, its successors 
and assigns, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, ander 
the provisions of said act, as far as applicable, exceptas herein modified, altered 
or amended, either a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge, or a railroad 
or wagon and foot-passenger bridge; and in the event that only a wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge be built that the provisions in said act for the pussage of 
rmilroad trains and rights of railway companies incident thereto shall not apply. 

Src, 3. That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized to waive the 
necessity for such portion of the eg 2 topography, shore-lines, direction and 
strength of currents, soundings, and bed of the stream provisions provided for 
in section 5 of said act as he may, by reason of the nearness of present bridge, 
the reports already or hereafter made to the War Department in reference 
thereto, or otherwise deem unnecessary. 


Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, this is simply extending a charter which 
was granted two years ago. The company were unable to build the 
bridge then, but they are now about to commence it. 

The Senate bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. . 

Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that body had agreed to the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House 
to the joint resolution (S. R. 37) forthe removal of obstructions to navi- 
gation in the Missouri River. 


HEIRS OF NOAH W. YODER. 


Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I report from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions the bill (H. 8.3266) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. 
Yoder, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to adjudicate the pension claim of Catharine Z. Yoder, 
late widow of Noah W. Yoder, second lieutenant of Company G, Fifty-tir. 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and pay to the surviving children of said Noah W. 
Yoder a pension at the rate provided by the general pension laws from the 
date of his death until they severally arrive at the age of sixteen years, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. YODER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL HENRY KNOX, 


Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I report back from 
the Committee on the Library the bill (H. R. 14) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, at Thomaston, 
Me. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereoſ as may be neces- 
sary, be, and is hereby, appropriated, out ofany money in the Treasury notother- 
wise appropriated, to be used for the erection of a monumentto the memory of 
Maj. Gen, Henry Knox, at Thomaston, Me., and for grading and inclosing with 
stone curbing and iron fencing the lot upon which said monument shall be 
erected, which sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War or such officer as he may designate: Provided, That the money hereby ap- 
propriated shall be drawn from time to time only as may be required during 
the progress of the work, and npon the requisition of the Secretary of War: 
And provided further, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be so 
expended until a suitable lot of land at Thomaston, Me., for the erection of said 
monument shall be conveyed. with all the right, title, and interest therein of 
the owner thereof, to the United States, and the deed duly recorded, and the 
town of Thomaston shall have provided for public use an open highway thereto, 


The report (by Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Library,to whom was referred bill H. R. No. 14, for 
the erection of a mouument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, at 
Thomaston, Me., having considered the same, report the bill back with a 
favorable recommendation. 

No officer in the Revolutionary Army better deserves the recognition of his 
memory proposed by this bill on the part of the nation whose independence be 
fought to establish than Maj. Gen. Henry Knox. Born in Boston, in 1750, of 
Scotch and Irish stock, Knox espoused the patriot cause at the opening of the 
contest for independence, served as an aid to General Ward in the battle of 
Bunker Hill, and attracted the attention of General Washington as an artillerist 
and planner of fortifications froin the day the latter ussumed command of the 
Continental forces. From that time, all through the war for independence, 
General Knox became Washington's right-hand man, taking a prominent part 
in the operations which resulted in the evucuntjon of Boston by the British. 

Aftérwards General Knox took the management of Washington's artillery, 
and was netively engaged in the New Jersey campaign, sharing in the brilliant 
engagement at Princeton, taking a prominent part im the battle of Brandy- 
wine, conspicuously engaged in the battle of Monmouth in 1778, and participat- 
ing prominently in the siege of Yorktown, for which he was promoted Ly Con- 
gress to the rank of major-general. 

After the war he was made the first Secretary of War by President Washing- 


ton, in which position he remained till 1795, when he resigned his position and 
took up his residence at Thomaston, Me., where his wife was interested in an 
estate which had fallen to her by inheritance. 

Knox died at Thomaston in 1806,and his remains were interred inan inclosed 


. distinguished service to the country. 
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yard in the village cemetery, in the center of the town, where they still repose, 
without the slightest memorial erected by the country which he did so much to 
make free and independent. 

Your committee believe that it is the duty of the nation to erect a suitable 
monumentto the memory of the trusted aid, artillery commander, and War 
Secretary of Washington, of whom Irving has written as the brave, genial, 
governs Knox, never so happy as when by his side; and therefore report the 

ill with a favorable recommendation. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I doubt somewhat the propriety of 
ing this bill. I have as great reverence for those who participated 
m the glorious work which General Knox did as any man in this 
corntry, and no one will go further to show devotion to their memory 
than I will in a proper way. But, sir, I think that the method in 
which we can most effectually show our appreciation of their memory 
and of their action is by perpetuating the principles for which they 
fought. I think that when any community in this country, not under 
the sole jurisdiction of the Government of the United States, desire a 
monument, it is a good idea for them to go to work and build one. 
They will appreciate it more; they will take better care of it. The cit- 
izens of my own State wanted a monument of General Jackson, and we 
bought and paid for one, a duplicate of the monument which stands in 
La Fayette Square, in this city. 

I would rather there should be an inferior monument bnilt by the 
people of the locality where it is erected than have one built with ques- 
tionable propriety from money doled out from time to time by the Con- 
gress of the United States—money collected by taxation upon the 
masses of the people, who are not wealthy enough to go to the monu- 


ment to see it after it is erected. 


Mr. Speaker, I know it is not pleasant to assume a position of antag- 
onism towards these propositions, because too many persons are ready 
to attribute such opposition toa want of appreciation of the work per- 
formed by those whose services are to be commemorated by the con- 
struction of monuments. There are a great many of our Revolutionary 
forefathers for whom no monument has been built, for whom it is not 
proposed to erect monuments—men whose deeds were glorious and 
whose memory is embalmed in the hearts of the American people. I 
do not believe it wise or becoming to collect taxes from the people 
to be scattered in the erection of monuments here and there through- 
out the United States, when the people residing within sight of the 
grave of the hero have not shown enough rene of his services 
to construct any kind of a monument to his memory. I do not say 
that with reference to this case, for it may not apply; but I know that 
many of the demands of this kind are made under circumstances which 
justify such a remark, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the report in this case 
should, I think, satisfy every member who has listened to it that this 
bill, which has met the unanimous approval of the Committee on the 
Library, should pass. I will yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I agree with much that my friend 
from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] has said respecting this whole ques- 
tion. But there are always exceptional cases of special and distin- 
guished services to the country which in justice demand some recogni- 
tion from the Government. The case of General Henry Knox is, it 
seems to me, such a one. From the battle of Bunker Hill until the 
closing contest at Yorktown, General Knox was b; re Sag side; 
and we have the testimony of the Father of his Country not one 
of the generals of the Revolution performed greater services than this 
distinguished man. And it was not only in the war that he rendered 
n the reorganization of the 
Government under the Constitution he at once became Washington’s 
Secretary of War, and he continued in that position through Washing- 
ton’s first term and more than half of his second term, resigning in 
1795 to retire to his home at Thomaston, Me., where he died in 1806 
and where his remains now repose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If this monument is to be built, what is the ob- 
jection to building it at the Capital of the country for which he fought? 
We have beyond all question jurisdiction to beautify the squares in 
this city, which are already the property of the Government, 

Mr. DINGLEY. The special reason for placing a monument at 
Thomaston, Me., is that the remains of General Knox to-day repose 
there; and it would seen that at this spot, to which so many persons 
annually go upon a pilgrimage to his grave, there should be some rec- 
ognition on the part of this Government of the distinguished services 
which he rendered. 

Now, as to the question of recognition here at the National Capi- 
tal — : : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the State of Maine erected any monument at 
the grave of General Knox? 

Mr. DINGLEY. .I desire to say with reference to that point that 
the State of Maine is making arrangements to present to the Govern- 
ment a statue of General Knox, to be placed in Statuary Hall. It in- 
tends to do this at the earliest opportunity. And while thus the State 
of his adoption is tendering to the Government this recognition here 
in the halls of the national Capitol, it would seem that the Government 


itself, in establishing which he performed so distinguished a service, 
standing by the side of Washington, the commander of his artillery 
during the whole war, his first Secretary of War—it would seem that 
the Government would perform a graceful act in erecting at the place 
of his sepulture a monument of appropriate character to his memory. 

I may add that this is not an initial precedent in this direction. The 
Congress of the United States has made appropriation for the erection 
of a monument at Plymouth to the Pilgrims; ithas made an appropri- 
ation for the erection of a monument at Saratoga; it has made an ap- 
propriation for a monument at Yorktown and other points, because it 
seemed to the Congress of the United States that these special excep- 
tional services should have at the hands of thenation such recognition. 
And I trust that this House, in view of the exceptional services of this 
great man and soldier, will see that there is reason for an appropriation 
to erect a monument to his memory at the place where his remains rest, 
and where pilgrims go for the purpose of viewing the place where lie 
the remains of this great patriot, soldier, and civilian, who stood by 
Washington’s side not only in the War for Independence, but in thees- 
tablishment of this Government under the Constitution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But does not my friend from Maine know that 
when this Government decided to erect a monument to the memory of 
General Washington it did not place it where his remains lie, although 
that 3 Mecca of all Americans, but placed it in this city of Wash- 
ington 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; but at the same time a proposition is 
before the House, and will undoubtedly receive the approval of the 
House, to erect or to aid in the erection of a monument to the memory 
of the mother of Washington. There have been exceptional instances, 
Congress has appropriated money toward the erection of a monument 
to De Kalb, the distinguished German patriot who participated in this 
very contest for the establishment ofour Union, And if there is a single 
case—and we already have such precedents—which would justify the 
erection of a monument in commemoration of a distinguished man who 
rendered exceptional service in establishing this Government, not only 
in war but in it seems to me General Henry Knox is that man. 

T trust, therefore, that this bill may receive that recognition at the 
hands of the House which to me it W to deserve. 

Mr. MAN SUR. Mr. Speaker, in the Fiftieth Congress, when a bill 
similar to this was pending, I moved to strike out Thomaston, Me.“ 
and insert Washington, D. C.” I made that proposition in the ut- 
most good faith, stating then, as I do now, that if the change were 
made I would cheerfully vote for the erection of a monument in this city. 

I feel, Mr. Speaker, under proper circumstances, I could not do other- 
wise than pay respect to the memory of Major-General Knox. I remem- 
ber that two of my great-grandfathers fought in the Revolutionary war 
with him, and that both of them came from New England. Bat with 
all respect for his memory and for their memory, as well as my rever- 
ence for the sacred cause in which they fought, I can not vote for the 
erection of a monument to one of the leaders of that great struggle in 
opposition to my ideas of propriety and duty under the Constitution. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me inquire of my colleague whether his changed 
determination arose from change of opinion in reference to the proper 
construction of the Constitution or from a reviving sense of duty to his 
ancestors, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANSUR. My friend anticipates and therefore gets into trouble. 
I propose to give the reasons why this Government ought not to go into 
the business of erecting monuments all over the country. 

Mr. KILGORE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did I understand the gentleman to state that he 
had two grandfathers in the Revolutionary war? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, and if the gentleman was fortunate enough 
to have had a couple of grandfathers, that fact perhaps would have 
affected him; and I am willing to accept that as the only reason why 
he does not vote with me. 

As tothe erection of monuments at Plymouth or Saratoga, there are 
good reasons why they should be made exceptions, for they commemo- 
rate notable events in our history as a nation. They preserve the mem- 
ory of the heroic actions of our people. This isa different proposition. 
It is a proposition to erect a monument in a State to the memory ofa 
citizen of that State. 

It seems to me the distinguished gentleman from Maine in charge of 
the bill would secure votes on this side of the House for the passage of 
this measure if he should so amend it as to provide that the State of 
Maine co-operating with the city of Thomaston should provide for the 
erection of a monument at the latter place to the memory of Major- 
General Knox. If that were done and he should then introduce a bill 
to erect a monument in the city of Washington to Major-General Knox’s 
memory, I have no doubt it would meet with the favorable considera- 
tion of Congress. As to Baron de Kalb, a foreigner who came here and 
made great sacrifices in our behalf, and Steuben, and La Fayette, these 
distinguished foreigners have no States to build monuments to them, 
and itis the duty of the free Government for which they fought to 
commemorate their valor and patriotism and to preserve in grateful 
memory the sacrifices they made to secure our independence. There ig 
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good reason, therefore, why the General Government should erect a 
monument to them, as there is no State to doit. But such is not the 
present instance. 

Besides, if we erect this monument under the bill as here proposed, 
erecting a monument at ‘Thomaston to the memory of General Knox, 
no matter how distinguished his services may have been, it will be an 
invitation for people all over the country, in every State, to appeal to 
Congress for the erection of monuments therein to their own great men. 

Now, in the State of Missouri we have erected monuments to two of 
our distinguished men, one to the late Thomas H. Benton, who served 
thirty years in the United States Senate, as well as in this House, and 
the other to the memory of Frank P, Blair, one of the most distin- 
guished volunteer officers coming from that State during the late war. 
In like manner States desiring to commemorate the services of their 
own citizens should erect the monuments to them at home. 

For this reason, therefore, doubting the propriety and constitution- 
ality of the bill to take money out of the Treasury for the purpose of 
building monuments in a State and believing that duty devolves upon 
the people of the State from which the citizen came, I shall be com- 
pelled to vote against the proposition in its present shape. 

I do not object to the erection of monuments in the city of Washing- 
ton, in commemoration of the glorious deeds of the Republic or to adorn 
this city with monuments erected to the memory of brave and patriotic 
citizens who served the country, when such action commends itself to 
the judgment of Congress. While I will not vote for the erection of a 
monument at Thomaston, in Maine, I am perfectly willing to vote for 
the erection of a monument in this city to the memory of Major-General 
Knox. Ido not think there are a sufficient number of monuments in 
this city in honor of our heroes who showed their devotion to the coun- 
try. I will gladly vote for a proposition to erect a monument in this 
city to the memory of Major-General Knox, of Revolutionary fame, and 
for the purpose of taking sach a proposition into consideration I move 
ihe pending bill be recommitted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the gentleman will not press that motion 
for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON in the chair). The gen- 
tleman from Missouri will please give his attention. The Chair would 
suggest that the same object could be attained by moving an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. MANSUR. In view of the fact that this should embody many 
other clauses, for instance, for the purchase of the lot and the control of 
it herealter, I think it would be best to recommit it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Letmeask the gentleman to withdraw his motion 
for a moment. 

Mr. MANSUR. For what purpose? p: 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ishould like to be heard for a few moments in 
view of the fact that this is from my State. 

Mr. MANSUR. If the gentleman will permit the motion to be re- 
newed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I desire to say to the House is this: I know 
of but two purposes in the world for the erection of a monument or 
statue to anybody: one is to show the respect which we have for those 
who have deserved well of their country and the other is to hold up 
before the people of the country and especially the youth, an object 
that will stimulate their patriotism andemulation. So far as this sub- 
ject is concerned, it comes back to the question whether thenation shall 
build any monuments at all. 

Now, there is no question that General Knox was not only one of 
the most distinguished men of his day, but he was one of the most 
faithful men of the Revolution. He was not only a distinguished gen- 
eral who rendered great and valiant services to the country, but it is 
also true that he never took pains to place himself before the country 
or to impress himself upon the mindsof his countrymen as having done 
great services for them. 

He was one of the most modest of men, as well as a great general, 
and, as my friend said, he was not only distinguished in war, he was, 
not only the right hand of General Washington in that great struggle, 
he not only was the first Secretary of War after the organization of the 
Government under the Constitution, but he was with Washington in 
forming that Society of the Cincinnati, which was composed of the gen- 
erals of the Revolution and whose purpose it was to keep alive the 
piona spirit which the Revolutionary war had engendered and cul- 
tivated. 

Mr. Speaker, I disagree with my friend entirely in his assertion that 
these monuments should he erected only in the city of Washington. I 
do not think, sir, that my State of Maine needs, any more than any 
other State in this country, such emblems as these to point to distin- 
guished examples of patriotism in order to keep alive that spirit up 
there. The State of Maine needs nothing of the kind, and I am not 
arguing for this monument on that theory. For there has not been a 
place in the country where the old flag floated and needed defenders 
but she was to the front, and her blood flowed on every field. There 
has not been a battle on the ocean in which this country has been en- 

- gaged but that the scuppers of the ships have run red with the blood 
of the sons of Maine. 


But, my friends, if you are going to erect monuments erect them as 
Greece did and as Rome erected them. They were not willing that the 
great deeds of those who did well for the country or whom the country 
desired to honor should be hid in musty volumes and laid away for the 
student of history to discover in after-ages. 

They wanted them always before theireyes. They erected their mon- 
uments in the public places, in the groves, in the public baths, wherever 
the people congregated together, in order that the youthful generation 
could see the monuments in honor of those patriots and heroes and have 
placed before their eyes an example to stimulate and cultivate the patri- 
otic spirit of the people. Hence the monuments should not be confined 
to Washington, for they can be seen simply by the people who happen 
tocome here. They should be all over the country, in every State; 
and as it isa matter of national importance to keep up the patriotic 
spirit of the people of this country I believe that there is no money 
that can be invested better than in the building of monuments to those 
whom the people love to honor on account of their patriotic deeds. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will thegentleman from Maine permita question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You say you think these monuments should be 
erected as an example to the rising generation of the appreciation of 
the people for patriotic services. That being the case, would not ten 
men or twenty men see it if erected in Washington where one would 
see it if erected where you propose in this bill? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, But you don’t want to confine it to Washington. 
As a matter of fact, I do not think that one out of one hundred of the 
people ever get to Washington. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The hundredth part of that number would not 
3 to see it if located at that point you propose to place it in this 

Mr. MILLIKEN, But I have already said to my friend that I think 
these should be erected all over the country, in every State. And as I 
said before, also, you can make no more patriotic appropriation than 
that which appropriates money to call to the minds of the people the 
great deeds of those who have gone before them, and thus stimulate 
the youth of our day to emulate their deeds in the future. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, With pleasure. 

Mr. HEARD. I would ask the gentleman from Maine if he is per- 
fectly clear in his own mind about the authority of Congress to appro- 
priate money out of the public Treasury to build in his State or any- 
where else outside the District of Columbia a monument of this kind? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I think so. 

Mr. HEARD. Would it interrupt the gentleman from Maine for me 
to ask him to cite the authority on which he relies in support of the 
constitutionality of such an appropriation? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In response to the gentleman from Missouri I 
would say simply this, that I can not cite him the authority, which I 
think, however, could easily be found, because I have not prepared my- 
self to speak on this subject to-day; in fact, I did not know it was 
coming up. But I apprehend that there is quite as much authority to 
build it to General Knox’s memory as to any of the distinguished men 
for whom the Government has appropriated money to build monuments 
in the past. 

Mr. HEARD. I will state that I will have no controversy with my 
friend about that; but if I am correct in my position that there is no 
coustitutional authority for building these monuments out of the mone 
of the United States Treasury in the different States of this Union—if 
I am correct about that, then the example set by a former appropria- 
tion is a pernicious one. In this House it seems that we have not as 
much respect for precedents now as we have had. Therefore, I think 
we have reached the time to pause ; and [ would suggest to my friend 
that we had better let this bill lie over informally until he finds a con- 
stitutional authority for the appropriation it proposes. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Will my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move, Mr. Speaker, that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL KNOX. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. In reply to my friend from Missouri [Mr. HEARD 
I have this to say (and Idesire that he shall understand I have as muci 
respect for him as I have for any member on this floor, and that is as 
much as I have for any one in this world): The gentleman will re- 
member that Demosthenes, in the closing sentences of his oration on 
The Crown,” says to Escanese that the written law is not an argu- 
ment to defeat the patriotic purpose of his country. 

Now, I say, with perfect respect for my friend, that whenever we 
want to do something that is patriotic here somebody quotes the Con- 
stitution to defeat it. If my friend will bear with me awhile I will 
give him all the time he needs to explain whether this can be done under 
the Constitution. How is it other things have been done without the 
constitutional objection being raised ? 
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I think my friend has voted with me to kt ag money on account 
of the floods down in Ohio, on account of the yellow fever in the South, 
and money, although that was not carried through, for seeds. I think 
my friend voted with me, but I am not certain. 

Mr. HEARD. I did not. 
` Mr, MILLIKEN. To give seed to our people to start their crops in 
Texas? Perhaps he was not as liberal as I was, I voted money to pay 
for seeds for people in Texas. 

Now, I do not believe that the gentleman cau quote to me any pro- 
vision of the Constitution (of céurse he can not) in which any power is 
given forbidding this thing; but I believe that, if the Constitution war- 
rants anything in the world, it does warrant Congress in making appro- 

iations that are entirely for an unselfish and patriotic purpose. I be- 

ieve that this Government has the right under the Constitution to build 
Monuments to perpetuate the memory of those the perpetuation of 
whose memory is a lesson of patriotism to the people of the country. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD, I understand the gentleman has yielded the floor to 
me; that he has finished his remarks, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Maine will give 
his attention. Does the gentleman from Maine claim the floor? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido; but IL will allow my friend to interrupt me. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to thank my friend for the com- 
pliment he pays me in the quotation he has made as $y e to my 
position. I know of no higher compliment that could be paid to any 
member than is paid in the quotation which he makes applicable to 
me, and in stating my opposition to be that there is nothing in the 
Constitution to warrant this; for the Constitution, according to my 
view, Mr. Speaker, is a very sacred instrument, and we can not stick 


too closely to the provisions of that instrument. The closer we gov- 


ern our action here by what the Constitution says, and not by what it 
does not say, the better it will be for us and for the country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, The gentleman doesnot seem to be asking a ques- 
tion to which I can make an answer. 

Mr. HEARD. I understood that the gentleman had yielded the floor 


to me. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did foraquestion. I understood that you asked 
me to yield to a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine claim 
the floor? ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Maine still claims 
the floor, bat says that he yielded to a question. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I thought he 
had yielded the floor. I desire to reply to his allusion to me, and will 
do so when he yields the floor. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say but a few words further, and then I 
will yield the floor to my friend from Missouri, I would like for my 
friend, when he gets the floor, to tell me, if he sees no warrant in the 
Constitution for building a monument to General Knox, where he 
found the warrant in the Constitution to buy the sword of General 
Shields and pay $10,000 for it. I believe the gentleman and his col- 
leagues were all in favor of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine yield 
the floor? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
MAnsuR] on the right, then, is recognized. 

Mr. HEARD. The question of the gentleman was addressed to me, 
and I think I have the right to be heard in reply. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri upon the right of the Chair to recommit this 
bill, and on that he is recognized. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. MANSUR. Iam under promise, and I will say to my colleague 
from Missouri that if it depended npon myself I would yield the time 
to him; but I have promised to yield time to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill [Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania], and then if I have any 
time in my own right I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. My point of order is no gentleman can take the floor 
and claim the time, and then dispose of it by giving it to another gen- 
tleman. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe motion of the gentleman is not insisted upon 
I would like to be heard upon this bill myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman is entitled to be heard 
in his own right. 

Mr. MANSUR. Then I will renew the motion. 

Mr. HEARD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is that motion 
debatable ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is debatable. 

. HEARD. Then I shall ask the attention of the House fora few 
utes, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR]. 

The Clerk again read the motion of Mr. MANSUR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion just read, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] will 
be recognized if he desires. 

Mr. MANSUR., I do not care to s at this time. 

Mr. HEARD, Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the House more than 
afew minutes; Ishall make no opposition to the motion of my col- 
league. I agree with the gentleman from Maine that there were very 
few if any soldiers of the Revolution who more richly deserve recogni- 
tion at the hands of Congress—any recognition which we can consti- 
tutionally and properly make—than General Knox; and I have no ob- 
jection toa monument to his memory if it be practicable, within the 
limits of our authority, to appropriate money therefor. I did not as- 
sert dogmatically that there was no such authority; I simply expressed 
my belief that there was no such authority and courteously asked the 
gentlemen who favor this measure to cite us to the anthority under 
which they propose that we shall proceed in making this appropriation. 

There is no question in my mind that it is competent for Congress 
to appropriate money to erect a statue to General Knox, or anybody 
else, in this District. I do not, however, believe that we have such 
authority to builda monument in Maine, or in Missouri, or elsewhere 
outside of this District with money taken from the public Treasury. 
That is my opinion, but I may be wrong, In response to the suggestion 
of my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] I wish to say that I think he 
quotes me improperly as to my votes upon the bills to which he re- 
ferred. My recollection is that I voted against all those bills, and I will 
say further to my friend that, if I did not, I do not think now that I did 
my duty, because I certainly ought to have voted againstthem. How- 
ever, I think I did. But, Mr. Speaker, whether I did or did not, 
whether my friend from Maine voted correctly or I incorrectly, makes 
no difference here. The question in this case is whether we have author- 
ity to appropriate this money for the purpose proposed in this bill. I 
do not believe that we have, I will make nocontroversy with the gentle- 
man or with any one else about the deserts of General Knox. The point 
in my mind—and this is the only point upon which I desire to be heard 
is that I do not believe Congress has, or ever had, under our present 
Constitution and existing laws, authority for the appropriation of money 
to erect statues outside of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I crave the attention of the House for 
three minutes. I have no doubt about the power of Congress to make 
this appropriation, so I will dismiss that part of the case. I have, 
however, grave doubt about the policy of making this appropriation. 
I believe in monuments. This restless race of ours in a century has 
made many, and the best and greatest monument that it has made is 
its progress. The sons of Maine, of whom we are all proud, that have 
passed away and that now live, have helped to make many monuments, 
magnificent and splendid, but the best monument that the sons of 
Maine have made is in promoting the material interests of the country 
and helping to spread the civilization of the race everywhere through- 
out the country. 

Now, about General Knox. Multiplied thousands of the young men 
and boys throughout the length and breadth of this land, in school 
and by the fireside, learn of his services, as well as the services of the 
great man with whom he was associated in making the struggle for 
our Independence over a century ago; and, as I listened to this discus- 
sion, I wondered how this appropriation could be justified hy the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] or anybody else. Build a monu- 
ment—for what? ‘To commemorate the great deeds of Knox, now dead 
and gone? 

Ths principal object of such a monument is that the young men and 
the boys may see it and recognize it asa tribute to the services of a 
great man, and may be thereby stimulated todo likewise; yet the prop- 
osition that comes to us now from magnificent little Maine, with ber 
great prosperity, is that weshall take from the Federal Treasury money 

thered up throughout the length and breadth of the land and spend 

25,000 of it to do what? To build a monument to General Knox at 
Thomaston, Me.! Why, if you want the young men of this country 
aud the people of this country to see the monument, gentlemen know 
very well that not one hundredth part of the people of this country 
will ever see it at Thomaston, Me. 

When I heard the case so well presented by my colleague, Governor 
DINGLEY, who always presents thing well, I said to myself: The gov- 
ernor does not quite do himself justice in this case; while he talks pa- 
triotically about the memory of this great man, which is the common 
heritage of us all, is not that a little far-fetched and is not the imme- 
diate thing in view the expenditure of this money up there in Maine? 
If the monument is to be built tothe memory of General Knox, which, 
as I have said, is the common heritage of the whole country, put it in 
the National Capital, wherea large portion of the people of the country 
will have a chance to see it. [Applause.] Why, Mr. Speaker, there 
is not a couniy in any State in this country within whose boundaries 
may not be found the remains of tens—I was going to say in some in- 
stances of thousands—of men who fell doing service for their country. 

Out in my State of Illinois, where hundreds and thousands of men 
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who sacrificed their lives in defense of the country sleep the Jong sleep, 
our people in the various counties, instead of rushing down to the Fed- 
eral Treasury for an appropriation, are contributing a dollar here and 
five and ten dollars there, and are thus building monuments over the 
remains of those heroes. 

Mr. Speaker, that expenditure most favorably affects the people that 
costs them something which they feel; and I would rather have one 
monument to the soldiers of the late war or one monument to a great 
man of the Revolution built by the contributions of the people of Ii- 
nois or one of its counties, each citizen helping appreciably to contrib- 
ute to that monament—so far as regards the effect upon publie senti- 
ment and the minds of the rising generation, I would rather have one 
such monument than have five built from the public Treasury, the peo- 
ple not realizing directly that they have helped to contribute towards it. 

And, Mr. Speaker, with this session of Congress just commencing, 
with the estimates already in, with the demands for appropriations for 
worthy purposes piling up mountain high, with the demand on this 
side to which we are pledged to assist in educating the ignorant, with 
various other legislation and appropriations trooping along, while this 
appropriation of $25,000 is not perhaps wonderfully great as compared 
with the general expenditure, yet it seems to me we had better halt a 
minute and see whether if we are to go into the monunient business 
this monument should not be at a point in the country where the 
masses of the people will see it, instead of placing it in the magnificent 
State of Maine, where not one ina hundred or I dare say one in a thou- 
sand of our citizens will ever see it or know of its existence except as 
they may read up the history of the town of Thomaston. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill, I believe, was before the House 
in the last Congress and with a great many others of similar character 
was published inthe RECORD. Ido notremember the number of mon- 
uments which in the last Congress we were asked to build or the 
amount proposed to be appropriated, but the aggregatewas somewhere 
in the hundreds of thousands and it may have gone into millions for 
aught I know—I do not undertake to be aecnrate about the matter. 
Whenever there is raised the cry of the old flag and an appropria- 
tion,” as it is raised in this case by the gentleman from Maine, we nsu- 
ally find that it results in a large exhibition of patriotic zeal on the 
part of some gentlemen in particular localities for an appropriation of 
other people’s money to beautify their particular towns or places of resi- 
dence. 

Now, if my friends from Maine have so high an appreciation of the 
memory of General Knox as would be implied by the exhibition on 
this floor to-day, it is strange indeed that they have not gone into 
their own pockets to contribute for the erection of a monument; it is 
strange that all this patriotism should be wasted in knocking at the 
doors of the Federal Treasury; it isstrange that General Knox's remains 
should have slept for over eighty years (for I believe he died in 1306) 
and yet the State of Maine has never in all that time been actuated by 
the zeal we see here now. Why is it that for the last eighty years the 
Government of the United States has neglected this great patriotic duty 
of-erecting at the town of Thomaston a monument to the memory of 
General Knox? The days of Clay and Webster and Benton, the good 
old days of Jefferson and Jackson and all the patriots of that class, were 
allowed to pass without the adoption of a proposition of this kind; and 
we, the descendants of those illustrious men, are now invited to do this 
act of justice which has been so long neglected ! 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the constituency that I have the honor to repre- 
sent believe that every dollar which goes into the Federal Treasury ought 
to go there for the purposes of an economically administered Govern- 
ment. They are not yet educated to the idea that the taxes which sup- 

rt this Government are paid by the people of foreign countries. They 

lieve that every dollar which goes into the Federal Treasury is so 
much wrung from their pockets ard that the best exhibition of patri- 
otism on this floor is to appropriate that money for legitimate and 
economical purposes, and for nothing else. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did not my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
not only vote for but speak in favor of the resolution appropriating 
$10,000 for the purchase of the swords of General Shields? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not think the gentleman will find that I uttered 
a word on that occasion. I may have voted for the measure, but even 
if did my vote would be somewhat in the line of the proposition of 
my colleage [Mr. MANSUR], that whatever money is expended in this 
direction should be confined to the National Capital and the Districrof 
Columbia. Those swords were tobe placed here in one of the Depart- 
ments, This monument, for the erection of which you propose to tax 
my people, is to beerected up in Maine, where they never go. They do 
sometimes, though not very often, visit the city of Washington; and 
when they come here once ina while they can inspectthose swords. And 
the Government may have use for them as war implements. Some Mis- 
sourian may desire to wear one of those swords in the ga lant defense of 
his country, and when he does those swords, being the property of the 
Government, can beutilized. But this monument in the State of Maine 


will simply be a monument of the extravagance of Congress that has 
come tothe relief of the patriotism of Maine that was too stingy to do 
justice to the memory of a patriot that sleeps within its borders. 
(Laughter. ] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, we believe in a government eco- 
nomically administered; we believe that appropriations of money should 
be for unquestionable purposes, lam glad the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Canyon], the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, has 


indicated to this House what we may expectin the future. I hope his 
voice may be raised here in protest often; for it seems that we are to 
proceed under rules which will permit very little delay in legislation. 
Bills are to be brought up here and voted upon with but little oppor- 
tunity ſor investigation. In other words, the bars are to be throwndown 
to the lobby and to all schemes looking to the looting of the Federal 
Treasury. : 

It is indicated that money is to be appropriated for educational pur- 
poses; and that is going outside of the pale of the Constitution, We 
have heard that weare to have subsidies to steam-ships; that we are to 
build large navies when we are at pesce and have no use for them; 
that there is to be an unlimited appropriation for pensions. Indeed, it 
would be impossible for me to enumerate just now the details of the 
pressure that is to be made on this Congress under the loose rules by 
which we are to be governed. And it is time for the gentleman from 
Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who ex- 
pects to be held responsible for the appropriations of this Congress, to 
warn gentlemen on the other side at this early stage of the session of 
the enormous appropriations that they will be called upon to make. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman has intimated that: this proposi- 
tion to erect a monument in Maine is for the purpose of expending 
money down there. Now, Lask him whether he did not vote for an 
appropriation of $19,000 for the purchase of the swords of General 
Shields, the money going to persons in hes own State of Missouri? 

Mr. BLAND. If some other gentleman from Maine who happens to 
have been in the cloak-room and to have come back should ask me 
that same question again, I would have to answer it just as I have an- 
swered it. [Laughter] That money went, as I suppose, to relieve 
the destitute family of a great general in the Union Army; and if I 
am to vote money out of the Federal Treasury I prefer to vote it for pen- 
sions; I prefer to vote it to relieve the destitute widows and orphans 
of the soldiers of the late war, rather than to vote it simply to adorn a 
little town upin Maine. 

While the agricultural State of Missouri is taxed to-day to the ex- 
tent of hundreds and thousands of dollars in order to support the manu- 
facturing industries in the State of Maine, yet the State of Maine, not 
satisfied, proposes to tuke out of the Treasury of the United States, 
which was put there in the hope it would be honestly expended, the 
amount named in this bill for the purpose of erecting a monument at 
the little town of Thomaston, in the State of Maine. Yes, they look 
to the main chance all the time. [Laughter ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, my first proposition, 
stated concretely, is that I do not understand the boundaries of the 
United States are coincident with the limits of the District of Colambia. 
My understanding has been that the State of Maine is as much a part 
of the United States as the territory down in Farragut Square. 

I want to make another proposition, and I will iry to state it as con- 
cretely as the other, From the time mankind began first to come to- 
gether in nations it has been understood those nations could not afford 
to let the name and the fame of their heroes perish, and with the pass- 
ing into oblivion of their noble deeds all that is bravest and best in a 
nation’s history goes into nothingness. It has been recognized for ages 
that it is not enough to have our children rehearse in their school lessons 
the greatness of the deeds of those who have gone before, but through 
all time that greatness has been perpetuated in marble and bronze. 

It may be that a higher type of civilization has come into play in 
that portion of onr country west of the Mississippi River in the nine- 
teenth century, but as for me I prefer something different. [Laughter.] 

One other proposition, and I will try to state it as concretely as the 
others. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], speaking from a 
financial point of view, seemed to intimate, although he did not say so, 
we can not afford this trifling expenditure to do justice to the memory of 
the noble deeds of Major-General Knox, of the Revolutionary war. Now, 
I will say to that gentleman, in the hour of perii to his country General 
Knox did not stop to count the value of his services in dollars and cents, 
and I fail to understand why we are either so penurious or so unpatriotic 
we can not afford to make this appropriation. 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri a question, and I do 
not know, perhaps, I ought to do it, for I may prematurely develop 
his action. 

Mr. BLAND. Missouri has about fourteen gentlemen on this floor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But I mean the gentieman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. They are all the gentleman from Missouri. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But I mean the particular gen- 
tleman from Missouri. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. But they are all the particular gentlemen from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 


I ask the question, and yet I do 


not know I ought to, because I si Sa developing some tender situation 
on the part of the gentleman. e question I wish to ask of him is 
whether he will vote foran appropriation of a dollar in favor of a world’s 
fair to be held in the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, in 1892? 

Mr. BLAND. I do not think the gentleman from Missouri will. 
[Laughter and applause.] And I wish to add I hope Congress will do 
nothing fer a world’s fair. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday next, at 12 m. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6588) granting arrears 
of pension to William J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6589) ting a pension to John Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to Hepza Hobson Wer- 
den—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of Sarah Jane 
Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6592) to grant 
a ion to Rachel Levy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6593) granting a pension to Moses 
E. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. k. 6594) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Preston Beck, jr.—to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims, 0 

y Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 6595) removing the charge of desertion 
Andrew J. Dickson —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 6596) granting pension to Mrs. 
Mary H. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 6597) for the relief of William 
McCrady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6598) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to anthorize the construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa’’—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6599) for the relief of George Turner— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6600) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWS: A bill (H. R. 6601) granting a pension to Archibald 
F. Coon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief of John A. Orn- 
dorff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to 
Joseph D. Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 6604) for the relief of Jacob 
Hudson to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 6605) for the relief of Rebecca A. 
Gallup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to William F. 
Reed —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6607) granting 
a pension to Keziah Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6608) granting arrears 
of pension to Dorcus Alford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. STIVERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 6609) to reimburse D. 
D. Brennan for expense incurred in travel from Yokohama, Japan, to 
Haverstraw, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 6610) granting a pension to Lizzie 
E. Murray—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6611) granting a pension to Henry Graham to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6612) granting a 
pension to Carrie Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ByE WALKER, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6613) for the relief of 
Michael Dittlinger— to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6614) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jane L. Taylor—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 6615) for the relief of the heirs of 
D. B. Bonfoey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6616) for the re- 
lief of William Light—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6617) for the relief 
of Maj. James Belger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6618) for the relief of Philip Lindsey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Thomas H. Reynolds to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 6620) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lewis Solomon—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Change of reference. 


A bill (H. R. 5698) for the relief of Sarah Grisson—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 2378) granting a pension to Amelia H. MeAllister— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Cynthia Day—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (H. R. 2577) granting arrears of pension to Eliza A. Moses— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2738) granting a pension to Christiana Schneider— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2180) for the relief of Charles K. Remsberg—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3729) for the relief of Patrick Murray—Committee on 
Tona Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

fairs. 

A bill (H. R. 2959) for the relief of Jacob Ruff—Committee on In- 
hem Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Alfa 

A bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Cynthia Day Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (H. R. 4862) granting a pension to William H. Coppinger— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5916) to amend the military record of Joseph H. 
Moore—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6016) to pension Louisey Sutten and Mahala Sutten— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5879) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry and Phi- 
lander Smith—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5878) granting a pension to John Len, alias John 
Lenz—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5130) to pay the amount found due by the Court of 
Claims to John H. King—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1840) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1819) for the relief of Louis Garon—Committee on In- 
eee Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1039) for the relief of the surviving members of the 
Twenty-first Regiment of New York Cavalry Volunteers—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 1624) for the relief of P. H. Bridgewater—Committee 
= Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

aims, 

A bill (H. R, 1625) for the relief of Rosa Graves—Committee on Mili- * 
tary Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2141) for the relief of William H. Young—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 2169) for the relief of Charles L. Cole Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3265) for the relief of J. C. Douglass—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3512) for the relief of T. M. Bybee—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of J. W. Kelly—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6009) for the relief of E. O. Burt—Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6123) for the relief of Charles L. Cole—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3021) for the relief of the administrator of the estate of 
John W. Dear, deceased—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H R. 3532) for the relief of D. C. Thompson—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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A bill (H. R. 3589) for the relief of Albert D. Spalter—Committee 


on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 5061) for the relief of Kate A. Hill—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 3589) for the relief of Albert D. Spalter—Committee 
8 Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 373) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland 

Canal Basin on certain conditions— Committee on Military Aftairs dis- 
, and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

A bill (H. R. 2035) to remove the charge of desertion from John 
Marks—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 3860) to establish postal savings-bank—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of the Providence branch of the Indian 
Rights Association—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER: Memorial of B. W. Blackwood and others, pro- 
testing against works in progress of construction at the mouth of the 
Atchafalaya River, in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of John D. Tyler, of Acco- 

County, Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CARTER: Petition of citizens of Cooke City, Mont., for rail- 
road right of way from Cinnabar to Cooke City—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petitions of Pleasant Baker and James A. 

, that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CLUNIE: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Sacramento, 
Cal., and others, for the improvement of the Sacramento, San Joaquin, 
Feather, and Mokelumne Rivers to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of National Board of Trade, for suspen- 
sion of silver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: Petition of J. H. Brill and 50 others, 
citizens of Hendricks County, Indiana, for a law against option deal- 
ing—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial of National Board of Trade, relative to 
national banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

By Mr, GOODNIGHT: Petition of J. C. Vanmeter and others, of 
Edmonson County, Kentucky, favoring improvement of Green River, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of W. P. Richardson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic of Ohio, for service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in relation to a steam-vessel for use of civil 


` officers in 535 88 of Alaska — to the Committee on Appropriations. 


By Mr. HITT: Memorials, with letters of Sceretary of State, to allow 
Henry Vignaud, Lieut. Aaron Ward, and Capt. H. C. Cochran to accept 
opens from the French Republic—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

18. 


Also, memorial of National Board of Trade, relative to trade with Can- 
ada—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the Bar Association of New Mexico, 
praying for two additional associate justices for the supreme court of 
the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. MCKENNA: Memorial and resolutions of Sacramento River | y 


convention for the appointment of a special commissioner for Sacramento 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of John A. Orndorff, pensioner under the 
act of July 6, 1886, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers in case of Charles W. Greist—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. . 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petitions of Lodges Nos. 1413, 1002, and 543, 
F. M. B. A., against monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, petition of Joseph Reinhard and 11 other farmers, in favor of 
additional farm statistics—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 
Census. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Remonstrance of citizens of Oswego, N. Y., against 
passage of H. R. 592, relative to loaded vessels—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. . 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of McGovney Post, No. 256, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Clearwater, Kans., for passage of dependent pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, memorial of convention of Farmers’ Alliance of Pawnee County, 


Kansas, favoring free importation of sugar, lumber, ete., and free coin- 
age of silver—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Corpus Christi, 
Tex., in relation to the harbor at Aransas Pass, Tex.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Norris Post, No. 27, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Fostoria, Ohio, in favor of service-pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Papersin relation to the claim of Will- 
iam M. Rudd—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of L. G. Ireland Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Sibley, Iowa, tor pension legislation—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Alliance No, 1206, Arthur, Iowa, to prohibit option 
gambling—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Peter Thompson and 50 citizens of Iowa, prohibit- 
ing boards of trade from dealing in futures—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Henry Graham, for pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of Mrs. Carrie Powell, 
for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, TURNER, of Kansas: Petitionsof John A. Long and 50 others, 
Wilson; Alfred Richards and 25 others, Reamsville; David Wallace 
and 4 others, Salem; Henry Slater and 25 others, Reamsville, and E. 
F. Randall and 50 others, Stockton, Kans., for immediate pension leg- 
islation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of Daniel Hunsaker, for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York; Petition of R. Dunlap & Co., 
relative to duty on far hats—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. R. Donnelly and others, as to duty on beveled plate- 
glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of William Harvey and others, for increase of duty on 
e and walking-canes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WATSON: Petition of Farmington Grange, No. 839, Warren 
County, Pennsylvania, for statistics relative to farm mortgages, etc.— 
to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: Memorial of the heirs of Davis B. Bonfoey, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of William Light, that 
15 claim be referred to the Court of Claims - to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Erastus D. Higley, to accompany House 
bill No. 6570—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


The committee have taken the code of rules of the House in force at the close 
of the last Congress as the starting point or basis of their labors, upon the 
theory that the greater portion of that code, composed as it was in a la de- 
gree and as any code must necessarily be) of rules prescribing the quites of 
officers and employés of the House and other matters almost wholly of detail, 
would require but little, if any, change. . 

Asa matter of fact, therefore, the committee recommend no change whatever 
in twenty-nine of the forty-seven rules in force at the close of the fiftieth Con- 

In some of the remaining eighteen rules the changes are slight and un- 

mportant save in respect to phraseology, while the important changes made 
are confined to not exceeding seven rules, The code reported includes as Rules 
X and XI the rules adopted on the 9th of December last creating the standing 
and certain select committees of the House and defining their powersand duti 
with e changes, which will be noted, and for convenience of reference an 
comparison the committee have caused to be prepared for printing in parallel 
columns the code as reported and proposed by the Committee on Rules and the 
code in force at the close of the last Congress, with the chunges proposed printed 
in italics or otherwise indicated, which will be printed as an accompanying doo- 
ument. 
The rules in which no changes are proposed are I, IT, VI. VII, XII. XIV. XTX, 
X. XXV. XXX, XXXI. X. XXXII, XXXIV, XXXV, XXXVII, 
XXXVII, XXXIX, XL, XLI, XLI, XLIII, XLIV, XLVI, and XLVII; Rule 
XLV being omitted, 

The changes proposed in the remaining rules wiil be stated in their order. 
ae first change proposed is in clause 2, Rule III, relating to the Duties of the 

Merk.“ 

The committee ha ve stricken out all after the word made,” in line 8, for the 
reason that, as the Speaker's table is cleared each day, under Rule XXIV, there 
are no resolutions and bills to “ make a weekly statement of.” 

To clause 3 of Rule V the committee have added the words “and kept sô until 
10 minutes after adjournment.” The first part of the addition has been twice 
adopted as a standing order of the House, and prevents a crowd from rushing 
in upon the floor after adjournment as members are preparing to retire from the 
Hall. It also affords employés an opportunity to gather up and preserve the 
books, letters, and papers left by members on their desks. 

In Rule VIII the committee have stricken out the words “on motion made 
before division or the commencement of the roll-call, and decided without de- 
bate, he shall be excused, or,” 

The first rule on this subject was adopted on the 7th of April, 1789, First Con- 
gress. and is as follows: Every member who shall be in the House when the 
question is put shal! give his vote unless the House shall excuse him. On the 
5 ae Romany 1837 (Twenty-fourth Congress), the following provision was 

„namely: 

All motions to excuse a member from voting shall be made before the House 
divides or before the call of the yeas and nays is commenced; and any member 
requesting to be excused from voting may make a brief verbal statement of the 


CONGRESSIONAL 


ear — brates making such request, and the question shall then be taken without 
er debate.’ 

That SOG of the foregoing provision which allowed a brief verbal state- 
ment of reasons to be given by any member for requesting to be excused from 
voting was rescinded on January 2, 1847 (T'wenty-ninth Congress), for the reason 
that it was used asa dilatory proceeding, besides affording opportunity for meni- 
bers to debate the merits of the pending proposition. Being made the duty of 
each member to be present and vote on every question put, unless he has a direct 
personal or pecuniary interest in the event of the pending © heroine the commit- 
tee are of opinion that under the recent practice of the „and in view of 
rulings of the Chair on this point. it rests with the member alone, and not with 
the Speaker, to decide as to the character of the personal or pecuniary interest 
of the member in the pending question. This was the ruling of Speaker Rax- 
DALL in the second session, Forty-fourth Congress, and bas been followed by the 
Chair in all cases which have since arisen. 

In Rule LX, Questions of 22 the committee have stricken out the 
motions to adjourn over and for a recess. In their opinion, when a question of 

rivilege affecting the rights of the House collectively or of an individual mem- 

is presented, it should not only take precedence of all other questions, ex- 
cept motions to adjourn, but it should not be possible to intervene dilatory 
motions which might delay and possibly preveut a decision.of the House on 
the question of privilege presented. 

In Rule X the only changes made are those conforming to the previous action 
of the House in increasing the membership of the Committee on meree to 
seventeen members, and the creation of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Departmentof Agriculture in clause 1, and the insertion in clause 2 of the words 
“and conference" after the word select.“ 

Aà a “conference committee is neither a standing nor select committee, the 
committee deem this provision necessary and proper. 

To clause 3 the following words have been added, namely: “And in case of 
the death ofa chairman it shall be the duty of the Speaker to appoint another.“ 

In Rule XI the following changes have been made, grey In clause 3 the 
words and coast defenses” are inserted after the word ſortiſications,“ to con- 
form to the action of the House taken on the 16th of December last in respect 
to the distribution of the President's last annual 2 

In clause 44 the words “and order of business” have inserted. A strict 
construction of the old rule would limit the Committee on Rules to reporting 
as 8 questions only propositions relating to the rules and joint rules 
and exclude resolutions relating to the order of business, although it has been 
held that the adoption of such resolutions would be pro tanto a change of the 
rules. The change proposed merely incorporates into the rule the recent prac- 
tice of the House. 

In ciause 51 (formerly 50) the Committee on Rules has been included as one 
of the committees privileged to report at any time, Until the revision of the 
rules in the Forty-sixth Congress the Committee on Rules had always been a 

select committee created by resolution at thecommencement of cach Congress, 
and by such resolution given leave to zapi at any time on amendments to or 
revisions of the rules. In that revision it was made a slanding committee, but 
Was not included in the list of committees privileged to report at any time, on 
the theory that it had such right without specific rule. The following provis- 
ions have also been inserted, namely: After the words bona fide settlers," in 
line 11, the words the Committee on Territories, bills for the admission of new 
States,” and after the words “enrolled bills,” in the twelfth line, the words 
“the Committee on Invalid Pensions, general pension bills,” 

The following has been added to Rule XIII as clause 2: 

“All reports of committees, together with the views of the minority, shal! be 
delivered to the Clerk for printing and reference to the proper calendar under 
the direction of the Speaker, in accordance with the foregoing clause.” 

As the pr-vious clause fixes absolutely the calendar to which bills shall be re- 
ferred and as it is unlikely that any question could arise as to the proper refer- 
ence not provided for in clause 3 of Role XXIII, it is, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, an unnecessary waste of time to read the titles of the various bills re- 
ported, which must go under the rule to one of the three calendars of the House 
above named. 

Clause 3 of Rule XIV directs the method of ascertaining n qnorum when 
members present refuse to vote on a roll-call. The process of ascertaining the 
3 of a quorum to do business under the Constitution would ordinarily 

under the control of the Speaker. who would derive his information from 
his own senses, or by the aid of a clerk, or in any way which would sat kis 
mind of the accuracy of the count. Under our system of roll-calls it has been 
deemed more convenient to ascertain and announces the votes of members and 
the presence of those who refuse to vote at the same time and by the same 
means. 

In clause 4 of Rule XVI 8 establishes the order of motions, ete.) the mo- 
tions to adjourn over and for a recess have been omitted, and the same motions 
have been omitted from clause 5. 

Clause 9 has been changed so as to make the motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider bills raising revenue 
and general appropriations at any time after the reading of the Journal, instead 
of, as in the old rule, after the expiration of the morning hour. If the House de- 
sires to proceed with the order of business specified in Rule XXIV, it can vote 
down the motion, which would be in order after cach class of business named 
therein has been disposed of. 

The committee have added as a new clause (10) the following, namely: 

No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker.” 

This clause is merely declaratory of parliamentary law. There are no words 
which can be framed which will limit members to the proper use of proper mo- 


when the majority manifestly do not want to adjourn? 
If the suggestion should be made that great power is here conferred, the an- 
swer is that as the approval of the House is the very breath in the nostrils of the 
ker, and as no y on earth is so jealous of its liberties and so impatient 
control, we may be quite sure that no arbitrary interruption will take place, 
and, indeed, no interruption at all. until not only such misuse of proper motions 
is made clearly evident to the world, but also such action has taken place on 
the part of the House as will assure the Speaker of the support of the body whose 
wishes are his law, So that in the end it isa power exercised by the House 

through its properly constituted officer, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


EREE IN FEE Tee NE SDT aes 
Sete Se eS a eee Se eR ne Sea 


FEBRUARY 7, 


Clause 1 of Rule XVII has been amended by striking out the words “to its en- 
grossment and third reading, and then on renewal and second of said motion,” 
in lines 9 and 10, and pak nls in lieu thereof the words or “sea ene 
After a bill under the o tion of the previous question has n en 

and read a third time it is not amendable save by commitment with instruc- 
tions. In such cases, the order of engrossment is not reconsidered, as would be 
the case ordinarily, but the bill (or resolution) is reported back with the words 
inserted or stricken out (as the case may be). 

As first adopted, April 7, 1789, the previous question could be ordered by five 
members (the common parliamentary ee mening it in the power of two mem- 
bers. one to move, the other to second). n the 23d of December, 1811, it was 
placed on the same footing with the yeas and nays, that is, when ordered by fif- 
teen of the members present. It thus remained until February 24, Isl2, when it 
was changed to its present form of a majority. The effect of it was to bring the 
House to vete on putting the main question, thus requiring two votes, between 
which nothing was in order save one motion toadjourn. If the main question 
was ordered the House then voted first on the amendments or motions pend- 
ing. The rule as it stood at the close of the last Congress was changed to that 
form in the revision in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

In clause 1 of Rule XVIII the motions to adjourn over and for a recess have 
also been omitted, conforming to the action taken with respect to former Rule 
IX and clauses 4 and 5 of Rule XVI. 

Clause 1 of Rule XXI has been omitted, being ee for in clause 3 of 
Rule XXII. and former clause 2 has been substituted therefor. 

Clause 4 of this Rule has also been omitted for the same reason, and for the 
further reason that the general act of March }, 1881 (see R. S., vol. 23, page 6), 
declaring all public roads and highways post-routes, has obviated the neces- 
sity = these acts, and since then no bills of this class have been introduced or 
passed, 

Clause 5 has been changed toclause3, and the following wo ds added thereto: 
“The Committee on Indi n Depr dation Claims.” 

The following have been added to Rule XXII as additional clauses, namely: 

3. All other bills, memorials, and resolutions may in like manner be delivered 
indorsed with the names of membe s introducing them to the Speaker, to be by 
him referred, and the titles and references thereof shall be entered on the Jour- 
nal and printed in the RECORD of the next day, and correction in case of error 
of reference may be made by the House in accordance witi Rule XI by unani- 
mous consent, or on motion ofa committee claiming jurisdiction, ox on the report 
of the committee to which the bill has been erroneously referred. 

The committee have transferred as an appropriate matter Rule XLVI and 
made it clause 4 of this rule, and have also transferred a port on of former clause 
lof Rule XXIV and made it clause 5 of the rule, as follows, namely: 

4. Allresolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads of Executive Departments 
shall be reported to the House within one week after presentation. 

5. When a bill, resolution, or memorial is introduced “by request,“ these 
words shall be entered upon the Journal. 

In clause 2 of Rule XXIII the committee have inserted, after the word *'quo- 
rum.“ in line 2, the following words, namely: “which shall consist of one 
hundred members.“ 

This proposition is nota new one. For many years past, since the Thirtieth 
Congress, as the business of anges has steadily increased, numerous pra 
sitions have been introduced in the House by members of long service, looking 
to a reduction of the number necessary for a quorum in the Committee of the 
Whole, but the issue has never been presented to the House, owing to the fact 
that until recently it hasnever been confronted with the question ofthe want of 
aconstitutional quorum through the rerusal of the members present in the House 
to vote when their names were called in the House or by division in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, thus: breaking a quorum. It has never been made a 
political question and never should be. It directly to the bottom of the 
question of transacting business in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Constitution provides, Article T, section 5, clause 1, that “a majority of 
each House shall constitute a quorum.” 

Neither House of Congress has ever had a rule fixing the number of a quorum 
in the Committee of the Whole. but from the First Congress to the present the 
practice has been to require the same number as inthe House. The quorum of 
the House of Commons (consisting of 670 members) is 40. The Committee of 
the Whole, like a standing or select committee, has merely advisory powers and 
jurisdiction. Its action concludes nothing and must be reported to the House, 
which approves or rejects, as it pleases, The same principle is true with respect 
to a quorum of standing and select committees, The Hause has never adopted 
a role onthis subject, aud it has been a common practice for such committee, in 
arranging tts days of meeting, order of business, eto, to ix the number of its 
quorum, which is less than a majority of its whole number. So far, therefore, 
as the constitutional or legal question is concerned, it has never been denied or 
questioned that it was entirely competent for the House to select any number 
it might please as a quorum of the Committee of the Whole. The only question 
involved is one purely of | lative expediency and propriety. 

The reason that the issue has never heretofore been presented is due entirely 
to the fact that until recent years members have not sat in their seats in the 
House and refused to vote when their names were called. 

The House, for convenience, commits temporarily its jurisdiction to standing 
and select committees. It never parts with or permanently surrenders it. That 
jurisdiction so committed is returned to the House with the bill or proposition, 
and is again referred by the House for convenience toa Committee of the Whole. 
That the action of that committee is 8 preliminary aud advisory is demon- 
strated by the fact that no proposition pending therein can be laid upon the table; 
that the previous question can not be ordered therein; that a motion to recon- 
sider can not be made; that the yeas and nays can not be taken, and, finally, 
that it can not adjourn. 

The action of the Committee of the Whole being, therefore, purely advisory 
and concluding nothing, it is clear that this provision can not be in contraven- 
tion of the Constitution—which is silent on the subject—and isin harmony with 
the well recognized principles and practice of the English Parliament, the orig- 
inal sources of our parliamentary rules and practice and of modern constitu- 
tional governments. 

Rule XXIV has been so completely reconstructed that a somewhat detailed 
statement is necessary to an understanding of the changes made. Instead of 
the former rule requiring on Monday a call of States and Territories for the in- 
troduction of bills, ete., it has been proposed by clauses I and # of Rule XXII to 
refer all bills, ere , to appropriate committees as required under Rule XI and 
clause 5of Rule XXI, by delivering them, in the case of private bills, to the Clerk, 
and of public bills to the Speaker, 3 

Correctionsin case of erroneous reference have also been provided for, giving, 
in the opinion of the committee, all reasonable opportunity for legitimate mo- 
tions touching the proper reference of a bill. The reference of joint and con- 
current resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures and of 
resolutions of inquiry addressed to heads of Executive Departments has been 
provided for as previously stated. 

Clause 2 of the former rule has been amended by the substitution of the fol- 
lowing, namely : 

Business on the Speaker's table shall be disposed of as follows: 

Messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads of 
De: ents.and other communications addressed to the House and bills, reso- 
lutions, and messages from the senate shall be referred to appropriate commit- 


ber who makes a motion by direction of a committee, 
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tees without debate; but House bills with Senate amendments, except revenue 
and general ik gh teste bills and river and harbor bills, may be at once dis- 
por of, asthe House may determine, as may also Senate bills substantially 

same as House bills already favorably reported on by a committee of the 
House on motion directed to be made by such committee, 

The committee do not deem it necessary tosay more with respect to the amend- 
ment of former clause 2 than that it affords an 3 for the House to com- 
plete the legislation upon which it bas already substantially passed. The amenud- 
ments may be, and usually are, unimportant, and relate to the form rather than 
the substance of the bill. Under well seer Death principles, therefore, of lexis- 
lative procedure, this enables the House either toconclude legislation or put the 
matter into conference. 

It will be noticed, however, that if either the Senate amendment to the House 
bill or the original Senate bill is subject to a point of order under Rule XX and 
clause 3 of Rule XXIII, it must have such reference and there receive its first 
consideration. 

Clause 3 of the pro; code restores unfinished business to its ancient posi- 
tion and privilege, giving it the status to which it was entitled in the House for 
nearly a century and to which, under the common parliamentary law and prac- 
tice, it is legitimately entitled. 

After unfinished business has been disposed of there comes a period for action 
by the House under direction of committees apon bills of a public character 
which do not appropriate money. This will facilitate the passage of much legis- 
lation of loca! value and some of national importance, 

This period must be sixty minutes, and at the option of the House may be 
much longer At the end of sixty minutes, however, the House has the option 
to go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union either gen- 
erally or to consider a designated bill. 

Rule XXVIII, relating to suspension of rules, is so modified that the House, at 
the request of a committee, may by a majority vote set down a bill for action of 
the House. The right to debate is enlarged under suspension of rules and on 
ms ordering of the previous question prior to debate from thirty minutes to 

orty. 

None of the remaining rules is changed except Rule XXXVI, which is 
amended by giving a seat on the floor to a representative of the United Press 
and the Press News Association. 

Former Rule XLV has been omitted, for the reason that it has become a well 
seen mene that one House can not adopt a rule binding or controlling a 
su ing House, 

Your committee have thus gone over briefly the proposed new code of rules. 
They believe, if followed out in good faith, it will at once enable the House to 
have due control over its business and at the same time provide those safe- 
guards of deliberation and debate which will enable the House to act wisely. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, 


The undersigned, constituting the minority of the Committee on Rules, being 
unable to concur with the majority in many of the changes proposed to be made 
in the rules of the House, beg leave to submit a brief statement of their views. 

The report of the majority sets forth the changes proposed in the rules here- 
tofore prevuiling in the House, and therefore it is not necessary to enumerate 
them here, It will be seen that while some of them are comparatively unim- 
portant there are others which, if adopted, will very materially change the 
methods of transacting business in the House and in a Jarge measure deprive 
the individual Representatives of their proper power and influence in the most 
important matters of lecislation. 

nder clause 4 of Rule XXIV no bill on the House Calendar can be reached 
for consideration unless called up by the committee that reported it, and under 
clause 5 of the same rule no individual member can make an original motion 
for the pur, of 5 icular bill in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. When, however, a motion has been made by 
direction of a committee to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider a particular bill, an individual member may move to 
amend it by designating another bill. This is the extent of his right under the 
proposed rule; and it is evident that he will be placed ata arene disadvantage. 

He will be compelled to present his amendment, not simply on its merits, but 
in opposition to another motion already 8 and he will be compelled, 
moreover, to contend against the power of two of the committees of the House; 
that is to say, the committee which already has under consideration a bill called 
up by it from the House Calendar and the committee which makes the original 
motion to go into the Committee ofthe Whole. While the exclusive right to 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union to cousider a particular bill is given to a committee, the ex- 
clusive right to offer an amendment designating another bill is not given tothe 
individual member, This amendment may be offered by the committee as well 
as by the member under the rule as proposed, 

When a motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union generally ora motion made by direction of the committee to into 
Committee of the Whole to consider a particular bili is not SUARNA by the 
House, it can not be made again by that committee, or by any other, until the 
matter then under consideration or discussion in the House is disposed of. The 
morning hour for calling up bills for consideration by committees is therefore 
not a period of sixty minutes, but it may extend through many days, or even 
weeks, with tue same mutter under consideration, because its duration will de- 

nd entirely upon the time necessarily occupied by the House in disposing of 

e matter under consideration or discussion, 

During the time that the matter is pending, whether it be for a day or a week, 
no other committee can call up a bill; nor can the House, asjust stated, 
to consider any other public bill except bills raising revenue or general appro- 
priation bills. Under the rules as they existed prior to the Forty-sixth Congress 
there was a morning hour for reports from committees, and such reports could 
be considered when made, but the bour expired at the end of sixty minutes and 
the House then proceeded to take up other business. During the last Congress 
there was also an hour for the consideration of bills called Bey committees, 
but it lasted sixty minutes only, and was therefore free from objections we 
have suggested to the rule now proposed. 

If the proposed rules are adopted, there will be one way only In which an in- 
dividual member, not acting by direction of a committee, can secure considera- 
tion of a bill, and that is by a motion to suspend the rules. But even in that 
case he is not placed upon an equal footing witb a committee or with a mem- 
Clause 1 of Rule XVIII. 
as proposed, provides that when a motion is mule by direction of a committee 
tompon the rules and fix a day for the consideration of a ill previously re- 
ported by it a majurity vote shall be sufficient to agree to the motion, but in 
case an individual member makes a motion a vote of two-thirds is required. 

We are unable to discover any sufficient reason for this discrimination against 
members who may not be fortunate enough to secure the co-operation of com- 
mittees in making their motions. Ifa majority vote is sufficient to suspend the 
Tules und fix a day for the consideration of a bill when the motion is mado by 
direction of a committee, certainly the same vote ought to be sufficient when 
made by an individual member upon his responsibility and in behalf of his con- 


stituents. The only reasonable explanation for this discrimination is that it is 
the policy of the proposed rules to suppress the individual member of the House 
as far as ible and increase the powers of the committees. In fact, under the 
pro rules, the individual member will searcely have power to make a 
motion of any kind, except when he acts as the representative of a committee 
and hy its directions. He will neither introduce a bill nor make a report, ex- 
cept by delivering it to the Clerk or the Speaker, and if his bill should be 
erroneously referred he can not himself move to correct it, unless he does so 
within three days after its reference. 

It is proposed by the majority to make a quorum of the Committee of the 
Whole [louse on the state of the Union consist of one hundred members, or con- 
siderably less than one-third of all the members of the House. Every bill ap- 
propriating money or property or raising revenue must have its first consider- 
ation in this committee of one hundred. Since the organization of the Gov- 
ernment it has required the same number of members Lo constitute a quorum 
in the Committees of the Whole as in the House—thatis, a majority of all the 
mem bers-elect—and that is manifestly the true rule, because the committee is 
composed of all the members of the House. 

It is indeed the House it-elf deliberating as a committee. It resolves itself 
into a Committee of the Whole simpiy because while sitting in that ca) ty 
there is more freedom of debate and amendment and greater facilities afforded 
for a careful consideration of the . measure, and there is no reason why 
a quorum of the committee should be less than a quorum of the House, except 
the fact that ordinarily the action of the committee is not final and convlusive 
upon the matters referred to it. But while the afirmative action of the com- 
mittee is not final its negative action is practically so in most cases. If an 
amendment offered in the committce isagr ed to it will be reported to the 
House for its cousideration, but if the committee rejects an amendment it is not 
reported to the House and the committee s action is of course finaly 

t has always been so universally conceded that a Committee of the Whole 
House was simply the House itself that it has never been considered necessary 
to prescribe in the rules what number of members should be necessary to con- 
stitute a quorum in such committee. The Constitution requires a majority of 
all the members-elect to constitute a quorum to do business in the House, and, 
without any rule on the subject, the same number has always been recognized 
as necessary in a Committee of the Whole and whenever it found itse f with 
less than that number present and voting it has been compelled to suspend its 
proceedings. 

In addition to this proposition to reduce the number necessary to constitute 
a quorum itis also propos d, by a modification of the old Rule Il, toconfer 
upon the Committees of the Whole the power to close all debate on any section 
or paragraph of the bill under consideration, Such a power has never been 
heretofore given to the committecs, but has always been exercised by the House, 
and, in our opinion, it will be unwise to make a change in this respect, 
cially ifone hundred members are to constitute a quorum in the committee. In 
pursuance of this same policy of reducing the numberof Representatives nec- 
essary to lawsand transact other business, it is proposed by the majority to 
insert the following clause in Rule XV: 

“3. On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, be- 
fore the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to 
make a quorum!] in the Hall of the House who do not vote shall noted by 
the Clerk and recorded in the Journal and reported to the Speaker, with the 
names of the members voting, and be counted and announced in determining 
the presence of a quorum to do business,” 

This is the most radical and, in our opinion, the must dangerous innnovation 
proposed by the majority. If agreed to it will not only overthrow the con- 
struction that has been uniformly given to the Constitution for more than a 
century, but ih will enable less than a majority of the Representatives of the 
people to pass the most important laws affecting the interests of the whole 
country, The personaland property rights of the citizens, protected heretofore 
by laws enacted by the votes of a majority, may be impaired or destroyed by 
the votes of a mere fraction of the members of Congress, for if less than a major- 
ity may constitutionally pass measures in the Honse, of course the same thing 
muy be done in the Senate. In the same way enormoussumsofmoney may be 
appropriated from the public Treasury for the most unconstitutional and im- 
proper purposes, and the interests of the tax-payers completely subordinated to 
the selfish demands of private individuals and corporations. 

Withoutentering here into a discussion of the constitutional question involved 
in this proposition, we earnestly protest against it asa measure ofthe most dan- 

erous and revolutionary character, Any rule or practice which enables the 

peaker or the Clerk to pass bills by counting members present and not voting 
will inevitably result in destroying the confidence of the ESPs in the integrity 
of legislation and engender controversies and litigations which might be easily 
avoided by an adherence to the mandate of the Constitution as heretofore in- 
terpreted. 

The rules now proposed omit two motions which have for a long time been 
recognized as privileged, to wit, a motion to fix a day to which the House will 
adjourn and a motion to take a recess, The first of these motions was made a 
privileged one in April, 1779, by the first Congress that mot under the Constitu- 
tion, and the second was made privileged by the ‘Thirty-sixth Congress. Not 
only are these two motions omitted, but a clause is inserted in Rule XVI which 
enables the Speaker to refuse to entertain any motion whatever which he may 
choose to consider dilatory. The clause is. No dilatory motion sha l be enter- 
tained by the Speaker.“ It does not define dilatory motions, nor does it give 
the House the right or the opportunity to decide the question, but it confers the 
absolute power upon the Spe, ker to judge finally and conclusively of the motives 
of every member who submits a motion in the course of legislative proceedings, 

By clause 4 of the same rule, when a question is under debate, a motion to 
adjourn. a motion tolay on the table, a motion for the previous question, a mo- 
tion to postpone to a day certain, or to refer, or to amend, or to postpone indefi- 
nitely, are expressly declared to be in order, and by clause 4 of Rule 1 the 
S HEAS 5 must decide all questions of order, subject to an appeal to the House. 
The proposed clause allowiug the Speaker to refuse to entertain any motion 
which he may consider dilatory isabsolutely inconsistent with the other provis- 
ions of the rule. To provide that members shall have the right to make cer- 
tain motions and at the same timeto provide that the Speaker may refuse toen- 
tertain them, and ey also refuse to entertain an appeal from his decision, is 
simply to place the whole law of the House, go faras parliamentary motions are 
concerned, in the hands of the presiding officer, and deprive the members of 
every right in this respect which the rules purport to confer upon them, 

A rule abolishing all parliamentary motions beretofore recognized in the 
House, and simply providing that members may make such motions only as 
the Speaker may see proper to permit and take only such appeals from his 
decisions as he may see proper to allow. would atleast have the meritof direct- 
ness and simplicity, Such a rule would be no more unreasonable or unjust 
than the one now pro , and would prevent conflicts upon the floor by ad- 
vising members in advance precisely what their rights are, 

There are other changes proposed in the rules to which wecan not agree, but 
they are of leas importance than those to which we have called attention, and 
we will not extend this statement by alluding to them in detail. 

J. G. CARLISLE, 
SAML. J. RANDALL, 
Minority of the Commitice on Rules. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 10, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
ved. 
2 EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 29th ultimo, certain informationin relation to the amount 
of Indian trust funds invested in State bonds which have not been paid 
at maturity, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 5th instant, a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, accompanied by a report from Capt. 
Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, on the improvement of the 
entrance to Yaquina Bay, Oregon; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a letter from the secretary of the 
Territory of Utah, transmitting a memorial from the governor and 
Legislative Assembly of Utah, praying that no change be made in the 
reservation of the Southern Ute Indians of Colorado that will involve 
their transfer to Utah; which, with theaccompanying paper, was referred 
tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hold in my hand a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of St. Louis, Mo., signed by Charles F. Orthwein, chairman, 
Henry C. Haarstick, Michael McEnnis, William L. Huse, John L. 
Douglass, Nathan Cole, Hugh E. O. Stanard, Henry Hitchcock, 
Isaac M. Mason, J. C. Ewald, and Jerome Hill, in favor of the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River between St. Louis and New Orleans. 

I will state briefly the contents of the petition. It declares that the 
improvement of the Mississippi River is of the greatest national impor- 
tance and affects the transportation interests of the country to a greater 
extent than any other water-way in existence; that the work now be- 
ing carried on under the able management and direction of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission has resulted in very great value, and could it 
be prosecuted with vigor and without intermission would ina few years 
secure deep, safe, and uninterrupted navigation to the Gulf; that as an 
arbiter of rates the Mississippi River is the great factor in the transpor- 
tation interests of the West. 

With its improvement the increase of exports by the Gulf has kept 
steady pace, and from very s.nall beginnings in 1872 has increased 

early until in 1889 nearly 20 per cent. of the entire exports of corn 
ve gone from the United States by this route. 

When it is considered that the export value of corn makes the price 
for the entire crop it can be readily understood how important the 
cheapening of transportation is to the agricultural States of the Ohio 
and Mississippi Valleys, for rail rates are compelled to follow river 
rates. The immense corn crop of the West is now being marketed at 
ruinous prices to the farmer, and a saving of 2 cents per bushel, which 
the river route now secures, and which would be increased if the Mis- 
sissippi River was properly improved, means a very great sum to the 
producer when corn is selling in the interior at from 10 cents to 15 
cents per bushel. The freight on corn from St. Louis to New Orleans 
has been less than 6 cents per bushel, making the freight to Liverpool 
via the river route less than 17 cents per bushel, and by the mainte- 
nance of this rate the rail rate to the East both for home consumption 
and for export was reduced to the minimum, namely, 12.88 cents per 
bushel, which would not have been secured except for the competition 
of the river route. 

Therefore, says the petition, every consideration, both of economy 
and expediency, calls for the prompt and vigorous prosecution of this 
work by the General Government, and this can only be accomplished 
by liberal and continuous appropriations, 

This committee for these reasons respectfully and earnestly petition 
the honorable Senators and Representatives of the great Mississippi 
Valley to urgethe necessity and desirability of securing at once, without 
waiting for the river and harbor appropriation bill, the necessary ap- 

ropriations for continuing the work of improving the Mississippi River 

tween St. Louis and New Orleans in the same manner as has been 

done in the Senate for the Sault Ste. Marie Canal and other works by 
special bills for special work. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of the Bankers’ Associa- 
tion of the State of Nebraska, in which they urge legislation which will 
reduce the tax upon the circulation of national banks from one-half 
per cent. to one-fourth per cent, every six months, and also recommend 
the passage of an act of Congress which will allow the refunding of the 
present issues of bonds by an issue of bonds bearing 2 per cent. inter- 
est, to be redeemable at the pleasure of the Government, these bonds 
to form the basis of apermanent national-bank circulation, 
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T move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Thomas E. Douglas, Com- 
mand No. 23, Union Veterans’ Union, of Mansfield, Ohio, and the pe- 
tition of Hazlett Post, No. 81, departmentof Ohio, Grand Army of the 
Republic, praying for the passage of the per diem pension bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Chicago, Ill., favoring the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of William Patrick Henry, 
of Elberton, Elbert County, Georgia, wherein the petitioner sets forth 
that he voted the national Republican ticket at Elberton on November 
6, 1888; that upon receiving his ballot the manager of the election pub- 
licly announced that it was the first and only Republican ticket voted 
that day, whereupon the petitioner was set upon by 200 or 300 Demo- 
crats who assaulted him violently and placed his life in extreme peril; 
and that he appealed to the courts, but owing to a partisan grand jury 
no one was punished for the outrage. The petitioner prays that this 
outrage may be investigated in order to show that the United States 
Government will protect the lives and liberty of its citizens. 

I move that the petition be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Privil and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the order to print? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of J. L. Brooks and 136 
others, legal voters of the county of Lauderdale, State of Mississippi, 
praying for the passage of a national law securing a free ballot aud an 
honest count in all elections of Representatives in Congress, and that in 
addition such laws may be passed by Congress as it may have power to 
enact for the enforcement of the fifteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Typographical Union No, 
112, of Scranton, Pa., favoring the restoration in the Government 
Printing Office of the scale of wages in force prior to 1877; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of Charles E. Cooper, of Allegheny, Pa., 
praying that he be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition and resolution of the Board of 
Trade of the city of Spokane Falls, State of Washington, urging upon 
Congress the importance and necessity of opening to use and settlement 
the Colville Indian reservation, consisting of 2,800,000 acres of land, 
after first securing to the Indians of that reservation in severalty such 
part of the reservation as may be necessary for their use; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial adopted by the monthly 
meeting of Friends of Salem, Iowa, remonstrating against any appro- 
priation for the construction of a navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Whiting Post, No. 247, 
Grand Army of the Republic, department of Iowa, of Belmont, Iowa, 
favoring the passage of a service-pension law for surviving ex-Union 
soldiers of the war of the rebellion; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 67 citizens of Fairfield, Jefferson 
County, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act granting a pension to 
Mary R. Henderson; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 39 farmers, citizens of the State of 
Iowa; the petition of 68 farmers, citizens of the State of Iowa; the petition 
of 38 farmers, citizens of Farnhamville, Iowa; the petition of 14 citi- 
zens of the State of Iowa; the petition of 39 members of the Elkhorn 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1020, of Kingsley, Iowa, and a petition of Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, No. 1129, of Peterson, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
an act to prohibit speculation in raw and manufactured farm products; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Giles Otis Pearce, of Davenport, 
Towa, praying for the passage of an act making an appropriation for 
the payment of his claim against the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the Board of Trade of In- 
dianapolis, Ind., praying for the total repeal of the interstate-com- 
merce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, praying for relief on certain important points set 
forth in their petition. move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented three petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the passage of alaw prohibiting speculation in grain; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. SPOONER. I present a petition, which appears to be numer- 
ously signed, in which the petitioners allege that they are citizens of the 
State of Mississippi, and humbly pray this honorable body to establish 
a republican form of government in that State, as required by Article 
IV, Section 4, of the Constitution of the United States, which declares 
that the United States shall guaranty to every State in the Union a 
republican form of government.’’ The petitioners allege that for the 
last fourteen years a republican form of government has not existed in 
Mississippi, but the majority are oppressed and their will suppressed, 
and the minority govern contrary to liberty, the Constitution, and free 
government. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Rev. G. W. Gayles and 603 
other legal voters of Bolivar County, Mississippi, praying for the pas- 
sage of a national law securing a free ballot and an honest count in all 
elections of Representatives in Congress, and that in addition such laws 
may be passed by Congress as it may have power to enact for the en- 
forcement of the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Saline County (Kansas) Farmers’ 
Alliance, praying for legislation to suppress or control trusts and com- 
bines; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK presented resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky, urging the passage of a law to pay certain citizens of Cynthiana, 
in that State, for property destroyed by fire during a military engage- 
ment in that town in the late civil war, to accompany Senate bill 91, 
in régard to that subject-matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Abram French & Co., of Boston, 
Mass., praying for certain changes in the tariff duties on pottery; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the passage of what is known as the Torrey bankrupt bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of Edwin H. Fitler, mayor of Phila- 
delphia, Pa. and other citizens of the United States, praying that the 
Superintendent of the Census be directed to collect certain data in rela- 
tion to the electrical industry; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Census. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of TheodoreSharts, of New York 
City, praying for an extension of his patent for the manufacture of im- 
pore, vault lights, illuminating tiles, ete.; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Patents. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the members óf Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union No. 1689, citizens of Missouri, praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. REAGAN. I present a petition of sundry citizens of El Reno 
and vicinity, in Oklahoma, praying that that town be made the county 
seat of Reno County. Inasmuch as the Territorial bill is now before 
the Senate for action, I move that the petition be laid on the table. I 
understand that the committee’s bill has not provided for the location 
of county seats. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, REAGAN. I also present a petition of sundry citizens of Okla- 
homa, representing that towns in Oklahoma were laid out after matters 
were settled in that territory; that taxes had been collected in them 
to build school-houses, support schools, build roads, and for other county 
expenses, and praying that they be allowed to carry out their contracts 
in good faith. I move, for the same reason, that this petition be laid 
upon the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of J. F. Glazebrook, late a private 
in Company B, First Arkansas Cavalry, praying payment for horses lost 
in the military service; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the improvement of the Mississippi River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, 

rayiug that certain appropriations be made for street improvements 
in the District; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of Pomona Grange, No. 118, of John- 
son County, Kansas, praying for legislation to prevent trusts and com- 
bines; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Wadsworth Post, No. 7, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Council Bluffs, Kans., praying for the passage of the 
service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the New Chillicothe Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, of Kansas, praying that sufficient appropriations be made to con- 
struct deep-water harbors on the Gulf of Mexico, for the purpose of 
opening up a more direct communication with Central and South 
America; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for legis- 
lation prohibiting speculation in grain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
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Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of Post No. 165, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Table Rock, Nebr., urging the passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill and a bill to equalize the difference in soldiers’ wages between 
the worth of gold and paper money during the war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of James M. Cooper and others, 


of Knoxville, Iowa, praying that a pension be granted to Alexander 
Clear; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the New Hampshire ex-Prison- 
ers-of-War Association, praying for the passage of a bill granting pen- 
opare ex-prisoners of war; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred a petition of the White Cross University of Sci- 
ence, of Washington, D. C., praying for the erection of a temple of sei- 
ence with annex for public records, hall, and rooms; also, buildings for 
the use of the quadro-centennial exhibition at Washington, D. C., 
asked that the committee be discharged from the farther consideration 
of the petition, and that it be referred to the Select Committee on the 
Quadro-Centennial; which was agreed to, 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Mary B. Hook, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2304) to establish two additional land districts in 
the State of Washington, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FARWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1748) for the relief of the Sisters of 
the Holy Cross in the city of Washington, D. C., reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the bill (S. 
1170) to incorporate the Washington and Highlands Street Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr, STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment: 

A bill (S. 328) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Sterling, III.; 

A bill (S. 1265) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 1313) for the erection of a public building at Cheyenne, 


Wyo.; 

A bill (S. 859) for the erection of a public building at Chester, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 1285) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Helena, Mont. ; 

A bill (S. 1219) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Salt Lake City, Utah; 

A bill (8. 1590) to provide for the construction of a public building 
in the city of Stockton, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 488) to provide for the erection of a public building for the 
use and accommodation of the post-oflice at Mammoth Hot Springs, in 
the Yellowstone National Park; 

A bill (S. 1230) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Pawtucket, R. I.; 

A bill (S. 1231) for the erection ofa public building in the city of 
Woonsocket, R. L; 

A bill (S. 77) to provide for the construction of a publie building at 
Portland, Oregon; 5 

A bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. T.; 

A bill (S. 166) for the erection of a public building at Virginia City, 
State of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 221) providing for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Hasti: Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 166) for the erection of a public building for a post-office 
and United States land office at the city of The Dalles, Ogon 

A bill (S. 78) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Salem, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 301) for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, 
Minn. ; 

A bill (S. 167) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State 
of Nevada; and 

A bill (S. 1264) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Diego, Cal. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2542) further to provide for the 
administration of oaths; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon, and they 
were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2220) to promote greater efficiency in the General Land 


Office; 
A bill (S. 1606) to readjust the salary of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office; and : 
A bill (S. 1328) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office, 
Mr. PAD. , from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom the 
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subject was referred, a bill (S. 2543) to promote the efficiency 
of the General Land Office; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Lask leave to file a written report hereafter to 
aceompany the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted. 

Mr. MOODY. Inadvertently the bill (S. 852) for the relief of Eli C. 
Officer was referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 
It should go to the Committee on Claims, and the Senator who intro- 
duced it desires that it be referred to that committee. I therefore re- 
port it back from the Select Committee on Indian Depredations and ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, with the accompanying 


TS. 
The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1120) to create the office of auditor of the General 
Land Office in the Interior Department, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1372) approving, with amendments, the fund- 
ing net of Arizona, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

COURTS IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 

Mr. INGALLS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report with 
amendments the bill (S. 620) to provide for the time and place of hold- 
ing the terms of the United States district courts in the State of South 
Dakota, and as the bill concerns the administration of justice in one of 
the recently admitted States, whose Senators are very anxious that im- 
mediate action should be had, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be now considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read at length, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
the Judiciary will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was in section 2, line 1, after the word of, 
to insert the words the district;’’ so as to read: 

That for the purpose of holding terms of the district court, ete, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 3 and to insert in lien 


SEC. 3. That the terms of the district court for the district of South Dakota shall 
be held at Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday of April and October in each year; 
at Pierre on the third Tuesday of May and Novemberin each year; and at Dead- 
wood on the first Tuesday of January and July in each year. And the provision 
of law now existing for the holding of said court on the first Monday in April 
and November in each vear is hereby repealed, and all suits, prosecutions, proc- 
ess, recognizan bail-bonds, and other things pending in or returnable to 
said court on thedays last named are hereby transferred to and shall be made 
returnable to and have force in the said ive terms in this act provided 
in the same manner and with the same effect as they would have had had this 
act not been passed. 


The amendment was agreed to. é 

The next amendment was in section 4, line 5, after the word“ re- 
sides,” to strike out all down to and including the word found,“ in 
line 8, as follows: 

When the defendant is a non-resident of either subdivision of the district, ne- 
tion may be brought in any division of the discrict wherein the defendant may 
be found. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was to strike out section 5 and to insert in lien 
thereof the following: 

Sec. 5. That the circuit court of the United States for said district shall be held 
at Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday of April and October in each year and at 
Deadwood on the first Tuesday of July in 8 and cases taken by appeal 
or writ of error from the district court held in the eastern or central divisions of 
said district respectively shall be returnable to the cireuit court held at Sioux 
Falls, and cases taken by appeal or writ of error from the district court held in 
the western division of said district shall be returnable to the circuit court held 
at Deadwood, When the and district courts are held as vided in this 
act at the same time and pjan one grand and one petit jury only shall be sum- 
moned and served in both ssid courts. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section: 
Sec. 6. That the clerk of the circuit court and the clerk of the district court 
ively shall reside and have their principal office at Pierre, and each of 
clerks may appoint a deputy to reside and have an office at Sioux Falis and 
Deadwood. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ARREST OF ESCAPING OFFENDERS.’ 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 132) to amend section 1014 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to report it back recommending 
its „with an amendment to the title. The bill is a very brief 
one and I ask that it may be passed at the present time. It is a bill 
that has heretofore been passed on the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be ü enacted, etc., That section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be so amended that it shall apply to and authorize the arrest, according to the 
provisions of said section, of any offender against the laws of the United States, 
as well after as before trial, and his commitment to lawful custody, unless he 
shall give bail as required by law if entitled thereto; and if already convicted 
and sentenced the said offender shall be, by proper process, surrendered to the 
officials having authority to execute said sentence, or their agent, to be by them 
held and returned to any place required by the sentence of the court, or by law, 
for the due execution of said sentence and until duly and legally discharged; 
for which purposes the district judge may also issue his warrant of removal as 
required by said section if the said offender be arrested in any district other 
than that where the further proceedings are to be had after or the sen- 
tenes of the court is to be executed. 


Mr. HOAR. I will state simply in explanation that a doubt has been 
raised by a very eminent judge of high authority whether the existing 
provisions of law for the arrest of offenders against the United States, 
escaping from one district or State into another, applies to the case where 
the escape is made after trial and conviction; and this is intended sim- 
ply to remove that difficulty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I was notaware that arequest had been made for the 
present consideration of the bill, and I was just going to makeit. The 

bill was passed by the Senate at the last Congress, and I hope it will be 
passed now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the title by adding the words in re- 
lation to the arrest of offenders against the United States escaping from 
one district or State into another.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment to the title will beagreed 
to if there be no objection. 

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. EVARTS. From the Committee on Privileges and Elections I 
report a resolution, the passage of which the committee recommend, 
I ask that the resolution be read and lie on the table. I shall call it 
up in the morning hour at an early day. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is competent for the Senate to elect a President pro tempor 
who shall hold the oftice during the pleasure of the Senate and until another 


Is there objection to the present consid- 


e; 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof when the Vice-President 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and lie 
over, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk. announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 23) for the relief of Daniel V. O’ Leary; 

A bill (H. R. 346) to extend “An act to grant the right of way to the 
Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the Indian Terri- 
tory; and for other purposes; 

A bill (H, R. 1613) for the relief of Samuel Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 1633) granting an increase of pension to Abram Duryee; 

A bill (H. R. 1927) granting an increase of pension to George Colwell; 

A bill (H. R. 3266) for the relief of Noah W. Yoder; 

A bill (H. R. 3298) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamers Trenton and Vandalia, and the stranding of the 
United States steamer Nipsic, at Apia, Samoan Islands; 

A bill (H. R. 3403) for the relief of James M. McClelland; 

A bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; and 

A bill (H. R. 3834) to appropriate $40,000 for the maintenance of the 
Marion Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
forthe year ending June 30, 1890. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: : 

A bill (S. $40) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected in the county 
of Douglas, or in the county of Sarpy, in the State of Nebraska, and 
the county of Pottawattamie, in the State of Iowa, and make the same 
a post-route; and 

A bill (S. 2015) to amend and alter an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa, ap- 
proved August 6, 1888. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolutions: 

A resolution for the printing of 1,000 extra copies of the report of 
the Zoological Park Commission and its accompanying maps; 

A resolution for the printing of 50,000 copies of the treatise on the 
cotton-worm and boll-worm, by Professor Charles V. Riley; 

A resolution for the printing of 500 copies of the consolidated index 
of claims reported by the Commissioners of Claims to the House of Rep- 
resentatives from 1871 to 1880; and 
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A resolution for the printing of 10,000 copies for the use of the House 
of the hearings now being held before the Committee on Waysand Means. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

A bill (H. R. 583) granting the use of certain lands to the city of 
St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and for other 5 and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of certain Chippewa Indians 
of the La Pointe agency, Wisconsin. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 2544) for the relief of Samuel 
Marsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2545) for the relief of Robley D. 
Evans and Richard M. Green; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2546) to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2547) for the relief of Robert Lang- 
ston; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2548) for the relief of the 
board of commissioners of the sinking fund of the city of Louisville, 
Ky.; N was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2549) to increase cer- 
tain pensions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2550) authorizing George A. An- 
derson, S. N. Stewart, and James N. Sprigg to construct and maintain 
a ponton bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of Quincy, in 
the State of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2551) for the relief of Martha E. Fles- 
schert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2552) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of William Martin; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge of 
desertion and of having enlisted in the Confederate service from the 
records of the War Department standing against John McFarland and 
to grant him an honorable discharge; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2554) for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Afairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2555) to increase the pension of Mary 
M. Gibson, widow of Commander William Gibson; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2556) for the relief of William Brice & 
Co., of Philadelphia, and others; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE atrodai a bill (S. 2557) to authorize and meet the 
expenses of a survey of a ship-canal connecting Lakes Washington, 
Union, and Samamish with Puget Sound; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2558) for the increase of pen- 
sions on account of the loss of an eye, and providing for artificial eyes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2559) for the relief of Thomas G. Cor- 
bin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2560) to increase the pension of 
Nelson Monroe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Martha L. Downes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2562) to authorize the appointment 
of Assistant Surgeon Thomas Owens, United States Navy, not in the 
line of promotion, to the position of surgeon, United States Navy, not 
in the line of promotion, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2563) to regulate the appointment 
of appraisers at the port of New York, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2564) to amend section 
707 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2565) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Muscatine, lowa; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced à bill (S. 2566) granting a pension to Mary R. 
Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2567) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin T. Shepard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MOODY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2568) for the relief 
of Morris Appel, of Pennington County, South Dakota, who alleges loss 
of property by Indian depredations; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2569) for the relief of Henry 
Bradley, of Yankton County, South Dakota, on account of Indian dep- 
redations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2570) for the relief of John 
Stanage, of Yankton County, South Dakota, on account of Indian dep- 
redations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8.2571) granting a pension to 
Francis C. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2572) granting jurisdiction and author- 
ity to the Court of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her 
barges, cargoes, etc.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce this bill in lieu of the bill (S. 1481) 
to authorize the Court of Claims to hearand determine to judgment the 
claim of the owners of the towboat Future City, barges, cargoes, ete., 
which was introduced by me December 18, 1889, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. I move that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of Senate bill 1481, and that it 
be indefinitely postponed, so as to relieve the committee from any at- 
tention to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2573) granting a pension to Everett 
Jenkins; which was read twice by its title and and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 2575) grantin; ting a pension to Margaret Fla- 
herty; which was read twice by its title, referred tothe Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Mary G. 
Colby; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2577) granting a pension to Harris K. 
Frost; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Ann West; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Cornelia H. 
Keyes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2580) to vacate the location of the right 
of way made by the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company through the 
southeast quarter of section 33, township 12, range 3 west, in the Indian 
Territory; which was read twice, by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2581) for the relief of Joseph Dunlap; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2582) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to ex- 
tend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutia- 
ble goods, and for other purposes,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio, ap- 
proved February 9, 1889; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2583) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary H. Nicholson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2584) for the relief of Hiram 
W. Love, of the State of Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2585) for the relief of Mrs. Julia W. 
Jones, widow of Lientenant Rowland M. Jones; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Elliott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2587) to correct and equalize the 
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tate of pension for certain army nurses; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2588) to amend rules and arti- 
cles of war 79 and 90, and to improve the administration of justice in 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 2589) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac 
River at the Benning’s road, in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2590) to incorporate the Cable 
Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2591) giving the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction of the claims on account of property of the Chesa- 
peake Female College possessed and used by the United States military 
authorities; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 56) providing for an 
immediate survey and estimate for the improvement of the St. John’s 
River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 57) for the relief of 
Capt. John Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
to an appropriation bill, which I ask may be read and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was read, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, as follows: 

For the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice Morrison R. Waite, this 
sum befng equal to the balance of his salary for one year, $8,745. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Charles Head, administrator of the es- 
tate of Henry Head, deceased, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, there 
being no adverse report. 


MARION BRANCH OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. VOORHEES. A Honse bill came over awhile ago making an 
appropriation in an emergency for the Marion Branch of the National 
Soldiers’ Home, which is located in Indiana. It is House bill No. 
3834, to 1 a ap $40,000 for the maintenance of the Marion Branch 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, I venture to ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
take that bill off the table and consider it at this time, and in that con- 
nection I present a letter from General William B, Franklin, president 
of the Board of Managers of the National Soldiers’ Home, showing the 
necessity for the passage of the bill at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Indiana? The Chair hears none, and the bill 
will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 3834) to appropriate $40,000 for 
the maintenance of the Marion Branch of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers for the year ending June 30, 1890. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask for the reading of General Franklin’s letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot understand that the bill is now up for con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, That was the request made by the Senator 
from Indiana. 4 

Mr. ALLISON. I object until I ascertain what is in the letter. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam trying to give that information. I am sure 
my friend from Iowa will not object when he is in possession of the in- 
formation. Iam asking now that a letter from General Franklin, the 
president of the Board of Managers of the National Home, be read, show- 
ing the emergency which caused the bill to be passed, contrary to all 

es, and with no rules at ail over in the other House, and sent here at 
this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Sol perfectly understood, but I wanted to hear the 
letter before the matter was taken up. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam asking for the letter to be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

HARTFORD, CONN., December 31, 1889. 

DEAR Sin; I have been informed by Col. L. A, Harris, first vice-president 
Board of M: rs, National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and local 
manager of the Mari 


rof on Branch of the National Home, that you have introduced 
a bill for the appropriation of $250,000 for that branch. I sincerely hope that it 


will pass. 

The Board of Managers has estimated $311,000 for that branch for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891. Of this amount the sum of $120,000 is for mainte- 
nance, and the balance, $191,000, for construction, The Appropriations Com- 
mittee have the printed explanation of the estimate, and we,hope will be in- 
duced 8 favorably upon it. The estimate is also in the printed Book of 


But this branch is already in condition to take members, and there isan enor- 
mous pressure for admission to all of the branches now. It seems hard that 
destitute and crippled old soldiers should be kept out of the home during the 
winter and until 80th of June next, while it is now ready for the reception of at 
least two hundred men, and its capacity will be increased two hundred more 
in about two months. 

I inclose, therefore, at the suggestion of Colonel Harris, a draft of a bill that I 
have prepared to meet the present emergency. I think that the passage of 
such an act would be a, most excellent thing. It would at once utilize the 
Marion Branch as far itis ready, and would enable the board to occupy 
the other buildings as soon as they are completed. 

Without such action the buildings must remain to a great degree useless un- 
til the beginning of the next fiscal year, while in the mean time hundreds of 
eee soldiers, old and crippled and destitute, must remain without care and 

elter. 

If the thing strikes youas proper, I hope that you will do what is in your 
power to have the bill passed. It ts of course, important that the clause mak ing 
the money available at once should be retained. If the Appropriation Com- 
mittee can be induced to view the urgency of the case as we do, it seems as if 
there ought to be no difficulty in potting such an act d at once, but your 
judgment will doubtless suggest the best means of action in the matter. 

The amount of $10,000 is arrived at by considering that the maintenance of 
four hundred men for six months will cost $100 per man. ‘This is greater than 
it would be in a well established home, but the ai emai of the board shows 
that the cost of living in a new institution is materially greater than it is in one 
fully established. 

Respectfully yours, 


W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, Nalional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
Hon. A. N. MARTIN, 
Member United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It will be observed that General Franklin drafted 
the bill himself and sent it here by Colonel Harris. I ask thata letter 
from Col. L. A. Harris, of Cincinnati, first vice-president of the Board 
of Managers of the National Home, be also read for a single sentence 
that occurs in it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE Finsr VICE-PRESIDENT BOARD OF MANAGERS, 
400 West Seventh Street, Cincinnati, Ohio, February 3, 1800. 


My Dear Sin: My mother’s illness hurried me away from Washington, but 
she has improved somewhat since my return. I inclose you a letter which 
shows the pressing necessity for a s y appropriation for the Marion Branch, 
which it might be well to show to the Military Committee.. I have enough ap- 
plications of such cases, or those on the threshold of the poor-house, to fill the 
two barracks of Marion at once. 

Yours truly, 
L. A. HARRIS. 

Hon, A. N. MARTIS, 


Mr. VOORHEES. In justice to myself and to the Senate I now ask 
that the report made by the Committee on Military Affairs of the other 


House in connection with this bill be also read. It is not long and will 
take but a little time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Iowa still desire to have 
the report read? 


Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have it read. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: z 


{ Mr. WiLt1ams, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the follow- 
ng report: 

Your committee having under consideration House bill 3834, “to appropriate 
$40,000 for the maintenance of the Marion Branch of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers for the year ending June 30,1890,” beg leave to make 
the following report: 

On investigating they find that said home, under the provisions of an act 
passed by the Fiftieth Congress, have completed two barracks for the occu- 
pancy of disabled soldiers, which barracks have a united capacity for accommo- 
dating 300 men, All other branches of the home have more 5 than 
they can possibly accommodate, and as no provision was made by anid act of 
the Fiftieth Congress for the maintenance of the disabled soldiers who can be 
accommodated by these barracks, the indigent soldiers who have applied for 
admittance to the Marion Branch of the National Home will have to be sent to 
the poor-houses of their respective counties in lieu of other means of main- 
tenance, 

The committee beg leave to incorporate jn their report the resolution passed 
8 22, 1890, by the Board of Managers of National Military Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, which reads as follows: 

“Whereas there are now two barracks completed and ready for occupancy at 
the Marion Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
which barracks have a united apaci for accommodating 300 men ; and 

“ Whereas there are more applicants now for admission than the remaining 
barracks of all the branches of the home can accommodate; and 

“ Whereas said remaining branches are overcrowded and applicants for ad- 
mission are necessarily denied; and 

** Whereas there is no appropriation now available for the use of said branch: 

“ Resolved, That the president of the board be requested to submit these facts 
to the Congress of the United States, and to ask that the sum of $40,000 be ap- 
propriated and made immediately avsilakje for all necessary purposes of su 
sistence, hospital, transportation, ete., for said Marion Branch, said money to 
be accounted for as moneys now severally 9 for the remaining 
branches of the home, and subject to all the restrictions and requirements as to 
the expenditures of said various other appropriations.” 

In consideration of the above facts, the committee therefore recommends the 
passage of said bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the bill is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 


If there be no amendment, the bill will be repo to the Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. PLATT. If there is no more morning business 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrent and other resolutions are now 
in order, 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the Calendar 
Senate bill 201. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. GIBSON, I ask a courtesy of the Senator from Connecticut. 
This is a bill that has heretofore passed the Senate, and it has been again 
reported favorably from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. If it creates any opposition whatever, I shall withdraw my 
request for its present consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. I move at this time, if I have the floor, that the Senate 
resume the consideration of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the Senator decline to yield? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield 
to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. GIBSON. It will take buta moment to dispose of the bill Ide- 
sire to have considered. 

Mr. PLATT. I had the floor, as I sup , to make this motion. 
I desire, if I have the floor, to have the O oma bill taken up, and 
then I will consider the question as to whether I shall yield to the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator from 
Connecticut, but for the moment thought there might be some further 
morning business, 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate resume the consideration of 
the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Oklahoma. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that I have bad applications from sev- 
eral Senators to yield in order that they might secure the passage of 
bills this morning, but time is very preeious with me. However, the 
Senator from Louisiana, I understand, is necessarily obliged to leave 
the Senate to be gone for several days, and I have made an exception 
in his favor of the requests that have been made. 

Mr. GIBSON. I expect to leave in the course of the week, but I 
will take this opportunity to call the bill up, with the consent of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr, GIBSON, Task the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
pi) (5.201) to provide for a site for a public building at New Or- 

eans, 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise provide a site for 
a building suitable for the accommodation of the post-office and other 
Government uses at the city of New Orleans, at a cost not to exceed 
$800,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam obliged to the Senator from Connecticut for his 


courtesy. 
TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. PLATT. Now, let us go on regularly. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President, the question, I believe, when this bill 
was last before the Senate, was upon an amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and that amendment related to 
two matters. One was to amend between lines 44 and 52 of section 1. 
On an examination of those lines in conference with that Senator, I 
have concluded that the lines may as well be erased from the bill, and 
I understand if I can have the attention of the Senator from Kansas 
for a moment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The attention of the Senator from Kan- 
Sas is go bares by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLUMB, I will withdraw the amendments I proposed on the 
6th of the month, the time the bill was formerly under discussion, ex- 
cept so much as is contained in lines 8 to 13, inclusive, of the printed 
amendments, with the understanding that the Senator from Connecticut 
will himself move to strike out the description of the tracts of land over 
which the jurisdiction of the Government is not to be extended. 

Mr. PLATT. I move, then, to strike out between the parentheses, 
including the parentheses, in lines 44 to 52, page 3. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is in line 44 of section 
1, beginning with the word ‘‘saving,’’ to strike out all down to and 
including the word ‘‘control,’’ in line 52, as follows: 


(Saving and excepting 1 acre of land in form in the northwest corner of 
section 9, in township 1 north, INAO AWEN aud also 1 acre of land in the south- 


east corner of the northwest 
of the Indian 


quarter of section 15, township 16 north, range 7 west 

meridian in the TCC 
reserved for Government use and control), 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, PLUMB. _I now move to add what I send to the desk, to come 


in after the word beginning in line 44. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 44 it is proposed to insert, in lieu of the 
matter stricken out, the following words. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that is to be inserted in lieu of matter 
stricken out, That matter is stricken out, and now I understand the 
amendment to be to insert after the word beginning.” 


Mr. PLUMB. There is nothing in lieu about it. Isimply moved to 
insert. 
Mr. PLATT. To insert after the word beginning?“ ` 


Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line44, after the word beginning, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Together with all that tract of land bounded on the east by the one hundredth 
mer: on the south by the State of Texas, on the west by the Territory,of 
New Mexico, and on the north by the State of Colorado and the State of 
sas, and known as the Public Land Strip, are. 

So as to read: 

And thence north to the place of beginning, together with all that tract of land 
bounded on the east by the one hundredth meridian, ete. 

a INGALLS. Is this the tract popularly known as No Man’s 
Land? 

Mr. PLATT. Itis. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not contiguous or adjacent to the territory 
named in the earlier part of the bill, I believe? 

Mr. PLATT. Ina direct line it must be 125 miles west, I think. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will there not be a practical embarrassment in in- 
cluding under one form of government portions of territory so far apart? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is one of the difiiculties of the situation un- 
doubtedly, but still it is not singular, because we have had just that 
same question in the Territory of Dakota, and have to-day, where widely 
separated portions of country are ranged together under the same gov- 
ernment and yet separated by means of the interposition of an Indian 
reservation; and, while this is probably a little farther, these two com- 
munities will be but little farther apart than were portions of Dakota. 
I think the difference between 50 and 100 miles is not material. 

But, Mr. President, the necessity for the extension of government 
over No Man’s Land is just as great as it is to extend it over Oklahoma 
proper, and I take it that the Senator from Connecticut does not con- 
template that Congress will pass a separate bill for the o ization of 
the Public Land Strip into a Territory. It has got, therefore, to beat- 
tached somewhere. The Senate has passed at different times bills upon 
this subject; one bill was to attach it to the State of Kansas; another 
to extend the laws of the Territory of New Mexicooverit. These bills 
have failed, and that strip, embracing now probably five or six thou- 
sand settlers, has been all the time entirely without any government 
whatever, The desire of the people there undoubtedly is to become a 
part of the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma or of the Indian 
Territory as it is called. They deem that their interests lie in that di- 
rection. They think they would be better off associated with a people 
who are living under a Territorial government rather than with those 
living under a State government. But, for whatever reason, the opin- 
ion of these people is, I think, practically unanimous, and certainly all 
must see the necessity of doing something for them. We can not at- 
tach this strip to the State of Kansas now. If we pass a bill for that 
purpose, the State of Kansas has got to consent to it before it can take 
effect. That would result in postponing the project fora year at least, 
and, after all, the State of Kansas might not consent and the people on 
this strip during that period of time would be left entirely withont 
government, a condition of things which ought not to be permitted any 
longer than it is possible to prevent it. 

There is the physical difficulty which has been spoken of, the land 
which hes between Oklahoma and No Man’s Land, but that gap can 
not long remain there. I believe that before this session of Con 
adjourns we shall extend civil government over the Cherokee Strip, and 
there will be a line of settlement connecting No Man’s Land with 
Oklahoma, and I believe it would be a dereliction of duty on the part 
of the Senate and Congress to refuse to avail itself of this opportunity 
of extending government over No Man’s Land. The people there are 
just as much entitled to it as the people of Oklahoma, There are not 
so many of them, itis true. They have been longer without the bene- 
fits of government, and thereby have become to some extent used to it; 
but they want government. It is the duty of Congress to provide it 
for them, and this is the most convenient opportunity to do it that I 
know of, indeed the only one that is certain to give them a government 
within a reasonable period of time. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kansas if the Cher- 
okee Outlet is between No Man’s Land and Oklahoma. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. The people must go right across the Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. PLATT. Lou go in a straight line across a portion of the Chey- 
ae 5 reservation, and thence across a portion of the Cher- 
okee Outlet. 
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Mr. President, I can not accept this amendment. I agree that the 
presence of what is called No Man’s Land in an un condition 
ts an embarrassing situation, but this No Man’s Land or Public 

nd Strip is a tract of land about 167 miles long and 34} miles wide, 
lying south of the western part of Kansas and the eastern part of Colo- 
rado. It joins what is called the Cherokee Outlet on the west; and 
if Senators have the Indian Territory in mind as it appears on the 
map, it runs out to the west, making, as it were, a handle of the In- 
2 * dian Territory in a direct line from the Territory proposed now to be 
2 organized as Oklahoma. It must be at least 125 miles from that por- 


* 


tion of the Territory where the public business is conducted. 


p To get from Oklahoma to the Public Land Strip you must cross an 
We Indian reservation upon which no white man can set his foot without 
permission of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; then cross the Cher- 
okee Outlet; that is, in a straight line. To come in in any other way 
would be to come across the Cherokee Outlet for the whole distance of 
125 or 150 miles until a railroad is struck and then go down into Ok- 
lahoma. There are no roads in that country, and the only means of 
communication between the two portions of the Territory would prob- 
ably be by going up into the State of Kansas 100 miles until a railroad 
E was reached going east, and then following that to Arkansas City, and 
-AN then down into the Jand which is proposed to be organized as the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma. I agree that there is unorganized territory there 
and the situation isembarrassing, but I can not believe that Congress 
should make a Territory consisting of two widely separated tracts of 


5 land. 
w The condition of Dakota has been spoken of as somewhat similar, but 
* it is entirely dissimilar. The boundaries of the Territory of Dakota 


inclosed one tract of land known as the Territory of Dakota. Within 

those boundaries there was an Indian reservation which separated por- 

tions of the Territory; but what is proposed to be done here is just as 

incongruous as if you were to take a county in the State of Kansas in 

the northeastern portion of the State and another county in the south- 

western portion of the State and say that those two tracts of land should 
, constitute one county. 

$ As has been sgid, the Senate at the last session proposed to put this 
2 Iand with the State of Kansas, but that bill did not pass the House of 

P- Representatives. We passeda bill also extending the laws of the Ter- 

3 ritory of New Mexico overit. That bill failed to pass the other House. 
“2 But a bill did pass Congress which attached this land to the eastern 
district of Texas for judicial purposes. So it is not now withont law, and 
E I understand the Attorney-General has just rendered an opinion that 
ž this land does belong to the eastern district of Texas for judicial pur- 
$.. poses, I agree that that is not a solution of the question at all, but 
when the Senator from Kansas says, what I believe is true, that it is 
p- probable that before the conclusion of this session of Congress we shall 
2 open the Cherokee Outlet and attach it to the Territory Which we are 
JA ; now organizing, I think he has struck just the solution of this prob- 

5 lem, and that is that we should leave the organization of this tract of 
country until the Cherokee Outlet shall be opened for settlement and 
attached to the Territory of Oklahoma. I think I should then be dis- 
5 posed to attach this Public Land Strip to the Territory as it shall be 
ie: thus constituted. 

E But, Mr. President, there are very serious objections in the minds of 
some to attaching this Public Land Strip to the Indian Territory at all. 
Some think it ought to go to the State of Texas and become a part of 
the State of Texas, and so avoid all these questions. The committee 
holds—at least I, as representing the committee, hold—to its original 
idea, that the only thing to do now is to organize into this Territory of 
Oklahoma what is open for settlement and leave these other questions 
to be settled when we shall have this nucleus of a Territory upon which 
we can engraft other sections of land, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, nothing is more certain in the future 
than that the Cherokee Outlet will he added to this Territory of Okla- 
homa. The question in my mind is whether the legislation proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas, if adopted by Congress, would cause the 
Indians to increase their demands for the Cherokee Outlet or would 
satisfy them that the future is inevitable as to their parting with the 
A title they have and would facilitate or hasten the time when the 
; Cherokee Outlet shall become part of Oklahoma Territory. It is not 
a question free from doubt. The principal objection is a geographical 
one. It is proposed now to jump over the Cherokee Outlet, to use that 
expression, and annex No Man’s Land toa distant Territory more than 
100 miles away. 

8 Mr. CULLOM. One hundred and fourteen miles. 

Mr. VEST. One hundred and fourteen miles separated from the 
other Territory. 

But, Mr. President, whilst I dislike that sort of legislation and 
would infinitely prefer that this were a compact Territory, yet I am 
bound to recognize the fact upon indubitable evidence that the people 
of No Man’s Land are to-day suffering for the want of government, and 
they are appealing to the Congress of the United States to give them 
some sort of stable government, so that they can rely upon their rights 
of property and of person, and that consideration with me overpowers 
the hical ent to which I have alluded. 

Mr. LO I. y would it not be better to attach this strip of 
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country 34 miles wide and 150 miles long, more or less, either to Kan- 
sas or to Texas? 

Mr. COKE. Yes; it is attached now for judicial purposes to Texas. 

Mr. CULLOM. To the eastern district of Texas, it seems to be at- 
tached for judicial purposes, but why not attach it as a part of the 
territory of one of these two States, in preference to making this long 
handle 125 or 130 or 150 miles long? 

Mr. PLATT. One hundred and sixty-seven miles long. 

Mr.CULLOM. One hundred and sixty-seven miles long, and attach 
it to a little Territory the nearest point of which is 114 miles distant, 
with no roads between. : 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, the idea would be utterly beyond 
any sort of entertainment and nobody would entertain it for a minute 
ifit were not for the fact that the Cherokee Outlet, as we know, will be 
attached to Oklahoma. I would oppose the organization of this Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma as it is now to-day if I did not believe the Chero- 
kee Outlet would be added to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Even if the Cherokee Outlet is attached to Okla- 
homa, stillit seems to me that the Pablic Land Strip does not naturally 
belong to Oklahoma or the Indian Territory. It had better be attached 
to either of the States I have named. 

Mr. VEST. If we go upon the idea of geographieal ꝓropriety, which 
I suppose the Senator trom Illinois is contemplating when he uses the 
word natural,“ then the right way to adjust the matter would be to 
swap a portion of this territory for Greer County, Texas, but whether 
our friends from Texas will agree to give up one inch of the territory 
they have under any condition is a question I am not able todetermine. 
My judgment is that they will not. I think territory and taxation 
stand pretty much alike, when once given they never can be taken away. 
Texas to-day is collecting taxes in Greer County, and I rather think 
she will continue to collect them as long as possible. 

Mr. COKE, And she is expending a great deal of money there, too. 

Mr. VEST. Understand me; I am not attacking the State of Texas; 
I know what would ensue immediately if I should make such an at- 
tack; but I say if geographical propriety is to be consulted, if we are 
to look at the dimensions, the regularity of outlines, then we ought to 
make an exchange with Texas and take Greer Connty and give her 
No Man’s Land or a portion of it. But that is not proposed, and it 
will not be done, in my judgment. My friend will permit me to say 
that Texas is a little too large now; she is about the dimensions of 
five of the largest States of the Union. Are we to giye her more ter- 
ritory or take No Man’s Land as things stand and extend over it the 
Territorial government which we are organizing in Oklahoma? 

I recognize the difficulties, and I say emphatically that rather than 
annex No Man’s Land to Texas, contemplating what must ensue in the 
immediate future—the incorporation of the Cherokee Outlet into Okla- 
homa Territory—I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas. I believe that above all things the people of the frontier should 
have stable and permanent government, and I believe that in the future 
the people of No Man’s Land should be annexed to Oklahonia Territory, 
and not annexed to Texas. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall vote against the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas on the ground that, even ifa 
territory of sufficient size were now organized as Oklahoma, the attach- 
ment to it of this narrow strip, a mere handle 30 miles wide and run- 
ning for 165 miles to the west, would make an awkward shape for such 
a territory. It is exactly the width of the Texas Pan-handle. Its ad- 
dition to Texas extends the Texas territory but a short distance. If 
the purpose of the Senate is to provide a stable government for the peo- 
ple of No Man’s Land, the shortest and easiest way to provide that gov- 
ernment is to cede that country to the State of Texas and allow the 
State courts and State government of Texas to take control of it. 

I hope that the anticipations of the Senator from Connecticut and the 
Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Kansas as to the opening 
of the Cherokee Strip will be realized, but I am not so sanguine as they 
seem to be of such a consummation. For more than twelve months 
that matter has been discussed; at the end of the last session it was in 
about a shape to be realized; and yet nothing hasbeen done. The rep- 
resentatives of the Cherokee Nation were here at that time insisting 
that all that it was necessary to do was that they should be treated 
with fairly, that we should not overlook them and disregard their rights, 
and they would be willing to cede that territory to the Government of 
the United States. We appointed a commissionand it has spent months 
in that territory 3 to accomplish this result, but no real step 
has been taken. Now I understand that the representatives of the 
Cherokees are in this capital, and they are insisting that in the near 
future some sort of an adjustment can be made. I venture the asser- 
tion now that if the Cherokee Strip is not opened until consented to 
hy the Cherokee representatives it will never be opened. It has got 
to be done by the power that rests in the Congress of the United States 
or not at all. Whether this will be done I confess I have some doubts, 
some fears, I hope it will be done, but I doubt whether it will be. 

Now, if you connect with Oklahoma that narrow strip of land, 30 
miles wide and 170 miles long, lying nearly 150 miles from the nearest 
point of Oklahoma Territory, without any roads to connect them, with- 
out even a railroad going in a roundabout way, you will, it seems to 
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me, have really failed to provide any government for No Man's Lang ; venience, and that is the right of all the people of the United States, 


at all. The natural and rational way to do would be to attach it to 
the State of Texas, and I should be glad to see that done. At any rate 
the bill we are now considering would give some sort of government 
to the people in Oklahoma, where they have managed to maintain the 
status quo until now. It ought to be passed. We ought to do some- 
thing for thos» people, and these outside and extraneous considerations 
ought not to be brought in here to impede the passage of a bill for 
some sort of government for the people in Oklahoma. That is a 

rime necessity. There is an immediate demand that something shall 
be done, and the necessary delay in passing this bill through the other 
House will be enough without adding anything on tho outside that 
will raise discussion of numerous questions that may be settled well 
enough hereafter. 

I should be glad if the Senator from Kansas would not press his amend- 
ment until we have disposed of the question embraced in this bill. After 
that is done, all the other questions relating to this Indian Territory 
can be taken up and considered seriatim and in proper order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, Ido not anticipate that the addition 
of this amendment will inany way impede the passage of the bill. On 
the contrary, I think if it has any effect in that regard it will accelerate 
it. 

This is not a question which concerns the Indian Territory. It is 
a question which concerns the rights of the people on the Public Land 
Strip and it concerns the duty of Congress to supply them with govern- 
ment. It is a little significant that no member of the Committee on 
Territories has risen to say that it isthe expectation of that committee 
to report any bill for the separate organization of a government over 
No Man's Land. Ittherefore seems to stand confessed that either those 
people will get a government through the medium of this bill or they 
will not get it at all, except in the indefinite future. 

The Senator from Arkansas thinks we ought to give this strip to 
Texas, and giving a liberal interpretation to that passage of Scripture, 
Jo those who bave shall be given and to those who have an abundance 
still more shall be given,” I think perhaps Texas ought to have it. But 
suppose we give it to Texas, weshall have to wait until the Texas Leg- 
islature meets before we can know whether she will accept it, and mean- 
while there is no government over that territory, and Texas may not 
agree to take it after all. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to interrupt 
him a moment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, Texas wants no moreadditional territory, 
so far as I am informed as to the wishes of the people of that State, though 
Iam not authorized to speak for Texas as to this matter, nor is any- 
body else. She wants Greer County, over which she has a controversy 
with the United States. She believes that Greer County belongs to her. 
We are now trying to passa bill through both Houses of Congress pro- 
viding some method of settling the title toGreer County. With Greer 
County Texas is satisfied. If it will suit the purposes of the United 
States to attach No Man’s Land to Texas for judicial purposes, as a 
matter of course our courts will entertain jurisdiction, but this we 
would regard as a temporary arrangement. So far as the permanent 
attachment of that territory to Texas is concerned, my view—and I 
only give my individual opinion is that Texas does not want it and will 
only take temporary jurisdiction in order to be neighborly and help out 
until a permanent arrangement can be made with reference to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt that is the case. So J presume if we 
were to pass a bill to-day to attach the Public Land Strip, or No Man's 
Land, as if is called, to Texas, we should be just as badly off as we are 
now; Texas would decline it, and, after a year or two of effort, we 
should have found out the will of Texas upon this point. Then, find- 
ing it to be adverse, we should still be confronted with this problem, 
and if then, as the Senator from Arkansas says, we should still be with- 
out the possession of the Cherokee Strip, we should be obli perforce 
to attach it to Oklahoma in order to get a government for those people. 
If there are not enough people there to support a government it would 


- be entirely inconsistent and improper to establish a Territorial govern- 


ment over No Man’s Land. 

Mr. President, this geographical separation of No Man’s Land and 
Oklohoma is not very formidable. I have before me the map of Dakota. 
In South Dakota, included within the boundaries of the former Territory 
of Dakota, is the great Sioux Indian reservation. It is 126 miles from 
east to west. On the westside of it is a tier of inhabited counties, and 
the people of these counties have to cross that Sioux reservation or else 
go around it in order to join themselves in the operations with which 
they are connected with the people on the east sidein the management 
of the affairs of that State. It is inconvenient, no doubt, and yet the 
people of South Dakota do not ask to have these counties cut off and 
attached somewhere else because of the inconvenience; and it is no 
more inconvenient to embrace the people ofthe Public Land Strip within 
the territorial jurisdiction of Oklahoma than it is to embrace the peo- 
pe living west of the Sioux reservation with those living east in the 
urisdiction of South Dakota. 

But, Mr. President, there is one thing that ought to be fundamental, 
that ought to rise far beyond anything which represents mere con- 


wherever located, to have extended over them the Government of the 
United States and have an opportunity for local self-government be- 
sides. That is what we have denied to the people of the Public Land 
Strip. The Senate has done its part in passing various bills to attach 
them to Kansas and New Mexico, and so on, but ali these bills failed 
in the other House, and the fact that we have passed them heretofore 
does not absolve us from the necessity of taking action now. 

As to the Cherokee Outlet I believe, asI said before, that prior to the 
adjournment of this Congress we shall have possession of and title to 
that Outlet. I do not think that as much has been done as might have 
been done in the direction of acquiring that title heretofore. I think 
the last Administration was derelict in the performance of its plain 
duty under the law of Congress in that direction, and when it comes to 
the operations of the last summer a sort of fatality seemed to attend 
the formation of the commission, whereby the commission did not get 
to work until very late, and they did not accomplish what otherwise 
they might have done. 

Everything indicates that the Cherokee people have made up their 
minds that the inevitable can not be long avoided, that they must sur- 
render, and that, of course, they will do upon fair consideration, what- 
ever title they have, whether in possession, or in fee, or both, to the 
United States. 

So, I anticipate before this Congress adjourns we shall pass a bill 
which will embrace within the jurisdiction of Oklahoma the Cherokee 
Strip, by reason of the fact that it will then be open to settlement. But 
whether that be so or not, we ought to avail ourselves of the present op- 
portunity and give the people of No Man’s Land a government, if they 
ate willing to take it. The burden is theirs, not ours, We do not have 
to do the traveling; it will not inconvenience any member of Congress; 
it does not disfigure the statutes. ‘The people down there want to go 
with Oklahoma, and they ought to have the right to do so. 

One otherthing I was going to say. There are two counties in Massa- 
chusetts out in the sea, and I expect there are times when itis inconven- 
ient to get from one of those counties to the mainland. Michigan is 
similarly situated. It is a little too late when all these monstrosities 
appear on the map of the United States to say now that it is out.of har- 
mony with onr ideas of proportion, and so on, to extend a government 
over two widely se ted tracts of land. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from Kansas does not apprehend 
the point I made. He does notif he tries to answer it by the Dakota 
illustration, for in Dakota we have only one tract of land surrounded 
by the boundaries which make the State, Nor is it so in Michigan or 
anywhere else in the United States, You might justas well pass a law 
in the New York Legislature that a certain tract, bounding it, which 
is the city of New York, and a tract, which is now the city of Albany, 
shall be the city of New York, and shall be under one government. 
They are only 150 miles apart. You can not make two men into one 
man. You can not make two separated counties into one county. 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenatorsaid I did not understand him at all. If 
he means that it is not within the purview, the scope, of human lan- 
guage toembrace these two comparatively separated communities under 
the same government, of course I did not comprehend him entirely, 
because I can not conceive it possible that he would advance a propo- 
sition of that kind. 

Mr. PLATT. I did not mean to say that it could not be done, but 
I say it is too incongruous to be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is there about it that does not attach to the 
map of South Dakota? 

Mr. PLATT. The same incongruity as if you attempted to make 
Dakota and Idaho into one State. Can not the Senator see the differ- 
ence? Dakota is all embraced in one boundary line. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the people of these two organizations were willing 
to be embraced Congress could have allowed it. 

Mr. PLATT. It would not have done so. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know. b 

Mr. PLATT. It would not have been deemed proper to do it. It 
would be said that it was too incongruous a thing to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is Dakota with 120 miles of Indian territory 
interposed between its eastern and western central portions. Now, it 
is 150 miles between No Man’s Land and Oklahoma. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator can not see the difference, I am sorry. 

Mr. PLUMB. The incongruity is the same in the one case as in the 
other, only the distance is a little greater. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator can not see the incongruity, I can not 
make him see it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I confess my inability. ? 

Mr. PLATT. But when the Senator says he helieves, as I believe, 
that we are to open the Cherokee Outlet during this session of Congress, 
it seems to me that there is no such immediate haste developed all in 
a moment that we must act now and do this incongruous thing which, 
in after years, we may be entirely ashamed of. There is no unusual 
necessity for this thing being done at the present time. The same 
condition of affairs exists there which has existed for two or three 
years, and while we ought in some way to provide a government for 
that people, they are getting along without friction, as they are not 
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in Oklahoma, They havea voluntary government and they will not 
suffer particularly if this matter is postponed until the Cherokee Out- 
let shall be opened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy in the chair). The ques- 
a the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

Lung]. 

Mr. PLUMB. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr..BATE. Iask that the question be stated. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask that the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word,“ beginning,“ on line 44, section 
1, page 3, it is proposed to insert: 

Together with all that tract of land bounded on the east by the one hundredth 
meridian, on the south by the State of Texas, on the west by the Territory of 
New Mexico, on the north by the State of Colorado and the State of Kansas, and 
known as the Public Land Strip. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on the amend- 
ment. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). The Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. As he is not present, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I inquire if the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with him, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was ed). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrtson], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

8 Mr. ergy Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 

RAY]. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN], but I understand from the other side that this question is 
not of a political character, and therefore I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—l. 
Berry, Farwell, Reagan, Vest, 
Cockrell, George, Stewart, Wolcott, 
Dolph, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Evarts, Plumb, Teller, 
NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Hale, Morrill, 
Barbour, Coke, er pee Pasco, 
Bate, Dixon, Harris, Platt, 
Blair. Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
5 Frye, McPherson, 
ABSENT—49. 
Allen, “Dawes, Kenna, Spooner, 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Squire, 

8 Faulkner, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Moody, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
Brown, Gray. > Paddock, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hawley, Payne, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hearst, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Casey, Higgins, erce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hoar, Quay, 

Daniel, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Only 33 Senators have voted upon 
this proposition. There is no quorum. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair 

Mr. HARRIS. The vote shows no quorum. The next thing in or- 
der is the call of the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following Senators 
responded to their names: 


Blair, Dawes, George, 
Call, Dixon, Gibson, 
Cameron, Dolph, Hale, 
Chandler, Evarts, Hampton, 
Coke, Farwell, Harris, 

* Cullom, Frye, Hawley, 
— y a — n rae 
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Hoar, Moody, Sawyer, vi 

Ingalls, Morrill, Spooner, Walthall, 
Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Squire, Wilson of Iowa, 
Jones of Nevada, Platt, Stewart, Wolcott, 
McPherson, Plumb, Stockbridge, 

Manderson, Ransom, Teller, 

Mitchell, Reagan, Turpie, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having responded 
to their names, the roll-call discloses a quorum present. The order of 
business at this hour is the unfinished business of Thursday last. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 

rt of common schools. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, proceeding with my remarks upon the 
education bill, I wish next to call the attention of the Senate to the 
question of illiteracy and suffrage. 

Touching the effect of illiteracy upon the suffrage, I have formerly 
made certain calculations and observations of which, at the present 
time, in my judgment, no favorable modification is possible. In fact, 
the registration of Louisiana for the last election in that State showed 
an increase of illiterates among even the white voters, while that of 
the colored voters was much greater than that of the whites. The re- 
turns of registration to the secretary of state demonstrate this fact, as 
I was informed by that officer. The fact was also widely noted and 
commented upon by the press at the time. 

In a recent convention of the colored people a delegate of distinction 
made the following observations, which I find reported in the Boston 
Daily Traveller of the 5th of this month, and which I read. The ed- 
itor says, commenting: 

The attitude of the colored men's convention, now in session in Washington 
relative to national aid for education, is full of significance, and this should no 
be lost on the Senate in its consideration of the Blair education bill. The con- 
vention does not discuss emigration; it finds in such a plan no solution of the 
race problem; but it does plead for education, In his address last evening in 
support of a memorial to Congress in favor of the Blair bill, Mr. William H. Du- 
pree, of Boston, the delegate at large from Massachusetts, said: 

“With less than 2,000,000 voters, the colored race furnishes 1,016,580 of the 
1,869,245 illiterate voters of the country, Here, surely, is a great field for dema- 
gogues. Knowing the weakness of ignorance, political parties can here oper- 
ate and use and abuse us with the greatest impunity, Never while in this con- 
dition will we secure from any political party the full measure of justice and 
consideration, And here lies, too, the gravest menace to the Republic, whose 
safety ‘is the supreme law of the land.“ 

This illiterate vote of the country, which, whenever allowed a free ballot, guar- 
antied by the law of the land, will hold the balance of power and control the 
business and all other legislation of the Government, is not growing less, but is 
steadily on the increase. Old men, with the cruel marks of slavery upon them 
ignorant because denied by slave legislation books, school, or ay intellectu: 
training, are being jostled and crowded by 3 men, born since the war, 
just as ignorant of political duties because the localities in which they live are 
either too hostile or too poor, or both, to furnish them any school Lr 
One million eighteen thousand six hundred and forty-six colored children of 
school age, according to the last census, have never seen the inside of a school- 
house. Only 784,709 have had any school privileges, and in many cases these 
have been exceedingly limited. Here is the great storehouse from which illit- 
erate citizens come in a steady stream, ready tools for misrule and injustice, 

And the editor proceeds: 

These are weighty words. So long as this state of things exists there will al- 
way4 beanegro problem. The only possible remedy for this ominous state of 
affairs which has yet been proposed is the Blair bill. 

In this immediate connection I call attention to a citation which I 
find in the last issue of Public Opinion, of date of February 1, in the 
criticisms so numerously published upon the recent and very able ad- 
dress of Mr. INGALLS in the Senate, and I find this from the New 
Orleans Picayune, which I read as an evidence from that part of the 
country touching the existing condition of illiteracy there: 

Mr, INGALLS bases his demand von the South to recognize the equal rights 
of the negroes on the supposition that the negro is advancing rapidly in educa- 
tion and in wealth, facts which statistics do not bear out, the condition of the 
black race being the same, if not worse than it was twenty-five years ago, as is 
conclusively proven by the figures of illiteracy and the assessment-rolls of the 
Southern States.—New Orleans Picayune (Dem.), January 26, 1890. 

I should be glad if citations of that description from good Democratic 
authorities might attract the attention of the Senate. 

By the Census Compendium (table 40), page 560, it appears that the 
total number of white males over twenty-one years of age in the country 
in 1880 was 11,343,005; native-born, 8,270,518; foreign-born, 3,072,487; 
colored, including Japanese, Chinese, and Indians, 1,487,344; making 
a total of 12,830,349. 3 

In 1880 there were 105,465 Chinese, 148 Japanese, and 66,407 civil- 
ized Indians. Iam aware of no means by which the actual number of 
voters in the United States can be ascertained, but if we add to the total 
of male population over twenty-one years of age one-eighth of the total of 
1880 we have 1,603,793, and in all at this time 14,434,142, Tapprehend 
that by this time there would have to be probably an addition of one- 
fourth, while this is a calculation which makes an addition of but one- 
eighth. Our population was 50, 000, 000 at the last census; itundoubtedly 
must be 65,000,000 now, and 15,000,000 is a little more than one-fourth 
to represent the increase at the present time. Therefore, there is not 
far from 14,500,000, possibly 15,000,000, voters in the United States at 
the present day; but with reference to proportion and averages the 
calculation is sufficiently accurate. 

Assuming one-half the foreign-born males of voting age to be natu- 
ralized, we have a voting element as follows, making allowance for in- 
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crease of one-eighth in each element since the census was taken: Na- 
tive-born white 5 foreign-born white voters, 1,728,274; 


colored (excluding Chinese, Japanese, and Indians), 1,479,739; total 
voting population of the United States in 1884, 12,411,345; orin round 
numbers there will be 12,500,000 men whose ballots will or may de- 
cide the next Presidential election. 

Ihave here a table which shows the condition of the suffrage, or the 
number of illiterate voters, in certain States at the time of the last cen- 


The suffrage number of illiterates in certain States, 


ber of males of 21 years of age and 


ber of males upward who can not write. 
of 21 years 
of age and 
upward, 
259, 884 120, 858 
182, 977 55, 649 
38, 298 6.742 
61, 699 23, 816 
821; 438 145, 087 
876, 287 98,133 
216, 787 102, 932 
232, 1 46, 025 
238,532 111.541 
siana 541, 207 59, 683 
294,740 124,702 
205, 789 106,934 
330, 305 105, 549 
BH oii S 380,475 92, 754 
Virginia . in 334,505 131, 684 
West Virginia . . 139, 101 i 
Dai 4,154,125 1, 34, 974 


Of the above illiterates 69.7 per cent. are colored and 30,3 per cent. are whites. 

ick ten of the above-named States more than 30 per cent. of the voters are illit- 
erate. 

In six of them the illiterates are abont 50 per cent. 

In South Carolina 52 per cent. are illiterate. 

The State of Alabama has 120,888 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 was 


151.507. 
poe State of Georgia has 145,087 illiterate voters, Its popular vote in 1880 was 


The State of Mississippi has 111,541 illiterate yoters, Its popular vote in 1880 
Was . 
The State of Louisiana has 102,932 illiterate voters. Its popular vote in 1880 


was 97,201, 

While it is true that in many of the States not one-half of those entitled to vote 
actually did so, yet the wonderful nearness of the number of illiterates to the 
number of those who exercised the right of suffrage is startling. 

The truism that no government which rests upon universal suffrage can long 
continue unless the suifragists are intelligent, in the light of the above facts, 

resses itself upon our attention with renewed force. The words of James Mad- 

n, uttered in 1826, are a present warning: “A ular government without 
popular information or the means of acquiring it is but a prologue to a farce or 
tragedy, or both.“ Nearly halfa million of the white and almost a million of the 
colored voters in the South can not read the ballots which they cast. But thirteen 
years have elapsed since the latter class was given the ballot. At that time all 
ofthem were grossly ignorant not only of letters, but also absolutely devoid of 
all knowledge of the rights and obligations of citizenship. Daring the last ten 
years the numberof illiterates inthe country has increased about 400,000, though 
the percentage of illiteracy to the whole population has decreased nearly 2 per 
peed 3 It would, however, take forty vears to dispel this illiteracy at this rate of 
diminution. 

The percentage of illiterate white males over twenty-one years of age 
by the census of 1880 is 7.8, and of colored the rate is 68.7, There is no 
perceptible change in this percentage for the better, judging from the 
fact that the illiterate population increased, according to a statement of 
the Commissioner of Education, between the years 1870 and 1880, 581,- 
814 persons. There is some confusion in the data, but I think there was 
an increase during that period substantially as estimated by the Com- 
missioner. We would then have at the present time an illiterate white 
voting population of 852,665, doubtless a million at the present time; 
illiterate colored voters, 1,016,580, probably not far from 1,100,000 as 
the total of illiterates, and making an illiterate vote at the present day 
of not less than 2,000,000 in this country. At the time this calculation 
was made it was 1,869,245. Generally the number is placed at more 
than 2,000,000. Such estimates can never be more than approximately 
correct, but they are in my belief practically greatly understated, be- 
cause the technical qualification of being able to write one’s name, how- 
ever crudely, is very slight evidence of capacity tocomprehend political 
issues or to discriminate intelligently between candidates for public 
positions. 

This observation derives special significance when it is still farther 
considered that the enumeration must of necessity rely generally as to 
the possession of even this qualification upon the verbal statement of 
the party concerned, who is not likely to make an unpleasant admis- 
sion of incapacity against himself. 

I do not believe that more than two-thirds, or at the most three- 
fourths, of the voting population of this country is to-day in ion 
of a degree of proficiency in the arts of reading and writing that quali- 
fies them, through the use of those arts, to exercise the right of suffrage 
more intelligently than do those totally illiterate. The school educa- 
tion of great multitudes is nominal, not real. 

I purposely omit other data as to the distribution of the illiterate 


vote. If it were uniformly dispersed it would be less dangerous. But 
concentrated as it is in masses at pons along the line, while intelli- 
gence can never be too strongauy where, and considering that a majority 
of one in Florida or in Oregon may decide the most important of na- 
tional elections and determine the future history of the whole country, 
I for one find it impossible to sleep in peace over this volcano. 

There are 145,000 illiterate voters in North Carolina and 117,000 in 
South Carolina. I clip the following from the National Republican: 

Alabama hans 120,858 illiterate voters; the popular vote of the State in 1880 was 


151,507. Georgia has 145,087 illiterate voters; the popular vote here that year 
was 155,651. ississippi has 111,541 illiterate voters; her popular vote in 1880 


Was 117,078. Louisiana has 102,938 illiterate voters and cast 97,201 votes. 
Ratio of illiterate males 21 years of age and upwards, 


% m ñ E ;,, ĩ.w½.... Goa sbelal . AE ATE e. 46.7 
Arkansas.. 30.4 
Delaware.. 17.6 
8 % = 
Kentucky — 26.0 
Louisiana 47.4 
Maryland 19. 4 
Mississippi 46.7 
North Carolina 42.3 
Sonth Carolina 51.9 
Tennessee 31.9 

irginia 39.3 
West Vi 16.4 
Missouri 11.0 

3 24.8 


The average ratio of illiterate males of the ages named in the above States is 


The ability to write is considered by statisticians the true test of illiteracy, as 
many persons through shame will not admit they can not read, but are not so 
likely to claim that they can write. Besides, a person who can read and 
write is essentially an illiterate, 


I have also a table showing the condition of the suffrage as devel- 


oped by the census of 1880. 
SUFFRAGE. 


Table giving the popular majorities received at the last three Presidential elec- 
tions and the number of illiterate voters as shown by the census of 1880. 


igh. 2 3. as 2 
ia| ee | ig | eg | ig 
on 2 2 22 
States. og 3 3 8 42 sf 
35 $5 | 85 | $8 | SB 
x a | am} am | am | S 
10 | 10,828 | 33,772 | 34,569 | 120,859 
G| 3,446 | 19,113 | 18,828 | 55,645 
3 422 „629 | 1,033 6, 742 
4| 2.338 4920 4,310 | 23,816 
11 9,806 | 79,642 | 49,874 | 145,087 
12 | 8,855 | 59,772 | 43,000 | 98,133 
8 | 14,634 | bå, 627 | 27,316 | 102,932 
8 908 | 19,756 | 15,191 | 46,025 
8 | 84,887 | 59,568 | 40,896 | 11L 541 
15 | 29,809 i 55,042 | 59, 
10 | 24,675 | 17,010 | 8,326 | 124, 
7 | 49,400 964 | 54,241 | 106, 
12 | 8,736 | 43,600 | 20,514 | 105,549 
8 | 16,595 | 49,955 | 98,383 | 92,754 
11 | 1,772 | 44.112 | 43,956 | 131, 684 
5 | 2,264 | 12,884 11, 148 22,885 
138 
6 12,221 2,738 78 | 29,472 
„ 2, 800 8, 
6| 4,3i8 | 1,712 | -2,656 | 10,1 
21 | 53,948 | 19,630 | 40,716 | 49, 
15 | 21,098 | 5,515 | 6,686 | 38,102 
11 | 58,149 | 50,191 | 78,000 | 17,211 
5 | 33,482 | 32,511 | 61,000 | 13,621 
7 335 | 15,814 | 8,868 8,564 
13 | 74,212 | 40,423 | 53,245 | 31,892 
11 , 968 | 15,542 | 53.90 28, 18% 
5 | 20,694 | 21,780 40,588 | 12,736 
3 | 10,517 | 10,326 | 26,456 4, 
3 2.177 1.078 879) 2 
5 5,444 2,854 4,058 5. 
9 | 14,570 | 11,690 | 2,010 19, 
85 | 51,800 | 26,568 21,033 81,266 
22 | 34,268 | 7,500 | 34,227 | 47,414 
Oregon.. 33.517 547 671 3.674 
Pennsylvania. 29 135.918 9,375 37,276 72, 
Rhode Island. 48.336 4.947 7,416 T 
5 | 29,961 | 33,838 | 27, 6, 
10 | 17,686 | 5,205 | 29,763 | 21, 698 
231 
a Or 94. b Or 5,303. 


Mr. Presiđent, I have, from time to time, alluded to the fact that 
there seems to be an impression carefully cultivated that the provis- 
ions of this bill are only of importance with reference to the Sonthern 
States, but it is a fact that in nearly all, and perhaps in every one, of 
the Northern States, on the whole, the public-school system and edu- 
cation generally is lacking in the efficiency to which it has attained at 
previous periods in our history. It seems to be a settled fact, by the 
calculations in the latest reports of the Commissioner of Education, that 


ESEG 


E 


1162 


the public-school system has come to a stand-still; that while in afew 


of the Southern States it has improved or increased in efficiency some- 


what, though there at the present time it is in its most advanced con- 
dition, it does not, throughont the entire country, reach to the educa- 

l necessities of more than one-half the population, and of that half 
of the population not beyond more than perhaps one-half or two-thirds 
receive the extent of education which the child should receive. 

I wish at this point to read to the Senate remarks to be found on the 
the 64th and 65th pages of the Report of the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion for 188788, which is the last published—just issued, in fact. This 
authority states: 


The total number of pupils enrolled is reported at 11,952,204, and the annual 
increase 234,776, showing a growth of 2 per cent. per annum, 

Here, also, as in the case of school population, there are probably some defi- 
cient reports; Indiana and Iowa both show a heavy decrease— 


“A beavy decrease, Note, Mr. President 


6.92 per cent. in the former case and 2.27 in the latter. On the other hand, in 
some States, nsin Minnesota and Nebraska, there appears to be an abnormal 


Still, after taking all these circumstances into consideration, there seems no 
reason to doubt that the relative increase of school population and enrollment 
for the United States (2.20 and 2 per cent. respectively) is substantially as given 
in the tables, å e., that the school enrollment is not increasing as fast as the school 
population; this ia 5 again from the footing of column 5, Where it is seen 
that ey a cent. of the total population are enrolled in the public schools, as 
0 .. 33 per cent. given in the report of this office for 1888.87. 

t will be instructive to compare these conclusions with the results deduced 
from the tables given on pages 90-92 of the report just referred to. It was there 
shown that during the ten-year period ending with 1887 there had been a de- 
crecse in the pop jon of children enrolled in the public schools in all exce 
the south Atlantic and south central divisions. It would seem now that the 
growth of the public-school system in the Southern States has nearly attained 
its maximum, after having reached a point in its development considerably be- 
low that occupied by the Northern States, as will 


ll appear from the sammaries of 
dolt mn 6 of the following table. The es of one year, however, can not 


be relied upon to furnish a final determination upon this point, but need further 


confirmation. It is certain, however, that the public schools of the Sonth are 
not gro at the rate they were during the ten years referred to. 

Jt would be desirable to know if the falling off in the public-school enrollment 
wers compensated by the increase in private-school enrollment. On this point 
8 statistics are too meager to furnish definite information. 

In fourteen States and Territories the average increase of the private-school 
enrollment was 6.93 per cent, (Table 8, column 6), a quantity much larger than 
the public-schoo! increase in the same States. 

The most complete and trustworthy data upon this head, however, are fur- 
nisbed by s group of States comprising Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecti- 
cut, New York, and New Jersey. In these five States the school po ulation 
increased 1.08 per cent. during the last year reported, while the public-school 
enrollment increased only 0,28 per cent., the actual increase being 4,938. But in 
the same there wasan increase in the private-school enrollment of 12,955, 
If these were added to the increase of public-school pupila there would result 
a total increase of pupils attending some kind of school of 17,894, or 1 per cent., 
. is nearly equal ta the increase of school population. It may be said, 

erefore, that in these five States the proportional number of children attend- 
ang Some sehool, public or private, has not perceptibly decreased, 

o conclusion presents itself, then, that in these States, and presumably else- 
where, there is going on s trat, >f pupils from the public to private ols. 
This circumstance is of the -st significance and demands careful consid- 
eration. Tho public school . Supplied with better teachers and better ma- 
terial appliances for educat..n than ever before and more money is expended 

nthem. The canse of their retrogade movement in the older States of the 
orth, if such exists, is to be sought for in connection with conditions arising 
from the growing complexity of our civilization and the development of ever 
ater extremes of wealth and poverty, but chiefly, perhaps, from the increas- 
prevalence c” a belief in the necessity of certain forms and subjects of in- 
struction that the publie schools do not or can not give. 


I pause only to call attention to the main proposition, which seems 
to be demonstrated by these returns, that the enrollment, the actual 
efficiency of the public-school system in this country is not keeping 

with the increase of population, and in this connection I ought to 
Say that there is some increase in the private-school system of the coun- 
try. It is difficult to know exactly to what extent, but it is estimated 
in this report that of the children who are educated in the country be- 
tween 9 and 10 per cent., or nearly one-tenth, are educated in private 
schools. That is some increase, and would indicate that during the 
last ten years the number of pupils being educated in private schools 
has increased from about six hundred thousand to very nearly or quite 
a million. j 

Commissioner Dawson says in his last report—and I may as well read 
it in this connection—speaking of the condition of education bearing 
upon the labor and diversification of labor in the South, on page 32 of 
the report: 

These remarks do only partial justice to the situation in 1880; bnt perhaps what 
has been said is enough to show that the burden of public education in the South 
isa real and heayy one. I believe that the history of the past decade will show 
bon tact heavy, it has been cheerfully borne and will exhibit more favorable 
conditions. 

The facie and relations shon by the figures given above demand certainly the 
serious atteniion of all persons interested in the public welfare, and most espe- 
ally of all charged with the conduct of public affairs. If popular education be 
indeed the safeguard and popular liberty the bulwark of a free government, it 
is a matter of grave concern if one section of the country be found struggling 
against 3 in the effort to secure this protection and defense. The ine- 
qualities which have been pointed out are so interwoven with all the social and 
business interests of the different sections that it is impossible to indicate either 
the extent to which sacan of educational provision is possible or the means by 
which it may be accomplished. A 

Judged by the rience of other communities the industrial condition of the 
South as disclosed by the census is the most hopeful au; for the free-school 
system. In the North industry, thrift, and liberty have found their natural out- 
come in a general demand for knowledge and in determined efforts for the 
supply of that demand. Is it not reasonable to look for the same results in the 
South? Indeed, her attitude with respect to that issue need no longer be simply 
that of hope or expectancy. e 
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Again, on page 33: 


f parti 
done either by a specific appropriation or by the appropriation of the proceeds 
of the sales of the public Jands, and in either case effect would be the same. 

The adjustment of the two principles of ponus action here pointed out, their 
due development and their fadiclous application, are among the great prob- 
lems which are forced upon our thoughtful attention at the present time. 


I wish now to introduce facts which have been gathered by the Bu- 
reau of Labor through the efforts of a lady who has been employed by 
the bureau, who has visited many of the important localities in the 
South and in the North, going from house to house, into the families, 
wherever a human being can go to ascertain any fact that bears upon hu- 
nian want orsuffering or improvement—a lady of very high accomplish- 
ments and of very great ability. She is a lady who lives in the South, 
a Miss Graffenried, of Macon, in the State of Georgia. At my requestshe 
has compiled the facts which have come under her observation and 
which are now matters of record in ion of the office of the Bu- 
reau of Labor, which is an office, as all understand, of the Government. 
She writes this statement to me, addressing me as chairman of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Education and Labor: 

Wasursaton, D. C., November 19, 1889. 

DEAR SENATOR: With exceptional opportunities to know the appalling illit- 
eracy existing in many States of the Union among our white population, I am 
convinced that, darkly as the picture has been drawn, the truth as to the lack 
of clementary education hag never been stated with sufficient impartiality or 
emphasis. Ignorance to-day menaces our Republic, ignorance with which 
ent school systems sra inadequate to cope. The great North, flooded with the 
puuper try of Russia, Poland, and Bohemia; the West, practically ger- 
3 ngland, by a million of French Canadians transformed from 
1 to Romanism—all push hard the ootton- belt in the disgraceful record 
00 iteracy. 

My own arpaa has proved thata vast proportion of Anglo-Saxons in the 
South are as Afri 


twelve years of age or younger, They are the girls of to-day, the woof of our 
society, the future wives and mothers of Georgia, often wit ntie, winnin; 
natures and bright intellects, but as untouched by the elvilizing influence 


are but 1.4 per cent, illiterate; in Newark, N. J., 2.6 per cent. in Philadelph 
1.3 per cent.; in Indianapolis, 2.4 per cent.; in New York, I. 7 per cent.; in 5 
2.6 per cent.; while in Boston, Brooklyn, and Cleveland every woman encoun- 
tered of native ancestry could read and Tho average illi for the six 
Southern cities is 17.9 per cent.; forthe six Northern, 2 percent.; being 8.9 times 
greater at the South n at the North. 


It should be borne in mind that these are the operatives in factories 
and that in the South they are the native white population, and do not 
include the colored population at all. 


Good publio schools being maintained in all these representative Southern 
centers— 


And note these are representative Southern centers— 


the inflowing of uneducated country workers is offset by increasing numbers 
of young gir enjoying municipal tuition. Yet by tests individually made 
astonishing facts were disclosed as to the extremely limited uirements of 
thousands not classed in the fourth reportas illiterates. In New Orleans, cred- 
ited with only 80 illiterates out of 408 workers, 73, or 15 per cent., can not read 
ordinary words of two and three syllables, 


This test of merely writing is practically no test at all, for the writ- 
ing is simply the writing of the name often in the most incongruous 
and imperfect manner. 


Two-thirds of the 73 can not write, while the remaining third barely write 
their nume. But3 of these are colored women. Many girls born in Louisiana 
or New Orleans have never entered aschoo!l-room. One cighteen-year-old beauty 
brought into the world in the shadow of Tulane University belongs to a family 
of nine, none of whom knows thealphabet, The illiterates are of native French, 
Spanish, Irish, German, and Italian parentage, and engaged in res le call- 
ings. Neither in manner nor surroundings may sgt dh classed with the untu- 
tored foreign roughsofthe North. Though denied that birth-right of education 
which modern civilization presupposes, they are often genteel, intelligent, 
DESAY soft-yoiced, well dressed, merely the lack of opportunity hindering their 
unfolding into the very flower of cultivated womanhood. No State that allows 
its bright young women, potential mothers of its future citizens, to abide in 
ignorance can ever feel the quickening of a higher life or attain true material and 
social prosperity. 

Though only twelve illiterates were found in Savannah, many others are so 
unacquainted with pt that—horribile dictu—they could not read even a love 
letter! A sensible girl of nineteen, born and reared in Savannah, 4 
reason for not knowing the alphabet and never going to school: It wuz done 
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pressive and pathetic for being 
couched in the “cracker” dialect, that training would have conquered. Most 
schools in Georgia, as I shall prove, are done fall up,” to the exclusion of half 
tho children who need to learn. 

In Louisville, undisturbed during the civil war by contending armies, the pub- 
lioschoo!l system should have rooted out illi But ignorance is wide- 
spread among descendants of immigrants from all Southern Atlantic States 
and from ps erg Ireland, and Germany. While the fourth rt shows 51 
illiterates out of 533 workers, yct 91, or 16.8 per cent., are en y unfitted for 
pursuits involving 1 reading and wri S 33 very few col- 
ored, nearly 17 per cent. of the industrial population is vanquished by simple 
English sentences. ** Never at school,“ say some; * Learned a little, but have 
forgotten,” wail others; n work too young,“ is a constant refrain. A girl 
of seventeen, born in Louisville, fails on words of two syllables, and the six 
others of her family neither nor write. An adult, whose parents were na- 
tive Kentuckians and illiterate, is with six brothers and sisters in the same con- 
dition, and she has toiled in a tobacco factory since she was five years old. 

The unlettered, however, are not confined to the slandered tobacco workers. 
Girls whose parents own the home have never attended school; girls who have 
lived always on good farms have never been to school, there being no schools; 
girls whose accent, diction, and manner forbid the suspicion of illiteracy sur- 
prise one by inability to read. Disproving the claim that schools in Kentucky 
are now more numerous and efficient is the obstinate fact that the uninstructed 
are chiefly between thirteen and thirty, and it is exceptional to find a worker 
under thirteen who can read. The present generation is as untaught as its fore- 
bears in that rank of society where, as sound economics would dictate, educa- 
tion should be most carefully provided by the State, for the rich and the leisure 
class can secure unaided all the advan: of culture. 

do completely in Charleston is the prejudice against women entering indus- 
trial pursuits being overridden by irresistible need of bread and raiment that 
the girls in the factories there are of a superior social order, and the “bluest 
blood " flows in the veins of many toilers. The occupations open to self-sup- 
porani women beingfew, high-school and normal-school graduates leaven, even 

least desirable pm ptala p 8 ignorance. Ina ng mill, 
employing chiefly girls who have! whatever school advantages the present 
decade affords, on s pay-roll of 150, 40, or over 26 per cent., made a cross, being 
unable to write their names. Among 25 operatives tested there, 8, or 32 per cent., 
all white and nearly al) of native parentage, were unable to read or write. 

In the cotton mill under 5 the same conditions 30 per cent. were 
illiterate and 6 per cent. additional broke down on words of two syllables, If 
the candidate had attended country schools, illiteracy was a foregone conclu- 
sion, so brief had been her sojourn, so inefficient her instruction. 

The inclusion of colored women stripping tobacco increases the percentage of 
illiteracy in Richmond. Discarding this element, the working-girls of that his- 
toric city 77 represent both the white population on small farms and in the 
outakirts of vill in the Old Dominion, and the municipal schools as built np 
since the war, In the cotton mills located across the James, in Manchester, are 
many worthy employés so benighted as not to know in what State they were 
born, claiming thcir county *Hanracker,” ‘Dinwiddy,” or Ilewite,“ and 
stoutly denying Virginia, e children, though attending schoo! a few weeks 
or months in Richmond or Manchester. are still unable to read. The illiteracy 
is a blot upon the Commonwealth. Of 33 operatives, more than half being 
minors, 20, or over 60 per cent., neither read nor write, and $7 per cent, are un- 
able to read the Bible or indite the simplest sentences, 

The mostau lo processes of civilized existence are marvels to these sim- 
ple, untaught creatures, power to read, to write, to count, inspiring awe and 
envy. A buxom rustic of twenty-four watched with bated breath the transcrib- 
ing of statistical records, and at last, unable to repress her admiration, burst 
forth, Wouldn't I shout for joy if I could shove a pen like that!“ While 
shat off from advancement and culture, these women are not demoralized, nor 
are they degraded, — 5 cradled and reared in orance. In one large 
model cigarette factory illiteracy is exceptional; in rs, intelligent and re- 
9 workers have in their whole lives attended school but twenty-three 

vn or two months or not at all. The white women in the smoking-tobacco 
factories are as une htened as their sisters in the textile industries. 

Atlanta, ambitious in all things, leads the illiteracy of the fourth report. 
Among 66 white operatives in the bag and cotton mills, 33, or 50 per dent., 
neither read nor write, while 45, or 68 per cent., are to all intents unlettered, in- 
competent to render trisyllables or to write more than their names. In other 
ocoupations also equally untaught girls abound, neat of „ polite in ad- 
dress—victims of neglect through an educational system that does not help the 
masses, whole families, vast districts, being beyond the saving reach of learn- 
ing. Else how account for a household of thirteen adults, ali illiterate, native 
Georgians, with white skins and of the Caucasian type? The woman of the 
second generation, describing herself as one them icable ole maids,” had 
ten sisters who had worked with herin cotton mills. Not one knows how to 

. Worse still, the third generation is wholly uncared for and unin- 
structed; three nieces from ten to fourteen years old are plodding in the 
Atlanta factories without ever having entered aschool. In th oulture-loving 
community, where colleges universities flourish, such semi-ciyilization 
reigns unrebuked and unalleviated. 

The 1 5 of the Atlanta board of education for 1888 showed a school pop- 
ulation, between the ages of six and eighteen, of 12,794. The total enrollment 
is 7,346; 42 per cent. of those entitled to the privilege are non-attendants on 
the public schools. The total white eligibles are 7, the enrollment 5,504, 24 
per cent. being unrepresented. The total colored school population is 5,462, the 
enrollment 1,542, 66 per cent. not 83 The inadequate seating ca ty 
of the buildings accounts for the large number of absentees: since 6,773 children, 
or 52 percent., can not be accommodated in the city schools, 38 per cent. of the 
whito and 72 per cent. of the colored population are unprovided for. 

Fulton County make a poorer showing, with a total school censusof 5.0¢ and 
an enrollment of 2,562, 48 per cent. of her youth never entering theschools. The 
total whites 75 o are 3,024, the enrollment 1,686, 44 percent. unavailing. The 
total colored school population is 1,980, the enroliment 876, 55 per cent. of the 
colored children remaining untaught. For 3,024 whites there are 30 schools, 5 
unopened; for 1,990 colored, 13 schools, 1 unopened. 

In my native city, Macon, Ga., the seat of a university and two colleges, one 
of the latter being the first coll for women red in the world, the inad- 
equacy of public educational facilities is still more deplorable. The total school 
population is 4,570, the enrollment 1,807, 2,769, or over 60 per cent., not attending 
the oe comm 7 = 5 5 elizibles oe 3 eed a eraa tenas Zi per 

t. disregarding the privilege or ng o! mission. e seating capacity 
ya conseq nent actual attendance fall so far short ofthe enrollment as to render 

o insufficient accommodations more striking. The total colored school pop- 
ulation is 2,450, the enrollment only 409, hence 83 per cent. are absentees or un- 
accommodated—a tromendous fact for white tax-payers to face! 

Bibb County cares better than the city of Macon for the colored, to the detri- 
ment of her whites. With a school census of 5,901 and an enrollment of 2,944, 
49 per cent. are either indifferent or out off from education. The total whites 
are 1,999, those enrolled 1,186, 33 per cent. being untaught. The total colored 
are 3,362, those enrolled 1,758, 54 per cent. being left out. In city and county the 
whites have 23 schools, the colored have 19. The country schools are open 9 
months, but are provided only with blackboards, all charts, illustrations, e p 
and pencils being mulcted from the teacher's salary. 


full up an’ I couldn't git in!“ —a reason more im 


In the counties where school facilities are offered only for twoor three months 
attendance is sometimes more regular than where longer terms encourage such 
ination that nine-tenths of those enrolled are present but one-third of 
e session. 1 the country districts the co-operation of parents with 
boards of education is lacking. The farmers depreciate mental work, believing 
in muscular forces that bring cotton and corn, but failing to grasp the truth that 
brain power must rule. They think taxes already too heavy and deplore hav- 
ing to pay a teacher to sit up in the shade.“ Plowing all day under burn- 
ing suns, their highest idea of the pedagogue's art is sitting up in the shade.” 
They regard the teacher as a parasitic gentleman of leisure and the school as a 
device for the suppression of industry. - 


This same observer has passed through many of the cities of the North, 
making careful examination, visiting from house to house in the same 
way. 

The barometer of illiteracy denotes alarming conditions elsewhere, the South 
having no monoply of educational shortcomings. 

NEW YORK. 

As shown by Hon. A. S. Draper, superintendent of public instruction, out of 
423,000 children from five to twenty-one years old in New York City, June, 
there was a total enrollment of 240,939 and an average attendance of only 156,401, 
Yet the schools are so crowded that during the year 10,855 applicants were re- 
fused admission, Brooklyn, in October, 1588, had 9,024 pupils on half time for 
want of room in the buildings to perni their being taught on full time. Were 
adequate accommodations provided, 10,000 children there, not now in school or 
attending 3 schools, would avail themselves of free tuition. 

The total attendance upon the schools when compared with the whole num- 
ber of children of school age has grown less and less with strange uniformity. 
In the cities it is 57 per cent. less than it was in 1861, and in the towns it has 
fallen off 7 per cent. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Governor Lounsbury, of Connecticut, in his mearga 1887, says: “The num- 
her of children [between the ages of fourand rena tdid notattend school at 
all was 20,388. No report of your able school board, no statistics of a cen- 
sus could show the frightful amount of illiteracy * all over the State, 
Within the last ten years thousands of boys and girls have passed beyond the 
limit of their school life, have gone out into the world, aud to-day they are virt- 
ually tmable to read and write. These children were not to blame, for they 
went to school all that they were sent, all, perbaps, that they were permitted to 
go. It was a ſew days lu eachofafew years. They learned all that they had the 
time to learn, * * * to read a few short sentences, to write their names; but 
any ordinary printed book is to them a sealed m ry,and any document to 
which they may sign their names is as far beyond their ability to decipher as 
though it were written in Sanskrit, * * è The number of days of compul- 
sory attendance was set at sixty, when the most that could reasonably have 
been expected was that some scholars would learn more in sixty days of the 
year than they would forget in the remain: three hundred.“ 

The admirable report of the board of education, Connectieut, April, 1889, 
gives photographs und verbatim copies of the average examination papers sọ 
wretched that the $20.82 expended for each child in ordinary attendance is virt- 
ually thrown away. This exposure of illiteracy so angered the representa- 
tives from the eastern part of the State they voted down a resolution to 
print another edition of the report. The board gives these facts: 

“While these [excellent] ool opportunities are offered to hundreds of 
children of fore parentage, man dren of old Connecticut stock have no 
chance of any education worthy of the name. * * # In nineteen towns of 
New London County two-fifths of all the older children attending school are 
unable to write. * * * Outof35 children present, 22 could not write enough 
even to make an attempt at the examination. Some who could not write were 
over twelve years old ahd had been from six t- 9 in school. * 
We can find no evidence that the subjectof m, es much better taught. In 
arithmetic, in one school, out of 19 who w #tween nine and ten years 
old, only 2 added correctly, and, out of 70 scholars a. aye ten, 32 either did noth- 
ing or got the weon answer.” 

“We desire specifically to call attention 

This is the report of school board committees, who are reporting of- 
ficially— 

“We desire 5 to call attention to the following evils: 

First. A — part of the teachers do not know how or what to teach. Sec- 
ond. Theattendance isirregular. Third. The schools are o too short a time. 


* © Fifth. The schools are insufficiently supplied with blackboards and 


other appliances, Sixth. Many school-houses are in very bad condition, Sev- 


enth. In many districts there is no endeavor to get a competent teacher 
In 50 towns and 157 establishments were found emplo: 1,574 children between 
fourteen and sixteen years of age; of these, 12 per cent. can not read or te, 
Many more can not read intelligently or write legibly. If the samo ratio of illit- 
eracy holds of the 25,000 in the State between fourteen and sixteen years of 


age, 
2,000 children of advanced age can not read or write. * * * ‘The schools in 


which one-third of the children of the State obtain their education are open not 
more than 150 days,” 

The report of the board of education of Rhode Island, January, 1890, 
calls attention to the ſuet 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator tell me from what Connecticut re- 
port he has been reading? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a compilation from the school reports in New 
London County, from the official reports. 

Mr. PLATT. From the board of education? 

Mr. BLAIR. So I understand. 

Mr. PLATT. Of last year? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iso understand; the last report. This is not select- 
ing any particular State. I have got a little of the same sort for New 
Hampshire further on, 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that. Isimply wanted to refer to the 
report. 

Mr, BLAIR. I desire to impress upon the Senate that the condition 
of education in the North is most dangerous, and that it would be well 
if we could get over this self-righteous notion that we are much better 
off than our neighbors in the Southern States. There are causes oper- 
ative there which require as anxious attention on the part of the legis- 
lators of this country as are operatingin the Seuth y- Icontinue 
the reading: 

The report of the board of education of Rhode Island, January, 1889, 


calls 
attention to the fact that there are thousands of children in this State of legal 
age who do not attend school a single day.“ 


Mr. GEORGE. WhatState is that? 
Mr. BLAIR. Rhode Island. I had hoped that Senators would 
read this matter. It would be somecomfortif they did. It does seem 
to me as though facts of this kind were worthy of the attention of Sen- 
ators, and they should try to obtain them from some source, either 
by listening to them as I read them or following them up in the REC- 
ORD, which, of course, is my only hope. 

“There are thousands of children in this State of legal age who do not attend 
school a single day. It is not N N present arguments that this class is 
to contribute largely in the future to the number of the criminals and the im- 

verished. Of 64,395 enumerated, from five to fifteen years inclusive, 12,962 at- 

d no school, an increase of 1,158 over the previous enumeration; 4,667, between 
seven and fifteen, have not attended any school; nearly 10 pet cent. of the youth 
of a State which is spending $600,000 annually upon her schools!” 

The Commissioner continues: 

“The great majority [of the small district or ungraded schools] are gradually 
dying out, * * * a vital question to the rural portions of the State. The 
percentage of attendants at all schools to the whole population has decreased 
2.7 per cent. from last year.” 

By the census of 1885, in a total population of 304,234, Rhode Island has 26,313 
illiterates over ten years of age, of whom 6,092 are native-born, 


IN MASSACHUSETTS, 


as shown by the State census of 1885, in a population of 1,581,961 ten years of 
age and over, there are 122,263 illiterates. Of these 108,365 are foreign-born. and 
make 21.5 per cent. of the foreign-born population ten years and over. These 
unfortunates are not all aliens or too old to have profited by the admirable free 
tuition of the Bay State, for, of the native-born illiterates, 16.84 per cent. are 
from ten to thirteen years old and 14.53 per cent. are from fourteen to nineteen 
yearsold. Theconcentration of illiterates is found in the textile industries es- 
y. and in the cotton-manufacturing centers public libraries and hand- 
some schools often flank wretched tenement hovels containing a foreign-born 
po ion 5 uninstructed. 
quiries incidentally made in these centers during the course of another in- 
vestigation show that in Taunton 12 per cent. of heads of families employed in 
cotton and fron manufactures can not read. For example, one household of 
five persons over fifteen years old is illiterate, while in another three adults and 
three children of school age are completely untaught. Fall River is one of the 
six cities named in the census of 188 where the illiteracy reaches more than 20 
percent. Here, as was discovered by months of systematic visiting among the 
operatives in their homes, 21 per cent. of these parents are wholly unlettered. 
In a family earning over Sl. Jon year, the two adults and ten minors, from seven 
to twenty years old, can not read. In another, four grown persons and five 
children, from seven to twenty, can not read, though they live well and 
save money. In a good bay-windowed house, where a $300 piano was suitably 
set off by good furniture, the parents are illiterate; while in a domestic circle 
consistiaz of eleven people, all over fourteen years old, ten have never been 
taught even elementary words, In a family of cight persons, over fourteen, 
together earning $100 a month and spending $150 on one church wedding, none 


can read. 
Six well dressed adults rent a large suite of rooms with good furniture; the 
man has $700 in bank and four others boast bank accounts, yet none read. In 
tenement, the parents and six children over nine years of age are all 
literate; their income is more than 81,80) a year; their home is attractively 
fitted up with carpets, lace curtains, and pictures. The owner of four houses 
makes a cross, being unable to sign hisname, English, Irish, Portuguese, and 
Canadiansare included in these results. Children of all nativities enter 
the mills before reaching the een age, and sometimes only one child out of 
four or five eligible attends school. e evasion of the factory and compulsory- 
education laws is confined to no one nationality. 
In New Bedford 22 per cent, of the heads of households visited are illiterate 
and whole families lose their identity from inability to write or spell their name. 
„two young adult sons, and four children of school age have lived 
eleven years in Massachusetts, yet not one can read. Where are truant officers 
ant 5 fin Pesoton while these untutored beings work in mills? 
o: 


MAINE, 


among nine adults and three children of school age, eight adults and two chil- 
dren can not read, nor are the two little ones even at school. Ina household of 
fifteen members, containing four grown persons and seven children, ranging 
from seven to eighteen years, only three can read, The two adults of a native 
Maine family just write their name, not a word more, and another young 
householder, born in the State, is totally illiterate. In a home where nine per- 
gons are over seven years old, six can not and none attends school. A 
white-curtained, carpeted parlor, with evidences of taste and refinement, holds 
nine polite and alert men and women, only two of whom have had any teach- 
ing. Illiteracy is plainly not confined tothe roughs and the slums, but pervades 
the well-to-do middle classes, In Biddeford and Saco 36 per cent. of heads of 
families who were seen are unable to read. 
Facts culled, my dear Senator, from your own State, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


sound not unlike the records of barbarism. At Great Falls,the heads of five 
outof eleven families visited are totally illiterate. In a domestic circle of nine, 
five adults can not read; in another, numbering the same, eight persons being 
over school age, six of these are untaught. At Salmon Falis, in a family of 
twelve, neither parents nor the seven children eligible for school attendance 
can read. In Dover, ina household of nine, eight 5 ed to go to school, 

two rend. The family has resided eight years in the United States, and is 
typical also in that two children under fourteen have worked in the mills the 
year round in defiance of the law. 

In a neighboring manufacturing city, 21 per cent. of the working nts are 
illiterate. One couple bas had nineteen children, fourteen now living, and 
none of the sixteen can write or spell his own name, which for identification 
is ed in India ink on the father's arm. 

t your very door, in your own Manchester, with its praiseworthy array of 
schools, public and parochial, among the operatives encountered, 21.5 per 
cent, of heads of families must be among the unlettered. In a household 
of nine where the minors are all over eight years old, messengers scurried in 
every direction to bring the only scribe in the clan, that she might spell their 
surname. Ina family of six persons, four children aged from seven to twelve 
enn not read and have been at school only seven weeks. though resident for years 
in the State, showing the ineffectiveness of your compulsory-education clause. 

Illustrating this point and also the loopholes in the factory laws, in a family 
Hiang Seren years in Manchester, there are several workers among the seven 
children who are over twelve years of age, and 47 the youngest reads. This 
couple had twenty children, nine dying before reaching their second year, Ofthe 
eleven who survive, but three had any teaching whatever. More 3 in- 
dicative of lax administration of the statutes are parents and thirteen chi n, 
two workers under sixteen years and five minors between the ages of six and 
thirteen, only one of whom gocs to school. Fourteen of the household ought 
to be able to read, yet not one knows a letter. 


Are not these facts nt of the need, throughout even the States where 
education is most tho: , of better common schools and a deeper interest ih 
learning? New England can not justly escape 
the illiteracy which stains her fair eisim 
illiteracy of an alien and fugitive race, the neh Canadian. The latter is 
race that struck root in the soil of America before your ancestors or mine wi 
wafted hither, a race that has come to stay, a race that breeds women of si — 
lar beauty and men of brawn and brain, a race without whom your spin 
would stop and the fires of your furnaces would be quenched. Yearly this 
docile, agricultural people, inferior chiefiy because untaught, more largely affects 
your industrial equation. The problem of a dual future is before you. Unless 
tone foreign brethren are lifted by education to the height of New England ciy- 
lization, your level must inevitably sink to theirs. 
I remain, with great respect, very truly yours, 
CLARE DE GRAFFENRIED., 
Hon. Hexry W. Brain. à 

Chairman Senate Committee on Education and Labor. 


This lady is one of the most diligent and accurate observers and one 
ofthe most accomplished I have ever met. Receiving this communi- 
cation in reply to my request, I felt it my duty to lay it hefore the Sen- 
ate without any curtailment of its proportions. I think that document 
of itself, if it could be considered, could be read, could be understood 
by the Senate, would render it utterly impossible for the wise states- 
manship that I know is in this body to fail to enact this bill into law. 

I wish now, in this connection, to read an article which was fur- 
nished me at my request from a gentleman connected with Berea Col- 
lege, in the State of Kentucky. It was prepared for the public prints, 
for some one of the magazines I think, but ascertaining what the arti- 
cle is, and as it relates to a section of our country which is of the ut- 
termost importance and in regard to which there is comparatively little 
information, I obtained it and have leave to use it in this debate. It 
is entitled The mountain whites of the South,” by Rev. Frank E. 
Jenkins, of New Decatur, Ala., and is as follows: 


I would claim your attention for a few minutes toa people who have been 
nimost untouched by the currents of modern life and by the regenerating in- 
fluences of a pure gospel. 

Iam not to take you in thought to a people in some remote corner, but to 
those who are in the heart of our country. The center of population in the 
United States has recently crossed the northern part of the region in which they 
rides aps when the last census was taken it was scarcely 50 miles from some of 

ieir homes. 

Stretching down through West Virginia, western Old Virginia, eastern Ken- 
tucky, western North Carolina, eastern Tennessee, and into northern Ala 
and Georgia—a territory more than 500 miles Jone and 200 broad, twice the s 
of all New England—is the home of the mountain whites of the South. It 
an undeveloped country, in some places of marvelous beauty and grandeur, 
and every where of wonderful natural resources. Great forests of valuable tim- 
ber cover its surfxce, while underneath, to unknown depths and even cropping 
out in sight, is an almost solid mass of mineral wealth, placing it among the 
. first of the richest mineral regions of the world. 

ere live between two and three millions of people, whose condition may 
well arrest the attention of this great Christian Conference, and through it ap- 
peal to the intelligent Christians of this nation for the help so sorely need 

In speaking of this region as a whole, I would not forget that within it are 
several growing cilics and towns whose inhabitants have gathered from North 
and South, and whose business enterprise and progressive spirit are justly be- 
coming famous. Neither would I forget those valleys, whose rich soil has e 
them like the better portions of the South. Then the new influences which 
the past half-dozen years have begun to follow the advent of the railroad here and 
there and the beginnings of christian work in such schools as Maryville College 
and Grant University, in Tennessee, Berea College and Williamsburg Academy, 
in Kentucky, havealready marvelously changed limited portions. Then, too, the 
efforts of some of the States to improve their public schools have begun to have 
some effect. From personal observation, especiallyin eastern Kentucky, I can 
bear testimony to the encouraging improvement which has been made during 
the past three years. It is an improvement, but to one not familiar with the 
past it would seem almost impossible that matters could have been worse than 
they are now. 

With these qualificationsapplying to a small part only of this extensive terri- 
tory, I would turn to the great mass of the mountain whites, and tell youof a 
condition of things true,I am sure, of at least two millions of fellow-citizens of 
ourown race. 

In the time allotted me Lean give merely an outline sketch, with here and there 
an illustration by which I hope some may be led to seek to know more of this 
people and to do in some wey a large work for them. 

What was the origin of the mountain whites? isa question oſten asked. This 
must be ascertained partly from written records and oral traditions, pele by 
a study of their names, features, and characteristics, and partly by conjecture 
from a knowledge of their surroundings. 

Their names at once announce their remote origin as English, Scotch, and 
Trish, and it requires no offort of the imagination to discern among them even 
yet the types of fentures of these different nationalities. Butsomething has 
made their condition different from that of other people of the same general 
origin. I venture to suggest with some confidence four less remote sources, 

The first white settlers followed Daniel Boone over the mountains from the 
earlier settlements in the Carolinas and Virginia. There were men of noble, 
rugged character among them, the outlines of whose original stamp may Still be 
traced by those who come to know the mountain people. These were, I suppose, 
the chief source of the mountain whites. 

The time came when slavery surrounded this whole mountain region, except 
on the north; it never penetrated it to any considerable extent. Only a few 
fertile valleys furnished the conditions for large plantations where slave labor 
could be made profitable. Occasionally a slave or two was held by some moro 
enterprising mountaineer, but this was rare indeed. In the midst of slavery 
was a class of whites, too lazy and too proud to work, withoutsufficientintellect 
or energy to enable them to acquire property enough to buy a slave. They sank 
into a condition scarcely above the brutes in intelligence or in manner of sub- 
sistence. The very slaves looked upon them with scorn and called them the 
poor white trash.“ and thus well expressed their condition and character. 
Many of these drifted from the richer portions of the surrounding States to the 
mountains, where they could roll up their small log huts unmolested, and raise 
their little patches of corn. tobacco, and cotton, and let their swine run wild, and 
thus <r ir meager wants. The descendants of this class are not hard to 
find, an ey have proved missionaries of poverty and degradation to many 
whose origin ought to have led to something better. 

A third source isone which would not be important enough to notice were we 
looking 8 to numbers. Rut owing to the influence it had wo must not 
pass it by without notice. These mountains and valleys, almost unknown to 
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the world and where pers seldom come, furnished a safe retreat for any 
criminal who might make his way thither. Not inconsiderable is the number 
of those who have hiddenaway here and have here absorbed principles, habits, 
and all in the mountain R papan 

These three classes, with those who in numerous and often unaccountable 
waysstray about the world and bring up in the most unexpected places, have 
produced the mountain whites of a 

The pleasant stories of Charles Egbert Craddock baye introduced these peo- 
ple to the world, with their peculiar dialect and manner of life. Oneacquainted 
with them recognizes the faithfulness of these pictures, though the necessities 
of a readable story throw a sort of romance about the mountain life which a 
face-to-face acquaintance quickly d 8. 

These are a rural people. Their villages are few and small. At the county 
seats are little collections of houses with possibly a hundred or two hundred 
inhabitants. Other aire rare, 

Riding on horse or mule back over the rough mountain roads, you see here 
and there a cabin, perhaps less than a score in a long day’s ride. If you are a 
stranger to the country, you will think there are a few people in it. You pass 
them all day long withoutseeing them. Bridle and foot paths, whicha stranger 
would scateely notice, run from the road into glens and nooks where sprin, 
are found. Follow one of these a little distance and you will find a log cabin 
surrounded by a patch of partially cleared ground, with the small trees cut 
away and tho large ones killed by girdling and standing about as unsightly 
stubs. Here afew onions, a little corn, tobacco, and possibly cotton are wing. 

A sad-faced woman, with her snuff-stick or tobacco-pipe protruding from her 
mouth or a quid of tobacco swelling out her cheek, is sitting in the door with 
her elbows resting on her knees and her face in her hands and ng stupid! 
at you. A dozen or more solemn-looking, ragged, and dirty dren are stand- 
ing about and staring at you, and all of them, from the oldest to the 8 
probably chewing eee which is regarded as one of the necessities of life in 
these mountains, for male and female, old and young, even down to the creep- 
ing babes. You see no smiles on these child. and however quietly you 
stole upon this secluded home you heard no laughter from these solemn chil- 
dren. What did they ever have to make them laugh or smile? 

You see no windows in this cabin; there are none. A single pane of glass in 
the house of a progressive mountaineer was a curiosity Tor Nees and people 
came long distances to see it. Five or six years ago an old y walked nearly 
20 miles on purpose to see the glass windows in one of our mission buildings, 
the first she ever saw. 

The light enters the house chiefly through the door, though it finds its wa 
also between the logs, andin the better sort of cabins through one or two 1 
holes cut for the pu 2 

The house is sometimes a single room, 15 or D feet square; sometimes has 
two rooms, each with an outside door, but none between. Rarely a ramblin: 
log structure of three or four rooms, and more rarely, since the recent approa 
of the saw-mill, a framed house will be seen. Paint is a recentimportation, and 

ou can ride for days without seeing a house which has ever been touched by 

t. In these cabins are no luxuries and few of those things which we have 
always reckoned among the necessitiesof life. You see a gun, a rough, home- 
made table, a few old chairs helped out with blocks and boxes, four or five 
rough beds in the living room, a few plates and other dishes, an iron kettle or 
two, no stove, but a rude fire-place, with achimney of sticks or stones and mud, 
and you have made an inventory of the furniture fora family of twelve, fifteen, 
twenty, or more. This is not an exceptional but a characteristic home; any- 
thing better is the exception. 

In this rude room that great family lives, cooks, eats,and sleeps. Here they are 
sick and here they die, with the neighbors from far and near packed in the room 
andstaringatthem. From this room they are carried, within as few hours after 
death as are necessary for the construction of a rough coffin, tobe buried without 
even a prayer, amid the terrific screaming of the remaining members ofthe fam- 
ily. The funeral will be preached” five, ten, or 7 81 years after the death, 
and willinelude in its scope all the members of the fam: y who have died since 
the last funeral was celebrated, 

I know of no way in which I can briefly give an idea of the intellectual con- 
dition of this people better than by describing the schools which were almost 
universal ten years ago and which still prevail to a large extent. 

You are riding along a mountain road and you hear a humming noise in the 
distance coming through the trees, You go a little farther and distinguish 
human voices mingling together in lowd discord. Whatis the matter? Noth- 
ing but a school at study and all studying at the top of their voices. Such a 
din! This is a “blab” school, though the modern advocates of this kind of 
school, and there are plenty of them, sometimes dignify them with the more 
elegant term vocal schools. I have met hundreds of these mountain children 
in our mission schools and elsewhere, and I never talked with one who had not 
been accustomed to the blab school, except the younger ones, who began their 
school life in a mission school, 


spelling been a little more scientific. A word was regarded as correctly spelled 
when all the letters were named—no matter in what order. It could bespelled 
forward, backward, or both ways from the middle and still be correct! On my 
first visit to these mountains I spent an evening with an intelligent business 
man in one of the new mountain villages. He told me of his early life. He 
went to school and studied the spelling-book. He somehow heard that there 
were other things to study and longed to study them, but year after year passed 
and no opportunity offered itself. He studied the *blue-back” speller until 
with cl eyes he could mentally turn every leaf from the beginning to the 
end. He became a famous speller and easily carried off the laurels in the spell- 
ing matches in the neighboring schools. When he was nearly twenty years of 

he somehow fell in with a teacher who had some new-fangled notions and 
who could teach him arithmetic and geography, and he took them up with all 
the eagerness of long-defeated desire. But to his dismay his spelling was pro- 
nounced incorrect, and that young man, with an exceptionally good mind, 
learned for the first time that the order of the letters has something todo with 
correct spelling. 

The results of such schools were of little value and did not tend to commend 
education to either old or young, and comparatively few attended them. 

You can find thousands of these people who never saw a dozen books in their 
lives, and even those who never saw one and do not know what the the word 
book means, and more than a million who can neither write their own names 
nor recognizetheminprint. It is an intellectual condition which can be realized 
only when one is inthe midst of it. When one isaway from it he begins almost 
to doubt his own memory. 

Tn attempting to give an idea of the moral and spiritual condition, of the great- 
ness (?) of the mountain whites, it is almost impossible not to do injustice to some, 
to whom rod ie case description does not appl y. There are good people among 
them—g by nature and by grace. There are preachers of natural power 
among them, whose sterling character is portrayed in Miss Murfree’s Prophet 
of the Great Smoky Mountains. There are good women among them, whose 
lives have stood forth in beautiful contrast to the evilaboutthem. But afterall 
has been said in this line that can be, there still remains a condition of things 
whose picture can scarcely be overdrawn. 

Family feuds, or neighborhood wars, are raging continually. Some of them 
have recently gained the attention of the country through the newspapers, but 


the worst has not been told; itcan not be. These wars involve not one ths 
fair DANAE ox BY foul, — of te other TAAU. ho possibly oan, Natl 

means or any member of the other y he y can, 
extermination on the one side or the other results, 

Nliicit distilling is regarded as an inalienable right, The caves and hidden 
nooks of these mountains are well adapted for this business, and even the 
United States revenue officers, who take theirlivesin their hands and dash with 
FER CONEY into these well guarded places, are not able to drive it entirely 
out. 

The relations of the sexes are such as can not be described. The evils are so 
great and involve so fully almost every family that publicsentiment can 

arrayed with any power inst them. Grand dren whonever had a 
father are almost a matter of course as elements of the homes. The 


thought of as a power making for righteousness. It isascheme for 9 
ce 


n the best churches meetings are appointed for once a month. There axe no 
prayer-meetings, no organized church work. Few years ago the Sunday-school 
was unknown, and it is now, except as it has spread from mission centers, A 
little over two years a missionary organized the first Sunday-schools ever 


opened in a region of more than 2,000 square miles in size, and gathered into 
five or six schools several hundred children. Of all these only ten had ever 
been in Sunday-school or knew anything about it. 

The older people as a rule oppose the Sunday-school at firstas an invention 
ofthe devil. There are thousands and thousands of square miles full of people, 
tens of thousands of children, where instruction in the Bible has never been 
given, where the voice of family worship has never been heard, and where no 
ned Das Sees Magod a prayer at a mother’s knee or heard that it is possible for 
ac pray. 

The ministers of these are uneducated. In many cases they can not read a 
word in the Bible or in a child's primer. Often they are openly immoral. I 
know of one in Tennessee still acting as a minister who, when he goes to a 
neighboring mining town, is sometimes hired by the roughs to pray and preach 
for them in the saloons for the sport it gives them. His charge for such a prayer 
or sermon is a drink of whisky! 

Once a year it is the intention of each church to have a big meeting” or re- 
vival services. The people gather iu crowds from miles around. or four 
or more ministers are present, well supplied with tobacco, but perhaps without 
a Bible. The preaching is in a peculiar sing-song tone, which seems to be re- 
geet as a necessity in preaching. The 8538 is wild and furious, 

reacher follows preacher, each bent on working himself and the 
into astate of intense excitement, and beforelongit begins. Then follow scenes 
which words can not describe. Marching, jumping, rolling on the floor, em- 
bracing, screaming, and above all and mingled with all the shrill singson of 
the preacher, wildly seeking to raise the excitement toa higher and hig 8 

In the midst of one of these wild scenes in northern Alabama aſew months since 
a somewhat underwitted boy in his teens became very happy, and his vigorous 
shouting and bodily contortions were inspiring others to rise to greater heights 
of happiness and enthusiasm. > 

Suddenly there was s lull and the voice of this jad came out clear and strong, 
and what he was shouting was understood for the first time. The inspiring 
sentiment which had seized hold of his mind and heart, and which he was 
shouting over and over in the religious ecstasy was this: Run, chicken, with 
your head pecked off; ain't we having a good time.” 

As the excitement goes on the “conversions” begin. The converts press for- 
ward and take the minister by the hand as a sign of their desire to ine“ 
him; they “jine the minister” instead of joining the church. They are baptized 
and thenceforth are good church members. They go back to their homes when 
the big meeting breaks,” with no shone of living o new life and with no 
ex tion on part of anybody that they will, Their religion does not in- 
volve morality and 8 afford to be religious. 

These ch) esare fighting centers. In them ministers fight ministers 
and denominations fight denominations, § nism is intensely bitter. The 
83 Alliance would searcely flourish there under present conditions. 

Brethren of the intelligent churches of the United States, here is a mission 
field which is a standing shame tous. It ought to have been discovered long ago, 
entered and tilled for Christ. Now that it has been discovered it will bea 8 
shame if, ten years hence, any part of it shall be untouched by the 9 
fluences of the pure gospel. The need is scarcely greater in any mission 
onearth. No people ever responded more readily to Christian work than do 
these mountaineers. By kindness and love their hearts are easily won. Their 
children can be gathered anywhere into day schools and Sunday schools, I 
never have seen elsewhere such rapid changes in character as I have seen among 
the young people of the southern mountains where pure, christian influences 
have touched them. Did time permit I could tell you stories of what I have 
wen oe heard among these boys and girls which I know would thrill your 

en 

Shall such a mission field as this, within a ride of twenty-four hours from this 
temple, and eighteen hours from the metropolis of this christian nation, and 
east of its westward-moving center of Apo ulation, be left as it is, all white for 
the harvest, and so few reaping in it? it not the Methodist Epi: Church 
ognin. its Grant University and its other schools for a larger work; the Presby- 
teriah Church do the same for its Maryville College and other institutions; 
the Con; nal churches do the same for their Williamsburg Academy, 
Grand View Normal Institute, and other important schools? Will notthesede- 
nominations and others multiply these christian institutions until this whole 
mountain region shall be touched with the leavening influences of a pure and 
enlightened christianity? Thisisa missionary work which must bedonelargely 
through christian schools. Churches should be establish o conserve the re- 
sults of the christian education, and to fill all the work wit eas Ly peg 
power. Churches without schools may add to denominational statistics, but 
they will not lift up the people as they need to be lifted. 

One Iwant to make clear before I close. These people are not as a 
whole the poor white trash” of the South. They are poor and they are igno- 
rant, but they are not trash. A wrong start and theirenvironment have made 
them what they are. Where the missionary schools and churches haye been 
established, men and women of worth and ability have stepped out from among 
them and become stron apes in building up new institutions. This 4 

ve to the nation Abi incoln and his successor in the Presidency of 


nited States. Other men of power have strayed away from their mountain 
homes in boyhood, come in contact with 
ern life, and shown the 


the currents and institutions of mod- 
blood that was in them, 
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Boys and girls of good blood, sleeping intellects, and benumbed hearts are 
waiting bythe thousands for the li ving touch of the pure gospel. Give 
them that; you who have it commit to your trust, and in afew years they 
will show you,in their mountain country, new homes, new schools, new 
churches, a new ministry—in short, a regenerated society, and they will be 
press out into other parts of the d and to forcign lands, carrying on to 
others t which they shall have received from you, Í 

The natural resources of their country will be developed and its wealth will 
enrich somebody. The native people should be awakened to develop intellect- 
ually and spiritually with the material development of the country in which 
ve 15 and to haves pa:tinit. If for atime christian influences can be made 
to flow into this region and save it, when once its wealth shall be transferred 
to the pockets of the people aud they shal! be gathered into enlightened churches, 
the money and the sonsand daughters of aregenerated ple will be sent forth 
to continue the fulfillment of the great commission, Go ye into all the world 
and =e the gospel to every creature.” 

This isa work that can not wait. Theeyesof the business world are upon the 
forests and the outcroppings of the mineral stores, Railroads are pushing in. 
New lumber and mining townsare springing upand immediate missionary work 
is theironly hope. T mountaineers, accustomed only to their secluded 
homes, come ther in these towns to learn new vices in the saloon, the gam- 
brothel. A single one of these new towns, searcely halfa dozen 
years old, has hed already more than a hundred men shot 2 and this awful 
work still on. Unless the christian work keeps th this kind of 
growth, this large territory will become notorious for bloody scenes as no por- 

ion of our land has ever been. Now is the time to preempt the country for 
Christ, by planting at strategic points the church and christian school, and 
throngh them to send forth to every part the pure, restraining, and elevating 
influences of the l. 

We owe this people the gospel because Christ bas given it to us for them. 
We owe them a dobt of gratitude for what they have done in the history of our 
country. When it was fighting for its Independence and a great conspirac 
was organized for its overthrow by an at in the rear, the ancestors of this 
oer under the lead of that magnificent mountaineer, John Levier, and others’ 

him, saved the country more than once from both sav: and red-coats, 
for which they never received so much as one cent pay. When. in our great 
civil war, every part of the land was shaking with the terrible conflict of armies, 
the mountaineers stood side by side with the Union soldiers and bravely fought 
for their country or suffered in prisons rather than fight against it. 

For what they are in their need, for what they are capable of becoming, for 
what they have done for our country, for what Christ has done for us and given 
to us for others, we are in duty bound to give them—and to give them at once— 
nothing less than the all-inclusive blessing, the glorious gospel of the blessed 
God, w. was committed to our trust,” 

This description, it is to be borne in mind, is from a man who knows 
the country, and it applies to between two and three millions of the 
white population of our own country, stretching all the way from this 
immediate vicinity to the lower extremity of the Alleghany Mountains, 
which is just back of the city of Columbus, Ga., on the ttahoochee 
River. It supe to two or three millions of our own people, not the 
colored people, but the men who were Union men in the late war aud 
without whom the Revolution poy not have been a success; men 
who turned back the invasion of Great Britain in the South, coming 
over the mountains, not under the command of the Congress at all, but 
organizing yoy taona for liberty. They came in the rear of 
the invader and drove him back to the coast, and, more or as much as 
Greene with the Regular Army and the militia of the United States, they 
gave the Sonth to independence. In the late war we know that Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee and West Virginia gave nearly as large a number 
of soldiers to the Union as to the Confederate Army, and the men who 
were for the Union in Alabama, northern Georgia, the western part of 
both the Carolinas and Virginia, are the men who are here described, 
and they have a claim upon the nation which they have in two great 
wars saved. Ihave had many leiters from them nally. They 
are uot very well spelled, but they are very ton letters, letters 
from old soldiers begging for the passage of this bill, that their children 
may be educated, and it seems the part of brutality to deny them the 
help they beg for. 

Now, Mr. President, I will proceed to putin some of the evidence in 
this case. It may take a considerable time, but as it does not take the 
time of the Senate, but simply my own, I do not think any one can 
complain that I spread upon the record that matter which will ad- 
monish the men who have this business in trust through all future 
time that if they defeat this bill they will deserve the utmost condem- 
nation, and will suffer it at the hands of an outraged people and a pos- 
terity that will call them to account if no one does to-day. 

It is apparent to all that, without any adequate effort to change the 
condition such as will constitute a cause that can be at all commensu- 
tate with the production of effect, things can not improve very much 
in this country from what they were revealed to be by the census of 
1880. The population has increased at least 30 cent. It had increased 
some 31 per cent. during the preeeding decade; and the prosperity of 
the country must indicate, I think, as large an increase at least during 
the last ten years. The means ofeducation have lessened rather than 
increased in many paris of the country. Where they have increased 

ey have rarely, if at all, kept pace with the increase of the popula- 

m. So, whatever I may be able to introduce here before the Senate 
on this occasion which has been obtained at a date subsequent to that 
which includes the information conveyed to us by the last census and 
is reliable information, must be pertinent to the question whether na- 
tional aid is now needed for the promotion of education in the common 
schools of this country. 

In the year 1884 the Louisiana Educational Society memorialized 
Congress upon the subject of national aid to common schools, praying 
for an ap ion, and their petition, presented by Senator GIBSON, 
is printed at le: in the Recorp of March 11, 1884. It is an admira- 
ble although a distressing statement of the situation. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Win the Senator from New Hampshire give way to 
rath The Senator has spoken, I suppose, as long as he cares to speak 

or the day. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to say in regard to that matter, I have 
an impression that Ishall have tospeak some time, because these facts 
are going to the Senate and the conntry and it will take me two or 
three days, at least, at the rate I am getting on. I feel that with Sena- 
tors having matters that are pressing upon them perhaps I may be 
under the necessity of exercising a little courtesy if I am to receive 
so much in return. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall be glad to extend any I can in return. There 
are two or three bills on the Calendar that are personal to me and to 
my State that I should be glad to have considered now by unanimous 
consent, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before the Senator from Iowa proceeds, 
the Chair would like to lay before the Senate a message which he has 
received from the President of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


THE SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


To the Senateand House of Representatives: 

In pursuance of the power vested in me by the terms of the last clause of seo- 
tion 3 of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1880, entitled An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expeuses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, , and for other purposes,“ a commission as therein 
authorized was appointed, consisting of Charles Foster, of Ohio, William War- 
ner, of Missouri, and General George Crook, of the United States Army. This 
commission was specjally instra to present to the Sionx Indians occupying 
the Great Sioux reservation, for their wean pas thereof and consent. thereto 
in manner and form as therein provided, the act of Con apioa March 
2, 1859, entitled . An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation 
of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and tosecure the relinquishment 
of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes.“ 

The report of the commission was submitted to me on the 24th day of Decem- 
ber, 1889, and is, with the accompanying documents and a letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, herewith transmitted for the information of Congress. It 
appears from the report of the commission that the consent of more than three- 
fourths of the adult Indians to the terms of the act last named was secured as 
required by section 12 of the treaty of 1868, and upon a careful examination of 
the papers submitted I find such to be the fact, and that such consent is properly 
evidenced by the si ures of more than three-fourths of such Indians, 

At the outset of the negotiations the commission was confronted by certain 
questions as to the interpretation and effect of the act of Congress which they 
were presenting for the acceptance of the Indians. Upon two or three points 
of some importance the commission gave, in response to these inquries, an in- 
terpretation to the law, and it was the law thus explained to them that was ac- 
cepted by the Indians, Thecommissioners had no power to bind Congress or the 
Executive by their construction of a statute, but they were the agents of the 
United States, first, to submit a definite proposition for the acceptance of the In- 
dians, and, that failing. to agree upon modified terms to be submitted to Con- 
gress for ratification. They were dealing with an ignorant and suspicious 

le, and an Lg saa of the terms and effect of the offer submitted could not 

avoided. Good faith demands that, if the United States accepts the lands 
ceded, the beneficial construction of the act given by our agents should be also 
admitted and observed. 

The chief difficulty in the construction of the act grows out of its relation to 
prior treaties, which were by section 19 continued in force so far as they are 
not in conflict with the terms of the act, The seventh article of the treaty of 
1888, relating to schools and school-houses, is by section 17 of the act continued 
in force for twenty years, “‘subject to such modifications as Congress shall deem 
most effective to secure to said Indians equivalent benefits of such education,” 

Section 7 of the treaty of 1868 provides only for instruction in the elementary 
branches of an English education, while section 17 of the act, after continuing 
this section of the treaty in force, 8 a fund which is to be applied "for 
the promotion of industrial and other suitable education among said Indians.” 
Again, section 7 of the treaty 3 for the erection of a school-house for 
every thirty children who can be induced to attend, while section 20 of the act 
requires the erection of not less than thirty school-houses, and more if found 
necessary. 

The commissioners were asked by the Indians whether the cost of the English 
schools provided for in section 7 of the treaty and of the school-houses. pro- 
vided for in the same section and lu section 20 of the act would bea charge 
Against the proceeds of the lands they were now asked to cede to the United 
States. This question was answered in the negative, and T think the answer 
was correct. If the act, without reference tosection 7 of the treaty, ia to be con- 
strued to express the whole duty of the Government towards the Tndians in the 
matter of schools, the extension for twenty years of the provisions of that seo- 
tion is withont meaning. 

The assurance given by the commissioners that the money appropriated by 
section 27 of the act to pay certain bands for the ponies taken by the military 
authorities in 1876 would not be a charge against the proceedsof the ceded lands 
was obviously a correct interpretation of the law. 

The Indians were farther assured by the commissioners that the amount ap- 
propriated for the expenses of the commission could not under the law be e 
ae upon the proceeds of their lands. This, I think, isa correct exposition 
of the act, 

It seems from the report of the commission that some of the Indians at the 
Standing Rock agency asked whether if they accepted the act they could have 
the election to take their allotments under section g of the treaty of 1868 and 
have the benefits ofsection 8 and 10 of that treaty, and were told that they could. 

As the treaty is continued in force, except where it contravenes the provis- 
ions of the act, I do not see any difficulty in admitting this interpretation. 

It will be found that the commission has submitted many recommendations, 
some of them involving legislation and others appealing to powers al 
possessed by the executive department. The consent of the Indians to thę act 
was not made dependent upon the adoption of any of these recommendations, 
but many of them are obviously just aud promotive of the true interests of the 
Indians. So faras these require legislation they are carnestly commended to 
the attention of Con; 8 

The Secretary of the Interior has prepared and submits with his letter trans- 
mitting the report of the commission the draft of a bill embodying those recom- 
mendations of the commission requiring legislation. 


+ 


The appropriations to into effect the provisions of the act 
should be promptly made and icamediately available, 2 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
EXECUTIVE MANION, February 10, 1890. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
3 enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 583) granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. 
Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of certain Chippewa In- 
dians of the La Pointe agency, Wisconsin. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
“hee instant, approved and signed the following acts and joint res- 
olution: 

An act (S. 600) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point within one mile north and one 
mile south and cast of the mouth of the Kansas River; 

An act (S. 1098) creating three additional land offices in the State of 
Colorado; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing the continuation of the print- 
ing of a supplement to the Digest of International Law under the direc- 
tion of the literary executor of the late Francis Wharton. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 902) for the erection of a public building at Sioux 
City, Iowa. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase or acquire by condemnation a site for and cause to he 
erected thereon a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for 
the accommodation of the United States district and circuit courts, 
post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue office, and other Govern- 
ment offices at the city of Sioux City, Iowa, the cost not to exceed 
$500,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON, Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
bo bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building at Cedar Rapida, 

owa. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site and cause to be 
erected thereon, at the city of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, asuitable and com- 
modious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accom- 
modation of the post-ofiice, and for other Government uses, the cost not 
to exceed $200,000, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In line 21 the word street should ap- 
parently be streets. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it should read streets and alleys.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT CLINTON, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 896) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the construction of n railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa, approved July 
16, 1888. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to strike out section 3, in the following words: 

Src. 3, That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized to waive the 
necessity for such portion of the map, topography, shore-lines, direction and 
strength of currents, soundings, and bed of the stream provisions provided for 
in section 5 of said act as he may, by reason of the nearness of present bridge, 
the reports already or hereafter made to the War Department in reference 
thereto, or otherwise, deem unnecessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT LYONS, TOWA. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 

to the consideration of the bill (S. 1297) to amend an act entitled “An 


act to authorize the construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa.” 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 


The first amendment was, in line 12, before the word “Lyons,” toin- 
sert near;“ so as to read: 


That an act entitled “An act toauthorize the construction of a wagon and foot- 
passenger — across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa.“ approved 

arch 2, 1889, be, and the same fs hereby, amended as follows. namely: 

Strike out the title of said act and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“An act to authorize the construction of a railroad or wagon and foot-passen- 
ger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 19, after the words Mississippi 
River,” tostrike out at“ and insert at a location suitable to the in- 
terests of navigation from,” and in line 23, before the word passage, 
to insert saſe and convenient; ’’ so as to read: 


Strike out the first section of said act and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"That the Lyons and Fulton Bridge Company, a aged dag organized and 
existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Jowa, its successors or 
assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a ly 
and approaches thereto, over the Mississippi River, at a location suitableto the 
interests of navigation, from a point in or near the city of Lyons, Lowa, to the 
opposite shore of said river, in the State of Illinois. Said bridge shall be con- 
structed to provide for the safe and convenient passage of wagons, road-way 
vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot-passengers, and, at the option of said 
oration, its successors or signs, may be so constructed as to provide for 
and be used for the passage of railroad trains, for such reasonable rates or tolls 
as may be fixed from time to time by said corporation, its successors or 
and subject to approval and change by the Secretary of War,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in line 33, after the word following, to 
strike out: 


Src. 2. That any bridge built under the epee of this act may, at the 
option of the company building the same, be built with unbroken or continuous 
spans, or as a draw- bridge. or as a ponton draw-bridge: Provided, That if said 
1185 shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans the channel apan 
shall be over the main channel of the river, and sball give a clear head-room 
of not leas than 55 fect above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the 
point of location, and a clear width of water-way of not less than 350 feet, and 
the spans other than the channel span may have a head-room of less than 55 
feet: Provided, That no of the superstructure of said bridge shal! givea less 
head-roomthan 10 feet above high-water mark. and the piers of said bridge shall 
he parallel with the current of said river: And provided further, That if any 
bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be constsucted as a draw- 
bridge, the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a draw 
over the main channel of the river, at an accessible and navigable point, and 
with spans giving a clear width of water-way of not less than feet on each 
side of the central or pivot pior of the draw: Provided, That if the pivot pier of 
said bri shall be constructed within less than 565 feet of the west shore of said 
river, as defined by the low-water level, the span constructed west of the draw 
span may be leas than 350 fect, and every part of the superstructure of said low 
bridge shall give a clear head-room of not less than 10 feet above extreme h 

water mark, and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the current of 

river where said bridge shall be erected: And provided also, That said draw shall 
be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats: And 

vided further, That if any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be 
constructed as a ponton bridge itshall be built subject (except as herein modi- 
fied) to all the terms, requirements, and limitations contained in the act en- 
tilled * An act to legalize and establish a ponton railway bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the construction of a 
similar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa,’ approved June 6, 1874, so far as they 
may be applicable thereto: And provided also, That it shall be constructed 
with one suitable ponton draw of not less than 500 feet in width located over 


the main channel of the river, which shall be opened prom Uy upon reasona- 


ble signal for the passage of boats and as herein provi 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sue. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the 
option of the company building the same, be built with unbroken and continu- 
ous spans, or asa dre arin; oras a ponton draw-bridge: Provided, That if 
said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans it shall have one 
or more e! nel spans, each giving not less than 350 feet clear channel way and 
not less than 55 feet clear head-room above high-water mark, and the clear head- 
room under other than channel spans may be less than 55 feet, but no part of 
the superstructure of such spans shall be less than 10 feet above high-water 
mark: Provided, That the interests of navigation be not injured by such reduc- 
tion of height: And provided further, That if any bridge built under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be constructed as a draw-bridge it shall have two or 
more draw-openings, cach giving not less than 200 feet clear channel way, and, 
in addition to said 1 shall have one or more fixed channel spans, 
each giving not less than 350 fect clear channel way, and every part of the super- 
structure of draw-bridges shall give a clear head-room of not less than 10 feet 
above high-water mark: And provided further, That if any bridge built under 
the provisions of this act shall be constructed as a ponton draw-bridge it shall 
bo built subject (except as herein modified) to all the terms, requirements, and 
limitations contained in the act entitled “An act to legalize and establish a 
ponton railway bridge across the Mississippi River at Prairie du Chien, and to 
authorize the construction of a similar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa,“ ap- 

roved June 6, 1874, so far as they may be a 3 thereto: And provided also, 
Phat it shall be constructed with one suitable ponton draw giving not less than 
500 feet clear channel way, and such other ponton draws and other openings as 
may, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, be necessary: And provided further, 
That the — of any bridge authorized by this act shall be parallel with the 
current of the river and the bridge itself at right angles thereto, and the spans 
of any such bridge shall be so located as to afford the greatest poania accom- 
modation to the river traffic, and the draw-spans of any such bridge shall be 
opened promptly by steam or other reliable mechanical power upon reasonable 
sional for the of hoats: And provided further, That the dimensions of 
all spans, not definitely fixed by this act, shall be such as in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War wiil best serve the interests of navigation: And provided further, 
That, for any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 feet each, one draw-opening of 
300 feet may be substituted, if the interests of navigation be not injured y: 
And rovided further, That if the physical characteristics of the locality where 


ed fora draw-bridge. 


a bri authorized by this act is to be constructed require, and the interests of 

navigation be not injured thereby, the length of the fixed openings or the num- 

be of draw-openings required by this act may be reduced by the Secretary of 
ar. i 
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The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SMITHSONIAN BUILDING, ö 


Mr. MORRILL, I ask for the consideration of a couple of bills con- 
cerning the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to go on a little further to-night, but I 
feel that I onght to give way to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘These bills will cause no debate. If they doIshall 
withdraw the request for their consideration, 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that Senate bill 2033, Order of Business 252, 
may be taken up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

to consider the bill (S. 2033) providing for fire-proofing the 
roof of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments, in line 5, after the words ‘‘and a,” to 
strike out wall-hole and insert well-hole;’’ in line 8, after the 
word ‘‘repairs,’’ to insert ‘‘said work to be done;’’ and in line 9, after 
the words of the,” to strike out Regents and insert Architect of 
the Capitol, with the approval of the Regents;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Beit enacted, ete., That for the purpose of fire-proofing the roof of the main 
hall, and that of the so-called chapel in the west wor of the Smithsonian build- 
ing, and to put in a sky-light and a well-hole to admit light into the central por- 
tion of the lower hall of said building, and also to replace some wood-work of 
the towers and other repairs, said work to be done under the direction of the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol, with the approval of the Regents of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution, the sum of £45,000 shall be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now ask for the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 253, Senate bill 2284. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 2284) for the organization, im- 
provement, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. MORRILL. Instead of making a speech, I have taken pains to 
collecta good many facts in relation to this matter, which I ask to haye 

inted in the RECORD instead of making any remarks upon the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper submitted will be printed in 

ReEcorp if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
e paper presented by Mr, MORRILL is as follows: 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1890. 


mp sum. 
P willshow that all these items are not estimates 
tation of their being cut down, but an economical and, 


public can be excluded durin 
will doubtless insist upon ak 


close. 

It now seems probable that there will be a small surplus from the appropria- 
tion of $200,000 for purchase. It is impossible to say what this surplus, if any, 
will be until the courts have fixed the condemnation prices, but the commis- 
sioners hope it will be over $10,000. You will be the best judge whether to pro- 
vide in the bill for the application of any such contingent residue to general 
2 and also whether any provision for immediate availability is needed. 

I inclose the list just referred to of animals now under the cl of the Regents 
onthe Smithsonian grounds, It will be remembered that represents the 
accessions of only two years, principally by gift, although there been no 
wide Daon ven to the fact that such a collection was commenced and 
thongs the secretary bas been obliged in many cases to ask intending donors 
to 12 8 until e provision could rr aap for caring for them, 

am, great respect, yours, very respectfully, 
S. P, LANGLEY, Secretary. 

Hon. J, S. MORRILL, 

United States Senate, 


FEBRUARY 10, 


Explanations in detall of the estimates in the bill (8. 2284) for the expenses 
the National Zoological Park for 1800-91. 0 = 


Ilom No. 1—For the shelter of animals E . 
Includes 

1. Large animal house (half permanent structure), to furnish 

immediate accommodations for subtropical animals and 

for lions, tigers, ostriches, kangaroos, ete.; to cost 


2. An aviary, monkey, and reptile house, combined tem 
rarily ; to be the central portion of a permanent building 
for birds alone, but at first it must also provide for monkeys 
and reptiles; to cost about $5,000. 

Item No. 2—For shelter-barns, cages, fences, and inclosures, and other 

provisions for the custody of the animals 

Includes— 

1, Barn for buffalo and elk herds, $1,500. 

2. Fences for 8 ruminant yards, and 6 shelter-barns, $3,000, 

3. Series of 4 bear dens and cages, $3,000. 

4. Series of 15 iron cages for wolves, foxes, ete., $1,500, 

Nem No. 3—For repairs to the Holt mansion to make the same suit- 
able for occupancy, and for office furniture. . IRS 

Includes a new roof that will not leak, a sky-light and ventilator 
in large central room, repairs to plastering, new steps, a 
water-closet, furnace, office desk, book-cases, chairs, etc. 

Item No. 4—For the creation of artificial ponds and other provisions 
for aquatic animals. 

Includes the provision of two or three small ponds for the imme- 
diate accommodation of the aquatic quadrupeds, such as 
seals and sea-lions, beaver, otter, muskrat, etc., and the nu- 
merous water-fowls, herons, etc., that will begin to come in 
us soon as possession is taken. 

Item No, 5—For water supply, sewerage, and drainage 

1 15 Jayi: f ly pipes to the buildi 

. The laying of supply pipes to the buildings and yards, the 
erection of a sopply tank, and the establishment of an en- 
gine on Rock Creek, to pump water into said tank; cost 
for first year, about $, 500, 

2. The laying of sewer pipes from the two Jarge buildin 
and the bear dens and a system of drains around the said 
buildings to keep them dry; cost, about $1,500. 

Nork. It is to be understood that the above does not pro- 
vide completesystems of Staelin , Sewerage, and drain- 
age, but merely a good beginning in those directions. These 
features are absolutely indispensable and the amount asked 
for is undoubtedly small. 

Item No. 6—For roads, walks, and bridges 

Includes— 

1. 4,880 linear feet of macadamized roads, leading from main 
entrance down Adams’ Mill road across to Rock Creek, and 
to opposite ridge (on Evans property); cost, $10, 440. 

2. Iron carriage and foot-bridge, $2, 560, 

3. About 5,000 feet of board walks, 22, 000. 

Item No. 7—For miscellaneous supplies, materials, and sundry inci- 
dental expenses not otherwise provided for 

Includes miscellaneous hardware, lumber, paint, fuel, station- 
ery, printing, horse and wagon, library, type-writer, tools, 
telephone, ete. 

Item No.8—For current expenses, including the maintenance of col- 
lections, food supplies, salaries of all necessary employés, 

100 ae the acquisition and transportation of specimens 

neludes— 

1. Food fortheanimals, all kinds—hay, grain, meat, fish, 


— 


5. ig mo Poi of 24 employés, as per classified list, as fol- 
ows: 


So o 


2 carpenters, 
4 watchmen, at 
1 feamster... 


88888888885 


18,000 

List of animals under the charge of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. — 
One grizzly bear, 1 cinnamon bear, 3 black bears, I puma, 6 buffalo, 4elks, 3 deer, 
1 Rocky Mountain sheep, 4 Angora goats, 1 prairie wolf, 4gray foxes, 4 red foxes, 
1 cross fox, 2 porcupines, 7 raccoons, 5 opossums, 4monkeys, Sprairie dogs; with 
numerous reptiles and birds. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ISSUE OF ORDNANCE AND STORES TO WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] is anxious that 
I shall give way for the consideration of a bill and the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] desires the same thing. As soon as those two 
bills are disposed of, as I suppose they will be without debate, I shall 
ask to go on for a few minutes longer to-night. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimons consent to have taken up for present 
consideration Senate bill 84, Calendar number 337, reported from the 
Military Committee by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeeded to consider the bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the Territory of Washington in 
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yyment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of 
on of said Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 
1878, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 4, before the words ‘‘of Washington,’’ to strike 
out Territory“ and insert ‘‘State;’’ in line6, after the word said, 
to insert State whilst a;“ and in line 9, after the words and the, to 
strike ont ‘‘said c against Oregon of $12,398.55 on the books of 
the War Department is hereby directed to be canceled’’ and insert 
. “acceptance by the State of Washington of the ordnance and ordnance 
stores herein authorized to be issued shall be an absolute discharge of 
the State of Oregon from any and all liability for said borrowed arms 
and accouterments;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to 
cause to be issued to the State of Washington, in full hy Seppe and liquidation 
of ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the said State of Oregon of said 
State whilst a Territory, and lost or rendered useless in service, ordnance and 
ordnance stores of the value of $12,398.55, and the acceptance by the State of 
Wa-hington of the ordnance and ordnance stores herein authorized to be issued 
shall be an absolute discharge of the State of Oregon from any and all liability 
for said borrowed arms and accouterments, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Secre- 

of War to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the State of Wash- 
n, in payment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the 
tate of Oregon of said State whilst a Territory, during the Nez Pereé 
war of 1877 and 1878, and for other purposes.” 
ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, a few days since the Senate consid- 
ered Order of Business 193, being the bill (S. 157) to amend the char- 
ter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. The bill 
was read the third time and the question is on its The Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] demanded the yeas and nays, and, ap- 
prehending that there was no quorum present, I abandoned further 
consideration at that time. The Senator from Maine was in his seata 
moment since, and he gave me to understand that he would withdraw 
the demand for the yeas and nays. I simply want the bill di 
of. The question is, Shall the bill pass? it having been consid and 
reached that stage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill. 
ae being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration of 

e bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills, received from the Hous: of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 23) for the relief of Daniel V. O’ Leary—to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. —__ 

The bill (H. R. 346) to extend An act to grant the right of way to 
the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other p to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 1613) for the relief of Samuel Howard—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3298) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States steamers Trenton and Vandalia and the stranding 
of the United States steamer Nipsic, at Apia, Samoan Islands—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H, R. 3403) for the relief of James M. McClelland—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1633) granting an increase of pension to Abram Duryee; 

A bill (H. R. 1927) granting an increase of pension to George Colwell; 

A bill (H. R. 3266) for the relief of Noah W. Yoder; and 

A bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield. 

REPORT OF ZOOLOGICAL PARK COMMISSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House esontatives (the Senate concurring therein), That 
there be 124 of 3 the Zoological Park eee pe iaai 
3 ng maps 1,000 extra copies, of which 250 copies shall be for the use of 
the ate, 500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 250 copies 
for the use of the Zoological Park Commission, 

REPORT ON COTTON-WORM AND BOLL-WORM, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House 7 


(the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed for ution 


copies of the treatise on the cotton-worm and boll- 
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worm by Professor Charles V. Riley, issued by the Department of Agriculture, 
being fourth report of the United States Entomological Commission, of which 
28. gy oe be for the use of the House, 14,000 for the use of the Senate, 
and 8,000 for distribution by the Secretary of Agriculture, 


INDEX OF CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 2 That there be 
printed 500 copies of the consolidated index of claims reported by the Commis- 
sioners of Claims to the House of Representatives from 1871 to 1880, now in man- 
uscript, prepared by the Clerk of the House of Representatives under resolu- 
tions considered an to by the House in the Forty-eighth and subsequent 
Congresses, the printed copy of said index to be delivered to the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following concur- 
rent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurrthg), That there be 
e for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the hearings now being held 
8 ae the Committee on Ways and Means, of which 3,000 shall be bound in 

ol 

PORT OF ALBANY, N. Y. 8 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is an anxiety to pass so many bills that I will 
not try to go on further to-night, and the education bill can be under- 
stood to be the unfinished business, I yield. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to have taken 
up for consideration Order of Business 294, which is a House bill, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 24) to constitute Albany, N. Y., 
a port of immediate transportation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Order of Business 119, which is the joint 
resolution (S. R. 38) to regulate the printing and distribution of bills 
and joint resolutions. 

Mr. INGALLS. That joint resolution is one of great public impor- 
tance, and, if the Senator will pardon me, I think it had better be post- 
poned until a time when there can be a fuller discussion. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I think the only importance to the public is 
that the joint resolution shall be speedily passed. If the Senator de- 
sires to object, however, I can offer no resistance. This is a matter 
which has received the careful consideration of the Printing Commit- 
tee. It is in the interest of a proper economy and is designed to reduce 
the large expenditure for the printing of private bills, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I think its reading will commend it to the 
Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think we shall have time to consider 
that joint resolution this evening, unless we stay in session for some- 
time. I think it is a very important measure. I confess that I do not 
know that I shall oppose it, but I have not had time to examine it, not 
supposing thatit would be called out of its regular order on the call of 
the Calendar. Therefore I hope it will not be called up this evening. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As a matter of course, I withdraw the deman 
I wish to say, however, that it is a public matter, and I have no special 
interest in it except to lessen the expenditures for this purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, but I hope hereafter we shall 
go to the Calendar, so that Senators may understand what bills are to 
come up. Ishall hereafter protest against the time of the Senate be- 
ing farmed out for the consideration of special bills. 

TOWN SITES IN ALASKA. 

Mr. PLATT. Lask unanimous consent that Order of Business 126, 
which is the bill (S. 1859) providing for the acquisition of land for 
town sites and commercial purposes in Alaska, and for other purposes, 
be taken up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will lie 
over. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the bill (S. 185) to 
aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools. 

PRINTING OF SAMOAN TREATY, 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] for 

a statement. I do not know what it may be. 
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Mr. FRYE. ‘The Samoan treaty was printed for the use of the com- 
mittee alone, and the edition has been entirely exhausted. There is 
great call for it from all over the country, ae I simply ask that the 
usual number be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr, CULLOM. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ilinois moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) 
mss est adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 11, 1890, at 

o'clock m. 


+ NOMINATIONS. 


Execulivenominations received by the Senate the 10th day of February, 1890. 
ENYOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Charles Emory Smith, of Pennsylvania, to he envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia, vice e Allen 
Thorndike Rice, deceased. 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


J. Fenner Lee, of Maryland, to be secretary to the legation of the 
United States at Rio de Janeiro, to fill a vacancy. 

Harrie R. Newberry, of Michigan, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Madrid, vice Edward H, Strobel, recalled. 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Samuel Merrill, of Indiana, to be consul-general of the United States 
at Calcutta, vice Benjamin F. Bonham, resigned. 


CONSULS, 


Edward Bedloe, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
at Amoy, vice William S. Crowell, recalled. 

C. I. Croft, of North Dakota, to be consul of the United States at 
Gen United States of Colombia, vice William B. McMaster, re- 


arent R. Danforth, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Kehl, vice Edmund J ohnson, recalled. 

Felix A. Matthews, of California, to be consul of the United States 
at Tangier, vice William R. Lewis, resigned. 

Frederick M. Ryder, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United States 
at Quebec, Canada, vice Theodore W. Downs, recalled. 

L. R. Stewart, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States at San 
Juan, Porto Rico, vice Edward Conroy, recalled. 

Ferdinand A. Husher, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
at Port Stanley and St. Thomas, vice James C. Quiggle, recalled. 

Frank D. Hill, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 
Montevideo, vice Edward J. Hill, recalled. 

Henry R. Myers, of South Dakota, to be consul of the United States 
at San Salvador, vice Thomas T. Tunstall, recalled, 

Levi W. Myers, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at Vic- 
toria, British Columbia, vice Robert J. Stevens, deceased. 


PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. William J. Pettus, of Virginia, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

CHIEF-JUSTICE, NEW MEXICO. 

James O’Brien, of Minnesota, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of New Mexico, vice Elisha V. Long, resigned. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Cornelius H. Hanford, of Washington, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Washington, as provided by section 21, chap- 
ter 180, volume 25, Laws 1889, United States Statutes at Large. 

UNITED STATES, MARSHAL. 


George N. Wiswell, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Wisconsin, vice Francis H. West, whose term 
expires February 10, 1890. 

SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 


Honan Upton, jr., of Norfolk, Va., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Vi 

Richard A. Young, of Petersburgh, Va., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census ct of Virginia. 


2 POSTMASTER. 
sit ohn W. Schall, tobe postmaster at Norristown, in the county of Mont- 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George Schall, whose 
expired January 29, 1890. 
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WITHDRAWAL, 
eee nomination withdrawn by the President, February 10, 1890. 


John E. Haggart, to be marshal of the United States for the district 
of North Dakota, he having declined the appointment, 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 10, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 


Jacob M. Copes, to be postmaster at Pheenix, in the county of Mari- 
copa and Territory of Arizona, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 10, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of that portion of the Journal which recapitulates the names of 
members voting on the several roll-calls be omitted. 

The SPEAKER. Inthe absence of objection, the Journal will be 
read in the usual form. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 
reference of bills be also dispensed with. 

There being no objection, the remainder of the Journal was read. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move that the Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday be approved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. On that we ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yens 149, nay 1, not vot- 
ing 179; as follows: 


YEAS—149., 
Adams. De Hsven, Lansing, Sherman, 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Laws, Simo. 
Anderson, Dingley, Lind, Smith, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Mason, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, rsey, McComas, Smyser, 
er, Dunnell, McCord, Snider, 
panks, vans, McCormick, Spooner, 
Bartine, Ewart, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Farquhar, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Belknap, Finley, Miles, Stivers, 
Bergen, Flick. Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Bingham, Frank, Moffitt, Struble, 
iss, Funston Moore. N. H Sweney, 
Boothman, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Gest, Morrow, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Gifford, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus. Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, te, Thomas, 
Buchanan, N.J. ~ O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, ONeill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Harmer, Osborne, Towdserd, Pa. 
Butterworth, Haugen, Payne, Turner, Kans, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, II- Payson, Vandever, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa. Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Carter, Hermann, Peters, Wallace, Mass. 
Caswell, Hill, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Hitt Pugsley, tson, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Mich 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Raines, Wickbam, 
Cogswell, Kelley, Randall, Mass, Williams, Ohio. 
Coleman. ennedy, Ray, Wilson, K 
Comstock, err, lowa. Reed, Iowa, Wilson, Wash. 
Conger, e . Rife, ‘ht, 
Connell, Kinsey, Rowall, Yardley, 
Culbertson, Pa, Kuapp, Russall, The Speaker. 
Cutcheon, A Sanford, 
Dalzell. La Follette, Scranton, 
Darlington, dilaw, Seull, 
NAY-—1. 
Buckalew. 
NOT VOTING—179. 
Abbott, Breckinridge, Ark, Carlton, Craig, 
Alderson, Breckinridge, Ky. Caruth, Crain, 
Allen, Miss. Brickner, Catchings, Crisp, 
Anderson, Miss. Broo 3 Culberson, Tex, 
Andrew, Brower, Chipman, ummings, 
Bank head Brown, J. B. = 
Barnes, Browne, Va. Clarke, Ala. Dav 8 
Barwig, Brunner, yents, Dibble, 
Beckwith, Buchanan, Va. Clunie, Dockery, 
Belden, Bullock, 3 Dunphy 
Biggs. Bunn, Compton, Edmun: 
Blanchard, Bynum, Cooper, Ind. Elliot 
Biand, Caldwell 8 Ellis, 
Blount, Campbell 3 Enloe, 
Boatner, Candler, Ga. Covert, Fitch, 
Boutelle. Carlisle, Cowles, > 
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Fl Paynter, Stone, Ky. 
Flower, Lodge, Peel Stone, Mo. 
Magner, Pendleton, Stamp, 
Foruey, Maish, Pennington, ‘Tarsney, 
Fowler, Mansur, rry, Tillman, 
Geissenhainer, Martin, Ind. Phelan, ‘Tracy. 

x Martin, Tex. Pierce, Tucker, 
Goodnight, MeAdoo, Post, Turner, Ga. 
Grimes, McCarthy, Price, Turner, N. X. 
Grout, McClammy, Quinn, Turpin, 
Hare, MeClellan, Randall, Pa. Van Sehaick, 
Hatch, McCreary, Reilly, Venable, 
Hayes, MeMillin, Richardson, Wade, 
Haynes, McRae, Robertson, Walker, Mo. 
Heard, Mills, Rockwell, Washington, 
Hemphill, Montgomery, Rogers, Wheeler, Als. 
Henderson, N. Moore, Tex. Rowland, Whiting, 
Herbert, Morey, Rusk, Whi me, 
Holman, Morgan, Sawyer, Wike, 
Hooker, Mutehier, Sayers, Wilber, 
Kerr, Pa, Norton, Seney, Wiley, 
Kilgore, Oates, Shively, Wilkinson, 
Lane, O’ Ferrall, Skinner, Willcox, 

Lan han, O' Neall, Ind. Spinola, Williams, III. 
Lawler, O'Neill, Mass. Springer Wilson, Mo. 
Lee, Outhwaite, StahIneeker, Wilson, W. Va. 
Leh! Owen, Ind. Stewart, Ga. Wise. 

Lester, Ga. Owens, Ohio. Stewart, Tex. Yoder. 

Lester, Va. Parrett, Stockdale, 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following pairs were furnished from the Clerk’s desk: 

4 Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, until further no- 
ce. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE, until further notice. 

Mr. Forney with Mr. CASWELL, until further notice. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. Bunn, until further notice. 

Mr, VAN SCHAICK with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until 
further notice. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. McCLammny, until further notice. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Covert, until further notice. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. ROWLAND, for this day. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. Bidds, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to announce, in addition to the 
votes already recapitulated, the following names of members present 
and declining to vote, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Barnes, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. BOATNER, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of 
Arkansas, Mr. BULLOCK, Mr. BysuM, Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. CARUTH, Mr, CULBER- 
son of Texas, Mr. Cummines, Mr. DARGAN, Mr. Dockery, Mr. ELLis, Mr. Frra- 
IAN, Mr. FLower, Mr. Forax, Mr. Goopsieut, Mr. Hayes, Mr. HEARD, Mr. 
Hempui.., Mr. Houmas, Mr. KILGORE, Mr, LAXE, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. LAWLER, 
Mr, Lewis, Mr. Martrs of Texas, Mr. MCADOO, Mr. McMru.tx, Mr. II Is, Mr. 
MONTGOMERY, Mr. Moorr of Texas, Mr. Mongax, Mr. MUTCHLER, Mr. ONRALI. 
of Indiana, Mr. Parrerr, Mr. Price, Mr. REILLY, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. SAYERS, 
Mr. SKINNER, Mr. SPINOLA, Mr. TARNSEY, Mr. Tucker, Mr, TURNER of Georgia, 
Mr, Tunrix, Mr. WALKER of Missouri, Mr. Wixe, Mr. WHA of Illinois, Mr. 
Wilson of Missouri, Mr. WIIsos of West Virginia, and Mr. Wiser. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 149, the nays 1, and 
there being a constitutional qnorum present to do business the Chair 
announces that the Journal has been approved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted, and I want the record to show that fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of Friday last. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last were read and approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 583) granting the use of certain lands to the city of 
St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of certain Chippewa In- 
dians of the La Pointe agency, Wisconsin. 


OBSTRUCTION TO NAVIGATION IN THE MISSOURI RIVER, ETC. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
privileged report. I present a conference report on the disagreéing votes 
of the two Houses on Senate joint resolution 37, for the removal of ob- 
structions to navigation of the Missouri River, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER, The conference report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House tothe joint resolution (S. R.37) for the removal of ob- 
structions to 3 in the Missouri River, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference, have to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the Honse amendments, and 


agree to the same, 
THOMAS J. HENDERSON, 
BINGER HERMANN, 
N, C. BLANCHARD, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


i G. G. VEST, 


Conferces Pir of the Senate. 
Mr, HENDERSON; of Illinois. Task the adoption of the report. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Before the question is submitted I would like to 


ask the gentleman from Illinois what the appropriation now amounts 
to, according to the conference report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The original Senate resolution ap- 
propriated the sum of $250,000 for the removal of snags and obstrac- 
tions 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I remember that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. And the House amended it by re- 
ducing the amount to $75,000, and appropriated $75,000 for the con- 
tinuation of work at the mouth of the Columbia River. The Senate 
disagreed to the House amendments, but now, by this report, they 
have receded from the disagreement. Lask the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS, 


Mr. McKINLEY. Lask unanimous consent that members having 
public bills to present for reference may be permitted to present them 
5 . for reference to appropriate committees, to apply to this 

y only. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks that bills of a pub- 
lic character may be presented in the same manner as bills of a private 
character, for reference, for this day only. Is there objection ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Minois, I object. 


RULES. 


Mr. CANNON. I report back House Report 23, which was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Rules, with the recommendation that the 
same be adopted. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, already published in the 
RECORD. ` 

Mr. CANNON. Unless some gentleman desires the reading of the 
report at this time it seems to me that it may be dispensed with. They 
can be obtained at the Doorkeeper’s desk. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that we have not as yet obtained copies of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that they can now be ob- 
tained at the Doorkeeper’s desk. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to state, and I think it ought to be stated, 
that we have made an effort to obtain them to-day, and haye not as yet 
been able to secure them. 

The SPEAKER. They can now be obtained at the Doorkeeper's 


desk. 

Mr. CANNON. The reading of the report being dispensed with I 
desire to state —— 

The SPEAKER. Ordercan not be obtained until members have sup- 
plied themselves with copies of the report, and the gentleman will sus- 


nd, 
ane SPINOLA. While there is no other business before the House 
I would ask unanimous consent to present a bill for reference. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I will have to object unless the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS] will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SPINOLA. This is a general bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A gentleman on your side of the House 
has objected to our introducing bills, and therefore I shall have to ob- 
ject to permitting your side doing so. A 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is possible to enter- 
tain the proposition at present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] 
enters upon the discussion, I want to call his attention again to the fact 
in relation to these reports, that the copies now submitted do not con- 
tain what the document was to contain: a comparative statement in 
italies of the changes proposed by the new rules. That was very dis- 
tinctly understood on the floor, but the pamphlet does not contain them; 
and we are asked to go into the discussion of the new rules without a 
copy of the proposed changes, for the printing of which provision was 
made by resolution of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say ta the gentleman from Tennessee that I 
am informed by the clerk of the committee who was to prepare this 
comparative statement r two days he was so seriously sick that 
he was not able to comp He has just informed me that the docu- 
ment referred to, being a comparative statement, is now on the press, 
and will be ready for delivery in an hour. 

I have three or four sheets here now upon my desk which have just 
been furnished tome. The code offered, with the report of the com- 
mittee and the views of the minority, are to be had at the Clerk’s desk, 
and long before this code is reached for amendment the documents will 
be im possession of the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I thought it but just to make a statement of the 
facts. Ido not see by what authority that has been printed. It isnot 
in the form contemplated by the resolution and not ordered by the 
resolation, and yet we are going forward in the discussion without even 
getting the comparative statements that were agreed upon and ordered 
by the House, I do not see why there should be such hurry. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me—I know he does not 
want to be unjust, but he seems to forget the fact that this is the re- 

rt of the committee which is printed ina separate form, and the reso- 

ution directed the printing in another form. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, then, the Speaker was in error —of course | made in North Carolina and in Virginia in which Democratic Repre- 


not intentionally so—in saying that the document that had been or- 
dered was ready for distribution. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman from Illinois will allow me, I 
wish to say that there are only 22 numbers of this report here ready 
to be distributed to the Democratic side. 

Mr. CANNON. The report was printed in the RECORD of Thursday. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Weil, every man has not a RECORD on his file. 
There should be enough numbers of it here to give a copy to every 
member. 

Mr. CANNON, Two copies of the RECORD seems to me would be 
sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that there has been a mis- 
take made in the delivery; that they have been delivered at the doc- 
ument-room. They have now been sent for and will be sent up here. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky fora moment. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Kentucky if he is now ready to indicate a prop- 
osition under which these rules can be considered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not yet ready to agree to the proposition 
made by the gentleman from Illinois this morning, though I think that, 
if the House will go on now with the discussion with the understand- 
ing between us this morning that it shall be under the hour rule, I 
hope to-morrow morning we will be able to make some agreement; in 
any event the gentleman has control of his own report and can take 
such a course as he thinks best, 

Mr. CANNON. Then the understanding is that we go on under the 
hour rule to-day ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Under the hour rule. 

Mr. CANNON. I will proceed, and by to-morrow morning I think 
we may be able to agree with the gentleman from Kentucky tonching 
the closing of debate and a vote on the code. 

Mr. Speaker, the report of the committee tersely and clearly explains 
the changes from the rules of the last House and those contained in 
the present code; and as gentlemen have for some days had possession 
of the report 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, let us have order. 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must take their seats and observe or- 


We desire to hear 


der. 

Mr. CANNON. As gentlemen have for some days had possession of 
the report, I will not, in the opening statement I shall make, refer in 
full to the changes recommended in the proposed code, but only to those 
of importance, r 

There were forty-seven rules in the old code of the rules of the last 
Congress. Of those rules, twenty-nine are recommended in the pro- 
posed code without any change whatever. The changes in the proposed 
code from the former rules of the House are found within eighteen rules, 
and in most of those eighteen the changes are merely formal, being, in 
the main, matters of rearrangement and changes of phraseology. So 
that the real, material changes from the old code are comprised within 
four or five rules, and during the time that I shall ocenpy the floor I 
shall proceed to speak of these material matters. 

The Committee on Rules in framing this code has, to the best of its 
ability, prepared and reported a code of rules under which the will of 
the majority of the House shall be ascertained and expressed withaceu- 

and with the utmost expedition consistent with fairand due debate 
and consideration, 

The committee believe that there should be radical changes touch- 
ing the manner and the conduct of the business of the House, and the 
changes recommended in this report are so radical and so proper in our 
opinion that some gentlemen upon the other side have denounced them 
as revolutionary.“ Before I refer to these rules particularly I want to 
say that for many Congresses I have sat in my place as a member of 
the House and have seen, under the rules of former Houses, the Speaker, 
frequently without the aid of even a minority of one, but frequently 
with the aid of a minority of one or at least of a small minority, abso- 
lutely hold at arm's length the great majority of the Representatives 
of the people upon both sides of the House. So fur as former Co: 
are concerned, especially those of recent date, you may search the whole 
range of parliamentary history and nowhere in any English-speaking 
country will you find such instances of absolute power as that exer- 
cised by the Speaker of those Congresses, under the code of rules which 
then prevailed, with or without the aid of a minority of the House of 
Representatives. 2 

Do you ask for instances and cases? I will give them. In the Fif- 
tieth Congressand the Forty-ninth—and Iam not now speaking of the 
desirability of any particular legislation, but only the treatment of 
certain legislation which was proposed—in each of those Co the 
Senate of the United States passed what was known as the Blair edu- 
cational bill. That bill came to this House, was referred to a commit- 
tee, and there, under the rules of the House, at the will of the Speaker, 
although a great majority of the House upon both sides desired to con- 
sider it, it slept the sleep of death in each of those Co: and the 
majority was, as I have said, held at arm’s length by the will of the 
Speaker. Do you want other instances? Political campaigns were 


sentatives excused themselves for not repealing the internal tax upon 
tobacco by saying that the Speaker of the Forty-ninth Congress and 
of the Fiftieth Congress, under the rules of the House, would not allow 
the consideration of a bill for that purpose, and that, too, although the 
great majority of the members of the House desired its consideration. 
Do you want other instances? Within the recollection of every mem- 
ber of the last Congress, one man, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER], stood for three days against 324 Representatives here and 
said to them, You shall not consider any matter of legislation unless 
you first agree with me that the Oklahoma bill shall be considered.“ 

Mr. @FERRALL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? To what Virginia Democrats does he refer as having made that 
explanation to their constituents? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, it is a matter of current history, and I dare say 
if the gentleman—but I will not say, because I was not in the gentle- 
man’s district, [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, I desire to go on without 
interruption. . 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I only desire to say, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois one 
question right on the point which he is presenting, 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to ssk the gentleman from Illinois 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has expressed a desire 
to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the Speaker will allow me, with the permission 


of the Speaker and the permission of the haga from Illinois [Mr. 


Cannon], I will ask the gentleman from ois a question. 

TheSPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN] must not be moved about this matter. The gentleman 
5 [Mr. CAN NON] has expressed a desire not to be inter- 
rupted 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
has consented that I may interrupt him. Now, Mr. Speaker, will you 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. That must have been since the gentleman indi- 
cated that he desired not to be interrupted. 

Mr.CANNON. I give way to the persistency and good nature of my 
friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
is this: He criticises the former Speaker of this House, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], for not having recognized several 
gentlemen, outside of the rules, to call up certain measures. Now I 
wish to ask him if he does not leave that discretion of recognition or 
non-recognition to the Speaker by the code of rales which he presents 
here. . 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, not at all, as I will show the gentleman. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The discretion remains still. a 

Mr. CANNON, But I want to say that the criticism which I made 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] was not at all per- 
sonal, as he will understand. I am dealing with conditions in the last 
Congress under the rules and with conditions now. What was the re- 
sult of that exercise of the Speaker's power? The result was that the 
business of sixty millions of people piled up on the Calendars, and not 
more than 5 per cent. of it could receive consideration, and, in fact, 
under former codes of rules, almost as much time was given to obstruc- 
tion by the minority as wás iven to the consideration of the business 
of sixty millions ot people. The consequence was that there came to us, 
from right-thinking members of the last Congress and of this, in their 
cooler moments, and from conservative public sentiment throughout / 
the country, a demand that we should reverse the engine and should 
so construct a code of rules as to enable a majority of the representatives 
of the people, in the shortest possible time consistent with fair debate 
and consideration, to register the will of the people in the shapeof law. 

The Committee on Rules have attempted to do this in the code which 
they have reported here. And the material matters about which thers 
will be difference of opinion are, I take it, first, the provision which 
cuts up dilatory motions by the roots; second, the provision under which 
gentlemen present in the Honse of Representatives to prevent legisla- 
tion shall (if they be in fact present) be counted as part of the quorum 
under the Constitution to aid legislation; third, the provision of the 
rules by which 100 shall constitute a quorum in the Committee of the 
Whole; and, fourth, the daily order of business as contained in Rule 
XXIV of the proposed code. 

Now, first, as to dilatory motions, I desire to read the report of the 
committee touching clause 10 of Rule XVI, which provides— 

No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 

The report of the committee on this point is terse and direct, and 
o the ground upon which this rule is recommended, and is as fol- 

ows: 


This clauseis merely declaratory of parliamen law. There are no words 
which can be ed which will limit members to the pope use of proper mo- 
n 


mbers may be used 


for purposesof unjustand ve delay. The majority may be kept in ses- 
rosy for a lo so reason nae gr sense, sometimes at Gia whites of 
a single m X sometimes for a longer period, atthe will of one-fifth 


PRERANA Se E E EOE NTT ee 


1890. 


me 


CONGRESSIONAL 


75 whey 5 2. a j A S r — 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1173 


who are misusing the provision of the Constitution for yeas and nays, by the 
aid of simple motions proper in themselves, but which are improperly used. 

In the early days such prostitution of legitimate motions caused by anger, 
willfalness, and party zeal was not so much as named among legislators. To- 
day the abuse has grown to such proportions that the parliamentary law which 
governs American assemblies has found it necessary to keep pace with the evil, 
and to enable the majority, by the intervention of the presiding officer, to meet, 
by extraordinary means, the extraordinary abuse of power on the part, some- 
times, ofa very few members, Why should an assembly be kept from its work 
by motions made only to delay and to weary, even if the original design of the 
motion was salutary and sensible? Why should one-fifth, even, be entitled to 
waste a half-hour of themselves and of four other fifths by a motion to adjourn, 
when the majority manilestly do not want to adjourn? 

If the suggestion should be made that great power is here conferred, the an- 
swer is thatas the approval of the House is the very breath in the nostrils of the 
Speaker, and as ho body on earth is so jealous of its liberties and so impatient 
of control, we may be quite sure that no arbitrary interruption will take place, 
and, indeed, no interruption at all, until not only such misuse of proper motions 
is made clearly evident to the world, but also such action has taken place on 
the part of the House as will assure the Speaker of the support ofthe y whose 
wishes are hislaw. So that in the end it is a power exercised by the House 
through its properly constituted officer. 


Now, motions made in this House if used to forward legislation or 
for legitimate purposes are perfectly proper; but the moment motions 
proper in themselves, framed to assist the Housein shaping legislation, 
are used, not for the purpose of consideration, but by a minority of one 
or more to hold the majority at bay and say that legislation shall not 
be had, that moment they are perverted from the legitimate use for 
which they are made, they become dilatory and would fall within the 
clause of this general rule. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I woad prefer that my friend 

Mr. WISE. It is directly on this point. 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer that my friend should allow me to 
proceed at present with my remarks, and at the close of what I have 
to say on this rule 

Mr. WISE. I just wanted to ask the gentleman a simple question 
with reference to clause 10, which he has just quoted. 

Mr. CANNON. All right. 

Mr. WISE. Do not your proposed rules leave it with the Speaker 
to determine what motions are dilatory? 

Mr. CANNON, Primarily, yes, — 

Mr. WISE. Absolutely? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. WISE. Where have you provided any control upon his will? 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will take the report of the 
committee touching clause 10— 

Mr. WISE. I have taken it. 

Mr. CANNON, Of Rule XVI and read it, he will see that it does not 
confer absolute power upon the Speaker in this respect. Whether a 
motion is proper or dilatory under this rule is a question of fact. 

Mr. WISE. Who is to determine it? 

Mr. CANNON. The Speaker, primarily. The gentleman can not 
throw up his hand and chop my sentences off in the middle. The or- 
gan of this House, as the organ of every deliberative body, determines 
primarily questions of order— 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Ilinois—— 

Mr. CANNON. I will not yield further now. I want to answer the 
gentleman’s question first. But I want to say, as the report says, that 
there is no legislative body on this earth so jealous of its privileges and 
power as the House of Representatives. The Speaker is a member, as 
you and I are. We made him, and a majority of this House can un- 
make him at any time, because it is the privilege of the House, and not 
of the Speaker. So that when a motion becomes dilatory no Speaker 
would dare to refuse to entertain it until it becomes patent to all the 
House that it is a dilatory motion, and then he ought to refuse to en- 
tertain it, 

But gentlemen will say, is there no appeal? Yes, even under general 
parliamentary usages. After that side of the House had set down its 
foot and said thatan election case should not be considered, after a day 
and a half had been used in dilatory motions, finally, when one motion 
to adjoutn was piled on top of another, the Speaker, under general par- 
liamentary usages, as was his right and duty, said: I decline to enter- 
tain that motion for the reason that it is dilatory.” But gentlemen on 
the other side took an appeal to the House trom the declination of the 
Speaker; the question was voted upon by the House, and a majority 
said, The Speaker in declining to entertain that motion did right.” 
The election case went on; its consideration was continued; and from that 
time on, with every effort made to continue the dilatory tactics, the 
Speaker said. Under general parliamentary law and by the instruc- 
tion of the House, I refuse to entertain another dilatory motion or an 
appeal from such refusal.“ 

Now, I say his ruling was right; I say that is what this rule means; 
and you have come to the point where you must lodge this power with 
the Speaker subject to the revision of the House or the Speaker and a 
majority of four-fifths of the House must abdicate power, one and all, 
and let a minority of one or of a handful of members run the House and 


the country. 
Gentlemen say this is tyrannical.” Ideny it. But if it be tyranni- 


tal, then the ‘‘ tyranny ’’ is exercised by the Speaker sustained by the 
majority of the House; and on the other hand the tyrannical minority 


that has controlled heretofore fails to control now. If I must choose 
between the *‘ tyranny of a constitutional majority, responsible to the 
people, or the ‘tyranny’? of an irresponsible minority of one, I will 
stand by the Constitution and our form of government, and so act as to 
let the majority rule, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the press of the country has taken some notice 
of these rules. I have been surprised, from time to time, to pick up 
the New York Times, a very enterprising paper, and various other 
newspapers, and to find them talking about ‘‘tyranny’’ and ‘‘Czarism.”’ 
Why, this question has been discussed for years. Iholdin my hand 
an editorial of the New York Times, published during the last session 
of the last Congress. I will read portions of it which bear upon this 
question. Suffice it to say that it condemns in the most positive 
language —more radical and positive language than I can use—dilatory 


proceedings. 

Listen while I read: 

FILIBUSTERING RUN MAD. 

The recent filibustering in the House of Representatives illustrates a condition 
of things that is very little appreciated. It is the result of the development of 
a bad theory which was established in reconstruction days. Dilatory tactics 
have heretofore been resorted to by a political minority for the pu of pre- 
venting the enactment of political measures, It has been held, al sig oF sor. 
ernment by majorities is supposed to be the genius of our institutions, that it is 
not inharmonious with the principle of representative government to protect the 
minority from the 3 of the majority. When Mr. RANDALL, bose as sh 
aided by sprawe Blaine, filibustered against the force bill, the country look 
upon his conduct with tolerance. 
voters approved of it, 

By a gradual process of evolution the theory that the rules may be properly 
overturned in the defense of political minority has developed into a doctrine 
that any minority, however small, on any question pending or likely to come 
up, may put 2 to all business until a contract is entered into by the ma- 
jority, or by the Speaker, that some measure of business will not be consid- 
ered. This is filibustering run mad. The idea that all public business may be 
stopped use at some future, undefined time the majority of the House 
may pass a bill which is opposed by a few members, revolutionizes all theories 
of the [one line of copy illegible]. It places the power of the legislative branch 
of the Government in the discretion of one man, It offers a bribe to corrup- 
tion. Itisa premium uponindolenceand stupidity. A bribe-taker may effect- 
ively stand in the way of all legislation until he kills the bill which he is paid 
to oppose. - A lazy or stupid member may defeat a measure by brute force 
simply because he is unable to conduct an honest and intelligent opposition, 
when the measure is under consideration. 

On the first Monday of this month it was expected that the public business 
in Congress would proceed. It was the day on which motions by individual 
members to suspend the rules arein order. This proceeding, however, follows 
the call of States for the introduction of bills. Some weeks since an effort was 
made to do away with the call of States on Mondays when motions to suspend 
the rules are in order, The Committee on Rules reported a resolution to that 
effect, but the filibusters resorted to dilatory tactics and defeated the attempt, 
It was the failure of this rule that made it possible for a minority of five to waste 
a day on which much of importance might have been accomplished, * * * 

Five men controlled the House and preyented legislation which two-thirds 
of the members favored, Never before had the art of obstruction reached such 

rfection. Government by the minority was in the ascendant, and the minor- 

ty was so small that the next 5 die the evolution of Mr. RANDALL’s theory is 
irresistible. Unless the evil which prevailed on the_first Monday of February 
is cured, the time is soon coming when all legislation in the House of Repre- 
sentatives must be by unanimous consent, which is possible only in the case of 
unimportant bills or of universal log-rolling schemes. 


That was the tone of the press, Democratic and Republican, at the 
close of the Fiftieth Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, haying said this much in reference to the rule 
prohibiting dilatory motions, I pass on to discuss clause 3 of Rule XV 
in the proposed code, It is as follows: 


3. On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, before 
the second roll call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to make 
a quorum] in the Hall of the House who donot vote shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of 
the members voting, and be counted and announ in determining the pres- 
ence of a quorum to do business. 

I call attention to the general parliamentary law, to adjudications of 
courts, both State and national, and the practice of general legislative 
assemblies in the several States in harmony with this rule. 

In the case of Launtz vs, The People, ex rel., 113 III. Rept., the char- 
ter of the city of East St. Louis provides that ‘‘a majority of the 


Indeed, a large majority of the intelligent 


councilmen shall constitute a quorum to do business,“ directs the 


council to determine the rules of its proceedings in conformity with 
the usual practice of deliberative bodies,’’ requires the council to 
“keepa journal of its proceedings and that the yeas and nays, 
when demanded by any member present shall be entered on the 
journal,“ makes the mayor its presiding officer at city council 
meetings, and gives him the casting vote in the case of a tie, and in 
no other, 7 

There were eight members in the body of the city council, of which 
five members constituted a quorum. On the 21st and 29th of May, 
the council being duly convened and all its members present, the 
motion was made to approve the defendant’s bond, who was city treas- 
urer, and one-half of the aldermen, 4, and the mayor, voted to ap- 
prove the bond, and the other half refused to vote. 

The court held that where a city council consisting of eight alder- 
men and the mayor are all present, or a quorum is present, and the 
election of an officer is properly proposed, whoever receives a majority 
of those who vote will be elected, although a majority of the members 
of the council may abstain from voting or even may protest against 
the election. If they neglect to vote, it is their own tault, and such 
neglect shall not invalidate the act of the others, but be construed an 
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assent to the determination of the majority of those who vote. The 
court further says: 

What [is] th ty of giving to a refusal to vote more potency than toa 
vote a l ha propia 3 violation of duty in iaeio 40s refusal 
to vote of more effect in guiding the action of a body of which one is a member 
than voting? 

The supreme court of Indiana, on the 10th of December, 1889, by 
ananimous opinion of the court in the case of the Rushville Gas Com- 

vs. The City of Rushville and others, held that a resolution may 
legally adopted by the vote of three of the six members of the city 
council where the other three are present and refuse to vote, as the vote 
of the majority of the quorum present is effective. The act authorizing 
the ‘incorporation of the city of Rushville provided that a majority of 
the members of the council should constitute a quorum to do business. 
The same principle is involved and asserted in many cases—I will not 
take time to read them—amongst others, The State rs. Green, 37th Ohio 
St., 227; County of Cass vs. , 95th U. S., 369; St. Joseph Township 
vs. Rodgers, 16th Wallace, 644; State vs. Rennick, 37th Missouri, 270; 
Everett vs. Smith, 22d Minnesota, 53; 2d Burrows, 1017; 4th Term R., 
810; 21st Pickering, 148. : 

The doctrine is well established that those who are present and 
who help to make up a quorum are expected to yote on any question, 
and their presence alone is sufficient, whether they actually vote or 
not. If eighteen are present and nine vote, all in the affirmative, the 
measure is carried; the refusal of the other nine to vote being con- 
strued as a vote in the affirmative, so far as any construction is neces- 
sary. The highest parliamentary authority is explicit and uniform to 
the same point. In discussing this question a few days ago in the 
Honse, I read from Principles of Procedure in Deliberative Bodies, by 
Hon. George Glover Crocker, president of the Massachusetts senate, 
a statement of the well established principle touching this matter, as 
follows: 

If a quorum is present, vote valid, though less than quorum voles.—It may be laid 
down asa general rule that it is the duty of every memberof an organization 
not only to be presentat its meetings, but also to vote upon the We sar which 

Hence it is that a vote is binding and valid upon an assembly if a quorum 
of the assembly is present, even if a quorum does not vote. If a quorum is 
present a motion is carried, if supported by a majority of those who actually 
vote. Any other course would enable a small minority, by eg | their duty, 
to have more power than they would have if they voted, Thus, if 50 members 
constitute a quorum and 50 members are present, it would be obviously wrong 
toallow 1 member who is opposed to a pending motion to prevent the pas- 
sage of the motion by abstaining from voting, when, if he voted, the motion 
would be carried by a vote of 49 to I. 

In all cases, however, where in a counted vote it appears that a quorum has 
not voted, the presumption is thereby raised that a quorum is not present; and 
unless this presumption is overthrown the vote must be considered void. This 
presumption can be overthrown by hee that a quorum was actually present at 
the time the vote was taken, and, if it is so overthrown, then the vote is valid. 
If a quorum does not vote, but is in fact present, the 3 should make 
entry in the records that on a count ot the assembly it was ſound that a quorum 
was present. 

{state now, Mr. Speaker, not in extenso, that the universal practice 
under English and American parliamentary law and the practice of 
nearly all parliamentary assemblies except this, heretofore, has been to 
hold under law or constitution similar to ours that a majority shall 
constitute a quorum to do bnsiness; that the presence of that quoram 
is sufficient, althongh less than a quorum votes. 

The Speaker cited the case in New York; the case in Tennessee was 
cited; and the case in the State of Kentucky, from which the gentle- 
man comes who so greatly feared a revolution in this matter, was also 

noted. Take the opinions of the courts in Illinois, in Indiana, in 
Missouri, in Maine, in Massachusetts, indeed everywhere—upon this 
point they are in harmony with this position. 

But, sir, judge of my surprise a few days ago, when the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O'FERRALL] obtained the floor, and who seems to 
me, when in possession of the floor on that side of the House, at times 
to rise up to leadership. A few days ago, when he held the floor, he 
elosed his speech with a whole page of sentences like this: 

The die is perhaps cast, Mr. Speaker; the decree has perhaps been rendered; 
the edict has perhaps gone forth, and under the arbitrary, tyrannical, and ezar- 
like ruling of you, Mr. Speaker, before another sun shall set the Democratic 
party on this floor will number one less than now. and the Republican party 
one more than now, and the party of great moral ideas will have one more in 
pr herr here to aid in its scheme of extreme, radical, and revolutionary legis- 

ron, 

Again he says: : 

Let the finger of antocratic, power in this House direct the way to those who 
will follow it. Let the voice of autocratic power sound through these halls and 
command those who may obey it; butas for me aud my people 

He is sweet on my people— 
but as for me and my people I protest against this usurpation, against this ont- 
rage, against this violation of the sacred rights of the weak, against this cruel 
and wicked and unconstitutional violation of the rights of the minority. [Ap- 
plause on the Demecratic side.] 

And what was all that about? Why a majority of this House called 
up an election case and said the governor of the State of West Virginia, 
within the observation of the people of the whole country, had com- 
mitted a fraud and had given to a Democratic sitting member a certifi- 
cate to which he was not entitled. The Committee on Elections reported 
in fa vor of turning him out. Then it was that on that side of the House 
to a man you rose up in your might and power and said a majority shall 
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not even consider, much less vote, to turn out this tative whose 
only constituent was the governor of the State of West Virginia. We 
said that we would, and you said that we should not. We proceeded 
under the Constitution, and by virtue of our right as representatives 
toassert our legislative and political manhood, we said we will, and we 
did. Then went up the cry of distress from the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. Oh, he said, it was unconstitutional to count a hundred men 
as present and not voting who were really present and did not vote. 

I am constrained, in view of that speech, to call the attention of the 
House to the constitution of a great Commonwealth amongst the States, 
ee precisely similar to the Federal Constitution. Let me 
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A majority of the members-elect to each house shall constitute a quorum to 
do business. * A smaller number mayadjourn from day today. * * + 
One-fitth may call the yeas and nays, and when called they shall be spread upon 
the journal, eto. 

Precisely the same as the Federal Constitution, 

Now let me read you rule 69 of the house of representatives of that 
great Commonwealth. 

Mr. MORSE. What State is that? 

Mr. CANNON. I will tellyouinaminute. I read from the session 
rules of 1887 88 of that Commonwealth: x 

Upon a division of the house on any question a member who is present and 
fails to vote shall on demand ofany other member be counted on the negative 
of the question, and when the yeas and nays are taken shall, in addition, be en- 
tered upon the journal as present and not voting. 

Mr. MORSE, You have not given us the State. 

Mr. CANNON, That is the constitution of the State that is called 
the mother of Presidents—the State of Virginia—and that is the rule 
of the house of representatives of the State of Virginia. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. lam glad the gentleman from Illinois has drawn 
a clear distinction between the constitution of the State of Virginia and 
the rules of its house of representatives 

Mr. CANNON. Drawn a distinction? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Because there is no such constitutional provis- 
ion. There is a rule of the house of representatives to that effect, but 
no constitutional provision. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I will say to my friend from Virginia that the 


constitutional provision of the State of Virginia touching a quorum is 
couched in precisely the same words as is the constitutional provision of 


Tbo puea States, and for multiplied years in this Democratic strong- 
oild— 

Mr. TUCKER. And thegentleman should also remember that itre- 
quired a rule to make it effective. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. The Legislature of Virginia shows by the adop- 
tion of this provision that no such power was given under the consti- 
tution. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Why, under theconstitution the rules 
of the house of representatives were adopted. They could not have 
been otherwise adopted. 

Mr. O’FERRALL,. Let me state 

Mr. CANNON. The constitution provides —the constitution of the 
State of Virginia, to which I have just referred—exactly as the Federal 
Constitution provides, that each house may adopt rulesand regulations 
for its own government. In that regard the constitutional provision of 
the State is precisely in the same words as the Federal Constitution. 

And I say to the gentleman from Virginia that [am reliably informed, 
in fact, that for years and years the Democratic house of representatives 
in the State of Virginia has acted under that constitution and under 
that rule, and counted a quorum which was present aud did not vote, and, 
where the yeas and nays were not called, has counted and voted them 
too in the negative. And yet my friend from Virginia gets up here 
on this floor and gives notice that in these, the last days of this un- 
heard-of proposition, when liberty is tottering upon her throne, when 
war, pestilence, and famine are abroad, the gentleman from Virginia, 
with flaming eye, uplifted arm, and flowing hair, will lead the column 
and defend to the last the liberties of the country as the brave three 
hundred defended the Pass of Thermopylx. [Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen, we have counted a quorum in this House and en- 
tered theirnameson the Journal when they were present, through the 
Speaker, and the action of the Speaker has been ratified time and time 
again by the House; and in placing this rule in the code we do it asa 
matter of conyenience, so that the Clerk may perform that duty under 
the eye of the Speaker and hand the names when the vote is handed to 
the Speaker. If gentlemen on that side want togo to the country upon 
the principle contained in this rule, we are ready to go and let the peo- 
ple choose between us. But as sure as we remain here and remain in 
a majority during this Congress, after due consideration and debate, 4 
majority of the House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress will 
perform the function that the Constitution and the people make it their 
duty to perform. 

And I desire at this point, in justification, if justification be needed 
in the light of history of this Honse for the last two weeks, to read 
from the New York Sun an interview of the honorable gentleman from 
Texas, the leader of the Fiftieth Congress and strong among the leaders 
on that side of this Congress, a gentleman who has the courage of his 
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convictions, so far as I have noticed, upon all occasions, in the House 
and out of the House. The head line of the New York Sun is: 
CONGRESSMAN MILLS ON THE SITUATION—A WISE, SAFE, AND TRULY DEMOCRATIC 
PROGRAMME ANNOUNCED BY THE TEXAS STATESMAN. 
WASHINGTON, Oclober 6. 

Hon, Roger Q. MILLS, of Texas, is in the city. It is the first time that Mr. 
MI Ls has been here since the adjournment of Congress. He is looking well 
and claims to be cheerful. While Mr. Murs will not be the leader of the 
Democratic side during the coming session, the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee will surely be heard from. 


I know he will. That pile of manuscript upon his desk there does 
not stand for nothing. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You will probably hear from it before long. 

Mr. CANNON (reading): 


In conversation to-day Mr, Mizas said that though in the 9 the 
Democrats were fully conscious of their power, and would use it. “We d 
not propose,“ said he, that the Republican majority shall a single meas- 
ure without our consent, For instance, you may depend upon it that the 
rules of the House will not be changed by the Republican majority in any es- 
sential feature. We do not propose to permit them to be changed as is desired 
by Mr. REED and others in any particular feature. Nor will we t any of 
the proposed legislation looking to a control by Congress of the elections, for 
we see very plainly what the purpose of that is. The same can be said of the 
contested cases that would come up before Congress, We do not propose to 
let the Republican majority be further increased ad libitum by turning out 
Democratic members, as seems to be the purpose. In other words, we pares 
to exercise the control of the House just as much as though we werestill in the 
pies ste because we know our minority is strong enough to make us the virt- 
ual rulers.” y 


Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I would like to continue 

pe MILLS. Do you believe yourself that I uttered such sentiments 
as that? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I really do not know. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. MILLS. But I ask you if you believe it, 

Mr. CANNON. Idid, ofcourse; unless the gentleman will now deny 
it. I have seen no denial. 


Mr. MILLS. I do deny it. 
Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman knows well—— 
Mr. MILLS. Let me say to the gentleman that he knows well 


enough, for he has been with me for sixteen years, that I have not ut- 


tered such sentiments, and that I am as far from uttering such senti- 
ments as any other member on this floor, himself not excepted. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, I am glad to give the gentleman from 
Texas an opportunity to deny thatinterview. I could have wished— 
although that is a matter of taste—as it went all over the United States 
and fired the Democratic heart, that it might have been denied some 
time after the 6th of October and before the 10th of February. [Laugh- 
ter.] Iam glad that the gentleman disavows it, and Iam glad that 
as the country is heard from upon this question of majority rule the 
gentlemen upon the other side have put on their thinking caps and are 
watching how the cat jumps and what the people want. 

Now, then, giving the gentleman the benefit, as he is entitled to it, 
of this refutation of that interview, I want to say one thing, that the 
gentleman himself and every Democratic member of this House, with- 
out exception, undertook to write that interview, not in words, but by 
action or non-action for six days in the last two weeks in this House of 
Representatives. Anybody deny that! Words and interviews are one 
thing and action or non-action another. I do not care what a man 
says; it is what he does or attempts to do that I care about, whether 
the action be negative or affirmative. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TuRNER] and his worthy 
colleague from Georgia [Mr. Oni, when this question was under con- 
sideration a few days ago, had much to say about Czarism and tyranny. 
What! Tyranny to count gentlemen present under the Constitution 
when they were present? Oh! that will break up the country! Let us 
see about that. ; 

Take the district of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise]. Now, 
the gentleman has probably 30,000 voters in his district, and yet only 
1,700 of those 30,000 went to the polls and chose him as a Representa- 
tive of 30,000 voters in this House. Now, then, I will ask the gentle- 
man if heindorses the principle that will allow 28,300 electors to silently 
sit by in his district and protest againstany election, while1,704 vote for 
and elect him. -Why, if you carry this principle to a legitimate con- 
clusion, that it requires a vote one way or the other (a majority of a 
quorum), then by analogy no man is justly entitled to a seat in this 
House unless a majority of the voters in his district did vote. 

Mr. CRISP. A word merely in answer to my friend from Illinoisin 
regard to Representatives here and business: The Constitution of the 
United States provides that it shall require a majority of the Representa- 
tives here to do business; but there is no such provision as toa popular 
election before the people. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend, we talk about the Constitution. In 
that same Constitution I find rights given to every citizen of the United 
States. I will not make further comment. I only said by analogy, 
and upon correct principle, that the logic which requires a majority of 
all this House to vote in addition to being present would require a 
majority of the electors in a Congressional district to vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not my friend know that, on the contrary, 
the Constitution and laws which govern a popular election provide 
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specifically that the candidate getting the highest number of votes, 
whether that be a majority or a mere plurality, shall be entitled to the 


I will answer 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the gentleman does not wish to use any 
unfair argument, and he knows all that, 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill answer frankly, yes; and in answering I will 
state further that in every State in this Union with constitutions sim- 
ilar to the Constitution of the United States the law is the same, as in- 
terpreted by the Supreme Court of the United States, which provides 
that, a quorum being present, a majority of those that vote legislate; 
and that law is as great and high as the law to which the gentleman 
refers. I was only speaking by way of illustration of the case of the 
gentleman from Georgia to show that if a correct principle would re- 
quire non-action in one case it would in the other. I beg the pardon 
of the House for having detained it so long upon this proposition. 

There is not an honest laboring man, in my opinion, there is not a 
man of culture throughout the length and breadth of this country, but 
knows in his heart, when free from passion or partisan bias, that our 
construction of the Constitution is right and that it isabsolutely neces- 
sary to be asserted and defended or the Republic ceases to be a gov- 
ernment of the majority and becomes a government of a minority, a 
mere aristocracy. I will never stand here when this question is pre- 
sented and a precedent is to be made helping to do that thing. If the 
people want to revolutionize our form of government, let them do it 
after they directly have discussed and taken action as the Constitution 
provides. - 

Now, sir, I come to speak of another rule proposed. Clause 2 of 
Rule XXIII provides in substance that a quorum in the Committee of 
the Whole shall consist of 100 members. 

The reasons for making the quorum 100 in the Committee of the 
Whole are so tersely and clearly given in the report of the Committee 
on Rules that I read the same, as follows: 


This proposition is not a new one. For many years past, since the Thirtieth 
Congress, as the business of Congress bas steadily increased, numerous pro 
sitions have been introduced in the House by members of long service, looking 
to a reduction of the number necessary for a quorum in the Committee of the 
Whole, but the issue bas never been presen tothe Houss, owing to the fact 
that until recently it has never been confronted with the question of the want of 
a constitutional quorum through the refusal of the members presentin the Honse 
to vote when their names were called in the House, or by division in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, thus 88 quorum. It has never been made a 
political question and never should be. It goes directly to the bottom of the 
question of transacting business in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Constitution provides, Article I, section 5, clause I, that “a majority of 
each House l constitute a quorum.” 

Neither House of Congress ever had a rule fixing the number ofa quorum 
in the Committee of the Whole, but from the First Congress to the present the 
practice has been to require the same number as in the House, The quorum of 
the House of Commons (consisting of 670 members) is 40. The Committee of 
the Whole, likea standing orselect committee, has merely advisory powers and 
jurisdiction, Its action concludes nothing, and must be reported to the House, 
which approves or rejects, as it pleases, The same principle is true with respect 
to a quorumof standing and select committees. The House has never adopted 
a rule on this subject, and it has been a common practice for such committee, in 
arranging its days of meeting, order of business, etc., to fix the number of its 
quorum, which is less than a majority of its whole number. So far, therefore, 
as the constitutional or legal question is concerned, it has never been denied or 
questioned that it was entirely competent for the House to select any number 
it might please as a quorum of the Committee of the Whole. The only question 
involved is one purely of legislative expediency and propriety. 

The reason that the issue has never heretofore been presented is due entirely 
to the fact that until recent years members haye not sat in their seats in the 
House and refused to vote when their names were called, 

The House, for convenience, commits temporarily its jurisdiction to standing 
and select committees. It never parts with or 
jurisdiction so committed is returned to the House with the bill or 3 
and is again referred by the House for convenience toa Committee of the Whole. 
That the action of that committee is purely preliminary and advisory is demon- 
strated by the facts thatno proposition pending therein can be laid upon the table, 
that the previous question can not be ordered therein, that a motion to recon- 
sider can not be made, that the veas and nays can not be taken, and, finally, 
that it can not adjourn. 

The action of the Committee of the Whole being, therefore, purely advisory 
and concluding nothing, it is clear that this provision can not be in contraven- 
tion of the Constitution—which is silent on the spay SATO is in harmony with 
the well recognized principles and practice of the English Parliament, the orig- 
inal sources of our parliamentary rules and practice and of modern constitu- 
tional governments. 


I pause merely long enough to say that many men have heretofore ` 


advocated this. That great parliamentarian, once a member of this 
House and afterwards Vice-President, noted every where for his intelli- 
gence and his conservatism —William A, Wheeler—favored a provision 
similar to this. It was favored by many great commoners from time 
totime. A gentleman now dead, but formerly a member of this House, 
Mr. Garfield, introduced a resolution like this. Another gentleman, 
the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Kasson, and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] and another gentleman from Kentucky, not 
in this Congress, Mr. Willis, and other gentlemen from time to time 
have advocated this provision. 

Why, gentlemen, in the English Parliamentof between six and seven 
hundred members in committee and in the House of Parliament 40 
make a quorum ! 

This proposition is to make the number one hundred a quorum in 
Committee of the Whole, and I want to say that, after sixteen years of 
service in this cause, I am satisfied that at the sessions of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole there are not present one-half of the time one hun- 


rmanently surrenders it, That 
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dred members, I have stood by this desk hour after hour in charge of ap- 
propriation and other bills, begging gentlemen not to make the point of 
“‘noquorum.’’ Ihavetime and agan accepted amendments and bought 
the poor privilege of going on with the consideration of bills by accept- 
ing amendments upon condition that gentlemen would abstain trom 
making the point of ‘‘no quorum.’’ What does the Committee of the 
Whole do? It considers matters committed to it by the House, just 
as the Appropriations Committee or as the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee considers matters committed to it. The Committee of the Whole 
consists of all the members of the House, if they want to be present, 
as they ought to be, and after that committee considers the business 
then it reports it back with a recommendation, and then, for the first 
time, the House acts and accepts or rejects the recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are other desirable amendments in this code 
of rules. One is that the Committee of the Whole may determine, in 
the absence of a direction on the part of the House, its own business, 
Gentlemen remember that under the rules of the last House the House 
would resolveitself into Committee of the Whole and there would be 
perhaps 500 bills upon the Calendar. The House desired, say, to 
reach No. 500. The only way that could be done, under the rules, was 
to go into committee; then somebody would object to bill No. 1, and 
then, under the rule, the committee would dissolve and go back into 
the House, and the House would determine whether bill No. 1 should 
be considered in Committee of the Whole, and that meant a yea-and- 
nay vote, occupying an hour’stime. Then the House would go back 
into Committee of the Whole and bill No. 2 would be reached, and 
somebody would object to that bill, and the committee would resolve 
itself back into the House again, and another hour’s time would be 
consumed. So that to reach bill No. 500, if every point was insisted 
upon, five hundred hours would be required. Those were rules to ex- 
pedite business, By this code we propose to give to the Committee of 
the Whole the right to determine what bill or what business it will 
consider. 

I now call attention to Rule XXIV. 

Order of Business, Rule XXIV in the proposed code, has been com- 
pletely reconstructed as compared with Rule XXIV in the old code, 
and I can perhaps best explain it by reading the report of the committee 
covering the same: 

Instead of the former rule requiring on Monday a call of States and Territories 
for the introduction of bills, ete., it has been proposed by clauses 1 and 3 of Rule 
XXII to refer all bills, etc., to appropriate committees, as required under Rule 
XI and clause 5 of Rule XXI, by delivering them, in the case of private bills, 
to the Clerk, and, of public bills, to the Speaker. 

Corrections in case of erroneous reference have also been provided for, giving, 
in the opinion of the committee, all reasonable opportunity for legitimate mo- 
tions touching the proper reference of a bill. The reference of joint and con- 
current resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures and of 
resolutions of inquiry addressed to heads of Executive Departments has been 
provided for as previously stated. 

Clause 2 of the former rule has been amended by the substitution of the fol- 
lowing, namely: z 

Business on the Speaker's table shall be disposed of as follows: 

Messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads of 

rtments, and other communications addressed to the House and bills, reso- 
lutions, and messages from the Senate shall be referred to appropriate commit- 
tees without debate; but House bills with Senate amendments, except revenue 
and general appropriation bills and river and harbor bills, may be at once dis- 
posed of, asthe House may determine, as may also Senate bills substantially 
the same as Honse bills already favorably reported on by a committee of the 
House on motion directed to be made by such committee, 

The committee do not deem it necessary to say more with respect to the amend- 
ment of former clause 2 than that it affords an opportunity for the House to com- 
plete the legislation upon which it has already substantially passed, The amend- 
ments may be, and usually are, unimportant, and relate to the form rather than 
the substance of the bill. Under well recognized principles, therefore, of legis- 
lative procedure, this enables the House either to conclude legislation or put 
the matter into conference. 

It will be noticed, however, that if either the Senate amendment to the House 
bill or the vriginal Senate bill is subject to a point of order under Rule XX and 
clause 3 of Rule XXIII, it must have such reference and there receive its first 
consideration, 

Clause 3 of the pro; code restores unfinished business to its ancient posi- 
tion and privilego, giving it the status to which it was entitled in the House for 
nearly acentury, and to which, under the common parliamentary law and prac- 
tice, it is legitimately entitled. 

unfinished business has been disposed of there comes a period for action 
by the House under direction of committees upon bills of a public character 
which do not appropriate money. This will facilitate the passage of much legis- 
lation of local value and some of national importance. 
is period must be sixty minutes, and at the option of the House may be 
much longer. At the end of sixty minutes, however, the House has the option 
to go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union either gen- 
erally or to consider a designated bill. 

Messrs, CARLISLE and RANDALL make a minority report from the 
Committee on Rules, assigning reasons why they are unable to concur 
with the majority in the 5 in the rules of the House. In 
that report, in referring to Rule XXIV, they complain that under clause 
4 no bill on the House Calendar can be reached in the morning hour 
ſor consideration unless called up by the committee that reported it and 
that under clause 5 of the same rule no individual member can make 
an original motion for the purpose of considering any particular bill on 
the Union Calendar. They admit that a motion by the direction of a 
committee to designate a particular bill on the Union Calendar for con- 
sideration is amendable onthe motion of a member designating another 
bill. 


T call the attention of the House to the fact that the proposed clauses 
of new Rule XXTV confer much greater power upon the House, upon the 
committees of the House, and upon individual members than did the 
rules of the Fiftieth Congress. Under the rules of the Fictieth Con- 
gress no committee or individual member could submit a motion that 
the House designate a particular bill for consideration on either of the 
Calendars. So the criticism of the minority is not just in this partieu- 
lar; I may say hardly ingenuous. The individual member by amend- 
ment may take the sense of the House in directing the Committee of 
the Whole to consider a particular bill under the new rule. Neither 
committee nor individual member, under the old rule, could in any 
ease take the sense of the House by a motion to designate a particular 
bill for consideration. 

Nor is the criticism of the minority correct touching the operation 
of clauses 4 and 5 of Rule XXIV, covering business in the morning 
hour. Under clause 5, after one hour shall have been devoted to the 
consideration of bills called up by committees, it shall be in order, 
pending consideration or discussion thereof, to entertain a mips to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, or, on Mirection 
of a committee, a motion to consider a particular bill, to which motion 
one amendment designating another bill may be made. The clause 
then provides that if either motion be determined in the negative it 
shall not be in order to make either motion again until the disposal of 
the matter under consideration or discussion. 

The effect of this clause is, and by the committee was intended to he, 
when the sixth order of business is reached, to give one hour for the 
consideration of bills called up by committees from the House Calen- 
dar, If, at the expiration of the hour, the House shall not resolve if- 
self into Committee of the Whole, then the morning hour shall con- 
tinue during that day or until the matter under consideration in the 
morning hour is disposed of. If not disposed of before adjournment 
it would come up again next day in the morning hour for considera- 
tion aud would be considered for one hour, and one hour only, unless 
the Honse should again refuse to go into Committee of the Whole for 
consideration of business on the Calendars. 

The minority also complain that upon a motion by direction of a 
committee the rules may be suspended by a majority vote (clause 1, 
Rule XVIII) to fix a day for the consideration of a bill previously re- 
ported, and that if such motion is made by an individual member it 
would require a vote of two-thirds. That is true; but the individual 
member has just as much power in this respect under the new code as 
he had under the old code. Anditseems to me proper that, if the rules 
should be suspended at all by a majority vote fixing a day for the con- 
sideration of a bill, they should only be suspended by motion, on direc- 
tion of a committee to cons.der a bill which has been considered in 
committee and reported to the House and placed upon the Calendar, 
Consideration and legislation are necessarily largely controlled by com- 
mittees. 

It is impossible for an individual member to do more as a general 
rulethan intelligently exhaust the business of the particular committee 
or committees on which he may serve. And we all understand that, in 
at least three-fourths of the business considered by the House, from 
necessity wearecompelled to trust the investigations, reports, and recom- 
mendations of the respective committees. But I say again that under 
the new code both committee and individual members have greater 
power to effect legislation than under the old code. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
[Mr. Cannon] be allowed to continue for ten minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to take all the 
time he desires, 

There was no objection to the request of Mr. MCKINLEY, and it was 
so ordered, 

Mr. CANNON. Of petitions, memorials, and bills, Rule XXII. The 
committee recommend the adoption of clauses 1 and 2 of Rule XXII, be- 
ing the same as former Rule XXII, and add thereto clause 3, as follows: 

All other bills, memorials, and resolutions may in like manner be delivered 
indorsed with the names of members introducing them to the Speaker, to be by 
him referred, and the titles and references thereof sha!l be entered on the Jour- 
nal and printed in the RECORD of the next day, and correction in case of error of 
reference may be made by the House in accordance with Rule XI within three 
days immediately after the reading of the Journal, but the reading shall be by 
title only, 

Prior to the Forty-ninth Congress all bills, private and public, were 
introduced in the House and received their appropriate references to 
committees. In the Forty-ninth Congress it was provided by this rule 
that bills of a private nature, with petitions or memorials, could be 
delivered to the Clerk for reference, ete. This saved much yaluable 
time and has operated well; and the Committee on Rules have provided 
in clause 3 that all other bills, memorials, and resolutions may in like 
manner be delivered, indorsed, etc., to the Speaker, to be by him re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees, with provision for correction of 
reference in case of error. I have no doubt the adoption of clause 3 
will add to the convenience of members and result in the saving of 
much time to the House. 

Rule XIII (Calendars) provides for three Calendars of business re- , 
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ported from committees, the same as in the rules of the last Congress, 
and adds clause 2, as follows: 

All reports of committees, together with the views of the minority, shall be 
delivered to the Clerk for printing and reference to the proper Calendar under 
the direction of the Speaker, in accordance with the foregoing clause. 

It is believed by the committee that this clause will save much val- 
uable time daily, heretofore consumed in receiving reports from com- 
mittees and referring them to the Calendar, as the Clerk, when the re- 
ports are handed to him, under the direction of the Speaker, can make 
the references without consuming the time of the House. 

In clause 50 of Rule XI we add: The Committee on Territories, bills 
for the admission of new States“ and ' the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, general pension bills.“ The effect of this amendment is to 
include those two committees among those having the privilege of re- 
porting at any time upon the matter designated. 

I am satisfied that these two provisions will both be adopted; andas 
they are important subjects I believe it to be the duty of this House 
to take bills reported from both those committees as indicated and con- 
sider them, and that, too, at an early day, giving liberal, wise, and just 
legislation. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] a question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 
pired. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is recognized. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman from Illinois wish to continue? 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the code of rules which the majority of 
the committee have reported to the House lor its adoption is a new de- 

ure in parliamentary law. It is a proposition to reverse the legis- 
ative engine and to run back on the track upon which we have been 
running forward for a whole century. It is acode based upon a newly 
discovered idea, that in this country minorities have no rights, and that 
majorities are all-powerful, that they speak by inspiration, that their 
utterances are infallible and their actions impeccable. It is the resur- 
rection of the old, exploded idea of centuries ago that the king is the 
divinely appointed agent of the Almighty, and of course the king can 
do no wrong.” 

It is not, Mr. Speaker, the theory upon which our fathers built this 
great temple of free government, It is not the theory upon which our 
Government has been administered for a century. The great object of 
our Government, as proclaimed in the Declaration of Independence, is to 
secure the inalienable rightsof the citizen. That great instrument pro- 
claimed to the world that— 

All men are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with cer- 
tain inalienable rights— 

Rights which can not be surrendered, rights which can not be trans- 
ferred, rights which men can not permit to be taken from them and at 
the same time maintain their character as free men— 
among which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; and that to secure 
these rights 

Governments do not grant them, but— 


to secure these rights— 
With which they are endowed by their Creator— 


governments areinstituted among men, deriving their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed. : 

Upon this broad declaration have been erected the great family of 
American constitutions—this, the Federal Constitution, the central 
one of the whole, and those of the States, conforming to this great prin- 
ciple, that our governments are instituted to secure the rights of the 
citizen. 

How are these rights to be secured? Certainly not by subjecting 
them all to the caprice and whim of a majority. Oh, no; our fathers 
never meant to do anything of that sort. Why, sir, they knew that 
power when vested either in a million of people or in one man, without 
any limit upon its exercise, is a tyrant. Hence our Government is 
a government of checks and balances. It is a government of limita- 
tions, delegations, and prohibitions, 

Within the jurisdiction of the majority the majority is supreme. 
When it speaks within its rightful limits there is no power beyond it; 
there is no appeal from its decision; its judgment is final and conclu- 
sive. I hope I am now understood as to the power of the majority. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANON Tew (for he knows me 
well) that I was incapable of uttering the nonsense which he read from 
the New York Sun and which was copied from some Republican paper. 
It is not the first time, Mr. Speaker, that I have been misrepresented. 
I saw, pending the canvass in Iowa last fall, a statement in an Iowa 
paper that I had come out in favor of puting a tax on hides, for the 
protection of hides, because I come from a country where there are a 
great many beeves. And that was published all over theState of Iowa, 
I suppose in every Republican paper; and I doubt not that every Re- 
publican member of Congress on this floor has quoted it from the stump. 
I never uttered such a sentiment, The only time I ever spoke on the 
subject at all was to say in reply to a letter written to me from the 


West that under no circumstances would I ever consent to put a tax 
on hides or any other raw material. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, majorities within their limits as defined by the Con- 
stitution are supreme. That ought to be satisfactory. But there are 
some powers that our fathers thought it dangerous for majorities to 
have, and they said that majorities should not have them. They put 
majorities under the ban of suspicion, They surrounded them with 
limitations. They directed the vigilant and watchful eye of the citi- 
zen on all their movements. A majority can raise and support an army, 
but it can not raise and supporta church. It can create a court, but 
it can not create an establishment of religion. In that the minority is 
superior tothe majority. One man can establish his own religion, build 
his own church, and contribute what he pleases to its support, and sixty 
millions of people are utterly powerless to prevent him from doing so 
as long as the Constitution of the United States remains the supreme 
law of the land. 

Here, sir, is one place where the minority is superior to the majority. 
A majority can create a navy, but it can not create a military commis- 
sion to try any citizen in time of peace. A majority can close our 
ports, but it ean not close our mouths. Free speech is one of the rights 
which are safely secured within the bolts and bars of the Constitution; 
it is far beyond the reach of the strong arm of the majority. A ma- 
jority may suppress an insurrection, but it can not suppress the free- 
dom of the press. The press, though it be in a small minority, is still 
more powerful than the majority, A majority may prevent the as- 
sembling of a hostile army, but it can not prevent the peaceable as- 
sembly of the people to petition the Government for a redress of their 
grievances. A majority may make a rule or a law, but it can not sus- 
pend the habeas corpus unless in time of war, when the public safety 
is endan 

A majority can levy taxes on imports, but it can not levy taxes on 
exports. A minority of a thousand or of ten thousand can send out 
of the country and all over the world what they please, and a majority 
of sixty millions can not prevent it. A majority can not pass bills 
of attainder or ex post facto laws. Why is this? Among the people 
from whom we came majorities did all these things. In England the 
Parliament is the seat of supreme power. It can do what it wills, and 
no minority can obstruct or prevent it. It can crown and uncrown the 
king at pleasure. It can make and unmake the British constitution. It 
has not only passed bills of attainder and ex post facto laws, but it has 
declared what is orthodoxy and prescribed the religious belief of the 
people. It has butchered the people, broken them on wheels, burned 
them at stakes, and dyed the land with English blood to compel the 
minority to think, speak, feel, and act as the majority wished them to do. 

Unfortunately for England and for humanity she had no written con- 
stitution as our fathers gave to us to protect us; yes, to secure“ us 
in the enjoyment of the inalienable rights with which we were endowed 
by the Creator. To avoid these great crimes for which unrestricted 
majorities in the English Parliament are responsible, our fathers es- 
tablished this Government to secure—remember the word secure“ 
to themselves and their posterity the rights with which nature and 
nature’s God endowed them. They said in many things majorities 
should be supreme and in many others that minorities should be su- 
preme. In all matters of religion the minority is absolutely supreme 
over themselves and absolutely beyond the reach of political govern- 
ment as long as they do no injury to others. 

We see again in the Constitution an interdictionagainst the power of 
the majority over the personal right of the citizen. It is prohibited 
from making any law to try him for an infamous crime except on the 
indictment of a grand jury. It can not deprive him of trial by jury. It 
can not deny him the compulsory power of the Government to bring 
his witnesses to testify in his behalf. It can not deny him the right to 
be confronted with his accusers face to face. In all these cases the power 
of the majority is declared by the Constitution to be dangerous to the 
liberty of the citizen. Here the citizen, though the humblestin the 
land, can sit within the fortress of the Constitution, and, sheltered by 
its power, bid defiance to the will of legislative majorities, 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not only in our national Constitution we see 
these limitations thrown around majorities. It is so in every State 
constitution in the Union. What is it for? It is to protect the minor- 
ity; that is what it is for. It is a check to the madness of the major- 
ity, or its caprice, or its wantonness, to use the word employed by Mr. 
Jefferson. It is to take away from it that power which all history shows 
it has so grossly abused. 

The Constitution of the United States prescribes the rules for the 
government of the great body of the people of the United States. The 
constitution of each State prescribes the rules for the government of 
the people of each State. The Constitution of the United States con- 
fers the power on this House to prescribe the rules for its government. 

The rules prescribed under the power conferred by the Constitution 
of the United States are for the protection of the minority, and they 
have done it from the foundation of the Government. That is one of 
the objects of making rules. It is not alone to facilitate business. 
course rules are intended to secure the orderly procedure of the business 
of this body, but at the same time they are intended to cause the House 
to halt, to pause, to reflect, and in some instance, where it may become 
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necessary, to go back and inquire of the sober second thought of the 
people again. Sis is on the sober second mongio the people our Goy- 
érnment rests. The people themselyes may me mad. They may 
become wanton with power, and the very security of our free institu- 
tions rests on the fact that the sober second thought, in the language of 
one of our illustrious forefathers, will bring them back toa sense of 
their duty w their fellow-citizens and themselves, and thus preserve 
the blessings of free government for themselves and their posterity. 

My friend on the other side felicitates himself upon the wonderful 
triumph that he and his party gained in the struggle of the last six or 
eight days, and said that a minority has been setting itself up against 
the will of the majority, and that the majority of the House on that 
side had said that they would unseat Jackson and they did unseat him, 
that they could do it, and they would do it, and they did do it, and he 
congratulates himself and the majority of the House upon the splendid 
victory achieved in the struggle thus ended. 

Mr, Speaker, what we have done on this side of the House was sim- 
ply to call the attention of the people of the United States to the fact 
that the majority in this House had broken the bounds assigned to it 
by the Constitution of the United States, and that it was ravening like 
a wolf in the fold at night, that it was coming into the House in defi- 
ance of the constitutional mandate to make rules for the government 
of its procedure, rules for the protection of the minority as well as 
rules for the expression of the will of the majority in the prosecution 
of the business before the House. 

Mr. Speaker, we have appealed to the sober second thought of the 
people with the claim that the majority shall first make rules for the 
conduct of the business of the House, and, having done that, then to 
try the case presented upon its merits. If, in that event, the contest- 
ant was entitled to his seat, award it to him; but if, on the other hand. 
the contestee was admitted to have the right to the seat, let him hold 
it. But instead of that they said they intended to empty theseat, that 
they had the power and the manhood to do it, and that they would do 
it. And so, Mr. Speaker, they did. But I once heard of a story that 
is applicable here, a story of a little bull that had the hardihood to get 
in front of a locomotive running at sixty miles an hour and boldly chal- 
lenged its advance. He did not stay very long, it is true. After the 
train passed there was nothing left of the belligerent little bull but his 
horns and hoofs; and some one standing by and watching the result of 
the contest said. Little fellow, I admire your courage, but damn your 
judgment.” [Laughter. ] ` 

I call the attention of the House to the words of Mr. Jefferson in his 
manual of parliamentary law. This manual is the first code of proced- 
ure adopted by Congress, and from the begioning it has been the gen- 
eral parliamentary law of the House until rules are adopted by each 
succeeding House. This code was prepared by Mr. Jefferson when, as 
Vice-President, he was presiding over the Senate. That body made some 
rules, but they referred to the decision of their Presiding Officer with- 
out debate or appeal all questions of order arising under their own 
rules or where their rules had made no provision. The tribute to his 
ability and impartiality was something like that paid by our friends on 
the other side to the ex-Speaker whosits by my side. Such a manifes- 
tation of the esteem of a legislative body was a high compliment, and 
one which was highly appreciated both by Mr. Jefferson and Mr. CAR- 
LISLE. In seeking forinformation to enable him to prepare his manual 
where did he go? He had to go somewhere. But he did not go to the 
State Legislatures nor to the Continental Congress. Both of these had 
obtained their information from the British Parliament. It was then 
the greatest legislative assembly in Christendom. 

lteferring to the order of the Senate, he says: 

This places under the discretion of the President a very extensive field of de- 
cision, and one which, irregularly exercised, would have a powerful effect on 
the proceedings and determinations of the House. The President must feel, 
weightily and seriously, this confidence in his discretion, and the necessity of 
recurring for its government tosome known system of rules, that he may neither 
Jeave himself {ree to indulge caprice or passion, nor open to the imputation of 
them. But to what system of rules is he to recur as supplementary to those of 
the Senate? To this recan be but one answer. To the system of regulations 
adopted for the government of some one of the parliamentary bodies within 
these States or of that which has served as a ae ged pe to most of them. 

‘This last is the model which we have all studied, while weare little acquainted 
with the modifications of it in our several States. It is deposited, too, in pub- 
lications by many and open to all. Its rules are probably as wisely 
constructed for governing the debates of a deliberative body and obtaining its 
true sense as any which can become known to us; and the acquiescence of the 
Senate hitherto, under the references to them, has given them the sanction of 
their ap: robation. 

Considering, therefore, the law of proceedings in the Senate as composed of 
the precepts of the Constitution, the regulations of the Senate, and, where these 
are silent, of the rules of Parliament, I have here endeavored to collect and digest 
so much of these as is cailed for in ordinary practice, collating the parliamentary 
with the Senatorial rules, both where they agree and where they vary. 

He did not go to the States. In one of his letters he said he did not 
consider the rules and decisions of the Continental Congress, because 
they were unreliable. But here was the correct source of parliament- 
ary law; here was the great body which for five hundred years had 
been in existence. It is true it had been guilty of the grossest excesses 
in its early history; it had beheaded kings and filled the land with the 
blood of their subjects; but it was at that time the fountain of par- 
liamentary law, It had been presided over by a long line of the ablest 
men who ever presided over any legislative assembly in the world. And 
this was the body to which Mr. Jefferson went to ascertain what was 
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the general parliamentary law. Ife did not go, I repeat, to the State 
Legislatures; he did not go, like our di Speaker, to a State 
Legislature, to quote some overruled decision in the State of Tennessee; 
he did not go to the decision of the lieutenant-governor of the State of 
New York; but to the source, the great source, of parliamentary law— 
the Parliament of Great Britain itself. And now let us see what he 
says about rules and their importance. Mr. Jefferson says: 


Mr. Onslow, the ablest among the speakers of the House of Commons, used to 
say it was a maxim he had often heard when he was a young man, from old 
and experienced members, that nothing tended more to throw power into the 
hands of the administration and those who acted with the majority of the House 
of Commons than a neglect of or departure from the rules of proceedings 

The very thing you gentlemen have been doing for two months— 


that these forms, as instituted by our ancestors, operated as a check and con- 
trol on the actions of the majority, and that they were in many instances a shelter 
and protection to the minority against the attempts of power.” 


That is what Speaker Onslow says. What does Mr. Jefferson say in 
regard to that? 


measure proposed 
the minority can defend themselves against similar attempts from those in 


This, Mr. Speaker, is what we have heen contending for. We have 
been contending for rnles—rules which provide the mode of proced- 
ure in the orderly dispatch of the business of the House, rules which 
have been provided for the protection and preservation of the rights of 
the minority, whether that minority be 1 or 160. We have asked fora 
code like thatof our fathers. We have asked for the old institutions 
of our fathers. We have stood here and remonstrated with the major- 
ity on that side of the House against sweeping that code out of exist- 
ance, a code which we have had for a century, a code under which 
our nation has grown from 3,000,000 to 65,000,000 of people, under which 
we have grown to be the most prosperous, the most powerful, and most 
intelligent people on the earth. 

But it is now proposed to tear down all the barriers interposed by 
our fathers for the protection of the rights of the citizen and permit 
the majority to make rules to pass bills in violation of the Constitution, 
to pass them practically without opposition, without consideration, 
without mature deliberation. 

Pass these rules and there remains no limitation on the power of the 
majority. Pass the rules as you have reported them, tear down the 
barriers, and enthrone arbitrary power. 

But we are told, Mr. Speaker, that it is necessary to silence the mi- 
nority because some Democrats in the last House of Representatives, 
some one or two, called for the reading of some bills 

Several MEMBEES. Republicans, too. 

Mr. MILLS. But they called Mr. Weaver by name. It is true that 
alittle filibustering has occasionally occurred. But are all these great 
barriers that were intended for the preservation of the inalienable rights 
of the citizens to be removed? Are the obstructions interposed for the 
protection of the Treasury to be removed out ofthe way? Our friends 
are so alarmed at the scandal of filibustering that they forget the part 
they have played in its performance. They forget who introduced it 
into Congressional legislation. 

When did it start here and who started it? Mr. Speaker, it is the 
legitimate offspring of the Republican party. The two motions which 
your committee have reported to eliminate from our rules—the mo- 
tion to adjourn and the motion to fix a day to which the House shall 
adjourn—have been in our code for a hundred years. They came 
from the British parliament, They are in Jefferson’s Manual, They 
have been adopted by the House of Representatives and the Senate, 
and are hoary with age: and yet these two motions were never used 
to obstruct legislation until 1854, when a Republican minority in the 
House of Representatives alternated them 128 times to prevent the 
passage of the Kansas-Nebraska bill. But it did not ruin the country 
by their obstruction; they appealed from the House to the public judg- 
ment whether that bill ought to pass. They called upon the Legisla- 
tive Assembly to pause, to deliberate, to re-examine again while they 
made an appeal to the sober second thought of the people. 

There is no reason why these motions should be used for obstructing 
legislation. The fact is they are never used except on most extraor- 
dinary occasions and when some extraordinary measure is being pro- 

to be enacted into law. And when that occurs it is not an un- 
mixed evil to delay the legislation till the public mind can be con- 
sulted and the public judgment had. 

It is sometimes to prevent one man from getting into Congress 
or to prevent another from being turned out; but in all these cases 
where it has been used in my experience (and I am one of the oldest 
members of the House; only a-few others have been here longer than 
I have, and only three or four as long as I have) I have never seen fili- 
bustering tactics resorted to in the House except when one side or the 
other thought the majorily was being guilty of a flagrant wrong, 

I have seen a number of election cases tried and brought to vote here 
without the exhibition of any obstructive tactics. The Speaker, else- 
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where, has referred to the fact that filibustering was never known 
in election contests before 1882, and that statement accords with my 
recollection. But there had never been any occasion for it before that 
time. The Republicans had control ofthe Government inallits branches 
prior to that time and since 1861. They had created returning boards 
for the Southern States that certified their candidatesinto the House, 
whether they were elected or not. The minority could not filibuster 
against their admission when they were already in. 

My predecessor was elected to the Forty-second Congress by five or 
six thousand majority, but the certificate was given to his opponent 
and he took the seat the voters had given to another. When my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and myself came into the Forty-third 
Congress, two Republican members sat here through the whole term 
of two long years, until the last night of that term, and after the sun 
had gone down and it was dark and the lamps were lighted the Re- 

ublican Committee on Elections called up and had adopted their unan- 
poe report that neither one of them had beenelected. That was the 
action of a majority that we are now told can do no wrong. We have 
been told by the Speaker in another place that there were scandals in 
filibustering in 1882. Was there no scandal in this? 

Here were two constituencies denied the right of representation, and 
that fact admitted by the unanimons report of the committee, and yet 
it failed to attract the special wonder of the majority, If these men 
had not been in the House by the action of a fraudulent Republican 
returning board and it had been proposed to seat them in defiance of 
the will of the constituencies, it would have been a wrong so flagrant 
that it would have provoked a stubborn parlimentary obstruction. 

In 1882, when parliamentary obstruction was first resorted to in elec- 
tion cases, the Republicans again had control of the House; but the re- 
turning boards had passed into history and the Representatives elected 
by the people were given the certificates of their election, and on those 
certificates they had been admitted to the House, and the majority 
again tried, though by a different method, to disfranchise the constitu- 
encies by unseating the elected members and seating those not elected, 
and that provoked the minority to use the parliamentary tacties to de- 
fend the right of electors to choose their own Representatives. 

In 1882 a Republican Congress turned out one Democratic member 
who had a majority of 8,036 yotes, another who had a majority of 5,272 
votes, and reported in favor of turning out another who had a majority 
of 8,468 votes, and the report would have been adopted but the Con- 
gress expired before the report could be adopted and the defeated con- 
testant sworu in. It was to prevent these flagrant wrongs that filibus- 
tering first made its appearance in election cases, 

But to come down to more recent times. In the last House of Repre- 
sentatives we saw the perpetration of this same ‘‘seandal’’ by the Re- 
publican minority. The very mention of filibustering nauseates their 
stomachs now, but it was a labor of love to them then. They are now 
wrestling with penitential agonies over our sins, but they feel no com- 
punctious visitations of conscience over their own. Who was it that 
from day to day refused to permit the House to consider the report of 
the committee in the contested-election case of Sullivan against Felton? 
Who was it that resorted to dilatory motions every time the commit- 
tee called up that case? Who was it that prevented the House till the 
last moment of the term from acting on that report? It was the very 
gentlemen who are now denouncing dilatory motions as scandalous, 
And, Mr. Speaker, you and the majority on the floor to-day, who, after 
the elections in the fall of 1888 had given you this House, began your 
crusade against the rules because they permitted dilatory motions, yet 
yet, in February and March of 1889, were using dilatory motions to 
keep in one of your members and are now condemning dilatory motions, 
to enable you to unseat our members in the present House. 

There is another feature of the proposed code to which I want to call 
the attention of the House and the country. It is proposed to invest 
the Speaker with power to contradict the record proyided by the Con- 
stitution. The Constitution declares that in a certain contingency a 
recorded vote shall be had and at all times a majority shall be required 
to constitute a quorum. It is now proposed that the Speaker may add 
to, vary, or contradict that record, and that against the uniform ruling 
of all the Speakers that have ever presided over the House from the 
beginning of the Government. The record of this House is like the 
record of a court, it imports absolute verity. No man can attack the 
record of a court in a collateral inquiry. No man can say its records 
are not true or that the record does not contain all the facts, and sup- 
plement it by the statement of a bystander, 

The judge can not do it, when it is collaterally called in question. 
The clerk can not do it, and no party can. The record is conclusive, 
The Constitution has provided that a record of the yeas and nays shall 
be made in certain cases, and the record shall decide whether a quorum 
has voted and which side has the majority. In the face of this plain 
provision, the Speaker decides, and the majority sustain him, that he 
can look ont over the assembly and write down as present anybody 
that he pleases, whether he is present or not. He is to be the judge, 
not the record, not even the House. The record is made by the answer 
of the member under the supervision of the whole body, taken down 
by the Clerk, read to the House, vouched for as accurate and then ap- 
proved. But all this is abrogated and the voice of one mun is substituted 


in its stead, and he is authorized to make the Journal say what he 
wants it to say, whether that be correct or not. 

If it were in the power of the House to confer this authority it should 
not be conferred on any man. What we contend for is this unbroken 
line of decision by all the Speakers of the House. The rule proposed 
is condemned by the public opinion of the country. Instead of expe- 


diting legislation, the country is erecting checks and barriers against it 
in every direction. In all the later constitutions adopted by the Atesa, 
it is declared in unequivocal and unmistakable terms that bills 
be passed only by an afirmative vote of the majority of all members 
elected to the islature, and the vote taken by yeas and nays. This 
provision is found in the constitutions of Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, 
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, Nebraska, Ne- 
vada, New Jersey, Oregon, Pennsylvania, and Tenneasee, and in Ken- 
tucky as to all appropriations over $100. 

Mr. CLUNIE. You have omitted California. 

Mr. MILLS. My friend trom California says the same provision is 
in the constitation of California. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And also in New York. 

Mr. MILLS. My friend from Illinois says it is also in the constitu- 
tion of New York. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. And in the constitution of Georgia, 


Mr. MILLS. I have found it in the constitutions of the States I have 


mentioned. My examination of the constitutions was hurried and I 
overlooked the States meutioned by my friends. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, why has the change been made? Here is the evi- 
dence of a great reform in public sentiment. We never see a change of 
this kind without there has been a mischief which the law is intended 
to remedy. In the interpretation of a law a court will always look to 
the old law, the mischief, and the remedy. 

The old law was that State Legislatures had railroaded legislation to 
the publie injury. The old law had permitted the perpetration of 
numerous and great wrongs, and the old law was changed to prevent the 
continuance of that evil, and the constitutions of these States which 
have been adopted in recent years have adopted a check on railroading 
legislation. They have, for the protection of the people and in the in- 
terest of honest and wise legislation, required a yea-and-nay vote and 
the affirmative vote of a majority of all members elected to passa bill. 

This has been the rule in Congress, where the yea-and-nay vote is 
called, withoutinterruption, from the beginning, and now, when the pub- 
lic have become disgusted with the wrongs occurring in State Legisla- 
tures and have changedState constitutions to make representative bodies 
conform to the rule held in Congress, we are abandoning the rule of our 
fathers and taking up the discarded and condemned code of the older 
State Legislatures, this very condemned and reprobated rule which Mr. 
Speaker Blaine said had led to the greatest legislative ſrauds ever com- 
mitted. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Scandals. 

Mr. MILLS. He said “frauds.” I will read just what he did say 
about that. This is a good time to doit. Mr. Coburn, of Indiana, in 
the Forty-third Congress, wanted the majority to do the very thing that 
the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. CANNON] wants them to do now. 
He wanted the majority to rule, and rule right or wrong. He wanted 
them to exhibit their manhood *’ and show what they could do, and 
he pointed out substantially the same way to the Speaker now pointed 
out by the Speaker and his Committee on Rules. But what said 
Speaker Blaine, one of the most distinguished parliamentarians now 
living? He said: 

There can be no record like that of the yeas and nays,and from that there is 
no appeal. The moment you clothe your Speaker with power to go behind 
your roll-call and assume that there is a quorum in the Hall, why, gentlemen, 
you stand on the very brink of a volcano. 

When the present Speaker was looking up authorities on this ques- 
tion, if he was looking for the right way, why did he not go back and 
examine the decisions made hy previous Speakers of the House? In 
reply to Mr. Coburn, Mr. Blaine further said: - 

The very principle enunciated by the gentleman from Indians has been the 
foundation probably for the greatest legislative frauds ever committed, Where 
a quorum in the judgment of the Chair has been declared to be presentin the 
house against the result of à roll-call, these proceedings in the diferent Legis- 
latures have brought scandal on their names. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] was right; he said the rule 
had produced both fraud and seandal in legislation. 

Tam no prophet, nor am I a prophet’s son, but I venture to predict 
that if you adopt the old, reprobated, and discarded rules that have 
produced frauds and scandals in State legislation you will see the same 
cause producing the same effect in national legislation. An evil tree 
can not bring forth good fruit.“ Break down the barriers, silence the 
voice of the minority, crush out all opposition, expedite and accelerate 
the speed of all bills as they move through the Honse, and you will 
wish before the Fifty-first Congress expires that you had permitted the 
minority to challenge your measures, to put you on guard, and canse 
you togive more thought and more careful examination to all proposed 
legislation. 

You will wish you had kept the House abreast of the public opinion 
ofthe day. You will wish, instead of going to bad precedents in State 
Legislatures, you had kept in the beaten path of Congressional prece- 
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dents, Even before the adoption of rules the general parliamentary law 
was well established that we should keep in the line marked out by the 
rules of preceding Houses. Mr. Blaine, on this point, said in the Senate, 
in the Forty-sixth Congress: 

What has been held by the gentlemen who have occupied the [Speaker's] 
chair has been that, in the absence of an existing House adopting rules, in- 
stead of falling back on what has been lcosely termed general parliamentary 
law—and I never knew any yet who was able to determine what that was—the 
House fell back on the rules of the nearest analogous body pending any dis- 
cussion on new rules, aud the nearest analogous y was the preceding House. 
That has been uniformly held by persons holding the chair of the House. 


Now, if that has been uniformly held by all the Speakers of the 
House from Speaker Muhlenberg to Speaker CARLISLE, if it has been 
the unbroken current of decision of the greatest parliamentary body on 
earth, why did Speaker REED go to Tennessee to inquire what was gen- 
eral parliamentary law ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And to a decision already overruled. 

Mr. MILLS. And to a decision twice overruled, as I am informed 
by the public press. Why did he go to the State of New York? He 
could have found decisions to the contrary in the other States. He 
could have found a decision in the State of Illinois, made by a Repub- 
lican speaker, that he could not go behind a roll-call. 

But that was not the decision the Speaker wanted. He had deter- 
mined to silence the minority. He had determined that Democrats 
should be railroaded outof the House. He had determined that certain 
measures should be expedited through the House. He was not looking 
for correct decisions. He was looking for something to throw in the 
faces of the minority when they complained of hisusurpation. He was 
hunting for something, for anything, to help him in the position he had 
resolved to take. Now, if the Speaker of the House can make the Journal 
as he pleases, if he can make the quorum as he says he can and as he 
has done, why did he not continue to make the quorum on the vote to 
vacate Jackson’s seat? 

There has not been a constitutional quorum in the House since the 
day of its organization, last December, till the vote was taken on un- 
seating Mr. Jackson and seating Mr. SMITH. Yet on that vote the 
Speaker was careful to vote himself and the majority were careful to 
have the constitutional quorum present. Why was this? It was a 
confession that the decision of the Speaker in counting a quorum ont- 
side of the record could not stand a judicial examination. On that 
question Mr. Jackson could have gone to the courts; on the other rul- 
ings he could not. 

ou delayed the vote until you brought here your sick men, in order 
to make a constitutional quorum of your own number. Why, sir, that 
was a confession that your decision was wrong. Having confessed the 
wrong, as you have done by your vote, you ought to have renounced 
and abandoned it and taken upthe right. But, instead of that, you are 
going on again in the same course where we have no way to review 
your decision, where the question can not be taken to the courts. When 
the occasion arises again when you want to unseat some member who has 
been duly elected, you will again take care that the decision shall not 
be in such a shapeas to be taken to the courts; you will have here your 
166 members. You will notrisk an appeal to the courts of the country 
in such a way as to secure a review of the decision of the Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says that he is 
in favor of removing all impediments out of the way; that it is the 
policy of his party to “expedite legislation,“ to expedite the execution 
of the will of the majority, to railroad your measures through the 
House. That, Mr. Speaker, is not in accordance with the views of our 
fathers. If you will look at your constitutions you will see in every 
line and between the lines delay, debate, consider, pause. Why dothe 
constitutions of nearly all the States require a bill to be read on three 
several days? That is the provision in nearly all the States. Insome 
of them the constitution refuses to let a bill be passed at all by unani- 
mous consent until it has been read on three several days. That is not 
expedition; that is not railroading. 

The people want deliberation and calm investigation of all questions. 
They do not want a great library of laws passed. Our fathers built 
this Government upon the theory that the people who are least gov- 
erned are best governed ; that the fewer the laws the better ; that the 
larger the amount of liberty allowed to the citizen the better it is for 
him. They believed the Creator knew best how man should be gov- 
erned. He knew better than any man can know how the happiness of 
the human race could be best promoted. Hence they thonght that laws 
to protect people in the enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness were enough. We believe with our fathers that we do not 
want many laws and we do not want them rapidly made. One of the 
greatest authors that ever wrote in the English language, second only, 
in my judgment, to Shakespeare, I mean Henry Thomas Buckle, who 
wrote the History of English Civilization, was so disgusted with the 
constant interference of government with the rights of the citizen that 
he laid it down as a rule that there is but one wise act that any legis- 
lative assembly can pass, and that is an act to repeal a former law. 

It was not the idea of our republican fathers that we wanted a gov- 
ernment to be passing laws every hour of the day, interfering constantly 
with the liberties of the people. We want to have as little law as pos- 
sible, as little intermeddling as possible with the affairs of the people. 


RESTIS R EPTO ` Fai 
5 in od i n e 


RECORD HOUSE. 


We want to protect and preserve the natural rights of the citizen; and 
in order to do this these checks and balances have been provided in thé 
constitutions of all the States, as well as in the Federal Constitution, 
and in the rules of proceedings of all legislative bodies, the object of 
which, as I have said, is to compel legislative assemblies to go slow, to 
deliberate, to debate, to reflect, to pause, to examine the pending ques- 
tion in all its aspects, to let party passion and party madness die, to let 
judgment resume its sway. These are the things that wise legislation 
demands; and this is all we have asked. 

In challenging the rnling of the Speaker, in challenging the will of 
the majority as it has been placed before us, we have only appealed to 
the intelligent judgment of the country. We have only said that we 
want rules in this House which will protect the people against rash, 
ill-advised, and unwise legislation. We want mature consideration 
given to every question. We want the right defended. We want the 
wrong prevented. And where measures are dictated by isan con- 
siderations and filled with injustice we want the right to check them 
and to require the majority party to pass them by their own votes. We 
are not charged with the 5 of legislation. The majority 
party have been charged by the people with that duty. 

We are in the opposition to that party and to its measures. We claim 
the right to discharge the duties placed on us by our constituents in the 
way that seems to us the most effective. We say you should pass your 
own measures by your own votes. You have no right to compel us to 
assist you in accomplishing that to which we are opposed. Why should 
we be compelled to aid you in making à quorum? If in our judgment 
that is the proper course for us to pursue in discharge of the trust con- 
fided to us, you should not compel us to act against our interests and 
the interests of our people, : 

You have the majority. Keep them in the House and attend to 
your own business, and do not put any part of iton our shoulders. 
You show that you can havea majority when it is absolutely necessary, 
why can not you have it all the time? 

Weonly want the safeguards our fathers have thrown around the rights 
of the people in the Constitution. Wesimply pause here to emphasize 
to the country the wrong you are doing. We refuse to vote. We stop and 
invoke the public judgment on the conduct of the majority. From their 
judgment we appeal to the judgment of the people of the country, and 
by that judgment we are perfectly willing to abide. [Applaus.] 

Mr, MILLS. Mr. Speaker, if I have any time left I will yield it to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I inquire how much time the gentleman has re- 
maining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaini 

Mr. MILLS. Of course the gentleman from prana [Mr. 
BAYNE] is entitled to the floor, and I will yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Georgia when he gets the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. The gentleman has ten 
minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to have no misunderstanding about it. 

Mr. BAYNE Mr. Speaker, we have heard in the last two weeks upon 
this floor the statement frequently repeated that we have no rules. I 
deny that proposition, Although we have not had a system of rules re- 
duced to form, we have had a system known as general parliamentary 
law containing regulations for the orderly proceeding of the business of 
this body, and they are much better than those we have had for a num- 
ber of years past. The rules we have been acting under in the present 
Congress, and which are known as the general parliamentary law, have 
enabled us to make progress with the public business and to accomplish ~* 
something, whereas under the rules which obtained in former Congresses 
we were disabled, not only at the instance of a minority, but olten at 
the instance of a single individual, from proceeding with the public 
business. 

To those who regard words as things it may seem we had no rules, but 
to those who regard well defined parliamentary principles as sufficient 
rules for parliamentary action, we have seemed to do fairly well, and so 
far both the law and its administration have met with the approval of 
the country. 

Mr. Speaker, the provision of the Constitution that each House 
shall keep a Journal of its proceedings, and from time to time publish 
the same, excepting such parts as may in their judgment require secrecy; 
and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question 
shall, at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Jour- 
nal’’—that provision has but one object, and that one object is to advise 
the people of the country, when one-fifth of a quoram demand it shall 
be done, that members shall have their votes recorded on the question 
presented for their consideration. No other purpose was in view. 

The contention on the other side has been not directly, but by a sort 
of indirection, to convey the impression to the people of the country 
that the record of the vote thus secured was for the purpose of show- 
ing whether or not a quorum was present to do business. That is no 
part whatever of that provision of the Constitution, It was never once 
thought of as the object to be attained by recording the vote. Onthe 
contrary, the sole object sought to be attained was that the members 
might be required to show to their constituents how they voted on meas- 
ures, that they might be held responsible and accountable for such voting, 
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Story on the Constitution distinctly states that the object of this 
clause—the one requiring the recording of the yeas and nays on the de- 
mand of one-fifth— 


the object of the whole clause is to insure publicity to the proceedings of the Leg- 
islature, and acorresponding responsibility of the members of 9 to 
their respective constituencies. 

Further, the proposition in the Constitution which says— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of its 
own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business; 
but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to 
compel the attendance of absent members, in such manner and undersuch pen- 
alties aseach House may provide— 
plainly means, first, that a majority shall constitute a quorum to do 
business and, second, that a minority may compel the attendance of ab- 
sentees. Now, the fact that upon a minority is conferred the power to 
send for those who are absent, and to bring them into the presence of 
that minority, indicates as plainly as 1 age can tell it that the pres- 
ence of the absenteesshall count forsomething. And what can itcount 
for unless it be to make a quorum? If that be not true, the effect of 
bringing the absentees into the Hall of the House and making up a suf- 
ficient number to constitute a quoram would be simply a monumental 
farce, an absurdity which could not be explained upon any basis of rea- 
son whatever. For if a minority be here and sufficient absentees be 
brought into the Hall to constitute a quorum, and that quorum shall be 
permitted to sit silent without voting or being counted to make aquo- 
rum, of what possible use is that provision of the Constitution which 
enables the minority to compel the attendance of the absentees and 
bring them into its presence? None whatever. To so interpret that 
provision as to make the compulsory presence of absentees count for 
nothing in making a quorum, unless they shall so choose, would be a 
reproach to the framers of the Constitution. Such interpretation would 
attribute to the fathers the incomprehensible folly of framing nonsense. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, will anybody claim, and especially those great 
constitutional lawyers on the other side of the House, who seem to have 
such a veneration for the great principles our fathers enacted in that 
solemn instrument, that that provision means nothing or will accom- 
plish nothing? They must make this concession if they insist that 
after the bringing into this presence of the absentees, enough to 
make a quorum, they may still sit silent and not vote and thus enable 
the point to be made that no quorum is present to do business. The 
meaning of that provision is plainly that this minority is empowered 
by the terms of the Constitution to bring into its presence the absentees 
for the purpose of making a quorum to do business; and it can mean 
nothing else and it means nothing more. To state these propositions, 
Mr. Speaker, it seems to me is to argue them, and there I leave them. 

But gentlemen on the other side have, and as I must think by a sort 
of indirection also—and notably my friend from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE], my friend from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp], and others—argued that 
we have broken over the precedents of a hundred years in the mode of 
doing business here in the last few days. I deny it, sir. 

Not until 1832, if I am correctly informed, had a member of the 
House of Representatives refused to vote. Not until that period of 
time had any single member of the House of Representatives refused 
to yote on any questions presented to the House. In that year, on 
some occasion, John Quincy Adams declined to vote. And what was 
the inspiration of the House of Representatives at that time when that 
distinguished gentleman was present and refused to vote? Why, he 
was threatened with a resolution of expulsion from this body. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But I believe they did not undertake to count 
him as present to makea quorum. 

Mr. BAYNE. That may be, for they didn’t need to do so at that 
time. They had a quorum present and voting without him. It was 
a pure question of recalcitrancy in refusing to vote, and the inspiration 
of the men of that day was to expel him from the body because he re- 
fused to vote. 

Now, that can not be called a fair test because it did not affect the 
progress of legislation. It did not stop, as the minority of the House 
does now by refusing to vote, the progress of legislation. The first 
time, I believe, in the whole history of this Government when a suffi- 
cient number refused to vote to stop the business of legislation was in 
1854. I believe I am correct about the date. 

In 1854 a very considerable number of the members of the House 
refused to vote and thus stopped legislation. It was not for a long pe- 
riod of time, but it continued for some days. But they did it, at all 
events, at that time, and therefore, I repeat, the first time this question 
had arisen in such form as to command the attention of the country, 
because it would necessarily lead to the stoppage of legislation, was in 
1854; so that from the beginning of the Government down to the Thirty- 
third Congress this question had never been fully raised. Now, why 
do gentlemen on the other side of the House say that the unbroken 
rule has been for one hundred years that those sitting silent can not be 
counted to make a quorum? It is an unfair allegation and not in con- 
sonance with the fact. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not know of a single one of the legislative 
bodies in this country nor of a single corporation in the country where 
the members have been sustained in sitting silent and refusing to vote; 
while, on the other hand, from the courts of justice in nearly every 
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State in the Union have come decisions which 
vote and the right to count the membership present to make a quorum. 

I wish to call attention to a few of these cases. One case is that ot 
the Commonwealth vs. Green, reported in 4 Wharton, a decision ot 
the 3 court of Pennsylvania. The decision was rendered by 


the duty to 


Chief-Justice Gibson, one of the ablest lawyers that ever presided over 
any court in this country. The question was raised from the proceed- 
ings of the general assembly of the Presbyterian Church. The assem- 
bly was presided over by a moderator, and a number of those who 
were present refused to vote. The moderator counted them. 

In the opinion Judge Gibson says: 


When aquestion is put by the established o 
the majority, because each member is supposed to have assented beforehand to 
the process p. lished to ascertain neral will. 

But this rule of implied assent is inapplicable toa measure which is essen- 
— revolutionary and based upon no pre-established process of ascertainment 
whatever, 


There he held that in that body, acorporation having no fixed rules, 
ruled by general parliamentary law, the presiding officer had the right 
to count as present, in order to make a quorum, those who sat silently 
in their seats. My friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] cited a case 
from South Carolina where the same ruling was made by Justice Nott, 
of the supreme court of that State. I shall not read it, but shall print 
it with my remarks. It is the case of the State vs. Francis de Lissel- 
line, 1 McCord, page 63, and in giving his opinion Justice Nott says: 

The constitutions of this State and of the United States declare that a majority 
shall be a quorum to do business; but a majority of that quorum are sufficient 
to decide the most important question. It has already been stated that eleven 
constitute a quorum of the board of trustees of the college, which is composed 
of twenty-nine members. Sir constitute a majority of that quorum, and the con- 
currence of that number, when only eleven are ‘presne as always been held conclu- 
siveon the whole body. In the case of Rex vs. Foxcroft (2 Burr, 1017), the whole num- 
ber of electors was twenty-five; out of that number twenty-one assembled pursuant to 
summons, A particular person was nominated, f r whom nine voted, eleven refused 
to vote at all. The n who received the nine votes was held duly elected. Lord 
Mansfield said, electors are present and do not vote at all, they virtually 
acquiesce in the election made by those who do:“ and Justice Wilmot, in the same 
case, mentioned the case of Rex vs, Withers, where, out of eleven voters, five voted 
and six refused, the court held that the six virtually consented. See also the case of 
Sir Robert Salisbury Cotton vs. Davis, 1 Strange, where it was held that a 
majority of the number present was sufficient., It appears, therefore, that 
abe ie we consider the case upon principle or authority we are led to the same 
resu 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurreERwortH] also cited the case of 
The State er rel. vs. Green, 37 Ohio State Reports, 234, in which the su- 
preme court of Ohio says: 


In holding, as we do, that the relator was duly elected, we do not contravene 
the well settled rule that in all deliberative bodies the majority must govern, 
We simply hold that the law cast upon each member of council the duty of vot- 
ing for some one; that by being present and keeping silent when called on to 
vote they are presumed to acquiesce in the vote given. This acquiescence creates 
the presumption that the choice of their voting is the choice of a majority of all 
present and not voting. 


And in a ease recently decided in the State of Indiana, which to my 
mind is one of.the strongest that could be adduced in support of the 
proposition that those present may be counted to constitute a quorum, 
the supreme court gave an opinion from which I shall ask the Clerk 
to read the portion marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The mayor of the city of Rushville appointed a committee, composed of the 
members of the common council, to investigate and report upon the question 
of the expediency of buying an electric-light plantand machinery. The commit- 
tee in due time reported to the common council in favorof making the purchase, 
On the 3d day of April, 1889, action was taken on the report, ata regular meet- 
ing, at which allof the membersof the common council were present, and the 
following resolution was introduced: 

** Resolved, That the report of the special committée oe to the lighting of 

cers therein named be e to — 


the city be adopted, and that the o 
the contract named therein.“ 

Three of the six members composing the common council voted in favor of 
the resolution, but the other three members, although present, declined to vote, 
and the mayor declared that it was adopted. By virtue of this resolution the 
city is about to enter into a contract with the companies named in the report 
for the purchase of an electric-light plant and the power to run it, for which the 
city isto pay the sum of 810,150. Acting under the resolution, the Edison Man- 
ufactaring Company has put up poles, strung wires on them, and ae in op- 
eration a system of electric lights, and the city will buy the plantand machinery, 
unless enjoined. The city has contracted with the Buckeye Engine Company 
for a steam-engine and appliances to be used in operating the machinery of the 
Edison company plant at a cost of $2,200. Unless enjoined, the city will issue 
bonds to pay for the plant, machinery, engine, and appliances. 

The meeting at which the resolution was adopted was a regular one, attended 
by all the members of the common council, and all who voted at all voted in 
favor of the resolution, The question, therefore, is, Does the fact that three of 
the members present declined to vote authorize the conclusion that the resolu- 
tion was not legally adopted? In our judgment it doesnot. The rule is that 
if there is a quorum present and a majority of the quorum vote in favor ofa 
measure it will prevail, although an equal number should refrain from voting. 
It is not the majority of the whole number of members present that is required, 
All that is requisite isa majority of the number of members req to consti- 
tute a quorum, á 

If there had been four members of tho common council present and three 
had voted for the resolution and one had voted against itor had not voted at 
all, no one would hesitate to affirm that the resolution was duly passed, and it 
ean make no difference whether four or six members were present, since it is 
always the vote of the majority of the quorum that is effective. The mere pres- 
ence of inactive members does not impair the right of the majority of the quo- 
rum to proceed with the business of the body. If members present desire to 
defeat a measure they must vote nst it, for inaction will not accomplish 
their purpose. Their silence is acquiescence rather than opposition. Their re- 
fusal to vote is, in effect, a declaration that they consent that the majority of 
the quorum may act for the body of which they are membe 


rs. 
The rule we have asserted is a very old one. The doctrine is thus stated by 


n, Silence is acquiescence with 
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one of the earliest writers on municipal corporations: “After an election has 
been properly proposed whoever has a majority of those who vote, the assem- 
bly sufficient, is elected, although n majority of the entire assembly alto- 
gether uin from voting, because their presence suffices to constitute the 
elective body, and if they neylect to vote it is their own fault and shall not be 
deemed to in validate the act of the others, but be construed an assent tothe de- 
tay of the majority of those who do vote. (cock Municipal Corp., 
In a recent American work it is said: Those who are present and who help 
to make up the quorum are e to vote on every question, and their pres- 
Se. ence alone is enough to make the vote decisive and binding, whether they 
> actually rote ornot. The objects of legislation can not be defeated by the refusal 
tn of any one to vote when present. If Sen are present and nine vote, all in 
. the mative, the measure is carried, the refusal of the other nine to vote being 
construed as a vote in the aftirmntive, so far as any construction is necessary.” 
(How & Bemis Municipal Police Ordinances, 42.) The principle involved is 
: asserted in many cases, (State vs. Green, 37 Ohio Stat., 227; Lountz vs. People, 
7 118 III., 137; County vs, Johnson. — 569; St. Joseph Tp, vs. Rogers, 16 Wall, 644; 
x State ve. Mayor, 37 Mo., 270; Everett rs. Smith, 22 Minn., 53; Olaknon vs, Wain- 
3 right, 2 Burr., 1017; King ts. Belbringer, 4 Tem. Rep., 810; Inhabitants vs. Stearns, 
Y - 21 Hick., 148.) 
A Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, that decision quotes decisions from a 
2 large number of the States. I understand the supreme court of the 
w State of New Hampshire has just decided the same point. In the In- 
a diana case the facts were that three members of the council voted while 
. three others sat silent. The body was composed of six members and 
Z, the burgess. The burgess declared the measure carried. 
R Throughout the range of judicial decisions in this country, I chal- 
lenge gentlemen on the other side to present a solitary case where it 
has not been held that those present may be counted to coustitute a 
ie quorum to do business in any corporation, 
E Now, as to rules which have obtained in parliamentary bodies in 
E this country the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON], in his able 
ó speech a short time ago, cited the case of Virginia, where it s a rule of 
& the house of delegates that members shall vote, and he alluded to 
x the fact that the language of the constitution of Virginia and that of 
=n the Constitution of the United States are precisely alike with respect 
Bo- to the provision for a quorum and bringing in absentees. The Speaker 
$ of the House has cited to this body the decision of Lieutenant-Governor 
k- Hill, of the State of New York, then presiding over the senate, when 
5 he counted as present, in order to make a quorum, members who sat 
silent, and declared the measure thus supported carried. 
In the senate of Massachusetts it was held by the presiding officer 
of that body in the year 1885: 
r Jt is immaterial that a quorum does not vote if a quorum is present. Those 
z who do not vote may be presumed to be of opinion with the majority of those 
pe- who do and to be content with the action taken, since they express no dissent, 
7 Any other rule would occasion great practical inconvenience, asin every legis- 
py ve body most questions pass without a vote cast on either side, nemine dessenti- 
entè, and this practice is convenient and unobjectionable. The opposite rule 
E would put it in the power of a few members, possibly of a single member, to de- 
= feat the will of the majority and prevent the transaction of business by breaking 
7 a voting quorum. Now, it is the duty of every member to vote, and rule 53 of the 
senate expressly requires every member to vote on a call of yeas and nays, un- 
è less excused, but practically the rule depends for its enforcement solely upon 
Er the senseof duty of members, 
g There is, however, another rule (rule 12) which forbids a member to absent 
himself from the chamber without leave unless there is a quorum without his 
presence, which rule the chair or the senate can enforce by closing the doors; 
and the constitution expressly empowers any number of senators less than a 
3 quorum to compel the attendance of absent members. The obvious purpose.of 
— both the constitutional provision and the rule would be defeated if members, 
ae brought in or kept in, could still block the public business by sitting mute and 
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refusing to vote. reasons for the requirement of a quorum are fully an- 
5 swered by its presence. For these reasons the point of order that a quorum 
A has not voted can not be entertained, if at all, only so far as to ascertain whether 
. n quorum is present. 


That ruling, I understand, was made by Mr. Crocker, the presiding 
officer of the senate of Massachusetts, himself an authority on parlia- 
men law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the State of Ohio, in 1884, in the house of 
representatives, a number of members, Republicans I believe they were, 
refused to vote. Mr. Myers, a gentleman well known, Iunderstand, to 
the politicians of the State of Ohio, presented a protest which con- 
a2 tained the following among other allegations: 
~% Whereas article 2 of the constitution of the State of Ohio sets forth the powers, 
55 privileges, and duties of members of the General Assembly ; and 

p Whereas section 6 of article 2 sets forth that “a majority of all members elected 
* to each house shall be a quorum to do business being identical 
. 1 with that which is contained in the Constitution of the United States], * + + 

We therefore do earnestly and soberly protest against the revol action 
the Republicans of this house who, with a few honorable exceptions, at- 
a on day, February 1, 18%, to delay public ess, and by their 
pt voluntary silence disfranchised their constituents, thus defeating the objects 
2 and viola! the principles of a representative system of government. 
2 The question was put by er on amendment 
were taken, and resulied—yeas 40, nays 3. 

This did not constitute a quorum. 

: Before the announcement of the yote and at the end of the roll-call, that 35 
D2: members (naming them), being present and not voting, be excused from vot- 

A ing. This was agreed to. 

* chair re decided that there was a quorum of members present, and 
= the amendments of the committee were agreed to. 
5 N bill was engrossed and read a ass time. 


ts. The yeas and nays 
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An appeal was taken from this decision, but it was sustdined by 45 yeas to 28 
nays. 


There is a casein point sustaining the action that has been taken here 
by the Speaker. The gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. BUTTERWORTH] cited 
a case which occurred in the senate of the State of Kentucky, where 
the presiding officer counted those who were present to make a quorum, 
The facts in that case were derived from the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Witson], who was a member of the senate at that time, and the 
language of the constitution of Kentucky is analogous to that of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

I am credibly informed, too, that the late governor of the State of 
Indiana, Governor Gray, when he was presiding officer of a branch of 
the Legislature of that State, counted members as present who refused 
to vote, to makea quorum. Those members, I believe, then undertook 
to leave the hall, whereupon the presiding officer ordered the doors to 
be closed, confined the members within the hall of the senate and 
counted them as present to constitute aquorum, What we know here 
as ‘‘filibustering ’’ was carried on to such an extent in the State of In- 
diana that the Legislatureof that State enacted a law making ita penal 
offense for any member to absent himself from either body of the Leg- 
islature for the purpose of breaking a quorum and fixed the penalt 
at a fine of $1,000, So that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUIJ. 
who seemed to take such umbrage at the ruling of our Speaker and 
who protested with much more vigor than discretion against that ruling, 
comes from a State where this extreme measure was found necessary 
to bring the members of the Legislature to a sense of the responsibility 
that rested upon them, and, although they could not be compelled by 
act of the Legislature to vote, they were compelled, under this law and 
under this penalty of $1,000, to remain in the legislative hall, and if 
they left to break a quorum they became subject to this penalty. 

The way the Indiana politician does nowadays is not to leave the leg- 
islative halls without carrying his resignation in his hands to be trans- 
mitted to the governor of the State; and I believe Indiana legislators 
have done even that on one or two occasions for the purpose of break- 
ing a quorum, 

I am informed also by my friend from Tennessee, Judge Houk, that 
in both branches of the Legislature of that State presiding officers have 
held that members present should be counted to make a quorum to 
transact publie business, just as members of the Fifty-first Congress 
have been counted here by the Speaker. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, it has been held by the courts as well as by par- 
liamentary bodies all over this country that members present may be 
counted to constitute a quorum to conduct the proper business of the 
corporations, public or private, to which they are accredited. Any 
other system would not only prove nugatory, but it would constitute 
a case of snicide; it would defeat the very aims and objects that are to 
be accomplished by corporate or parliamentary bodies. 

Now, what is the difficulty that is sought to be remedied? The new 
rules proposed for our consideration and now under discussion make a 
change in clause 4 of Rule XVI, which, as it has been in force hereto- 
fore, reads as follows; 

When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the 
table, for the previous question (which motions shall be decided without de- 
bate), to tpone to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone indefi- 
nitely, which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order. 

The motions which enabled the parliamentary prevention of the pub- 
lic business were that to fix a day to which the House should adjourn 
and the motion to take a recess. Those motions under the old rules 
were privileged motions; and, as I understand, gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber desire that the old rales in this respect shall be 
re-established. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want the Clerk to read from the RECORD a spec- 
imen of our proceedings under the old rule, so as to give an ‘‘ object 
lesson“ of the way that the rule worked and the way in which it 
would work if we should adopt it in the present House of Represent- 


atives. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wednesday, January 9, isso. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mir- 


BURKS, P. D. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal, 

Mr. Weaver. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Clause 1 of Rule I provides that 

The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the 
hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately 
eall the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, having previously ex- 
amined and approved the same." 

I make the point of order that the Journal can not be read until it is ascer- 
tained thata quorum is present, 

The SPEAKER. That point of order was made during the last session of Con- 

and the Chair sustained it. It is not only a rule of the House, but the 

& nstitution itself mong that it shali require a majority of the members- 
elect to transact business; and the reading and — 5 of the Journal is the 
transaction of business, because the Journal is nothing more than memoranda 
made by an officer of the House, until itis approved by the House. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 
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The roll was called, and the following members answered to their names; 


Abbott, Dingley, Rice, 
Allen, x Dockery, Kelley, 
Anderson, Iowa Dunn, Kerr, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Miss, Elliott. Ketcham, Rogers, 
An „III. Enloe, Kilgore, Romeis, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Laffoon, Rowell, 
Baker, N. Y. Farquhar, Laidlaw, Rowland, 
Baker, ‘elton, e, Sawyer, 
khead, Finley, Lanham, Sayers, 

Barnes, Fisher, Latham, ull, 
Biggs, Flood, Lawler, Seymour, 
Bingham, Foran, Lind, wW 
Blan N Forney, Lodge, Shively, 
Bland, rench, Long, Smith, 
Blount, Fuller, Lynch, Sowden, 

und, Funston, Macdonald, Spooner, 
Bowden, Gaines, Maish, Springer, 
Brewer, Gallinger, Mansur, Stewart, Tex. 
Brower, Gest, Martin, Stewart, 
Brown, Ohio Gibson, Mason, Stockdale, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Glass, Matson, Stone, Ky. 

umm, Goff, McClammy, Stone, Mo, 

ce, Granger, McCreary, Struble, 

Bunnell, Grimes, McKenna, Symes, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, McKinley, Taulbee 
Burnett, Grout, McKinney, Taylor, E. B., Ohio. 
Burrows, Hall, MeMillin, Thomas, Wis, 
Campbell, F., N. X. Hare, McRae, Thompson, Cal, 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Harmer, McShane, y. 
Candler, Hatch, Mills, Townsend, 
Cannon, Haugen, Moffitt, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Catchings, Hemphill, oore, Turner, Ga. 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Morgan, Vandever, 
Chipman, Henderson, N. O. Morrill, Walker, 
Clardy, Hiestand, Morrow, Warner, 
Clark, Hires, Newton, Washington, 
Conger, Hi Nichols, Weaver, 
Cothran, Holmes, Oates, Weber, 
Cox, Hooker, O'Donnell, Wheeler, 
Crain, Hopkins, III. O’ Ferrall, White, Ind. 
Crisp, Hopkins, Va. O'Neill, Pa. Whiting, Mich, 
Crouse, Hopkins, N. Y. Osborne, Wilkiuson, 
Culberson, Houk, Outhwaite, Williams, 
Cummings, Hovey, tton, Wilson, Minn, 
Cutcheon, Howa Payson, 2 Wilson, W. Va. 
Dalzell, Hudd, Peel, ise, 
Davenport, Hunter, Perry, Woodburn, 
Davidson, Ala. Hutton, Peters, Yardley, 
Davidson, Fla. Jackson, Pagsley, Yoder, 
Davis, Johnston, Ind. Randall, Yost. 
Dibble, Johnston, N.C. Reed, A 


The SPEAKER, Two hundred and three gentlemen are present, and there is 
a quorum, 

Mr. Weaver. I move the House adjourn; and pending that motion, I move 
that when the House adjourn to-day it be until Friday next. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the roll-call, as directed by the Speaker, was for 
the purpose of knowing whether there was a quorum present, and when the 
Speaker founda quorum present the next requirement is that the Jourual be read. 

The SPEAKER. The requirement is the Speaker shall direct that the Journal 
be read. The Chair thinks the House may adjourn to prevent the reading of 
the Journal at any time it thinks proper. Such motions have been made be- 
fore, and the House has adjourned without the reading of the Journal. 

The question was taken on adjournment until Friday; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the “noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. Weaver, Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 3, noes 139. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The Chair appointed Mr. WEAVER and Mr. Cry as tellers. 

Mr. Jackson. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Crisp (to Mr, Jackson). Do not do that; we will geta q prum presently, 

Mr. Jackson. I will withdraw the demand for the yeas and ways, 

After some time spent in counting, the tellers reported—ayes none, noes 139. 

The SPEAKER, No quorum has yet voted. 

Tue tellers continued the count, and finally reported—ayes none, noes 163. 

So the motion that when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Fri- 
day next was disagreed to. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Saturday next. 

3 eee was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to 
ve 

Mr. WEAVER, Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes none, noes 115. 

Mr, WEAVER. No quorum, 

Mr. Weaver and Mr. Cntsr were appointed tellers. a 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes none, noes 106, 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. Grosvenor. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Grosvenor. I want to know whether during the attempt to obtain a 
quorum it would be in order for Mr. Crisp to address the House on the rights 
of minority being protected under our form of Goverment. [Laughter.] 

The Speaker. It would not. 

The tellers again reported—ay 1, noes 163; so the motion to adjourn till Sat- 
urday was not agreed to. 

Mr. Weaver, I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. Crisp, I make the point of order that that is more than three days. 

The SPEAKER, Itis four days. 

wie WEAVER. 1 move that the House take a recess until half past 2 
o'clock, 
57 00 noatia was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed 
ve it. 
Mr. WEAVER. Division. 


. Crisp. Mr. Speaker, the from Georgia has said nothing to in- 
that ho was at all objecting to this. Se 


Mr. Payson. How does the minority feel about it? 


Mr. Rogers. There is no nary ei 0 

Mr. WEAVER. This is a fight for rights of the majority. 

Mr. Payson. I think we ought to be advised as to how “the minority“ him- 
self [Mr. Weaver) feels as to his own situation. [Laughter.]} 

The SPEAKEE. Upon the pending question the tellers report—ayes 2, noes 161, 
The noes have it, and the motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. WEAVER, I move that the House take a recess until half past 1 o'clock. 
rem question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to 

Ve it. 
Mr. Weaver. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes none, noes Sl. 


Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair 
rgia [Mr. Crisp] and the 


will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Weaver]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes none, nays 117. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH). Noquorum has voted. There is evi- 
dently a quorum present in the House, and the Chair hopes members willcome 
forward and vote, A 

Mr. STEELE (ut half past 1 o’clock p. m.). Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the time named in the pending motion to take a recess has arrived, 
and that the motion therefore falis, and I now call up the bill (S. 944) to increase 
the pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Scott, 

Mr. Weaver. Regular order: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Steele] that the House is dividing and no quorum has voted, 

Mr, STEELE. But the time during which it was proposed that the House should 


take a recess has expired. e 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The quåstion is under consideration, and it is for 
the House to determine. The Chair wil again remind members that no quorum 
has voted. There is obviously a quorum present, and the Chair hopes that gen- 
tlemen will come forward and vote and make a quorum. 

Mr. STEELE. But the hour to which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Weaver] 
moved to take a recess haying expired, is it not in order to make that point? 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. That is a matter for the House to determine. The 
Chair will state to the gentleman [Mr. Steele] further that even if that question 
were determined his motion would not be in order, because the Journal of yes- 
terday’s proceedings has not yet been read. No motion is in order until after 
the Journal has been read. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to discuss the point of order, but I yield now to my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. Brewer]. 

The SPRAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to inquire ep aie 
aue = te rights of the minority is the palladium of our liberties to-day? 

ghħter.]- 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The Chair does not think that is a parliamentary 
inquiry. If members who are present desire that the business of the House 
shall proceed they will come forward and vote and make a quorum. It is for 
them to 5 whether the business of the House shall be blocked in this 
way or not. 

The tellers reported—ayes none, noes 152. 

Mr. Weaver. No quorum. 

Mr. McCreary. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. MCCULLOGH. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McOuLLOGH. When a motion is made and, upon a vote, the ayes are none, 
does not the motion fail? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not unless there is a quorum. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Weaver] insists upon the point that noquorum bas voted. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary) 
that a call of the House be ordered. 

A call of the House was ordered—ayes 73, noes 5. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Haren). The roll-call discloses the presence ot 
222 members, being more than a quorum. $ 

Mr. McCerary. As a quorum is present, I move to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The motion of Mr. McCreary was agreed to. 

x x 8 I move that the House take a recess until forty minutes past 2 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is already a motion pending, which must be 
determined. The tellers will resume their places. The question is on the motion 
submitted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Weaver] that the House take a 
recess until past 1 o'clock to-day. 

Mr. WaAsutncron. I make a point of order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order which the Chair understands 
the gentieman desires to make has already been overruled. This is a question 

ich must be determined by the House. 

ie ee I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that it is now 2 
o’cloe! ~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter for the House. The motion 
baving been e must be voted on. The House is dividing on the question. 

Mr. Weaver. I make the point that the vote must now be taken de noro. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so holds, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I understand the pending 
motion is that the House take a recess until half past I o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It now being half an hour past that time, what would be the 
effect of this motion if ado £ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will determine that when the House 
votes upon the proposition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But Ha pe is this: If the motion were adopted, would it 


not new. us over until past L o'clock to-morrow? Lask the question in 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 


Jersey that such would not be the effect. 
nate alma again divided; and after some time the tellers reported—ay 1, 
noes x 
So the motion of Mr. Weaver was not agreed to. : 
5 5 I move that the House take a recess until fiſteen minutes past 
‘R 
The SPEAKER 8 put the question). 
Mr, Weaver. I call for a division. 
The canes being again taken, there were—ayes 3, noes 31. 
Mr. Weaver, No quorum, 
Mr. Crisp. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 48 voting therefor. 
So the question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 3, nays 
184, not voting 136; as follows: 


The noes seem to have it, 


YEAS—3. 
. $ $ s = * . 
NAYS—184. 
. * . . 


s * * 
So the House refused to take a recess. 
> . = 


> * * . 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. i 
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Mr. WEAVER. I have no objection to the Journal being read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the Journal. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAyNE]hasexpired. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
is ed 


Mr. BAYNE, Iaskunanimousconsent to have read asingle paragraph 
from Thomas Carlyle’s History of Frederick the Great. This extract 
is from page 406 of volume 6. I simply desire to show the analogy 
between the proceedings of the Polish Diet under the Polish law and 
those of the American House of Representatives under the rules the 
other side of the House is contending for, and there I shall leave the 
matter. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read as follows: 


In 1652 the incredible Jaw of Liberum Velo had been introduced, in spite of 
John and his endeavors. Liberum Veto, the power of one man to stop the pro- 
ceedings of Polish Parliament by pronouncing audibly ‘* Nie Pozwalam, I don't 


permit!“ Never before or since among mortals was so incredible a law, Law 


standing indisputable, nevertheless, on the Polish statute-book for above two 
hun years, like an ever- flowing fountain of anarchy, joyful to the Polish 
nation. How they got any business done at all under suchalaw? Truly they 
did but little; and for the Tast thirty years, as good as none, But if Polish Par- 
liament was universally in earnest to do some business and veto came upon it, 
honorable members, I observe, gathered passionately round the vetoing brother, 
conjured, obtested, menaced, wept, prayed; and, if the case was too urgent and 
insoluble otherwise, the Nie Pozwalam gentleman still obstinate, they plunged 
their swords bp ye be him, and in that way brought consent. The commoner 
course was to dissolve and go home again, in a tempest of shrieks and curses, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, a story is told that in my State, during 
the administration of Governor Bullock, when he appointed ignorant 
magistrates for partisan purposes, a distinguished lawyer went before 
one of them forthe purpose of arguing a cause, carrying along with him 
a number of legal authorities for the purpose of persuading the magis- 
trate to his on conclusions. The magistrate looked at him gravely and 
said, Square, you can read your books, if you please, but my wife and 
I have settled dis question dis mornin’ ’fore breakfas’.’’? And, sir, when 
we come now to the question of the rules of this House, it seems that 
they have already been settledin a Republican caucus, Notwithstand- 
ing, however, this organization in advance of debate to determine upon 
the rules of this House, I shall endeavor to present the reasons why 
many of the proposed rules should not be adopted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion at this point? 

Mr. BLOUNT. What does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask a question, if the gentleman 
will yield to me, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, you did not let me into your caucus, but I 
will let you come in now with your question, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know whether the Democratic can- 
cus did not resolve in advance that they would oppose the adoption of 
these rules? 

Mr. BLOUNT. They did, after understanding your programme. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly; then we are even on that score. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lou started off on that line of policy. We had rea- 
sons for our course, I will say to the gentleman, however, that we 

no resolution in caucus—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must ask to be allowed to pro- 
ceed in order, 

Sir, in this code of rules submitted to the House there are changes 
proposed which to me are exceedingly grave and demand careful and 
just consideration. I wish first to inyite the attention of the House to 
two paragraphs proposed as a part of Rule XXIII: 

2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which shall consist of 100 
members, the chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the com- 
mittee shall rise and the chairman shall report the names of the absentees to 
the House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum 
shall appear the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without further 
order of the House, 

3. All motions or propositions originating either in the House or Senate in- 
volving a tax or charge upon the people; all proceedings touching appropriations 
of money, or bills making a propriations of money or property, or airing 
such appropriation to be made. or authorizing payment out of appropriations 

ready made, or releasing any liability to the United States for money or prop- 
erty, shall be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order 
under this rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has 
commenced, 

Mr. Speaker, I maintain that the provision proposing to fix 100 asa 
quorum in Committee of the Whole is unconstitutional and without 
precedent in any parliamentary body. I maintain further that this, in 
connection with other provisions of these rules—the provision, for in- 
stance, allowing the Committee of the Whole to select any bill that 
it pleases in committee, instead of being guided by the Calendar—will 
result in combinations in Committee of the Whole and in legislation 
which will redound to the dishonor of the House of Representatives. 
I maintain further that the attempt to make 100 a quorum of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is a reversal of all the theories 1n regard to the pur- 
poses of a Committee of the Whole. 

I trust I may be pardoned if I invite the House at perhaps an un- 
pleasant length to an examination of this question in the House of Com- 
mons of Great Britain, and follow that with its history in the House of 


: 
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eee from the beginning cf the Government down. It is 
well, sir, we should retrace its history in the past, for it has had the 
sanction of ages and of the grandest intellects of the earth, 

I ask attention, first, to 2 Hatsell, page 177: 

On the 5th of January, 1640, it was declared as a constant rule that Mr. Speaker 
is not to go to his chair till there be at least forty in the house, 

1 I read this as an example of the various orders as to a quorum in the 
ouse, 

On the 23d of April, 1735, there not being forty members in a Committee of the 
House, Mr. Speaker resumed the chair, and, there being then forty members 

present, proceeded in business. On the 22d of March, 1733; the 23d of] February, 
746; the 2d and 4th of April, 1755; the 9th of March, 1757, and the 10th of May, 
1758, Committees of the Whole House break for want of forty members, 

And when it gets to the matter of a quorum in the Committee of the 
Whole House no order but the practice of the committee is cited, show- 
ing in the House of Commons the Committee of the Whole naturally 
and logically must have the same number for a quorum as the House. 

This rule that forty members should be present was certainly intended to pre- 
vent questions being carried by surprise andin a thin House; and, asit is essen- 
Ual to the fairness of proceeding, it has therefore, I believe, been observed in- 
violably, both as to the number present when the speaker takes the cbair and 
as to his quitting it again immediately, if it is after 4 o'clock, 

The same authority says: 


It appears from several instances that the practice of the house has extended 
this rule to the Committees of the Whole House; and that it is equally necessary 
if forty members are not present for the chairman immediately to leave the 
chair and for the speaker to resume it. 

Further on he says: 


When there is a division in the house or a committee of the house and it 
appears upon the report of the numbers that forty members are not present, and 
the house or the committee are upon this immediately adjourned, there can be no 
decision upon the question then under consideration, though upon the report 
of the numbers the majority should be ten to one. 


Mr. Speaker, this same authority fixes the number of the House of 
Commons at that time at 658 members, I state this in answer toa 
question of my friend from California [Mr. CLUNTIE]. 

Perhaps it might be well for me here tosay that when our forefathers 
came to fix the Constitution of the United States and to regulate the 
character of the House of Representatives and the Senate of the United 
States they discarded the rule of Parliament to the extent they required 
the majority of both bodies necessary to the transaction of business, 

I wish to invite the attention of the House to the same authority 
(3 Hatsell) on the subject of rules of the house in the matter of sup- 


plies. 


On the 18th of February it was resolved: 


That if any motion be made in the house for any public aid or charge upon 
the people, the consideration and debate thereof ought not presently to be 
entered upon, but adjourned till such further day as the House shall think to 
appoint; and then it ought to be referred tothe Committee of the Whole House 
and their opinions to be reported thereupon before any resolution or vote o 
the house do pass therein, 

This same author cites in various Parliaments the same regulation 
in the matter of voting supplies. 

After citing instance after instance of similar resolutions in various 
Parliaments he enters upon his observations upon the same: 

The House of Commons have with great wisdom imposed these rules and re- 
strictions upon themselves in the exercise of that great and most important 
privilege “the sole and exclusive right of granting aids and supplies to the 
Crown,” in order (as it is their duty when they are imposing burdens upon 
their fellow-subjects togive every opportunity for free and frequent discussions) 
that they may not by sudden and hasty votes incur expenses or be induced to 
approve of measures which might entail heavy and lasting burdens upon them- 
selves and their terity. It is upon this principle that, as long ago as tlhe year 
1667, the house laid it down fora rule that no motion or proposition for an 
aid or charge upon the people should be presently entered upon ;” that by this 
means due and sufficient notice of the subject should be given, and that the 
members should not be surprised into a vote, but might come prepared to sug- 
gest every argument which the importance of the question may demand. 

Another part of the same order, “that such propositions shall receive their 
first discussion in a Committee of the Whole House,“ is no less wise and pru- 
dent. There every member may speak as often as he finds it necessary and is 
not confined, n delivering his opinions, by those rules which are to be observed 
whens ing in the house, and which in matters of account and computation 
would 5 inconvenient, and would necessarily deprive the house of 
much real and useful information, * * * and it appears to be one of those 
rules which, as it has its foundation in prudence and an attention to the case of 
the people, ought to be in all instances invariably observed. 


Mr. Speaker, itis well for us to weigh carefully the proceedings of 
the House of Commons in determining the amount of taxes and the 
amount of appropriations, in all of which this rule was deemed of the 
highest importance and received the most careful consideration. It 
was there the uniform rule, solemnly avowed for hundreds of years, 
that the House itself should not act on these subjects until they had 
first gone to a Committee of the Whole House for debate and considera- 
tion, and for recommendation to the House, Then, sir, in the course 
of time, the First American Congress assembled. 

On the Ist day of April, I think it was, a quorum of that body was 
obtained, and about the 7th of that month rules were adopted and 
provision for a Committee of the Whole was made, and it was provided 
there that the rules of the House should obtain in the Committee of the 
Whole, except such as related to debate. They carried into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole a requisite that it should consist of a majority of 
the whole House, and during the same month of April 

Mr. McKINLEY, Was it a rule that fixed a quorum in committee? 
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Mr. BLOUNT. The same rules of procedure in Committee of the 
Whole were established as prevailed in the House, except that, as I 
have said, relating to debate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we will follow that same thought alittle further, 
and upon an examination it will be found that within a few days there- 
alter, and during the same month, the question of tariff legislation was 
acted upon and referred to a Committee of the Whole and debated for 
a long period before it was reported to the House. 

Later on, in the Third Congress, the rules were rendered somewhat 
more comprehensive. The same jealousy on the subject of taxation 
and the appropriation of the public revenues which is to be found in 
the proceedings of our ancestors in the British House of Commons is 
closely followed and plainly reiterated here. We find in the rules: 

No motion or 8 fora tax or charge upon the people shall be discussed 
upon the day it is made or offered. * * * Every such proposition shall re- 
ceive its first discussion in the Committee of the Whole House. * * * Alpro- 
ceedings touching the appropriation of money shall be first moved and discussed 
in a Committee of the Wire: e House. 

+ „The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed in committee 
— so far as they may be applicable, except that limiting the time of speaking, 
etc, 

And here, sir, the same doctrine is recognized that the rule of pro- 
ceeding in Committee of the Whole required that they should have a 
quorum to do business, just as the House is required to have a quorum 
before it can transact business, The substance of this rule has con- 
tinued from then until now. 

In 1837 the Manual of Mr. Jefferson was added to the rules by a vote 
of the House, and has since then been a part of the legislative code of 
the House of Representatives. But through those rules and through 
this long practice thereunder there has never been a question, so far as 
the Journal of the House discloses or so far as I have been able to dis- 
cover in debate, making any distinction between a quorum of the House 
and that required to transact business in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, Speaker, the English authorities which I have cited might besup- 
plemented by various others, but I have not thought fit to trespass 
upon the patience of the House by the recitation of authorities which 
are simply cumulative, and especially before a body of such high in- 
tellectuality. It is said by the majority reporting these rules, as it has 
been u: elsewhere, that the committee of one hundred is authorized 
by the Constitution; thata Committee of the Whole is nota body doing 
business; that it simply debates and recommends, 

Well, let us examine this. I wish to call the attention of the House 
just at this point to the following language in the Constitution of the 
United States: 

Each House shall be the judge of the clections, returns, and qualifications of its 

wn members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business; 
But a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, rho may be authorized to 
compel the attendance of absent members in such manner and under such pen- 
alties as each House may provide. 

Tt is claimed that a Committee of the Whole House is not the House 
in the sense of the Constitution, and therefore no infraetion of the pro- 

vision which I have just read is caused by the proposed change. 

I wish to ask, where is the House when the Committee of the Whole 
is in session? Hasitadjourned? Has it taken n recess? If it has not, 
it is in session. It goes into committee by a resolution declaring that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. It can be nothing but the House. You have desig- 
nated it as a committee; but it is the House. You have your standing 
committees and your special committees carved out of the House, which, 
when the House is not in session, may assemble itself or themselves 
and proceed according to their own methods on any matter which isre- 
ferred to them and which they desire to take up, or which they are di- 
rected to examine by the order of the House; and they can not sit while 
the House itself is in session. 

Now, how is it with the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union? That committee can not possibly sit until the House 
and a quorum of the House shall have assembled. It is from that 
body, which is organized under the Constitution, thatis formed a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House; and ont of that body alone may a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be born. That is the only way you can 
reach it. Thatcommitteecannotadjourn. Each member of the House 
ean fally participate in its proceedings. When that committee rises 
and makes its report, it makes it to the House, and the House may ad- 
journ, but the committee can not. What, then, sir, is there in this 
name? Is this the way you propose to fritter away the Constitution of 
your country? Is it by sticking to the letter you mean to destroy its 
very life and spirit? 

Do business, says the Constitution. You say that debate on the 
great subject of taxation, the burdens imposed upon the people, on 
the expenditures of millions of dollars for the public service, and re- 
porting resolutions and bills thereon to the House, which for centu- 
ries in the British Parliament and from the beginning of our Govern- 
ment unt# now has been considered indispensable before the House 
could act on these subjects, is not doing business? And that the sug- 
gestion of amendments on the subject of tariff or on the subject of ex- 

nditures is not doing business? And to report that matter to the 

ouse to dispose of is not doing business? And do you assert that fol- 
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lowing this situation of a bill, as the result of this debate and the per- 
fection of a measure, the previous question ordered on the passage of a 
bill in the House, excluding further debate and amendment, does not 
give the character of doing business to the work of the Committee of 
the Whole, has not fastened its result upon the legislation of the Gov- 
ernment from the beginning of the Government down until now? 
Why, Mr. Speaker, certainly no gentleman upon a second thought will 
pretend to stand by any such conclusion, and if you need any further 
aid in construing the Constitution let uslook tothe following language 
of that instrument: 

Buta smaller number may adjourn from day to day and may be authorized 
to compel the attendance of absent members in such manner and under such 
penalties as each House may provide. - 

What is it the House can do when it has no quorum? It can send 
for absentees ; it can adjourn; and by the rulesof law and of common 
sense it excludes the right and power on the part of that body to do 
any other than those two things. Yetgentlemen areclaiming that they 
can take up bills involving millions of dollars, inrelation to taxation of 
the people and to expenditures, and debate them, and that is not do- 
ing business, Ay, verily, sir; in the light of this construction of the 
Constitution, it does seem to me that there isa reckless defiance, a per- 
sistent purpose on the partof those gentlemen who have declared their 
purpose that the majority shall rule, even at the expense of the Con- 
stitution of their country. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, the Republican caucus has decreed that from now 
henceforth 51 members of the House of Representatives, made up of 330, 
can take up and discuss the most intricate questions of taxation, can 
take up and discuss the expenditures of this great Government in all 
its comprehensiveness; has determined under this rule that less than 
one-sixth of the Representatives of the United States, this little body, 
this insignificant body, is the vast repository provided for discussing 
questions of taxation, for discussing expenditures, and recommending 
its action to the House of Representatives. Then we shall have the 
previous question upon it, and we will haye it railroaded through in a 
manner that will make the English-speaking people stand aghast at the 
progress of radical thought in the nineteenth century. 

Again, sir, in this little, insignificant committee, invested with these 
powers, it is further provided: 

In Committees of the Whole House business on the Calendars may be taken up 
in regular order or in such order as the committee may determine, unless the 
bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of going into 
committee; but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have precedence, 

Hitherto the proceedings in Committee of the Whole have been regu- 
lated by the Calendars; taken up and arranged to suit no one, to ac- 
complish no purpose. How will it be after this? You will have vari- 
ous projects in Committee of the Whole. You will have propositions 
in relation to funding the debt of Pacific railroads; you will have 
them relating to the expenditures of millions of dollars for educational 
purposes; you will have them involving millions for the pupose of sub- 
sidizing steam-ship lines; you will have others, perhaps unprecedented 
in the history of expenditures in this conntry, involving hundreds of 
millions in the matter of the Navy. 

It will be idle, sir, for me to undertake to call up from the history 
of the past the various schemes and persons and forces behind those 
schemes which will find in the Committee of the Whole House of 100, 
51 of whom may make a recommendation, the very finest facility for 
accomplishing their purposes. Hitherto the Calendar has prevented 
combination among those various interests. It was notin the er 
of this scheme, or that, or the other to go into the committee and by a 
union of forces for the purpose of throwing aside that Calendar get at 
the great schemes they have struggled to accomplish in past years and 
have been defeated in the doing of it hitherto only by the rules of this 
House. They will find, sir, the very best facilities in that committee 
hereafter. 

Talk of log-rolling, if you please, on river and harbor bills, log-roll- 
ing in the matter of publie buildings; but, sir, when you shall have 
organized your Committee of the Whole on this basis, these things will 
dwindle into insignificance, and the conntry will stand aghast at the 
result they will be able to accomplish. 

More than that, sir, this committee of one hundred may, by a vote 
of the majority of the members present, at any time after five-minute 
debate is begun on a proposed amendment to any section or paragraph, 
close all debate upon said section or paragraph. The House may 
have remitted to this committee the great consideration of important 
measures, and yet when you come to that debate out of which the most 
light is evolved—the five-minute debate—it is competent in that lit- 
tle body to limit debate to five minutes on either side. For the first 
— in our history do we find a Committee of the Whole limiting de- 

te. 

Mr. Speaker, the country will think when this taxation shall have 
been accomplished, when these expenditures shall have been fastened 
upon it, that that committee will have done a vast amount of ill; and, 
sir, I fear that it will not stop there. Heavy burdens may be fixed 
upon us to-day which to-morrow can not be removed, and it may en- 
dure for generations, z 
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This report contains another matter of considerable moment. Rule 
XV provides: ’ 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be auth to compel the attendance of — members, and, in 
all calls of the House, the doors shall be closed, the names of the members shall 
be called by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; and those for whom no sufficient 
excuse is made may, by order ofa ity of those present, be sent for and ar- 
rested, wherever they may be found, by officers to be appointed by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms for that purpose, and their attendance secured and retained; and the 
House shall determine upon what condition they shall be discharged. 

This isan extraordinary remedy. In the Third Congress there was an 
effort in the Senate of the United States to make it as one of the rules 
of the body that members should be fined for non-attendance. They 
were unable to adopt it. Legislators, under the rules of this House, 
have since that period attempted the same thing, by placing it in the 
code of rules, and it has been a failure; never executed. In the British 
Parliament this same authority, Hatsell, on the subject of enforcing 
the attendance of members by fines, declares that it has never been exe- 
cuted, and for hundreds of years it has never been attempted; yet to- 
day, Mr. Speaker, we have a p ition presented to us that absentees 
shall besent for, brought to this House and retained here (their attend- 
ance secured and retained), and the House shall determine upon what 
condition they are to bedischarged. They are notsimply broughtinto 
this Hall, but they are to be put into custody, they are to be put into 
whatever custody the majority of the House shall sce fit, and they are 
to continue in that custody until the majority of this House shal! de- 
termine upon the time and manner of their discharge. 

Mr. S. er, I say that the genius of our institutions, the genius of 
the Anglo-Saxon civilization, which has never permitted it in England, 
for centuries, and has made it absolutely a nullity here, will revolt at 
this monstrosity: The scene of members brought in and fastened. 
How? In the discretion of that body, by whatever means it sees fit, 
kept here under the dictation of that majority and required to remain 
in that sort of condition as legislators to make a quorum to transact 
business. Sir, you will have facilities for legislation; you will have 
vour committee of 100 as a quorum. That committee may close debate 
on any proposition in five-minute debate. It may go to any stretch it 
pleases; it may combine for the purpose of making many and excessive 
drafts upon the Treasury. The moneyed lords will be gladdened when 
the sanctity of the Constitution is gone, when the long-barred bolts of 
the Treasury are broken, and when they may imprison the Representa- 
tives of the people if needed to consummate their wicked schemes. 

Mr. Speaker, I know it is to be attempted. I know it has been de- 
creed that this scene shall be made possible on the floor of the House 
of Representatives of the United States. It does not betoken the old- 
time jealousy of freemen. It does not betoken the old-time jealousy 
of power. It does not call up the scenes of conflict between barons 
and kings. It does not call up the conflicts between them and the 
people, nor the characters therein formed. You have dispensed with 
the diadem. Its specter has passed away. 

Tn the progress of civilization the laws of primogeniture have passed 
away. The tyranny of the land-holders has gone with it. But, sir, do 
not be led into the belief that these securities, that these constitutional 
proceedings, that this jealousy of power which has characterized our race 
in the past and grown out of those conflicts, has come to be obsolete. 
We have another tyranny to confront us. We have the tyranny of the 
majority, which, sometimes under the direction of corrupt influences, 
sometimes under hasty legislation, sometimes from one cause or another, 
needs extreme measures of resistance; and, Mr. Speaker, for the people 
and for the minority of this House I am not willing silently to see 
these scenes enacted here without making a protest, even when I know 
it is to be unavailing, 

In addition to this matter of facilitating business, we have another 
provision in relation to delay. There was s practice under the old rule, 
when bills wereintroduced on Monday for reference, to send up bills con- 
taining many pages and have them read, with the view of preventing 
the House from reaching the next business in order, to wit, the sus- 
pension of the rules. In this way the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON] has prevented time and time again the consideration of a 
bill funding the debt of the Pacific railroads. So I have seen the con- 
sideration of important measures, under the suspension of the rules and 
with only thirty minutes’ debate, prevented by this device. Sir, I 
appeal to any American citizen of intelligence, of yirtne, and of hon- 
esty whether or not the of such measures hastily and with- 
out due consideration ought not to have been prevented, even by such 
means. 

Again, sir, there was a habit of making a motion to adjourn, a mo- 
tion to adjourn to a particular day, and a motion to take a recess, 
these motions succeeding each other in orderand having a roll-call upon 
each, thereby causing delay and preventing the consideration of meas- 
ures. I admit, sir, that those practices produced some delay; they pro- 
duced some inconvenience; but I will undertake to say that the history 
of the use of that power shows a record of obstruction to legislation 
which can be justified in good conscience. Not that I mean to reflect 


upon the character of the persons who may have been seeking the con- 
sideration of certain measures, but because the reasons lying at the 
bottom of the opposition were deep enough to justify such obstruction. 


These were the obstructive methods resorted to in the House, so far as 
I know, since I have been a member of it. These were the delays that 
our friends upon the other side have declaimed against and have de- 
clared must come to an end. You have accomplished that, gentle- 
men, by an express provision of these new rules, but you have not been 
content to pause there. 

You have provided that the Speaker shall entertain no dilatory mo- 
tion. Yon have not defined adilatory motion; you have declared your 
inability to define it. I took up the other day a volume containing a 
record of appeals from the decisions of the Speakers of this House on 
8 of order, beginning with the First Congress and coming on 

own through more than fifty years. Once that book was a great au- 
thority. It was a book well worthy of being printed and stored away 
in your libraries for the purpose of guiding future legislators in parlia- 
mentary proceedings. 

But your rales propose to abolish all that, and henceforth that book 
will be simply a matter to be examined hy those who are curious in 
literary antiquities. You propose to leave it with the Speaker to deter- 
mine what are dilatory motions. You have been so eager to ‘‘railroad ” 
legislation and to exclude every possibility of obstructing you in your 
headlong course that you have parted with the power of appealing from 
his decision and have left him to declare what is dilatory and what is 
not, without any right of appeal. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman claim that the 
right of appeal does not remain the same as heretofore? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Under “ general parliamentary law“ I have seen the 
i Yori refase to entertain an appeal from his own decision on a point 
of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But we are going back to rules now, 

Mr, BLOUNT. Well, if you do that under general parliamentary 
law, which is so indefinite, when you have given your Speaker power 
without limit to determine what are dilatory motions, why may not 
he declare an appeal from his decision to be a dilatory motion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And can the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] point out anywhere in these rules a provision 
where the right of appeal is given from the decision of the Chair as to 
what is a dilatory motion? There is no provision by which the Speaker, 
declining to entertain a motion upon the ground that it is dilatory,“ 
can be made to entertain an appeal from that decision. 

Mr. HAYES. And does the gentleman from Michigan understand 
that an 1577825 will still lie? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I certainly understand that an appeal does lie, 
and that it lies under universal parliamentary practice. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, you have specified in these rules every 
pene you could think of that had been used, as you thought, to 

elay business, And when you had done that, when you had cut off 
all inventions you could conceive of for delay, you feared there might 
be something still left, and so you put in a clause that covers every- 
thing, allowing the Speaker to declare that he will entertain no proposi- 
tion that in his judgment he considers dilatory. 

With your Committee of the Whole ofone hundred members, to range 
over the whole field of the Calendar; with fifty-one to come into the 
House and make recommendations of expenditures; with the power to 
demand the previous question upon such report; with the power to 
have all questions of order that may arise in the course of your busi- 
ness cut off as dilatory motions—this is the magnificent picture you are 
presenting to the nation; unique, without precedent, withont prece- 
dent in this country and without precedent in any country where lib- 
erty is recognized. Ay, and in doing this you have ridiculed the sug- 
gestion that the precedents you contravene are hoary with age and 
venerable with the wisdom of many generations of statesmen. You 
have discovered that you are wiser than your fathers; you have deter- 
mined that you will correct all the past, and you have submitted to ns 
this code of rules upon which you say you will go to the country. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] has told us that *' revo- 
lutions never go backward.” He has proclaimed the purposes of his 

rty in this direction, and the declaration has gone to the country. 

ut, sir, the gentleman mistakes the nature of the revolution.“ It is 
not a revolution of the people; it did not emanate from the people; it 
has not the authority of the people behind it. It simply comes from 
a body of a few men, who, on coming into power, are determined to 
use it for all that it is worth. It is but an illustration of the tendency 
in human nature—in individuals, in judicial and in legislative bodies 
to stretch the charter of their power to the last limit. 

For a number pf years—eyer since the Forty-seventh Congress—the 
persons engaged in manufacturing have not been able to dictate meas- 
ures of taxation to the country. The men who made themselves noto- 
rious in the Forty-second Congress by scandalizing the National Legis- 
lature in the expenditure of millions of dollars as subsidies have not 
found the party in power that was able and willing to answer their 
schemes. Since the close of the Forty-third Congress there has not been 
for the Republican party the opportunity to make large expenditures. 
The Forty-seventh Congress found the country largely in distress, and 
it was restrained. But now you have the opportunity to commend 
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yourselves to the ship-building interest by the expenditure of large 
sums of money upon a navy. 

You have the ei for the expenditure of money for the mak- 
ing of contracts in relation to various subjects of taxation, which, by 
reason of the fact that your party is in power in the Senate and in the 
executive branch, can not in human possibility be curtailed within 
the next four years. In the Forty-third Con; after you had been 
defeated at the polls, you adopted a system of taxation. In the Forty- 
seventh Congress—at its close—by a trick in parliamentary law, the 
subject was brought up in this House and you passed a tariff bill 
which has stood from that time until now. 

It is exceedingly important to you in reference to matters of taxa- 
tion, matters of expenditure ang subjects relating thereto, that you 
shall use this little majority that you have in the interest of the manu- 
factttrers, in the interest of the ship-builders, in the interest of the 
subsidy-seekers, in the interest of unconstitutional expenditures in the 
matter of education, in the interest of various measures which could not 
have any opportunity where there was not outside, as it were, a mort- 
gage on the powers of the majority in relation to the legislative policy 
of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not claim the power of looking forward into the 
future; what the results of the next election may be are uncertain; but 
there are some things to which we may safely adhere: a due regard to 
the people whom we represent in the matter of taxation and especially 
a due regard to them in maintaining intact the restraints which the 
Constitution bas put upon our power in the transaction of business. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a few remarks 
on the pending question; butas I presume the House does not wish to 
have me proceed now I will myself move to adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, the following business was transacted 
by unanimous consent: 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 881) to provide an American register for the schooner barge 
Mexico, of Pensacola, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1023) to provide an American register for the steamer Ber- 
nard, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

A bill (S. 1093) to provide an American register for the steamer Ja- 
maica, of New York; and 

A bill (H. R. 3834) to appropriate $40,000 for the maintenance of the 
Marion Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
for the year ending June 30, 1890, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage without amendment of the bill (H. R. 3834) to appropriate 
$40,000 for the maintenance of the Marion Branch of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, for the year ending June 30, 1890. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 132) to amend section 1014 of the Reyised Statutes of the 
United States, in relation to the arrest of offenders against the United 
States escaping from one district or State into another; 

A bill (S. 201) to provide for a site for a public building at New Or- 
leans, La. ; and 

A bill (S. 620) to provide for the time and place of holding the terms 
of the United States district courts in the State of South Dakota. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the following titles; 
which were severally read twice, and referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 620) to provide for the time and place of holding the terms 
of the United States district courts in the State of South Dakota—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The bill (S. 201) to provide for a site fora publie building at New 
Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 132) toamend section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in relation to the arrest of offenders against the United 
States escaping from one district or State into another—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President was received, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, and also announcement of the approval of bill (H. 
R. 495) to provide certificates of honorable service to those who have 
served in the United States Navy or Marine Corps who have lost their 
certificates of discharge. 


SIOUX INDIAN LANDS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
In pursuance of the power vested in me by the terms of the last clause of sc- 
tion 3 of fhe act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, entitled “An act making 
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appro! ions for the current and con t of the Indian Depart- 

ment, and for ares treat; . various Indian tribes, for the 

, and for other purposes,” a commission as therein au- 

thorized was kepponen consisting of Charles Foster, of Ohio, William War- 
„an 


required by section 12 of the treaty of 1868, and upon s careful examination of 
the papers submitted I find such to be the fact, and that such consent is properly 
evidenced by the signatures of more than three-fourths of such Indians. 

At the outset of the negotiations the commission was confronted by certain 
questions as to the interpretation and effect of the act of Congress which they 
were presenting for the acceptance of the Indians. Upon two or three points 
of some importanee the commission gave, in response to these inquiries, an in- 
terpretation of the law, and it was the law thus explained to them that was ac- 
cepted by the Indians. The commissioners had no power to bind Congress or 
the Executive by their construction of a statute, but they were the agents of the 
United States, first, to submit a definite proposition for the acceptance of the In- 
dians, and, that failing. to agree *. 5 modified terms to be submitted to Con- 

for ratification. They were dealing with an ignorant and suspicious - 

pe and an explanation of the terms and effect of the offer submitted could not 

avoided. Good faith demands that, if the United States accepts the lands 

ceded, the beneficial construction of the act given by our agents should be also 
admitted and observed. 

The chief difficulty in the construction of the act ows out ofits relation to 
prior treaties, which were by section 19 continued in force so faras they are 
notin conflict with the terms ofihe act. The seventh article of the treaty of 
1903, relating to schools and school-houses. is by section 17 of the act continued 
in force for twenty years, subject tosuch modifications as Congress shall deem 
most effective to secure to said Indians equivalent benefits of such education,” 

Section 7 of the treaty of 1808 provides only for instruction in the “element 
branches of an English education,” while section 17 of the act, after continuing 
this section of the treaty in a re a fund which is to be applied "for 
the promotion of industrial and other suitable education among said Indians.” 
Again, section 7 of the treaty provides for the erection of a school-house for 
every thirty children who can be induced to attend, while section 20 of the act 
requires the erection of not less than thirty school-houses, and more if found 
necessary. 

The commissioners were asked by the Indians whether the cast of the English 
schools provided for in section 7 of the treaty and of the school-houses pro- 
vided for in the same section and im section 20 of the act would be a charge 
Ls se ei the proceeds of the lands they were now asked to cede to the United 
States, This question was answered jn the negative, and I think the answer 
wascorrect. If the act, without reference to section 7 of the treaty, isto be con- 
strued to express the whole duty of the Government towards the Indians in the 
matter of ools, the extension for twenty years of the provisions of that sec- 
tion is without meaning. 

The assurance given by the commissioners that the money appropriated by 
section 27 of the act to pay certain bands for the ponies taken by the military 
authorities in 1876 would not be a charge against the proceeds of the ceded lands 
was obviously a correct interpretation of the law. ‘ 

The Indians were further assured by the commissioners that the amount a 
propriated for the expenses of the commission could not under the law be made 
a 3 the proceeds of their lands. This, I think, is a correct ex position 
ofthe act, 

It seems from the report of the commission that some of the Indians at the 
Standing Rock agency asked whether if they accepted the act they could have 
the election to take their allotments under section 6 of the treaty of 1868 and 
have the benefits of section 8 and 10 of that treaty,and were told that they could. 

As the treaty is continued in force, except where it contravenes the provis- 
ions of the act, I do not see any difficulty in admitting this interpretation. 

It will be found that the commission has submitted many recommendations, 
some of them involving legislation and others appealing to powers already 
possessed by the executive department. The cousent of the Indians to the act 
was not made dependent upon the adoption of any of these recommendations, 
but many of them are obvious iy just and promotive of the true interests of the 
Indians. So far as these require legislation they are earnestly commended to 
the attention of Congress. : 

The Secretary of the Interior has prepared and submits wilh his letter trans- 
mitting the report of the commission the draft of a bill embodying those rec- 
ommendations of the commission requiring legislation. 

The appropriations necessary to carry Into effect the provisions of the act 
should be promptly made and be immediately available. 

BENJ. HARRISON, 

EX&curive MAX310x, February 10, 1890. 


The message was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the following leaves of absence were granted: 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, for two weeks, on account of 
im portant business. 

To Mr. McCLAMny¥, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

CHICKAMAUGA PARK. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, the report on the bill (H. R. 6454) to 
establish a national military park at the battle-field ot Chickmauga, on 
account of the public demand, the supply being*exhausted, was ordered 
to be reprinted. 

CORRECTION OF REFERENCES. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Invalid Pensions will be dis- 
charged from the consideration of bills of the following titles, and they 
will be referred to the Committee on Pensions : 

A bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher; and 

A bill (H. R. 4299) increasing the pension of Mrs. Dorothea D. Yates. 


SANITARIUM BRANCH, NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. SPINOLA, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6777) 
for the establishment, operation, and maintenance of a hospital to be 
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known as the Sanitarium Branch of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, Ark.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

PORT OF DELIVERY, CAIRO. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 6778) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery at 
Cairo, in the county of Alexander, in the State of Illinois, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LICENSE OF MASTERS, MATES, AND PILOTS OF STEAM-VESSELS, 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6779) to amend section 4443 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in relation to the licenses of masters, mates, and pilots of steam-vessels; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. a 


TO REFUND CERTAIN LICENSE FEES TO OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS, 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 6780) to refund certain license fees to licensed officers of steam- 
vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSES, GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. BURTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6781) 
providing for sundry light-honses and other aids to navigation on the 
Great Lakes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE BIG SANDY RIVER. 


Mr. PAYNTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6782) 
making an appropriation to continue the improvement of the Big Sandy 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LAWRENCE, KANS. 

Mr. FUNSTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6783) for the erection of a public building at Lawrence, Kans.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pablic 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SUGAR. 


Mr. FUNSTON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6784) to establish a school in connection with the chemical division of 
the Department of Agriculture for instruction in the manufacturs of 
sugar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


MANUFACTURE, ETC., OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS AS A BEVERAGE. 


Mr. PICKLER presented a petition of the National Temperance So- 
ciety; which was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. It is as follows: 


To the United States Senate and House of iy ymca 
The undersigned, citizens of the United , respectfully and earnestly ask 
your honorable body, by an appropriate joint resolution, to adopt and propose 
to the several States an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
which, when ratified, will prohibit henceforth the manufacture, importation, 
exportation. transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage in 
the United States and in every place subject to their j sdiction. 
In behalf of the board of managers of the National Temperance Society. 
THEO. L. CUYLER, President. 
J. N. STEARNS, Corresponding Secretary. 


— 


_CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS FOR THE ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES 


IN THE FIFTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 

Mr. WICKHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6785) to provide that Congressional districts for election of Representa- 
tives in the Fifty-second Congress shall be the same in territory as those 
from which Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress were or may 
be elected; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] does 

not desire to go on to-night, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


ourn. 
8 GROSVENOR. I do not desire to ge on to-night. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has a motion to adjourn 


pending. 
The motion wasagreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6821) to relieve Woolery Robertson 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 6622) granting a pension to Ella Har- 
bison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6623) to increase the pension of John A. Rolf to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6624) increasing the pension of W. P. Harrison 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 6625) for the relief of W. R. Boag— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 6626) giving William K. Mayo the 
rank and pay of rear-admiral on the retired-list of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Afairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6627) for the relief 
of William Paxton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6628) for the relief of Dennis 
Kane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of H. S. Sheldon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6630) for the relief of Charles Misner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6631) for the relief of Mary Cathran—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6632) for the relief of Lea May—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6634) for the relief of George W. Barto—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6635) for the relief of George R. Wright—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6636) for the relief of Robert Park—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6637) for the relief of E. E. Hazard—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6638) for the relief of Mary C. Zeek—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6639) for the relief of Sarah E. Flowers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6640) for the relief of A. G. Barton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6641) for the relief of A. F. Wescott—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6642) for the relief of Anna Isabella Lawton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6643) for the relief of Margarett Batt—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6644) for the relief of Joseph Kemer to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6645) for the relief of William Redmond to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6646) for the relief of Harriet Melchor—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6647) for the relief of J. A. Whiteomb—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6648) for the relief of C. J. Gibbs—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6649) for the relief of William M. Hitchcock—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6650) for the relief of Chauncey P. Martin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6651) for the relief of Henry Sigel—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6652) for the relief of Stanley Stewart—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6653) for the relief of John Harvey—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6654) for the relief of Henry Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6655) for the relief of Elias J. Breese—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. * ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of Parker J. Rhoads—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6657) for the relief of Isaac Bone—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6658) for the relief of J. H. Rector—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6659) for the relief of William Keene—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6660) for the relief of Sylvester Munger—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6661) for the relief of F. M. Eddy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 6662) for the relief of William Cotton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6663) for the relief of J. S. Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6664) for the relief of George H. Murdock—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6665) for the relief of E. Wheeler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6666) for the relief of Soloman Lusk—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6667) to amend section 10 of an act entitled An 
act making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Goy- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1867, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 28, 1866—to the Committee dn War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6668) for the relief of 
Elizabeth C. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. j- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6669) for the relief of William Holder—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6670) for the 
relief of Sylvander Jefferds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of Peter Quigley—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6672) for the relief of Frank P, Carr—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6673) for the relief of Mrs, Cassa 
Simpson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6674) for the relief of Henry Rickman—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) for the relief of the board of commissioners 
of thesinking fund of the city of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DINGLEY; A bill (H. R. 6677) granting a pension to Enoch 
M. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6678) granting a pension to Harriet G. Howse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6679) to increase the pension of John L. Gowen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 6680) for the relief of Asbury 
Hartshorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6681) for the relief of R. M. Moss— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6682) for the relief of Silney Helm—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 6683) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Charles W. Hammond—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6684) granting a pension to David N. Deames— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6685) for the relief of Henry Dulgar—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6686) for the relief of Coplin McKelvey—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 6687) for the relief of George F. De 
Freitas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6688) asking an increase of pension for Mary H, 
Nicholson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 6689) granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob E. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6690) for the relief of Charles F. 
Hansell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6991) granting a pension to John E. 
Creswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of H. N. F. 
Read—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KINSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6693) for the relief or 
Uzzi J. Kemp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6694) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Green Watts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6695) for the relief of estate of Willis 
Potter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6696) for the relief of Jane Salter- 
field—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6697) for the relief of Lewis P. Hicks 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6698) for the relief of W. P. Brew- 
ington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6699) for the relief of Charles M. 
Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6700) for the relief of the heirs or 
legal representatives of George A. King, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6701) for the relief of Henry Hilti- 
brand—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6702) for the relief of James H. 
Moyer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6703) for the relief of William De- 
quire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6704) for the relief of Theodore P. 
Russell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6705) for the relief of the estate of 
William Thomas, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6706) for the relief of the heirs or le- 
gal representatives of Reuben Watts—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6707) for the relief of the heirs or 
legal representatives of James Addison—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6708) for the relief of the heirs or 
legal representatives of Bazel Wilson—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6709) for the relief of the heirs or 
legal representatives of C. A. Wadlow—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6710) for the relief of Daniel White- 
ner—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6711) for the relief of John Albert— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6712) for the relief of I. G. Whit- 
worth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6713) for the relief of G. B. Goggins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6714) for the relief of James Miller— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6715) for the relief of N. B. Allen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6716) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Loyd—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6717) for the relief of J. J. A. White- 
ner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6718) for the relief of L. J. Cundiffi— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 6719) for the relief of James Dunlap— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 6720) for the relief of J. W. Kinyon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 6721) grantinga pension to August Seiter 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McKINLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6722) for the relief 
of George Kendall and William Kendall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 6723) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Henry M. Brainerd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6724) granting a pension to George W. Robbins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 6725) to increase the pension of 
Lee H. Utt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Isaac Moore—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6727) to remove the charge of desertion against 
David Dunwoody—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 6728) granting a pension to Ezra 
Landon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6729) granting a pension to Thomas Lawson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. PAYSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6730) for the relief of 
Neil Fisher—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6731) forthe erection of an equestrian 
statue of ex-President Zachary Taylor—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6732) granting a pension to Lilla May 
Pavy and others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6733) for the relief of John Melli- 
font and Ellen Riordon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6734) for the relief of the heirs of 
Frederick W. and Caroline G. Gieseking—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6735) for the relief of John H. Davidson to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6736) for the relief of William and 
John Beattie—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6737) for the reliefof F. B. Stewart— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6738) to refund to the heirs of Cal- 
vin Durand certain customs duties improperly collected—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. à 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6739) to authorize the Court of Claims 
of the United States to ascertain the amount of special damages sus- 
tained by Mrs. M. C. Henderson by a change of the grade on M and 
Twenty-fourth street, in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6740) for the relief of Mary C. Hen- 
derson—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6741) for the relief of the widow and 
children of Peter H. Cookus—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6742) for the relief of John O'Brien 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH (by request): A bill (H. R. 6743) to amend 
the act incorporating the Capitol, North O Street and South Washing- 
ton Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAY: A ah Gi R. 6744) for the relief of James B. Groomes— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): A bill (H. R, 6745) for the relief of 
Lewis S. Bateman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6746) granting a pension to William 
H. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to De Witt C. Hunt 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6748) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Dod- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 6749) granting a pension to Betsey 
Gunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 6750) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Anna Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 6751) to pension Thomas M. 
Pinkind—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6752) to increase the pension of Annie 
Dulany—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of 
the owners of the steamer Leesburg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6754) granting a pension to Mrs. E. Jossey—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6755) graating a pension to A. B. Reeves—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to Joseph Morris—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to William Crowford—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6758) granting a pension 
to James Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6759) for the relief 
of Mrs. Ella P. Murphy—to ‘the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6760) for the relief of D. H. Dickason—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6761) granting a pension to Minerva Westfall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6762) for the relief of James K. P. Addis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 6763) granting a pension to Burrell E. Townsend 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 6764) for the relief of 
George C. Jenks—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of Eberhard Gieb- 
ler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6766) forthe relief of Jacob Kern to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6767) for the relief of Susanah J. Rose—to the 
Committee ou War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6768) granting a pension to Edward Holder—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6769) granting a pension to Elisha L. Elom—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON; A bill (H. R. 6770) for the relief of Will- 
iam Garrett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6771) for the relief of William Holt—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6772) for the relief of Andrew Johnson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 6773) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of James C. Loftus—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 6774) to increase certain pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6775) to pension R. C. Martin 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6776) for the relief of Rufus Ingalls—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Change of reference. 

A bill (H. R. 6200) for the relief of Frederick Coleman—Committee on 

Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 


x) PETITIONS, ETC. 

~The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
fadis the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, Rochester, 
N. V. favoring passage of II. R. 450, transferring the revenue-marine 
service to the Navy Department to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of General G. Mason Graham, of 


Louisiana, asking for increase of pension to veterans of the Mexican 


war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of William K. Mayo, commodore, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petitions of E. P. Bax ter and 
J. A. Wallis, that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of John Gillooly Post, No. 114, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Brighton, Mich., in favor of more liberal pen- 
sion legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. z 


FEBRUARY 10, 


By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: Petition of J. M. Luther and 
others, Marion, Va., in reference to duty upon barytes—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 3438, granting an 
increase of pension to John 1 Taaffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of R. McBeath and 50 others, citizens 
of Whitewater, Wis., praying for a census showing the ownership of 


homes and the ‘amount of the indebtedness thereon—to the Select Com- 


mittee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Lewis S. Bateman, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens and letter-carriers of Des Moines, Iowa, for 
the passage of H. R. 3863, fixing the maximum pay of Jetter-carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of 80 leading citizens and firms of 
Omaha, Nebr., favoring passage of H; R. 3863, fixing maximum pay of 
letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. CRAIN; Proposition of W. M. Douglass, of Galveston, Tex., 
to procure deep water at Aransas Pass, Texas, and accompanying maps 
and papers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Remonstrance of shippers, ete., of Ludington, 
Mich., against H. R. 592, to increase the safety of loaded vessels, ete.— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Henry Dillon Post, No. 150, depart- 
ment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, for the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Asbury Harts- 
horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers to accompany H. R. 4056, for the relief of 
H. R. Sands—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petitions of Lodge No, 586, Lodge No. 1377, 
Lodge No. 622, Lodge No. 1039, and Decker Lodge, F. M. B. A., against 
monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petitions of soldiers of Crawford County; Rose Hill Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Jasper County; citizens of West Liberty, and 
soldiers of Billett, Lawrence County, Illinois, praying for speedy pen- 
sion legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6022, for the relief of Jacob 
Taylor, and H. R. 4533, to pension Hester A. Hicks—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6021, for the relief of James Madi- 
son; H. R. 4536, for relief of Mason Hedrick; H. R. 1639, for the re- 
lief of Henry Roark; H. R. 1635, for the relief of John C. Weaver; and 
H, R. 5698, for relief of Sarah Grisson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 5640, for relief of William H. Pars- 
ley; II. R. 4535, for relief of Osman Mann; H. R. 4538, for relief of 
Thomas Underhill, and H. R. 5067, for relief of Archibald Huley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 4534, for relief of William Edwards; 
H. R. 1638, for relief of James M. Gullett; and H. R. 1636, for relief 
of Elijah Griffiths—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition for the improvement of Shark 
River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of citizens of Washington, asking for a 
free bathing beach in the city—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, papers in claim of L. A. Noyes—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, memorial of Sheldon Marble Company, relative to duty on sawed 
marble—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Charles F. Hansell, for reissue of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of S. A. Edmundson and 28 others and of 
James J. Akand and 72 others, citizens of Polk County, Missouri, asking 
for the removal of special limitation on pension claims of State militia- 
men—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Camden County, Missouri, in favor of 
pension to Joseph D. Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Memorial of the National Guard 
Association of the United States, urging changes in the militia law, in- 
creased appropriations, ete.—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, memorial of the Old Tippecanoe Club, of Chicago, Ili., in favor 
of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Education, 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of Board of Trade of Chicago, for consoli- 
dation of revenue-cutter service with Navy Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Otter Creek Lodge, F. M. B. A., of Coffey 
County, Kansas, asking for free coinage of silver, for the revision of 
the tariff in the interests of the agricultural interests, for the payment 
of the national debt at the earliest possible moment, for justice to the 
soldier, for the abolishment of trusts and combines, and abolishment 
of the national-banking system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 

and Measures. 

Also, petition of Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of the Republic, de- 
partment of Kansas, asking for paige. of service-pension law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. LACEY: Petition of H. B. Moore and 137 others, citizens of 
Albia, Iowa, for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Iowa State Miners’ Association, favoring legislation 
to protect lives of miners in the Territories, and indorsing H. R. 3839— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the claim of Amelia A. H. Richards—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN; Petition of C. C. Walters and 116 others, for 
the granting of a pension to Joseph D. Williamson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
for improvement of Massachusetts avenue, sontheast—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Daniel Wooden, for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition for abolition of duty on copper ingots, 
bars, wires, ctc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of J. W. Boyd and 75 members of the 
National Soldiers’ Home, Wisconsin, asking the passage of H. R. 4569, 
the furlough bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Grand Army of the Republic post at Nortonville, 
Kans.; Dr. J. Tennant and 92 others, not soldiers, of Carson City, Mich., 
and of Grand Army of the Republic post, Westmoreland, Kans., in 
favor of a service-pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ Alliance, of Leavenworth County, Kan- 
sas, for the free coinage of silver, ete.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of the Florida Conference of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, in favor of the Blair educational bill—to the 
Committee on Education. ; 

By Mr. OSBORN: Petition of Wilkes-Barre (Pa.) post-office clerks, 
relating to classification to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Lodge No. 1174, F. M. B. A., against 
monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Indianapolis, in favor of the 
repeal of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Alex. Sides and 42 citizens of Gibson County, In- 
diana, in favor of free coinage of silver, ete.—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of R. Selby and 24 others, thata bounty of 50 cents 
be paid on each barrel of flour exported in vessels built and owned in 
the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Papers in cases of William and John Beattie and 
Calvin Durand—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in case of Capt. N. Fisher—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL: Papers relating to claim of John Miser—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance of Waco, Kans., 
against the Windom silver bill—to the Committee on.Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Methodist Episcopal clergy of Seran- 
ton, Pa., for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of 22 citizens of Point Pleasant, Ohio, for 
passage of the Ingalls pension bill without the fifty-year elause - to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of the religious Society of Friends, of 
Indiana, praying that American citizens be prevented furnishing alco- 
holic liquors to the people of the Free Congo State—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor, Traffic. 

Also, papers, eté., in the claim for pension of Horace B. Hollenback— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of employés of customs at Sault Ste. 
Marie, Mich., for 30 days’ leave of absence, as other Government em- 
ployés—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of John H. Gillett and others, against the passage of 
House bill No. 592, to increase the safety of loaded vessels—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request): Petition of Mrs. Annie Da- 
laney, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Papers in the claims of Mary E. and Albert 
Jones, William A. Lewis, Malinda Noblin, Phillip B. Pope, Eliza 
Phillips, Charles Robinson, G. W. Ragan, and Wilkie McHan, execu- 
tors of Solomon Taylor—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of F. M. B. A. of Lexing- 
ae Ky., against monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of Thomas Payne that his 
5 2185 be referred to the Court of Claims —to the Committee on War 
ims. 
Also, papers in the claim of Thomas Neilson—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of D. H. Dickasen, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, petition of James K. P. Addis, for relief—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Minerva Westfall, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of S. E. Carleton and 21 
others, citizens of Bollinger County, Missouri, to remove special limi- 
tations on pension claims of State militiamen—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ers 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of William Holt, that his claim be 


referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
ae emorial of Nashville Typographical Union, No. 20, regarding 
e 


international copyright bill—to the Committee on the 
J A rS a 
By Mr. WIKE: Memorial of the Millers’ National Association rela- 


tive to tariff on jute—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Papers in the claim of Wiiliam 
Light—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of colored citizens of Virginia, relative to the 
affairs of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 


SENATE, 


TUESDAY, February 11, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of a convention of colored 


people there, and praying for the passage of the Blair educational bill 
and a bill granting bounty to colored soldiers in the late war, ete. As 
the educational bill has been reported, I think the petition had better 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs in respect of the other 
part of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, f; 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of the governor and Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, praying for such legislation 
as will enable the governor and Legislative Assembly to create and or- 
ganize a fourth judicial district in that Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 29 farmers, citizens 
of Rochester, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act to prohibit spec- 
ulation in raw and manufactured farm produce; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Custer County, 
Nebraska, praying that the tariff schedules be so changed as to put 
lumber on the free-list; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented two petitions numerously signed by the Omaha 
(Nebr.) Letter-Carriers’ Association, praying for the passage of House 
bill 3863, increasing the pay of letter-carriers, ete.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of A. M. Weathers and other citi- 
zens of Barry County, Missouri, praying for the passage of a bill in- 
creasing the pension of Murran Pressley; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of J. B. Shaw and 130 other 
citizens of Indiana, and the petition of Severance Post, No. 191, of Sev- 
erance, Kans., Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of 
the bili removing the limitation in the act granting arrears of pension; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of D. B. Fowler and 65 other citizens 
of New Lexington, Ohio, and the petition of the Toronto (Kans, ) Post, 
No. 199, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of the 
service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the memorial of R. E. Smith and other 
citizens of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the 
of the Sunday Jaw, which I ask may be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator if the petition relates to the bill 
which proposes legislation having reference only to the District of 
Columbia or the general bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. The general bill, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 8 

Mr. INGALLS presented resolutions adopted by the Leavenworth 
(Kans.) Farmers’ Alliance, urging the abolition of the national-bank 
system, the free coinage of silver, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the West Philadelphia Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of the State of Pennsylvania, officially 
signed, praying for the suppression of the liquor traffic with the native 


people held at Okolona, Miss., reciting the sufferings of the colored 
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races of Africa; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the West Philadelphia Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Pennsylvania, officially signed, praying for 
the appointment of a national commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of the West Philadelphia Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of the State of Pennsylvania, officially signed, 
praying for the submission to the States, by a joint resolution, of a pro- 

ibitory amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COKE. I present a number of petitions addressed to the Senate 
of the United States by ‘‘the undersigned, adult residents of the United 
States, who hereby respectfully but earnestiy petition your honorable 
body not to pass any bill in regard to the observance of Sunday or any 
other religious institution or rite, and also not to adopt any resolution 
for the amendment of the national Constitution that would, by instruc- 
tion in public schools or in any other way, give preference to religious 
principles over the views of religion held by non-religious persons, but 
to keep the Government strictly secular and the separation of church 
and state complete.” These petitions are signed by 2,661 persons re- 
siding in various counties in Texas and 394 persons residing in other 
portions of the United States, making in all 3,055. I move that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of J. D. Harvey and 149 others, 
legal voters in the county of Warren, Mississippi, praying for the pas- 
sage of a national law securing a free ballot and an honest count in all 
elections of Representatives in Congress, and that, in addition, such 
laws may be passed by Congress as it may have power to enact for the 


` enforcement of the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


© Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the New Haven (Conn.) Typo- 
graphical Union, praying for the passage of Senate bill 232, to secure 
international copyright; which was ordered to lie on the table.“ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 73) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and 
wife, of Oregon, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2262) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; and 

A bill (S. 2492) for the relief of Napoleon B, Giddings. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2412) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 571) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of David Lasure, to report itadversely. The 
bill was introduced by the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 
I am directed by the committee to report the bill back adversely, be- 
cause upon a reference of the bill to the Secretary of War the charge 
of desertion was removed by the Secretary. I ask that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill. being adversely reported, will 
be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not know that I correctly caught the 
statement of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We referred the bill to the Secretary of War for 
a report in the case and to know whataction had been taken upon any 
application for a removal of the charge of desertion. The Department 
examined the record and removed the charge of desertion, and now I 
report the bill hack adversely. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Of course that statement is entirely satis- 


ory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 744) for the relief of John Sullivan, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 393) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, 
late postmaster at Indianapolis, Ind., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 877) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1082) granting a pension to Frederick Kidwiler, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
27) granting a pension to Samuel B. Hurlburt, of Company G, Ninth 


Regiment of Iowa Veteran Volunteers, submitted an adverse report 
1 which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 


tely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
122) granting a pension to Rudolph Ralle, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WALTHALL, trom the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 702) for the relief of Ezra A. Wilson, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1471) to remove the charge of desertion against Levi Beer, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the ſollow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 958) for the relief of Mary J. Dorr; and 

A bill (S. 1295) for the relief of Mary J. Dorr, widow of Joseph B. 
Dorr, deceased, late colonel of the Eighth Regiment Iowa Cavalry Vol- 
unteers. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand that upon those two bills there 
is an adverse report. j ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills are reported adversely. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that they go upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1136) for the relief of William De Ford, trustee for 
C. D. De Ford & Co., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2076) granting an increase of pension to John E. Wal- 
ton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 884) to incorporate the King Theological 
Hall, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill 763) granting a pension to Martha F. Webster; and 

A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 771) granting a pension to John Row, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 996) for the establishment of a na- 
tional pathobiological laboratory, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 840) granting an increase of pension to Levi Moser, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

Apr (S. 906) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. E. L. 
Cooke; 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Experience S. Miller; and 

A bill (S. 1062) granting a pension to Sarah Hunt. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2391) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, MOODY, Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom , 
was referred the bill (S. 1209) granting a pension to Samson R. Owens, 
to report it adversely, on the ground that the beneficiary has been al- 
lowed the pension which the bill provides for. Imove that the bill be 
postponed indefinitely. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1269) granting a pension to James M, McKinney, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MOODY. From the Committee on Pensions I report favorably 
the bill (S. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. Milroy, 
major-general. United States Volunteers, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration for special reasons, which, with the consent of the Chair, I 
will state. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks for 
the present consideration of the bill just reported. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish that the Senator who has reported this bill 
would not ask for its consideration this morning. It is very likely to 
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create discussion and I think the Senate ought to go on with the Okla- 


homa bill. Ofcourse I do not object, but I wish that the Senator from 
South Dakota would withhold the request this morning. 

Mr. MOODY. If there is any objection or if there is any likelihood 
of m discussion arising, of course I shall not ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go on the Calendar, 

Mr. MOODY. The bill was reported unanimously from the commit- 
tee, and the necessities are very great for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. MOODY. Let it goon the Calendar for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill Will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 718) to make the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries an 
officer of the Navy Department, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2150) to confirm to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., cer- 
tain lands occupied forschool-house purposes, reported adversely there- 
on; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 2618) to con- 
firm to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., certain lands occupied for school pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, . 


Mr, EDMUNDS, U introduce a bill and ask, inasmuch as the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary has hitherto had charge of the subject, that it 
be referred to that committee, although its title would indicate that it 
should go to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The bill (S. 2593) establishing a public-school system and providing 
for the maintenance and supervision of public schools in the Territory 
of Utah was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 2594) providing for an inspection 
of meats for exportation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated 
articles of food or drink, and authorizing the President to make proc- 
polarity certain cases, and for other purposes; which was read twice 

y its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Task that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and I commend it to the earnest attention of that 
committee, It has twice passed the Senate, but has not been acted upon 
in the other House, and I think is of great importance to the interests 
of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2595) to increase the pension of 
William Sharrock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2596) to amend the mili- 
tary record of Joseph Moore; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. This is a substitute for Senate bill 668. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2597) to remove the charge 
of desertion against William S. Bennett; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 2598) increasihg the pension 
of Walter P. Harrison; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2599) to submit to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication the title of William MeGarrahan to the min- 
eral and other interests of the rancho “‘Panoche Grande“ tract of land, 
in the State of California, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2600) for the relief of James 
M. Stout; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2601) to change the 
route of the Rock Creek Railway Company, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2602) for the relief of Payne, James 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2603) for the relief of the 
administrator of Ellsworth Owsley, deceased, of Boyle County, Ken- 
tucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2604) for the rélief of the estate of John 
Engleman, deceased, late of Garrard County, Kentucky; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2605) granting an increase of ion to 
Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S, 2606) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Thomas Summers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 2607) to create an agricultural 
commission to investigate the causes of the present depressed condition 
of the agricultural interests; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS (at the request of an association of citizens of Wash- 
ington City) introduced a bill (S. 2608) for establishing a free public 
bathing beach on the Potomac River beside the Washington Monument 
grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2609) to amend the record of 
the Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers in regard to the sery- 
ices of Capt. Amos C. Weeden; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to N: L. 
Young; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2611) granting a pension to James 
Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and, with theaccompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2612) making an appropria- 
tion for the estate of A. J. Buckner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, PAD JOCK introduced a bill (S. 2613) for the relief of Wesley 
Montgomery: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 2614) to appropriate money for the 
erection of post-office buildings; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2615) to amend and continue in force 


An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 


River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway 
Company,“ approved August 6, 1888; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S, 2616) granting a pension to Harri- 


son De F. Young; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 3 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HOAR. I introduce a bill which I should like to have read at 
length. It is only a few lines. f 

The bill (S. 2617) to prescribe in part the manner of the election of 
members of Congress was read the first time by its title, and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all States of the Union Representatives to Congress 
shall be elected in and for the districts now prescribed by law until the appor- 
tionment of Representatives shall be made by Congress according to the census 
to be taken in 1890, any law of such States hereafterto be passed to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say a word in regard to this bill. Isee that 
in various quarters there has been expressed the idea that in certain 
States of the Union there may be an attempt to make new Representa- 


tive districts to take effect at the next election, and to gerrymander * 


those States in the interest of one or the other political party, before 
the next census. This bill proposes in the interest of justice to apply 
to all the States a uniform rule, under the constitutional power reserved 
to Congress to prescribe or alter the manner of elections of Representa- 
tives, so that all elections for the next Congress, unless the new appor- 
tionment be previously made, shall take place in the existing districts. 
I move the reference of the bill to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 2619) to establish a circuit court 
of appeals; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2620) for the reiief of J. H. Taggart; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2621) to provide for the pur- 
chase of one or more submarine guns and detachable explosive rams, 
with one floating carriage with steam power; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2622) for the purchase of a marble bust 
of Ulysses S. Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 8 

AMENDMENT TO ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was f 

Ordered, That James B. Blackstone have leave to withdraw the papers in 
his case from the files of the Senate. X 

On motion of Mr. BATE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers in the case of Payne, 
roe 8 Co. be taken from the files of the ante and referred to the Commit- 
on Claims, 
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TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PLATT. If the morning business is concluded, I move that 
the Senate proceed with the consideration of Senate bill 895, which 
was interrupted yesterday by the hour of 2 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 895) to provide 
a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam in favor of taking up the bill, but I wish 
to ask the Senator from Connecticut after he has got his bill up if he 
will be kind enongh to yield to me about one minute to call up a bill 
see itis important should be passed at a very early date, if passed 

Mr. PLATT. Let me get the Oklahoma bill up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Connecticut to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the pending question is on the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has asked me 
to yield a moment to him, saying that yesterday he omitted a bill 
which he supposed was to be considered by the Senate. It will take 
but a moment, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will take but a moment. It isa public-building 
bill for Burlington, Iowa. I assure the Senator from Connecticut it 
will take but a moment to consider it. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. ` 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 954) authorizing the construction of a public 
building at Burlington, Iowa. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert : 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and Le is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, asite, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire pruof vaults, heating and 
ventilatingapparatus, elevators, and approaches. for tho use and accommodation 

ited States post-office and other Government offices in the city of 

and State of Towa, the cost of said site and building, including said 

vaults, ting and ventilating 1 1 N elevators, and approaches, complete, 

not to ex the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appro- 

priated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise ap; an epee 

Proposals for thé sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Is made in nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury e who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shali be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said p sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 

d sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 

com on shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 

nses: Provided, r, That the member of said commission appointed 

m the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available, 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Raper tising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 

ly upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

vided, until a valid title tothe site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Iowa shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United Stites shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the ssid site shall have been d for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of al 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
8 t reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 

roun 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PROOFS IN LAND CASES. 


25 JONES, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
to take up 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield 
to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I thought the Senate had disposed of 
the bill which was pending ; I thought the bill had been passed, 

Mr. PLATT. I called up the Oklahoma bill, but after the bill was 
taken up I yielded to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] because 
he said he omitted yesterday in calling upsome bill, a bill which ought 
to have been considered yesterday. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I ask pardon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, And if the Senator from Arkansas will pardon 
me, I had requested the Senator from Connecticut to yield and he had 
privately agreed to yield to me to call up a bill which will only take 
about one minute, for the relief of certain settlers on the public land. 
I hope the Senator from Arkansas will permit me to make that request 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Allright. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say this: The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] assures me that there is pressing necessity for the passage 
of this bill and that it will take no time and no discussion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the fact. 

Mr. PLATT. Upon that representation I yield, reserving the right 
tocall up the bill which was dae consideration if any discussion should 


ensue. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill 2014, being Order of Business 255. 

Mr. PLATT. Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. If that motion is carried, it displaces, as I under- 
stand, the bill of the Senator from Connecticut. . 

Mr, PLATT. Certainly it does; but I do not understand that the 
Senator from Oregon makes a motion; he asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iask unanimous consent. I do not wish to dis- 
place the bill of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereohjection? The Chair hears none. 

By unauimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2014) for the relief of certain settlers 
on the public lands of the United States, and to authorize the taking 
and filing of final proofs in certain cases. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in line 5, section 1, after the word register, to strike 
out and“ and insert ‘or; in line 6, after the word prooſs, to 
strike out comes“ and insert ‘‘came;’’ in line 7, after the word 
“‘claims,’’ to insert and where;“ in line 8, after the word officer,“ 
to strike out may proceed to take and insert has taken;’’ in the 
same line, after the word proofs to insert and; inline 9, after 
the word writing,“ to strike out “and place to be examined and 
passed upon by the register and receiver as if the same had been taken 
when there was no vacancy; and in all cases where proof has been taken 
during any such vacancy;’’ and in line 14, after the word receiver, 
to add as if the same had been taken when there was no vacancy;“ 
so as to make the section read: 


That in cases now before any of the land offices of the United States in which 
there has been or is now R vacancy ineither of the offices of register or receiver, 
where the day set for hearing final proofs came during the vacancy in said 
office, and there is no contest or protest against said claims, and where the re- 
maining officer has taken said proofsand reduced the same to writing, the same 
may now upon by the register and receiver as if the same had been 
taken when there was no vacancy. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Oklahoma. : 

Mr. PLATT. When the hour of 20’elock arrived yesterday the ques- 
tion on the bill now under consideration was upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. The yeas and nays 
had been ordered arid had been once taken, but no quoram haying been 
disclosed as voting there was a call of the Senate. I suppose the first 
business is to proceed with the call of the yeas and nays upon that 
amendment. Lask that the amendment may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 
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amendment is after the word be- 
ginning,” on line 44, section 1, page 3, to insert: 

Together with all that tract of land bounded on the east by the one hundredth 
meridian, on the south by the State of Texas, on the west by the Territory of 


New Mexico, on the north by the State of Colorado and the State of Kansas, and 
known as the Public Land Strip. 


The SECRETARY. The proposed 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

Mr. VEST. I do not see the Senator from Kansas present, and as 
we did not have a quorum yesterday when this vote was taken and 
many Senators have come in this morning who are not familiar with 
the facts of the case, who were not present at the debate, I desire to sub- 
mit « few remarks upon the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. The remarks, I suppose, at this stage of the question 
can only be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. Not having had a quorum yesterday when the roll was 
called, T take it the amendment comes up for discussion this morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate is not dividing. The question is debata- 
ble. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the practice of the Senate is that when a 
roll-call has begun and no quorum is disclosed the rule prohibiting 
debate after the first name on the roll has been called and responded to 
does not apply, because that whole proceeding has been in the absence 
of a quorum. [remember once when I had the honor to be in the ehair 
I ruled in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunns] and the then 
Senntor from New York, Mr. Conkling, very earnestly expressed their 
dissent from that ruling, and I looked into the matter myself and be- 
cam satisfied that their view was the correct one, and the Senate on 
that occasion acted according to it, and I think it has since.- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that debate is in 
order. The Senator from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I know that the report of a committee 
like that upon Territories does have and ought to have very great in- 
fluence upon the decision of the Senate. I have very great respect for 
the Committee on Territories, for the personnel of the committee and 
for the ability which has characterized their reports. I submit, how- 
ever, that in this case there are public considerations which support the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas and which, it seems to me, 
should be overruling. 

There can be no question that a large number of the people of the 
United States are to-day in this country called No Man’s Land, with- 
out government, practically without security for life, liberty, or prop- 
erty. They are upon the frontier, upon the northern borders of the 

t State of Texas, which, geographically, is as large as five of the large 
tates of the Union. They are in the vicinity of Indians, semicivil- 
ized, nomadic, who have scarcely emerged from the state of barbarism. 
They have appealed to us repeatedly for a government, and we have 
not given it to them. It is true that judicial jurisdiction has been given 
to the United States courts in Texas, but that is an imperfect protec- 
tion. They want first to know what is the law by which they are to 
be governed, and until Congress takes some action towards furnishing 
them with a stable government under the Constitution of the United 
States and indicates the future disposition to be made of the country 
upon which they have settled, their condition is 2 most uncertain and 
precarious one. 8 

Mr. President, it seems to me that that single consideration ought to 
over weigh all geographical arguments which have been made and which 
appear to be the only basis for the action of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. The ‘only argument made, as i understand it, inst the 
amendment is that there is a country 114 miles wide which intervenes 
between No Man’s Land and the Territory of Oklahoma as proposed to 
be organized by the bill under consideration. Why, sir, I recollect but 
a very few years ago when this same argument was made in regard to 
South Dakota. There was the great Sioux reservation, and we were 
told that it was utterly impracticable to organize that Territory, much 
less admit it as a State, when it was cut in two, divided by this reserva- 
tion, with white people on both sides of it. Congress disregarded the 

ment, and this morning’s papers bring us the intelligence that even 
in ndvance of the proclamation of the President opening the Sioux res- 
ervation to settlement there are scenes being enacted there which beg- 
gar all others that have heretofore been told to the American people as 
to the opening of new countries for setilement by the white race. 

We have hereexactly a parallel case. We have here white people living 
in No Man’s Land withont government, and the only argument against 
attaching that strip of land to Oklahoma Territory is the distance of 
155 ae between the Territory of Oklahoma and the country in which 

ey live. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Amd that it is Indian territory. 

Mr. VEST. And thatit is Indian territory, as my colleague suggests, 
which intervenes. 

Mr. President, if any Senator here will state that he does not believe 
that the Cherokee Outlet, which constitutes this expanse of 114 miles 
between Oklahoma Territory and No Man’s Land, will be attached in 
the immediate future to Oklahoma Territory, then I submit that we 
ought to defeat this bill right here and right now, because I do not be- 
lieve that the Senate of the United States would for a minute entertain 


this measure if they did not believe that the Cherokee Outlet would 
soon, almost immediately, constitute a portion of this Territory. We 
have never made any Territorial government with the limited area which 
is now proposed in this bill. Who supposes we should be willing to 
make a new State with the acreage which we know exists in this Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma? The whole billis constructed upon theidea, upon 
the concession on all sides, that Oklahoma Territory is to be composed 
of the present area and the Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. President, it is of the highest importance that the Cherokee Out- 
let be attached to Oklahoma Territory. The policy of the past Admin- 
istration of Mr. Cleveland, the policy of the present Administration of 
General Harrison, agree upon one point, if upon no other; that is, that 
the Cherokee Outlet shall be no longer used for the purpose of cattle- 
raising by any syndicate or any other speculators, but that it belongs 
to the people of the United States and shall be opened to settlement, 

There is a consensus of opinion between the two political opposing 
parties as represented in the national administration upon this point, if 
upon no other. 

Sir, [ heartily and with the most earnest conviction indorse the con- 
clusions of both these Administrations and am anxious for any measure 
which will make the Indians who own or claim to own the Cherokee 
Outlet understand that it will be opened. that they must open it, that 
they must submit to the inevitable, that they must close their ears to 
the dictates of avarice and greed which are to-day attempting to con- 
vince them that they can hold on to the Cherokee Outlet or atany rate 
that they can demand an enormous price for the land that they are asked 
to sell to the General Government. 

I heartilyindorsed the position taken by the Secretary of the Interior, 
General Noble, that those Indians shall not be permitted to extort from 
the United States anything more than the value of that land, and that 
white men will not be permitted inside of that territory or inside of the 
Indian country whose mission there is to inflame the minds of the In- 
dians against the Government and teach them to demand an exorbitant 
price for their possession. I believe it is necessary to the civilization of 
this country, and especially to that of the Southwest, thatthe Cherokee 
Outlet should be obtained by the Government, not taken by robbery, 
not acquired by spoliation, but paid for at a just and reasonable price, 
and ultimately to become a part of the civilized area of the United States. 

Mr. President, there is no bill, there is no measure that this Co 
could pass which would go so far towards facilitating and bringing abont 
an honest sale of that country to the United States Government as thjs 
bill with the amendment added which is proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas, As soon as the Cherokee Indians understand that the Govern- 
ment is in earnest, as soon as they find out that we have made a Terri- 
torial government for the country on each side of that which is now the 
subject of debate between the United States and the Cherokees, that 
we have taken in No Man’s Land and added it to the Territory of Ok- 
lahoma, and have thereby said to the world we take it as un fait ac- 
cumpli, already done, that the Cherokee Outlet is to become a part of 
Oklahoma Territory,” we shall have taken the largest step towards set- 
tling forever the question as to who shall hold ultimately that Cherokee 
Outlet. It seems to me that the highest considerations of public policy, 
of order, of justice, of right, all are on the side of this amendment. I 
sincerely hope, without any disrespect to the committee or the report they 
haye submitted, that they will make no opposition to the amendment 
and that it will become a part of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I know that debate means delay, and 
that delay is fatal to the passage of this bill in the morning hour, and 

et I desire to say a few words in reply to what has been said by the 
nator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

I think itis evident that his anxiety in the matter is not so much to 
provide a government for three or four thousand people who are at 
present in No Man's Land, or the Public Land Strip, as it is to take 
some action by the passage of this amendment which looks to the open- 
ing of the Cherokee Outlet. Now, I am just as anxious—I ought not 
to say, perhaps, that I am just as anxious, but I am anxious as well as 
he that the Cherokee Outlet should be opened. I believe it is to be 
opened. I believe in the progress of events it is to be opened during this 
session of Congress. It will, as I understand, require an act of Con- 
gress to open it. When that act is passed it can be attached to this 
Territory. 

The Senator said that the people in this Public Land Strip were ap- 
pealing to us. There has been no particular appeal to us at this session 
of Congress. They did appeal to us in a former session of Congress. 
They are not very numerous there. There may be three, there may be 
five thousand people scattered over that tract, which is 167 miles long 
and 34} miles wide. They ought to have a government; they ought 
to be under a Territorial government; but they are no worse off now 
than they have been for two years, and they have got along witha 
voluntary government during the past two years, four years perhaps. 
Perhaps they are better off because they have been attached to the east- 
ern district of Texas for judicial purposes and the laws of the United 
States extend over that portion of our territory. 

I have no pride of opinion as chairman of the Committee on Terri- 
tories, but the committee thought it best to avoid all these vexed ques- 
tions which arise in the Indian Territory and to provide a form of 


K. 
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government for what is known as Oklahoma and let that be the nu- 
cleus for addition when these other questions should come up. The 
Cherokee Outlet is one of the vexed questions. I believe that the ques- 
tion relating to the Cherokee Outlet is fast approaching a settlement, 
but Ido not believe that we ought to attach it to this Territory now, nor 
do I believe we ought to do what I spoke of yesterday as the incongru- 
ous thing of trying to make one Territory out of two widely detached 
pieces of land. $ 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] suggests that it would 
be a kangaroo Territory, but it is worse than that, for a kangaroo has a 
whole body and there would be no whole body here. I do not know 
but that it can be done as a matter of law, but as a matter of good leg- 
islation I know it ought not to be done. If we may take two tracts of 
land widely separated and call them one Territory, we may take ten 
and call them one Territory. From the foundation of the Government 
the idea of erecting a Territory has been that it should be circumscribed 
with a boundary, and not that it should be in several tracts or more 
than one tract, and I do not think there is any such pressing necessity 
as makes it so desirable at the present time that the Public Land Strip 
should be attached, as the Senator from Missouri says it can not be at- 
tached, but should be included in this bill and called a portion of the 
Territory of Oklahoma. I do not think there is any such necessity as 
makes it proper for us to do what seems to me to be a very improper 
thing to do in the way of legislation for the organization of a Territory. 

I have no pride of opinion about it. I believe this thing will come 
and come naturally in a very few months, whenit can be added to the 
Territory and be a part of the Territory, and not be like Mohammed's 
coffin suspended between the heavens and the earth, 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Connecticut will excuse me if I 
take up time which is valuable, for I agree with him that it is. 

I have had a good deal of trouble in coming toa conclusion about 
this matter. It has been the subject of great interest in the committee 
of which I am a member, and there has been much discussion and ex- 
amination of the subject. I agree with the Senatorfrom Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] as to the importance and as to the inevitable in reference to the 
Cherokee Strip. I believe it must soon become a partof the public do- 
main, and I desire that everything I do here shall contribute to the 
speedy determination of the unpleasant controversy which has arisen 
in the negotiations of the United States with the Cherokee Indians. 

I accept the Senator’s declaration, because I believe he is sincere in 
it, that it is not to be accomplished by spoliation, but by giving rea- 
sonable and fair compensation for the title which the Cherokees have 
inthat Territory. I believe that that end could have been accomplished 
long ago—could have been accomplished during the last summer had 
there not been mingled with negotiations all along for the last eight or 
ten years threats, if I may use that word, holding out to the Indians 
negotiation in one hand and the sword in the other. That has been 
the radical defect in all our negotiations with these people. We come 
to them professing to come in the spirit of fair negotiation, and we 
put in front of it the alternative that unless they accept our proposi- 
tion we are to take this land. That was announced within the last 
six months, and by those who were sent there to negotiate with them, 
and distinguished statesmen have thrown out the idea that it would 
help negotiations to promulgate the idea that we had it in our power 
to condemn the land for public uses. That as a policy has been fruit- 
ful of bad results. I know how prone everybody not engaged in a 
negotiation with Indians is to come to the conclusion that if the nego- 
tiator would do as he thinks best all that was desired would be accom- 
plished. I submit that if we are going to obtain that land by fair pur- 
chase we shonld do nothing that would indicate a disposition to wrest 
it from the Indians while we are negotiating. The time may come 
when very stringent measures may be necessary, for it is as certain, I 
think, as anything in the near future that the Cherokee Strip is to be- 
come a part of the public domain. 

Iam very near, Mr. President, the position of voting for a Territorial 

vernment over the whole Territory. It must come in the near future. 
Fiare striven, so far as I have been able, to prepare the way for that 
event, to prepare it, not with vinegar and acid, but with lubricating in- 
terconrse with these Indians, to impress upon them the necessity of the 
case. When my distinguished friend from Texas impressed the Senate 
with the idea of eminent domain and carried, in the face of provisions 
in the treaties, railroads through that Territory, and those Indians com- 
plained, I tried in my feeble way to impress upon them the necessity 
of looking destiny in the face, and I told them that in the very near 
fature their territory would be cut up by railroads in every direction, 
and the day was gone when they could protect that vast domain and 
keep it isolated. Sir, they ceased to contend in any other way than to 
get fair and proper compensation for the land and the right of way over 
their domain. 

If they had followed that advice in reference to this domain—this 
strip—they would have had long ago a fair and reasonable compensa- 
tion for it and it would have been a part of the public domain. Why 
have they not? Because every time we have approached them with 
negotiation in one hand, we have threatened them in the other, and the 
reason why I can not vote for the embracing of No Man’s Land in this 
bill is the effect which I am convinced it will have upon future nego- 


tiations with those Indians, It will set them back. Iam ready to 
coneede the importance of a government for No Man’s Land. I have 
voona to attach it to the State of Kansas so far as go; ernment is con- 
cern 

Mr. PLATT. Entirely, for all purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. For all purposes, any purposes. I am ready to in- 
clude it in a Territorial government that will include the entire Indian 
Territory; but to take it into this government of Oklahoma and say to 
the Cherokees, ‘‘ We will squeeze you, we will surround you, we will 
show to you, as the Senator from Missouri said, that we are deter- 
mined to have the Cherokee Strip,’’ would make it useless to negotiate 
after that. They were told last sammer that they should take the one 
proposition of $1.25 per acre, and, if not, We will do nothing with 
you, but we will go home and tell the home Government that you have 
no title whatever.’’ There was no occasion to express surprise that 
they would not negotiate after that. 

Now, appreciating and agreeing with what the Senator from Missouri 
says, except the effect it will haye upon the important and essential 
negotiations for the Cherokee Strip, I think it would be unwise in that 
light, and in that alone, to include it in this bill. I vote for this bill 
covering Oklahoma proper because it is ours. It became ours in a fair 
and honest negotiation with the Creeks and Seminoles, as one man deals 
with another for hisacres. Let us put a government over that. We will 
put a government over every foot that we can acquire, and if it be neces- 
sary for us to extend our Territorial government over the whole Terri- 
tory necessity will justify that in the very near future, if it does not 
to-day. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts a question before he takes his seat, I understood him 
to say a moment ago that some one had stated to the Cherokees last sum- 
mer that, if they did not take a dollar and a quarter an acre, whoever 
made the statement would return and say to the home Government 
that they had no title. Who was it that made that statement? 

Mr. DAWES. Tonly took the newspaper accounts of the negotiation. 
I know nothing about it; I was not there and am not able tostate who 
did say it. I saw also a newspaper account that the Secretary of the 
Interior supplemented it by a statement that the Cherokees had not got 
any title at all. I do not know that that is so. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I rose, Mr. President, supposing this was 
a reference to the Cherokee commission. I was satisfied that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts was speaking from a newspaper rumor, that he 
had no personal information on the subject; but I think it unjust when 
aninsinuation of that sort has been made in this Chamber that it should 
not be denied. I know one member of that commission, and I have had 
conversations with the members of it about what they have done, I 
believe they went forward in a patriotic, moderate, and conservative 
way in the effort to carry out what was intended by the act passed by 
the last Congress. Ido not believe they have threatened the Chero- 
kees in any way, and the proof that they have not, it seems to me, lies 
in the fact that the commission has made no such report as is insinu- 
ated here would be made in case these people did not treat. 

Now, sir, I want to say on the other hand that I believe as firmly as 
I believe that I am standing here that the purpose has been deliberate 
on the part of the men who have dominated the Cherokee Nation that 
there shall be no sale of this land to the United States. Twelve months 
ago when it was under contemplation, we were asked to send a commis- 
sion down there, they saying if we would send a commission and treat 
fairly with them there would be no difficulty. I believed then that 
there would be no settlement, and I believed it because I was satisfied 
that an ulterior and another interest animated the men who stood be- 
tween the Cherokee Nation and the United States Government, and I 
do not believe that that interest intends that a sale shall be made as 
long asitcan be prevented. I believe the Cherokee Commission, in con- 
formity to this plan, has been slandered and abused by newspapers, and 
I am sorry to find that newspaper reports are finding their way into the 
Senate Chamber and are being repeated here with the sanction of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to say one thing right here? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. If itshall be demonstrated to Congress that the Cher- 
okee Nation is determined not to surrender its rights to the United 
States for fair compensation, but is determined to hold this land, as the 
Senator from Arkansas says, because it is backed up by cattle-men or 
somebody else, I think that the Senate and House of Representatives will 
endeayor to find some way in which the United States can acquire the 
land. The United States should negotiate fairly and openly for this 
land. Butif the Cherokee Nation will not negotiate there ought to 
be some way devised in which fair compensation can be made to the 
Indians, and the land opened for settlement. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like the Senator from Connecticut to answer 
me a question if he will. Will the Senator from Connecticut tell me 
how, y legislative action, we are to divest the Cherokee Nation of a 
fee title? 

Mr. PLATT, Well, Mr. President, the one thing which I desired 
when I presented this Oklahoma bill in the shape which I did was to 
avoid the discussion of these outside questions which have been pre- 
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cipitated upon the Senate. Iam not going into the question of the 
title of the Cherokees, The Senator from Colorado knows very well 
that I have believed in the right of the Cherokees to the Cherokee 
Outlet. At the same time I want to say that this Cherokee Outlet land, 
as has been the case with other lands of the United States in the 
session or occupancy of Indians, has got to give way to the necessities 
of settlement by the people of the United States sooner or later. We 
ought to negotiate with them; we ought to negotiate fairly; but if it 
comes to the poiat where they say they will not negotiate they should 
understand that the inevitable logic of events surely points to the open- 
ing up and settlement of the Cherokee Ontlet. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the title to the land is one thing and 
the political jurisdiction over the Territory is another thing, They are 
separate and distinct. I could own land, I suppose, if I had the means, 
in the Indian Territory or anywhere else, but I could not set up a gov- 
ernment over it; and that is what I mean when I say that the political 
jurisdiction over that Territory is inevitable in the near future to be 
in the United States; but the title, I agree with the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER], in the Indians is a fee-simple substantially. They 
can not be divested of it in any other way than by their own consent. 
It is because it is so situated and because, notwithstanding itis theirs, 
it is a necessity to the United States that I want them to be approached 
in a proper way. 

My friend from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] thinks I have dope injustice 
to the commission sent down there. I do not mean to do injastice to 
the commission. They weresent there under a statute that contained 
two propositions, One was to give the Cherokees a dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre if they would take it, which carried an appropriation to 
pay them down; another clause was, if they declined to take that, to 
enter into a negotiation with them for what they would take and re- 
port back to Congress. The Secretary of the Interior does not seem to 
be willing to disclose the instructions which he gave those commis- 
sioners when they went down there, and so I do not know what they 
are. I only know that they went down and offered a dollar and a 
quarter an acre, and the Indians declined it, and the commissioners 
declined to enter into negotiations under the other branch of the law. 
I am confident that there has gone out from some authority here an 
impression such as I stated, because I find every one of these Indians 
filled with alarm, anxious to know what it means, whether the United 
States is going to take the position that it can take the land away from 
the Indians, and they will not negotiate while that is pending. I want 
to have that impression done away with 

I had such faith in the scheme that I meant it to go through. Isup- 
posed it would go through, and I believe now, as much as I believe in 
anything in the world, that if inthe proper temper the Indians had 
been approached upon this matter. if the land could not have been got 
for a dollar and a quarter an acre, it could have been got for a sum so 
near that that the difference would not have amounted toanything ma- 
terial. I do not mean to say that the commission did not actin good 
faith. I do not mean to say that they were not honest and fair men. 
I do not think they intended themselves to carry out the idea to the 
Indians that the land should be wrested from them if they did not take 
a dollar and a quarter an acre, but they intended to come back here 
with a dollar and a quarter an acre for it and nota penny more, and 
they made the Indians so understand, and that is the misfortune of the 


Now, let us drop that so far as this government is concerned for 
Oklahoma and establish a government there and say to these Indians, 
“We will treat with you for your farms as we would with a white 
man, but we want you to understand that this land is absolutely neces- 
sary, for the Bebra of the United States over all the territory 
within its borders has come to be a necessity, and this land you can not 
have because you can not use it. I Say, Lou can not have it, in the 
sense that you have no occasion to have it as against the white popu- 
lation of this country that is pressing uponit. You can not resist it, 
and you had better take a fair price for it, and you will get it.“ But, 
sir, we shall not get the land so soon if we propose in the one hand 
negotiation and in the other anything that the Indians can construe as 
forcing them. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I voted yesterday for the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB], and I intend to vote for it 
again to-day, not upon the theory that this will be a lever upon the 
Indians to compel them to sell their land, but because I think that 
there ought to be a government over No Man’s Land. 

It is true that this strip of country is attached to the eastern district 
of Texas for judicial purposes. That amounts to nothing at all. There 
is no criminal law there. There is no punishment for offenses of any 
kind, and it is a rendezvous for the criminals from both sides of the 
line and from all the adjacent country. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] asks me what is the 
purpose of attaching it to a judicial district. I do not know that that 
gives judicial authority over criminal offenses, It gives authority to 
consider questions of contract that may rise there. I do not know 
whether it does or not, for I have not looked into it. It certainly does 
not give, I think, any criminal jurisdiction, because no criminal laws 
were extended over that territory, 
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Mr. DOLPH. The laws of the United States, I think, were extended 
over it. 

Mr. TELLER. Were the laws of the United States extended over it? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, yes; that is my impression. 

Mr. TELLER. That tosome extent might give the court something 
to do; but, as a general proposition, there is no government there at. 
all, and while I know that the average American citizen can live in a 
community and comport himself without any law except such as he 
himself makes—for I have had that experience myself—yet that does 
not seem to be the exact condition in No Man’s Land. There isa class 
of le there who do not recognize any authority, whether it be the 
authority of the settlers or any other. 

Now, I want to say one word about this Indian question. In the first 
piace, I do not mean to reflect upon the commission, because I do not 

now what they have done. I believe I got this morning the report of 
the commission, but I have not had time to open the covers of it andI 


do not know what it contains. I have seen in the newspapers what 


they have said and I have seen what the Secretary of the Interior has 
sai I do not, as a usual thing, rely upon a newspaper report, and I 
shall reserve my criticisms, if I have any, until I know what these 
officials have said; butif they have said what the newspapers have 
stated that they have said, I think it likely I sball not be the only 
person who may have something to say on the subject. 

I was astonished at the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLATT]. I was astonished at it because he isa lawyer. I had 
supposed if there was any one thing that was thoroughly settled it was 
that no legislative body could adjudicate a question as to the right of 
property, that that was a judicial power which is not conferred upon 
legislative bodies except in a few cases where it is done by the specific 
sey of the Constitution, and not allowed here for such purposes at 
east. 

It was said many years ago that Parliament might do anything that 
it desired to do, save one. There was one single exception, and that 
was that Parliament, omnipotent asit was, could not take the property 
of one man and give it to another. There is not any power in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, either in the legislative or in the judicial 
or executive branch, to despoil these people of their title to this land. 

Mr. President, I have realized that this Jand has got to become the 
home of white men. I realized the mistake that was made when we 
gave these Indians a patent, and I have stood here year in and yearout 
and asserted that it was a legislative duty on us that, wherever legisla- 
tive power was in us, we should correct the evils and the wrongs that 
had been perpetrated, not only upon the Indian, but upon the white man, 
by giving him these great tracts of land which the Indian has no use for 
and whieh he can make no use of. But that was not where the title 
had vested, where the Government had parted with its title, but where 
the Government bad reserved to itself the fee, the title, and where it 
was the simple abrogation of a treaty, the same kind of abrogation 
which the Senator from Massachusetts says he is willing to go for, and 
that is to throw a Territorial organization over them when the interests 
of the people of the United States and of the Indians alike shall de- 
mand it. That is what Iam in favor of also when the time shall come, 
notwithstanding our contract to preserve and maintain their autonomy 
for all time, because public exigencies and public interests rise above 
contract and rise above treaty. 

But, Mr. President, the other is a question of power. You can not 
do it unless you reform this whole Government and change the entire 
administration of public affairs, You can no more take their pro 
than you can take mine or than you can take the property of the hum- 
blest citizen in this land, which you can not do, no matter how much 
the public interest may demand it, except where the Government ex- 
ercises the right of eminent domain, which is a limited right and can 
only be applied in a few cases and can net be applied as a principle in 
this ease. You may take land for public buildings, you may take it 
for canals and railways and such purposes, but you can not take my 
farm and give it to my neighbor because public interests are supposed 
to be served by so doing. Nobody will pretend that that can be done, 
and we might just as well treat with these Indians properly in the first 
place and say to them ‘‘There is the power on your part to stand for- 
ever and say this property is yours, to be held by you and your children 
for untold generations, if you choose, or you may take what we think is 
a fair and a proper consideration and which we trust you will think is 
a fair consideration,” 

Mr. President, if the Indians are approached in that spirit the trade 
can be made. I have talked with the leading men of this tribe, Ihave 
had occasion to know some of these people, and I want to say here that 
every time that a man stands on this floor, and stands for right, and for 
decency, and for justice with reference to this strip, he is met by some 
caviler somewhere who tells you that it is the cattle-men that are back 
of it. Ido not deny what the Senator from Arkansas says, that the 
cattle-men do not mean that there shall be any trade. I know itis to 
their interest that there shall not be any trade with the Indians; but 


this floor—I trust not, certainly—or, at least, they ought not, and I do! 
not propose to be frightened from standing for what I think to be the 
right because somebody somewhere is going to Say, Oh, that is in the 
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interest of the cattle-men; that is for the benefit of some outside inter- 
est’’—not a bit of it. 

‘These people are entitled to their property. The rights of property 
so far as these Indians are concerned are to be treated in all respects as 
if we were dealing with white men, and we might as well face the 
question, can we negotiate with them? Do we want the land badly? 
If we do, is a dollar and a quarter an acre enough for land which can 
be put in the market to-day and the whole tract sold for $5 an acre? 
What right have we to say, because we are going to give it to white 
men, that the Indians shall for a fourth of its value part with that 
which is legitimately theirs? Who makes the donation—the Govern- 
ment or the Indian? The Indian is to make it. Weare big and strong 
enough, if we want to give twenty-odd millions of property, to give it 
ourselves, and not ask the Indian to do it; or, if we can not afford to 
give it to the settlers, then let us sell it to them or let the Indianssell 
it to them. 

Now, Mr. President, I only want to say this much on this occasion, 
At some other time I propose to have something further to say perhaps 
on this subject. We want this land. I realize, as everybody does, that 
we need it, and I say that we have no right to allow it to be kept there 
if by any proper methods we can acquire it. 

On this question I have some peculiar and personal views which I 
have entertained all my life. I believe that the land system in this 
country has been in many respects an unfortunate one. I believe in 
the doctrine that no man is entitled to any land except what he works 
and tills or upon which he lives, and I believe that the highest state 
of civilization is to come to a people who would preserve intact all its 
land for those who make personal and individual use of it. But be- 
cause I so helieve I do not think that it is either right or just under 
existing states of things or that the power exists for me to take my 
neighbor’s land, which he owns under existing law, and appropriate it 
for my use or appropriate it to the use of anybody else. Thesystem 
has gone too far to be disturbed. But where the power exists, as it does 
in the lands which the Indians hold not by title, but by occupation, 
there it is the highest duty of the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment to provide some way by which those lands may be occupied, 
and it is the highest duty of the Government, I believe, to provide that 
this land of the Cherokees may be occupied by white settlers, How? 
By purchasing it of its rightful owners. Then, I repeat, if we are too 
poor to give it to the settler, let us sell it to him. 

fr, JONES, of Arkansas, Mr. President, I regret that this side dis- 
cussion has taken so much time which is necessary to pass the bill pend- 
ing before the Senate, which I should like to see passed, but justice to 
the Cherokee commission demands that I should make one additional 
statement to that which I made just now, and I shall not enter into 
the argument further than that. 

} wish to assert as a matter of fact that that Cherokee commission 

went to that country and offered a dollar and a quarter an acre for this 
land; that the Cherokee Council appointed certain persons to meet them, 
but those persons denied that they had any authority either to accept 
or reject this offer; that the offer was not in fact rejected; that there 
was no opportunity for the commission to do anything further than that, 
because of the refusal of the Cherokees to act at all upon the proposition 
they had made. 
. In addition, I wish to say that I do not believe that the commission 
had any authority to offer anything more than one dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre. The provision authorizing the negotiation was supple- 
mented by a provision that they might offer the same terms that were 
offered to the Cherokees and Seminoles for the land which the United 
States had bonght from them. Ido not believe their authority extended 
beyond that at all. 

In justice to the commission I wished to state this fact, and I hope 
the bill will pass without further discussion of side issues. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I regret to be compelled to oppose 
this amendment, but I do so largely because I do not desire to assist in 
the establishment of what I believe would be an injurious precedent. 

The object of establishing Territorial and other forms of government 
is to extend over homogeneous populations residing in contiguous and 
adjacent territory the forms and ordinances of civil society. If we 
are, for the first time, to recognize the idea that segregated and widely 
separated tracts of territory, with States, it may be, and civilized com- 
munities between, can be gathered together and grouped under one 
form of Territorial government, we shall haye made a wide departure 
from what has hitherto been regarded as the appropriate function of 
Congress in this respect. 

Suppose that the Fort Leavenworth military reservation, for instance, 
should be vacated and the reservation at Fort Snelling, Minn., should 
be abandoned, and thereby become public land, can it be supposed for 
an instant that it would be within the competence of Congress to ex- 
ten: one enactment over the Fort Leavenworth and the Fort Snelling 
reservation and thereby establish a Territorial government that should 
gather in all parts of the Republic such detached portions and regions 
of land? I think not, Mr. President. 

Neither is there any necessity at the present time, such as has been 
dwelt upon by the Senator from Missouri and others, for the estab- 
lishment of a Territorial government over No Man’s Land. The im- 


puau that have been cast upon the social condition of No Man’s 
d and of Oklahoma during this debate are not borne out by history. 
They are not Botany Bays, they are not- places of refuge for culprits, 
criminals, and malefactors, On the contrary, during the past six or 
eight months that these communities have been in existence, they have 
afforded additional proof, if any were needed, of the capacity of the 
American people for self-government. Withont any organized insti- 
tutions, without statutes, without courts, without any of the appliances 
of government, they have maintained themselves in a condition of social 
order that might be an example to surrounding communities. There 
has been less violence, less disorder, less violation of natural law than 
has existed in many States that are their neighbors. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the imputations are not well founded, and 
there is nothing in the condition of affairs either in No Man's Land or in 
Oklahoma that justifies the aspersions which have been east upon them. 

I should have been surprised, if I had not long ceased to feel amaze- 
ment at anything, at the statements and concessions made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dates] and the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] in this debate, the declaration that it was necessary 
for the United States to take possession of the Cherokee reservation, 
that their land stood in the way of civilization, and, like the vineyard 
in the Scriptures, we had to take it whether its owners consented or not. 

Mr. President, more than half a century ago the Cherokee Nation 
surrendered -an empire in Georgia, Alabama, and Mississippi, where 
they were rightfully established, and were located beyond the Missis- 
sippi in a region as remote as Alaska is to-day from New York, under 
the solemn pledge and promise of the United States, with every sanc- 
tion that could be attached, that they should he protected and defended 
in that possession so long as grass should grow and water run and time 
should endure. 

Not only did they hold that reservation by ordinary treaty stipula- 
tion, but the United States Government gave them a parchment title 
to it. It was written out, so many acres of Jand, by such and such 
metes and bounds, upon parchment, and there were attached to it the 
seal and sign manual of the executive officers of the Government. It 
is a title that is as sacred, a guaranty that is as binding as that by 
which any man in this body holds the title to his home or to his home- 
stead. There, sir, fifteen or twenty thousand people have since that 
time lived in the pursuit of the arts of peace and in the enjoyment of 
the institutions of civilized life. They are not savages and barbarians; 
they have a system of laws of their own; they have a literature of their 
own; they have an alphabet and a language of their own; they pub- 
lish newspapers in their own language; they educate the young of both 
sexes in schools and colleges of the highest grade. Chosen youths from 
these institutions are annually sent to receive the benefits of the high- 
est education in the colleges of New England and the East. 

Mr. President, when those people under that guaranty from the 
Government of the United States thus occupying that land have solved 
the problem of civilization, with their own laws and jurisdiction, with 
their own literature, with their own civil and educational institutions, 
are we to be told that because we are 65,000,000 aud they are 15,000 
or 20,000 we have a right to take possession of their property because 
white men want it? Isay not, Mr. President; Isay not. They have 
established some claim to recognition as a dependent civilized nation 
to whom we are under the most solemn obligations of plighted faith. 
They are not dependent upon the Government of the United States. 
They are not blanketed and roaming tribes. They have millions of 
money in our Treasury upon which we are paying them annually the 
interest that belongs to them. We make no appropriations for their 
support. They are capable of self-government. They pay more an- 
nually per capita out of their own resources for the education of their 
young of both sexes than is paid, sir, by the people of your State [Mr. 
HALE in the chair] or of mine. Yet we are told in this highest tribu- 
nal, that represents the conscience and the convictions of the American 
people, that because there is a clamor for more land we have aright to 
to say to these people, We need your territory and you have got to 
sell it to us for whatever we see fit to give you.’’ It has been said so 
here. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] asks me who 
saysthat. It has been repeatedly intimated in this debate to-day that 
the title of these Indians has got to be relinquished and they might as 
well understand it now as at any time; and when any man stands here 
or elsewhere and demands justice for these people we are taunted with 
the idea that behind us stalks the cattle baron or the monopoly or the 
ring, and that there is some sinister, culpable, and corrupt design that 
protects these people in the enjoyment of their rights. 

I protest against it, Mr. President. Itis the enunciation of a doc- 
trine which shocks the moral sense of mankind, that when we have 
been endeavoring here for two centuries and a half to settle the In- 
dian question, when we have been instructed that the highest civiliza- 
tion demanded us to treat the Indians with justice, and when we have 
got the Indian question settled so far as these people are concerned and 
they are engagéd in agriculture, in commerce, in manufactures, in the 
pursuit of all the arts of peuce, we are to say to them, Von have got 
to relinquish this land that you acquired when you surrendered the 
empire in Mississippi, and in Alabama, and in Georgia, and go, God 
knows where. 
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Sir, these doctrinesought not to be entertained here. The Cherokee 
le t not to be subjected to this continual menace and threat. 

ey ought to understand, and they shall understand, so far as my 
voice can make them understand it, that they have the title to their 
lands and that they are not compelled to sell them for a dollar and a 
quarter an acre when they are worth $10. It is inevidence, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that competent and responsible people are willing to pay them 
five times what they have been offered by the commission. They have 
just as much right to the enhanced value of their possessions, they have 
just as much right to the increment of their property as any Senator 
or Member of Congress, or any American citizen has a right to what 
has been gained by the result of his own efforts and his own enter- 


rise. 

F The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The hourof 
2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (S, 185) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools, 

Mr. PLATT. Will not the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
allow the vote to be taken on the pending amendment at this time? 

Mr. BLAIR. Without debate? 

Mr. VEST. We can not take the vote now without further debate. 
I waut that understood. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATR] 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, I am accustomed to do that. 

Mr. PLATT. Not to any great extent. This whole debate is out- 
side, as it seems to me, of the real pending question 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator propose to make a speech? 

Mr, PLATT. Iam not going to debate. I want. to appeal both to 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to allow the matter to be brought back to 
the real question before the Senate, and allow a vote to be taken on 
the pending amendment without further debate. 

Mr. VEST. I did not help to take the debate away from the real 
question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Asfar as I am concerned the debate may be confined to 
the real question. [Laughter.] I yield to the appeal of the Senator 
from Connecticut, 

Mr PLATT. Can not we have a vote on the amendment at this 
time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr, BLAIR, Mr. President, unless the bill can be disposed of, I 
suppose it will be of no advantage to the Senator from Connecticut to 
have me yield for a few moments, which would interfere with the 
proper discussion and consideration of both these bills. I desire to go 
on unless by waiving the right to go on I can do some good. I can cer- 
tainly do by making a speech myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the unfinished 
business being temporarily laid aside and the vote taken without further 
debate upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB]? ' 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is objected to, and I suppose that I should goon. 
The Senator from Connecticut perceives that I can not be of service to 
him. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. If the interests of the country do not demand that I 
should be interrupted further, I should like to go on. What is the 
request of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I rose to make a statement and to ask 
the consent of the Senator from New Hampshire to call up a bill to be 

, which will not take two minutes. It is a bill to provide for 
the building of a bridge across the Arkansas River at Fort Smith to 
connect two rai lines. The company is ready to begin the con- 
struction, but it can not be done until the bill is passed. It is less 
than two pages in length; it is recommended by the War Department 
and favorably reported by the Committee on Commerce, It will only 
take the time necessary to read the bill to pass it, and I hope the Sen- 
ator will yield so as to allow it to be passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not yield to the Senator from Arkansas without 
at the same time yielding to other Senators who haye made like re- 
quests. I presume there may be an opportunity before the close of the 
day to pass the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam perfectly willing that the Senator 
from New Hampshire shall yield to other Senators. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, before proceeding with the mass of eyi- 
dence in this case, I wish to call attention to an item I have observed 
in an evening paper, the New York Mail and Express, entitled School 
sittings wanted. I read this in connection with the proposition I 
have laid down, to the astonishment of many people, that the condition 


of education in the Northern States is not as efficient as that in the 

New Jerusalem: 

SCHOOL SITTINGS WANTED—AT LEAST 15,000 SEATS NECESSARY IN THE UP-TOWN 
SECTION OF THE CITY, 


One of the most tneeds of New York City to-day isan increase in public- 

l] accommodations. According to reliable estimates made officially not 

long ago, there are 15,000 children and over in this city who can not go to 

schoo} simply because there is not room for them in the present school build- 
ings. This estimate is more likely too low. 

So it is, for a larger number than that are to be found in the city of 
Cincinnati also, as I am informed, and this city is three times as large 
and there is four times as much ignorance asin Cincinnati. This may 
not be strictly accurate, but nearly so. 

This state of affairs prevails more especially in the Nineteenth and Twelfth 
wards, the former is situated Grammar School No. 77, which is one of the 
yd poe in the city. It takes up the whole block on Arenue A between Eighty- 
fifth and Eighty-sixth streets. This school has room for nearly three thousand 
pupils, but there are some departments and grades in it so full that mot another 
child can get in, and many have been turned away. 

The article goes on to describe the conditions of various wards in the 
city. Iwill ask that the whole article, which is very brief, may be in- 
serted. 

The remainder of the article is as follows: 

The board of education, however, is working hard to set this state of affairs 
right, A special committee on the subject, headed by Randolph G ei- 
mer, is devising measures to relieve the pressure. In ber Superintend- 
ent Jasper made a report, which included statistics showing 5 
the number of children in different wards who can not be received into the 
schools forlack of room. In the Seventh ward, 500; Tenth ward, 1,000; Twelfth 
ward, 4,000; Thirteenth ward, 500; Seventeenth ward, 1,000; Nineteenth ward, 
4,000; Twenty-third ward, 1,000; total, 15,000. 

Mr, Jasper at the same time recommended that private houses be hired, at 
least temporarily, in which the overflow might be accommodated. Fourteen 
places were recommended inthe above wards, including three in the Nine- 
teenth. In this way one-half of the children could be provided for. In all cases 
of this kind the initiative must come from the ward trustees, The minutes of the 
board of education show that applications have been filed from the trustees of 
the Nineteenth, Twelfth, Twenty-third, and Tenth wards for permission to hire 
buildings adjacent to reg? Fey school buildings. The building proposed in 
the Nineteenth isat No. East Eighty-fifth street. 

Superintendent Jasper said this morning that it was very clear that the num- 
ber of children waa ine much faster than the of education could 
provide for them. This was true in the upper parts of the city. Below Canal 
street. on the westside, many of the schools have plenty of room. Mr, J T 
denied that ward feeling entered into school matters at all. He said that l- 
dren in the Twenty-third might go to school at the Battery if they wanted to. 
Ifa child from one ward was refused admittance at a school in another it was 
simply because there was no room. Said he: 

It is not e proper to say that children have been turned out of school 
Jo. 77. In that ool, as in all others, there are eight grammar and six primary 
departments. Some girls who lately completed the primary class could not go 
into the 8 course because we had no room for them. Some of them 
staid on in the primary department. The matter has been brought before the 

ard, which has appointed a special committee, and I have no doubt that all 
the applications for hiring temporary buildings will be granted. We are doing 
all we can and hope to have the matter remedied as soon as possible.“ 


Mr. BLAIR. I will state in connection with this, what I have ob- 
served once before I think on this floor, that I myself came, a few years 
ago, in contact with a Catholic priest in New York who informed me 
that in his immediate locality there were 2,500 children who were not 
in attendance upon any school whatever, either the public school or 
the parochial school, and they were children who oughy to be in one 
or the other. 

There is organized in the New York Evening Post—I have a copy 
here of a pamphlet from the New York Evening Post, the work of what 
is known, and the name is justified by its work—the “‘ bureau of men- 
dacity,’’ which devotes itself to discussing this bill, to which it has 
given the name of ‘‘ the bill to promote mendicancy, and in accordance 
with the name of the bureau it proceeds in various ways to oppose this 
bill. Whenever the friends of this bill have put in facts of importance 
in its support which can not be explained otherwise than so as to lead to 
the logical conclusion that the bill ought to become a law, this bureau 
of mendacity is forthwith attacked with the grip, and its performances 
are immediately heard from by a universal sneeze all over this country 
in all the newspapers who copy their ideas and their articles upon this 
subject from the aforesaid bureau of mendacity. Several times I have 
received their productions, and I shall, at the proper time, later on in 
this debate, if it becomes of any consequence, give some notice to them. 

I mention it just now because I find cmanating from that same bu- 
reau an article which reappears in various papers of this country in its 
forms of expression and in substance. I find it in the Chicago Herald, 
for instance, and I see it quoted in various other papers, to the effect 
that the assertion which was made at the opening of this debate that 
in the Southern States, leaving out the State of Missouri, they were ex- 
pending only about $16,000,000 in the maintenance of public schools, 
whereas in the country asa whole there isan expenditure of $122,000,000 
(which statement they omitted, however, but call attention to the fact to 
which I gave expression in connection with the main proposition, that 
there is expended in the North an average of about $3 to each pupil, 
while there is expended in the South only $1)—they tell us that, and 
then they go on to cite the instances of the State of Vermont and the 
State of Massachusetts as proving that at the North this same disparity 
exists with reference to the amounts that are expended that I have 
stated to exist between the North asa whole and the South as a whole. 

That may be so in those two particular States; but they go further 
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and account for this difference by saying that it is very much more ex- 
pensive to educate those who live in the cities than those who live in 
the country. That may be true to some extent, but the broad general 
inference drawn from the statement that a child at the South has to 
obtain his education, such as it is, those who are getting any, at the 
rate of a dollar of expenditure per year, while throughout the North 
the expenditure is $3, that there is the same disparity between separate 
States of the North, is a wholly unjust one, and I wish to give just a 
moment to that idea in passing. 

The whole population of the country that lives in cities of any consid- 
erable size is, as I recollect it, only about 8,000,000. It may be some- 
thing more than that, but it is a small proportion as compared with the 
entire population of the country. But the schools in the northern por- 
tion of this country, the schools in the rural districts that exist where 
an annual expenditure of five, six, or eight dollars per capita is made, 
in some instances, while in others, where many schools are in the cities, 
as in the State of Massachusetts, it is three or four times that amount— 
I say that the schools in the rural districts of the North are, so far as the 
schools themselves are concerned, the most efficient in the whole coun- 
try, so that attendance upon and expenditure in the rural schools of 
the North are vastly more beneficial than in any other common school 
to be found either North or South. 

Thus you will find, as a rule, that the rural population who act- 
ually attend school at all are the best educated as compared with pu- 
pis to be found in any of the schools. The rural child, where he has 

is common school for six months out of the year (and that is practi- 
cally what they will get in Vermont or New Hampshire, where they 
get to School at all) is as well or better educated than the child who 
attends for eight or nine months in the city, because it is a better 
school, with better surroundings; and as a rule the child comes of bet- 
ter stock and has an inherited tendency to intelligence, if I may so ex- 
‘press myself; the teacher is better; the common school is an institution 
that has existed from the beginning; it is the principal institution of 
the community where the child lives, and itis highly organized, highly 
efficient, while the teachers’ wages are not so largely in excess as in 
other localities. They are not very largely in excess of what are often 
paid at the South, where, as everybody knows, the common school has 
not existed as an institution among the masses of the people at large 
until since the war; and there has been no opportunity in the South 
for the education of that class who compose the teachers of any section 
of the country. The teacher is as much a product of the system of 
schools where he is to be found as the school itself. Heis the product 
of the schools that have been, and if the teachers are efficient it is be- 
cause the schools have for a long period of time been of superior excel- 
lence, and any school is what the teacher makes it. 

Comparing the teachers of the South with the teachers of the North 
as a professional class, you find the same difference in the efficiency of 
the teacher that you find in the efficiency of the schools in their practi- 
cal operation. There is the school-house at the North in every respect 
superior, the furnishings, the apparatus, everything that appertains to 
the plant for the instilling of instruction, the development of the mind, 
the disciplining of its powers. The whole institution is superior from 
the fact that it is the result of years of culture and of generations of 
improvement. 

when our attention is called to the fact that there are discrepan- 

cies in the amount of expenditure when comparing one State with an- 

other in the North, the inference to be drawn from the fact that there 

is this and still greater disparity of expenditure and efficiency between 

the North as a whole and the South as a whole is not interfered with. 

The logical accuracy of the inference that tha Southern schools are 

tly inferior to those of the North is not at all reversed or disproved 

yy the citations and the articles and the criticisms of the bureau of 
mendacity to which I have alluded. 

This matter might be dwelt upon at much greater length, but I 
ought to say further in this immediate connection that there is an in- 
materi, pot in the State of Vermont, an increasing class in the State 
of New pshire, and an increasing class all over the North who have 
no better opportunities of edpeation than those who lack them the 
most in the South. There is a general deficiency of educational ad- 
vantages so large as to be inclusive of the whole population; there is, 
I say, a general tendency to an increase in that class to be observed in 
the North which is lamentably apparent at the South. 

Now, outside and beyond all these facilities for education is perhaps 
at least one-fourth of the country as a whole, this great mass of illiteracy 
which is not provided for in any way, and, as I showed the other day, 
in order to supply the necessary plant and give six months’ instruction 
to those who are not provided for at all would require an expenditure 
of $110,000,000 and more ſor the whole country, and in order to give 
the South as a whole an expenditure the same as that of the North, 
instead of having $20,000,000 at her pes oie she should have $60,000,000 
to-day for her running expenses for ools, and many millions for the 
needed new plant besides. 

The doctrine has been advanced that everybody should help him- 
self to be educated. This is a question not between grown people, 
eration, this nation as 
it now is, and the future. It is a question between it in its day and 


in its generation. But it has been claimed that help to education is 
h to the child, for it is the child who is to be helped or injured 
by education or the want of it. 

Bearing upon this subject I have here a letter of importance for the 
consideration of the Senate: 


There was some time since an alleged interview published throughout the 
panky anica laced Dr. William T, Harris, the newly yee national 
Commissioner of Education, among the opponents of the bill upon the ground 
that, in his opinion, the necessity for its enactment had ceased by reason of the 
great improvement madein the South since the last census was taken. Natu- 
rally this excited great joy among the enemies of 88 education and on the 
other hand aroused the indignation of all those who really care for the public 
schools and are not densely ignorant of their true condition Ín the country. 

Certainly it must be conceded that there is no ter name among the edu- 
cators of the world than that of Dr. Harris, and his opinion must be admitted to 
be of the utmostimportance. Knowing of the general dissemination of the 
alleged interview, I have been endeavoring to secure its contradiction in such 
way as to properly counteract the effect of the falsehood, but with rather poor 
success, by reason of the disinclination of many of the newspapers to tell the 
truth upon this subject. I have, therefore, obtained 7 1 cane of official corre- 
spondence on file in the Bureau of Education, whieh will be of great interest to 
the people, and especially to all those who, knowing of the earnest advocacy of 
the educational bill from the 8 by Dr. Harris, were surprised as well 
e grieved by the reports of his hostility since his appointment as Commis- 

oner, 

Hon. J. R. Preston, superintendent of education for the State of Mississippi, 
is, it is unnecessary to say, a Democrat, but he is a friend of the school oh’ 
and not long since wrote to Dr. Harris pointing out its necessity and raquest- 
ing the active effort of Dr. Harris to secure its passa Like communications 
were being received from many other sources in reply to the general call. Dr. 
Harris wrote the following remarkable circular letter in support of the bill. 
It is certainly the most powerful and condensed presentation of the subject yet 
written. It constitutes a philosophical treatise upon education, as well as an 
unanswerable argument for the measure itself: 


“BuREAU ov EDUCATION, 
“ Washington, D. C., November 16, 1889.“ 


It will be observed that this is no antediluvian document, but it was 
written just prior to the commencement of this session. 


“My DeanSim: Yourletter of the 12th instant received, and its contents noted 
with interest and sympathy. I write to follow up the Sponges 8 by 
your closing remark, ‘I favor the Blair bill; we need it.’ While the bureau 
is no opinion on anything relating to pro measures in Congress, as an 
individual the Commissioner of Education may haveand express private opin- 
ions on any subject. The bureau, as a bureau, deals with what is e by 
Congress and does not seek to influence legislation, 

~ Now, as an individual fam heartily in favor of the Blair bill and have been 
constantly in favor of it since it was first offered. My grounds for this are per- 
haps covered by the reasons which you recitein your letter as justifying your 
own conclusions, 

“ Be itas it may, I will take the liberty to recapitulate the points on which I base 
my opinion that the action of Congress setting apart a portion of the national 
income for the direct aid of States in supporting their commmon-school systems, 
is u measure entirely salutary to the nation, not in any wise infringing on the 
rights of States to manage their local concerns, not demoralizing them and lead- 
ing them to depend unduly upon the nation for what they ought to provide b; 
their own efforts, and not tending todiminishinany way the self-respect of self 
governing communities or freedom-loving individuals. Iam aware that very 
much of our alms-giving, very much of the helpthat Christian charity dispenses 
to people in need, has the effect of undermining the capacity of self-help, It 
produces the disastrous effect of enervating still more people who already lack 
the requisite tone, 

They are led to relax their own exertions and depend on outside aid alto- 
gether, But there is one phase of charity which has never been known to have 
these ovil effects. I allude to education and to all labors that have for their end 
the enlightenment of the mind, the diffusion of knowledge, and the training of 
people in moral habits, The school not only teaches truth, but it trains the will 
into habits of industry, self control, and conformity to order. 

“The growing consciousness of power which comes to the individual as he 
increases his knowledge of science and letters is a sound foundation on which 
is built self-respect and a stubborn individuality. While the ignorant person is 
limited in his doing toa yey narrow circle of routine, the educated person has 
a wider horizon, and sees a large number of objects to desire, and many roads 
leading to the same. 

“Tie is more — his knowledge reveals to him the 8 of extend- 
ing his power over the world by using the instruments of nature and by com- 
bining with his fellow-men. 

1411 45 evident thut humane sentiment and the missionary spirit have this 
safe road to pursue. They may make accession to knowledge so easy that all 
clases, ages, and conditions may freely partake, They may make schools so 
common that all children shall learn the conventional course of study, and get 
the schoo! training in the virtues of regularity, punctuality, self-control, indus- 
try, and good behavior. 

The European nations during the last sixteen years have been bending their 
energies to improve their common schools and increase their facilities, 

“They made the discovery that universal schoo! education is a necessary 
condition of military strength. It has been before discovered that such educa- 
tion is a condition to industrial progress. 

“This enterprise in behalf of universal education is so noteworthy in Euro- 

an countries as to astonish American travelers, It outstrips us in zeal and 

n outlay of directive poser: 

“Tt is instigated in ell cases by the national governments themselves, and for 
national reasons. 

We, who are familiar with the effect of education on a people, can well see 
that such universal education must have the effect of weakening the centraliza- 
tion of power in those governments and of sensibly increasing from year to 
year the demand for popular representation in the governments, 

In short, European statesmanship has found itself forced to move in the di- 
rection that leads to revolution or, at least, reconstruction. 

“With us in America the increasing of means and facilities for the education 
of all classes is not suicidal nor revolutionary, and not even reconstructive; it 
is conservative of the form of government we already possess, It is for the 
interest of our country, where the ballot belongs to all classes, that all shall 
know how to use it. Only a lettered community is penetrable by pabi ic opinion, 
for the organ of public opinion is the 5 An unlettered community is 
a menace to our Republican form of civilization. It threatens to drop down to 
lynch law and mob violence on every occasion. 

“ Education—the universal education of all classes—isa national interest with 
us; it is the interest of each and every Commonwealth. It is the interest of 
every township, community, and individual. It is right, therefore, that each 
and all of these ies should contribute directly to the support of the school 
systems by which this education is secured. 


1890. 


States ' than the sum expended out of its own revenue 


their convictions in forming a public opinion on this subject. It is — 
expected by Senator Blair and by others with whom I have conversed that the 
bill will pass the coming session of Congress. At ! it has the fairest pros- 
pects for this. Certainly now is the time for the friends of the billto act. It 
must pass this winter or be abandoned altogether. 
“Jam, sincerely yours, 
“W, T. HARRIS, 
Hon. J. R. PRESTON, 
State Superintendent, Department of Education, Jackson, Miss,” 

T call attention to this letter as a vigorous philosophical demonstra- 
tion of the absurdity of the argument which has been advanced here 
from time to time, that this bill isa bill for the promotion of mendicancy, 
that it is destructive of the principle of self-help, because it would carry 
money where it is not now existing, where it is not now, at all events, 
applied to the purposes of education. 

Remember that the question is between us and the child. What 
child ever educated himself at the North? What Senator ever taught 

himself his A B C’s? What citizen of the United States gave to him- 
© self that original assistance, that original self-help which was the be- 
ginning of his course of education? And it is with that class of education 
that this bill deals entirely, education in the common schools. It starts 
with the alphabet. It confines itself to the prosecution of those rudi- 
mentary studies which are necessities as the basis of all p 

If this was a bill for the promotion of liberal or higher education there 
might be more substance to this objection on the part of men like General 
Armstrong, who is himself, with his institution, but a representative 
on a large scale of the application of the principles of this bill, whois 
a contribution himself, every particle of him, with his institution and 
all his apparatus and all his results, the subject and the consequences 
of beggary on a large scale, and who was himself in favor of this bill 
until within the last two or three years. He has expressed his oppo- 
sition to it more recently upon the most flimsy grounds and misappre- 
hension of the facts as they exist all over this country. Professors in 
colleges and occasionally a president of a college will undertake to 
say that a bill like this, which deals with rudimentary education and 
with the child, is in its operation destructive of self-help, while the 
child is proceeding on in ignorance. Very soon heis to be a citizen, and 
within a very few years, four or five years, he will have lost his opportu- 
nity to be anything else than an illiterate, an ignoramus. When they 
say that such a bill as this is destructive of self-help, they utter absurdi- 
ties which grown men ought not to utter. 

This letter of Dr. Harris shows how help of this kind is productive 
of still greater efforts in grown communities where they lack the means, 
as is the case with the Southern States and in some portions of many 
of the Northern States. In some of the Northern States, where their 
systems are not supported by contributions of the State at large, but 
are fastened upon the various local communities, as in the rural districts, 
they have very serious difficulties to contend with in the education of 
their children. This is particularly true in the older settled portions 
of the North, which haye been drained of their population, their vigor, 
and their intelligence largely taken to the great West, where they have 
built up communities such as we have lately received into the Union, 
new States, and the most intelligent States in the Union, leaving the 
people at home in their rural counties and townships, upon whom from 
time immemorial was imposed the burden of education, short of money 
and deteriorating, many of them rapidly, in facilities for the education 
which the child should receive. 

The comparatively small amount which would go to the North un- 
der the provisions of this bill, which would equalize somewhat the 
distribution in the North as between the city and the country, would 
be of exceeding help in the Northern States. 

There are provisions of the bill aside from the mere appropriation of 
the money and regulations in regard to the manner in which if shall 
be distributed and used. The general provision that it shall produce 
an equalization of school privileges to all the children of school age, 
irrespective of race or previous condition of life, is operative at the 
North as well as at the South, and will give the country child of the 
North his education to some extent commensurate with the expendi- 
ture that is to be made upon the child in the city as well. Right along 
in this connection I will put in a little very recent testimony, just a 
few statements from Southern superintendents as to the present need. 

In regard to the claim set up that there has been such p made 
within the last ten years that there is no longer necessity of national 
aid for common schools, I introduce at this time the following letters from 
the State superintendents of North Carolina and Georgia, in reply to 
this assumption. 

Both are a part of the official correspondence of the bureau and are 
from gentleman who have devoted many years to the education of their 
people. Let Democratic and Republican politicians alike listen to these 
Democratic but patriotic educators: 


NORTH CAROLINA, SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION, 
Raleigh, October 19, 1389. 
Dear Sin: Will you please inform me whether further effort will be made 
for Congressional appropriation for public schools? 
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If such effort shall be made what will be the chances for success? Lask this 
that I may know how to shape my own action in the matter. 

There is great misunderstanding in the northern section of the Union as to 
progress the South is making in public education. 

Sanguine men— 


This ought to be noted, for it is the basis of the opposition to this bill 
at the present time, 


There is great misunderstanding in the northern section of the Union as to 
progress the South is making in public education. 
1 men have traveled South and returned after looking into a few cities 
and talking with the few (comparatively speaking) real friends of publiceduca- 
tion, and reported what conveyed a very false impression, The thata very 

proportion of the leaders in polities of both political parties are opposed 

to public education in any other sense than that of charity, whether reference 
is had to whites or blacks. To say that any considerable proportion of the old 
slave-owners is favorable to the education of the negroes is not in acco: 
with my observation and experience. To say that the South is in a financial 
condition to pappas a good system of schools is not the truth. To say that il- 
literacy in the South will be much reduced in the near future without wee from 
the National Government is what I do not believe. To say that it is the duty of 
Congress to assist in the education of negroes is to my mind as plain a propo- 
sition as that two and two are four. 


This is from the superintendent of the State of North Carolina. 


Those of us in the South who stand for a liberal support of public schools 
know the odds against which we contend, and if it were not for our faith in the 
cause and a hope that prejudices would subside from whatever quarter they 
come or exist, and that help will be extended for the sake of the preservation 
of our civil and religious 11 ies, if not from a sense of justice, we would fall 
by the way and out of the fight. 

I will thank you for such free expressions on your part as you may be willing 
to make, and trust that you will pardon the liberty I take, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
S. M. FINGER, 
Stale Superintendent Public Instruction. 


Hon. W. T. Hargis, Commissioner of Education, Washington, D. C. 


I have also an extract from a letter of Hon. J. S. Hook, State school 
commissioner of Georgia, dated Atlanta, Ga., November 21, 1889, ad- 
dressed to the United States Commissioner of Education: 

But, my dear sir, our great trouble has been want of more money to run the 


schools and procure the services of competent teachers. Whatever mere politi- 
cians and editors who are misinformed or who are careless or reckless— 


Alluding to the bureau of mendacity, the New York Post— 


or reckless misinformers may say to the contrary, our people are r, very 
poor, and many of the farmers’ children had to work in the fields in 1888, when, 
under the more favorable auspices of good crops (which this year, thank God, 
we have) and more money, the attendance would have been larger, as it has 
proved to have been this year, and will be much larger next, I dare say. 

Our Legislature has at last inaugurated the-policy of a airect ad valorem tax 
for educational purposes, and this has given new impulse to educational senti- 
ment and work in the State; and the work will, I am sure, in the future go 
bravely on, But meantime weshould have the aid of the General Government 
to help us to educate the many illiterate children in our midst, many of whom 
rasa) nase eng whom our State, to the extent of its present ability, is nobly 

n oO ucate, 
OT eet the Blair bill, which is a wise measure, fully respecting the rights of 
the States, or some similar measure of wisdom and patriotism, will become a 
law at the ensuing session of Congress. 

I shall be most happy at all timesto give you any information in my power 
and as far as 1 may be able help in my feeble way to uphold you in the dis. 
charge of those high and invaluable duties for which you are so pre-eminently 
qualified by . ability, high character, and patriotism. 

Very truly yours, 
JAS. S. HOOK, 
State School Commissioner of Georgia, 

I have a great amount of evidence of that description which I shall 
introduce later on. I thought it might be well togive these specimens 
of the great mass at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I should like to state what seems to be 
a fact and then ask the Senator from New Hampshire a question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘Texas has a surplus in her treasury of $3,000,000, and 
it is almost as much of a conundram what to do with it as what to do 
with the surplus in the national Treasury at Washington. She hasun- 
sold $60,000,000 worth of land for a school fund and also $13,306,000 
in the treasury, making a grand total for educational purposes of $73,- 
000,000, in round numbers. Does the Senator think that Texas needs 
help to educate her children? 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot think that statement is true atall, and it does 
not represent anything like the actual condition in Texas. I do not 
know what the State of Texas may need asa State. I do know what 
the children of Texas need as children. Very soon they are to be citi- 
zens; they are now citizens of the United States, and very soon they 
will be exercising the functions of sovereignty in the United States, 
located it may be in Texas, but all the more dangerous because located 
in a State which as a State does not educate. There is a large school 
fund in the form of public lands in the State of Texas, That estimate 
there must give a valuation of lands unsold. They are lands unmar- 
keted; they are not available to pay school-teachers; they are not avail- 
able to build school-houses; and as a fact not one-half of the children 
of Texas attend school at all, 

It is equally a matter of indifference to the child whether he fails of 
his education because the parent fails of his duty or whether the parent 
can or can not perform it. He mayebe too poor to perform it; he may 
be too ignorant to perform it; he may not be in a mental condition or 
in a mental and moral condition so that he apprehends the necessity 
of the education of his child, if that child is to become a civilized hu- 
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man being. The State, on the other hand, may fail equally with the 
nt in its duty. Here is the great fact that these children at the 
th, these children in the State of Texas, these American citizens in 
the State of Texas, are growing up in acondition which makes the race 
problem difficult, which makes the investigations in which the Sen- 
ator from Maine has from time to time been engaged in that State, if I 
remember correctly, a necessity for the vindication of human rights 
A and the protection of human life. 
jê: Here is the great fact that they are in this condition in that State 
and nobody helps them out; nobody is likely to help them out. The 
teachers are not paid; and I have evidence to read on that point— 
recent returns from the superintendent of the State of Texas who, lam 
E. informed, under the admonition of the Senators from that State, is op- 
* posed to this bill nowadays. The superintendents are dependent upon 
the politicians who make them in the South, and you do not get from 
=g the superintendent, as a rule, the full truth. Then there is a pretty 
strong disposition to advertise a new country in need of capital for de- 
4 velopment, so that people going there will have an impression that they 
2 are to have an opportunity to educate their children. Thereare many 
reasons why rose-colored views appear in the returns of the Bureau 
2 of Education. I know an instance where I detected the falsity of 
x those returns, and calling the official to account in regard to it he said 
that the pressure upon him was such, with reference to Northern im- 
migration and the investment of Northern capital, that perhaps the re- 
$ turns were a little inaccurate, and they were extremely so, as a matter 
k of fact. 
? AsI was saying to the Senator from Maine, here is an immense body of 
school lands, for Texas, he will remember, has her public lands, while 
-in other States they belong to the country at large, and there is a large 
proportion devoted to the school fund; and in the fature, when the State 
gets worked up, if she ever does, and those lands are gradually con- 
verted into money, they will be practically available for the establish- 
ment and the maintenance and the improvement of the schools. But 
such is not now the case. Thestatement made was that only two years 
since there were a million dollars of the wages of teachers of Texas in 
arrears, and they were selling their certificates at a very large discountin 
order to get means to live; and I have among my papers a letter from a 
colored school teacher in the State of Texas in which he enlarges upon 
t that as an existing condition of things. A great many will write Do 
4 . not reveal our names, but all the same the letters contain internal 
8 evidences of their truthfulness. 
k I do not know that I can give the Senator from Maine any better 
: answer than this: There ought to have been no slavery there; there 
ought to have been no war there or in this country; but there was a 
war; and illiteracy is a war, or it is the breeding-ground of wars and 
insubordination and insurrection and destruction to republican gov- 
ernments. We had to interfere when the war came; we had to estab- 
lish the Government, although itought not perhaps to have been so; and 
there was some fighting; a little in Texas; much more in other South- 
ern States; and because they ought not to have waged war, and yet 
did wage war, it would be just as logical for us to say that there was 
a no occasion to interfere at all as now for us tosay, finding the breeding- 
A ground of wars still unattended to and in need of cultivation, finding 
5 a given State or several States in this condition, that there is no occa- 
E sion for our interference to secure the education of the child for the 
7 future peace and safety of the country. 
The people throughout the Southern States who are in charge of the 
* educational system as a whole are anxiously and earnestly at work for 
the promotion of the common school in their several localities. They 
et are doing the best they can with the money they can get; and there is 
i no n at the present time to complain of those who are interested 
in the education of the people in Texas or anywhere else. Whatever 
money they have is well expended. The trouble is that they have not 
the money. 
Take the land the Senator from Maine speaks of. Of what conse- 
: quence is that land as a means of the education of children unless it can 
? Þesold? What market is there forit? Only as emigration goes, and 
; as railroads are built, and as communities are established, so that all 


: the other tremendous expenditure which attends the colonization and 
Beta the developmentof a new country has to go on and has to be made in 
equal step with the development of schools. It is the great fact that 
the children are not educated that we are dealing with, and it is upon 
that that the friends of this bill plant, as I think impreguably plant, 
the arguments in its favor. 
I have here a recent communication which will be deemed of im- 
portance as showing the condition of white illiteracy in a by no means 
3 exceptional portion of the South. I read from the Birmingham (Ala. ) 
7 Age- Herald of the date of Thursday morning, May 2, 1889: 
WHITE ILLITERACY. 
The following is taken from a letter from Asa E. Stratton to the Washington 


2 Mr. Stratton is a lawyer of good standing, a lawyer of ability, as I 
understand, a Republican in politjes, who was here at the time he wrote 
; this letter. He gave me these facts, and I asked him to put them in 
fe form and give them to the country, whichhedid. ‘The letter was pub- 
: lished in the Washington Press at that time, April 27, 1889. It is 


called The Southern Problem.“ 
ticle and then makes the comments which I will read later: 


The Alabama paper quotes this ar- 


THE SOUTHERN PROBLEM—ILLITERACY 


Editor Washington Press: 

As a part of the things which make a Southern problem the following state- 
ment is made, which is not an ex ion in the rural, the mountain districts of 
the South, The ignorance of the whites who belong to the non-aristocratic ele- 
ment of the South should appeal to their kindred race of the North. The state- 
ment is this: That something more than a year ago I was in attendance on the 
cirenit court of Winston . Senator Joux T. Mondax's speech 
against the Blair educational bill had just been received; a young lawyer of the 
town, Double Springs, was reading the speech to an assemblage of about fifty 
people and expounding the constitutional objections therein presented to the 
passage of the Blair bill. I had just come from the court-house, where I had 
been examining a chain of title to a tract of land, and was struck with the num- 

r of cross-marks signed to the deeds which constituted the links in the chain 
of title in which I had an interest. 

So many were these X marks that as a matter of curiosity I turned to otber 
record books, after finishing my investigation, to see if it was an exception. I 
found upon the best count I could make that of all deeds recorded in Winston 
County signed by white men seven out of ten were signed by an X mark; that 
where the deeds were signed by white women nine out of ten were signed by 
the ominous X mark, This county—Winston—isa white county; out of a voting 
population of about 1,000 there is only one negro vote, The records from the 
marshal’s and clerks’ offices of the various United States courts in the Southern 
States will show a like alarming extent of illiteracy in the white sections of the 
South. These white sections are the old non-slave-holding sections, AsIcame 
into the assemblage, having seen the conditions above stated, I remarked that it 
mattered not what might be the constitutional fears of Senator MorGAx, I had 
just seen the best argument which could be made in support of the Blair bill; 
that the fact, from the records of the county of Winston, ed that seven out 
of ten of the men of the county could not write, and that nine out of ten of the 
women could not write. If this was not true those who heard me make the 
statement could prove the contrary. 

General assent was given that the statement was true. It was then asked 
that if such was the condition of the present generation, was that condition de- 
sired for the next? How, then, was thesucceeding generation without the Blair 
bill to be educated? That education was the basis and shield of free institu- 
tions, of civil and religious liberty. How, without this bill, could the condition 
of the future be improved? The sı tion was made that they wanted edu- 
cation, but not centralization, which they feared. The answer was made that 
there was no purpose to centralize the powers of government, That the lib- 
erties of an educated people were more secure than the | of an illit- 
erate people—from either centralization or other causes, That there was one 
remarkable fact connected with popular education, as well as all other objects 
having the general welfare in view, that was that Democraty could always find 
a warrant in the Constitution for everything detrimental to the public weal, 
and held everything beneficial to the general welfare unconstitutional, 

Here is the true cause of Southern Democratic opposition to the Blair bill. 
Education would enable the people to think, to act intelligently, and ascertain 
the fact that the Democracy only felt secure as it re on the illiteracy of 
the people. That it opposed every measure particularly that would be felt as 
a benefit in the South, which would tend to attach the people to the nationality, 
the integrity, the constitutional. suprem: of the General Government. A 
therefore, the illiteracy of the Southern whites and blacks of the South was not 
the main reliance of Democratic supremacy, why has an unfriendly Democratic 
House of 1 largely of Southern complexion, refi thrice to let 
the act ofa es Senate become a law, beneficial to the present and futuro 
generations of this country? It is asked that in view of these facts the North- 
ern ple still continue this fight for constitutional government and individ- 
val liberty, for only by education of the masses in the whole country can the 
arrogance, the intolerance of the Southern Democratic leaders be held in check. 
The danger is that constitutional government will be lost in the institutionalism 


of the classes, 
ASA E. STRATTON, 


PREVAILING AMONG THE WHITES OF 


WASMINGTON, April 27, 1859. 


Now, citing this article from a Southern lawyer and a Republican, 
the Age-Herald of Thursday morning, May 2, 1889, Birmingham, Ala., 
a Democratic sheet, proceeds to say: 

There is no warrant for speaking of Southern Democratic opposition to the 
Blair bill.“ The majority of the Democratic Senators from the South voted for 
the bill. It was opposed by strict constructionists like Senators MORGAN and 
Hannts, who give more thought to a technical study of the Constitution as a 
state paper than to the welfare of the country and its people. 


This is from a Democratic paper, and I beg leave to be excused from 
the issue it raises between this paper and the Senators alluded to. I 
am afraid that the paper is right, however: 

But such representative Southern Democrats as Lamar, HAMPTON, PUGH, 
Brown, and others of like standing, all gave their support to the measure. 
On the other hand, the Republican Senators were by no means unanimous in 


its favor. * There were, in fact, as many, if not more, Republican as 
Democratic votes recorded in opposition to the measure, 


J think that is inaccurate. If it is not it is very unfortunate. 
But, outside of any considerations of the Blair bill— 


Now, this is what I call attention to, for I am trying to put in the 
facts in this case. Iam not making arguments, but putting in facts 
upon irrefragable evidences, upon which I appeal, to the Senate as im- 
partial, honest, and intelligent jurymen to pass this bill; and to be in- 
telligent upon this subject Senators need to study it. 

But, outside of any considerations of the Blair bill, the picture which Mr. Strat- 
ton draws of white illiteracy in the mountain counties of Alabama is a true one 
and most humiliating, The State is gradually improving its public-school ys- 
tem, $100,000 having added to the fund by the last 3 and much 
more will be done in the future, as the financial condition of the State grows 
stronger. Public sentimentin the South is ming more and more aroused 
to the necessity for good public schools. : 

But with all this inerease the provision for education is very slight. 

I commend this evidence of effort, however to the attention of those 
who say that school money is stolen at the South, and that, if we ap- 
propriate a little 25 per cent. of the amount being expended there, it 

ill be malappropriated by these honest, struggling people of the 
South, who are in search of light against a domineering aristocracy 
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which holds them down, as it has from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, 

It is no question between us and Southern Senators who oppose this 
bill; it is no question between us and Southern Senators who favor the 
bill; it is no question between Senators at all; it is a question between 
us and posterity, immediate posterity, the direct succession of repub- 
lican form of governmentin this country; and there are pledges on this 
subject that must be redeemed. 

At the close of my remarks yesterday I was citing an instrument or 
statement thus described: 

In the year 1884 the Louisiana Educational Society memorialized 
Congress upon the subject of national aid to common schools, praying 
for an appropriation. Their petition, presented by Senator GIBSON, is 
printed at length in the RECORD of March 11, 1884. It is an admirable 
though distressing statement of the situation. 

I yesterday alluded to the fact that, with the vast increase of popu- 
lation and the slight increase of expenditure in the aggregate, itis per- 
fectly absurd to claim that in the short period of ten years there has 
been any substantial variation created among those 25,000,000 people 
as between their condition now and their condition ten years ago; and 
this statement made in 1884 by these parties is true to-day, and more 
hurtfully true in fact than it was then in extensive localities. 


OFFICE OF THE LOUISIANA EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY, 
New Orleans, March 4, 1884. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

We beg leave to lay before you, on behalf of the State of Louisiana, the follow- 
ing statement of facts, and to submit this memorial: 

The report of the superintendent. of pulitic education of the city of New Or- 
leans for 1881 showed a totalschool population (6 to 18 years of age) of 61,456, 
a total enrollment in the public schools of the city of 24,401, and an average dail 
resin yd — December and January (which were the months of largest attend - 
ance) of 17,135. 


About one-fourth of the children of school age, between six and eight- 
een, every one of whom ought to have been at school, of whom only 
24,000 were enrolled at all and 17,000 of the enrollment attended in 
the months of December and January, when the attendance was largest. 
It does not inform us what the attendance was when it was most meager. 


Although the number of educabie children has largely increased since then, 
the superintendent reports for January, 1884, the enrollment to be only 4,482— 


It had gone down 3,000. With probably 70,000 or 75,000 children of 
school age the enrollment had become 14,000— 
with on average attendance of 11,970. 


That is between one-sixth and one-seventh of those who onght to 
have been attending. 


With an allowance of 10,000 in pe and parochial schools (which is a large 
estimate), we still have 36,974 childrenin New Orleans receiving no educational 
instruction whatever. 


That is no cranky statement from anybody away North who does not 
appreciate the situation and is inclined to draw gloomy pictures of the 
condition of other parts of the country. This is a statement right from 
the educators of the State of Louisiana herself. 


The census of 188) shows an average attendance of 15,190 (which included the 
montis of most meager and the largest attendance). Thus you will see at a 
glance the large decrease in the number being educated, although the popula- 
tion is steadily increasing. 

A corresponding retrogression exists throughout the State— 


* Retrogression '? is the word 


and it may be safely affirmed that of the 273,85 school population of Louisiana 
(census of 1880) pot more than 30 percent, of them attend either public, private, 
or parochial schools, 

In the fifteen Southern States, including the District of Columbia, the census 
of 18%) shows that there are 2,702,835 (white and black) of the 5,703,216 school 
population notenrolled in schools, and notwithstanding the efforts made by the 
Peoria ofthese States and the generous contributions from private sources in 
the North for educational purposes the number of children unenrolled in the 
schools and tho illiterates continue to increase. 

The State and city have done much toward public education, but the illiterates 
are such a large proportion of the population and poyerty is so widespread 
that the taxable property can not bear such a burden as must necessarily be im- 
posed to provide for and sustain public schools, 

We are aware that, in so far as ignorance is the source of pauperism, erime, 
and a want of thrift, the State is chicfly interested and the Federal Government 
indirectly only, but there is a common ground on which Federal and State in- 
terests meet and blend. Guod government is necessary for both, and itis equally 
the duty of both tosee that the citizen is made capable of performing the duties 
of eee intelligently, fearlessly. honestly. Said one: Honest enough, 
brave enough, and keen enough to resist corruption, defy violence, and defeat 

ud.“ 

Both are alike interested in making the masses of the people sufficiently in- 
telligent to understand what constitutes the test good for the greatest num- 
ber; and to comprehend also the converse of the propon non, that the good of 
the greatest number is the highest and best interest of the individual citizen. 

We believe thatthe very life of the Republic and the preservation of the liberty 
it vonchsafes depend upon the intelligence of its people, the universal education 
of its citizens; that as their illiteracy increases so do the dangers to our country 
multiply. 

x * 2 * * * * 

Our danger is imminent and increasing. France in 1870 realized that it was 
not the needle-gun but educated Germany which so quickly brought her to de- 
feat and submission, She was taught a bitter lesson, by which she is now profit- 
ing. Since then she has largely increased her taxation for public schools, made 
elementary schooling free and attendance compulsory. Let ber history teach 
us to educate our children, be they white or black, 

But thiscan only be done with the liberal aid of the National Government, and 
unless itcomes to our assistance the condition of our educational work must 
grow sleadily worse. 

ie renee that a very large sum is necessary to meet the great need of the 
country. 8 


Citing this bill as it then was, it says: 

The bill before Congress proposes to give $15,000,000 for the first year 

It has subsequently been changed in proportions ; $7,000,009 the 
first year, and so on 
and to decrease the appropriation $1,000,000 each year during a period of ten 
years, dividing it according to the number of illiterates in each State. 

We trust that some such measures may meet your approval. Somesuch meas- 
ures are necessary to stay and roll bask: the tide of illiteracy in this and other 
States of the South, which now finds no barriers strong enough to resist it. We 
believe it to be the duty of Congress to make some such appropriation, and on 
behalf of our State we ask it to do so. 

Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, declared the necessity for 
and the importance of public education. Said the latter in his inaugural ad- 
dress of 1817: “ Let us by all wise and constitutional measures promote intelli- 
gence among the people as the best means of preserving liberties.” 

Presidents Grant, Hayes, Garfield, and Arthur have severally recommended 
it, and President Garfield said: All the constitutional power of the nation and 
of the States should besummoned to meet the danger by the saving influence of 
universal education,” 

With our poverty upon us and dangers before us we appeal to Congress to do 
all that can constitutionally be done to aid in the education of youth, so that we 
may reap the fruits of industry, integrity, and intelligence. 

LOUIS BUSH, President, R. H. BROWNE, Chairman, 
E. T. MERRICK, Vice-President, JAMES McCONNELL, 
L L. LEUCHT, Secretary, S. S. CARLISLE, 
CARTWRIGHT EUSTIS, Treasurer, SYLYANUS LANDRUM, 
R. II. BROWNE, B. T. WALSHE, 
J. C. MORRIS, WARREN EASTON, 
ES McCONNELL, J. W. NICHOLSON, 
R. M. WALMSLEY, Committee on Memorials, 
STANFORD E. CHAILE, 
Executive Committee Educational Society of Loutsiana. 

I want to make a remark right in this connection [Mr. Dawes here 
rose to move an executive session], for I see that Senators are intent 
upon their blood and can not wait for their pound of flesh. 

These children can wait; God knows they are likely to wait; but there 
are a few Indians somewhere with fifty thousand children among them 
and a little controversy over offices, while here are these five or six mill- 
ion American children who can not get the attention of the Senate, a 
Senate that if we may believe the public prints is threatening to reverse 
its own record and defeat this necessity to the childhood of the country 
in violation of the pledges of a great political party, for which, if they 
are violated, it deserves to be and will be condemned. I believe there 
will be no such reyersal of the record of this Senate. 3 

I was about to observe that this statement made in 1834 is proved to 
be an understatement of existing conditions by the certified fact from 
the secretary of state of the State of Louisiana that in their last election 
the white and colored illiteracy of the voter had increased since 1880, 
and the percentages were given; also, quite an alarming increase of illit- 
eracy in case of the colored voters; an increase of some 2 or 3 per 
cent. in the case of the whiteman; half, or very nearly half, of the total 
of vote unable to write, and making their marksinregistration. How 
many of them had sufficient education so that they knew aught of the 
issues which were being discussed before them, even if they could make 
their mark or even if they could write their names? 

On Friday, March 24, 1882, a committee of the National Educational 
Arsociation appeared before the Committee on Education and Labor of 
the Senate and House of Representatives to urge national aid to pub- 
lic-school education. The association comprises the superintendents of 
public instruction of the States and Territories and a large number of 
the principal educators of the country. 

The committee consisted of Hon. G. J. Orr, of Georgia; Hon. M. A. 
Newell, of Maryland; Hon. J. H. Smart, of Indiana; Hon. Hugh Thomp- 
son, of South Carolina; Dr. J. W. Dickinson, and Hon. B. G. Northrop, 
of Connecticut. 

This committee presented at the hearing another memorial already 


prepared by representatives of the great religious denominations of the 


land, of the trustees of the Peabody fund, and of missionary and educa- 
tional institutions, which memorial they indorsed and urged upon the 
consideration of Congress and the country. 

‘They say in their memorial to Congress; 

The undersigned earnestly call the attention of Senators and Representatives 
to the following facts and suggestions with reference to governmental aid to 
common schools on the basis of illiteracy. 

The following table is based upon the estimates of the Bureau of Education. 
In the sums raised by the States interest on the invested funds is not included, 
except in a few States, The table is not exhaustive, but only illustrative. 

We fully suggest: 

1, The help should be so given that it will stimulate rather than supersede 
the necessity of State effort. 

2. Itshould be help for the common schools; temporary aid in the training of 
teachers perhaps, but chiefly in giving them opportunity to teach. “ Thesafety 
of the Republic is the supreme law of the land.“ This isthe maxim which not 
only justities but demands action on tho part of the General Government, and 
itshonld also suggest the limitations under which the action should be taken, 

8. The help should be immediate, and not remote. The fortunes of war and 
the necessities of legislative action have made citizens of a large mass of ig- 
norant men, whose votes are to shape, for weal or woe, the character of our 
Jaws. Education alone can convert this mass of ignorance and element of 
ger into one of enlightened strength and safety. 

Largely more than one-half of a fund for the education of the illiterate would 
go to the South for negro illiteracy; less than one-fourth because of white illit- 
eracy. If Congress should create a fund which would give $3 per annum per 
capiia for the education of this class alone, it will require an aggregate annual 
sum of $18,719,958. 


Twice the amount which by virtue of this small bill comparatively 
goes annually to the whole country, about two-thirds or three-fifths of 
which would be distributed in the South, 


— 


n 


Of this, Mississippi, e. g., would receive $1,119,603; but of this, $959,529 would be 
for colored illiterates and $160,344 for white illiterates, 

8 an educational work in the South chiefly for the race, in 
which have been expended about $10,000,000, and ing with a wide knowl- 
edge of facts, we emphatically assert the impossibility of acoomplishing this 

t work unless the General Government shall come to the assistance of 
ose States in which this illiteracy is chiefly found. 

Every dollar we have expended expresses the conscientious and earnest de- 
sire of the donor that this work shall be done, and is an emphatic vote for the 
action for which we ask. 

In the name of the millions of Christian citizens whom we represent we ear- 
nestly urge Congress to help qualify the ignorant voters who are in 
2 by Co ional action with the ballot for the duties with which they 
are charged, believing the power to do this is co-ordinate with the power that 
enfranchised them. ` 

As I stated in the beginning, this is signed by the representatives of 
great leading religious organizations of the North: 

Rey. M. E. STRIEBY, D. D., 
American Missionary Association; Congregational, 
Rev. J. C. HARTZ EL. D. D., 

Secretary Freed men's Aid Society; Methodist. 
Rey. H. L. MOREHOUSE, D. D., 
Home Missionary Society; Baptist. 
Rev. SHELDON JAC N, D. D., 
Home Missionary Society; Presbyterian. 
Rev. J. L. M. CURRY, D. D., 
Agent of the Peabody Fund. 
Proressor C. C. PAINTER, 
Fisk University, Nashville, Tenn. 
S. C. ARMSTRONG, 
Hampton Insti‘ute, Virginia. 


It may be well to take this into consideration in connection with a 
statement which has been floating through the RECORD and through 
the press as coming from this same S. C. Armstrong, who is himself 
simply an organized charity with his Hampton Institute. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘‘My lord is eager for the sacrifice.” I will give way 
to a motion to go into executive session. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has been pressing for a long time, and sooner or later I shall have 
to yield, and in the hope that the subject-matter of the executive ses- 


sion may be permanently disposed of I will give way at this point. 
Mr. DAW. If I can get a quorum here, I think it will be dis- 
of. 


Mr. BLAIR. If anything should occur that we can come out of ex- 
ecutive session and I can go on further to-night, I desire to do so. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the consent of both Senators to this agree- 
ment and the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2404, which will take a very few minutes to 

and which is a bill of special interest to my State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BLAIR. It will not affect the pending bill at all? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not at all; it is a public-building bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEATRICE, NEBR. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Task the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2404) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Beatrice, in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, and the Senate, by unanimous consent, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

“Mr. PADDOCK. In line 46, on page 3, I move to fill the blank be- 
fore the word dollars“ by inserting ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 


The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 


penses. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
POTOMAC AQUEDUCT BRIDGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 29th ultimo, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, together with a 
report of Lieut. Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, in regard to 
the Aqueduct bridge over the Potomac River, ete. ; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDRESS OF CONVENTION OF COLORED AMERICANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented an address of the national con- 
vention of colored Americans convened in Washington, D. C., praying 
for the passage of an act placing Federal elections under Federal con- 
trol, an amendment of the Federal judiciary law relative to the organi- 
zation of juries, the passage of the Blair educational bill, an amend- 
ment of the interstate- commerce law to nullify the effects of State legis- 
lation providing separate cars for white and colored passengers, reim- 
bursement of depositors of the late Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com- 
pany, and disapproving the propositions looking to the deportation of 
colored citizens; which was referred tothe Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, and ordered to be printed. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will let me 
have a bill 

Mr. DAWES. Please do not appeal tome. I have the indulgence 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to make this motion. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from New Hampshire can not go on to- 
day if we have an executive session, and this will take but a moment. 
It is a bill requiring no discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator will excuse me, as Lobtained the 
floor by consent of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yielded the floor for an executive session, and Ileave 
Senators to adjust the matter between themselves. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, of course, must expect to get through with his executive 
business to-day. He ought to do so. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from New Hampshire yielded the floor 
for the purpose of an executive session, and I ought not to consume 
the time of the Senate by yielding to others. 

Mr. DOLPH. As the Senator from New Hampshire does not object, 
I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to give way. 

Mr. DAWES. I can not yield, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and forty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wed- 
nesday, February 12, 1890, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 11th day of February, 1890. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William T. La Follette, of Plankinton, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 

lic moneys at Chamberlain, S. Dak. (a newly established office). 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Herman H. Natwick, of Brookings, S, Dak., to be register of the land 

office at Chamberlain, S. Dak. (a newly established office). 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 

Lient. Col. Joseph R. Smith, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of 
colonel, February 9, 1890, vice Andrew K. Smith, retired from active 
service, 

Maj. Dallas Bache, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of lieuten- 
ant-colonel, February 9, 1890, vice Joseph R. Smith, promoted. 

Capt. Philip F. Harvey, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, February 9, 1890, vice Bache, promoted. 

Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. James B. Hickey, to be captain, January 20, 1890, vice 
Williams, deceased. 

Second Lieut, William F, Flynn, to be firstlientenant, January 20, 
1890, vice Hickey, promoted. 

Sizth Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Charles G. Morton, to be first lieutenant, February 1, 

1890, vice Torrey, appointed regimental quartermaster. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 6, 1890. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Robert Adams, jr., of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to the United States of Brazil. 
CONSUL. 
Adolph G. Studer, of Iowa, formerly consul at Singapore, to be consul 
of the United States at Barmen. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 
Charles W. Mather, of Deadwood, S. Dak., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of South Dakota. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Willoughby Cole, of California, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of California. 

Benjamin F. Fowler, of Wyoming, to be attorney of the United States 
for the Territory of Wyoming. ; 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George Fengler, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Dubuque, in the State of Iowa. N 
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MARSHALS. 


David B. Miller, of Iowa, to be marshal of the United States for the 
southern district of Iowa. 

John G. Watts, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia. 

James J, Dickerson, of Texas, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Texas. 

Trinidad Romero, of New Mexico, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of New Mexico. 

George E. Gard, of California, to be marshal of the United States for 


the southern district of California. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Franklin Moore, to be postmaster at St. Clair, in the county of St. 
Clair and State of Michigan. 


Byron Ballou, to be postmaster at Cadillac, in the county of Wex- 
ford and State of Michigan. 

James N. Chappell, to be postmaster at Morenci, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan. 2 

William H. Walker, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York. 

Elnathan K. Westfall, to be postmaster at Bushnell, in the county of 
McDonough and State of Illinois. 

Jesse W. Smith, to be postmaster at Schoharie, in the county of 
Schoharie and State of New York. 

William H. Nicholoy, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York. 

Charles Guirkin, to be at Elizabeth City, in the county of 
Pasquotank and State of North Carolina. 

Luther M. Whitaker, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

Harriet F. Cadmus, to be postmaster at South Amboy, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

Franklin Wells, to be postmaster at Constantine, in the county of 
St. Joseph and State of Michigan. 

Charles L. Pritchard, to be postmaster at Front Royal, in the county 
of Warren and State of Virginia. 

John S. Weaver, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburgh, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles S. W. Jones, to be postmaster at Tyrone, in the county of 
Blair and State of Pennsylvania. 

William H. Mellinger, to be postmaster at Leetonia, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Newton C. Clyde, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Miami 
and State of Ohio. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 10, 1890. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Hugh B. Lindsay, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United States 

for the eastern district of Tennessee. 


John Ruhm, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United States for the 
middle district of Tennessee. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1890. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Harrie R. Newberry, of Michigan, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Madrid. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Samuel W. Hawkins, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 11, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will be 
approved. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I object to the approval of that portion of the 
Journal which records the action of the Speaker in counting a quorum 
as present. 7 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the approval of the Jour- 
nal. As many as are in favor 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 55 members voting in favor of the 
demand. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen are anxious to go on with 
the consideration of the rules, and I would suggest that the approval 
of the Journal go over until to-morrow. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. z 


The SPEAKER. The call can not be interrupted. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nay 1, not vot- 


ing 178; as follows: 
P YEAS—150, 
Adams, Dalzell, y. Russell, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, La Follette, Sawyer, 
Anderson,Kans. De Haven, idlaw, Scull, 
Arnold, De Lano, nsing, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Dingley, Wa, Simonds, 
Baker, Dolliver, Lehlbach, Smith, III. 
Banks, Dorsey, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, Dunnell ge, Smyser, 
Bayne, Evans, Mason, Snider, 
Beckwith, Ewart, Meteo Spooner, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McCord, Stephenson, 
3 
ng ick, Kenna, 8 
BI Flood, Miles, Struble, 
man, Frank, Milliken, Sweney, 
Boutelle, n, Moffitt, Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Gear, Morey, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Gest, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Gifford, Morrow, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, Morse, Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, N. J. Grout, Nute, Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Hall, O'Donnell, andever, 
Burton, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. ade, 
Candler, Harmer, Payne, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Haugen, Payson, Wallace, Mass, 
Carter, Henderson, III. Perkins, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Peters, Watson, 
Cheadle, ermann, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheatham, Hill, Post, Wickham. 
Clark, W. itt, Pugsley, Williams, Ohio 
Hopkins, Quackenbush, Wilson, — 55 
Coleman, Houk, Raines, Wilson, Wash, 
Kelley, Ran Mass. 5 
Conger, Kerr, lowa Ray, Yardley, 
Connell, Ketcham, Reed, lowa The Speaker, 
a Kinsey, Rife, 
0 Knapp, Rowell, 
NAY—1. 
Buckalew. 
NOT VOTING—178. 
Abbott, Cowles, Magner, Rusk, 
Alderson, Crain, + Mann, Sanford, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Mansur, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Martin, Ind. Scranton, 
Andrew, Culbertson, Pa, rtin, Tex. Seney, 
Bankhead, Cummings, cAdoo, Shively, 
Barnes, Dargan, McCarthy, Skinner, 
Barwig, Davidson, McClammy, Spinola, 
Belden, Dibble, MeClellan, ringer, 
Dockery, coCreary, Inecker, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McKinley, Stewart, 
Bland, Edmunds, McMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Elliott, MeRae, Stewart, Vt. 
Boatner, Ell Mills, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Enloe, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, Moore, N. H. Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Fithian, Moore, Tex. Stump. 
Broo Flower, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Brower, Forman, Mutchler, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J. B. Forney, orton, Tillman, 
Brunner, Fowler, tes, v. 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, O'Ferrall, Tucker, 
Bullock, Gibson, O’ Neall, Ind. Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, Goodnight, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Kans, 
Butterworth, Grimes, Osborne, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Hare, Outhwaite, ‘urpin 
Caldwell, Hatch, Owen, Ind. Van Schaick, 
engon Hayes, Owens, Ohio Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Parrett, Walker, Mo. 
Carlisle, Heard Paynter, Washington, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Henderson, N. CO. Pendleton, Whiting, 
Catchings, Herbert, Penington, Whitthorne, 
e. Holman, Perry, Wike, 
Chipman, Hooker, Phelan, Wilber, 
cy, Kennedy, erce, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Price, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Kilgore, Quinn, Willeox, 
Clunie, Lane, Randall, Pa, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Lanham, Reilly, ison, Mo. 
Compton, Lawler, Richardson. Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Lee, . Robertson, Wise, 
Cooper, Ohio Lester, Ga. Rockwell, , Yoder. 
Cothran, Lester, Va. ra, 
Covert, Lewis, Rowland, 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also announces the following names of 
members whoare present and declining to vote, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Annorr, Mr. BARNES, Mr, BLAND, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. BOATNER, Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE, Mr BUCHANAN of Virginia, Mr. BULLOCK, Mr. BYNUM, Mr. CARLTON, Mr. 
CARUTH, Mr. OHIPMAN, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. CRAIN, Mr. Crisp, Mr, Comutnes, Mr. 
Dockery, Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. ELLIOTT, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. FITHIAN, Mr, FLOWER, 
Mr, FOWLER, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HAYES, Mr, HEMPHILL, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. KIL- 
GORE, Mr. LANE, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. LEE, Mr. MAGNER, Mr. MaisH, Mr, MANSUR, 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. MARTIN of Texas, Mr. McApoo, Mr, MCCARTHY, 
Mr. MCOREARY, Mr. MoMILLINS, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. Moore of Texas, Mr. 
MoraGayn, Mr. Norrox, Mr. O'FERRALL, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE, Mr. Parrett, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr, PEEL, Mr. PENINGTON, Mr. QUINN, 
Mr, RICHARDSON, Mr, Rusk, Mr, SAYERS, Mr. SENEY, Mr. SKINNER, Mr, SPINO; 
Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. STEWART of Georgia, Mr. Sroxx of Kentucky, Mr, STONE 
Missouri, Mr. Mr. Tv Mr. WALKER of Missouri, Mr. WASHING- 
TON, Mr. Wurrine, Mr. WX, Mr, Wirsox of Missouri, and Mr. WISE. 
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The SPEAKER. On this question the years are 150, the nays 1; 
and there being a constitutional quorum present to do business, the 
Journal of the House is approved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
that no quorum has voted, 

The following pairs were furnished from the Clerk’s desk until further 
notice: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr, OWENS, of Ohio. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. Boorman with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. McCLammy. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. ROWLAND, for this day. 

Mr. OSBORNE with Mr. FORNEY, for this day. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I am paired with my colleague from Ohio, Mr. 
HAYNES, but reserved the right to vote to make a quorum, which ex- 
plains my vote on the approval of the Journal this morning. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

THE RULES, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the report of the 
Committee on Rules, and, with a view of fixing some limit to the dis- 
cussion of the rules, I ask whether the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] is present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Kentucky is not in his seat 


t present. 

Mr. CANNON. Isupposed I would have an answer this morning 
from that gentleman which would enable us to come tosome agreement 
about when the previous question should operate on this report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not understand thesuggestion of the gentle- 


Mr. CANNON. In pursuance of a conversation with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky on yesterday, I say that I supposed I would have 
an answer this morning, under the indications then made, touching an 
agreement when the previous question should operate on this code of 
rules. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Kentucky has not yet 
reached the Hall, or at any rate I have not seen him. I believe the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] is entitled to the floor, and 

robably by thetime he has concluded his remarks the gentleman from 
2 will be in his seat. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to fix some time now when the previous 
question niay be considered as ordered. l 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have made the suggestion as to the absence of 
the gentleman from Kentucky; of course the gentleman from Illinois 
can take his own course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What proposition does my colleague from Ilinois 
make? 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Illinois, after allowing 
debate to proceed under the hour rule on yesterday, will not now cut 
off the members on this side of the House or on that side who may de- 
sire to discuss this code. The questions presented by it are most im- 
portant, and members will not be able in the few minutes allotted them 
under the five-minute rule to explain their views in regard to the matter. 
I hope the gentleman will not, therefore, undertake to cut off debate, 
but will allow this report to be fully considered as it deserves. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read for information, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That House Report No. 23, from the Committee on Rules, be con- 
sidered until 1 o'clock p. m. on Wednesday, the 12th instant, under the hour 
rule of the last House, after which it shall be considered under the five-minute 
rule of the last House, for substantial amendment and debate until the hour of 
of 4 o'clock p. m. of Wednesday, February the 12th, at which hour the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered on the proposed code of rules and 
the pending amendments, 

Mr. CANNON. Now. it was substantially to that provision the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], as I understand him, both in 
and out of the House, thought an agreement could be made this morn- 


ing. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Do I understand the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON, Let me complete my statement. But it was sug- 
gested that in the mean time we proceed yesterday under the hour rule 
and that this morning either an agreement would be made or, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky said, I could offer a resolution in the absence 
of agreement. In the absence of the gentleman from Kentucky, whom 
I have not been able to see this morning and who is not present in the 
House, and in the presence now of so reasonably full a House, I desire 
to offer the resolution, and upon that I move the previous question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois will not certainly 

Mr. SPRINGER. You propose only to allow from 1 o'clock to-mor- 
row until 4 o’clock to consider this code of rules under the five-minute 
rule. That is only three hours. We desire to have several yea-and- 
nay votes on some of the proposed rules, and three yea-and-nay votes 


will take up half the time; so that there will be only an hour and a halt 
for the consideration of this whole code under the five-minute rule. 

Certainly the gentleman will not deem that as a reasonable time under 
the five-minute rule to consider a whole code of rules which revolu- 
tionizes the parliamentary practice of this House for a hundred years,” 

Mr. CANNON. What will the gentleman say about commencing 
with the five-minute debate immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I think that we ought to have general 
debate the whole of to-day, to-morrow, and Thursday [cries of Oh!“ 
on the Republican side] upon this important question, and after that 
take it up under the five-minute rule and debate and consider it until 
we can reach a conclusion thereon. 

Mr. CANNON. I will amend the resolution by proposing that the 
five-minute debate shall commence after the reading of the Journal to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PAYSON and others on the Republican side. No! No! 

Mr. CANNON. Well, gentlemen say ‘‘ No.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say to my friend from Dlinois that I 
hope he will not insist upon this proposition now. Business can not 
be facilitated by coercing this side of the House and stifling our views 
upon this question. Give us a reasonable time to debate this question 
and to reach conclusions. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman agree to order the previous 
question 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us have order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order and gentlemen will 
take their seats. 

Mr. CANNON. What proposition have gentlemen on the other side 
to make? 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to ask the gentleman from IIlinois a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McCREARY,. Does the gentleman remember that in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, when the rules were reported, the debate lasted two 
months? Now the proposition is made to cut off debate in two days. 
I think fairness and justice require that we certainly ought to be heard 
on an important proposition like this. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman I will state that when 
the debate lasted two months it was upon a complete revision of the 
code, and partially in justification of the action of the then Committee 
on Rules, which had spent three months at Long Branch during the 
vacation in revising the code. 

Mr. McCREARY. But I understand the committee was unanimous 
on that occasion, while on this occasion we have a minority report. 

Mr. CANNON, The amendments proposed in the new code of rules 
are few. And 1 feel when the debate yesterday was had, when most 
members from the time it commenced to the time it closed disappeared 
from the House, that this report ought to be acted upon at an early 
day, and I would ask the gentleman what he would suggest now as to 
the time when the previous question shall be ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, personally to be fair and 
just. The Committee on Rules have been occupied for two months in 
considering the rules and preparing their report; it seems not fair and 
just to bring us toa vote within two days after we begin the considera- 
tion of those rules; and I think we ought to have general debate to-day 
and es and then general debate should close on Thursday 
evening. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
permit a suggestion there? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam sure that—— 

The SPEAKER. These proceedings are by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN, And, Mr. Speaker, I think we will get on a little 
faster by having a little unanimousconsent at this time. What I wish 
to say to my friend from IIIinois y 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us have order. It is impossible to hear. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has used its influence in the Honse to 
procure order, but it does not seem to have much effect. Gentlemen 
will please take their seats. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What I wanted to say to the gentleman from IIIi- 
nois is this: That the Committee on Rules, realizing the great changes 
that were made in the proposed system of rules, ordered last week that 
we should have in juxtaposition the rules of the last House and pro- 
posed changes. By some mistake of the printer—I am not going to 
make any intimation that it is anything else—to the misfortune of the 
House, that was never brought to the House until this morning, and 
most of us have got it since 12 o'clock. Now, I insist, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is not exactly fair, within a few hoursafter we got it in that con- 
venient form for use, that we shall close debate within twenty-four 
honrs, and within twenty-seven hours that we will cut ourselves out of 
the right to amend this radical change upon the rules. I insist to my 
friend from Illinois that it is not fair; and if these changes are to be 
made and if individual members are to be deprived of their rights we 
ought to be heard to reasonably protest against such action. 
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Mr. HOOKER. Will thegentleman from Illinois permit me a ques- ce It will give abundant time to the other sideand will, I 


tion there? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, the Committee on Rules, which is composed 
of five members, have reported a code of rules to the House. I do not 
refer to the changes, but I refer to the fact that when this House clothed 
this committee of five members, including the Speaker, with power to 
report a code of rules that committee, at least, notwithstanding they 
may have exhausted themselves for two months upon it, ought not to 
expect the members of this House, many of whom are new members 
on this side and on that side, tocomprebend this system of rules in the 
short time that the gentleman proposes. 

I think that the members of this committee ought to be the last gen- 
tlemen upon this floor to seek to limit debate; composed, as the com- 
mittee is, of but five men, who propose a code of rules not only clothing 
the Speaker of the House with powers never given before, but clothing 
that committee with the power to shape out the legislation which shall 
be proceeded with by the House under that code of rules, I think that 
the gentlemen ought to be willing to give free latitude for debate upon 
this question. 

Mr. CANNON, One word. Upon yesterday I did all I could to 
make an agreement with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE], representing the other side. The gentleman from Kentucky 
said to me that if we would let the debate run on yesterday he be- 
lieved they could agree this morning to let the previous question oper- 
ate to-morrow. Accepting that suggestion, the debate was allowed to 
run on yesterday without an audience, and now, this morning, when 
I propose to move the previous question, there comes no suggestion 
from the other side as to when the previous question shall operate. 
Therefore, I propose now to take the sense of the House and to move 
the previous question upon the resolution. 7 

Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. 

The question was taken upon ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division. 

Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentleman from Minois [Mr. Cannon] 
allow a question? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 149. 

So 12 previous question was refused. [Langhteron the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor now. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has demanded the previous ques- 
tion and the House has voted it down, and now we are ready, on this 
side, to move to amend this resolution. I believe that is the rule. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Iam upon my feet for the purpose of asking for a 
division. I propose to lose the previous question, or at least to have 
an indication of some time this year when the other side are willing 
that this debate shall close. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
permit a question? 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 31 mem- 
bers voted in the affirmative, not one-fifth of the last vote; so the yeas 
and nays were refused. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to amend this 
resolution. 

Mr. CAN NON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I recognize the point that the 
gentleman from Illinois, my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER], is in charge 
of the resolution. [Laughter]. 

Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentleman’ from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER 
permit a question, as the other gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON 
would not. [Laughter.] Do you propose to close this debate before a 
member of the minority of the Committee on Rules hasan opportunity 
to be heard upon it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know to what member of the committee 
the gentleman from New York refers. 

Mr. FLOWER. I refer to Mr. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, who is ab- 
sent from the House to-day on account of sickness. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I think it would be much more proper that the 
gentleman from Kentucky should have an opportunity to be heard, and 
if gentlemen on the other side are willing I will now move to postpone 
the further consideration of this resolution until after the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has concluded his remarks, when the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE) will probably be here. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. No, no. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] may not be here till to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then if there is objection to that suggestion I 
will withdraw it and will move that general debate on this resolution 
close at 5 o'clock on Thursday, that on Friday the House consider it 
under the five-minute rule, and that we take the final vote before ad- 
journing on that day. 

The SPEAKER. The proper course is for the gentleman to propose 
an amendment to the resolution which is now 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the proposition of the gentleman will be con- 


sai 4 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a suggestion to the 
gentleman from Illinois | Mr. SPRINGER] who has now charge of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It is the resolution 
to close the debate that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
has charge of. {Laughter.] 

Mr. HOOKER, Well, I want to make a suggestion in reply to what 
has fallen from the gentleman from Illinois in reference to this prop- 
osition, and that suggestion is that the time which he proposes for the 
consideration of these rules and the amendments thereto under the five- 
minute rule is too short for the purpose of going through the rules 
themselves. You could not do that in the space of a single day. I 
therefore suggest to the gentleman from Illinois having charge of this 
resolution of his colleague that the final vote be taken on Saturday 
evening. [Cries of * No!” “ No!” on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. It is only one day more. 

Mr. PERKINS. No. Let the general debate close to-morrow, and 
Jet us commence to consider the report under the five-minute rule on 
crc with the understanding that the final vote is to be taken on 
Friday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that general debate close 
on Wednesday evening, that Thursday and Friday be devoted to the 
consideration of the report under the five-minute rule, and that the final 
vote be taken on Friday before adjournment: - 

Mr. PERKINS. Make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that general debate continne until 
to-morrow evening, that Thursday and Friday be devoted to the con- 
sideration of the report under the five-minute rule, and that the final 
vote be taken before the House adjourn on Friday. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

A MEMBER. Why not provide that the final vote be taken imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal on Friday? 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the proposed amendment of my colleague, Mr. 
SPRINGER, be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state, without reading it, that my propo- 
sition is that general debate on this report continue until the adjourn- 
ment to-morrow, that on Thursday and Friday the report be considered 
under the five-minute rule, and that the final vote on the whole report 
be taken before the adjournment on Friday. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. At 5 o'clock on Friday. 

Several MEMBERS. At 4 o'clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It may not work conveniently for us to fix 5 
o’clock arbitrarily; I propose that we provide for taking the vote before 
the adjournment on Friday. We will remain here until the vote is 
taken. On this proposition I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will 
reduce his motion to writing, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think some hour on Friday should be fixed for 
taking the vote; otherwise we may find ourselves involved in a con- 
roads as to the consumption of further time. Let us haye an hour 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to inquire as to the effect of this pro- 
posed amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. Is it understood 
that the debate is to proceed in one-hour speeches until the time as- 
sigued for general debate is exhausted? Several gentlemen, 3 
myself, desire to occupy some fifteen or twenty minutes each in ge 
debate. But if the hour rule is to apply until the general debate is ex- 
hausted, we shall probably be deprived of the opportunity we desire. 
I think that after spending to-day, if it be thought desirable, in hour 
speeches, we ought to limit debate to speeches of twenty or thirty min- 
utes. 


Several MEMBERS. Fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment as reduced te 
writing by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House Report No. 23, from the Committee on Rules, be conside 
ered until the adjournment on Wednesday, the 12th instant, under the hour rule 
of the last House, after which it shall be considered under the five-minute rule 
of the last House for substantial amendments and debate until Friday, Febru- 
ary 14, on which day the previous question shall be considered as ordered at 8 
o'clock p. m. on the proposed code of rules and pending amendments, 

Many MEMBERS. That is all right. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I suggest to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that the general debate, instead of proceeding under the hour rule, 
be limited to speeches of twenty or thirty minutes. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I 
wish to know whether, under the provision of this resolution that de- 
bate proceed under the hour rule, members will be recognized to ap- 
portion their time to other members; that is, to yield to others a part 
of the hour to which they may be entitled. 

The SPEAKER. That was the practice under the former rule. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Isuppose that the hour rule would carry that 
with it as a matter of practice; but I would like to know the view of 
the Speaker upon the question. 
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eee The Chair would so construe it, in the absence of 
objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
from Illinois—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will move an amendment sub- 
stituting a half-hour rule for the hour rule I will yield for a motion to 
that effect. ' 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move, then, to amend by striking 
out ‘one hour’? and inserting half an hour.’’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to offer that amendment: that, instead of 
speeches of one hour in the general debate, we operate under a thirty- 
minute rule, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois accept the pro- 

d amendment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I be permitted I will accept the amendment 
providing for half-hour speeches instead of hour speeches. 

The SPEAKER. That will be made a part of the gentléman’s 
motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Now let us hear how the resolution will read. Ido 
not understand that there was any half-hour rule in the last House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois as modified. 

The Clork read as follows: 

Resolved, That House Report No. 23, from the Committee on Rules, be con- 
sidered until adjournmenton Wednesday, the 12th instant, under a rule of thirt: 
minutes debate for cach member zed, after which it shall be conside: 
under the five-minute rule of the last House for substantial amendments and 
debate, until Friday, February 14, on which day the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered at 5 o'clock p. m. on the proposed code of rules and 
pending amendments. 

[Cries of Vote !” “Vote !’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the adoption of the res- 
olution as amended. £ 

The resolution as amended was adopted. ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote last taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE ‘tO PRINT. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. OATEs, 
who intended to speak on this question, is sick in bed. I ask leave for 
him to print in the RECORD the speech he intended to make. 

There being no objection, the leave requested was granted. 

CORRECTION. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Irise to make a correction. The reprinting 
ordered yesterday was of the bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national 
military park at the battle-field of Chickamauga, and not the report; 
and I ask that the correction be made accordingly. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. PERKINS. Lask, by unanimous consent, to be allowed at this 
time to introduce a bill for reference, 

Mr. HOOKER. I should like to hear the title of the bill read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.6786) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, to establish courts 

the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was introduced, read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 


Mr. BOATNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6787) 
in relation to claims arising under the provisions of the captured and 
abandoned property acts, and for other purposes; which was read a fivst 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I ask, by unanimous consent, to intro- 
duce a bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido not like to cut off any gentleman, but I do 
not think itis fair to take up the time given for debate in this way. 

The SPEAKER, It is within the power and control of any member 
of the House to call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask, by unanimous consent, that 
members hand bills to the Clerk which they desire to introduce, and 
they be referred to appropriate committees. 

Several members objected, and called for the regular order of busi- 
ness, . 
THE RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is en- 


titled to the floor, and will proceed. 
Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman from Ohio proceeds, Iask, by 


unanimous consent, to submit for adoption at this time the following 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the code of rules reported from the Committee on Rules on the 
6th instant be printed, together with the rules of the House in force at the close 
of the Fiftieth Congress, indicating by italies, or otherwise, the difference be- 
tween the pro code of rules and said former rules, and also that 1,000 ad- 
— copies thereof be printed for the use of the House and delivered to the 

Tx. 

Mr. CANNON. This document seems to be exhausted, and the adop- 
tion of the resolution which I have just proposed will furnish us the 
copies printed in parallel columns in time for the use of members, 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer in addition the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the report of the Committee on Rules, made on the 6th instant, 
proposing a code of rules, be reprinted, 

The resolution was adopted. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is en- 
titled to the floor. 


[Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think it has seldom if ever happened 
in our history in a time of peace that questions so grave and far-reach- 
ing in their importance as those now before us have commanded the at- 
tention of the House. 

The evidence of the capacity of our race for the administration of a 
free representative government has been seen in the remarkable stabil- 
ity of our institutions, for more than a century. We have fairly en- 
tered upon the second century of the Republic, and are just entering 
the portals of the second century of Congress under the Constitation of 
the United States. And yet the Constitution of the United States 
comes down to this second century with its twelve original amend- 
ments just as formed by our fathers, the founders of the Government, 
with the exception only of the amendments resulting from the exist- 
ence of African slavery, which all men knew from the beginning would 
in some form or in some degree at some future time change that great 
instrument. In all else the Constitution of the United States remains 
as it was ordained by the illustrious men of the Revolution. 

The Senate of the United States has also maintained with extraordi- 
nary firmness the monuments erected by the great legislators who or- 
ganized it a hundred years ago. It is true that slight changes have 
been made in the rules of procedure in the Senate since they were first 
established under the auspices of Thomas Jefferson, but they remain 
substantially the same, and the spirit of manhood and freedom and the 
rules for maintenance of the rights and dignity of each Senator remain, 
time-honored, as recognized and established in the beginning. The 
spirit and substance of the old rulesarestill the law of the Senate. In 
all of the fierce conflicts of opinion, the desperate antagonisms engen- 
dered by three great wars and of African slavery through which the Con- 
gress of the United States has passed during our first century, the Sen- 
ate has never adopted a rule to either impair the value of the minority 
in moderating legislation or to lessen in the least degree the equal rights 
and privileges in legislation of the individual Senator or to stifle debate. 
The House of Representatives, the most important legislative assembly 
in the world, invested by the Constitution with the exelusive power to 
initiate every measure that should impose a charge on the people, more 
important than the Senate from the fact that it represents the living 
people, the living, aspiring, moving life of the nation, while the Sen- 
ate represents the States in their organized capacity, has never in a 
whole century changed its rules so as to fetter the minority in any de- 
gree or to lessen the rights of the individual member or enlarge the 
prerogatives and power of the Speaker of the House. 

But now, sir, as we enter on the second century of Congress a radical 
change in the time-honored rules is demanded, most extraordinary in 
its character. There is scarcely a substantial amendment proposed in 
the rules of the House, except the rule which authorizes the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions to report general bills at any time, and which I 
approve, but what enlarges the powers of the Speaker and the chair- 
men of committees, creating a petty oligarchy, with the Speaker at its 
head; but the three propositions which are the most revolutionary, which 
pene the point of most danger in the future, are the amendments to 

ules XV, XVI, and XXIII. 

Fifteenth rule, third clause: 


3. On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, before 
the second roll-call isentered upon, the names of members (sufficient to make 
n 3 the Hall of the House who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of the 
members voting, and be counted and announced in determining the presence of 
a quorum to do business, 


Sixteenth rule, tenth clause: 
10. No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker, 


Twenty-third rule, second and sixth clauses: 


2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which shall consist of one hun- 
dred members, the C] cause the roll to be called, and thereupon 


‘hairman s! 
the committee shall rise, and the Chairman shall report the names of the ab- 
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sentees to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call 
a quorum shall appear the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting with- 
out further order. 

6, The committee may, by the vote of the majority of the members present, at 
any time after the five-minute debate has begun upon proposed amendments 
to any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate upon such section or par- 
agraph, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only (which motion 
shail be decided without debate); but this shall not preclude further amend- 
ment, to be decided without debate. 


The first of these is the one authorizing the Speaker of the House to 
counta quorum. The Speaker of the House tocountaquoram! When 
the language of James A. Garfield, so long an honored member of this 
House, so familiar with parliamentary law, and later the President of 
the United States—when his stirring denunciation of the attempt in 
the Forty-sixth Congress to confer such extraordinary power on the 
Speaker was read to the House a few days ago by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp], it seemed to me that it should have been received 
with more consideration and respect by gentlemen on the other side of 
the House. Here is the proposition made by Mr. Tucker and here is 
the indignant protest of James A. Garfield. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress Mr. Tucker proposed the following amend- 
ment to the rules then under discussion: 


That whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question, and objection is made 
for that cause, there shall be a call of the House, and the yeas and nays on the 
pending question shall at the same time be ordered; the Clerk shall call the 
roll and each member as he answers to his name, or is brought in under the 
preceding call of the House, shall vote upon the pending question. If those 
voting on the question and those present and declining to vote shall constitute 
a AREY of the House, the er shall declare that a quorum is constituted, 
and the pending question shall be decided as the majority of this vote shallap- 
pear. 

Mr. Garfield said: 


Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that this proposition is offered as a part of 
a body of rules that we have all with great unanimity expressed our desire to see 
enacted into formal rules of the House. I should have greatly preferred that 
the Committee of the Whole, following the example of the Committee on Rul 
would have left out controverted and certain partisan questions from any part o 
this codification, It was in deference to that spirit that precisely this amend- 
ment was not pressed even to a vote in the Committee on Rules when we had the 
subject under discussion, although there were members of the committee who 
desired just such a rule as this. 

I call attention to the first phase of the question, and ask my friend from Vir- 
ginia, without any rogers to its partisan bearing, to see into what a strange and 
vague condition this House would be left if this were adopted. Whenever the 
question arises whether there is a quorum or not present, it is to be determined 
according to what he calls “ocular demonstration.” 

The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole or the Speaker of the House is 
to see with his own eyes that there is a quorum present, > 

Who is to control his seeing? How do we know but that he may see forty. 
members more for his own purposes than there are in the House? And what 
protection have gentlemen if the Speaker says he sees a quorum if he can not 
convert that seeing into a list of names on the callof the roll by the Clerk? I 
think my friend from Virginia [Mr. Tucker] will see that he lets in the one-man 
power in a far more dangerous way than ever occurred before in any legislative 
assembly of which he and I have any knowledge, 

ee) TUCKER. I will ask my friend if the Speaker does not count upon a rising 
vote? 

Mr. GARFIELD, Yes; but wealways have the opportunity to correct that count 
by means of a new count by tellers appointed from both sides. 

Before anythin can pass we can have the yeas and nays taken and the names 
of those voting recorded. Aside from the insuperable objections that I have 
raised to this proposition as a thing that ought not to be tried because of its 
vagueness, its uncertainty, and the dangers that members of the House may be 
imposed upon by an unscrupulous Speaker that may come hereafter—I say that, 
aside from all that and beyond that. I ask members to consider one fact. 

This has been a House of Representatives since 1789. This has been the thea- 
ter of all sorts of political storms and tempests. We have lived through the 
times of great wars, of a great civil war, when there were excitements ly 
paralleled in the history of parliamentary annals; yet during all these years no 
man before, so far as I know, no party before, has ever thought it necessary to 
introduce a rule that gives the power of declaring the presence of members b 
the single voice of one person, a power that will enable him to bring from his 
sickbed a dying man and put him down in the Hall so that the Speaker shall 
count him and make his presence, against his will and perhaps in his delirium, 
count in order to make a quorum, so that some partisan measure may be car- 
ried out over the body of that dying man. Sir, the moment you get over the 
line, the moment you cross the boundary of names, the moment you leap over 
the iron fence of the roll, that moment you are out in the vague, and all sorts of 
disorders may come in. 


In that debate Mr. Conger, of Michigan, afterwards a United States 
Senator, said: 

Mr, Chairman, the introduction of this proposition can not give ground toany 
particular 3 charge against either party. For many years gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House have availed themselves of the power which 
is sought here to be circumscribed. At times this power has been exercised al- 
most daily. It never entered into the mind of the gentieman from Kentucky or 
the gentleman from Virginia that such a rule as this would be either constitu- 
tional or proper. Remarks made upon the question in this Hall from year to 
year will justify this assertion, Ido not believe that a just construction of the 
Constitution would authorize the adoption of this proposition. 

I looked merely to party eifect—if I looked to a time when I would like to 
have such a rule as this to hold down the unruly 8 as I have in for- 
mer years desired to have such a rule—I would to-day join the gentleman from 
Virginia (if I thought it right) in advocating and voting for this rule; I would 
endure it for this session and the next session; and thereafter, during the long 
years of Republican control which are coming, I would enforce it in this House 
upon the malcontents on the other side. 

But, sir, while the Constitution declares what shall constitute a quorum to do 
business in this House, this rule declares that when there shall be ascertained 
by one man a quorum present, a rule shall do the business of the House, a rule 
shall legislate, a rule shall determine the voice and wish of the Representatives 
of the pps; so thaton the passage of a bill, although there may be but 15 
voting in the aflirmativeand 5 in the negative, yet by virtue of this rule, if there 
be a majority present, by compulsion or otherwise, the bill shall be declared 

on the vote pro and con of but 20 members. 

I have no fear that this amendment will be adopted in this House, because it 
would be wrong in itself; it would be unconstitutional; it would be violently 


partisan, Ihave no fear that the fair-minded men of this House on either side 
will adopt so violent and partisan a measure, 

Does great expounder of the State of Virginia claim that such a result 
would be arrived at by any constitutional means? 

Sir, I, in common with every member of this House, demand that there shall 
be a public exhibition of presence—a public record of votes; that there shall be 
tellers; that there shall be yeas and nays; that the yeas and nays shall deter- 
mine how you and I and every other member of this House may have voted 
and would vote. 

The point made by my friend from Ohio [Mr. Garfield] is a good one: that 
we are committing to the 8. er of this House or the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole the right first to determine who are present and to deter- 
mine when there isa quorum. It is useless to say that there may not be times 
when in such an emergency as would require the exercise of this power the 
presiding officer would not be partisan. 

Shakespeare foretold this when in one of his plays he said: 

Get thee glass eyes; 
And, like a scurvy politician, seem 
To see the things thou dost not.” 

Such politicians will come here on either or any side, The force of circum- 
stances, the impetuous passions of members which would produce such an oo 
casion, willinfluence men to see that which they see not, with or without “glass 
eyes.“ 

And Mr. REED, now Speaker of the House, in the same debate said: 


Mr. Chairman, if it was my purpose to reply to the gentleman who has just 
taken his sent Mr. Phister] it seems to me that it would be a suitable and proper 
reply to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is not the presence 
of a majority of all the members of the House, but a majority of the members 
present and participating in the business of the House, 


SAMUEL J. RANDALL, then Speaker of the House, disapproved of this 
extraordinary measure. The House was a Democratic House, and were 
naturally indignant at this attempt to confer autocratic power on the 
Speaker, and Mr. TUCKER promptly, gracefully withdrew the proposi- 
tion. Before that time, in 1875,when Mr. Blaine was Speaker, the same 
question arose, 

When the force bill was pending the following rulings were made by 
Mr. Speaker Blaine: 

Mr. Cosurn. I rise to a point of order. It is simply as to the manner of mak- 
ing a record of members present. One way of making the record is to have 
the roll called and the names of members marked as present upon the roll- 
call, whether upon the yeas and nays or upon a call ofthe House, That makes 
the record; but there is another way in which the House can make its record 
as positively, as absolutely, as undeniably as that. and that is by a member ris- 
ing in his place and saying there is present another member who has not an- 
swered to his name, mentioning his name to tne House and asking that it be 
recorded. The record can be made, and that man is present and voting. 

The Speaker. The Chair never heard of that being done. He begs tore- 
mind the House, whereas that might and doubtless would be true that there is 
aquorum in the Hall, the very principle enunciated by the gentleman from 
Indiana has been the foundation probably for the greatest legislative frauds 
ever committed. 

Where a quorum, in the judgment of the Chair, has been declared to be 
ent in the House against the result of a roll-call, these proceedings in the differ- 
ent Legislatures have brought scandal on their name. 

Mr. HAwWInv, of Illinois. But suppose the roll-call had disclosed the presence 
of 200 members; I have the right, and every member has the right, to demand 
that every other member present shall vote. 

The SFEAKER. No. The Chair denies that utterly. If that were the case, the 
House could do no business.. The House would be a mere mob if that should 
be entertained. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I would inquire if on the last vote a quorum was not present? 

The SPEAKER, On the roll-call there were 142 members answered to their 
names. The Chair begs to state that nogentleman has, under the rules, brought 
5 a any suggestions whatever as to the mode of forcing a minority to respond 

o their names. 


In auswer to Mr. Coburn the Speaker said: 


oo can be no record like the call of the yeas and nays, and from that there 
non . 

The moment you clothe your Speaker eget Maelo? to go behind your roll-call 
and assume that there is a quorum in the Hall, why, gentlemen, you stand on 
the very brink of a volcano. 


Mr. Garfield, it will be seen, pointed out with great clearness the ex- 
traordinary power proposed to be conferred on one man by permitting 
him to count a quorum. and he warned this House of the peril involved 
in such a power, the danger of the one-man power in legislation. 

Is it not remarkable that the opinion of two of the greatest parliament- 
arians of the Republican party of our age, Mr. Garfield and Mr. Blaine, 
should not affect in the least degree the men who now control this House? 

“t The Speaker of the House to count a quorum.’’ The Constitution 
of the United States declares that the House shall keep a Journal of its 
proceedings. By this rule ‘‘the Speaker of the House“ keeps the 
Journal of the proceedings of the House, and adds at his own will the 
names of those who have not voted on the roll-call to those who have 
voted to make up the necessary quorum, which, in his judgment, will 
be necessary to pass any measure or defeat any measure. This is truly a 
one-man power, a power which I think the people of this country 
abhor. 

The journal ofa legislative body imports a higher anthority than 
almost any other instrument known to government. A question arose 
in the State of Indiana, where it was alleged that the names of Andrew 
Humphrey and Thomas Woods had been fraudulently placed on a roll- 
callin the Indiana Legislature which carried through a bill incorporating 
the Bank of the State of Indiana. An appeal was made to the courts 
to strike down the fraudulent legislation. What did the supreme court 
of Indiana say? 

Tuts journal must be conclusive evidence of the facts which appear on its 
face; it must be presumed that the members as a body inspected ít, the whole 


of it, aud made all necessary corrections before they allowed the approval of 
the journal of their proceedings, 
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And yet it will be perceived by gentlemen that under the extraordi- 
nary power conferred upon the Speaker to refuse to recognizeany gentle- 
man under the tenth clause of the sixteenth rule hereafter mentioned, 
he could actually deprive members of the House of an opportunity 


to correct the Journal, which, when made up by the authority of the 


er, beeomes conclusive on every department of government, be- 

which your Supreme Court can not go, no matter how frandu- 
lently made, for the purpose of correcting it. Yet the Republicans 
ofthis House, as a strictly partisan measure, propose to confer that 
power upon the Speaker of the House; and that, too, by the order of a 
caucus. 

The third paragraph of section 5 of the first Article of the Constitu- 
tion declares that: 

Each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings, and from time to time 
publish the same, excepting such parts as may in their judgment require 2 
and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, 
at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

And yetin defiance of this constitutional provision the Speaker is in 
fact invested by the proposed rules with power to control and make 
upyourJournal, adding to a roll- call such names as he may deem proper. 

It is, perhaps, the most far-reaching of all these amendments to the 

the most perilous, if at any time that seat should ever be occu- 
pied by an unscrupulous partisan or unfair Speaker. If some fierce 
contest should arise in this Hall, as they have in times past in the his- 
tory of this House, what guaranty would there be that your Journal 
spoke the truth? The Journal under the Constitution is made up by 
the House; but under this rule it is made up by the Speaker, and the 
House remains absolutely powerless to correct its Journal except at the 
Speaker’s will. 

But, sir, passing on to the next proposed amendment, authorizing the 
Speaker to refuse to recognize a motion of a member at his own discretion. 
It is a dilatory motion“ and that's the end of it. That is surely an ex- 
traordinary, more than that, a despotic power. ladmit that it has been 
done without a rule, and a Speaker has satin that seat, a seat that onght 
to be of high honor in the estimation of all men a Speaker has sat in that 
sent and acted upon the principle of that very rule; but when the ſinal 
tribunal which passes final judgment on the acts of men in official sta- 
tions spoke upon that subject his arbitrary actions were promptly con- 
demned. The American people abhor the employment of arbitrary 
power in the execution of a public trust. 

What is the parliamentary rule upon that subject? That the gentle- 
man first rising to address the Chair shall be recognized. It does not 
matter upon what side of the House he may be, justice demands im- 
partiality in a presiding officer. If two or more gentlemen rise at the 
same time, it is discretionary with the Speaker which he shall recog- 
nize. That is the parliamentary rule, and yet it seems that in the 
House of Commons the House itself decides in such case whois entitled 
to the floor. 

But here is a rule which would enable your Speaker, who might be 
a partial and unſuir man or who might be pror pee by an improper 
motive, to refuse to recognize a member at all and thus deprive him of 
of his fair right in this House. Under this rule he is simply the mas- 
ter. Ido not think that any Speaker should desire such power. It 
is a power that he should shrink from. I think impartiality and fair- 
ness, of all things, most adorn the character of a speaker of a legisla- 
tive assembly. 

But, sir, in some respects the third proposed change in the rules will 
have the most serious effect upon your current legislation. The second 
and sixth clauses of the twenty-third rule make 100 members a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House with authority to cut off debate. Fifty- 
one members, under this rule, of the 330 members who comprise the 
House will be able to close debate on the most important measure that 
may come before the House. The most important appropriation bill, 
involving millions of dollars,may thus be forced through with scarcely 
even a show of consideration. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE HOUSE, 


Mr. Jefferson says: 

Propositions for any charge on the people are especially to be first made in a 
Committee of the Whole. The sense of the whole is better taken in commit- 
tee, because in all committees every one speaks as often as he pleases. * * e 
Their quorum is the same as that of the House, 

No previous question can be put in a committce.—Jefferson’s Manual, page 68. 

1. i 
In the year 1812 and for vears before and thence to the meeting of 
this Congress, the rule as to the Committee of the Whole is thus stated: 

It shall be a standing order of the day, throughout the session, for the House 
to resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

No motion or pro tion for a tax or charge upon the people shall be dis- 
cussed the day in which it is made or offered; and every such proposition shall 
receive its first discussion in a Committee of the Whole House. 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall be first discussed in 
m of the Whole House.—Journal first session, Twelfth Congress, page 


A Committee of the Whole House, composed of 100 members, by 
this arbitrary and revolutionary rule is invested with the power of 
controlling your great appropriation bills and all bills through which 
money is to be taken from the publie Treasury, with power to cut off 
debate. I notice that the majority of the Committee on Rules, in 


making their report to the House, call attention to the fact that the 
Committee of the Whole House of the British House of Commons is 
composed of 40 members. I do not know as to the taste of a commit- 
tee of this House predicating rales of legislation on the practice of 
a legislative body of a decaying monarchical government, even with 
constitutional limitations, and insisting that such foreign practice far- 
nishes a good rule by which weshould be governed; but that commit- 
tee, sir, failed to inform the House that the British House of Com- 
mons is composed of 639 members, and that 40 members constitute a 
quorum of the House, and therefore the rule in regard to constitut- 
ing the Committee of the Whole House was a legitimate and logical 
rule A quorum of the House of Commons is 40, and of course a 
quorum of the Whole House would be the same number. But here 
under our Federal Constitution a majority of the members of the 
House are necessary to constitute a quorum. We have 330 mem- 
bers, and of course a quoram of the Committee of the Whole House is 
composed of 166 members. A majority of all the members consti- 
tute a quorum to do business, to close debate, and report a bill to 
the House; yet 100 members is, under this rule, a quorum of the 
Committee of the Whole, so that the great appropriation bills are to 
be controlled by a “rump” Committee of the Whole and gentlemen 
will be at the mercy of 51 members of the majority. I think that in 
its practical working this overturning of the Committee of the Whole 
as understood by us and our fathers for one hundred years past will be 
more fatal to honest legisiation than any other rule proposed in this 
whole revolutionary code, especially as to bills appropriating money. 
Under such a rule economy will be impossible, 

But, sir, I come to inquire what is the occasion for all this? Why 
overturn and strike down the old securities for honest government? 
Why abandon the manly policy of our fathers. by whom the consti- 
tutional limitations were respected and recognized? What is the ob- 
ject of all this? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] who 
has just taken his seat informs us that the object of it is to remove ob- 
structions to legislation. Obstractions? Let us see as to that. We 
have been progressing in this matter of legislation with reasonable ra- 
pidity, I think, under the old rules, Many very sensible men believe 
that the curse of our age is too much legislation, not too little. There 
is certainly foundation for the old maxim, The world is governed too 
much.” We have in this good country of ours forty State Legislatures 
and five Territorial Legislatures engaged from time to time in making 
laws. Many oftheStates, with admirable good sense, only permit their 
Legislatures to meet once in two years, and severely limit the time they 
shall remain in session, while Congress, restricted by our fathers to a 
limited field of legislation, is more than half the time engaged in the 
enactment of laws, with virtually no limitation on its sessions, 

The State constitutions have thrown up strong barriers against hasty, 
profligate, or dishonest legislation. I had the honor forty years ago 
to offer in the last constitutional convention of Indiana the proposition 
that a majority of the members elected to each branch of the State 
Legislature should be necessary to pass any bill or joint resolution. It 
was adopted, and is now found in the constitutions of a great many of 
the States. A great many of the States following the lead of Indiana 
absolutely require that the yeas and nays shall be entered on the jour- 
nal on the passage of every bill or joint resolution, and two members 
can call the yeas and nays, All men must see that under the Federal 
Constitution—where the majority of a quorum can legislate, where 
there is no limit to legislation, except the limit to a Congress of two 
years, and the yeas and nays can only be ordered by one-fifth of those 
present—the only guaranty for prudent and honest legislation is found 
in vigilant minority. 

‘The legislation of Congress is almost entirely confined to Jaws which 
tax the people and laws for the expenditure of the money raised by tax- 
ation. Every successive session of Congress encounters a new army of 
schemes to give to somebody or some enterprising syndicate, on some 

lausible pretense of public benefit, the money drawn from the people 

y inexorable taxation. These schemes of plunder, often successful 
under even rules most favorable to the minority, have, during the 
last twenty-five years, aided to create the enormous private fortunes 
which now threaten our fres institutions, for the possessors of these 
overgrown estates, distrustful of the people, are plotting for a stronger 
government, which enlarged navies and armies well express. Let us 
see whether at this time greater facilities for reaching the money of the 
people in the Treasury than now exist demand these new rules. 

In the Thirty-sixth Congress, the Congress just before the war, three 
hundred and eighty-four laws were enacted by Congress, appropriating 
$61,000,000. In the Forty-fourth Congress, ten yearsafter the war— 
and I call special attention to this fact—in the Forty-fourth Congress, 
when the Democratic party first came into power in this House after 
long absence from power, the whole number of laws enacted was five 
hundred and seventy-nine and the whole volume of the appropriations 
for both sessions of that Congress (1877 and 1878) was $29, 145,788.88. 

Let us see whether greater facilities for spending the money of the 
people are required. In the Forty-seventh Congress (1483 and 1884), 
the House Republican, the appropriations (beth sessions) were $529,- 
305,249.92, an increase in six years of $230,359,461.04. Surely this 
enormous increase does not indicate the necessity of so amending the 
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rules as to enable the Speaker and chairmen of committees more read- 
ily to reach the people’s money! Coming down to the Jast Congress, 
the Fiftieth Congress (1889 and 1890), Democratic, one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-four laws were enacted, appropriating for both 
sessions $593,632,004.95. There were only twelve years between the 
Forty-fourth and Fiftieth Congresses, and yet, as will be seen, the appro- 
priations of the two sessions of the Forty-fourth ey. ey (1877 and 
1878) were 8299, 145, 788.80 and the appropriations of two sessions 
of the Fiftieth Congress (1889 and 1890) were $593,632,004.95, an in- 
crease in twelve years of $294,486,216.15—nearly doubling the appro- 
priations made by Congress in a period of twelve years! During this 
period the permanent annual appropriations ranged from $145,037,- 
498.42 in 1877 to $108,691,055.95 in 1890, as the public debt decreased. 
Those sums added together, the annual and permanent appropriations, 
express the enormous sums expended annually by our Government. 

The appropriations of 1890 were largely increased by the amend- 
ments of the Senate, but for the purpose of my argument I only wish 
to show the enormous and startling increase of the public expenditures 
under the rules as they have existed substantially during the past cent- 
ury, and yet gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber are clam- 
orous for easier methods of reaching the hard earnings of our people 
drawn into the Treasury by taxation. Such, gentlemen, has been the 
enormous growth in the expenditures of our Government even under 
the rules which have existed for a century, and which give the minor- 
ity reasonable opportunity to curb the tendency to extravagant expend- 
iture which the majority supported by the Administration has always 
displayed in the history of our Government. 

I have called attention to the fact that in the Forty-fourth Congress 
only 579 laws were enacted and only $299,145,788.88 appropriated, and 
I assert our Government was never better administered, never more 
purely and honestly administered, than during that period. No man 
can point out au instance where any public interest suffered by reason of 
the failureof that Congress to appropriate all the money that was needed 
for the public service, and yet the appropriations made by the last Con- 

only twelve years later, exceeded those made by the Forty-fourth 
9 by the enormous sum of 5294, 486, 216.15. Yet gentlemen on 
the other side of the House inform us that the restrictions on legislation 
must be broken down in order to secure necessary and proper legisla- 
tion for the country. 

Now, sir, let me inquire in what instance motions and other parlia- 
mentary expedients for delay, ‘‘filibustering,’’ if you please to call 
it so—in what instances it has operated injuriously to our Government. 
I ask in what instance? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gnosvx- 
Nor] has stated that until after the war—I quote his language only 
substantially—that until after the war the practice of delaying measures 
of legislation by what is called ‘‘filibustering’’ and breaking a quo- 
rum did not exist, and that our fathers could not have anticipated it 
when they adopted the Constitution. Could not have anticipated it! 
Why, sir, there were methods resorted to for delay in legislation of 
the same general character, not perhaps in exactly the same form; but 
for the same general purpose, from the beginning of this Government. 
Instances of this are to be found in the proceedings of Congress under 
the Articles of Conſederation. There has been scarcely a Congress, if 
any, since Congress under the Constitution was organized in 1789 down 
to this Congress, covering a period of one hundred years, where there 
have not been similar movements in form and purpose for delay in leg- 
islation, such as have occurred in recent years, sometimes by breaking a 
quorum. more generally by dilatory motions. When I came into the 
House, thirty years ago, the usual practice of filibustering, as it is 
called, for the purpose of obtaining time and securing ‘‘second sober 
thought” in legislation, was for a gentleman to ask to be excused from 
voting and then for another member to move that he be excused; and 
successive motions of that kind were piled upon each other and voted 
upon for days at a time. 

This general purpose and method of obtaining delay in legislation is 
nothing new, sir. It is as old as the Constitution of the United States. 
It will be found in all legislative bodies where there is manhood and 
independence. It will be found on the other side of the ocean, whence 
we derived in the main in the beginning our system of parliamentary 
rules, even in constitutional monarchies. It will be found in every 
stage of the history of the Anglo-Saxon race, except where arbitrary 
rule has suppressed it by superior power, and it will continue as long 
as there is virtue and manly sentiment among representatives of the 
people and the majority is either arbitrary, profligate, or corrupt. 

The statement made that until recent years the minority of the House 
of Representatives patiently submitted, and that without resorting to 
every means in their power to defeat unjust and vicious measures of 
legislation of the majority, is a libel on our fathers and a falsification 
ofhistory. Just think of the men who by counsel or by arms aided in 
securing liberty to the American people submitting to a rule in legis- 
lation by which less that one-sixth of the members of the House of 
Representatives (51 out of 330, as now proposed) could cut off debate 
in the Committee of the Whole, and a bare majority in the House cut 
off all debate in the House, thus forcing a measure, no matter how im- 
portant, through without consideration or debate. 

What would John Adams or Thomas Jefferson or Robert Morris or 


John Rutledge have said of such a rule which ignored in your legisla- 
tion the judgment of a minority, which might, as in the case of the 
minority in this House, representa majority of the American people? 

What would those great champions of liberty say of such a rule? 
They would say, judging from the record of their great lives, that such 
a rule in legislation was only worthy of a petty tyrant, for even a des- 
pot would despise the false pretense the rule involves; for, if 51 men 
can close debate and report the bill to the House, all men know that 
the previous question in the House cuts off all further consideration, 
and the subservient majority at once passes the bill. So the people of 
this country will understand that the millions of dollars drawn annually 
from their labor by remorseless taxation is at the mercy of a “rump” 
committee of 100 of their House of Representatives of 330 members, 
and that the minority of this House can only, at the pleasure of that 
committee, obtain even the poor privilege of protesting against the in- 
justice done to their constituents. 

Now, gentlemen, let us consider the character of dilatory motions 
and the expedients for time in legislation of which gentlemen of the 
majority now for the first time in our history complain, I select in- 


stances which have occurred within the last thirty years which I can. 


call to mind. In 1864 Elihu B. Washburne, of Ilinois, one of the ablest 
and most valuable men that ever sat on the floor of this House, a man 
who was worthy of the highest gift of the American people, made use 
of every parliamentary stratagem ever known to this House to prevent 
the of the extraordinary measure which gave the mortgage of 
the Union Pacific Railroad system priority to that of the Government, 
which made the Government the guarantor of bonds to the amount of 
more than $128,000,000, nearly twice the sum necessary to complete the 
system. Is there a gentleman on the other side of the House or on this 
side of the House whodoes not regret that Mr. Washburne failed in that 
honorable effort to prevent the passage of thatmeasure? Every expedi- 
ent was resorted to by him to defeat it. It passed at midnight. If he 
had succeeded in its defeat, which all men know now would not have 
delayed the completion of the Pacific Railroads one hour, the temptation 
to fraud which that legislation suggested could never have occurred, 
and two venerable men, long honored in this House, would not have 
left this Hall with bowed heads, with dishonor resting upon them, 
leaving this Hall overwhelmed with the consciousness that the judg- 
ment of this House, condemning their connection with the employment 
of the vast resources thus furnished by the Government to influence 
the actions of members of Congress, was just, to seek- solitude and the 


ve. 

A fearful result of legislation vicious and indefensible, supported by 
a powerful majority which Mr. Washburne attempted to defeat by every 
expedient of parliamentary law, but the bill passed at midnight and the 
misfortuneand public dishonor came. It is among the pleasant recol- 
lections of my service in this House that I stood with Mr. Washburne 
in that struggle. Several years later, I think in the Forty-second Con- 
gress, the Hon. GEORGE W. Hoar, then in the House and now the 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, with gentlemen from both 
sides of the House, for a whole night and more resisted legislation that 
proposed to commit Congress to the policy of paying for all property 
destroyed in the States in insurrection during the late war, and the 
contest defeated the measure—a measure which now would not, I think, 
receive a single, solitary vote in this House. It involved, as you see, 
gentlemen, hundreds of millions of dollars, Yet Senator Hoar and 
his associates would now be condemned as ‘obstructing proper leg- 
islation.” When the ‘‘ Pacific Mail subsidy’? was pending in this 
House—a half a million a year, I believe, for ten years—when this 
Hall was actually crowded with lobbyists, when SAMUEL J. RANDALL 
stood up and declared to the Speaker of the House in a loud, ringing 
voice that reached every nook in this great Chamber that the very 
atmosphere was loaded with bribery, had he succeeded in his brave 
and manly effort to defeatthat wicked and vicious measure of legisla- 
tion, this House would not have been humiliated within a year after 
that contest. by a report from a Republican committee that $750,000 
had been used by the Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company to bribe mem- 
bers of Congress to secure the passage of that bill; a member would 
not have left this Hall with the brand of infamy upon his brow; 
another would not have fled to Canada for the purpose of escaping 
punishment; an oficer of your House would not have been hunted 
down as a felon. 

Show me an instance, sir, where what is known as filibustering 
movements for the purpose of delaying and defeating unjust and im- 
proper legislation have ever operated injuriously to the people of the 
United States. Further on, in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fif- 
tieth Congresses, a measure growing out of that same bill whieh Mr. 
Washburne failed to defeat—the Pacific railroads came in here and 
demanded that the debt they owe to the people of the United States 
of over $113,000,000 shall be postponed ata nominal rate of interest 
for fifty years. Now I ask any member of this House, no matter what 
may be his views on the general subject, if he failed to admire the po- 


sition of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], on the other 


side of the House, in his honorable and manly effort during three Con- 
gresses to defeat the passage of that measure? One hundred and thir- 
teen million dollars of the people’s money sought to be virtually given to 
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these Pacific corporations, for if ever you extend at 3 per cent. for fifty 
years that debt the people of the country will realize nothing for the 
extraordinary advances they have made to those corporations, out of 
which Mr. Gould, Mr. Huntington, and others have amassed their im- 
perial fortunes. 

Where is Mr. ANDERSON now? What has become of my friend and 
coworker? He has heretofore been so manly, courageous, determined, 
and resolute that I and others have with confidence followed his move- 
ments. I fear that like the proverbial Arab, he has ‘‘ folded his tent and 
silently stolen away. [Laughter and applause.) Does he abandon 
his constituents and permit these great corporations to steal from the 
people of the United States at their pleasure? I hope I am mistaken, 
and that, notwithstanding the new rules for easy legislation,“ my 
friend will stand by the people. But can he under the new rules? 

In the Forty-third Congress, when this House was presided over by 
one of the best parliamentarians who ever honored the Speaker’s chair, 
and certainly the ablest man that the great party now controlling the 
Government can boast of, permit me to say one of the greatest men of 
our age, whom history may pronounce the greatest—when SAMUEL J. 
RANDALL and his associates here, day after day and night after night, 
stood upand by parliamentary methods recognized forone hundred years 
of what was known as the“ force bill ’’—a bill 

proposed to ignore the States and place the elections of members of 
Congress under the control of the Federal Government—when the Dem- 
ocrats, under the lead of SAMUEL J. RANDALL, defeated that revolution- 
ary measure (for such was the purpose and effect of those almost count- 
less motions which were made) did a measure go down that ought to 
have become a law? It was the greatest parliamentary contest of our 
period. The Forty-seventh Congress came with a Republican House, 
a Republican Senate, and a Republican President, yet no man in either 
House of Congress proposed to revive that measure. The public judg- 
meut was against it. Let the majority was for it in the Forty-third 
Congress. Its defeat was the crowning glory of the great life of SAM- 
VEL J. RANDALL, and will be associated with his memory, in honor, as 
long as the records of Congress shall endure. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

When Senator Fessenden, in a small minority, resisted by every 
means in his power (and this parliamentary resistance belongs to the 
same class of resistance to Congressional action of which the other 
side of the House complain) the measure that would have driven the 
then President of the United States from his honored office, setting a 
precedent the effect of which no man could foresee, presaging vicissitude 
and instability to our Government; when that great Senator, the great- 
est of our time, unless Stephen A. Douglas should be excepted, threw 
parliamentary obstacles in the way of. inconsiderate action, will men 
on the other side say now that he did animproper thing? Yetthatwas 
of the same character of resistance, the parliamentary procedure rec- 
ognized fora hundred years, which has been deemed proper for securing 
the sober second thought’’ of Congress, as well as of the people, the 
source of Congressional power. 

Again, sir, calling to mind an incident in the Forty-second Congress 
bearingon this question. A most unexpected and questionable measure 
came to the House from the Senate, the more extraordinary for it was 
ascertained that if it passed the House it was to be followed by a suc- 
cession of bills of the same character: A bill to revive the lapsed 
grant of land to the St. Croix and Bayfield Railroad Company in Wis- 
consin,” a tract of land of great value. The revival of the grant would 

ve an imperial possession to a corporation of wealthy gentlemen. If 

t passed, other similar bills were to follow. 

Mr. Schenck, of Ohio, I think, controlled the bill and sought to put 
it on its passage without a moment's debate. Mr. Cox, of New York, of 
ever-honored memory, Mr, Van Wyck, then of New York, and others 
resisted its passage; lands worth millions of dollars should go to the 
corporation or tothe settlers. It was the most animated contest I have 
ever seen on this floor. At first the members who opposed the bill 
could scarcely command the number necessary to call the yeas and nays, 
but they grew stronger, and after two days of fierce contest the oppo- 
nents of the bill gained control of it, and I had the honor to move a 
substitute to the bill declaring the land open to homestead settlers 
only—homesteads instead of corporate monopoly of public land. The 
Senate, of course, refused to accept our substitute, and all men know 
of the extraordinary decision rendered afterwards by the Supreme Court 
affecting this question. But the value of this precedent in this House 
must convince all honorable and fair-minded men that if the rights of 
the people are to be maintained this arbitrary and despotic rule that 
strikes down and ignores the rights of the minority and the rights of 
the people ought to be resisted to the last extremity. Iam limited to 
half an hour, bat if I had the time I could point out a multitude of 
instances where, during the last twenty-five years and before that time, 
inconsiderate, corrupt, and fraudulent measures have been defeated by 
the persistent efforts of the minority, the minority which is ignored and 
rendered powerless by the infamous rules which are to be adopted by 
the House. 

Now, sir, I challenge gentlemen on the other side of the House to 
pai to a single instance in all our history where delays, no matter 

w brought about, no matter by what means, whether in the Congress 


under the Articles of Confederation or in Congresses under our Consti- 
tation, where men sometimes abandoned their seats for the purpose of 
postponing measures, down to the present time I defy any gentleman 
on this floor to point to a single instance where public interests have 
suffered by resistance on the part of a minority to the passage of a meas- 
ure. There haye been many instances,undoubtedly, where delays have, 
in the current business of the House, béen occasioned by improper and 
unjustifiable motions; but shall such instances, which did no harm, 
justify rules that ignore the minority and leave the majority without 
any restraint whatever? It is only the lobby that could demand such 
a state of the rules. 

This is not properly a party question, for it must be borne in mind 
that gentlemen on the other side have joined in these obstructive pro- 
ceedings; the minority has not been composed exclusively of one party. 
I have seldom known a filibustering movement touching a matter of 
current legislation when the minority was not composed of gentlemen on 
both sides of the House. Upon the single question of elections, filibus- 
tering has occurred from time to time on both sides of the House. It 
is always a temporary matter and always d of. These contests 
never affect the current business of legislation. But in current legis- 
lation gentlemen must remember that resistance to a legislative meas- 
ure is seldom confined to one side of the House, but embraces gentle- 
men on both sides. During the last thirty years methods of delay have 
been as frequently resorted to by gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, and no public injury has ever resulted from such delay. If it 
secured an cf to the people, who could complain? 

Why should gentlemen on the other side who, in manfully standing by 
their constituents, have exhibited some of the manhood displayed by 
the Republican party when it first came into power in this House—why 
should they meekly submit to a system of rules that dwarfs them and 
renders it hardly creditable that a gentleman should be a member of 
this House if he has the spirit of his ancestors and desires to act like 
aman? [Applause.] This submission to power of gentlemen on the 
other side of the House is most extraordinary. 

Only a word in addition. [Criesof‘‘Goon!’’] There never has been 


a time in my experience in Congress, not excepting the extraordinary 1 


period when that Pacific Mail Steam ship Company subsidy 
through, when a greater number of schemes of plunder were seeking ac- 
cess to your Treasury than now. Three hundred and fifty million dol- 
lars, not for the present moment, but to be fixed and settled for early 
expenditure for ships of war and fortifications, and that,too,in time of 
profound peace; millions for subsidies, millions for irrigation, by which 
a few men are to be made rich at the expense of the laboring masses of 
our people, and cart-loads of old Southern war claims that have been 
examined and rejected bythe proper Departments of Government—these 
measures are all crowding upon us. The public bills alone now pend- 
ing involve in the aggregate a sum exceeding the public debt. Go into 
your corridors. Have you ever seen so many syndicates and organized 
lobbies here before? Have you ever seen such manifest preparations 
for an onslaught on your public Treasury as now? Have you ever known 
of as many schemes and projects to draw money from the Treasury as 
are to be found among the bills already introduced? 

These new rules of procedure meet the unanimous approval of the 
syndicates and lobbies. These well dressed and courteous gentlemen 
who live off the labor of dther men and acquire fortunes by acts of 
Congress naturally despise the wretched old rules of the House which 
for a hundred years have been employed, at least in some degree, to 
protect the public Treasury and maintain the purity and honesty of 
the Government. ‘These new rules will leave the public Treasury ab- 
solutely without protection so far as this House is concerned, which is 
made by the Constitution its especial guardian. They manacle the 
watchmen and arm the lobby with crow-bars! 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
who I see scents even now the perils of the hour, when he comes for- 
ward with his appropriation bills, will be able to maintain some check 
upon the expenditures even under rules which will invite profligate ex- 
travagance. It may be that under the pressure of the coming elections 
some degree of moderation in appropriations will, at least during this ses- 
sion, be displayed. Iam sure he will have the cordial support of this 
side of the House. But, sir, so surely as this code of rules is adopted, 
so surely as you vest, as contemplated by these rules, the whole power of 
the House in the Speaker and chairmen of committees, the growth and 
profligacy of expenditures of this Government will at an early period 
alarm all honest and patriotic men, aud the record you are making will 
be condemned as unworthy of the representatives of the American people. 


Great estates are being created by our system of taxation and methods 


of public expenditures on the one hand and impoverished families on 
the other fast enough even under the present order of things, and why, 
in the name of justice, should you enlarge facilities for such results? 

Gentlemen, you need not talk about revising your revenue system, 
tariff, or the internal taxation if you adopt these rules. I venture to 
say your revenues at an early period will have to be enlarged to meet 
the growing demands on your Treasury. The taxation that is creating 
a fearful gulf between the wealth and poverty of our people will not be 
reduced, but enlarged. 

No man can misunderstand—I think no gentleman does misunder- 
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stand—exactly what this change of rules means, It means that the 
80 er, instead of being, as for the past one hundred years, the servant 
of the House, shall be its master; that the S and the chairmen 
of committees shall be a petty oligarchy, with absolute control of the 
business of the House. It means the striking down of the manhood 
and proper influence and control, in legislation, of every other member 
of the House on your side, gentlemen, as wellas ours, It means more 
than all that; it means a great navy, an enlarged army, a great zoolog- 
ical park, and other embellishments in this city, and all else that creates 
a splendid government and gives a sense of security to the owners of 
overgrown and imperial estates who have no faith in the people and long 
for a stronger government. 

It means that the wealthy gentlemen, men of imperial fortunes, who 
have been made millionaires by acts of Congress and now own the Pa- 
cific railroad system, shall receive a further gift of over one hundred 
and thirteen million dollars from the United States; for the extension 
of their debt to the Government for fifty years means that and nothing 
less, It means millions of dollars in subsidies to the capitalists of Eu- 
rope and America engaged in your carrying trade. It means all this 
and more, a splendid government and an impoverished people! 

Will I be told that the Senate may intervene! When has the Sen- 
ate in the last twenty-five years interposed any objection to any profli- 
gacy of the House? 

It gives every scheme of expenditure an assurance of obtaining suc- 
cess without giving the minority an opportunity to appeal to the people 
in order to secure a sober second thought. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, a moment more. Permit me to say to 
you gentlemen who are framing this despotic code of rules that mana- 
cle the minority that the next House of Representatives will wipe out 
these arbitrary rules you are ingrafting upon an honored code approved 
by the experience and wisdom of a century, with the same spirit that 
animated our fathers when they struck the alien and sedition laws from 
the statute books of the United States. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope, sir, in what I shall have td say 
to the House this afternoon, to address myself to the subject before it, 
not as a Republican, but as a member of the House of Representatives, 
engaged, as I believe, in the formation of a codeof rules adapted to the 
exigencies of the present situation, and which, when adopted, will com- 
mend itself to the considerate judgment of the House and the approval 
of the country. I shall not, upon the final vote which is to be taken on 
the adoption of these rules, vote for any provision incorporated in them 
that I should not be willing to sit under and be governed by if the polit- 
ical party to which I belong should sit in the minority in this Chamber. 
I am in favor, sir, of the adoption of that clause of the proposed code 
which meets with such opposition from the other side of this Chamber, 
and in whatI shall say as to the views which animate me in my action in 
reference to it I am not offering any newly acquired sentiment or any 
new conviction. 

I shall not attempt to notice, in detail, all the proposed changes made 
by the proposed code, but address myself to the principal change pro- 
posed, namely, the third clause of Rule XV, which change has met with 
such bitter opposition from the other side of the House. 

By clause 5 of Rule XVI of the old rules, which provided that a mo- 
tion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion to ad- 
journ, and to take a recess shall always be in order, it was in the 
power of asingle member, when so disposed, by an alternation and repe- 
tition of these motions, respectively, to prevent the transaction of any 
business whatever, so long as he remained in the mood prompting such 
action; and if one-fifth of the members present should join him in the 
demand for the yeas and nays a few roll-calls consumed the entire day. 

These constituted the dilatory or filibustering motions, always in or- 
der, by which progress could always be obstructed, where desired, by a 
single member. 

Again, unless the majority party had a full quorum present, the mi- 
nority, by merely refraining from voting, could, under the construc- 
tion given the old rules, raise the point of no quorum,” and thus 
arest any progress until the majority party furnished a full voting 
quorum. 

Believing both these practices to be bad, the Republicans propose to 
remedy the evil by these changes in the rules: first, by omitting the 
privilege given to the motions to ‘fix a day’’ and to take a recess, 
and, further, to adopt this rale, clause 3 of Rule XV, of the new code: 

3. On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, before 

the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to make 
a quorum} in the hall of the House who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of the 
members voting, and be counted and announced in determining the presence of 
a quorum to do business. 
_ Opposition is made to this rule, it being earnestly claimed that it is 
in violation of the Constitution in this, that under a fair construction 
of that instrument the presence of a quorum can only be shown by a 
recorded yea-and-nay vote, entered on the Journal, on a roll-call being 
had either on a vote or a call of the House, and that legally no notice 
can be taken of the presence of members in the House unless they act- 
ively participate by a response to a roll-call. 

This position we deny, and insist that presence in the Hall and act- 


ive or passive participation in the transaction of the public business 
by more than a majority of the members constitute a quorum which 
may lawfully transact the public business. 

I have believed, Mr. Speaker, ever since I have been a member of this 
body, commen with my experience here in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, that the principle which is announced in the third clause of the 
fifteenth rule as reported from the Committee on Rules was not only the 
law of the land under a proper construction of the Constitution of the 
United States, and therefore the question of power was settled, but I 
have believed from that time until now that it should be the policy of 
the House of Representatives to ingraft that principle in its rules and 
enforce it by its Speaker. 8 

I urged it then to the then Speaker, Mr. Keifer, and through the pub- 
lic press, and have continued in that line hitherto. 

The necessity for the adoption of such a rule, as I have said, was early 
impressed upon me. 

Jremember, Mr. Speaker, as vividly as any recollection that occum 
to me, that during the early part of the Forty-seventh Congress, when 
the Republicans were in the majority on this floor, a filibuster was in- 
stituted on the other side of the House in reference to an election case. 
Welacked three votesof havinga quorum. A warrant was issued to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms by the then Speaker of the House; four or five gen- 
tlemen were brought in here from some scene of festivity they were en- 
gaged in, in dress suits, and arraigned at the bar of the House to answer 
for contempt to this body for absenting themselves from its sitting with- 
out leave. I sat in the seat I now occupy and supposed that proceeding 
meant something. : 

I was young in parliamentary experience at that time and had an 
idea, Mr. Speaker, that a member of this House, absent from its sit- 
ting without leave, when brought in here under arrest, on a warrant, 
duly issued under constitutional provision that he should aid to con- 
stitute a quoram—that that meant something. Gentlemen were ar- 
raigned, their excuses were received, and they were permitted to take 
their seats. A roll-call was then had; and we still lacked three votes 
because the arrested parties refused to vote. One of the gentlemen 
brought in rose in his place and made the point of no quorum. To me 
then a singular anomaly presented itself that a gentleman could be 
physically present and constitutionally absent; that he could be pres- 
ent for the purpose of preventing the Representatives of the American 
people in this body from transacting in an orderly way any business, 
and yet could be constitutionally absent and could not be counted as 
present for the purpose of making a quorum if he declined to vote, 
though present and making the objection. But, sir, when I had the 
opportunity of consulting some older members here I found the prec- 
edents were in favor of that practice. To me it was an utter absurdity, 
and I so expressed myself and have never abandoned that opinion. I 
believe the rule should be changed. I believe that we have the power 
to do so, and to that question I first address myself. 

I agree, Mr. Speaker, with the statement, clearly and concisely ex- 
pressed, made by the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE], when this matter was up on the 29th day of the last month, 
that this is purely a question of constitutional law, as contradistin- 
guished from a proposition of parliamentary procedure; and it is a ques- 
tion, sir, that can never be settled by the vehement denunciations of 
individuals or by wild and tumultuous rushing up and down theaisles 
and denouncing gentlemen who entertain contrary opinions as bei 
revolutionary in their opinions and actions, a question which should be 
dealt with deliberately, the consideration of which should be character- 
ized with like care and deliberation as though it was being judicially 
determined. 

Whether or not the Constitution of the United States justifies this 
action should be settled by deliberate judgment rather than by tumult- 
nous outcry. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution provides in terms that 

Each House shall be the judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members, and a majority of each— 

Here is the pith of the proposition— 

a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business, 


Mark the expression, Mr. Speaker, ‘‘ A majority of each shall con- 
stitute a quorum to do business.“ 

Looking over the debates in the constitutional eonvention it is per- 
fectly clear that the only danger apprehended by the framers of that 
instrament by the action of the Congress in the passing of bills was 
as to the action of less than a majority when the majority was absent, 
and so the provision was adopted that a majority should constitute a 
quorum to do business,” not a ‘‘majority present and voting to do 
business,” but a ‘‘ majority of each House shall constitute a quorum 
to do business.“ 

The practice in the British Parliament was, of course, well known to 
all, and then furnished, as it does now largely, in the absence of fixed 
rules, precedent for procedure, and there the practice has been uniform 
that the presence only of members was n to make a quorum, 
and this presence was ascertained always by a count by the speaker. 
sat oleh eens Dy hito, from ding bus that a 8 hg pres- 
ent, either on the assembling or pen usiness, on the being 
made, business was proceeded with. aai 
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So I maintain that the constitutional convention had clearly in mind 
the idea that presence only of a majority was necessary to make aquo- 
rum. Some light may be shed on this question by a reference to some 
important later legislation. ; 

Let me call the attention of the House to the twelfth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, adopted, as members will re- 
member, in 1803, and doubtless many of those who sat in one or the 
other branch at the time were members of the constitutional conven- 
tion that had framed the Constitution and knew the construction to be 
put upon it. That amendment to the Constitution provides: 

Butin choosing the President the votes shall be taken by States, the repre- 
sentation from each having one vote; a quorum for this pu shall consist 
of a member or members from two-thirds of the States, and a majority of all 
the States shall be necessary to a choice. 

Do gentlemen on the other side claim it requires the affirmative action 
of two-thirds? Not at all. All that is necessary under that clause of 
the Constitution is two-thirds shall be present, and a majority of the 
States acting affirmatively is all that is required to elect the President 
of the United States, the highest officer of our Government. If any- 
thing shows by implication what was clearly in the minds of the framers 
of the Constitution as to what should constitute a quorum, as in the 
case of the election of President, that does; the presence of a quorum 
to do business, their presence and acquiescence are all that is necessary. 

Therefore, the framers of the Constitution, if we may judge from the 
history of legislation, regarded it as their duty not only to be present 
but to participate in whatever presented itself for their consideration, 
and therefore they provided that a majority of the members elected— 
a majority of the members of each House—should constitute a quorum. 
What for? To do business. If to do business, then business may be 
done; and if it may be done, when? Manifestly whenever a majority 
of the members of the House is present. 

The logic of the gentlemen on the other side is this: that not only 
does it require a majority of the House to constitute a quorum, but 
the dominant party must always furnish that quorum ! 

Any 1 4 65 construction of the Constitution may be regarded as 
written in it. 

Try this, Mr. Speaker. 

Insert in the Constitution the conclusion of the gentlemen on the 
other side and see how it would read: 

A — 547 of each House shall constitute a quorum to do busin and on 
demand of a single member the political party having a majority shall furnish 
the quorum, 

Do I make myself understood, Mr. Speaker? The gentleman from 
Kentucky insists, and others upon that side argue as he argues, that 
under the Constitution of the United States it was in the contempla- 
tion bythe framers of that great instrument that the dominant polit- 
ical party must, at the demand of the minority, always be ready and 
willing and prepared to furnish the necessary quorum to do business, 
A greater absurdity never was uttered; for it presupposes, Mr. Speaker, 
that political situations and political exigencies were in the minds of the 
framers of the Constitution when that great instrument was adopted. If 
that policy should be carried out, let us refer to the history of the last 
Congress for a moment to determine what legislation could have been 
effected in this House if the last Congress had adopted the views that 
the other side now contend for. 

Tam advised, Mr. Speaker, on authority that I regard as credible, 
that there was not a legislative day in the Fiftieth Congress when the 
Democratic party had a quorum in attendance. At the time of the con- 
test over the seat of Mr. CARLISLE there was nota quorum present on the 
Democratic side of the Honse, nor was there during the entire Fiftieth 
Congress; yet will it be pretended that in view of that situation noth- 
ing whatever should have been done? Could it be sincerely contended 
by gentlemen on the other side, Mr. Speaker, that in view of that situ- 
ation the framers of the Constitution had in contemplation that a 
political party of this Union must always have on hand a quorum in 
this House ready to act precisely as though every member upon the other 
side were absent beyond the power of discovery? 

I believe that if a majority is here a quorum is here. 

If the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is here, he is present to 
make part of a quorum to do business; and a fundamental principle 
is that with a quorum present a legal enactment may be passed. 

The principle involved in this clause of the new rule, denounced as 
it has been by all on the other side of the House, not only commends 
itself to me as correct, but has received the indorsement of very re- 
spectable authority. Upon your decision, Mr. Speaker, on the 29th of 
January, that you could and would note the presence of certain mem- 
bers and their declining to vote, you cited the opinion of Lieutenant- 
Governor Hill, as the presiding officer of the senate of the State of New 
York, in a case identical with ours, which opinion appears in the record 
of the proceedings of that date. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], in the debate on 
that day, said: 

I say that I do not agree with Governor Hill that he had a right to count a 

uorum when it was not voting, but that is an entirely different question from 

one now before the House; and I was about to say when the Republicans 
have to resort to Democratic precedents for their action in this House that it is 
to be regretied they should have taken the very worst ones they could find. 


[General applauseand laughter.| There are a number of good Democratic prec- 
edonts whioh you could have found. [Applause] 


Mr. Speaker, since the speech so loudly applauded was made some 
investigations have been made as to what the precedents really are, 
and they are not only numerous, in legislative bodies, but these affirmed 
by courts of last resort in different States, and all, without exception 
I believe, in the line of the rule we are seeking to adopt. 

The practice, sir, of counting members present and refusing to vote 
to make a constitutional quorum has not only been adopted in New 
Yorkin the case cited, batin Indiana; in Tennessee; in Kentucky—and 
I pause to state that a billso passed in that State and with full knowl- 
edge of the situation was signed by Hon. Proctor Knott, the then goy- 
ernor, whose deserved high position as a lawyer is attested by his hav- 
ing occupied the position of chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the House of Representatives; in Illinois and the regularity of such 
proceeding has been indorsed by the supreme court of that State in a 
case reported in volume 113 of the reports of that court; in Ohio, in- 
dorsed in like manner by the supreme court of that State, 37 Ohio State 
reports; in Massachusetts, by a decision of the presiding officer of the sen- 
ate in 1885, and since followed; in Pennsylvania; in Virginia, by ralein 
the house of delegates; and, as I am credibly advised, in the State of 
Texas, on a ruling by Governor Hubbard, not unknown to Democratic 
politicians; with many States yet to hear from; and singularly enough, 
Mr. Speaker, not one, so far as I can learn, the other way. 

The number of good Democratie precedents that could haye been 
found“ have not as yet materialized in a single instance adverse to 
our contention here. 

I am aware that the precedents in this body have in earlier days 
been against the view I am presenting; but gentlemen will notice 
that when the question was first presented and decided by Mr. Speaker 
Blaine it was considered rather as a matter of parliamentary procedure, 
rather than the deeper one of constitutional law, because the apparent 
question discussed and decided was made to turn on whether a mem- 
ber could be compelled to vote; that seemed to be regarded as the im- 
portant factor, while here the question is, if present, though not voting, 
does he forma part of a constitutional quorum? And may the Journal 
show the exact fact, subject, of course, to its being approved by the 
House. A very different question. 

Ros if the cited precedents were exactly in point, my views would 
no F 

Precedents in procedure should always be overturned, not only when 
wrong, but when the changed condition of affairs demonstrate the ne- 
cessity for new rules or new decisions. 

The law-books show numerous instances of overruled cases, and here 
is an excellent opportunity for the exercise of a better judgment. 

F feel content with these views on the question of power to adopt the 
rule. 

5 As to the policy, because of the necessity for its exercise, I feel equally 
ear, 

While there is nothing in the language of the Constitution asserting 
directly that a member in attendance shall be compelled to vote, yct 
the duty rests upon him; it is his duty todo so. If he is present, he 
is presumed to be participating and to acquiesce in whatever is done 
in the body if he does not affirmatively express his disapproval either 
by words or vote. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr, MILLS], referring to this matter on 
yesterday, was pleased to call the attention of this House to the prac- 
tice which prevailed in what he asserted was the greatest parliamentary 
body in the world, the British House of Commons. He inveighed in 
the most vigorous and earnest language against the proposed change 
here, and asserted vehemently against the exercise of power by the 
Speaker of the House in counting the members in attendance to ascer- 
tain whether or not a quorum was present. 

But while commending and eulogizing the action of the British House 
of Commons in that particular he failed or forgot to turn over the leaf 
immediately following and examine the next page of the manual, where 
the rule of the British House of Commons is cited and where appears 
the rnle, which has never been departed from in its practice by that 
body, where the Speaker always counts to determine the presence of u 
3 Let me reiterate the statement so as to make myself clear. 

assert with confidence that there can not be found an instance where 
the presence of a quorum in the British House of Commons was ever 
ascertained except by the personal observation of the Speaker and a 
personal count made and announced by him. Forty members consti- 
tute a quorum in that body of 670 members. When a quorum is not 
present, under the rules of the House of Commons its only business is 
toadjourn. Whenevera member arises and makes a point that less than 
a quorum is in attendance it is the first business of the Speaker to risa 
in his place, inspect the House, and determine by actual count whether 
or not 40 members be present. If they are present the business goes 
on and no record is made with reference to that fact beyond the mere 
announcement of the Speaker. That has been the uniform practice 
there. No evil results have ever followed it, and yet because we pro- 
pose to adopt it we are denounced as revolutionists. 

Gentlemen are pleased to say that the members of this body, the great 
American public we represent here, have no security against the cor- 
rupt useof this powerby whomsoever may occupy theseat, Mr. Speaker, 
which you are at present occupying. I deny it, sir. Looking back 
over the history of the past of this country, remembering, what I trust 
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every member appreciates with me, that that seat you occupy is the 
second in power in the civilized world, and all the associations which 
claster around it, and all the responsibilities which rest upon the occu- 

nt of it—these form a guaranty that no corrupt use of power will ever 
be indulged in by the occupant of that chair in the presence of the mem- 
bers of this House and with the blaze of public observation on him. 
[Applause ] : ; 

But more than that, sir. there is a remedy, swift and sure, given to 
the House of Representatives whenever a corrupt use of power is exer- 
cised there or in any other of the executive offices of this Government: 
the power of removal from that high office. How soon, how much 
time would be permitted to elapse, Mr. Speaker, if there should be a 
corrupt use of this power by the Speaker of the House, before the Speaker 
would be removed? The day such action should be attempted by a 
Speaker, that day would end histermofservice. Thatsuggestion need 
not be further noticed. > 

Resuming the consideration of the question of policy, I insist, Mr. 
Speaker, that a higher duty devolves upon the members of the minor- 
ity, no matter on which side of the House that minority may be seated, 
than simply to come here and sit quietly. For what purpose are mem- 
bers elected to this House? Take the situation when this question 
was first presented, when all this excitement began. On January 29 
there was a proposition coming from one of the leading committees of 
this House involving a question of the very highest privilege: the 
right of a member to his seat, It was reported by the majority of 
the committee, and the question was simply, Will the House now pro- 
ceed to consider this case? Nobody was proposing to trample upon 
anybody’s right; there was no intimation from this side of the House 
of any limitation, and nobody ever supposed that there was to be any 
improper limitation of debate on the other side; none whatever. No 
one has intimated that; on the contrary, the time desired by the minor- 
ity was conceded, and it was not all ocenpied. 

The question was presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. DALZELL] to the gentleman representing the majority, that an 
agreement could be made as to the length of time that should be con- 
sumed in discussion. How was it met? By the entering upon a 
system of filibustering motions, saying to this side of the House that 
no progress shall be made, not only even to consider the pending case, 
but in any other, unless there are 165 members sitting in their seats 
and answering to the roll-call. 

Let me refer here, in passing (for it may not occur to me later), that, 
except in a few probably extreme cases involving the right of a mem- 
ber to his seat and except under a proposition to pass a bill under a 
suspension of the rules, there has never been during my legislative ex- 
perience here a filibustering motion except against consideration of a 
bill which the minority opposed; nor has there been a time during my 
experience here, that I can now call to mind (excepting always those 
two classes of cases that I have mentioned), where the minority have 
not been afforded the right of reasonable debate, and they have them- 
selves fixed the time. 

The minority have no right, Mr. Speaker, to wholly prevent the con- 
sideration of a bill because they are opposed to the bill. 

A report from a committee is prima facie entitled to consideration by 
the House when the majority desire, and in such case the majority 
should control; but, as I have said, in nearly every instance filibustering 
has operated against allowing the House to consider the business it 
desired and before any right of the minority was threatened. Moreover, 
there has not been a case during my experience here that I now recall, 
with the exceptions named, that there has ever been a refusal on the 
part of the majority to allow the minority the right to offer such amend- 
ments asitchose. So, sir, experience contradicts the predictions of the 
minority. 

But, sir, this practice was emphasized and it reached perfection in 
the Fiftieth Congress. So perfect and therefore so absurd had it be- 
come that a single able-bodied man (not necessarily a very strong- 
lunged man) was not only competent to set at defiance the members on 
his own side, but those of the entire body, by his obstructive tactics. 

Have you forgotten, Mr. Speaker, that the then gentleman from 
Towa, Mr. Weaver, for eight long days and against the protest of very 
many of the members on his side of the House and the united action 
of gentlemen upon this side, kept this House in continuous session over 
roll-calls? Why? Because he wanted the bill ‘‘organizing the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes,” considered, or if not con- 
sidered, he, by the aid of my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], desired the adoption of an order which should set that bill 
down for a day certain, and at the hour of 30’clock upon that day the 
previous question should be considered as ordered upon it and all pend- 
ing amendments. Because these two gentlemen could not secure that 
action, in a simple exhibition of spleen (perhaps that word is not par- 
liamentary, but it is the idea I desire to convey to the House), for eight 
long legislative days they kept 323 members of Congress in a state of 
absolute passiveness. 

On that occasion I made use of some rather able-bodied suggestions 
on the situation; and I think that perhaps it would not be inappropri- 
ate to read some of them here; but before doing so E will say that, more 
than that, so completely did the gentleman from Iowa have this House 
in his grasp that it was currently reported and generally believed that 


he compelled the Committee on Rules to take judicial notice of the 
situation and report such a modification of the then rules as would pro- 
long suspension day, the legislative day, to an indefinite length of tinfe, 
so that the gentleman might get in his proposal to fix a day certain for 
the consideration of that bill. I said in the House of Representatives 
on the 14th of January, 1889: 


All over the country, Mr. Speaker, in every newspaper in this land, from the 
great metropolitan dailies down to the little country rene. whose reading 
matter is known as made up principally of patent insides,” the gentleman 
from Iowa has a notoriety, not to say reputation, which bas not been equaled 
by the performance of any other gentleman who has occupied a seat on this 
floor since my public career began. On Saturday last he suddenly ceased his 
operations, The newspapers, the Associated Press, and the metropolitan papers 
generally published articles similar in substance to that which I now send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

Then the following was read: , 

[By telegraph to the Tribune.] 
WASHINGTON, January 12. 

Ata private meeting this morning a bargain was made between Mr. Weaver 
and the Democratic members of the Committee on Rules, in consequence of 
which Mr, Weaver permitted the House to transact some business to-day. 
There were present at the meeting Speaker CARLISLE, Mr. RANDALL, Mr. MILES, 
and Mr. Weaver. The terms of the agreement were that Weaver should cease 
to filibuster, and in consideration of this the Speaker agreed to recognize a mo- 
tion to pass the Oklahoma bill under suspension of rules on the next *' suspen- 
sion day,“ and if the opponents of the bill filibuster to preventa vote, the House 
shall be kept in continuous session from day to day until a vote is taken on the 
passage of the bill. A necessary prerequisite was that the rule requiring an 
adjournment daily at 5 o’clock should be rescinded. In compliance with the 
agreement Mr. RANDALL offered a resolution in the House to-day to abolish the 
order of adjournment at 5 o'clock, aud asked immediate consideration, but ob- 
jection was made, and this part of the scheme can not be carried out until the 
Committee on Rules reports the resolution and the House adopts it. 


On account of that the gentleman from Iowa agreed to descend from 
the throne of power he occupied, and in consideration that the Com- 
mittee on Rules would report such an amendment to the rule as would 
allow him to getin, and thus permit the consideration of his pet measure. 

The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Weaver, fairly sensitive as to the dig- 
nity, the respectability, and the power of his position, made this obser- 
vation to the House of Representatives—one man, Mr. Speaker, from 
the State of Iowa made this announcement: 


Mr, Weaver. I merely want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I have refrained from 
making the usual parliamentary motions this morning because I have been 
ee for a report from the Committee on Rules of the resolution which has 
been offered by the gentleman from Pennsylyania and referred to that commit- 
tee. That is the reason I am not making any motions now. 


And he took his seat and the thing went on. In that connection, 
Mr. Speaker, I said this: 


‘The gentleman from Iowa permitted a little business to be transacted on Sat- 
urday, and to-day comes in this resolution pursuant to the all agreement, 

It makes, sir, a most conclusive case; and the question is, shall the House 
ratify it? Iam opposed to it. Iam opposed on principle to a coercing of the 
House by the activity of a single member into a change of rule to aid or injure 
or pet measure. The House, in my judgment, can not afford to indorse such 
action. 

The rules shouldbe general and for all slike; if defective in general applica- 
tion, amend them because of that defect, but not because one individual mem- 
ber, or a minority, making themselves obnoxious to the body, demand conces- 
sions in favor of their favorite bill. If that shall be done ior one to-day, it may 
1 be asked for another to-morrow. 

I have thonght the . bill was of greater public importance 
than this bill or many others which have been considered, and have made effort, 
persistent but ineffectual, ta secure its consideration, but never attempted to 
coerce an agreement like this and in this manner, A large majority of the 
House, lam convinced, agree with me; and not only that bill, but the educa- 
tional bill and many others are of paramount importance to this, but we can 
not secure consideration of them because of non-action of the Committee on 
Rules on this floor. 

Iam opposed to the principle of such concessions by the change of rule. If 
the practice of filibustering is wrong, change the rules so as to prevent il as to 
allbills. It can easily be done if the Committee on Rules and the House desire it. 

This resolution does not reach the evil; it simply permits an increase of the 
length of suspension day, which under this resolution may be extended till 
March 4, if so desired. 

The opportunity to filibuster is as , precisely, as it was before, and in 
practical operation on the case in hand simply changes the burden, that is all. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Weaver] filibustered to compel consideration 
of his measure; now he to be is relieved, and the opponents of the bill must 
filibuster to prevent consideration, His luck is their misfortune. 

Nothing is to be gained in the dispatch of the public business if the other side 
is determined; nothing can A situation except, as I have said, a 
change of the rules to prevent practice. 


TheSPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. PAYSON. I should be glad to have unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for a few minutes longer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I have written a resolution which I 
ask the Clerk to read for the information of the House, and if that res- 
olution can be agreed to it will extend the time so as to give everybody 
time to be heard, and my colleague [Mr. PAyson] can take his addi- 
tional time now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House will at 5 o'clock to-day lake a recess until 11 o'clock 


a, m. to-morrow, and that at 5 o'clock to-morrow the House will take a recess 
until 8 o'clock p. m. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I offer that resolution for the purpose of having an 
hour more to-morrow, beginning at 11 o'clock, and I provide that the 
House shall take a recess from 5 o’clock until 8 o'clock so that wemay 
have a night session. 

Mr. PAYSON. There ought to be a provision that no other business 
shall be transacted. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. There can not be any other business under the 
general order which we have already passed. Lask unanimous consent 
for the adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr, Speaker, permit me to sug- 
gest to the gentleman that as the resolution reads it will simply con- 
tinne the legislative day of Tuesday indefinitely, and Wednesday and 
Thursday will never come. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It carries it over to-morrow. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Yes, by a recess; but by a recess 
the legislative day continues. That is not the gentleman’s intention, 
Isuppose, but that is the effect. 

r. ADAMS. Before the question is taken I want to ask my col- 
league, Mr. Speaker, what the resolution adopted this morning was. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That general debateshall close to-morrow, 

Mr. ADAMS. And this resolution continues ‘* to-morrow’? indefi- 
nitely ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not at all; we can adjourn before 12 o'clock to- 
morrow and take the next legislative day. 

Mr. ADAMS. If this resolution is adopted by unanimous consent, 
as I understand it, the discussion under the five-minute rule will begin 
on Thursday morning. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let it be inserted in the resolution that we shall 
adjourn to-morrow at five minutes to 12. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman from Ii- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] whether the resolution adopted this morning pro- 
vided for the cessation of general debate at the close of the legislative 
day to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At adjournment to-morrow. That was the pro- 
vision. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

Resolved, That the House will at 5 o’clock to-day take a recess until I1 o'clock 


a. m. to-morrow, and adjourn not later than 11.55 a. m., and that at 5 o'clock to- 
morrow the House will take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that it might be well to 
have the time for adjournment to-morrow night specified. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well, then I will add to the resolution a pro- 
vision that we adjourn to-morrow night not later than 11 o’clock; of 
course we can adjourn earlier if we desire. 

Mr. CANNON. Of course the session will be for debate under the 
former order. ’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can not be for anything else than debate. 

The resolution as modified was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House will at 5 o'clock to-day take a recess until 11 0’clock 
a. m. to-morrow, to adjourn not later than 11.55 a m., and that at 5 o'clock to- 
morrow the House will takea recess until So’clock p. m. and to adjourn not later 
than 11 o’clock p. m. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. > 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] asks 
unanimous consent to proceed 

Mr. PAYSON. For not exceeding thirty minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The additional time to come out of the time al- 
lotted to the other side. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears none. The 

tleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I have referred incidentally to the po- 
sition which was occupied by the then representative from Iowa, Mr. 
Weaver, to illustrate the absurdity of the position in which the House 
of Representatives found itself in these later days. In the earlier his- 
tory of the Government such a thing was unheard of. It is part of our 
parliamentary history that the system of indulging in any filibuster- 
ing motion—dilatory or otherwise—began in 1854, at the time of the 
consideration of the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 

The minority contented itself then with simply the dilatory motions 
to adjourn, to take a recess, and the other motions with which we are 
all familiar. And that practice was continued in the Forty-third Con- 
gress when the civil-rights bill“ was under consideration, and later 
in the same Con when the “ force bill” was presented. But it 
was reserved to these later days, by the constant growth of ingenuity, 
by experiment, and experience in parliamentary practice, to render it 
possible, under the system of rules that we have been acting under 
since the Forty-sixth Congress, for one man to grasp this body by the 
throat and hold it for an entire Congress. If it can be done for one 
day, it can be repeated on another; and under the operation of the 
rules as they stood a single man could hold this Congress for its entire 
session and prevent the transaction of any business, Could absurdity 
go any further or demonstrate the necessity of so framing rules that 
that practice shall be impossible? 

I believe the letter and spirit of the Constitution justify the action 
we are to try to take, and if it is true that the fathers did not have 
in view the situation that confronts us, still, sir, the language of the 
Constitution authorizes the rule, and in adopting it possibly they 
builded better than they knew.” 


They have given us a rule which may be enforced to-day in an exi- 
gency which they did not dream of, to protect this people in the asser- 
tion of what we all insist upon, the right of a majority to rule. What 
evil can grow out of it? Gentlemen on the other side are pleased to 
say that it is opening the doors of the Treasury to prodigal legislation 
which will be attempted here. My distinguished friend, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], reads from a long tabulated statement the 
alarming proposition that we are passing more bills to-day than we 
passed fifty years ago; that the appropriation bills of the last Congress 

ted over $300,000,000, while when he first entered public life, 
in the good old days of economical and frugal legislation, when there 
were fewer millions of people than now, those appropriations amounted 
to only $130,000, 000, 

May I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana something he ought to 
know better than I, for he is older and has had more experience and 
a wider observation?—that you and I, Mr. Speaker, live in a country 
that is growing; we live ina nation that is making strides in the march 
of progress the like of which the world has never witnessed. Legisla- 
tion has only kept pace with the growth of the nation—I believe has 
fallen behind it. In a body of the character of this is any argument 
needed to refute the statement and the deductions he chooses to draw 
from it that to-day our appropriation bills for a single fiscal year may 
run up to four hundred and fifty or four hundred and eighty million 
dollars? One hundred million dollars of that money—anamount nearly 
equal to the entire expenditures of the Government when the gentle- 
man from Indiana first took his seat in this Hall—is paid by a willing 
people ont of an overflowing Treasury in recognition of the debt that a 
grateful country owes to its patriotic defenders. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] One hundred million dollars will hardly cover the 
pension-roll for this year. 

When the gentleman from Indiana calls attention to the large num- 
ber of bills which were passed in the last Congress does he forget that 
three-fourths and more of those bills were individual pension bills, 
doing justice to the poor and the needy the country overin cases where 
under the general law, by reason of its technicalities or the generality 
of its terms, appeal could not be made to the Pension Office except in 
vain by the disabled Union soldier? And these bills individually in- 
volved a mere bagatelle. In many cases the amounts were as low as 
$4, $6, and $8 a month—money which goes to buy bread, clothing, 
school-books, to furnish roofs over the heads of the poor and needy of 
the honorably discharged Union soldiers of this country. Yetthegentle- 
man from Indiana can coolly rise in his place in this body and hold up 
as an illustration of prodigality in legislation and the expenditure of 
public money the fact that a thousand bills were passed in the Fiſtieth 
Congress. Would he have less of them? Of this class of legislation 
there should have been more. [Applause.] 

All this warning is, as it seems to me, idle. Both political parties are 
pledged to economy in public expenditures and I doubt not will en- 
deavor to redeem the promise; but necessary legislation, æhat indorsed 
by the representatives of a majority of the people, ought not to be pre- 
vented by mere obstructive tactics by a minority. 

Mr. Speaker, on another phase of the case, when gentlemen rush 
down the aisle on the other side and denounce the action of the Speaker 
as revolutionary, what do they propose in the place of this? 

Does it occur to you, Mr. Speaker, if you noticed, there has not been 
a suggestion, in my hearing, by gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, that is a remedy for the situation they find themselves con- 
fronted with? I assume from that they arein favor of the continuance 
of the old rules and of permitting it to be made possible that the prac- 
tices possible under them which we have been noticing shall be longer 
continued. We do not believe it on this side of the House. Nor do 1 
believe a large majority of the other side entertain any such notion of 
propriety. I do not believe it. 

To recur, Mr, Speaker, to the line of argument I was suggesting as 
to the question of propriety of the proposed rule. Take the case pre- 
sented in the contest of Smith against Jackson and see the position 
which gentlemen on the other side of the House have placed themselves 
in. We had the largest attendance this House has seen this entire ses- 
sion, with one exception, on that day. On the question of considera- 
tion, when raised by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], over 
one hundred and fifty gentlemen on the other side of the House rose 
and voted. They voted in favor of taking this question by the yeas and 
nays, and when that vote was taken, with three exceptions, the other 
side refrained from voting; with those three we had the quorum required, 
as insisted on by the otherside. One was the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. RoGErs], another the gentleman from New York [Mr. COVERT], - 
and the third the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. I believe there 
was one other gentleman whose name I do not recall, 

A MEMBER. Mr. BUCKALEW, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PAYSON. No; Mr. BucKALEW allowed his name to remain. 

A MEMBER. The third was the gentleman from North Carolina 
LMr. Cowres]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CowLxEs] was the other. We had not only a constitutional, but a voting 
quorum present here of gentlemen for the transaction of business, and 
the record showed it. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS], 
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before me, was in his place, and although he withdrew his vote he did 
not withdraw himself from the Chamber. He is a gentleman, I sayin 
zompliment to him, who when he removes himself from this Hall never 
forgets to take his voice with him. [Laughter. ] 

Here, then, Mr. Speaker, was a quorum of 166 members present, as 
shown by the record; then, withdrawing their votes and still in their 
seats, they made the point of no quorum and insisted that 162 members 
actively participating, as shown by that record, should not proceed to 
the transaction of public business. It is well known that under the 
Constitution of the United States we may compel the attendance of an 
absent member by the issue of a warrant for his arrest. How would 
it be possible to issue a warrant addressed to the Sergeant-at-Arnis to 
compel the attendance of Mr. CRISP, of Georgia, on that occasion. He 
would rise in his place and say he is here and the warrant could not 
issue. A warrant could not issue for Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, who 
was also in his place, nor for the gentleman from New York, Mr. Co- 
VERT. They are physically and constitutionally present. 

It is conceded that a membercan not be compelled to vote, but iu the 
absence of a quorum the House may compel the attendance of absentees; 
less than a quorum may do this. The Constitution so provides. 

Who are the absent members“ for whom a warrant may issue? 
Clearly only those not in attendance personally. 

Those in attendance can not be arrested, because they are here, and 
if here and free from arrest because of their presence they make part 
of the quorum, because of their presence, in precisely the same way that 
a member who was absent but compelled to be in attendance under ar- 
rest should be counted as present because he is present. 

Of what use is it, Mr. Speaker, to bring members in on a warrant to 
make a quorum if they can not be counted when so bronght in to effect 
the purpose for which they were apprehended? The constitutional 
provision is made utterly nugatory if that construction is correct. If 
absent they may be brought in to make a quorum; when brought in 
they and others present may be counted, as in the House of Commons, 
to ascertain whether a quorum is present. 

The Journal will only show what the fact is, and whatever the fact 
is that the Journal should show, and of this no one has the right to 
complain. 

If a majority is present the Journal should show it, and then a quo- 
rum is present to do business. 

Linquired, Mr. Speaker, a little while ago what gentlemen were do- 
ing here if they were not here for the purpose of transacting the pub- 
lie business. Why is it that gentlemen were sitting in their seats here 
on the 29th day of January, when this question was first presented, if 
it was not in pursuance of a constitutional duty and for the perform- 
ance of public service? Were they here for the benefit of their health? 
Clearly not. Were they here simply for the purpose of drawing their 
monthly salary? Clearly not, for that could have been drawnif they 
were elsewhere. Was the gentleman from Kentucky, when he shook 
his gray locks in the wind and rushed to the front loudly denouncing 
the Bpeaker of the House as a revolutionist, a usurper, and a corrupt 
man—was he hereasa Representative of a district in the State of Ken- 
tucky or simply in the capacity of an American citizen? If in the 
former he was engaged in parliamentary duty as he understood that 
duty. If in the latter capacity, the conduct of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, if not parliamentary, but clearly disorderly, could not be 
cognizable in the House of Representatives as a legislative body, but 
only before some other tribunal. [Laughter. ] 

For what purpose was the gentleman from Georgia in his seat on that 
occasion? Asa Representative from the State of Georgia in the per- 
formance of public duty? It does seem to me, sir, as it seemed then, 
that it was an absurdity hardly worth theability of the gentleman from 
Georgia that he should be able to say in one breath that he was here asa 
Representative from the State of Georgia, having power to hamper, ob- 
struct, and possibly entirely defeat the transaction of public business, 
and yet, when his presence was evident in order that public legislation 
should be enacted, that he should beallowed to shrink like a snail into 
his shell and say that he was absent. It is an absurdity beyond all my 
powers of comprehension to claim that such a position can be a logical 
one. There can be no such condition as personal presence and consti- 
tutional absence, 

But, Mr. Speaker, repeating myself, I insist that when the majority 
of the House is here a quorum is present, and, in the language of the 
Constitution, is here to do business. 

As to the policy of this proposed change of the rules, Mr. Speaker, it 
seems to me that the instances that have been cited, not only in the 
suggestions I have already made myself, but by other gentlemen who 
have preceded me in this discussion, show notonly the propriety but the 
absolute necessity of the adoption of that kind of a rule which shall give 
to the majority of the House of Representatives the power to take some 
affirmative action. Otherwise you are driven to the conclusion that, in 
the judgmentof the House of Representatives, all the virtue, all the spirit 
of public economy, all the ideas connected with proper legislation in the 
Honse of Representatives, are in the possession of the minority ofthis body 
solely, on whichever side of the Chamber that minority shall happen 
tobe. How often have you and I seen where, collectively, twenty-five 
or thirty gentlemen on either side of the House have assumed this posi- 


XXI——77 


tion and have undertaken to stop and succeeded in entirely stopping the 
public business during their pleasure. 

Take the position in the last Cong when the question was pre- 
sented whether the direct tax levied by the act of 1861 should be re- 
funded to the States or not. An overwhelming majority favored the 
enactmentof that measure. A roll-call taken at that time would have 
disclosed the fact that more than two-thirds of the members of the 
House favored the appropriation of that money. In the judgment of 
the majority, sir, it was an appropriation of public money for a public 
purpose, and it was clearly the view of that majority that this money 
should be refunded to the loyal States. After due deliberation and 
debate, for the subject was not a new one, an overwhelming majority 
had expressed its opinion that the money should be appropriated out 
of the Treasury to refund the debt. 

But there were some patriotic gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber who insisted in conversation and speech that unless added to 
this direct-tax bill there should be a proposition for the refund of the 
cotton tax the bill should never the House, unless the South should 
have the benefit of a refund of that tax this bill should not benefit the 
North, and under the leadership of the distinguished gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES] a filibuster was indulged in which lasted, as 
my recollection now is and as I am advised by gentlemen sit about 
me, for nine continuous calendar days, only one or two recesses havin; 
occurred; and when I say this I may be understood as saying that wi 
the exception of one or two recesses the sessions were continuous, day 
and night, during that period. — 

Notwithstanding that the majority of the House was nearly two-thirds 
in favor of that proposition, this filibustering was kept up successfully, 
and all of that majority believed that the appropriation from the Treas- 
ury of the United States should be made, believed it to be a just and 
constitutional appropriation, and showed by their votes and action that 
they were following the demands of the people of the loyal States; but 
they were met by the opposition of some thirty men, so that, day and 
night, continuously, we were compelled to sit here doing nothing but 
answer roll-calls until the minority forced the postponement of the con- 
sideration of that measure until the next session of Congress. Can gen- 
tlemen tell me that the minority has a right by mere obstructive dila- 
tory filibustering, which is but another name for a piratical system of 
obstruction, to prevent the will of a majority of the Re tatives of 
the American people from being enacted into law? I deny it. i 

I have listened with some curiosity to observations made by gentle- 
men on the other side, but I failed to hear from one yet wherein the 
rights of the minority, for which they are clamoring, are taken away 
by this measure. What rights do the minority claim, collectively, as 
a factor of this parliamentary body, which they {ear are going to be in- 
fringed upon? Will any gentleman dispute this'proposition: that the 
only rights a minority in this of any other legislative assembly have is, 
first, the right to a fair, full, and free discussion of the measure and, 
second, the right to offer such amendments as may be germane, under 
either the rules of the body or the general parliamentary law, to the 
proposition being considered? When the minority hayeaccorded to them 
these two rights they are at the end of their tether, and if I am wrong 
in this I shall be glad to be corrected, but I assert it believing in its 
truth. - 

Now, let gentlemen on the other side who are so fearful, as they al- 
lege, of interference with their rights point out a single instance, except 
under a suspension of the rules, where the right of debate was ever de- 
nied or even proposed to be denied by this side of the Chamber. More 
than that, let gentlemen remember that in every instance, so far as my 
recollection goes, except in the two classes of cases to which I have re- 
ferred earlier in the course of this discussion, the time for debate on 
every question in this House has been allowed to run without limit or 
has been to, and the propositions of the minority in that regard 
have always been assented to by the majority—always. 

But another danger is said to exist by gentlemen on that side, My 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT], and other gentlemen have argued long and earnestly as to the 
“ terrific power which is to be put into the hands of the Speaker by 
permitting him to refuse to entertain dilatory motions; and gentlemen 
have asserted, in season and out of season and with all the vehemence 
parliamentary discussion will engender or permit, that sach exercisé of 
power was never contemplated until this code of rules was presented to 
the House. It may be that I am giving some information to gentlemen 
on the other side of the House when I say to them that they have been 
living under a rule which has provided that very thing for a very long 
time. 

I read, Mr. Speaker, from the old rules in a certain stage of legisla- 
tion. I read from Rule XVI, section 8: 

Pending a motion tosuspend the rules the Speaker may entertain one motion 
that the House adjourn; but after the result thereon is announced the House 
— not entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on suspen- 
sion. 

That has been the rule of the House of Representatives for years, 
giving the power to the occupant of the chair to refuse to en in any 

ilatory motion when that has been attempted in this state of pro- 
cedure, pending the vote and until after the vote shall be taken on sus- 
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pension. Gentlemen have been li under it for years and yet un- 
conscious of its existence or of any evil effect ever coming from it, 

But J ae Mr.S er, why should a dilatory motion be entertained? 
Can an y on the other side argue why a purely dilatory motion 
should be entertained inanyevent? Whyshould 329 members sit here, 
presumably men of some intelligence, and listen to the foolish, absurd 
performance of a gentleman making a motion simply for the purpose 
of consuming time? Why should it beso? The power to prevent it 
has to be vested somewhere. It can be vested in nobody else but the 
Speaker, and it has been vested under this rule for years in this Honse, 
and there has never been any complaint from a member against the 
effect of it or of its existence or operation—none whatever. I have 
said, sir, that the minority had the right, and the only right, as I be- 
believe, to do these things: to be heard in discussion upon the pend- 
ing proposition, to offer amendments that shall be germane to the pend- 
ing legislation, and then, with the action of the majority they ought 
to be and should be content. 

If there is to be a contention as to the propriety of proposed legisla- 
tion, the majority that is called upon to act will always, as it should, 
take the responsibility and answer to their constituents; and the duties 
of members upon the other side of the House, as it seems to me and as 
I submit, are far from being satisfied when they simply appear here and 
are content with absolute inaction and non-action. As they are here, 
they are here for the purpose—repeating myself—for the purpose of 
transacting public business; and believing this, Mr. Speaker, believing, 
first, that the power resides in this body and, with the experience that 
I haye had in it in these past years, justifies the exercising of it, and 
therefore the question of power as well as the question of policy are both 
resolved in favor of these rules, I shall vote for the adoption of them. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was 
ask 


ed: 

A bill (S. 157) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue ordnance 
and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in payment for ord- 
nance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said 
State whilst a Territory, during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 
1878, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 896) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa,’’ approved July 


16, 1883; Be een 
A bill (S. 902) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
Iowa; 
A bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building at Cedar Rapids, 


Towa; 

A bill (S. 1297) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa;’’ 

A bill (S. 2014) for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands 
of the United States, and to authorize the taking and filing of final 

roofs in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 7 — 0 providing for fire · æproofing the Smithsonian building; 

A bill (S. 2284) for the organization, improvement, and maintenance 
of the National Zoological Park; and 

A bill (S. 954) authorizing the construction of a public building at 
Burlington, Iowa. 

It also announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 24) to constitute Al- 
bany, N. Y., a port of immediate transportation. 

3 THE RULES. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time allotted to me I shall 
not undertake anything like a close argument against the adoption of 
any one of these proposed radical and violent changes in the rules, 
That has all been done and will be done by gentlemen on this side of 
the House far abler than myself to take them up and discuss them. I 
propose to make war upon this report from the Committee on Rules as 
an entirety. I war upon itas a change in the system of our procedure, 
because I think I can see through the veil the motive behind it. Ex- 
pressions that have dropped from Representatives on the other side of 
the Chamber to-day confirm me in my position. 

Now, I am op in toto to this report of the Committee on Rules; 
first, because it is a partisan question. I am opposed to it because it 
comes from the Republican side of the House, representing the Repub- 
lican party. Iam opposed to it because it comes from the majority 
of the Republican Representatives who have whipped into the traces 
the minority of their party, compelling them, under the pains and 

ties of the party lash, to support this system as a whole. Now, 

. Speaker, I believe in parties and the organization of parties. I 
stand by my party in all proper and constitutional efforts, but I am 
complaining of the Republican organization standing strong enough 
to break down the consciences of some of the best men upon that side 
of the House and inducing them to support these rules. It is the 
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strongest exhibition of party o ization that has been seen in this 
Honse for twenty-five years, and in it lies the danger to the country. 
I deprecate, Mr. Speaker, any harsh language or any epithets that 
have been uttered upon this side of the Chamber addressed to the 
Speaker of the House (not the present occupant), but to the Speaker of 
the House, that does not include in the strictures in that language the 
entire Republican majority upon the other side. 

‘The Speaker of this House, as he is, is no worse than his party. 
He is no better and no worse. The majority of the Republican Repre- 
sentatives upon that side of the Chamber have time and time again 
during the last week sustained him in every single ruling that he has 
made that we regard as violent, revolutionary, and unconstitutional, 
and Speaker REED is no more to blame than the organization of which 
he is simply the mouth-piece. I think they were wise in their selec- 
tion when they nominated and elected him. I think that to-day he 
represents more clearly and fairly the schemes and the purposes and 
the determinations of his party than any other gentleman upon that 
side that they could have selected. 

I have been amused as well as amazed at the ingenuity with which 
gentlemen upon the other side who have addressed the House in de- 
fense of this code of rules have picked out the most extreme cases 
that have occurred in the House in the last twenty-five years and held 
them up as an illustration of what the rules have been in the past, and 
the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] here to-day 
throws himself into that magnificent attitude of his and says: What 
rights have the minority of any deliberative body except to debate a 
question and to offer amendments ?”’ 

Well, my friend, there is one right that the Democratic minority of 
this House has now, and that the Democratic party, whether a minor- 
ity or a majority, have always had and will maintain to the bitter end, 
and that is the right to protect the Treasury of the United States from 
aot and extravagant appropriations. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr, FUNSTON. I wish to the Lord you had protected us from your 
Sergeant-at-Arms. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. Idid not hear distinctly what the gentleman said. 
Will he be kind enough to repeat it? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Isay I wish you had protected us from your Dem- 
ocratic Sergeant-at-Arms. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HATCH, Have your laugh, gentlemen. I was one of the vic- 
tims myself of the maladministration of that office. But if the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Funston] does not know any better than to as- 
sert, either directly or by innuendo, that the Democratic side of this 
Chamber is in any way responsible for that action on the partof the de- 
faulting cashier of the Sergeant-at-Arms, then he had better be carried 
back to Kansas and remain there the balance of his natural life. 

Now, what does this entire system of rules mean? I do not think 
that any single one of these changes, violent and revolutionary as I be- 
lieve they are, isso dangerous that the House of Representatives during 
the Fifty-first Congress might not get along, even if it were adopted; 
but, taken in combination, what do all these changes of the rules mean? 
In the first place, they strike down the independence of the individual 
member. You might just as well have a majority of the members of 
this House composed of wooden images, like those that stand in front 
of cigar-stands and hold wooden eigars in their hands, and I think it 
would be a benefit to the other side if they had a good many of just 
that class of Representatives over there. Taue The Treasury 
would certainly be better protected at any rate. 

But, Mr, Speaker, I mean to say that under this system of rules you 
reduce the individual member simply to a wooden image. He has no 
rights under this new code. The entire business of the House is to be, 
in the first place, under the control of the committees, and then it is 
to be absolutely under the control of the Speaker of the House as an 
autocrat, who may determine by his own will what chairman of a com- 
mittee he will recognize or what measure he will allow to come before 
this House for consideration or action. 

The individual member amounts to nothing, and the young member, 
either upon this side or upon the other side of the House, who has 
come to Congress for the first time and expects to get an opportunity 
in this first session to make a record upon Which to go back to his peo: 
ple, will find that he has made the greatest mistake of his life. He 
will be simply a nonentity. Thefew 8 who have been placed 
at the head of committees, acting under the direction of the Speaker, 
will absolutely control the proceedings of the House in considering 
and acting upon measures. 

In the next place, as these gentlemen all contend, this new code 
breaks down every barrier to speedy legislation. Well, my friends, 
that is exactly the reason I am op to your code. I believe that 
the greatest curse of this country for the last fifty years, from a State 
and national standpoint, has been too much legislation. There is not 
a State in the Union to-day whose statute-books are not loaded down 
with obsolete statutes, and there is not a gentleman upon this floor, I 
eare not what his reputation as a lawyer may be, who can answer one 
question out of fifty that might be put to him as to what the statute 
law of his own State is upon a given subject. 

We have had too much legislation. It is too easy to get bills through 


. 8ee that the millions and hundreds of millions of dollars which will be 


a system of taxation that it will take twenty years to get from under. 
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eee e too easy to get them through Congress. 
ow will the expenditure of the e's money be affected by break- 
ing down the barriers against hasty legislation? Some gentleman re- 
marked here yesterday—I believe it was the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas (ar. MILLS]—that he was not a prophet. Well, I am 
neither a propbet nor the son of a prophet, but it does not require a 
—.— to foresee that before the close of the Fifty-first Congress 
use these rules are going to be adopted [laughter]; there is no 
question about that; I read in the Post of this morning all the ar- 
guments that will be delivered between now and the final vote upon 
this code of rules would be very much like the speech which the con- 
demned criminal delivers on the scaffold just before his execution. 
Nevertheless, gentlemen, we can make our speeches and put ourselves 
upon record, and I was going to say that it requires no prophet to fore- 


appropriated before the end of the Fiſty-first Congress will be unprece- 
dented in the legislation of this country, and will fasten upon the people 


Every old musty bill that has been before Congress for the past ten 
years, during which I have had the honor of a seat here, is now being 
revived and is progressing rapidly before some committee, either in this 
House or the Senate, They are discussing one of those bills now in 
another branch of Congress. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
Non ], who opened this debate, alluded to the tact, and one or two other 
gentlemen have alluded to it, that the Speaker of the last House had 
exercised ‘‘antocratic power to prevent the consideration by that 
House of what is known as the Blair educational bill. 

Speaking now to this side of the House who have honored Mr. CAR- 
LISLE for his great abilities and who appreciate the magnificent record 
that he has made as a legislator, I say that if he did that, if it can be 
laid alone to the Speaker or if he had any part or share in keeping 
that bill from consideration by this House, I for one regard it as the 
brightest chaplet in the coronet that crowns his legislative brow [ap- 
planse on the Democratic side], for in my judgment that bill would 
not only loot the Treasury of the United States of millions of dollars, 
but it would roll the great common-school system of the States back 
half a century, 

But all these bills—the Blair educational bill 

A MEMBER. And the direct-tax bill. 

Mr. HATCH. And the direct-tax bill—— 


Another MEMBER. And the coast-defense bill. 

Mr. HATCH. And coast-defense bills without limit 

Mr. SPRINGER. And subsidies to steam-ships. à 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, it would take a day and a half for me to enumerate 
them all and to say anything about them. Iam now merely 
of some of the worst of these bills that will come in here be con- 


sidered, and through this system of breaking down all the barriers to 
legislation and stifling the voice of the minority will be railroaded 
through this House at the speed of a lightning-express train. 

I am reminded that there is another measure which has been alluded 
to, the Pacific railroad bill. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
SON] who, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Honatan] said, has 
folded his tent and silently stolen away,” will be seen repenting in 
sackcloth and ashes when he sees that bill go through the House at 
the rate of about 60 miles an hour, 

Now, these measures all mean, if this system means anything, the 
stifling of the minority, the absolute chaining of individual members, 
the breaking down of the sAfeguards and barriers to legislation. They 
mean reckless, extravagant, untold, and unheard-of appropriations by 
this Congress. 

And, my friends, look at the surroundings to-day. Was there ever a 
time in the history of this country when the duty was more urgent 
upon prudent, patriotic, and candid legislators to stop and think? If 
there ever was such a period it is now; and members of the House of 
Representatives ought to stand here and not only protest against this 
system, but defeat it if possible. Look at the condition of the country, 
loaded down as we are to-day with national indebtedness, with heavy 
appropriations, with the burden of taxation resting alone upon the 

oulders of the masses, the producers and consumers of the country. 

In a conversation which I had on this question within the last day 
or two with a gentleman on the otherside of the House, for whom I have 


very high mal regard, he said, You ought not to anticipate that 
our side of the House will be guilty of these extra ces.” Why, 
my friend,” said I, should I not anticipate them? Do you suppose 


when I look at an apple tree in full bloom in the spring of the year, if 
I haye known that tree for ten years, I can not tell what sort of fruit it 
is going to bear?” I judge the Republican party by the past. By 
their frnits ye shall know them.” What have been the fruits of this 
Republican party whenit had unbridled license so far as appropria- 
tions were concerned ? 

Why, my friends, when they came into supreme power at the close 
of the war they found heavy taxation resting upon all classes and 
conditions of our people throughout the land. Where did they com- 
mence the work of reducing taxation? They commenced with the 
millionaires, the bondholders, the corporations, the common carriers, 
the banks, the insurance companies, the express companies, with every 
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combination of power that existed in the country; they took the yoke 
of Federal taxation off the business of all these great corporations until 
it was left alone upon the necks of the great masses of the people. They 
robbed the people of the country in the interest of the bondholders and 
the corporations and the national-banking system. They culminated 
their great crime in 1876, when they robbed the people of this comig 
of the legitimate fruits of a great political victory, and stole the - 
dency of the country. I do not propose to trust tht Republican party 
as long as there is one member left that had any part in that great steal 
of 1876; I do not propose to trust them any more than I would under- 
take to throw down this Capitol, stone by stone, with my own hands, 

Now, what isthe condition of ourpeople? The farmers of the coun- 
try are selling the great products of their toil for less than it costs to 
raise them. Ouf in the State represented in part by the gentleman 
from Kansas who wants to be protected from the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the House of Represeniatives—out in the State of Kansas, within the 
last ten days, a justice of the peace has decided that under their laws 
corn is a part of the fuel supply of the farmer and can not be attached 
and sold for debt. They are actually burning corn for fuel in the State 
of Kansas and going into the courts and claiming that a thousand 
bushels of corn are not an exeessive supply of fuel to take a man’s 
family through the winter! i 

Mr. FUNSTON. Does not the gentleman know that over in Mis- 
souri a magistrate decided that a jug of whisky was exempt from exe- 
cution as one of the necessaries of liſe? [Laughter] 

Mr. HATCH. And imitating the remark of your great President to 
a body of clergymen on one occasion, I can say to you that a little of 
that sort of whisky would help the Republicans of Kansas very much. 
You have passed a Jaw over there which you execute simply when it 
suits you, and the worst citizens we have in our State to-day are those 
who come across the border from Kansas, drunkards who come over and 
fill themselves up with Missouri whisky, and two-thirds of whom have 
to be arrested before they go back. 

Mr. FUNSTON. You used to run people over to Kansas in 1859 and 
1860. 

Mr. HATCH. So every single thing said by any gentleman on this 
side of the House in the interest of the great producing classes of the 
country is met with the answer by gentlemen on that sideof the H 
Oh, you were rebel brigadiers in 1881.“ [Laughter and applause. j 
That is the only argument in favor of your infernal system of taxation 
vou ever had. The only single answer we ever get is, Oh, you were 
rebel brigadiers,’’ [Renewed laughter and applause.] When the peo- 
ple in Kansas are burning their corn for fuel; when they are selling 
their beef for 2 cents and their pork for 3 cents; when your State, sir, is 
plastered all over with mortgages; when the great farmers are sleepless, 
not knowing the hour when the mortgages upon their farms will be 
foreclosed, the only argument you make against the present system of 
taxation, which is the source ofall their woes, is, ‘‘Oh, you were rebel 
brigadiers. [Renewed laughter and applause, ] 

Why, sir (to Mr. Funston), you heard in your committee-room 
within the last ten days Mr. Brigham, the grand master of the Na- 
tional Grange of the United States, say in your presence, inan informal 
speech delivered before that committee, that never before in the his- 
tory of farming in the United States were so many of them in the abject 
condition they are in to-day. Never, said he, had such a l num- 
ber of them passed sleepless nights, not knowing the hour when the 
mortgage was to be foreclosed against their farms. And ata time when 
the great masses of the people are oppressed by this exhaustive system 
of taxation, when we want to do something to relieve the people, when 
we want to relieve them from this onerous system of taxation, you want 
to establish a code of rules for the government of this House of Repre- 
sentatives which will pile up appropriations upon appropriations until 
it will take the farmers of this country ten years longer to meet the 
expenditures you propose to put on them at this session of Congress. 
[Applause. ] 

You may think it au easy job. I believe one gentieman over there 
confessed that he did not expect to get back. My friend, unless I am 
mistaken in the intelligence of the great masses of the people in the 
United States, there will be very few of you who will get back. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] In the great Mississippi Valley at least you will be 
either beaten for the nomination in your own party or, if nominated 
and put up before the people, we will beat you there with a Democrat. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, I would not care anything about this code. I can live under 
it for one term if any member of Congress can. I would not care, for 
one, about its adoption. I would not care about having the Chair place 
me in a position where I would not amount to as much as the chair in 
which Isat. I would not care for my position in this House so far as 
my individual rights are concerned, but I look ahead, and just as cer- 
tain as this code is adopted we will see the expenditures piled up in a 
way unprecedented in the history of the country. [Applause.] 

Some gentleman said he believed they might he held in check during 
this session, simply because there was an election in the fall. I be- 
lieve it was the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] who said that. 
But let me say, Mr. Speaker, that they have entered into this combi- 
nation. It is part of their scheme to perpetuate themselves in power. 
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They intend to use these reckless and 5 appropriations to do 
what they did in 1888, attempt again to debauch the people at the 
polls and carry the elections by money, if possible. 

Neyer, Mr. Speaker, have I heard so much about the will of the ma- 
jority. Why, sir, if the majority of the people of the United States 
could be heard and their will carried out Mr. Cleveland would bave 
been elected President of the United States. [Applause.] He was 
elected by about 100,000 popular majority, and you beat him out of 
the fall fruition of his victory by fraud and corruption at the polls in 
two States, just as you expect in the future to defeat the will of the 
country by your combinations and use of money under this code of rules. 
You propose to do it again as you did it before. 

Mr. ROGERS. Blocks of five. 

Mr. HATCH. Blocks of five and bank bills of twenty. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, there never was, I presume, in the whole history of this 
world, neither in sacred nor in profane history can there be found, anac- 
count of so sudden a conversion as that of our friends, the majority upon 
the other side of the House. How long has it been within the memory of 
members of the Fiftieth Congress that gentlemen on that side, with two 
honorable exceptions, sat there in their seats as dumb as oysters in their 
shells for two or three days, when the right of the then honored Speaker 
of this House to his seat was questioned, and not one single man, with 
the two exceptions to which I have referred, would cast his vote. And 
yet, these gentlemen now are very eloquent in denunciation of what 
they call the silent member” sitting in his sent. And you sat there, 
too, when by the very resolution which you introduced and had passed 
yourselves you stated to the House of Representatives and to the country 
that no more able, more distinguished orjust gentleman had ever sat in 
that chair than Mr. CARLISLE, and yet you did all in your power by 
filibustering to defeat his right to the seat. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair). 
The time for debate on the Republican side haying been extended for 
one hour, the remainder of the time from now until 5 o'clock will be 
accorded to gentlemen on the Democraticside, and the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McA poo] is recognized for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen on this side of the 
House have within the last few days asked the question What is 
general parliamentary law?“ and certainly it must be admitted that 
there is propriety in the question, for that exhibited in the House up 
to this time has been vague and nebulous in the extreme. ButI think 
that we can now safely answer the question that parliamentary law, 
as outlined within the last few weeks, has materialized itself into the 
code of rules offered to us for our adoption. Thatcode proposes to rey- 
olutionize the traditions and overthrow the rights which have hitherto 
been accorded to the members of the House for nearly one hundred 
years. In order to back up this revolution and to advocate this most 
arbitrary, despotic, and revolutionury code of rules, the old rules of 
the House of Representatives, under which it operated so long, have 
been libeled. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this movement on the part of the majority of the 
House is not unexpected. The distinguished Speaker of this House 
has advocated openly, and I must say consistently, not alone here on 
the floor of this House, but in the leading magazines, and in that meet- 
ing held, I think, in Connecticut on the 4th of July last, the idea that 
the rules of the House must be radically and thoroughly changed. In 
order to afford some reason for this they arraign the rules of the last 
House as being entirely against the interests of the people and obstruct- 
ive of the public business, Now, it is not contended on this side of 
the House, so far as I am concerned at least, that the rules of the House 
of Representatives were perfect. No human code has yet been fonnd 
to be entirely perfect, but the rules of the last House, as well as the 
rules of the preceding Congress, were framed with one object held 
steadily in view, and which the votes of the majority of the American 
people will back up at the next November election, and that was the 
absolute protection of the public Treasury. The vast majority of all 
Congressional bills reach to the Treasury. They ‘‘have an itching 

m,” 

The rules of the House of Representatives were not without fanlt. 
They weresometimes abused by individual members, but, sir, they were 
an adamantine protection to the public Treasury against the hordes of 
banditti that assailed it for the purpose of looting and spoliation. The 
old-fashioned palisades that protected frontier forts against the savages 
were but antitypes of these rules against Treasury raiders. ‘The dis- 
tinguished ker of the House, I say, has been eminently consistent 
in this He has more than the courage of his convictions. He 
has stated on the floor of the House and in all his public utterances 
that the rules of the House needed to be changed, in order that we may 
rush pte what he denominates as business; which means, as I take 
it, to grind out laws with great dispatch. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a mere legislative body, to grind out statutes 
asa mill grinds grain, Gentlemen are not to come here advocating 
private, selfish, or sectional interests; to drop their bundles of bills into 
the hopper and turn them out in the shape of money drawn from the 
public Treasury. 
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Speaker, if this House becomes a mere law-making mill, and when into 
its hopper is turned all the bills that private, selfish, and class interests 
he to take money out of the public Treasury, the House loses 
its influence upon public opinion. Every little breeze will whirl us 
about like a dry leaf and every clamor will open the door of the Treas- 
ury. The house from which this body drew its inspiration as a rep- 
resentative assemblage was to a great extent the British Parliament, 
and that great body by deliberating as well as by legislating has led 
the public opinion of the United Kingdom. Weare now asked by these 
rules that the members of this House shall become mere automatons to 
legislate the views of the chairmen of committees and the Speaker of 
the House; that the hungry horde who clamor, in many instances with- 
out justice, around the public Treasury, and the organized and disci- 
plined ranks of the lobbies around the House, shall be given full, free 
play; that in the privacy of thecommittee-room alone shall bills be di- 
gested and adopted, and that when they come here with your quorum 
of 100 and with unlimited discretion and latitude in the Speaker, not 
given to the speaker of any other free id ra assembly in the 
world, they shall be rushed through and the surplus will disagpear 
just like snow before the sunsof spring. Under these proposed rules we 

will meet to simply vote money out of the Treasury without debate or 

deliberation. Cliques and combinations will meet and tell us the 

rat they want and without delay we will surrender the Treasury 

ey. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] stated well the other day 
that it is not the sole business of the House to make laws. We make 
too much law. Forty-two State Legislatures and co-ordinate municipal 
bodies and this great national Congress making laws and laws and 
laws for everything; laws made so quickly and speedily that an inno- 
cent man may go to bed at nightand wake upin the morning acriminal, 
so far have legislative proceedings invaded the domain of private right 
and made indifferent matters illegal; laws for everything, vast tomes of 
laws, libraries of law, and all Jaws, with a very small exception, having 
in view for their object the taking of money from the public Treasury. 
Every one of the forty-three legislative mills grinding fresh grist to 
heap on the overburdened tax-payer. In the name of Heaven and for 
the sake ef humanity dam this wild flood of statutory law. The law 
of nature and the law of God is overwhelmed in this mad whirlpool. 

Now, in the brief time allotted I would like to make a short compart- 
son between the methods of obstruction in this House and the Parlia- 
ment which our fathers largely had in view in framing this Government. 

It would be supposed that there would be more advantage given to 
the individual member on this floor and that his rights in this body 
would be more assured and that his influence would be more felt than 
under the monarchical system. But such is not the case. Why, sir, 
under the old rules, arraigned and indicted before the country as ob- 
structive of public business, there was less power to obstruct it than 
under the rules of the British House of Commons, The mode of ob- 
struction in that body isas follows: Every member of the British House 
of Commons has the absolute right to be recognized the moment he rises. 
The speaker of that assemblage has no privilege to ignore the claim for 
the floor of any individual member who rises to obtain it. 

He must recognize the man who rises first, he may be of the minis- 
terial party or he may be of the bitterest in opposition; but he must be 
recognized in the order in which he rises. When two members arise 
simultaneously in that body the question is put to the Honse which of 
them shall be recognized first. That places the individual member with 
the inherent constitutional right to be heard in a free assembly. No 
wall-eyed speaker for one side of the house; no winkers or blinders - 
such as are put on horses for thisside or that. The speaker looks with 
the eyes of impartial fairness. He is obliged to recognize a member as 
a constitutional right; aud when a member of that body once obtains 
the floor he is privileged to hold it as long as he discusses the subject 
to which he addresses himself. The humblest and newest member is 
not a mere effigy to fill a seat and ejaculate at intervals Ay and 
No,“ like a patent doll. 

Well, this right, they claimed, was abused in the Commons. Mr. Par- 
nell and his followers, judging that very extreme, coercive measures 
were to be applied against the dearest rights and liberties of their people 
and their outraged nationality, organized an opposition. 

Mr, Gladstone, the test and best of men, then in the wrong, as 
he now admits, was then prime minister of England, and he proposed 
to stop this form of obstruction which was greater and larger in every 
degree than that exercised by members of this House under the former 
rules. When this determined and patriotic obstruction threatened the 
t supply” or appropriation bills for England, he proposed what was 
called procedure. He notified the House of Commons on the 20th 
of February, 1882, that he would move for this change of procedure.“ 
That was on the 20th of February. Now, mark the difference between 
the deliberation in this House and that. The whole English-speaking 
people in England and her colonies were stirred to their depths by the 

roposition to restrict the rights of members of Parliament. The great 
nglish democracy was moved as never before. For ten long months 
that question was debated at frequent intervals in the House of Com- 
mons. You pro by these rules a more radical change of procedure 


This is a deliberative body as well as a legislative body; and, Mr. in this House than that which is called ‘‘cloture’’ in the House of 
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Commons. But it took the English nation tèn months in a thoroughly 
deliberative assembly to determine that matter; and you have said 
that these rules shall be discussed and the minority silenced in this as- 
sembly in less than forty-eight hours. And yet this is a Republic and 
England is a limited monarchy. Let debating societies hereafter argue 
whether there would have been more liberty nuder your predecessors, 
the Federalists, or under the old system. 

Now, what was that procedure, that cloture? That cloture, bad 
and unfhir, was in nowise as restrictive; was not in anywise as despotic 
and tyrannous as the proposed rules which you bring into this House. 
You have given to the Speaker of this Honse the right to judge the 
conscience of every Representative and to say to him when he makes a 
mation, That is not made in good faith.” He impugus his personal 
honor as well as restricts his representative rights. In the House of 
Commons there is no such power given in a monarchical government to 
the speaker, IIe is elected, not by a party, but he is held to be as fair 
us a judge on the bench. He makes no political suggestions. He gen- 
erally rules and holds the balances as fair as the Chief · Justice of your Su- 
preme Court, and the only right of cloture given him was this: That 
when a member had discussed a great public question foran inordinate 
length of time he says that he must restrict himself to it, and finally 
“names him?’ when he has exhausted the patience of the House. 
One-third of the House must sustain this ruling, that is, 200 members. 
That was only adopted after ten months of deliberation. 

I said the cloture was passed in November. Iam mistaken, I see, 
by referring to Whitaker.“ It was passed on December 1, 1882. 
Briefly stated, it was as follows: 1. Provides that the speaker or chair- 
man may stop the debate at his discretion, or if supported by more 
than 200 members, or if op by less than 40 and supported by 
more than 100. 2. Provides that motions for adjournment skall hold 
good for the discussion of a definite matter of urgent public im ce 
if 40 members support it by standing up. 3. Proviđes for limiting 
such debate to the subject in hand. 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8. Mere routine 
matters without regard to obstruction. 9. Regulates the suspension 
of offending members. 10. Gives the speaker or chairman the power 
to check attempts to secure delay by abuse of the rules. 

These new rules were not as restrictive as our ‘‘ previous question’? 
und nothing to be compared to the previous question“ plus the power 
of the Speaker under these proposed rules. Look at the freedom of 
discussion even under cloture: 

November 21,.—Refore resuming the debate on procedure, Mr. Parnell put in 
motion, for the first time, the newly made rule enabling a member to move the 
adjournment of the House for the purpose of raising a discussion if backed by 
the rising in their places of 40 members. On this occasion a hundred rose, 
whereupon a discussion on the arrears act ensued, Mr, Parnell contending that 
an extension of time is required beyond November of this year in which to lodge 
the year's rent to which Government offer to add its equivalent, 

This part of cloture was adopted before December 1. 

And yet to adopt these rules it required over ten months of solemn 
deliberation; ten months and over to give the English-speaking people 
in England and in her colonies time to deliberate, time to form a solid 
judgment, and haves full, free, untrammeled, mature debate, and éven 
after the adoption of cloture, on a motion to adjourn, if 40 members 
stand up, n member can rise in his place and discuss a great public 
question. Yet we are told that these new rules of ours mean reform. 
It is not reform; itis retrogression. 

It is said that there has been some abuse of the old rules. There 
has never been an instance of mere personal and factitions filibustering 
under the old rules by the eminent gentleman at whose seat I stand, 
who now lies on a bed of sickness, the distinguished statesmen from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], or the distinguished and Grand Old 
Man” and veteran from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Whenever they ap- 
plied the constitutionally obstructive features of the old rules they 
were, I may say by an overwhelming majority of the popular vote at 
the next election, ratified, indorsed, encouraged, and lauded by the 
masses of our people, and to-day there are no men more beloved and 
confided in by millions of American freemen than these guardians of 
the Treasury and of popular rights. They have stood for liberty, they 
have been the shield of honesty against fraud, and their names are writ- 
ten in the hearts of their countrymen. Like the burglars that ply by 
night, muzzle the honest watcl-dogs, as befits you. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we hear a great deal about reform of the rules. 
Iwill tell you where, in my opinion, trne reform lies, Adopt this code 
ol rules. You, sir, can go back to your constituency; you can make a 
canvass upon 2 bill pending or to be brought into this House; you can 
pledge them on every stump that you will oppose that bill when you 
come back into the next House; you cin go back in the next House, if 
continned as it is now [turning to the Democratic side]—confidentially, 
it will not be; you can go back to the next House and you can sit here 
from day to day, manacled, bound, fettered, gagged, and mummified by 
these rules, and you will never get an opportunity to even vote on the 
bill, jet alone discuss it. What course will that bill pursue? It will 
be introduced on bill day and put in the private box, under the proposed 
rules, in charge of the Olerk, taken by the Speaker to his room, if he 

in his satchel, and distributed by him as he sees fit, with the 
poor privilege of being here in time the next morning to move to have 
it recommitted to another committee or make a useless noise about it, 
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It goes, under our system, to the little secret imperial congresses that 
you have created here called committees, 

It is digested and debated and disposed of with closed doors. The 
theosophy of the East is not more mysterions and exclusive, Thestar 
chamber and the executive meetings of the Senate are not more secretive, 
If you are not a member of that committee you do not know what ac- 
tion is to be taken upon it. It is brought in here by the chairman of 
the committee, who will, if these rules are adopted, become endowed 
with great power, and with the help of the Speaker under this proposed 
code it can be hurried through in the Committee of the Whole with a 
quorum ofa hundred and the previous question ordered on the passage 
of the bill, and you can go back to the constituency to whom you 
pledged undying opposition to that hill, and before them and your 
Maker truthfully declare that you never had an opportunity to even 
look at it. This is proclaimed here and elsewhere as reform, und its 
chief advocates in the light of opposition compare themselves to the 
martyrs and confessors of the carly ages. 

How restrictive even the old rules appeared to that distinguished 
and impartial foreign observer, Professor Bryce, whose great work 
supersedes that of De Tocqueville, let me quote: 

Still true is it that Congressmen generally complain leas of the procedure un» 
der which they live, and which seems toan English observer tyrannical, than do 
members of the English House of Commons of the Jess rigid methods of their 
own ancient and famous body. [know no better instance of the self-control 
and good humor of Americans than the way in which the minority in the House 
generally submit to the despotism of the majority 

So that, my friends, shows that we did not coin the word despot- 
ism” as used in that connection— 
consoling themselves with the reflection that it is all according to the rules of 
the game, and that their turn will come in due course. 

Coming down to Mr. Bryce: 


To use the power of closing debate as stringently at Westminster as it is used 
at Washington would revolutionize the life of the House of Commons. But 
the House of Representatives is an eres of n very different nature. Like 
the House of Commons it is a I lating, if hardly to be deemed a gove 
body. But it is nota debating 2 It rules through and by its committees, 
in which discussion is unchecked by any closing 8 and the whole House 
ae 8 more that register by its votes the conclusions which the committees 


How will you really reform this Honse? By restoring the individual 
rights ofeach member. Break down the imperialism of the committees. 
Do what they do in other free representative assemblages, ering, each 
bill into the grand committee, the Committee of the Whole Louse. 
Let the bill be digested, not by thirteen men behind closed doors, with 
pass-words, signs, and sword-bearers in a committee - room; let it be di- 
gested, considered, deliberated upon in the light of day before the coun- 
try in the whole House, each member having the right to voice his 
sentiments, to offer amendments, and finally to cast his vote, by yea 
or nay, on the record, for or against it. Mr, Speaker, how much 
have I remaining? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has ten minutes remain- 


ng. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, we hear a great 
deal about law and order. This side of the House have been charged 
in the public prints with being disorderly. I would not have much re- 
spect for the manhood of one who was the willing and ‘orderly?’ 
victim ofa highwayman. [Laughter.] Mr. § er, the most mon- 
strous atrocities that have ever fallen upon helpless man have been 
committed under the names of law, order, and necessity. The noblest, 
greatest, and purest of men have fallen victims to this at times unholy 
triumvirate. Under these names the helpless and the innocent have 
often called to Heaven for justice. The most cruel injustices have been 
perpetrated in thename of law.“ Liberty has been outraged time and 
time again under the cry of order,“ and ‘‘necessity,’’ says the great 
genius of blind Milton, is the devil’s plea for tyranny. This is well 
illustrated by a most memorable career in the English-speaking world. 

In 1648 there was born in the small town of Acton, Denbighshire, 
England, of somewhat obscure but 8 parentage, a man- child, 
who, as he grew up to be boy and man, displayed talents of a high order. 
He was the soul of good company. Io was a wit, and in later years the 
court-room was . enlivened with guffaws of servile followers 
at his jests made cven at the expense oſ his victims. IIe chose his polit- 
ical side with the cool calculation of a mathematician solvinga problem, 
He assailed the government until he was bribed with a place on the 
bench, and from that place on the bench, literally on the bodies of his 
victims, under the guise of law and order, he rose to the very pin- 
nacle of state until he became the proud possessor of the Great Seal of 
England. He sent hundreds to the gibbetin onecirenit following Mon- 
month’srebellion, and thousands in chainsas slaves to the tropical plan- 
tations of the West Indies. 

Under the name of law and order” he browbeat witnesses, bul- 
lied counsel, and took from them every privilege and right which had 
belonged to them fora thousand years. Ile swam a sea of blood to 
gratify hellish ambition, His very smile was the blightof death. In 
the county of Dorsetshire, satiated with blood, great alarm,“ sa) 
his biographer, ‘‘ was excited, and not without reason, by his being 
seen to laugh in church, both during the prayer and sermon, which 
preceded the commencement of business in the hall—his smile being 


1222 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 11, 


construed into a sign that he was about ‘to breathe death’ like a de- 
stroying angel and to sanguine his very ermine in blood.“ At last, 
when the weak and pusillanimous king whom he had served flod from 
England, the first impulse of the great masses of the people, as they 
rose, was to wreak vengeance upon this tyrannical Lord Chief-Justice 
and Lord Keeper of the Great Seal. He ded, disguised in the coarse 
habiliments of a sailor, to a collier ship, and was glad from there to 
seek refuge, pursued by the Furies, in the Tower, whero he died a mis- 
erable death from his ontraged countrymen. 

Tho name of Jeffreys thruughont the whole civilized world is synony- 
mous to-day with tyranny and outrages upon liberty aud constitutional 
right committed under the name of “law and order,“ by him Who pre- 
sided over judicial tribunals. His pleasing quips, his jests that set the 
table on a roar,’ his flashing repartee, his apparent courage, his savage 
audacity, his courtly demeanor, his great intellect, are forgotten, for 
they were but the mask that hid the man from public observation. He 
had great intellectual gifts; he bad a powerful brain; but his intellect 
was perverted, his head was directed by no heart and checked by no 
conscience. 

So, Mr. Speaker, let the majority pursue the courge they have begun. 
Let this code become a part of the law of the land, and while the man 
whooccupies that chair some day in the very distant future, let us hope, 
may not be able to shed the blood of his countrymen, he can let loose 
awhole band ofspoliators and brigands upon the public Treasury. [Ap- 
8 on the Democratic side.] He can break down the liberties of 

is countrymen, 

Under the impulses of partisanship he can, with cold, calculating de- 
sign, array one section against another. He can take from the people 
the liberty of free elections, He can pay back the mortgages that se- 
cured the power of his party. What is the meaning of these rules? 
You obtained power in this land in 1888 by a mere scratch. Yon are 
mortgaged; you pledged the public Treasury; you promised every clique 
and class and interest in this land that helped you into power that you 
would pass legislation for their benefit, however nefarious, dishonest, 
or unconstitutional, and you are smoothing the way to keep your 
promises because they threaten foreclosure of their mortgage. 

We mark with sad confidence the course of your arranged extrava- 

ce, for, alas! you are helpless. The preedy and soulless speculators 
our politics—the Mephistophelean “ e?" raisers, the base Shy- 
locks in whose you are, will allow of no retreat on your part. 
They paid for the goods and you must deliver them, They will forc- 
close thelr mortgage unless yon can suppress the minority, unless you 
can pass these rules, as you will, and then follow them up by paying 
back the blocks of five’? and the bills of twenty, as my friend from 
Missouri, Mr. Harca, has said, with which you carried the Inst elec- 
tion. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, when you have paid them back, when you have 

paid back the banded interests which defeated the popular will and the 
ular candidate and outraged the liberties of our le, you will 
yourself face to face with men whom you can neither bribe nor in- 
timidate. The honest freemen, the unbought and unpurchasable mill- 
ions of this land, will go to the polls at the next election and the suc- 
ceeding election; they will change the majority of this House from that 
side to this, and they will re with t enthusiasm and soulfnl 
hurrahs the infamous code which you are now about to adopt. [Ap- 
planse on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. O' FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. CAN NON] made on yesterday some remarks which per- 
haps call for attention at my hands, and I avail myself now of the lirst 
opportunity Ihave liad to reply to them, though my time is greatly 

i 


Tho gentleman referred to the rules of the house of delegates and 
perhaps the senate of Virginia. He claimed asa precedent for your 
action, Mr. Speaker, that under those rules a quorum can be counted 
by the speaker of the Virginia house of delegates or the president of 
the senate. 

Sir, under the rules of the house of delegates and of the senate, if 
a member is present and declines or fails to vote, attention can be called 
to the fact by any member, and then if ho still declines to vote his 
vote is recorded in the negative. But, sir, under no rule of the Leg- 
islature of Virginia in either house has there ever been granted to the 
speaker a power of his own motion to note any member as present or 
any member as not voting, By the very action of the Legislature of 
Virginia in adopting this rule it held that undor the constitution of 
oo no such power was vested in the house or in its presiding 
oficer. 

This rule, however, is almost a dead letter in the Legislaturein my 
State. It has rarely been resorted to. Besides, it is a harmless rule 
there; for, under the constitution of Virginia, unjike the Constitution 
of the United Stites, not one dollar of money can be appropriated from 
the treasury until 51 votes, a majority of the whole, are recorded upon 
pa joana of the house, and 21 votes, a majority of the whole, be re- 
corded upon the journal of tho senate in favor of the appropriation. 
But, sir, under the Constitution of the United States as construcd by 
yonr ruling, two members on this floorean vote away millions of dol- 

of the people’s money, if you, sitting in your chair, will certify and 


enter upon the Journal of this House that 165 members are present and 
decline or fail to vote, 

T repeat that the rule, so far as the Legislature of Virginia is con- 
cerned, is a harmless one; under it no detriment can result to the treas- 
nryoftheState. But under the rule here as laid down by the Speaker 
in his construction of the Constitution, millions and millions of the 
people's money can be appropriated from the Treasury of the United 
States upon the vote of two members of this Honse ay, upon the vote 
of one member, if the Speaker, looking over the body, certifies and 
enters as matter ot reeord upon the Journal that 165 members are pres- 
ent and refuse to vote. So much for that, 

The distinguished gentleman from Illinois referred also to what he 
claimed to bea fact: that in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiſtieth 
Congresses the Blair educational bill was throttled bythe Democratic 
partyonthisfloor. Sir, in the Porty-cighth Congress that bill was re- 
ported from the committee appointed by the Speaker of that House. 
Various efforts were made to securo its consideration ; and I assert as a 
fact that the opposion to the consideration of it came not only from the 
Democratic side, but from the Republican side, 

Then, in the Forty-ninth Congress, u bill was introduced in the carly 
part of the session—a bill similar to the Blair educational hill-and was 
referred to the Committee on Education. On that committee there was 
a gentleman, a Republican from the State of Minnesota; and on several 
occasions he consumed the whole time of the meeting of that committee 
in discussing the bill, so that there never was a vote upon it. Later 
in the session, fiuding that inall probability the bill would be pigeon- 
holed and would never see the light of day, Mr. Willis, of Kentucky, 
introduced a bill containing all the features of the Blair bill and moved 
that it be referred to the Committes on Labor—not to the Committee 
on Education, That motion was resisted by the opponents of the bill; 
a vote by yeas and nays was taken upon it; and I find upon examina- 
tion of the records (and such was my memory without the examina- 
tion) that the distinguished gentleman who to-day occupies the high 
position of Speaker of this House, as well as the gentleman from IIII- 
nois [Mr. CAN NOR], the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], and many other eminent 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, voted against the referenco 
of that bill to the Committee on Labor. 

The object of Mr, Willis in making that motion was to secure a re- 
port on the bill from the Committee on Labor. It had been asserted 
by the Republican party that the Committee on Education appointed 
by the Speaker of the Forty-ninth Congress had been appointed in such 
a way as to prevent a report upon the bill. When Mr, Willis intro- 
duced his bill he did it after conference with the friends of the mens- 
ure on both sides of the House. Ie made his motion to refer his bill 
to the Committee on Labor, having ascertained that that committee 
would give it mirer treatment than the Committee on Education had 
done, and whether it reported for or against the bill would not pigeon- 
hole it. But the distinguished Speaker of the present House, together 
with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], and the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
CAxxON J, and others on the Republican side, voted against the refer- 
ence of that bill to the Committee on Labor—voted with its opponents 
and against its friends, 

I speak of this matter particularly because in our late canynss in 
Virginia it was stated by gentlemen, like the distinguished gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] and theeminent gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Perkrys] and other gentlemen of the same political faith who 
came over there to enlighten the benighted people of Virginia as to their 
duty in the election—it was there openly and above board by 
these gentlemen that the Democratic party throttled that bill while the 
Republican party stood solidly on this floor in ſavor of it. 

T am just reminded by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MoRar] 
that the present Speaker has appointed as members of the Committee 
on Education in this House four of thesame Democrats who were upon 
that committee in the last House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have great respect for the gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. Ca x x Ox], but during the time I have served in this House I 
have never scen him rise to address the Speaker that I was not re- 
minded of a member of the Legislature of a certain State, Who rising in 
is sent and addressing the Speaker said, I rise freiahted with opinions 
too big for utterance and yet too momentous and too mighty to be sup- 
pressed. [Great laughter and applause] So it is with the gentle- 
inan from the State of IIlinois; whenever he rises he imagines every 
man must give ear to what he says. 

I might refer to his position upon the proposed code of rules. Twould 
do so if I had the time. I donot intend to discuss them, for I do not 
claim to be a parliamentarian. During my service on this floor my 
duties have been such that I have not been able to give that systematic 
study to the rules and parliamentary law I would hava done under 
other circumstances. I might quote the language of tho gentleman 
from Illinois in the Forty-sixth Congress, when the roles were under 
consideration, in which he admitted he wus not versed in parliamentary 
law. I would like also to advert to the fact that in that Congress he 
indorsed the rules under discussion then and took the same oceasion 
to declare them to be a good code of rules, a code which would facili- 
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tate business and give all the latitude which ought to be desired to 
promote the orderly proceedings of the House. 

Now, you know when— 

The devil was sick, the devil a monk would be; 
The devil was well, the devil a monk was he, 

Laughter and applause. ] 

o it was with the gentleman from Illinois. Those rules were well 
enough then to meet every purpose. They did not strike the gentle- 
man at that time as they seem to have done more recently. He was in 
the minority then; he isin the majority now. That is the difference. 

Mr, Speaker, I stand here as one of the Representatives from Virginia. 
Under ordinary cirenmstances I have been accorded the same rights on 
this floor as those enjoyed by the gentleman from Illinois. In the last 
three Congresses I was recognized as his peer. In this how- 
ever, I have been made, as a Democrat, to take a back seat, while he, as 
a Republican, has been led high up in the synagogue. [Laughterand 
applause.] Under the Constitution my people have the same right 
to be heard on this floor as the people of the gentleman’s district, but 
under the rulings of the Speaker my representative voice is to be stifled 
and my representative duties are to be marked out by him who holds 
the gavel in this House. 

Sir, Virginia has suffered indeed. Her fields have been laid waste; her 
bosom bears many a scar. Her sons and her daughters, too, have trod 
the thorny path of poverty; within her borders the ow! hoots now where 
merry voices were once heard and her streams murmur the memories 
of once happy but now desolate homesteads; she has passed through 
the fiery furnace of reconstruction and she has drunk to the dregs the 
cup of Republican misrule; but in all her history her spirit has never 
waned, the manhood of her sons has never weakened, and she stands 
to-day on this floor, through her Representatives, as proudly as when 
her voice was the most potential in this land, and in spite of the august 
gentleman from Illinois she protests against the assumption of power 
of the Speaker and the tyranny of the Republican party in this House. 
[Great applanse.] Nay, more, sir; the sons of Virginia feel they arein 
their father’s house, under their father’s roof, beneath their father’s 

In this house they intend to stay, under this roof they intend to 
live, beneath that flag above your head, Mr. Speaker, they intend to 
die; and as long as they have breath they will defend the Constitution 
of this land against any and all foes, foreign and domestic. [Applause. ] 
And if the gentleman from Illinois expects less of them, he will soon 
be made a wiser man, if not a better friend of the rights of the people 
and of the Constitution. [Renewed applause. ] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. If no gentlemen desires to occupy the time, the 
Chair will lay before the Honse certain bills for changes of reference, 

Mr. ROGERS. What time is the House to take a recess? 

TheSPEAKER. At 5 o'clock, if the Chair is correctly informed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

The Committee on Public Hullo and Grounds was di 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 100) to provide for a 
building for the use of the post-office and office of the superintendent 
of the Hot Springs reservation, and other civil offices in the city of Hot 
Springs, Ark., and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The Committee on Patents was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5922) for the relief of the United States Regu- 
lation Fire-Arms Company, and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The Committee on Claims was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 275) to reimburse the several States for interest on 
moneys expended by them on account of raising troops employed in 
aiding the United States in suppressing the late rebellion, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The Committee on Claims was also discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3222) for the relief of Fannie Pemberton, 
formerly Fannie Glass, and the same was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4194) for the relief of Lewis Deems, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, 


UNSOLD LOTS, HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr, ROGERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6829) 
to donate the unsold lots in the city of Hot Springs, Ark., belonging 
to the United States to said city in trust for public-school purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ADULTERATED ARTICLES OF FOOD, ETC. 


Mr, LEHLBACH, by unanimous consent (by request), introduced a 
bill (H. R. 6830) regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of adulterated articles of food and drugs and imposing a 
tax thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER, The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House, 


in pursuance of its former order, takes a recess until 11 o’clock a. m. 
to-morrow, Wednesday. 
~ AFTER THE RECESS, 

The recess having expired, the House, at 11 o’clock a. m. (Wednesday, 

February 12), resumed its session. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the privilege of being per- 
mitted to print some remarks on the pending question. 

There was no objection, 

THE RULES. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the report of the Committee on Rules 
involves a great number of changes in the practice which has hitherto 
obtained in this House, but in the limited time allotted to me I shall 
only address my self to a few of the essential changes presented in the 
proposed code. 

Mr. Speaker, I may remark, however, that I approach this discussion 
in a frame of mind somewhat analogous, as I imagine, to that of the 
lawyer who presents his brief after the court has completed its decision 
or in the mental state of the advocate who argues his case under the 
conviction that the jury have already determined upon their verdict. 
This similarity, sir, naturally su itself when I recall the fact that 
it is a matter of current rumor that these rules have already been con- 
sidered and agreed upon by the Republican Representatives in caucus, 
under the whip and spur of supposed party exigency, and that all un- 
willing and recusant members on that side of the House have at last 
yielded a sullen submission to the dictates of the majority. 

Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. Let me inform the gentleman that there 
were no such members of that caucus. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not understand what the gentleman said. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, I say that there were no recusant or un- 
willing members, such as the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That there was no dissent from the views of the 
Committee on Rules? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, No material dissent upon important points. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No difference upon any question, as I understand 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I did not say that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I said that there was no difference upon 
the material points of the changes, 

Mr. DOCKERY, Then, Mr. Speaker, the controversy between the 
gentleman from Ohio and myself in this regard may, perhaps, hinge upon 
the construction or meaning of the word ‘‘material.’’ 

But, sir, the source from which I derived my information was not 
only current ramor, but the newspapers of the country as well, and I 
have found that generally these are very accurate and reliable in report- 
ing cancus proceedings. 

I desire, however, to modify somewhat the scope of this statement 
for the benefit of the gentleman from Ohio who questions its accuracy, 
as I do now recall the fact that certain prominent leaders on that side, 
according to newspaper notoriety and general understanding, have in- 
dicated to members on this side of the House that the right to report 
‘t general pension legislation“ at any time, secured to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions in that caucus, ought to be stricken ont, and that an 
amendment curtailing this privilege would be promptly and favorably 
considered. But, sir, so far as I have been able to understand the sent- 
iment of this side of the House on that question, I have discovered no 
disposition to obtrude upon the delicate, domestic affairs of the Repub- 


lican party. 
COMMITTEE QUORUM. 

The first essential change, Mr. Speaker, which I desire to notice in 
the code of rules is that which reverses the practice of the House for 
more than a century, by reducing the quorum of the Committee of the 
Whole from the constitutional quorum to a hundred members. The 
avowed intent of this innovation is, in the language of its advocates, 
to enable the House to do business. With this view, I do not think 


that when we have reached the end of the session there will be any 


occasion for disappointment, 

This change of the rule facilitates and accelerates the passage of many 
bills imposing burdens upon the public Treasury, which could not be 
accomplished if a constitutional quorum were required as heretofore. 

Sir, I urge no claim to gifts of prophecy, but, unless Lam greatly de- 
ceived, at the end of this session some of those who now champion this 
so-called reform will be found ready to advocate its repeal, when con- 
fronted with the enormous aggregate of the appropriations of the ses- 
sion. : 

The operation of this rule is, moreover, likely to relieve Congress of 
the necessity of reducing the burdens of taxation, with the view, at 
least, of disposing of the surplus. The surplus will have disappeared 
as the result of the wanton prodigality and extravagance which this 
rule invites, and the warnings of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Canyon], but so recently uttered, will prove as powerless to stay that 
tidal wave as would have been a pebble to check the rnshing flood that 
swept down the valley of the Conemaugh and overwhelmed Johnstown 
in ruin and desolation. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL QUORUM. 

Another vital change proposed by the majority, which permits mem- 
bers to be counted as a part of the quorum although not voting, over- 
turns the precedents which have been sanctioned by the approval of 
the greatest and best men of all parties during the entire period of our 
constitutional history. 

The provision of the Constitution for ascertaining and determininga 
quorum is in these words: 


Each House shall be the judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members, and a 1 of each shall constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ners, * * * andthe yeas and nays of the members of either House on any 
8 shall, at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered in the Jour- 


The language of the proposed rule, which subverts this constitu- 
tional requirement, is as follows: 


On the demand ofany member or at the Wing Nae sg of theS er, the names 
of members [suflicient to make a quorum] in the Hall of the House who do not 
vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded inthe Journal, and reported to the 
Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be counted and announced 
in determining the presence of a quorum to do business, 


Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that the Constitution defines a “‘quo- 
rum to do business to be a ‘‘majority’’ of the members of the House; 
and that on any question“ one-fifth of those present shall be sufficient 
to secure the entry of the “‘yeas and nays” upon the Journal. It fol- 
lows, therefore, conclusively that the ‘‘quoram,’? when such desire“ 
is expressed, is ascertained by the call of the yeas and nays; for the 
Constitution nowhere provides that the members in the Hall of the 
House who do not vote“ shall be counted as constituting a part of the 
quorum. The yeas and nays can not be added to or taken from, be- 
cause when the Constitution defines a method for ascertaining a quo- 
rum it excludes beyond the perad venture of a doubt any other method 
of determining that question. 

Indeed, sir, no presiding officer of either Senate or House, until the 
advent of the present incumbent, ever assumed or presumed to ascertain 
the presence of a quorum on a roll-call except by the record of afirm- 
ative and negative votes. A long line of eminent presiding officers at 
the other end of the Capitol and the celebrated men who have preceded 
you, sir, including such historic names as John Adams, Jefferson, Ham- 
lin, Wilson, Hendricks, INGALLS, Polk, Clay, Blaine, RANDALL, and 
CARLISLE, have uniformly held to the view so tersely enunciated by 
yourself i1880 on this floor, when you declared ‘‘that the constitu- 
tional idea of a quorum is not the presence of a majority of all the mem- 
bers of the Ho but a majority of the members present and partici- 
pating in the business of the House.” And so, sir, as if to put this 
question beyond the pale of controversy, you emphasized your convic- 
tion by a further avowal, as true as holy writ, that it is not the visi- 
ble presence of members, but their judgment and votes, the Constitution 
calls for.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is with me a matter of profound regret that any con- 
ceivable partisan interest should have induced you and your party to 
abandon this solid constitutional ground for the unexplored regions of 
either general parliamentary law or of the new powers sought to be 
conferred upon you by the adoption of this rule. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that one after another of the members of that 
side of the House have confessed a genuine conversion on this question 
which seems as sudden as that recorded of Saul as he journeyed on his 
way to Damascus. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would suggest that you beg Saul’s pardon for 
the comparison. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I had no desire in this illustration 
to make any reflection whatever upon Saul [laughter], but I can seeat 
a glance that the comparison is obnoxious to that suspicion: [Laugh- 
ter.] My only purpose was to emphasize the fact that this unanimity 
of conversion was at least open to doubt, especially as many of our 
regenerated friends have in former years been very chiefs among the 
„Hlibusters, and ofttimes if this constitutional (2) rule had prevailed 
they would asa body have been enrolled as members in the Hall of 
the House who do not vote.“ 

I was further in doubt npon this question, as we were told on yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] that very few of 
the majority desired to participate in the discussion. I thought it pos- 
sible that the certainty of a Democratic majority in the next House oc- 
easioned some embarrassment to our friends and was the explanation 
of their indisposition to commit their views to the custody of cold type; 
for, in the event of such Democratic ascendency they might again de- 
sire to bow at the old constitutional altar around which our fathers 
gathered at the birth of constitutional liberty, and the integrity of 
whose convictions on this question was transmitted unquestioned and 
unimpaired during the century of our national life. They may also 
have anticipated and sought to escape the perplexing dilemma of the 
Speaker, as he has been confronted by the record with recent views so 
diametrically antagonistic to those he at present advocates, 

REPUBLICAN PARTY LEADERS. 

I do not wonder, sir, that some of our friends, for a time at least, 
hesitated to support this rule, for as I turn to the record of the debate 
in this Hall January 25, 1880, upon a similar amendment to the rules 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker], I find arrayed 
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nape foie Hepubican some at . known to the his- 
0 ublican party. vou, Mr. Speaker, not only ably 
championing the present position of the Democratic party, but in this 


eloquent and forcible language defending dilatory and filibustering 
proceedings: 

Now, what is the practical upshot of the present practice? It is that the 
members of the 8 of this House upon occasions demand that every 
bill which is passed shall receive the absolute vote of a majority of the members 
elected. They do this in the face and eyes of the country. they demand 
upon any frivolous occasion that there shall be such an extraordinary vote as 
that, they do it subject to the censure of the people of this land. This practice 
has hitherto kept this House in proper condition upon this subject, so thatthere 
has been no improper impeding of the publio business. 

It is a valuable privilege for the country that the minority shall have the right 
by this extraordinary mode of proceeding to call the attention of the country to 
measures which a party in a moment of madness and of party feeling is endeav- 
oring to enforce upon the citizens of thisland. And it works equally well with 
regard to all parties, for all parties have their times when they need to be 
checked, so that they may receive the opinionsof the people who are their con- 
stituents, and who are interested in the results of their legislation, 


Talso find that the eminent Speaker, Mr. Blaine, during the pendency 
of the famous dead-lock on the force bill, was frequently solicited to 
enforce the view contemplated by this rule. He refused to accede to 
the demand made by several gentlemen on the floor. To one he re- 
plied as follows: 


Ifthe point be raised, a gentleman addressing the Chair may bo taken off the 
floor by any member raising the point that no quorum is present. ‘The ques- 
tion b so raised, the Chair, according to his judgment and on his responsi- 
bility, can rule that a quorum ispresent. But when the roll-call is resorted to, 
that is the last mode of certification, from which there is no appeal. Now, that 
the rules absolutely require gentlemen to vote is undeniable; but how the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, on whom the point has been made, can be compelled to 
stand up and pronounce his vole “ay” or no“ the Chair does not know. 


To another he said: 


The Chair never heard of that being done. He begsto remind the House, 
whereas that might and doubtless would be true that there is a quorum in the 
Hall, the very principle enunciated by the gentleman from Indiana has heen 
the foundation probably for the greatest legislative frauds ever committed. 

Where a quorum, in the judgment of the Chair, has been declared to be pres- 
entin the house against the result of a roll-call, these proceedings in the dif 
ferent Legislatures have brought scandal on their name, 


To yet another he declared: 


There can be no record like the call of the yes and nays, and from that there 
is no appeal, 

The moment you clothe your Speaker with power to go behind your ro!l-call 
and assume that there is a quorum in the Hall, why, gentlemen, you stand on 
the very brink of a volcano. 


I find, further, that in this same debate the views of yourself, sir, 
and of our present distinguished Secretary of State were confirmed and 
supplemented by the gifted and lamented Garfield in these words: 


Teall attention to the first phase of the question, and ask my friend from Vir- 
ginis, without ay =e ea to its partisan bearing, to see into what a strange and 
vague condition this House would be lett if this were adopted. Whenever the 
question arises whether there is a quorum or not present, it is to be determined 
according to what he calls iar demonstration.“ The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole or the Speaker of the House is to see with his own eyes 
that there is a quorum present, Who is to control his seeing? How do we 
know but that he may see forty members more for his own purposes than there 
are here in the House? And what protection have gentlemen if the Speaker 
says he sees a quorum if he can not convert that seeing into a list of names on 
the call of the roll by the Clerk? 

I think my friend from Virginia will see that he lets in the one-man powerin 
a far more dangerous way than ever has occurred before in any legislative as- 
sembly of which he and I have any ene ang 

Aside from the insuperable objection that I have raised to this proposition, as 
a thing that ought not to be tried because of its vagueness, its uncertainty, and 
the danger that members of the House may be imposed upon by an unserupu- 
lous Speaker that may come hereafter—I say that aside from all that, and he 

yond all that, I ask members to consider one fact: This has been a House of 
presentatives since 1789. This House has been the theater of all sorts of po- 
litical storms and tempests. We have lived through the times of great wars, of 
a great civil war, when there were excitements hardly paralleled in the history 
of parliamentary annals, Yet during all these years no man before, so fur as 
I know, no party before has ever thought it . to introduce a rule that 
gives the power of declaring the presence of members by the single voice of one 
person, a power that will enable bim to bring from his sickbed a dying man 
and put him down in this Hall, so that the Speaker shall count him, and make 
his presence against his will, and perhaps in his delirium, count in order to 
make a quorum, so that some partisan measure may be carried out over the body 
of that dying man. 

Sir, the moment you get over the line, the moment you cross the boundary of 
names, the moment you leap over the iron fence of the roll, that moment you 
are out in the vague, and all sorts of disorders may come in. 

And, sir, if the views of the eminent gentlemen already cited could 
need further weight or confirmation, it is found in the remarks of the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Conger, since his retirement from this 
body a Senator from that State: 

Sir, Lin common with every member of this Honse demand that there shall 
be a public exhibition of presence, a public record of votes; that there shall be 
tellers; that there shall be yeas and nays; that the yeas and nays shall deter. 
mine how you and Land every other member of this House may have yoted 
and would yote, é 

The point made by my friend from Ohio Mr. Garfield] is a good one, that we 
are committing to the Speaker of this House or the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole the right first to determine who are presentand to determine when 
there isa quorum, It is useless tosay that there may not be times when jusnelt 
an emergency as would require the exercise of this power the presiding oflicer 
would not be partisan. Shakespeare foretold this when in one of his plays he 
said: 


Get thee glass eyes; 
And, like a scurvy 3 seem 
To see the things thou dost not.” 
Such politicians will come here on either or any side. The force of circum- 
stances, the impetuous passions of members which would produce such an ocea- 
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sion, will influence men to see that which they see not, with or without “ glass 


1 have no fear that this amendment will be adopted in this House, because it 
would be wreng in itself; it would be unconstitutional; it would be violently 
‘partisan. I have no fear that the fair-minded men of this House on either side 
‘will adopt so violent and partisan a measure. 

And finally, Mr. Speaker, you had the countenance and support of 
the distinguished Senator and party leader [Mr. HAWLEY], at that time 
a member of this body, who said: 

Now, the evil, if there be one, in the existing system, that of which gentle- 
men complain, 18 simply this, that we of the minority claim a right, by sitting 
silent, to prevent less than a majority of the members elected from passing a 
bill. The worst that can be done by a factious minority, if that be the term ap- 
iplied to it, is to fight until the actual majority of the members elected shall 
Pass the bill, Whenthey are present that friendly majority constitute a quorum 
fof themselyes; they do not require the assistance of the minority; they run the 
House themselves and pass their bills, In case of what you call factious re- 
sistance we drive them only to that. : 

Mr. Speaker, if you were right in 1880, when you stood side by side 
on this floor with Garfield, HAWLEY, Conger, and Blaine, the rule you 
now invoke will be powerless to aid you in your purposes; for, as has 
been wisely said by the able gentlemen from Kentucky and Ohio [Mr. 
CARLISLE and Mr. McKINLEY] this is a question not of parliamentary 
law, but of constitutional law and construction, so that if the consti- 
tutional quorum is in fact a quorum of votes this proposition will not 
bridge that yawning chasm which lies between the law and precedents 
of a hundred years and those forbidding legislative realms towards 
which your steps are tending. 

Mr. Speaker, as a stream can never rise higher than its source, so can 
no mere rule override and usurp the functions of a constitutional re- 
quirement. 

DILATORY MOTIONS, 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I come to notice that clause in Rule XXIV 
which declares that ‘‘no dilatory motion shall be entertained by the 
Speaker.” 

This rule which denies the right of appeal would seem to be based 
upon the presumption of the infallibility, incorruptibility, and impar- 
tiality of the Speaker; but, sir, recognizing whatall history proclaims, 
the frailty of man, he should be shielded from this temptation, however 
small might be his party’s majority. 

Sir, I assert, even in the presence of 8 gentlemen esteema 
litical emergency, that no just and impartial Speaker should be clothed 
with the authority of this rule, much less should he seek its irrespon- 
sible powers, If this position be correct, certainly no member of this 
Houseshouldassume the responsibility of conferring such extraordinary 
power where it might at some time be grossly abused by an arbitrary 
and partisan Speaker. 

The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Payson] reverted on yesterday at 
some length to what he was pleased to characterize as the ‘‘ one-man 
power ”? which prevailed under the system of rules in the last Congress. 

do not myself believe that any system of rules should make it possi- 
ble for one man alone and unaided to suspend the business of this House; 
but, Mr. Speaker, is it not manifest that by the very terms of this rule 
the one-man power is transferred from the floor to the Speaker’s chair? 
Jo this complexion has it come at last;’? The Speaker of the Ameri- 
can House of Representatives, the organ of that body which, under the 
‘Constitution, stands closest to and more nearly represents the people 
than any other department of the Government, exercising imperial pre- 
‘rogatives more in harmony with the functions of the Czar of all the 
‘Russias than with the spirit and genius of our free institutions. 

This whole code is guarded by legislative brakes upon the minority, 
whilst the impulses of the majority are accelerated at every point with 
railroad speed. Thesystem of checks and balances so wisely provided 
by the fathers is without a vestige in the web and woof of this entire 
scheme of rules. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I beg to say that I utterly repudiate any 
theory of the functions of your high office which develops and aggran- 
dizes the partisan at the expense of those parliamentary and judicial 
attributes which have adorned and honored your illustrious predeces- 
sors. [Loud applause on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, was recognized. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield twelve minutes of 
my time to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, our Democratic brethren on the other 
side of the House seem to have great fears about the effect of the new 
rules upon legislation, affecting appropriations and the Treasury. In 
answer, I think it safe to say that the majority of this House, which is 
at present Republican, and the Fifty-first Congress, is as angust, hon- 
8 honest, and patriotic a body of men as ever assembled in this 

pitol. 

It will be time enough to charge us with dishonesty, extravagance, 
and wasting people's money when we have committed the overt act, 
and when we have been guilty of the wastefulness and extravagance 
with which we are charged in advance. 

There have been in the past some specimens of Democratic economy 
which I trast will not be repeated by this Republican Congress. If I 
am not mistaken, owing to theinsuficient appropriations, the post-office 
building of the city of Boston, acity of 300,000 inhabitants, and paying 


an enormous revenue to this government, has been out of coal in winter to 
to warm the building, in answer to the niggardly, disgraceful Democratic 
economy which saves at the spigot and pours out at the bung-hole, 

The crippled condition of the Weather Bureau is another illustration 
of democratic economy, which led tothe discontinuance of much-needed 
observation stations, thus crippling and injuring this valaable service 
to the brave sailors on the ocean, service to the ers and mechanics, 
and indeed to all classes of our people. 

It is said that at the Battle of Pittsburgh Landing (or Shiloh, as the 
gentlemen on the other side preferred to call it), oneof General Grant’s 
subordinates suggested to him that the pontons for crossing the river 
were not sufficient to covera retreat. General Grant’s reply is histor- 
ical, that if they were beaten in the pending battle the pontons would 
be sufficient for all that would be left of his army. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I too, am neither a prophet nor the son of a 
prophet, but unless these rales are amended so that the Fifty-first Con- 
gress shall give some needed business legislation to the country it will 
not take many pontons to carry the members of this Congress that will 
be elected to the next. 

Tt has been clearly demonstrated during this debate that under the 
former rules one solitary member could obstruct the whole business of 
the country, and it is high time under republican form of government 
that the Congress of the United States should become republican and 
that a majority of its members should be able to transact its business. 
Tt has been said on the other side that the people were in favor of this 
policy of obstruction by the minority, and the proposition toamend the 
rules has been denounced as revolutionary. 

Not so do I hear or read the voice of the people, but I am over- 
whelmed with letters from my constituents indorsing the position taken 
by the Republicans on this floor; and if our Democratic brethren are 
content to go before the country upon the issue that a majority shall 
not control the legislation of the country and of this House, I am 
content; and when they hear from the people I am sure it will be in 
utter condemnation of their course on this floor, and I believe that the 
Latin maxim would apply, Vox populi, vow Dei. 

It has been repeatedly stated on the other side during this debate 
thatthe present Republican President did not receive a majority of the 
popular vote of the country. What that has to do with the question 
under consideration I am not able to discover, but how would it have 
been if there had been a free and fair election and an honest count in 
the Southern States of this Union? Why, it took more than 30,000 
votes to elect the Representative in my district, and Iam told that 
there are men sitting on this floor who received less than 1,500 votes. 
Suppose the other 28,500 men in that district entitled to vote had 
voted, and had their votes counted, and had been free to exercise the 
elective franchise, who then do you suppose would have had the pop- 
ular vote of that district and of the country ? 

Away with this nonsense about Cleveland having a majority of the 
popular vote of the country, when there is no such thing asa free and fair 
election in several of the great States of the Union and when masses of 
men are disfranchised and not allowed to vote at all. 

The gentlemen on the other side seem to be very much alarmed about 
the fearful inroads that will be made upon the Treasury by this Re- 
publican Congress, and increased taxation asa result Suppose their 
worst fears were realized, who will pay the revenue and increased tax- 
ation? TheSouthern States, whose Representatives are the most solic- 
itous in regard to this matter? 

Yes, a small part of it; but the great bulk of it will fall upon the 
Northern States, whose Representatives are here and in a majority and 
demanding that the niggardly Democratic policy shall end, and de- 
manding legislation, demanding publie improvements, demanding a 
navy and coast defenses such as will comport with the dignity of a na- 
tion of sixty millions of people, with boundless resources and an over- 
flowing treasury. 


Mr. Speaker, what means this large array of business men who are 


members of the Fifty-first Congress, many of them all unused to legis- 
lative halls? It means that the business men of the country are de- 
manding business legislation and that the ‘‘do-nothing policy ’’ of Con- 
gress for the last ten years shall change. And how shall you change 
it without amending the rules that bind the body hand and foot? 

The business men of the country want abankrupt law. We want, 
at least, radical amendments to the interstate-commerce law. We want 
greatly needed public buildings in centers of population and business. 
We want life-saving stations, light-houses, and needed improvements 
to rivers and harbors, to keep pace with this great and growing country. 
We want laws regulating and restricting immigration. Wewanta wise” 
revision of the tariff on protection lines. 

The Union soldiers want the soldiers’ dependent-pension bill, a bill 
that decrees that no soldier shall die in the poor-house, vetoed by Grover 
Cleveland. 

Yes, we want a navy and coast defenses that will command confi- 
dence at home and respect abroad. The country has been demanding 
this legislation for ten years, and the only way to reach it is to cut the 
chains that bind this body, as is proposed by these new rules, and make 
ita republican body, where the majority who are responsible for its acts 
can do business. 
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One of the greatest men the nineteenth century has produced; aman 
who stands on the highest pinnacle of worldly fame; the man whose 
memory will live and grow bright by the lapse of time and endure 
when the canvas has faded, when the bronze has turned to dust, when 
the marble has crumbled; the man who uttered the immortal procla- 
mation that closed with the words Upon this act I invoke the con- 
siderate judgment of all mankind and the gracious favor of Almighty 
God; the man who broke the chains from 4,000,000 of bondsmen, the 
great Abraham Lincoln, had much tosay in bis public utterances about 
wee the plain people said, thought, and did. 

ow, 
Tam no orator, as Brutus is; 
But, as you know me all, a plain blunt man, 

I claim as a Representative of the plain people to say that they do 
not understand this business, they do not understand by what hocus- 

us, by what trick of legerdemain the minority have been able to 
dereat the majority in Congress for the last twenty years. They have 
not read this old hook of rules [shows Book of Rules Fiftieth Con- 
J, as big as the Bible and, I grant, hoary with age and prece- 
ents, and which should have written in large letters on its cover, for 
a title, How not to do it.“ 

Gentlemen on the other side have gone into ancient history to sus- 
tain that position. They have brought down the old, musty books on 
rules, a thousand years old, of the English Parliament. The school 
boys in my section learn in primary history that our fathers left old 
England and sought a home in this wilderness to escape the tyranny 
of kings, dukes, lords, nobles, and Parliaments. I say the plain peo- 
ple all over the country do not understand the process by which the 
minority of this body is able to defeat the majority, so as to prevent all 
business, and we are content to go before the people on this issue, 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, my time has nearly expired. In conclusion I have to 
say that the 3 involved in this discussion is as old as a repub- 
lican form of government, a government by the majority. It is in the 
compact in the cabin of the Mayflower; it is in the Declaration of In- 
dependence; in its defense our fathers fought the long and bloody war 
of the Revolution. The apostle boasted that he was a Roman citizen, 
and the chief captain cried out, With a great sum obtained I this free- 
dom.“ With a great price our liberties were bought, and this principle 
was defended on many a bloody field during the war of the rebellion. 

In 1861 the South, as now, denied the right of the majority of the 
people to elect a President and to control the destinies and policy of 
the country. In defense of that principle rivers of blood were shed, 
billions of treasure were expended, the land was filled with widows 
and orphans, thousands of brave men died on the battle-field and in 
prison ns like Andersonville, the one damned spot” that will not 

tont.” This principle, the right of a majority to govern, is the palla- 
dium of our liberties. Woe betide the day when that principle shall 
cease to obtain. The days of the Republic will then benumbered. In 
defense of this principle wise, thoughtful, and patriotic men will and 
must continue to contend, and in its defense, if need be, as did our 
fathers, we must pledge ‘‘our lives, our liberties, and our sacred honor.” 
[Applause on the Republican side of the House.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey). The 
Chair understands that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ], 
who is to be recognized later, yields ten minutes of his time to his col- 
league from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN]. The latter gentleman will there- 
fore be entitled to thirty minutes. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the Fifty-first Congress 
met in orderly manner, under the Constitution and the laws, on the 
first Monday in December last, with no rules adopted by this body. 

ings were conducted under what is known as parliamentary law, 
a system of rnles which prevails in all popular assemblies until supple- 
mented by others. The business of the House proceeded regularly 
and with no interruption until a question arose of the highest moment 
to the Honse, ranking in importance any other that can be considered 
by this body, to wit, the right of a member to his seat here. To pre- 
vent consideration of that question tactics known as ‘‘dilatory were 
at once adopted by the Democratic members. 

These dilatory tactics were adopted, not to further public business, 
not to prevent raids upon the Treasury, such as gentlemen on the other 
side have been glibly talking about, not for the purpose of thwarting 
the consummation of some great wrong, but solely to prevent the con- 
sideration even of the question whether Mr. Jackson had a right to a 
seat upon this floor. Those dilatory motions were also, in their nature, 
revolutionary; because if, by such tactics, one man can be kept in a seat 
which is challenged then a dozen ora hundred men can be keptin their 
seats in the same way, and it would be impossible ever to investigate, 
upon its merits, any question of this nature. How did the minority 

roceed? They had answered roll-calls regularly and promptly; they 
been in their seats participating in the business of the House, but 
when the question was raised of considering the contested-election case 
of Smith against Jackson dilatory practices at once began, and they 
wero promptly overruled by the Speaker, the mouthpiece of this House, 
the organ of the House, the man who stands for us and in our stead to 
make deliverances here, [Applause.] 
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These motions were overruled expressly upon the ground that they 
were dilatory and nothing else. The next step was what? Why, 
when questions were ae in their regular order the gentlemen upon 
the otber side remained in their seats and kept silent. It was like the 
silence in heaven after the seventh seal was broken, as recorded by John 
of Patmos, and continued for about the same length of time, half an 
hour. [Laughter and applause.] Then it was broken, and broken in 
a way that no man present will ever forget. Why, sir, when those 
gentlemen who insisted that they were not present because they did 
not answer to their names arose en masse (when the Speaker announced 
that they were in their seats) and with one yoice, with a hundred voices, 
with the voices of mighty winds, as it were, rushed simultaneously 
upon the Speaker, no man, I say, who heard them will ever forget. 
[Renewed laughter.] They were here then. When opportunity of- 
fered to put a rail through the spokes of the wagon-wheel to stop it 
every man of them took hold of the rail. When opportunity offered to 
stop the business of this House they were all here, they were all here 
together, rushing down the aisles as if about to take the Speaker bodily 
from the chair where this House had placed him. Who can ever for- 
get my friend from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] as, with clenched fists and 
“form like old Goliath tall,“ he moved down the aisle with arms akimbo 
like a Dutch windmill, threatening dire disaster to the gentleman who 
occupied the chair? [Laughter]. Who did not stand with bated breath 
as the silver-tongued gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
with solemn mien and measured words, announced to the country and 
the world that this side of the House and the Speaker were ‘corrupt’? ? 
Who will ever forget my friend from Arkansas [Mr. Rod ns] as he stood 
transfixed with amazement and speechless as his eyes beheld the sun of 
liberty go down forever! [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, the winds blew, the floods came“ in vain; and 
when the airy storm passed by this House the country saw in that chair 
a REED that was not shaken by wind, [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] Why, sir, that yell has not been duplicated within 
twenty-five years, [Renewed applause.] Instantly came to my mind 
the words which Walter Scott puts into the mouth of the Last Minstrel 
upon a noted occasion, when 

At once there rose so wild a yell 
Within that lone and narrow dell, 
It seemed as if the flends that fell 
Had pealed the battle-cry of hell! 

(Laughter and applause. ] 

Well, Mr. Speaker, that passed by. The Speaker of this House found 
that these gentlemen were here and he told them so and told the 
country 80. 

But, sir, we are told that this is a dangerous precedent; we are told 
that we are overriding precedents. Do not gentlemen know that 
ete sometimes become so cruel that they must be ent down and 

estroyed? Patrick Henry destroyed precedents when, in the Virginia 
house of burgesses, he dared to use language that was treasonable; but 
when he used it he broke the spell that bound the people about him, 
and from that time onward liberty received a new impetus. [Ap- 
plause.] John Quincy Adams broke precedents when, in this House, 
with the Clerk, a creature of the House, refusing to do certain things, 
he arose in his seat and said, Gentlemen, I will put the question 
myself; ” and he did it, bringing order out of confusion and wiping out 
a ‘precedent’? forever. 

Sir, the people of this country have grown impatient under the op- 
eration of rules that have been builded up in this House of Repre- 
sentatives. For years they have been comp g that this House, in- 
stead of attending to its duties, has simply been obstructing the busi- 
ness of the country, and doing it under forms of law. The people 
became uneasy, and not only uneasy, but impatient, and they deter- 
mined that there should be a change. It is not true, sir, that this is 
a new question. It was foreshadowed years ago that the time would 
come when these rules must be changed so that the House could do its 
business properly. That question was discussed throughout the whole 
North in the last campaign, and the House of Representatives was de- 
nounced because of its obstructiveness and because of its determina- 
tion, hedged about by rules, to thwart the will of the American people. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The country understands to-day that when the rules are changed 
and the chains are broken it means that the majority of the Repre- 
sentatives in this House elected by the American people shall take 
the responsibility of legislation and be held accountable for that legis- 
lation, And when they return to their constitnents if they have done 
unwisely others will be substituted in their places. But what the peo- 
ple desire and propose to have is work done. [ Applause. ] 

Why, sir, all who were here in the last Congress saw the most im- 
portant bill strangled, not by a committee, not by this. House, but by. 
the gentleman who occupied the chairatthattime. When we remem- 
ber these things, to accuse the present occupant of the chair of tyr- 
anny’? is mockery. Had it not been for the ‘‘tyranny’’ of one man, 
had it not been for the power that the rules gave him here, the State 
of Michigan to-day would have half a million dollars in her treasury 
that belongs to her, money that she took freely from her people in 
order to put down rebellion, money which she gave by virtue of a law 
which expressly provided that other States should contribute their 
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share. But. instead of so doing, the Sinter Tias sepata in ve teor 
tax, claiming thatthe money now in the Treasury belongs to all the peo- 
ple, refuse either to give us back what we contribúted or to pay their 
‘own proper proportion. [Applause. ] 

Mr, Speaker, if gentlemen can sit in their seats silent and refuse to 


vote or take any part in the proceedings they might as well be en- 
tirely out of the House. But, sir, the world moves.“ Thirty years 
ago gentlemen on that side, instead of sitting silently in their seats, 
would have walked ont of the Hall. The reason they do not now is 
because public sentiment would smite them forit. They were afraid 
to undertake to repeat that experiment; and therefore they staid in their 
seats and drew theirsalaries, at the same time claiming that they were 
absent—present in the body, but absent in tuv spirit, And I want to 
say further to gentlemen on the other side that, as publie opinion pre- 
vented you from leaving the Hall, so within five years from this date 
public opinion will so utterly condemn the man who undertakes to ob- 
struct the publie business here that the pernicious ‘‘ precedent’? will 
have passed away forever. 

We are sent here for business. We are sent here to dosomething or 
not to do something under the forms of law. But no one ever conceived 
that any man had a right to sit here and draw his pay, oceupy the place 
of a member, and yet do nothing, but prevent anything being done, 

Why, gentlemen, suppose you should succeed in this. The country 
has already decided that the Speaker, backed by the majority of this 
House, is right in his decisions. But suppose you could succeed, and in- 
stead of having sixteen or seventeen contested seats here suppose we 
had one hundred and sixty-five; that is about the number we ought to 
have had during the last five Congresses if justice had been done. But 
with your theory that nothing can be done if you sit silent how could 
we ever take up a contested-election case and carry it to a conclusion? 
The men who are charged with unlawfully occupying seats on this floor 
would have it in their power to say that their cases should never bein- 
vestigated. Andit is the truth that in the struggle through which we 
have just passed and are now passing men on this floor whose right to 
their seats is challenged on unquestionable evidence have voted to re- 
tain themselves here without ever allowing this House to discuss the 
merits or demerits of their cases. 

Gentlemen may say that this refusal to take part in the business of 
the House is parliamentary; they may say that they are simply exer- 
cising their rights when they sit silently here and refuse to act. But 
ey will say that it is silent secession; that you are not doing your 

uty as your oath of office commands you to do; that there is no pos- 
sible way by which a Representative of the American people, sworn to 
do his duty as a Representative, can by obstructive movements defeat 
the will of the people as represented by a majority of this House. 

There is no question coming before this House but must finally be 
decided by the Speaker as the mouthpiece of the House. We have our 
rights here, but the Speaker finally announces the decision; we are 
obliged to take his word for it ultimately. He has always had that 

wer. He had it in the last Congress under the rules of this House. 

e had it in the Forty-seventh Congress; and I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to Rule XVII of the Forty-seventh Congress, which 
was also the rule of the Fiftieth Congress. I read clause 2 of that rule: 


A callof the House shall not be in order after the previous question is ordered 
unless 5 shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker that a quorum is not 
present. 


This rule empowers the Speaker by an actual count“ to settle the 
question as to whether there is a quorum or not. True, his decision 
may be appealed from; but ultimately he announces from that chair 
the result of the appeal, and it isleft with him. 

5 comment in the Digest upon this clause of Rule XVII is as fol- 

WS: : 

The practice of counting the House by the Speaker of late years has frequently 


been resorted to to ascertain the presence of a quorum, and is a more expedi- 
tious method than calling the roll. 


This is done because it is more expeditious.“ You have clothed 
the Speaker with that right under your rules, and having the right 
under the rules, much more does the Speaker of an assembly like this 
have the tight under common parliamentary liw to decide whether 
motions are dilatory or not and to decide whether a person is present 
in his seator not. p 

Weare told that the object of this chango in the rules is to make a 
raid upon the Treasury. We are pointed to as Goths and Vandals, 
whose sole object in life is to take the substance of the people from them. 
Yet when you so arraign us, gentlemen, you arraign men who repre- 
sent that part of the Union where nine-tenths of the wealth, the cult- 
ure, the education of the country exist. When you so arraign us you 
arraign the great communities of the Union that have done their share, 
and more, to make it what it is. You arraign the communities that, 
when the nation was upon the verge of destruction, saved it from the 
fiery abyss that you had prepared for it. It is not true that the Repre- 
sentativesof these great constituencies on this side of the House are men 
given over to “looting. They are men who represent constituencies 


that are conservative, that have an idea of the value of stability, the 
value of law and order. I hurl back to the other side the charge that 


we are either revolutionary or ever have been. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Our fathers, to be sure, were revolutionists when they broke away 
from Great Britain, but when we founded a nation of our own we have 
never undertaken to destroy it. The reyolutionists, if there are any in 
ae — 25 can not be found on this side of the Hall. [Renewed ap- 
plause. 

The only question is, Shall this House have rules under which it can 
conduct its business in an orderly and honest way, so that every matter 
and thing that has a right to a hearing on this floor may have its day 
in court; whether the rights and interests of the country that are placed 
for the time being in our hands for safe-keeping shall have considera- 
tion or not? 

Heretofore the rules have been so constructed that one, two, or three 
men could control the action of this House. That time has gone by 
forever. [Applause.] The American people will no longer submitto 
one-man power. It is not submitting to one-man power to-day. What 
the Speaker has done has been in strict accordance with parliamentary 
law, has been in strict accordance with the demand of the majority of 
the American people, and has been in strict accordance with the de- 
mand of a majority of the Representatives of the American people. 

It is useless to throwepithetsat him. It were more manly to throw 
them at us, because, as you have learned from past experience, epithets 
do not scare him and wind does not affect him. [Laughter.] He is 
prepared to take the responsibility of his high place and go forward in 
the dischargeof his duty. And the rainbow in this whole horizon that 
I see is this: That when you take the sober second thought” you will 
come and lay tributes of praise at the feet of the man whom you have 
maligned because of the fact that he has known his duty and, know- 
ing it, has dared to do it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

t. ROGERS. Iask by unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The time has arrived when under the resolution 
adopted yesterday it becomes the duty of the Chair to announce the 
adjournment of the House. 

At five minutes to 12 o’clock (February 12) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced, 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6788) granting a pension to Robert 
S. Leman—to the Committee on Pensions. 5 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6789) to grant a pension to Philip J. Vineyard 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 6790) for the purchase of a his- 
torical book of reference from Austin & Co.—to the Committee on the 
Library. z 

~Also, a bill (H. R. 6791) to change the routeof the Rock Creek Rail- 
way Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 6792) granting a pension to Hetta 
Brainard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6793) for the relief of 
James C. Toy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 6794) granting a pension to James 
Anderson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Edward Wes- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 6796) for the relief of Eliphlet Hick- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) to grant a pension to Robert Moore—to the 
Committee on Pensions. i 
By Mr. GROUT; A bill (H. R. 6798) to increase the pension of 
George H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) granting a pension to Mary A. Goodspeed— ` 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6500) granting a pension to Anne Mattocks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6801) increasing the pension of Alonzo L. Page 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6802) for the relief of Emery 8, 
Ward well to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6803) forthe relief of Hiram F. Wordwell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6804) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Bridges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6805) granting a pension to Frances Dingley Ran- 
dall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 6806) for the relief of S. L. Robbins to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6807) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bridges 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6808) granting a pension to Abraham W, Jack- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension to Nancy M. Gross—te 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 6810) to authorize the Wash- 
and Mount Vernon Railway Company to lay its tracks on cer- 
: streets in Washington—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 6811) for the relief of Martha C. Med- 
ling, now Morrow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6812) to grant a pension to Nancy E. Burney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 6813) for the relief of the heirs 
of Mary Carlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6814) for the relief of S. E. Beauchamp to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6815) for the relief of Lucian Males and Denophon 
Tureaud—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Francis Massich—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6817) for the relief of A. E. and M. E. Goodrich 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6818) for the relief of E. W. Gonde—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6819) for the relief of Davis Lannoux—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6820) for the relief of W. F. Sanderson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6821) for the relief of Clarissa Bishop—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6822) for the relief of Alexis Leduff—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6823) for the relief of the estate of Patrick Gilfoil— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6824) for the relief of William Lawhead—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 6825) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6826) for the relief ot 
Jacob Ullman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) for the relief of Manning Long—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6828) for the relief of P. E. Parker, 
J. W. McCall, and G, T. McCall—to the Committee on Claims. 


= PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of E. T. Powell and 19 
others, citizens of Accomack County, Virginia, against gamblingin farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: Petition against duty on tin plate— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCKALEW: Petition of Women’s Christian Union, de- 
partment of Sabbath observation, for alaw forbidding Sunday work in 
the mail and military service of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of E. H. Greerman and 37 other mem- 
bers of Frank Reed Post, No. 409, Grand Army of the Republic, Cam- 
argo, Ill., asking for the passage of per diem service-pension bill H, R, 
5662—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 6674, for the relief of 
Henry Rickman—to the Committee on War Claims. , 
Also, papers to accompany II. R. 6676, granting pension to John J. 
Tully—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 1296, granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Henrietta O. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of soldiers and sailors from every State 
and Territory in the Union, for the repeal of the arrears limitation—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Brazoria County, Texas, for 
an appropriation to remove snags and otherohstractions from the Brazos 
River, in the State of Texas—to the Committeeon Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers in support of claim of Vidal Hernandez—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of W. C. Graham 
and 27 others, T. B. Ross and 70 others, C. J. Stockton and 18 others, 
J. C. Stockton and 19 others, W. C. Graham and 24 others, citizens of 
Crawford County and East Leaman Grange and 26 citizens of the Fif- 
teenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of pure lard and 
food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to accompany H. R. 6684, granting pen- 
sion to David N. Deames, and H. R. 6686, to pension Captain McKelvey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6685, for the relief of Henry Dulger, 
and H. R. 6302 for the relief of Fleming Glass—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GEST: Petition of Nauvoo post, Grand Army of the * es 
lic, Ilinois, for pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

Also, petition of Raible & Stengle, brewers, of Rock Island, III., con- 
cerning the duty on hops—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic post 
at Howard, S. Dak., for passage of service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Elijah H. Ford and 36 others, of Grant 
post, Grand Army of the Republic, at West Randolph, Vt., praying 
for resistance to all reductions of tariff until the limitation arrearage 
law is repealed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Memorial of J. C. Holloway, of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, making certain recommendations for the Na- 
tional Institution for the Deaf and Dumb—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. KERR, of Towa: Petition of George W. Barclay and other 
farmers of Cedar County, Iowa, to prohibit option gambling—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Petition for the improvement of 
the Tienesta River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of Sugar Grove Alliance, of New Sharon, 
ih against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. LANSING: Petition of farmers of Jefferson County, New 
York, asking additional duty on farm products—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of ship-owners qf Jefferson County, New York, 
against the passage of H. R. 592, relative to safety of loaded vessels— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petitions of Abraham W. Jackson and Nancy 
M. Grass, for pensions—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lonis Selling and others, for putting in order the sol- 
diers’ plot in Mount Vernon Cemetery, Augusta, Me., and erecting a 
monolith thereon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the New England Conference, Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, for a change of time for the inauguration of 
the President of the United States from the 4th of March to the first 
Wednesday in March—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Li- 
quor Traflic, 

By Mr. DONNELL: Petition of 47 citizens of North Leoni, Mich., 
for a law to prevent gambling in grain—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Ricketts Lodge, No. 1238, and Marion 
Lodge, No. 1086, F. M. B. A., Indiana, against monopolies and trusts— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of I. S. French and 200 members F. M. B. A. Lodge 
of Warwick County, Indiana, in favor of free coinage of silver and against 
monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Martha C, Medling, that her claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition for court ab Stillwater, Ind. T.—to the 
Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Petition of clerks in the post-office at Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, for increase of pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Agricole Dubucleau and James 
A. Morgan, administrators of Hyacinthe Allien, that their claims be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS; Petition of Thomas P. McManus, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of ex-soldiers for passage of bill giving $2 
per day to ex-prisoners during time of confinement—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Papers in support of the claim of 
Wilkie McHan, executor of Solomon Tayler—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of William Mulberry and 72 others, 
farmers of Sac County, Iowa, asking Congress to prohibit option gam- 
bling—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VENABLE: Petition of Walker Grange, No. 23, Lunenburgh 
County, Virginia, against gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 
tee of Agriculture. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON : Memorialof Ladies’ Hermitage Association 
of Nashville, Tenu., asking that the 8th of January be made 2 national 
holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: Petitions of J. C. Baldwin and 54 
others, E. Wilson and 43 others, E. M. Parsons and 34 others, W. H. 
Simpson and 47 others, Edwin Lochue and 39 others, Elmer G. Hershey 
and 27 others, E. A. Fletcher and 17 others, P. C. McLean and 30 others, 
J. MeCuddy and 26 others, and O. J. Bedell and 61 others, citizens of 
Michigan, against dealing in options—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 
By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of Jacob Romeis, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MANDERSON.. I present the petition of the Real Estate Ex- 
change of the city of Lincoln, Nebr., setting forth the facts and giving 
the statistical information upon which they base a prayer for legislation 
which will cause the erection of anew public building at that place. As 
this isa matter of some importance so far as the statistics are concerned, 
I move that the petition be printed, not in the RECORD, bnt as adocu- 
ment, and referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Maj. Jonathan Cass Post, 
No, 415, department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for the passage of the per diem pension bill ; which was 8 to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pensacola, Fla., favoring an appropriation of $40,000 for 
dredging the bar of Pensacola Harbor, as recommended by the engineer 
in charge of the district; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of John Reed and other letter- 
carriers of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
3863, fixing the maximum pay of letter-carriers at $1,200 a year and 
pondo for substitute letter-carriers at $200 a year; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Vancouver, Wash., praying for the grant of a liberal subsidy of not 
less than $400,000 per annum in the interest of American commerce 
for carrying mails on steam-ships between Port Townsend, in the State 
of Washington, and the ports of China and Japan; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ta petition of the Gentry County Farm- 
ers’ and Laborers’ Union, of Missouri, adopted at Albany, Mo., Janu- 
ary 23, 1890, demanding the extinguishment of the public debt of the 
United States by operating the mints to their fullest capacity in coin- 
ing gold and silver and tendering the same, without discrimination, to 
the creditors of the nation according to contract, and praying that the 
Secretary of the United States Treasury be authorized to make loans to 
the farmers of the United States, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, at 2 per cent. per annum, and secure the pay- 
ment of the same by mortgage on their lands. 

I move that this petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions of Menke Post, No. 166, 
department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
passage of a bill placing the enrolled Missouri militia on the same foot- 
ing under the pension jaws as other volunteer soldiers where they co- 
operated under thé orders of United States officers. I move the refer- 
ence of the resolutions to the Committee on Pensions, and hope that 
they will report favorably upon the subject-matter. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RECOGNITION OF THE UNITED STATES OF BRAZIL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to ask for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. R. 54) congratulating the people of the United States of Brazil on 
their adoption of a oe form of government. 

I wish to say that the Senate having confirmed an envoy extraordi- 
nary to the Republic of Brazil it is thought that it ought to be accom- 
panied with this joint resolution in pursuance of p ent. Thejoint 
resolution is the first clause of the joint resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and that isall that it is thought 
is necessary on the occasion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was the resolution of the Senator from Alabama a 
joint or a Senate resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was a joint resolution. 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator ftom Ohio that that resolu- | Ca! 


tion be called up and amended, if the committee chooses to amend it. 
It has been pending here for several weeks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The trouble was, as the Senator will see, that that 
resolution has not been committed to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and we could not do what he desires except by reporting the 
resolution; but we have presented this resolution, embodying the first 
clause of the joint resolution introduced by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HARRIS. His resolution has not been referred? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is on the Calendar, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It never was referred. It is on the Calendar. I 
take it there will be no objection to the joint resolution I now call up, 
because it was unanimously agreed upon by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Ohio? 
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5 The Senator from Alabama being absent, I simply 

Mr. S AN. I made the statement that this is the first clause 
of the resolution of the Senator from Alabama, and as the Republie of 
Brazil has been it was deemed to be proper to send this 
with the recognition, so that it would be presented at the same time 
to the Government of the Republic of Brazil. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is for the present considera- 
tion of Senate joint resolution 54. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave no objection to considering the question, but 
I see that the Senator from Ohio on the 5th of February reported back 
the joint resolution of the Senator from Alabama, as it was introduced 
quite a month ago. 

re SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken. Where does he find 
that? 

Mr. HARRIS. I find it as Order of Business 344 on the Calendar, 
reported by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. S MAN. TheReEcorp will show that that is a mistake in the 
Calendar. The RECORD will show that the joint resolution introduced 
by the Senator from Alabama was not referred. It was keps open fot 
debate, The joint resolution that is here near the foot of the Calendar 
is the very measure I have now called up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me see the joint resolution which is Order of 
Business 344. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is No. 344, but that entry on the Calendar 
has no reference at all to the joint resolution introduced by the Sena= 
tor from Alabama. 

Mr. HARRIS. On looking at the joint resolution I correct the mis- 
Ne whichI fell. It is not the joint resolution of the Senator from 
Ala i : 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true. That is on the table and we could 
not rt it. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present “ee i 
eration of the joint resolution indicated by the Senator from Ohie 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the $ 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 54) congratula 
people of the United States of Brazil on their adoption of a repub 
form of government; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the United States of America congratulate the 6 
Brazil on their just and peaceful assumption of the powers, duties, an 
sibilities of 5 based upon the free consent of the govern: 
in their recent adoption of a republican form of government, 1 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendmen 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the joint i 


n pass? 

Mr. INGALLS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 2 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. As I was not in the Senate when the roll 
call I do not know whether there are any negative votes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are none. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL (after having voted in the affirmative). When my 
name was called it escaped me for the moment that I was paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. RANSOM and others. Vote. s 

Mr. MITCHELL. If his friends on the other side think it proper 
I will vote “yea.” If not, I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Everybody is voting “yea.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a unanimous vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I shall let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 45, nay 0; as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Alien, Evarts, McMillan, 8 
Allison, Farwell, McPherson, 
olen Faulkner, 1 — 
e, ell, urpie, 
Blackburn, Sten. Morrill, Vance, 

1, Hale, Pasco, Vest, 
Chandler, Hampton, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Harr Platt, Wilson of Md, 

Higgins, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Dixon, oar, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Coke, Hiscock, Quay, 
Bate, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, n, 
Beck, Daniel, enna, re, 
Blair, Davis, Moody, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Edmun Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brown, George, Paddock, althall, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, Washburn, 
ron, Gray, Pettigrew, 
2 Hawley, Plumb, 
Cockrell, Hearst, gh, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
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HAWAIIAN DELEGATES TO PAN-AMERICAN CONGRESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I report from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
a concurrent resolution, and for reasons obvious on its face I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 


dont of the United States be requested to invite the King of the Hawalian Islands 


to select delegates to represent the kingdom in the Pan-American Congress, now 
assembled at the capital of this Republic. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred a letter of the Secretary of State, transmitting additional 
papers relating to Samoa, moved that the communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, be printed, and recommitted to the committce; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1645) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort 
Bliss, Tex., the sale or removal of the 5 thereof, and for a 
new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 773) granting a pension to James E. Kabler; 

A bill (S. 1151) granting a pension to Robert Foss; 
A bill 85 Hell granting a pension to Michael Shong; and 
A bill (8. 1047) granting a pension to Mary Murphy. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1616) for the relief of Charles Adams, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (S. 555) for the relief of James W. Harvey, as assignee of 

3 Parkins, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
rt thereon, 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 727) to provide for the issue of the commission 
of Philip C. Johnson as a rear-admiral in the United States Navy, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 724) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States 
steamer Tallapoosa, reported if without amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was reported adversely yesterday, from the 
Committee on Fisheries, the bill (S. 718) to make the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries an officer of the Navy Department, and it was 
postponed indefinitely. I ask for a reconsideration of the vote, and that 
the bill, with the adverse report, may be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. 

r MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 562) for the relief of Eunice ‘Tripler, 
widow of Charles S. Tripler, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 229) for the relief of Charles B. Newton, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

T. A. KEN DIG. 

Mr. HARRIS, Some time since I introduced a bill (S. 1626) for the 
relief of T. A. Kendig, which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. Afterwards that committee was discharged 
from its further consideration and it was referred to the Committee on 
Claims ; but the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads, not being no- 
tified, has investigated the matter. I ask that the Committee on Claims 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it go back to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2623) to authorize the acquisi- 
tion of lands for coke-ovens and other improvements and for right of 
way for wagon-roads, railroads, and tramways in connection with coal- 
mines; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 2624) to authorize the Falls 
Church and Potomac Railway Company to constract and operate a rail- 
road through the public lands at Arlington and across the Aqueduct 
bridge into Georgetown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2625) for the relief of Sophia Miller; 


sre was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ms. 

Mr. ALLISON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2626) granting an 
increase of pension to all persons who are now entitled to pension under 
88 laws and who have lost the sight of one eye or have lost the 
sight of one eye with impaired sight of the remaining eye; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2627) granting a pension to Fred. Pehin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2628) for the relief of Ransom L, Harris; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2629) for the relief of Cath- 
arine Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2630) for the rellef 
of holders of District. of Columbia special-assessment certificates, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 2631) for the relief of H. H. Helper; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2632) to appropriate $40,000 for the 
improvement of the harbor of Pensacola, Fla.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2633) to regulate immigration 
into the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that 500 additional copies of this bill be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, 


AMENDMENT TO A BILI. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED: 

On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Clara Morris be taken from 
the files and an Saah, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That John Webster haye leave to withdraw the papers in his case 
from the files of the Senate. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR ON FRIDAY, 


Mr. DOLPH. Task unanimous consent that Friday's session after 
the morning business may be devoted to bills unobjected to on the Cal- 
endar, under Rule VIII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. I object. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say that I ask unanimous consent at this 
time in order that I may get ahead of a motion to adjourn over from 
Thursday. I think with the business that we now have before the 
Senate, the long Calendar, the fact that the morning hour of every ses- 
sion is occupied with the bill to provide a Territorial government for 
Oklahoma, and the rest of the day by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, we ought to have an opportunity to get at some business on the 
Calendar; and I know that in all probability we shall adjourn over 
from Thursday if we do not agree beforehand as to what business shall 
be transacted on Friday, 

Mr. PLATT, Iwill agree with the Senator from Oregon to resist to 
the best of my ability a motion to adjourn over from Thursday until 
Monday, and I think that if both of us exert all the energy and ability 
we haye we may be able to prevent the success of that motion, but I 
can not consent to anything which will seemingly take away from the 
Senate the consideration of the Oklahoma bill. Therefore I must ob- 
ject to the request as made by the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then, I should like to say, the result will be that 
the Oklahoma bill will make no progress and we shall make no prog- 
ress on the Calendar. I think, if it was understood that nothing but 
unobjected bills were to be taken up after the morning business on Fri- 
day, there would not be such a pressure to adjourn over from Thursday 
and Senators who are compelled to be absent on Friday upon other busi- 
ness or upon committee work would be quite willing that the Senate 
should go on with the unobjected bills on the Calendar. That is the 
reason why I make the suggestion, and I think if the Senator from 
Connecticut interposes an objection he will not only prevent the con- 
sideration of business on the Calendar, but will make no progress with 
his Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, I trust that will not be the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there any objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. PLATT. I must object at this time. 

Mr. VEST. I could not hear the colloquy going on upon the other 
side of the Chamber. There has been a good deal of conversation and 
I do not understand the proposition, 

The VICE-PRESID . The Senator from Oregon will again state 
his request. 

Mr. DOLPH. The unanimous consent I ask is that on Friday, after 
the morning business, unobjected cases upon the Calendar may be taken 
up and considered, and that no other business be the Cal- 
endar to be taken up under the eighth rule. Theohjectis to obtain a 
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session on Friday for business and to prevent a successful motion to 
adjourn over from Thursday, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection ? 

Mr. PLATT. T object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILWAY BRIDGE. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, If the morning business is concluded, I 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call up the bill (S. 2185) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Arkansas River, in 
the Indian Territory. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

stent amendment was to strike out section 5 and to insert in lieu 
thereof: 


Sr. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, or any part thereof, 
whenever Congress shall consider it necessary for the public interest, is hereby 
expressly reserved, and any ex diture required by reason of such legislation 
by Congress shall be made by the owners of said bridge, or the corporation or 
parties controlling and using the same, without cost or damage to the United 
States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add as a new section: 


Sec. 6, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State respecting the In- 
ternational Marine Conference which was held in the city of Washington in the 
year 1889, together with a copy of the proceedings of the conference, including 


the final act. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUT IVA Maxston, Washington, February 12, 1890. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President: 

A bill (H. R. 3834) to appropriate $40,000 for the maintenance of 
the Marion Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers for the year ending June 30, 1890; 

A bill (H. R. 1093) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Jamaica of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 881) to provide an American register for the schooner 
barge Mexico, of Pensacola, Fla.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1023) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Bernard, of Philadelphia, Pa. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. k 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five hours spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were ed, and (at 5 o’clockand 46 minutes p. m.) 
oa 8 8 adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 13, 1890, at 

o’clockm. ` 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 12th day of February, 1890. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

Emery C. Humphrey, of Westcliffe, Colo., to be surveyor-general of 

Colorado, vice Oney Carstarphen, resigned. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Charles C. Palfrey, of New Orleans, La., to be register of the land 
office at New Orleans, La., vice Thomas J. Butler, term expired. 

Louis Dupleix, of Louisiana, to be register of the land office at Natch- 
itoches, La., vice Willis Holmes, to be removed. 

Leslie H. Bailey, of Faulkton, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Pierre, S. Dak. (a newly established office). 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Sheldon L. Frazer, of Duluth, Minn., to bereceiver of public moneys 
at Duluth, Minn., vice Charles P. Maginnis, to be removed. 

Edwin E. Eakin, of Sully County, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Pierre, S. Dak. (a newly established office), 


SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 

Jack R. Wilson, of Grove Hill, Ala., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Alabama. 

William A. Anderson, of Sacramento, Cal., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the second census district of California. 

Harrison Dingman, of Washington, D. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the District of Columbia. 

John MeGarthy, of New Haven, Conn., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Connecticut. 

James McLaughlin, of Stafford Springs, Conn., to be supervisor of 
census for the second census district of Connecticut. 

Christopher C. Haley, of Jasper, Ga., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Georgia. 


Joseph H. Thibadeau, of Atlanta, Ga., to be supervisor of census for 


the third census district of Georgia. 

Marion Bethune, of Talbotton, Ga., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Georgia. 

Isaac Becket, of Savannah, Ga., to be supervisor of census for the 
fifth census district of Georgia. 

William A. Harris, of Isabella, Ga., to be supervisor of census for 
the sixth census district of Georgia. 

John H. Fisher, of Paris, III., to be supervisor of census for the fifth 
census district of Ilinois, z 

Jacob Wheeler, of Springfield, III., to be supervisor of census for the 
sixth census district of Illinois. 

David W. Reed, of Waukon, Iowa, to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Iowa. 

Littleton S. Crumb, of Oswego, Kans., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Kansas, 

Samuel R. Burch, of Olathe, Kans., to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Kansas. 

William E. Case, of Norton, Kans., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Kansas. 

Napoleon B. Chambers, of Hawesville, Ky., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the first census district of Kentucky. 

Benjamin C. White, of Louisiana, to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Lonisiana. 

John P. Owens, of Salisbury, Md., to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Maryland. 

John C. Sharp, of Jackson, Mich., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Michigan, vice Harry C. Tillman, declined, 

Edward Aldrich, of Barton, Miss., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Mississippi. 

Joseph E. Ousley, of Rosedale, Miss., to be supervisor of census for 
the third census district of Mississippi. 

Willard S. Augsbury, of Antwerp, N. V., to be supervisor of census 
for the seventh census district of New York. 

Samuel T. Poinier, of Spartanburgh, S. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of South Carolina. 

Delevan Yates, of Aiken, S. C., to be supervisor of census for the sec- 
ond census district of South Carolina. 

Francis W. Macusker, of Georgetown, S. C., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the fourth census district of South Carolina. 

James A. Wakefield, of Aurora, S. Dak., to be supervisor of census 
for the first district of South Dakota. 

John R. Walker, of Trenton, Tenn., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census district of Tennessee. 

Henry R. Hinkle, to be supervisor of census for the fourth census 
district of Tennessee. 

James P. Newcomb, of San Antonio, Tex., to be supervisor of census 
for the fifth census district of Texas. 

Joseph E. Ryus, of Graham, Tex., tò be supervisor of census for the 
seventh census district of Texas. 

Frank W. Winston, of Louisa Court-House, Va., to be supervisor of 
census for the third census district of Virginia. 

Thomas G. Mann, of Hinton, W. Va., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of West Virginia. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 10, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Ordnance Department. 


First Lieut. Ormond M. Lissak, of the Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lientenant in the Ordnance Department. 
Second Lieut. Edwin B. Babbitt, of the Fifth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 
SURVEYOR-GENEBAL. 


John C. Slocum, of Orlando, Fia., to be survgyor-general of Florida. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Richard O. Bush, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Georgetown, in the State of South Carolina. 
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Felix A. Matthews, of California, to be consul of the United States 


Daniel M. Ransdell, of Indiana, to be marshal of the United States | at Tangier. 


for the District of Columbia. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Chauncey F. Owen, to be postmaster at Sanborn, in the county of 
O’Brien and State of Iowa. 
Edwin A. Wood, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county of Potta- 
wattamie and State of Iowa. 
Oliver D. Heald, to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county of Ply- 
mouth and State of Iowa. 
Eugene B. Dyke, to be postmaster at Charles City, in the county of 
viet ung d and State of Iowa. 
ezekiah Caldwell, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana, 
Charles N. Daniels, to be postmaster at Willimantic, in the county of 
Windham and State of Connecticut. 
Frank P. Howard, to be postmaster at Waltham, in the county ot 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1890. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Paris Kilburn, of California, to be surveyor of customs in the district 
of San Francisco, in the State of California. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Alanson W. Beard, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 

Benjamin W, Walker, of Alabama, tobe marshal of the United States 
for the middle and southern districts of Alabama. 
Orville T. Porter, of Oregon, to be marshal of the United States for 


the district of Alaska. 
POSTMASTERS. 


J. Emile Breda, to be master at Natchitoches, in the parish of 
Natchitoches and State of Louisiana. 
Henry A. Snepp, to be postmaster at Bourbon, in the county of Mar- 
shall and State of Indiana. 
Charles L. Mayo, to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, in the county of 


- Cass and State of Missouri. 


James Monroe, to be postmaster at Kalamazoo, in the county of Kala- 
mazoo and State of Michigan. 

Dennis M. Foster, to be postmaster at Lake Charles, in the parish of 
Calcasien and State of Louisiana. 

Omar H. Brooks, to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the county of 
Wright and State of Iowa. 

William W. Birdsall, to be postmaster at New Hampton, in the county 
of Chickasaw and State of Iowa. 

Jacob P. Prickett, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of Noble 
and State of Indiana. 

James Abbott, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of Greene 
and State of Missouri. 

John W. Hoyt, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county of 
Cameron and State of Texas. 

Charles H. Clements, to be postmaster at Denton, in the county of 
Denton and State of Texas. 

David W. Morgan, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 


John W. Foust, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the county of. 


Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

Adam M. Rice, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of Hardin 
and State of Ohio. 

Joshua C. Light, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of Put- 
nam and State of Ohio. 

George Hall, to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of Allen and 
State of Ohio. 

Schiller Fogleson, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Ohio. 

Charles E. Cooke, to be postmaster at Paulding, in the county of 
Paulding and State of Ohio. 

Andrew D. Braden, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Stark and State of Ohio. 

Jacob Mayfield, to be postmaster at Whitesborough, in the county of 
Grayson and State of Texas. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1890. 


CHIEF OF NAVY ORDNACE BUREAU. 
Commander William M. Folger, to be Chief of the Bureau of Ord- 
nance, in the Department of the Navy. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


Levi W. Myers, of 3 to be consul of the United States at Vic- 
toria, British Columbia. 
Frederick M. Poon Age of Connecticut, to be consul of the United States 


at Quebec, Canada, 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Alfred E. Buck, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Georgia. 

Louis T. Barin, of Oregon, to be marshal of the United States for the 
district of Oregon. 

Henry S. White, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of West Virginia. 


JNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, 


James W. Remick, of New 3 to be attorney of the United 
States ſor the district of New Log Ra 

De Alva S. Alexander, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of New York. 


SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 


Francis Scholz, of Evansville, Ind., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Indiana. 

Ambrose E. Nowlin, of Lawrenceburgh, Ind., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the second census district of Indiana. 

Charley Harley, of Delphi, Ind., to be supervisor of census for the 
fifth census district of Indiana. 

Samuel B. Beshore, of Marion, Ind., to be supervisor of census for 
the sixth census district of Indiana. 

Eugene F. Weigel, of St. Louis, Mo., to be supervisor of the census 
for the first census district of Missouri. 

Eugene C. Baugher, of Richwoods, Mo., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of Missouri. 

Walbridge J. Powell, of Rolla, Mo., to be supervisor of census for 
the third census district of Missouri. 

William N. Davis, of Mount Vernon, Mo., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of Missouri. 

John M. McCall, of Kirksville, Mo-, to be supefvisor of census for 
the fifth census district of Missouri. 

Arthur P. Morey, of Sedalia, Mo., to be supervisor of census for the 
sixth census district of Missouri. 

Hobart G. Orton, of Princeton, Mo., to be supervisor of census for 
the seventh census district of Missouri. 

William H. Miller, of Kansas City, Mo., to be supervisor of census 
for the eighth census district of Missouri. 

Sidney Conger, of Flat Rock, Ind., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Indiana. 

David S. Dodds, of Lakota, N. Dak., to be supervisor of census for 
the census district of North Dakota, 

Elias S. Clark, of Prescott, Ariz., to be supervisor of census for 
the census district of Arizona. * 

John M. Hill, of Pullman, el, to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Washin 

John W. Chandler, of Cliftonville, Miss., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of Mississippi. 

John W. Tompkins, of Lake City, Fla., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of Florida. 

George I. Lammon, of Virginia City, Nev., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the census district of Nevada. 

Otis G. Gulley, of Springdale, Ark., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of Arkansas. 

Jacob Trieber, of Helena, Ark., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Arkansas. 

John W. Howell, of Hot Springs, Ark., to be supervisor of census 
for the third census district of Arkansas, 

Hiram A. David, of Greenville, Tex., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Texas. 

John Nevins, of Denison, Tex., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Texas. 

Joseph F. Pells, of Palestine, Tex., to be supervisor of census for 
the second district of Texas. 

Thomas A. Pope, of Cameron, Tex., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Texas. 

David Redfield, of Cisco, Tex., to be supervisor of census for the 
sixth census district of Texas. 

Horatio O. Ladd, of Santa Fé, N. Mex., to be supervisor of census 
for the census district of New Mexico. 

Marshall O. Howe, of Vermont, to be supervisor of census for the 
census district of Vermont. 

William C. Hunt, of Knoxville, Tenn., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of Tennessee. 

Hamilton Wallace, of Tulare, Cal., to be supervisor of census for the 
fourth census district of California. 

Allen B. Lemmon, of Santa Rosa, Cal., to be supervisor of census 
for the third census district of California. 

Frank Gilbert, of Chicago, III., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Illinois. 

Thomas A. Hubbard, of Rome, Kans., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Kansas, 
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John C. Metcalf, of Janesville, Wis., to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of Wisconsin. 

Ernst Demin, of Milwaukee, Wis., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Wisconsin, 
Andrew Jackson Turner, of Portage, Wis., to be supervisor of census 


for the third census district of Wisconsin. YEAS—19 p 
John F. Sheehan, of San Mateo, Cal., to be supervisor of census for | A Craig, Hitt, Reed, Iowa N. 
the first census district of California. S Dekel Kelley Seuil 4 
Emil Schmidt, of Nashville, Ill., to be supervisor of census for the | Arnold, Darlington, Kennedy, Shern Bh 
seventh census district of Illinois. S Atkinson, — Haven, KER ae ea m; = 4 
John W. Rowley, of Keosauqua, Iowa, to be supervisor of census for 3 9, 3 è —— 
the first census distriet of Iowa. i —— Betas Lanes $ Buiter, 4 2 
Norman H. Moss, of Mount Vernon, III., to be supervisor of census | Belden, Dunnell, Laws, Spooner, a 
for the eighth census district of Illinois. Belknap, Tyana; 3 8 a 
POSTMASTERS, Bingham, Farquhar, McKenna, * e, m 
Patrick W. Fennessey, to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county B Da Mami, 88 3 
of Harlan and State of Nebraska. Boutelle, Flood, Moore, N. H. 8 . d 
1 * 5 wW nk, orey, 8 7 
E a at Greenville, in the county of But- 5 rew ty Nun M ee Tayi bey å 
rosius, ear, orse, Omas, 
Charles W. Childs, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Browse, Va. s Ge Nisdringhas, 88 
J. ord, , wnse 
Perry and State of Alabama. 5 Barrows, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Townsend, Pa, 
Harry E. 8 to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county of Orange | Burton, Grout, O'Neill, Pa. ‘Turner, Kans, 
t. Butt rth, Hall, Osborne, Vandever, 
aek Oakes, to be penan at Fernandina, in the county of Cannon, Hansbrough, Payne, Walker, Mass, 
Nassau and State of Flori Cheathant, Satan Perkins, Watson. 
James Harden, to be postmaster at Bartow, in the county of Polk Clark, Wis, Henderson, IIL Peters, Wickham, y 
and State of Florida. pa etna . eee * 
eG liam H. H ES L 8 at Martinsburgh, in the county | Connell. Hl . 
of Berkeley an est Virginia. NAVI. 
William P. Maynard, to be ae at White Plains, in the county Haskalow, 
of Westchester and State of New York. 5 
Charles B. Bowman, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county of Abbott, P. ST N Sanford, 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. ‘Ald v Culberson; Tex, Mansur, Sa Á 
Leonard Cornish, to be postmaster at Demopolis, in the county of Allen, Miss. Culbertson, Martin, fad. Sayers, 
Marengo and State of Alabama. eee eee eee Scranton, 
Clark Robinson, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of Bank head. Dapo MoA ddo, Sele l, 
Fillmore and State of Nebraska. Barn B 2 Simonds, 
William K. P. Dow, to be postmaster at St. John, in the county of ne, ery, CSO, nner, 
Stafford and State of Kansas. ‘ Leek ae ee R Spinola, 
Morgan Caraway, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county of Biggs. rd 5 70 i 55 9 5 Sabin ker, 
< + „ Kinley, 
ac Seu AOR aa OF zas . Bland, Ellis, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
uther M. Axline, to be postmaster a cine ge, in the county | piouni, Enloe, McRae, Stewart, Vt. 
of Barber and State of Kansas, Boatner, Fitch, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Thomas J. Howard, to be postmaster at La Junta, in the county of | Breckinridge, ts. peters ea Stone: Be 
Otero and State of Colorado. 5 k Brickner, 22 Forman, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
Patrick O Leary, to be postmaster at Putnam, in the county of Wind- Brookshire, Forney, Morgan, Tarsney, 
ham and State of Connecticut, Brower, Sorian Morrill, Taylor, J. D, 
Nelson J. Allender, to be postmaster at New London, in the county Bown ir 8 errs Ronee Laon 
of New London and State of Connecticut. Brunner, Goodnight, Tucker, 
3 Faren, 38 a 8 
gi or, Neal), In N. V. 
ae Hare, O'Neil, Mase, Turpin 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES Suden Haver Opec ion ae 
. dawe es, wen, Ind. enable, 
< Campbell Haynes, Owens, Ohio Wade, 
WEDNESDAY, February 12, 1890. Candler, Ga. Heard Parrett, Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Mass. Hemphill, Paynter, allace, < 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 8 Henderson, N.C. FON A td 
H. MILBURN, D. D. Carter, Holman, Penington, Wheeler, Mich, 
C caret 6 Ve 
The SPEAKER. The journal of yesterday's proceedings will be | Gatchings, Kerr, Pa. Pickler, Wike, A 
read. te, ete leres, è 
Mr. ROGERS, I desire to ask by unanimous consent the reading | Ghipman agoro le en 
and approval of the Journal be postponed until to-morrow in order that | Clarke, Ala. La Follette, Pugsley, Willcox, 
1 not be taken up in that wa Clements. Laidlaw, Quackenbush, Williams, III. 
9 zum WAS. lüni La i Williams. Ohi 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Arkansas asks by unanimous | Gobb N pd Wilson, Ry. 
consent that the reading and approval of the Journal shall be post- Coleman, Lawler, Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
poned until to-morrow. Is there objection? Compton, ; Rich n, Wilson, Wash, 
Mr. CANNON. I object. Conger, Lehibach, Rife, Wilson, W, Va. 
> he pare 7 5 Cooper, Ind. Lester, Va. Robertson, Wise 
Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not object | Cooper, Ohio Lester, Ga. Rockwell, Wright, 
to that. Cothran, Lewis, Rogers, Yoder. 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the Clerk will proceed with | Govert, Edge . 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. Crain, Magner, Russell, 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As there is evidently a desire to go on with the 
pending business, I ask by unanimous consent the Journal be ap- 

roved. 

Mr. ROGERS. LTobject. If they do not choose to give us a chance 
to be heard, let them take the responsibility. 

The Journal was read. 

Thé SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Asthe Houseisthin, Mr. Speaker, 
and as this is not in accordance with the agreement of yesterday, I ask 
the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order in the midst of a vote. The 
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gentleman 
47 have voted on the 


from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] demands the yeas and nays, and 
t of the Chair in favor of the yeas and nays, 
which is a sufficient number, and they are ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nay 1, not vot- 
ing 209, as follows: A 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair announces the following list of mem- 
bers as present and declining to vote, 72 in number, which the Clerk 


will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Annorr, Mr. Barnes, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Brickner, Mr 
irony | Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, Mr. BULLOCK, Mr’ 


Byxux, Mr. 


ANDLER of Georgia, Mr. CARUTH, Mr, CHIPMAN, Mr, CLANCY, Mr’ 


CLEMENTS, Mr. CLUNIE, Mr. CULEERSON of Texas, Mr. DARGAN, Mr. DockERY" 
Mr. Duxeny, Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. Frrcs, Mr. FLOWER, Mr. FOWLER' 


Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr, HOLMA: 
LGORE, Mr. LANE, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. 


lvania, Mr. 


N, Mr. Kerr of Penns 
Lex, Mr, LESTER of 


eorgia, Mr. LESTER of Virginia, Mr. Lewis, Mr. MAGNER, Mr. Mansur, Mr. 
MarTIN of Indiana, Mr. MCADOO, Mr. McCartuy, Mr. McCreary, Mr. Mo- 


„Mr. MONTGOMERY, 


Mr. MOORE of Texas, Mr. MorGAN, Mr, O’NEALL of 


Indiana, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. PEEL, Mr. Perry, Mr. PRICE, Mr. Qux, Mr, 


‘ 
> 
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SAYERS, Mr. Sexey, Mr. SHIVELY, 
of Mr, Stewart of Texas, 


Point of order that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The record will correctly state what is done. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, until further 
notice. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE, until further notice. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, until further notice, 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. Forney, until further notice. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until 
further notice 

Mr, BoorHMAN with Mr, HAYNES, until further notice. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Owens, of Ohio, until further notice. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. MoCLAuux, until further notice. 

Mr. Concer with Mr. BLAND, for the 12th and 13th instant, 

Mr. LopGe with Mr. TUCKER, for this day. 


THE RULES. 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrrary] 


is recognized. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, he debate on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules has taken a very wide range, but in the remarks which 
I propose to submit I shall endeavor to confine myself as closely as pos- 
sible to the great and important questions presented by that report. 

The Constitution of the United States, in establishing a Congress to 
consist of a Senate and House of Representatives, authorizes each branch 
to determine the rules of its proceedings. Although this authority 
is conferred by the first article of the Federal Constitution and has been 
complied with by every House of Representatives in a few days after 
organization for over a hundred years, we find this House to-day with- 
out any rules for its government, drifting like a ship at sea without a 
com or a rudder, with no supreme law, except the law as laid down 
by the chief. Whose fault is this? Why is it that the Constitution ot 
the United States has been ignored? Why is it that all the precedents 
of our fathers and of our predecessors have been disregarded? There 
can be but one answer, and the answer is that it has snited the sweet 
will of the Republicans, now in the majority, to thus act, because they 
hoped thereby to push through their schemes, because they hoped 
thereby to gain some advantage. : 

It was not until the 23d day of January last, after the House had 
been in session nearly two months, that the first meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Rules took place, and to-day we would not be here consider- 
ing these rules were it not for the persistent, pressing, and irrepressible 
forts of the Democratic party. All over the world, in every delibera- 
tive body, the first step usually taken is to adopt rules to regulate the 
proceedings. [have many authorities, Mr. Speaker, to support thisstate- 
ment, but I will not take the time of the House to read them at length. 
I will refer briefly to only one or two. 

Sir Edward Coke, who had been Speaker of the House of Commons 
in ons of Queen Elizabeth’s Parliaments, said in his 4th Institutes, when 
discoursing on the high court of Parliament: 

As every court of justice has laws and customs for its direction, somey the 
common law, some by the civil and canon law, some by peculiar laws of cus- 
toms, so the high court of Parliament subsists by its own laws and customs. 

This was the rule laid down at that early period. Mr. Onslow, one 
of the ablest speakers of the House of Commons, said: 

Nothing tended more to throw power into the hands of administration, and 
those who acted with the majority of the House of Commons, than a neglect of, 
or departure from, the rules of proceeding; that these forms, as instituted by 
our ancestors, operated as a check and control on the actions of the es 
and that they were, in many instances, n shelter and protection to the minority 
against the attempts of power. 


Mr. Jefferson, the great father of parliamentary law in the United 
States, indorsed that view when he said: 

It is material that there should be a rule to go by, * * that there may be 
uniformity in the proceeding in business not subject to the caprice of the Speaker 
or the captiousness of members. 

Mr. Speaker, I have referred to the Constitution of the United States 
and I have referred to the opinions entertained by great statesmen in 
the past that I might contrast their opinions with those of the Repub- 
lican statesmen in this House, whose Speaker in the last few days has 
defied all precedents by his rulings, reversed the parliamentary decisions 
of all his great predecessors, and has overruled not only Mr. Blaine, 
Mr. Garfield, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. Conger, but he has overruled his 
own utterances when he was a member on the floor of this House, while 
his brother partisans jeered and cheered as they followed his beck and 
call, and, like Nero, laughed as they violated the law and destroyed the 
landmarks of the past. 

I say, then, with emphasis, that the time has come when we need 
rules instead of a ruler or dictator. The time has come when we need 
dignity in the House instead of deviltry, and fairness and justice in- 
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stead of Cesarism and Cromwellism. But I do not believe, sir, in the 
light of what has occurred, that anything can be done in the way of 
appeals to this body. Appeals have been taken in vain, and in the 
light of the unprecedented rules now sought to be fastened upon us I 
see no mope of fairness or justice from the other side. They are joined 
to their idols, and I believe the time will not come when the scales will 
fall from their eyes until an ou constituency next November 
drives them from the places they now occupy. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] s 

In the brief time allotted to mein this debate, I shall not be able to 
go into details and discuss the entire code of rules as fully as I desire, 
I propose to discuss only those rules which indicate the despotism that 
this House is to be under for the residue of the Fifty-first Congress, 

The most despotic and revolutionary rule reported by the majority of 
the committee is as follows: 

On the demand suggesti 
the second roll-call 1 . 3 of . rere 
a quorum] in the Hall of the House who do not vote, shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of 
the members voting, and be counted and announced in determining the pres- 
ence of a quorum to do business. 

This rule shows the desperate situation in which the Republican mem- 
bers of this House now find themselves. It shows the extremity to 
which they are prepared to go in order to accomplish their objects. It 
is the most radical and dangerous innovation proposed by the majority 
of the committee. Why do I say this? Because it violates the con- 
struction placed upon the Constitution ever since it was ratified by the 
original States; because it is in opposition to all the precedents ever 
since the First Congress assembled; and because it seeks to strike down 
that fundamental principle of our popular Government which vests cer- 
tain powers in the majority and allows less than a majority of the Rep- 
resentatives of the people to pass important laws affecting the personal 
and property rights of the citizens, and opens the way for the appro- 
priation of enormous sums of money from the public Treasury for un- 
worthy and unnecessary purposes, while the tax-payer is placed at the 
mercy and subordinated to the interests of rings and corporations, 

I place in opposition to that rule the Constitution of the United 
States, section 5, Article I, which declares ‘‘a majority of each House 
shall constitute a quorum to do business.“ 

We stand to-day on the dividing line between the first and second 
centuries of constitutional government. There are clear skies above 
us and no convulsions beneath us, and palsied be the hand and para- 
lyzed the tongue of the man whointentionally violates the Constitution. 

Iplace in opposition to that rule the declaration of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, Kilbourne vs. Thompson, 12th Otto, page 182: 

The powers of Congress when acting through the concurrence of both branches 
are dependent solely on the Constitution. Such as are not conferred by that 
instrument, either expressly or by fair implication from what is nted, are 
“reserved to the States respectively orto the people.” Of course neither branch 
of Congress when acting separately can lawfully exercise more power than is 
conferred by the Constitution on the whole body. 

Thomas Jefferson, the father of parliamentary law in the United 
States, said the British Parliament is the fountain source of our par- 
liamentary law, and the Speaker [Mr. REED] of this House said sub- 
stantially the same. I therefore place in opposition to the proposed 
rule the time-tried and time-honored general parliamentary law of 
Great Britain. hold in my hand a treatise on the Law, Privileges, 
Proceedings, and Usages of Parliament, by Thomas Erskine May, which 
is in its fifth edition, and it represents the parliamentary law as it has 
been in the Parliament of Great Britain for three-quarters of a cent- 
ury. Here is what it says about proceedings in the House of Com- 
mons: 

The attendance of members is 
taking the sense of the House, as 
can be obliged to role. 

I place, also, in opposition to that rule the statement made by Mr. 
Cushing, who is one of the highest authorities on parliamentary law. 
I hold in my hand the Law and Elements of Practice of the United 
States, by Luther S. Cushing. Mr. Cushing said: 


In the Senate of the United States it has not hitherto been found n to 
resort to a call of the House to enforce the attendance of members. In the House 
of Representatives of the United States, which isa more numerous body, a call 
ot the House, which is there regulated by special rules, is almost a daily pro- 
ceeding, being incidental to other business and, with an exception or two, 


merally ample. A call is of little availin 
eisnocompulsory process by which members 


always inorder. In that House a call is usually ordered when the number of 
members present falls below a quorum, provided there are fifteen members 
present, that being the smaller number fixed upon by the House, in pursuance 
of the Constitution, for compelling the attendance of absent members, The 
only other thing that can be done without a quorum, and for this no particular num- 
ber is necessary, is to adjourn, 5 

I have shown by the Constitution of the United States that a 
majority of each House shall constitute a quorum to do business;”’ I 
have shown by the parliamentary Jaw of Great Britain that a member 
may be brought into the House, but he can not be compelled to vote, 
and I have shown by Cushing that you may bring a member into the 
House, but you can not make him vote, and that if you have not a 
quorum only two motions are in order: the motion for a call of the 
House and a motion toadjourn. In opposition to all these authorities 
our friends upon the other side, for their own purposes and to advance 
their own schemes, are seeking to fasten on this House a rule which en- 
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ables the Speaker to countas many members as he chooses, and thereby 
make a quorum, and thus bills or resolutions. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] on yesterday asked what 
the minority on this side desired. I now answer that question, and I 
wish I could engrave it upon the minds ofevery Republican on the other 
side of this Chamber. The Republicans have amajority of the present 
House of Representatives, and a majority is aquorum, Get your men 
together and you will have a majority, and you cando business then as 
you please; but do not count Democrats who donot vote, and thus com- 
pel them to help you to pass measures to which they are opposed. But 
that is not the only thing I put in opposition to that rule. I say that 
in this day and time the majority of this House seem to be determined 
to carry out their own measures; that they will have no respect for any- 


thing that I am holding up for their instruction. The full measure of 


my opposition to the proposed rule will not be complete until I crown 
it with the declaration of your former accomplished Speaker, Mr. Blaine, 
now the distinguished Secretary of State, who said: 


The moment you clothe your Speaker with power to go behind yonr roll-call 
and assume that there is a quorum in the Hall, why, gentlemen, you stand on 
the very brink of a volcano 


And by the statement of Speaker REED himself, who said: 


The constitutional idea of a quorum is not the presence of a majority of all 

the members of the House, but a majority of the members present and partici- 

pating in the business of the House. It is not the visible presence of members, 
t their judgment and votes, the Constitution calls for. 


T also hold up the speeches made by Mr. Garfield, by Mr. Conger, by 
Mr. HAwLEY, of Connecticut, in opposition to counting members who 
do not vote, and I ask members of the other side to consider them before 
they adopt the proposedrule, Consider, I beg of you, all these author- 
ities before you rush in where Blaine, Garfield, HAWLEY, and Conger 
feared to tread, 

Mr. Speaker, if anythingelse is needed to give greater autocratic power 
to the other side of the House than the rule I have been discussing it 
is to be found in the next rule proposed by the committee, which de- 
clares that No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker.“ 

I assert here, and I defy contradiction, that no free representative body 
in the world has ever intrusted a presiding officer with such unrestricted, 
such unprecedented power as that rule intrusts to the present Speaker 
of this House. 

There is nothing in that rule that defines what a dilatory motion is. 
There is nothing in that rule which gives the members of this House 
the right and power to decide what a dilatory motion is. It is leftsim- 

ly to the sweet will of the Speaker. However earnest and however 
3 a member may be in his motion, the Speaker has the right to 
say That is a dilatory motion and I will not entertain it;“ and when 
the member appeals from his decision he has the right to say that the 
appeal is a dilatory appeal and that he will not recognize it. I assert 
t with this rule adopted, and the other rule to which I have referred, 
the Congress of the United States will consist of the Senate of the United 
States and Speaker REED. 

Under the new order of business“ as proposed by the committee, 
in Rule XXIV, a Representativeisalmost completely shorn of his power 
and individuality. The Speaker and the chairman of each committee, 
with the Speaker’s permission, have absolute control of the business 
brought up for consideration and a member has almost no power or 
rights, unless like Desdemona he gets favor while he clings with one 
hand to the chiefand with the other to the faith of the fathers, 

The old system authorized a member to come into the House with 
his bills and when his State was called he rose in his place and sent 
up those bills, and they were read by the Clerk and heard by the mem- 
bers, and the ever-watchful representatives of the press sent out upon 
the telegraph lines in every direction the titles of the bills and, per- 
haps, their substance, Howisitnow? Under the new order of busi- 
ness you are required to hand your private bills to the Clerk and your 

ublic bills to the Speaker of the House. With silent tread and dumb 
1 — 5 — members of this House will hereafter hand their private bills 
to the Clerk and their public bills to the Speaker of this House, and 
the bills will be referred to committees without being read. Can any 
fair man say that this is the proper way for the Representatives of 
the people of the United States todo? Is this in accordance with the 
freedom of speech and freedom of action that should be acknowledged 
in the Congress of the United States, and does it not prove that the 
rules reported by the committee show a studied determination to hu- 
miliate members and gag and suppress the minority? 

For the last fourteen years the Democrats have been in power in this 
House all the time except for two years. During those twelve years 
there was equality and justice on this floor. Republicans had oppor- 
tunities and Democrats had opportunities. Instead of the rules being 
made more stringent to suppress the Republicans and to gag them, as 
the years rolled by the rules were made more liberal, and the number 
of bills passed during the last term of Congress was greater than atany 
preceding term, 

Mr. Speaker, the next and the last point that I wish to make is in 
relation to the new rule under which it is proposed to omit from the 
code of rules a motion to fix a day to which the House shall adjourn 
and a motion to take u recess. The motion to fix a day to which the 
House shall adjourn was made a privileged motion in 1789 by the 
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first Congress which assembled under the Constitution and the motion 
8 a recess was made a privileged motion by the Thirty-sixth 
ngress. 
= It is proposed by the Committee on Rules to omit both of these mo- 
ons. 
These motions have been used with good effect in this House on 
many important occasions both by the Democratic members and the 
opposition members. These motions have been of great advantage in 
this House. 

My distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in his remarks 
on yesterday showed how often they had been used with success to de- 
feat improper measures, and their use has not been confined to mem- 
bers on this side of the House. Away back when the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill was under consideration, the opposition used all dilatory motions 
to defeat that bill; and, as my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] said 
so eloquently here on yesterday, these motions—call them dilatory mo- 
tions if you please—were used with signal success by the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] when the force bill 
was under consideration and were the means of defeating that bill. 

I have but to call attention to a very important measure which has 
been pending in this House and is now pending in the Senate, to show 
you that the people of this country and their Representatives ought to 
have time to consider great and important measures, and that some- 
times the only way to secure proper time for deliberation is by the use 
of these so-called dilatory motions. There has been pending in this 
House, and there is now pending in the Senate, a bill known as the 
Blair educational bill. When that bill was first considered in the Sen- 
ate it passed that body by a large majority. I believe it has passed the 
Senate of the United States three times. It is now again under consid- 


eration in the Senate, and the information comes to us that year after 


year the affirmative vote on that bill has grown smaller and smaller, 
so that to-day it is doubtful whether the bill will pass the Senate. 

The history of this bill in the Senate of the United States shows the 
effect of time and discussion and deliberation. 

Gentlemen on the other side who now criticise our efforts to retain 
the right to make motions to fix the day to which the House shall ad- 
journ and motions to take a recess should remember how often 
made these motions when they were in the minority last session. Let 
them remember, too, how they kept Mr. Felton, a Republican, in his 
seat by dilatory motions and by refusing to vote when there had been a 
report in favor of Mr. Sullivan, a Democrat. Let them remember how 
they sat in their seats and refused to vote when the contested-election 
ease of Thobe vs. Carlisle was under consideration. 

It has been well said that Whom the gods wish to destroy they first 
make mad.” The excesses and the unprecedented rules of the party 
now in control of the House argue no good for them, 

The lobby will soon be clamoring at the door of the Capitol. Cor- 
porations and syndicates and rings will, scon after the code of rules is 
adopted, come and ask their share of the legislation. Reckless appro- 
priations of the public money, unneeded pension legislation, wasteful 
educational bills, Federal election schemes with a horde of salaried offi- 
cers, a tariff bill that will lighten or remove the taxes on luxuries and 
increase the taxes on the necessaries of life, are some of the iniquities 
that will soon come from the Republican Pandora box. 

I believe the despotic and revolutionary code of rules which, before 
to-morrow’s sun goes down, will receive the votes of the Republican 
majority of this House, is the first movement in a grand plan, origi- 
nated by the Republican leaders, for the purpose of perpetuating their 
power and their control of the Government but I do not fear the result. 
The people, whose servants we are, understand the situation. The 
cyclone will come next November, and the sovereigns of our country, to 
whom we take the final appeal, will, in my judgment, drive from power 
the nas majority of this House. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that we are in any 
danger of overestimating the importance of this proceeding in which we 
are engaged, It may be that the voices of those who speak here to-day 
may not penetrate very far into the country and the speeches here de- 
livered may not be read by the millions of our constituencies, but at the 
end of this debate there will be a vote taken, and the resultof that vote 
will be of vast importance to the House of Representatives, to our sev- 
eral constituencies, to the country at large, and to the future. I shall 
endeavor, Mr. Speaker, to approach this subject without partisan bias, 
8 heat of debate, and, so ſar as possible to me, in a judieial frame 
of min 

We understand that we are not to-day preparing a rule for a day or for 
a month or for a session of Congress, Weare abont to lay down herea 
modus vivendi, by which not only you are to live during this Congress, 
but which, should it be adopted, may become the rule by which we 
must live in succeeding Con It becomes us, therefore, to ap- 
proach this question not in haste, not in heat, but with decorum and 
deliberation. 

We stand, Mr. Speaker, to-day at the turning-point of a century, 
upon the threshold of the second century of Congressional government 
under the Constitution. It is a period of change. Old things are pass- 
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ing away; many thing, are becoming new. Great events are just be- 
hind us; portentous issues are just before us; and as we shall give to 
the popular branch of Congress power to legislate for the and 
through the people those issues will be shaped. 

A new civilization is upon us of which our fathers who sat in the 
First Congress never dreamed. We are surrounded by wholly new cir 
cumstances. New fields of legislation have opened upon us unknown 
tothem. With new necessities we must adopt new methods of pro- 
viding for those necessities. We propose a new code of rules, different 
from the old chiefly in that they are designed to facilitate legislation, 
and not to obstruct it; in that they are intended to give the control of 
business into the hands of the majority, and not leave it at the abso- 
lute mercy of the minority; in that they recognize the normal condi- 
tion of a legislative body to be action, and not to be obstruction. These 
results are to be accomplished principally by the means which I shall 

ify: 
ire the mode of introdueing bills and of making reports is to be 
changed so as to economize time. 

I recollect very well, Mr. Speaker, that in the first two Congresses in 
which I had the honor to sit as a member of this body two entire days 
were consumed—the first two bill days —in the introduction of 
bills. Upon the first day, in five hours, we succeeded in getting down 
to the State of Massachusetts on the call of States. This was kopano 
in the Forty-ninth Congress. In the Fiftieth Congress we gained some 
relief, because the then Democratie Committee on Rules brought in a 
new rule providing that all private bills, resolutions, and memorials 
should be handed to the Clerk or go into the petition-box for distribu- 
tion to the appropriate committees. We have realized no evil-results 
from tbat rule so far as Iam aware. Itis now proposed that this rule, 
which has proved so economical of time and so beneticent to the House 
in regard to private bills, shall be extended to public bills. And I ap- 
prehend that at the end of one Congress the wonder with us will be, 
not that this rule is proposed now, but that it was not proposed and 
acted on many years ago. In the same way, instead of calling the com- 
mittees every morning and occupying an hour or two in the reception 
ol their various reports, the committees are to be permitted to bring in 
their reports and file them with the Clerk for printing and reference to 
the Calendar, and thus economize the time of the House for the trans- 
action of business. 

No gentleman has yet given any good reason, and I venture to affirm 
no gentleman can give any good reason, why the time of the House 
should be oceupied day after day by the call of members for the intro- 
duction of bills or the call of committees for the formal making of re- 
ports, This is the first material change proposed. 

Secondly, by striking out certain privileged motions in Rule XVI, 
which have been used, not in good faith, but for the purpose of delay, 
and by providing that no dilatory motion shall be enterlained by the 
Speaker. It is not proposed, Mr. Speaker, as I understand, to inter- 
fere with the legitimate use of these motions, the motion to fix a day 
to which the House shall adjourn, or a motion to take a recess, these 
motions omitted in Rule XVI in the new code of rules. 

The old rales provide when a question was under debate no motion 
shall be received except to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, 
to adjourn, and to take a recess, and so forth. The new rule strikes out 
the motions to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn and to take 
a recess, and I challenge any gentleman to give good reason why pending 
a debate a motion should be entertained to fix the day to which the 
Honse shall adjourn, That motion will come at the proper time, but 
it is not to be injected during the debate for the purpose of delay, ora 
motion to take a recess, which is not a proper motion pending a debate. 

And, third, it is proposed to provide against the breaking of a quo- 
rum of the House by members sitting mute and refusing to vote. 

And, fourth, by various provisions in the order of business designed 
to give the control of the business of the House into the hands of the 
majority. 

Now, against these several propositions of the majority it is alleged 
by the other side of the House, first, that these rules are new; that is, itis 
a variation from the former usage of the House. That, Mr. Speaker, 
must be conceded, but I have yet to learn that because a thing is new 
it is necessarily bad. On the contrary, all reform, from the nature of 
the case, must be new. We would never get on in this world if we did 
not attemptsometime to do something new. Let it beconceded, then, 
that the proposition is a new thing. 


til it has become stale in our ears, that the proposed rules are revolu- 
tionary. Well, if it is meant by that simply that we are about to make 
a radical change, Jet us admit that in that sense the proposed change 
is revolutionary, because it proposes to substitute the rule of the ma- 
jority for the rule of the minority.. It proposes to substitute action 


* Secondly, it is said, and we have heard it iterated and reiterated un- 
[i 


| for inaction. It proposes to substitute legislation for obstruction, and 


in that sense and to that extent, and that extent only, they are revolu- 
tionary. 

Mr. Speaker, we may say further, in reply to the charge that these rules 
are revolutionary, that no long-continued and deep-rooted evil can be 
removed except by radical measures, and we have realized, and the 
į, realization has been growing on us for years, that there is in the system of 


procedure of this House a deep wrong perpetrated whereby it is 
sible for one member to take this House by the throat and throttle if 
in its entirety and to prevent its p with its legitimate and 
constitutional functions. That is the evil, that is the wrong we pra- | 
pose to uproot by radical changes in our code of rules. 7 y 

But we are told thatat another time some illustrious persons opposed 
one of these very changes and the names of such able men as Blaine and 
Garfield, Conger, and HAWLEY are quoted, it may be to frighten us from 
our purpose of making the proposed change. 

Mr. Speaker, no gentleman on the other side of this House holds in 
higher esteem or deeper veneration those illustrious names than myself 
We reply to this that when they acted they acted in the light of circum- 
stances which surrounded them and according to their highest convie- 
tions of duty. But I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that no man can art 
for me in the discharge of a present duty in the light of present cir- 
cumstances but myself. 

For myself, Mr. Speaker, I must be permitted to act upon my owu 
conviction of what constitutes duty. I must be permitted to act accord- 
ing to the lights surrounding me. No man can invoke forme the shades 
of the past to dictate the duties of the present. For my own part, sir, 
I always reserve to myself the right to change my opinions from time to 
time. The good of yesterday may not be the best good of to-day. That 
which our fathers thought the highest, the wisest, and the best, in the 
light of to-day may appear to us to be inferior. 

All of these new rules can be summed up in just two expressions: 
first, the expedition of business and, secondly, the rule of the majority. 
That is all. Economy of time and power reposed in the hands in Which 
the people have placed it. That is all there is in it. 

Now, what is the ground for this change? Why this change now 
and not twenty years ago? The answer is plain. First, the change af 
political parties; the adventinto this Chamber in this Congress of a dif- 
erent political school from that which has been in control of the House 
for the past fourteen or sixteen years. The school of Jefferson, for the 
time being, has been retired by the people, and the school of Hamilton 
and of Washington is placed in control. The party of strict construc- 
tion has been ordered to go to the rear, and the party of broad and 
liberal construction and of national constitutional powers has been in- 
trusted with the helm of the ship of state, and changes in the mode of 
8 and of policy must inevitably follow this change of political 
contro 

The school of State sovereignty, as it used to be known—and I speak 
in no invidious sense—the school of State sovereignty gives way to 
the school of National Union. You gentlemen who have been in con- 
trol in the past years believed that the province of Congress is to leave 
everything possible to the ‘‘sovereign States.“ You narrowed the 
sphere of Federal legislation. But the school of Hamilton, now in 
control of the nation, believes in enlarging the scope of Federal legis- 
lation. We believe that this is a Nation with a big capital N, if yoa 
please; an N large enough and high enough to be seen to the utmost 
limits of the earth, on every sea and in every land, and we believe that 
there is a duty imposed upon us commensurate with the magnitude of 
the Nation for which we are to legislate. 

Another thing, Mr. Speaker, that demands this change in the rules 
of procedure is the growth of the country, the increase of population, 
the accumulation of wealth—legislation that was not demanded in 
former times, but which is demanded in the present time. Great trans- 
portation companies, by railroad and steamboat, of which our father 
neverdreamed; commerce, interstate and international commerce, rivers 
and harbors and the improvement of them, the extension of the nation’s 
interest in agriculture—all of these demand a new departure. It is 
only within a few years past that it was supposed that the National 
Government had nothing to do with agriculture at all, and yet we 
have seen within the past two years, upon a bill brought into this 
House by a gentleman on the other side of it, the Department of Agri- 
culture established, with a Cabinet officer at the head of it; a pleuro- 
pneumonia bill passed that authorized the national authorities to enter 
every cattle-pen and barn-yard in the nation to inspect the cattle to see 
whether they were diseased or not. The scope of legislation is enlarg- 
ing, widening, broadening from day to day. 

Again, and thirdly, legislation growing out of the war has enla 
the scope of the national Congress. The national debt, a result of 
war; the national banks, a result of that war; war claims innumerab! 
pensions, military affairs, bounties, back pay, muster, Federal contro! 
of elections, the statusof the negro among the lately enfranchised classes 
—allof these are new and almost unheard of before in the history of 
legislation of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear a great deal about ‘‘ before the war.” Ido 
not refer to this now in either a partisan or sectional sense, but simply 
asan epoch. Before the war there was no great national debt, there 
was no national-banking system, we had no Agricultural Department; 
before the war we had no Life-Saving Service; before the war we had 
no Interstate Commerce Commission; before the war we had hardly 
anything compared with what we havenow. All of these demand leg- 
islation. Then it was simply for Congress to meet and make the an- 
nual appropriations to carry on the departments of the Government we 
had in existence. But, as I have said, and I repeat now, the scope 
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has increased and wide. his is partly indicated by the increase 
of the number of bills presented in the various Congresses, and I will 
give you an instance of a few of them. ? 

In the Forty-fourth Congress, during the two years of itsexistence, 
there were introduced the number of 4,708 bills; in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress the number had increased to 6,548 ; in the Forty-sixth Congress, 
7,257; in the Forty-seventh Congress, 7,685 ; in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, 8,290; in the Forty-ninth Congress, 11,260 ; in the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, 12,664, and in the two months already elapsed of the Fifty-first 
Congress 6,776 bills had been introduced and referred two days ago. In 
other words, in the two months already elapsed of the Fifty-first Con- 

ess we have int aced more than 2,000 more bills than were intro- 

uced during ths entire period of the Forty-fourth Congress with its 
two years of existence. Then, Mr. Speaker, in order to meet this in- 
crease in business, we must have a new system of rules. We can not 
transact this business, Mr. Speaker, under the old system, and if the 
function of a legislative body is to legislate, not to obstruct legislation, 
we must have the facilities by which and under which we may legislate. 

Now, while this opposition to this new code of rules is kee all along 
the line, the battle rages chiefly around paragraph 3 of Rule XV and 
clause 10 of Rule XVI. The first is the rule which provides for as- 
certaining the presence of a quorum when members tefuse to vote and 
the second provides that “No dilatory motions shall be entertained by 
the Speaker.“ In regard to the first, the method of ascertaining a quo- 
rum, I undertake to say, as was said by my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
PAYSON] in his remarks on yesterday, it is the same as was long in use 
and is now in force in the British Parliament; and I assert now that, in 
the English House of Commons, from which we derive our parliamentary 
law, from time immemorial the method of ascertaining a quorum has 
been by the count of the Speaker, and not by arecorded vote. I under- 
take to say further that in every parliamentary body in this country 
not governed by a code of rules as this is there is no mode of ascer- 
taining the presence of a quorum except by ocular inspection of the 
members present by the presiding officer. Go into any one of your 
committee-rooms in this Capitol, and when does the chairman call the 
acommittee to order? Why, when he knows by ocular inspection that 
quorum is present. Go into any debating association of this country or 
into any political convention, and you will find there, as in all popular 
assemblages, that the regularly authorized method of ascertaining the 
presence of a quorum is by ocular demonstration. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must hasten on. That a member should sit 
mute and refuse to vote was never in the contemplation of the Consti- 
tution, which, in section 5, Article I, provides that less than a quorum 
of this House may adjourn or compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers. 

Now, that was not designed to be a nugatory provision in the Con- 
stitution, It was not empty words; it was put in there fora usetul 
purpose. Of what avail is it that the minority may compel attendance 
of the absent members, provided that when they come here they may 
sit mute in their seats and decline to vote. The fact that the minority 
can compel the attendance of absent members carries with it the neces- 
sary intendment that when they have compelled theirattendance they 
shall vote or shall be counted to make up a constitutional quorum. 
General parliamentary law requires them to vote; the rules of this 
House have always required them to vote; good faith to the trust which 
has been committed to them by the people requires them to vote; and 
if in defiance of universal parliamentary law, if in defiance of the rules 
of this House, if in defiance of the Constitution itself, they sit mute 
and refuse to vote, then at least this body should have the power to 
have the poor privilege of counting their bodies tosee whether there is 
a quorum in the Chamber to do business. 

Now, as to this matter there is but one issue, and that is not what 
constitutes a quorum. We are all agreed upon that; it is a majority 
of the House. It is not whether a member may be compelled to vote 
against his will. No method has yet been devised to compel an un- 
willing member to vote. It is not whether there is a quorum in the 


House so that it may do business. The presence of a quorumisalways 


presumed in the House unless the contrary is shown. The question is 
not whether the presence of a quorum can be ascertained by a recorded 
vote; thatisconceded by everybody. The only issue is whether there is 
any other way of ascertaining the presence of a quorum except by a 
recorded vote. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, from time immemorial we have acted upon the 
presumption that there was a quorum present unless the contrary ap- 
peared. Is it possible that a gentleman can get up here, as we have 
seen donein the last two weeks, and demand the yeas and nays, vote, 
then withdraw his vote, then get up at the close of the call of the yeas 
and nays and demand a recapitulation of the vote, a sufficient number 
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will “meet you at Philippi’’ on that issue, and we will guaranty that 
the people of the United States will not be with you on the issue that 
you can sit here in your seats and participate for obstruction, but not 
for legislation. 

The other great point is as to the introduction of dilatory motions, 
It is provided that the Speaker shall not entertain dilatory motions. 

Why, Mr, Speaker and gentlemen, that has been parliamentary law 
from the beginning, it is parliamentary law to-day, and it always will 
be parliamentary law. Whatisadilatory motion? A dilatory motion 
is a motion that is made not in good faith, not for the purpose for which 
it purports to have been made. Butitis made for the purpose of delay, 
not for its ostensible purpose. _There is no recognized practice of parlia- 
mentary law that will allow a dilatory motion. It is always out of 
order. It has always been competent for the Speaker of the House or 
fora presiding officer of any parliamentary body to declare it out of 
order, It simply puts into these rules in plain English words the law 
as it has existed always in every parliamentary body in this land. I 
hold in my hand a little manual of parliamentary procedure by Sen- 
ator Crocker, of Massachnsetts. Many of you have doubtless seen it. 
This work was printed fortunately long before this trouble arose, was 
contemplated or expected, and I find the very first sentence in this 
manual, which was written by the president of the Massachusetts senate, 
as follows: 

The system of conducting meetings so that the will of the majority shall be 
ascertained and expressed with accuracy and with the utmost expedition con- 
sistent with fair and due debate is generally called parliamentary law. 

But the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] says there is no ap- 
peal. The proposition is absurd. ‘The refusal to entertain is a ruling 
that the motion is ont of order, and the very first ruleof this code gives 
the right of appeal. The right of appeal remains precisely as under the 
former rules, without change ofa word. The outcry is a baseless and 
a senseless one. No right of the minority is impaired. No right of 
any member is diminished. 

These rules simply remove the clutch of the highwayman when 
he puts his pistol to your head and shouts “Stand and deliver.” They 
are new, but they have not come too soon. The common sense of the 
plain people is with us. They believe that we are here to legislate. 
Our business and our privilege is to legislate, If we abuse that privi- 
lege, the people will find a remedy swilt and sure. 

We are here surrounded with new circumstances in anew era of the 
Republic, with new duties thrust upon us, and these duties impose 
upon us new action and new methods of procedure. Let me close in 
the language of Massachusetts’s most distinguished poet: 

New occasions teach new duties; 
Time makes ancient good uncouth; 

He must upward still and onward 
Who would keep abreast of truth, 

Mr. Speaker, we must have the courage of our convictions, and for 
one I am thankful that we have had in the Speaker’s chair in this 
House a man who had the courage of his convictions. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, Ihave felt some desire to place upon 
the records of our debate certain views which I hold upon the two main 
questions involved in these proposed amendments of the rules of the 
House, namely, the question of ascertaining a quorum under the Con- 
stitution in this House and upon the question of dilatory motions. 

Now, sir, one thing is perfectly plain at this stage of the debate, and 
that is that the bulk of argument in favor of these changes and the 
great body of the speeches that have been delivered in their favor are 
reiterations, over and over again, of the fact that the power in our 
former rules to make dilatory motionsin this House wasabused. Un- 
doubtedly that is true, and it is upon that point, and upon that point 
alone, that gentlemen who are in favor of these changes can make 
any appeal whatever to public opinion outside of this Chamber or to 
opinion within it. 

Now, sir, I will for a few moments turn my attention to the first ques- 
tion out of which this controversy arose and which is yet involyed in 
debate, because its solution in favor of the views of the Speaker is in- 
cluded. in these rules. Have the members of this House, have a por- 
tion of the members of this House, under the Constitution and under 
the laws of the House as they have been heretofore understood and 
administered, have they a right to demand that a bill shall be passed 
by a majority of the whole House? That right has been unchallenged 
in this House up to this session. That right has been exercised by 
most of the gentlemen who are now here, on both sides of this House. 

When the demand for the previous question, the instrument of the 
majority and of the caucus, is about to be used for the purpose of 
stifling debate in this House and preventing due consideration of pub- 
lic measures by the members of the House, members have appe.led to 
this constitutional and lawful power of demanding that there should 


he debate unless a majority of the whole House should vote to sustain 
the previous question and thus shut off debate, So far this has been a 
valuable and useful power. It has excited no odium out of doors and 
it ought not to receive censure in this House. It is almost the only ef- 
fectual and convenient and popular instrumentality by which the abuse 
of the previous question can be at all curbed or controlled. Time and 


9 these gentlemen participating in this way to make more than a 

j quorum of the House, and then, because he had refused upon the roll- 

F ' | call to answer yea or nay, insist that he is not here and not participat- 
4 | ing, and can not be counted so as to constitute a quorum ? 

l t is not common sense; itis not common fealty to the Constitu- 

tion that you have sworn to maintain. If you want on thisissue to go 

| to the b. Ii of this country, to the plain, common people, as 

| Abraham Lincoln called them, we invite you, we welcome you, and we 


time again, a heated majority were abont to pass a bill without due con- 
sideration, when a successful demand has been made upon them for rea- 


. 


N 


2 


CONGRESSIONAL 


sonable debate: Pass your bill by a majority vote of the House; oth- 
erwise you must give us debate before we aid you to form a constitu- 
tional quorum to pass the bill.“ 

Can any gentleman point out any mischief or evil resulting from 
this practice in the past when it has been applied for the purpose of 
curbing the previous question, that crude and imperfect instrament of 
former times which has come down to us, and which, I venture to say, 
will be largely amended in this House before many sessions pass, or 
give place to some other form of cloture or closing of debate substi- 
tuted for it, one more conyenient and better suited to great popular 
assemblies like this, where the Representatives of freemen are gath- 
ered together and where the voice of the people, through their Repre- 
sentatives, is not to be stifled by the passions or the interests of an ac- 


*cidental majority. Again, sir, upon extraordinary occasions that have 


occurred in our history, some of which have been referred to here, not- 
ably the case of the force bill, this has been one of the means by which 
vicious legislation has been delayed, checked, and ultimately prevented, 
and the people of the country saved from a misapplication of public 
power of this House. 

But, sir, I undertake to say—and I speak for myself only, because I 
find it sufficient employment for me to form opinions from examination 
of publie questions and to regalate my own vote thereon without un- 
dertaking to control or to dictate to others, or even to advise them 
spani for myself, I say that this power of demanding a majority of 

whole House upon the passage of a bill is a power to be prudently 
and sparingly exercised. It is not to. be the ordinary medicine of the 
Constitution, to be applied to a diseased majority whose mental balance 
has been overturned for the moment. Not at all. It is mostly in such 
cases as are indicated by our State constitutions, where this rule is ap- 
plied, that it ought to apply in this House, 

-For illustration, I go to the constitution of my own State. She is 
under a fundamental law, adopted in 1873, which is satisfactory to her 
people, and her rule, deliberately considered and almost unanimously 
adopted along with other changes, is that upon the final passage of any 
measure in either house of the Legislature a majority of all the mem- 
bers elected to that house shall vote in its favor, and their names shall 
be recorded upon the journal, and the journal is the conclusive evidence 
of the vote taken. I do not know from anything in parliamentary law 
or in the rules or practice that have heretofore prevailed in legislative 
bodies—I have not learned from any of these sources of information 
that you can get anything but the yea-and-nay vote, pure and simple, 
when such vote is demanded and taken. That is all you can get. That 
goes upon the Journal. That is the veritable vote of the House, and a 
majority of the House or the Speaker can not add to or take from it. 
That is the record which the people have ordered kept, which must be 
kept, and to which, like other records, legal or constitutional, nothing 
can be added. It does not admit of supplement or addition, but, like 
other official records, it always speaks for itself with conclusive and ex- 
elusive force. 

But J think it inconvenient and inadvisable that a part of the mem- 
bers of this House or of any deliberative body of this kind shall, upon 
ordinary occasions, in the ordinary and usual pro of business, re- 
sort to this constitutional and legal power (as I hold it to be in this 
House) of requiring a majority vote. The constitutional obligation to 
take and record such a vote we have not here, but it exists in my own 
State and in other States that have recently adopted new constitutions, 

In the absence of such a direct provision, which I wish were in the 
Constitution of the United States, it seems to me that this prerogative 
of membership in this House, this legal authority of members in this 
House, is one to be exerted in case of necessity; that is, either when an 
e measure is considered on its final passage, when the final 
judgment of the House is to be pronounced, or when the previous ques- 


tion is being prostituted to purposes of party or of profligate legisla- 
tio 


m. 

As to the other point the question of dilatory motions—I should not, 
for one, object (speaking for myself) to some prudent and reasonable 
limitation upon the power to make such motions. Two such motions 
have been pointed out: the motion to take a recess and the motion to 
adjourn toa particularday. These, with the motion to adjourn, might, 
under the former rules and practices of this House, be alternated day 
in and day out for long periods of time, and that not merely by one- 
half or one-third of the House, but by a few members. Now, if gentle- 
men concerned in the formation of these rules had simply modified our 
former rules by which these motions are authorized, if they had brought 
in a rule poue these motions upon the same footing with a motion 
to postpone a bill for the present and some others; that is, providing 
that they could be made but once àt the same sitting, we would in that 
way have cut up and abolished substantially the main gravamen of of- 
fense, the main ground of complaint in this debate, the main pretext 
upon which not that new rule alone, but all these other rulesare intro- 
duced here for adoption. 7 

But how are these rules prepared, concocted, and presented? Our 
Congressional law consists of the practices and usages of the House, the 
written rules and the decisions made by the Speaker or by the House 
itself in former times—these rules, usages, ete., constitute a code; 
and that code ought not to be changed for light or transient causes. 
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The law of Co ought to be settled and uniform, so that we can 
know it at all times—not an unchangeable law, but one subject to but 
few and occasional changes. Congressional law grows up as other codes 
of law grow up, fromexperience, From the necessities of the case, as they 
appear from time to time, rules are formed or usages established, until 
finally you have a complete system. When your completed system is 
worked ont in practice, when it comes to beapplied, you will find out 
occasionally that some imperfection ap that abuses grow up; and 
you do exactly what the Legislature of a State and what Congress it- 
self does with reference to general legislation: you adopt an amend- 
ment directed to the abuse and limited toit. You do not undertake to 
go down fundamentally and change your whole code or the main parts 
of it unnecessarily. You ought not to find it necessary to challenge 
conflict of opinion by these changes; you ought to make them in a spirit 
of conciliation. 

What ought to have been done by gentlemen leading the majority of 
this House? If there was an abuse, such as dilatory motions, which 
required amendment or curb, half a dozen leading men on each side 
of the House ought to have met together and conferred like liberal, 
broad-minded gentlemen representing great constituencies of the Amer- 
ican people, and acted jointly in this matter of order in the House and 
in the conduct of its business. There ought to have been a conference 
of this kind invited by the leaders of the majority; and from such a 
conference there would doubtless have come a few changes—judicions 
and wholesome changes—which would have prevailed perhaps by a 
unanimous vote of the House, at least by a preponderating vote. That 
course would have saved agreat déal of time ; a good deal of bad blood 
would have been prevented ; and the proceedings of this session on to 
its close would have been comparatively harmonious, and useful and 
fruitful in good results, compared with what we may now expect under 
the course which has been adopted. 

But what is done? One branch of the Committee on Rules incubate’ 
changes, and after they are through, what next? A caucus, a consul- 
tation of one side of the House, of one class of members, in private— 
practically in darkness, thongh there may have been a little glaring 
gas-light overhead. A hurried vote is taken, and everybody present is 
pledged how he will vote to make law for present and future Congresses 
in the open sessions of this House, No objection is ventured and no 
debate takes place, The law of the House is thus made in secret by 
a part of its members; and they are expected afterward, by mere force 
of numbers, against argument and against protest, to impose those 
rules upon the Honse. 

Now, sir, on the 29th of January, when a motion was made to take 
up an election case in this House, I voted against the motion because 
the minority of the Committee on Elections were not prepared to con- 
sider it. The subject of rules also was then in process of consideration. 
I voted against taking that case up, and as it turned out I did so alone. 
Immediately afterwards, there not being a majority of the whole House 
voting on that motion—immediately afterwards the Speaker took his 
leap in the dark, into a region hitherto untrodden by any Speaker of 
this House—a proceeding the outcome of which no human being can 
now foretell. He determined that he would vote (for that is the sub- 
stantial result)—he would vote for the non-voting members of the 
House; he would place their names on the record without their consent, 

The next morning on a motion to approve that Journal and upon a 
motion for the previous question to stop all debate upon the approval, 
I voted No.“ So likewise in the last three days upon the question 
of the approval of the Journal I have voted no.“ These votes will 
stand upon the record forever as a protest against the action of the 
Speaker of this House. They require no explanation and no delense; 
but I refer to them for the purpose of indicating my position upon this 
question of breaking a quorum. I hold that this power isto be resorted 
to only upon extraordinary occasions; not upon usual ones. On the 
other hand, I hold that the members of this House have that right 
under the Constitution and the law of the House, and that when the 
Speaker violates that right his conduct instead of being approved should 
be strongly condemned, It has not yet, at least formally, received the 
approval of a majority of all the members of this House. 

In brief—and this will conclude my remarks on this point—I consider 
this power to demand a majority vote of the House on a bill or on or- 
dering the previous question a defensive power, a protective power, to 
be resorted to by members to defend their right to debate bills and 
when they seck to protect their people as far as they can against griev- 
ous and profligate laws. It is not to be used as an aggressive power or 
upon slight oceasions of offense. 

There is another rule proposed : That the Speaker shall not entertain 
dilatory motions. Now, what does that mean? One of the worst things 
in framing a law, whether a law of this House or a law for the people, 
is to use vague terms which nobody can exactly understand, which do 
not convey clearly the intended meaning of those who make it. Dil- 
atory motions’? When a measure is pending, is not a motion to ad- 
journ a dilatory motion? Does it not delay action on the bill? Is not 
à motion to postpone a bill toa future day or to make it the special 
order for a future time a motion fordelay? So I might go on and one- 
half of the motions made in this House might be enumerated as dila- 
tory motions. They are necessarily so in their very nature. 
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Another class of motions may be dilatory, not because they are such 
essentially in their own nature, but because of the circumstances un- 
der which they are made. 

Now, the Speaker is to decide without rule, without limit, what is 
dilatory under circumstances which exist when the motion is made. 
As I understand it, from his ruling on a question of that kind there is 
no appeal to the House. Sir, one of the things I read when young, 
about logic, was John Locke’s direction for reasoning: “ Define your 
terms.” What do you mean by dilatory motions in these proposed 
rules? What is the chart you give to the Speaker to guide him 
through the intricacies of this new field of power? If he is in fayor 
of the passage of a bill, this rnle would arm him with the power to 
declare all motions dilatory which interfered with the quick passage 
of the bill; and if he should be opposed to the bill you arm him with 
powers equally destructive. I am therefore opposed to what has been 
proposed in reference to dilatory motions. 

One thing more. You propose to make the quorum in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, where bills are mainly considered, one hundred, 
less than one-third of the whole membership of this House, Sir, this 
House is the House of Representatives, bound by the provisions of the 
Constitution which apply to this House, no matter in what capacity it 
sits and acts, To use a familiar expression, it can not wnhouse itself 
and become something else, It may act under different rules in one 
capacity from those which may be observed in another, but still it is the 
House of Representatives and bound by the provisions of the Consti- 
tution which apply to it. Therefore this rule that one hundred mem- 
bers shall constitute a quorum in the Committee of the Whole is plainly 
obnoxious to constitutional objection. 

Sir, I choose to take the Constitution as it is understood by the peo- 
ple. It is to be taken as those who adopted it understood it and as 
the people of the country now understand it, when it says the Honse 
quorum shall be constituted of a majority of all the members elected 
to it. The people will understand it applies to the House whether 
amending a bill in Committee of the Whole or acting upon it in any 
other capacity under our rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I would like to have two or three minutes more. 

Mr. LANHAM. J ask that the gentleman be allowed five minutes 
longer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended 
five minutes, to be taken out of the time on that side of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire simply to add in this connection what 
has been hitherto unnoticed during the course of this debate, and 
thatis the tendency, as I believe, of this new rule to make a lean 
House and encourage absenteeism, one of our most prominent evils. 
Ifa hundred members can actin Committee of the Whole, whenever you 
have a bill like the amendment of the tariff or any other great public 
measure under consideration in Committee of the Whole the members 
will not be likely, excepting those who are participating directly in 
the discussion, to remain, but will scatter, go home, one be here and 
one there, and not present to hear the debate or share in the delibera- 
tion, and so the tendency of the rule will be, as I have said, to produce 
a lean House, 

This, Mr. Speaker, is a great evilin itself, and I hope gentlemen will 
not adopt, independently of constitutional objection, this rule and imi- 
tate thereby the English Parliament, whose members are away in Egypt, 
or in the western part of this country hunting buffalo, or in various 
continental cities, up in Scotland, all over the world, and when a great 
party vote is to be taken, which occurs once or twice in the session, tele- 
grams have to be sent to all parts of the world to secure their attendance. 
This is because they have a low quorum in that body. Do not therefore 
adopt that rule, I beg of you, in this House, because it will seriously 
injure the character of the House, depreciate the character of its pro- 
te and lead to infinite mischief. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with what I 
desire to say in this connection, I wish to make a remark on the point 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania who has just taken his seat, 
in regard to a quorum in the Committee of the Whole. As I under- 
stand it, the Constitution of the country nowhere makes provision for 
a Committee of the Whole. There is nothing said about it in the Con- 
stitution, and it is borrowed entirely from the system of practice pre- 
vailing in the British Parliament, so that there can be no point made 
that it is unconstitutional.. Theaction of the Committee of the Whole 
is not conclusive on the House any more than the action of any other 
committee of the House. Its action may be reversed or entirely set 
aside by the House, so that the point of the gentleman I think has no 
force. 

Mr. Speaker, as has been well said by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, it is only because the old rules on the question of quorum were 
abused that the new rules have become necessary. And that is a suffi- 
cient answer to those who say that the proposed change is an inno- 
yation. The Constitution, section 5, Article I, certainly contains the 
power which this committee proposes to apply, and that it was not for- 
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merly applied is only accounted for by the fact that it was not needed, 


for the reason that gentlemen felt themselves under the same restraint 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who stood on that side of the 
House, a distinguished and honorable and, truth compels me to say, a 
single exception. 

The gentleman says we should have approached this subject in the 
spirit of concession. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen say we could have 
corrected the evil. There is a difference radical on this question, as to 
what shall constitute a quorum and as to whether continuous dilatory 
motions will be allowed. And I have no doubt that this has been ap- 
proached in aspirit of compromise and concession by the Committee on 
Rules, for I am satisfied that on this single question there was a radical 
and irreconcilable difference of opinion which could only be determined 
by taking the opinion of this House. In addition to this, there was the 
other question as to what shall constitute a quorum in Committee of 
the Whole, presenting another point on which there were radical differ- 
ences of opinion that could only be settled by submitting the question 
to the decision of this House. 

I observed in the report of the minority of the Committee on Rules 
that the most serious charge made against the majority report is that it 
is an invasion of the rights of the individual members. I do not think 
this charge is warranted by the facts, as a close examination of the pro- 
posed rules will show. If any change has been made, it is in the in- 
terest of the individual member. Under both the old and the new 
rules every measure proposed has to be referred to a committee. This 
is the rule in all legislative bodies, and the manner of reference is the 
samesubstantially in the new and the old rules. (See Rule XXII.) The 
power of affirmative action of the member is the same as in the old 
rules. Ile has exactly the same right to move for a suspension of the 
rules as in the old rules, 

The days in which this may be done are just the same in the new 
and in the old; but in the new rules the member, by getting a favor- 
able report of a committee, may get his matter brought before the House 
by a majority vote, while in the old rules, in either case, if required 
two-thirds. In view of this fact, all the talk about the increased power 
of the Speaker is shown to be entirely without foundation; for if the 
member can secure the report of a committee and a majority he may 
defy the Speaker, while under the old system the Speaker was an au- 
tocrat who might refuse to recognize a member, and even after he was 
recognized he could only get his measure considered by unanimous con- 
sent or, if on suspension day, by a two-thirds vote. The only way in 
which the power of the individual member is curtailed is as an obstruc- 
tionist; and considering our experience in the last Congress, where a 
single member, by dilatory tactics, harassed and delayed this House 
night and day for nine days, causing the serious illness of some mem- 
bers and the delay of public business, this does not seem to me to be 
objectionable. 

Much has been said by gentlemen on the other side about the action 
of this side of the House in filibustering in the last session, and I think 
our friends have been too free to concede that we set them the exam- 
ple of dilatory tactics; at least 21 members on this side may plead not 
guilty to the charge. There may have been cases where individual 
members did this, but I make the statement, and I challenge contra- 
diction, that there was no time during the entire session when an 
measure was adopted or vote taken when that House was not depend- 
ent on this side for a quorum, except the day on which the Speaker 
was elected, and then they had not a single vote to spare, although 
they had a majority of 12in the last Congress, Even the tariff bill dia 
not receive a quorum, there being only 162 votes for it, although two" 
men elected as Republicans voted for it. Not a single bill passed last 
session that had a quorum of Democratic votes. The Speaker of the 
House, Mr, CARLISLE, had barely one more than a quorum in the con- 
test for his seat (164 votes), though 7 Republicans voted for him and 
14 aided to make a quorum, among whom was the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Cax NON J, and it is well known that most desperate efforts 
were made to secure the attendance of absentees. 

Much has been said about the action of the Republican side of the 
House in the Felton case. For reasons best known to the committee of 
the last House that case was not called up until February, just a few days 
before the close of the session. I wonder that gentlemen on that side 
have not more consideration for their associates than to refer to the Fel- 
ton case, On the call of that case 141 members voted; 21 of those mem- 
bers were Republicans, and 49 Democratic members were either ab- 
sent or not voting. When 49 of their own members refused tovote or 
were absent when the seat of the millionaire Congressman from Califor- 
nia was in issue, it does not come with good grace to make any charges 
against the Republicans. For my own part, Mr. Speaker, I have never 
at any time refused to vote, for the purpose of obstruction or delay, and 
while I have been a member of the legislative bodies of both Illinois 
and Iowa I never in either of those bodies saw any member sit in his 
seat and decline to vote, for the purpose of obstruction. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. May Lask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Did you not fail or refuse to vote on the 20th 
day of January two years ago, as shown by the RECORD? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ihave examined the record in that case and my 
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name does not appear as voting; but my recollection is this: That the 
vote was called on that case late in the evening, and on that occasion a 
large number of members were not present. Besides that, I had asked 
for a division of the question submitted to the House, and on all ques- 
tions where a man is unable to vote either way on account of the joinder 
of two propositions it is a fair parliamentary practice to refuse to vote 
at all, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But does not the Recorp show that you failed 
or refused to vote at that time? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa, It does not show that I refused to vote. I 
admit that on the first call I was not here, but when the case was called 
again the next morning I voted for the consideration of the Felton case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I refer to the Carlisle case, the contest of Mr. 
Thoebe against Carlisle. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I voted against seating CARLISLE and my 
name so appears, and there were 12 other Republicans, 6 or 7 voting 
for him and the others against. 

The fact has been alluded to that in both of those States, Iowa and 
Illinois, a majority of all members elected has to vote on the passage 
of a bill. I do not tuink this provision has had a beneficial effect in 
either State. Iam sure it resulted in Iowa in hurried legislation where 
parties were close, for delay is always dangerous. I remember in the 
session of 1884, in Iowa, when we had a bare majority, when one man 
had to be brought in on his couch, we were compelled to precipitate 
the previous question because one of the majority received word by 
telegram that his son had received a serious injury by an accident and 
he had to leave. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] thanked God with 
unction that he was in his father’s house and that he was here to stay. 
We agree with the gentleman. He is here; he is here to be seen; he 
is here to be heard, and our surprise is the greater that his indignation 
should be so profound because we insist that heis also here to be counted. 
The gentleman is proud of the old Commonwealth, We are all proud 
of its Revolutionary history and its illustrious names. My colleague 
has shown that the report of our committee is sustained by he action 
of that Commonwealth whose constitution is identical with our own. 
It was shown the other day that the action of the committee was sus- 
tained by the greatest living constitutional lawyer of Virginia, Mr. 
Tucker. 

It was shown by my colleague [Mr. PAyson] that the clause in 
our Constitution giving a minority of the House the power to com- 
pel the attendance of absent members was inserted in the Constitu- 
tion on the motion of Mr. Randolph and Mr. Madison—illustrious 
Virginian names, honored in the whole country! Inserted what 
for? Asa piece of meaningless rubbish, without purpose and without 
effect? No; but to give effect and power to the legislative department 
of the Government. I imagine this Prince Rupert of debate would 
cut a sorry figure out in the hills of Virginia ‘‘tearing a passion to tat- 
ters, expatiating on the tyranny of the Old Dominion, which has a 
constitution similar to our own, and where the theory of the commit- 
tee has been put in practice. He will cut a sorry figure denouncing 
Mr. Madison, the father of the Constitution, because of the provision giv- 
ing a minority the power to compel the attendance of absent members. 

he gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] anticipates scenes ot 
the future when members may be brought to the barof the House, and 
why not? Ifthey are absent without excuse the power is expressly 


given in the Constitution, as I have shown, and it was given for a pur- 


pose. The men who made the Constitution did not intend to make 
our Government a rope of sand.“ There have been men who have 
labored to make all of its provisions and guaranties as meaningless as 
possible. And it seems there are men still who fear that too much 
power will be exercised by the Government. But, Mr. Speaker, I haye 
no such fear. I allow no man to go before me in devotion to the Con- 
stitution. It was framed by men who had challenged the admiration of 
mankind for their deyotion toand theirsuecess in defending the principles 
of human liberty. That Constitution was made to preserve and pro- 
mote those principles, and surely gentlemen on this side of the House, 
many of whom spent the best years of their lives in maintaining that 
Constitution and the Union thereunder amid the flames of war, will not 
be thought less attached to its principles than gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber. 

The gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Georgia appre- 
hend great danger under these rules from jobsand schemes. I do not 
see wherein these rules give greater room to fear than former rules, 
unless it may bein the fact that they do not give one man the power to 
defeat new legislation. I believe in the responsibility of parties, but 
there can be no responsibility without power. The rules should never 
be such that the majority could go before the people, as has been 
done by the Democracy in the House for the last twelve years, and 
plead the baby act. The Democratic party has submitted to the rule 
of its bosses because it was afraid to trust itself. Under its rules we 
had only a mockery of responsible government. And we will see under 
these rules whether power may not be exercised by the Representatives 
1 people with justice, moderation, and economy, and I believe it 


The gentleman from Indiana deprecates the increase of the number 


of bills passed in the last few sessions, yet the gentleman knows that 
the increase from 579 to 1,824, of which he speaks, has been made 
under these model Democratic rules, which are too sacred to be touched. 
Under them the appropriations also increased in the last administra- 
tion. This was the inevitable result under a system that made every 
member a beggar for favor rather than an advocate of justice, Every 
one of the schemes, as they are called, which the gentlemen on the 
other side seem to fear, were reported in the last House by committees 
appointed by the late Speaker and composed of men whose honor gen- 
tlemen will not and dare not impugn. 

This Congress has great duties to perform. It should not, it dare 
not, permit itself to be fettered by obstructionists. It should see that 
the men it enfranchised should be educated, made more self-reliant and 
devoted to liberty. It should see that the ballot is made to 


execute a freeman's will, 
As lightning does the will of God. 

Tt should see that taxation is reduced to the limit of national neces- 
sity and levied with a view to elevate American manhood and promote 
American progress, It should see that the pledges made to its defend- 
ers are redeemed. It should see that honest toil, whether on the farm 
or in the workshop, should get the full benefit of its own earnings, and 
not permit it to be consumed by gamblers and cormorants. And to 
accomplish these beneficent purposes, it should haye the ability to ap- 
ply its power, to sət in motion the wheels of progress, and not to be 
limited, as our Democratic friends assert, only to apply the brakes. If 
it performs these duties wisely it need not fear to appeal to the American 
people for their verdict. If it fails it will be held responsible and it 
should be. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemaa will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. By what rule are recognitions now being had ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has had his time. The 
Chair does not understand the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS, I stood third on the list of the Speaker yesterday, 
and Sh or seyen gentlemen have spoken, while I have not been recog- 
nized. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair had no list. 

Mr. ROGERS. There bas been one on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That may be true, but that simply contains a 
list of names of members who desire to speak, but it does not indicate 
any particular order, 

Mr. ROGERS. Either the present occupant of the chair or some 
other gentleman who occupied it in his absence had a list, and Mr. 
CULBERSON, of Texas, had the first place on the list aud gave it to me. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has made no such roll. 

Mr. ROGERS. One moment more; am Ion the Speaker's list for 
recognition ? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is on the Speaker's list, but it 
will depend very much upon the time as to whether any particular 
member can be recognized. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rules, which com- 
mittee consists of five members of this House, two selected from the 
Republican side, two from the Democratic side, the Speaker being ex 
oficio the chairman of the committee, have reported a series of rules for 
the governance of the procedure of this House. What I am about to 
say now in respect to this committee I want understood as applicable 
to that committee which existed in the last Congress as it is to this. I 
have not understood, nor do I now understand, why the most important 
committee of this House, invested with the power of prescribing its 
procedure, should consist of only five members, who should have the 
power to say what rules should govern the proceedings of the House. 
To this committee is given the whole power of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government, so far as the House of Representatives is con- 
cerned, and it is confined to but five members to say what shall be the 
rules of procedure, proposing to abolish the individuality of the Repre- 
sentative and to become the power by which it shall be determined 
what measures shall be proceeded with in the House. 

Nay, more than that, Mr. Speaker, under the operation of that com- 
mittee, consisting of five members, two selected from one side of the 
Chamber and two from the other, the Speaker, whoever he may be, 
whether Republican or Democratic, by his casting yote in that commit- 
tee is invested with the absolute power to determine the rules of the 
House; and I have never understood why this important committee, 
clothed with such important powers, should not have been a committee 
of thirteen or of fifteen, as every important committee of this House is. 

Now, sir, the code of rules which has been reported by this commit- 
tee makes changes in the practices and usages so radical that I do not 
wonder that members on both sides of the House should feel that this 
question is a most important one and one which should be carefully 
considered and debated before the new code of rulesis adopted. They 

ro radical changes in the methods of procedure, among which, sir, 
is the proposition in one of the reported rules that a quorum in Com- 
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mittee of the Whole shall consist of 100 members, 30 less than one-third 
of the members elected to this House. Nay, Mr. Speaker, the proposi- 
tion is to constitute 100 a quorum in Committee of the Whole, to invest 
51 members of this House, not one-sixth of its membership, with the 
power to pass upon every question of legislation that may be presented 
to you; that 51 would be a majority of a quorum of 100. 

It has been said by gentlemen arguing this question in support of this 
code of rules that there can be no valid objection to constituting a quorum 
of the Committee of the Whole as 100, and thus giving 51 of those mem- 
bers absolute power to legislate on all questions; that it is not obnox- 
ious to the constitutional objection, for the reason that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole report to the House, and the House must pass upon 
the action of the Committee of the Whole. But, Mr. Speaker, they 
forget the fact that every amendment proposed to any measure of legis- 
lation being defeated in Committee of the Whole, being voted down by 
51 members of the Committee of the Whole, you do not report the ac- 
tion of the committee on the amendments which are voted down, but 
only report those which are adopted; and thus, sir, you defeat the object 
of the Constitution; and every measure of legislation looking to the de- 
velopment of this broad land and its great resources and industries can 
be upon and voted down by 51 members, the majority of a 
quorum of 100 members. This question was debated in the convention 
of 1787, and that debate was referred to by the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] and the honorable gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH], and they referred to that occasion; but they 
failed to give the result of the vote upon the proposition, and they failed 
to give the reason of the most talented member of that convention in 
opposition to making less than a majority a quorum. They presented 

e ideas proposed by Mr. Gorham and by Mr. Ellsworth in the con- 
vention of 1787, which is like quoting the dissenting opinion of the 
court or, even worse than that, quoting the argument of the lawyer 
who was defeated in the case. 

They presented the ideas proposed by Mr. Gorham and Mr. Ellsworth 
in that convention of 177, and, I repeat, in that respect they are like a 
man who should quote the dissenting opinion of a court or, worse than 
that, whoshould quote simply the argument of the lawyer who was de- 
feated in the case. By referring to the debate in that convention upon 
the very question of what should constitute a quorum, it will be found 
that Mr. Mason gave the reason for it in the few remarks which he made. 
Mr, Gorham proposed that a quorum should be less than a majority, and 
Mr. Gouverneur Morris proposed that a quorum of the House should be 
far less than a majority and aquornm of the Senate far less than a ma- 
jority; but the convention adopted the constitutional provision as it 
now stands, making a majority of the members elected a quoram, and 
a day was appointed to reconsider that action of the convention. When 
the day for reconsideration came and the motion was made by Mr. King 
to make less than a majority a quorum, it was stated by the distinguished 
gentleman to whom I have just referred [Mr. Mason], and he gave this 
reason. I quote from volume 5, page 405, of Elliott's Debates: 

Colonel Mason. This is a valuable and necessary part of the plan. In this 
extended country, embracing so great a diversity of interests, it would be dan- 
gerous to the distant parts to allow a small number of members of the two Houses 
to make laws. The central States could always take care to be on the spot. and, 
by meeting earlier than the distant ones or wearying their ience and out- 
staying them, could carry such measures as they pl e admitted that 
inconveniences might spring from the secession of a small number, but be had 
also known good produced by an apprehension of it. He had known a paper 
emission prevented by that cause in Virginia. He thought the Constitution as 
now molded was founded on sound principles, and was disposed to put into it 
extensive powers. At the same time he wished to guard against abuses as 
much as possible. If the Legislature should be able to reduce the number at all 
it might reduce itas low asit pleased,and the United 5 be governed 


by a junto. A majority of the number, which had been ag: on, was so few 
that he feared it would be made an objection against the plan. 


Mr. Speaker, in the English House of Commons 40 members consti- 
tute a quorum for the ordinary transaction of business, and they have 
gone even further than that in the House of Commons and provided 
that for the consideration of private bills 20 members make a quorum. 
Upon this question I want distinctly to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that neither the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] nor 
his colleague from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] gave the vote of the con- 
vention on the question of changing the number that should constitute 
a quorum from a majority to a less number. How did that vote stand? 
It stood in this way. Upon the proposition made by Mr. Gorham and 
Mr. King to make a less number than a majority a quorum there were 
ayes 2. Delaware and Massachusetts alone voted for the proposition, 
and every other State in that convention, 1787, in which each State had 
an equal representation, voted against it, as will be found in the vol- 
ume before me. The vote was as follows: 

Massachusetts, Delaware, ay, 2; New Hampshire, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
ear lata Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
no, 9. 

Thus it will be seen that the question as to what number should con- 
stitute a quorum was gravely debated in the convention of 1787 and 
was there determined, and that determination ran the gantlet of every 
convention in every State that adopted the Constitution and met no 
proposition for a change. 

Itis now said, however, that when the House resolves itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole it is not the House, and that therefore, by a sub- 
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terfuge, you may avoid the limitation of the Constitution and declare 
that less than a majority of the members elected shall constitute a 
quorum. If you may declare that 100 members shall be a quorum, 
you may declare that 50 members or that 20 members shall be a quo- 
rum, 

Power, Mr. Speaker, is always stealing away from the hands of the 
many to the few, and never has that been so illustrated as in this delib- 
erative body, representing immediately the people, where you sit here 
in your seats like stones and allow the whole power of the House to be 
concentrated in a committee composed of five men, of which commit- 
tee the Speaker is the chairman, with the casting vote, This proposi- 
tion is against the action of the convention which adopted the Consti- 
tution and against the plain, positive terms of the Constitution itself. 
For, sir, when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whol 
is it the House or is it not? Is ita part of the House or the whole of it? 
You do not, in that case, resolve that you will send a measure toa spe- 
cific committee, and the case is not analogous to that of an ordinary 
committee. It is the House itself, absolutely the House, not a part of 
the House, but the whole House which goes into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering certain legislation, 

Therefore, if you can clothe 100 members with power to constitute a 
quorum, you can clothe 20 with the same power, and make your rule 
the same as it is for a quorum to consider private bills iu the House of 
Commons in England. I say, therefore, that this rule is an attack by 
the House of Representatives upon the Constitution of the United States, 
which prescribes what the House of Representatives shall be and by 
what powers it shall act. 

But it has been said and it has been decided by the honorable Speaker 
now presiding over this body that the Speaker possesses the power to 
correct the Journal. I deny that he has any such power under parlia- 
mentarylaw. He no such power, and the most distinguished 
writer on thatsubject lays down the rule with reference to the question 
of who shall keep the Journal of the House. I quote from section 418 
of the work of Mr. Cushing on Parliamentary Law: 


The journal is to be kept or made up, in the first instance, by the clerk al 
who is the sworn recording officer of the assembly, subject only to the con 
of the assembly itself, and not to the control of the presiding officer or of any 
other member, though in cases of difficulty and importance the form of entry 
has been settled by a committee appointed forthe purpose. So, too, the assem- 
bly itself may direct a particular proceeding to be entered or not to be entered 
on the journals, or to be entered thereon in a particular manner, or with ex- 
8 remarks stating the grounds of it. in general it is the custom in the 
egislative assemblies of the United States to make the entries in the journals 
in a more concise and summary form. It appears to be a general rule in the 
keeping of the journal of a legislative assembly that nothing shall be spread 
upon it at length, by the way of correction or otherwise, which the assembly 
has previously refused to admit. 

The practice is very general with us, though the secretary or clerk is an in- 
dependent officer and in the first instance makes up his record of the p 
ings of the assembly without 7 dictation, for the clerk to read over, at the 
commencement of each end sitting, the journal of the preceeding sitting. The 
journal is to be corrected either at the suggestion of a member or upon motion 
when the reading is completed. It is then considered as approved by the as- 
sembly, to which no formal vote or proceeding is necessary ; if the correction 
suggested or moved is made or none is suggested, the approval of the assembly 
follows of course. This proceeding can not take place without the presence of 
a quorum, 

How do you find ont whether a quorum is present? You find it out 
alone by a call of the yeas and nays. The Constitution provides in 
section 5 of Article I that “a majority shall constitute a quorum,” and 
that 

The yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, 
at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

Would this House possess the power to say thata less number should 
have authority to call for the yeas and nays? Unquestionably not. 

Again, when a bill has passed this House and the Senate and gone to 
the Executive and has been vetoed and comes back to the House in 
which it originated, what power has the House to act otherwise than 
as the Constitution prescribes? Such a bill, if repassed, must be re- 
passed by a vote of two-thirds of both Houses, having been first con- 
sidered in the House in which it originated and secondly in the other 
legislative branch. 

But in all such cases— 

I quote from the Constitution— 


in all such cases the votes of both Houses shall be determined by yeas and 
nays, and the names of the persons voting for and against the bill shall be en- 
tered on the Journal of each House, respectively. 

Would the Speaker of this House dare to exercise the authority to 
entera member’s name upon such a vote? For if he possesses the power 
to make a record in the one ease he possesses it in another; and if by 
this subterfuge you may avoid the plain and simple provisions of the 
Constitution, then you may avoid its provisions in every other respect. 

Again, sir, it bas been stated by my honorable friend from Cincin- 
nati [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] that the function and purpose of the Con- 
stitution of the United States was to give expression to the will of a ma- 
jority. Ideny the proposition at the very threshold. On the contrary, 
sir, from the phrase we, the people of the United States,“ at the be- 
ginning of the Constitution, down to the signature of George Washing- 
ton at the close of this sacred instrument, this whole Constitution is in- 
tended not to give expression to the will of a majority by one over the 
rights, interests, property, and lives of a minority by one, but every 
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Isay the power with which the Committee on Rules is invested, when 
doled out to the chairmen of the various committees, is like the power 
which Cæsar exercised when he ruled over Rome and proclaimed that 
Cæsar was Rome and every satrap doled ont that power with his ipse 
dixit as the law of the land, and the farther you got from the Roman 
capital the greater was the power and the more tyrannically exercised. 

And so it is here, and I will call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side who are new members and gentlemen on this side who are 
new members to the provisions of the rules. You will be silent. Ah! 
not you, but your constituents will be silent, the vast representation 
we have behind us made powerless to be heard in the House of Repre- 
sentatives because you sat in your seats and allowed the Committee on 
Rules to manacle you hand and foot and prevent you from doing that 
which your constituents sent you here to do. I have seen it, Mr. 
Speaker, in my own person in a former Congress. WhenIcame here I 
became the victim of it. I remember on one occasion, when a measure 
was uader consideration referring to the coinage of silver, a pending 
matter in which my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] had an inter- 
est, the chairman of the committee having the measure in ion 
which was before the House and country granted to the 8 
gentleman from Missouri one minute in which to express his ideas upon 
the subject. [Laughter.] And I thought I could hear the silver dol- 
lars of which he was the father jingling with indignation when it 
was proposed to confine the intellect of the great Missourian to one 
minute, although he can say about as much in one minute as most men 
can in four. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I have seen the time doled out for less than one minute. I say by 
the operation of these rules you will stifle the freedom of the individ- 
ual representative member. When I first came to Congress I modestly 
took my seat and said nothing for a month or two, but finally a meas- 
ure came up, under the control of Mr. RANDALL, and I regret he is 
not here to-day. Some one said to him, here is a new member from 
Mississippi and he would like to have fifteen minutes or more. Mr. 
RANDALL scanned me over—I had not the pleasure of knowing him 
then as I havesince—and he said. Ie is a new member and there is no 
telling what he will say, and he had better not speak,’’ and I did not, 
(Laughter. ] i 

That is the operation of such rules as this. I wish that distinguished 
parliamentarian was here to-day, so that in his short, sharp, didactic 
sentences he might appeal to the good sense of this House not under 
subterfuge to violate the Constitution of the United States. I wish he 
were here to-day, for one blast from his bugle-horn weuld be worth 
more than all that could be said in debate by any time-serving par- 
tisan who for purposes of his own desires to stifle the voice of the 
people and override the great fundamental Constitution. It is the 
shield to us in its every line and letter of that sacred instrument dear 
to the hearts of the American people, from the first article to the clos- 
ing lines and the signature of George Washington. It declares this 
body should be a body of Representatives, not in form, notin ceremony, 
not a sham, but a real body, clothed with the power of representing 
the ponis and speaking for them on all the important questions aris- 
ing before it, and speaking alone by virtue of the quorum which the 
Constitution declares shall bea majority of all the members-elect.’’ 

Now, sir, you propose by the operation of these rules to cut down the 
power of 330 members, to give to 51 members of the House the power 
to pass upon the consideration of the most important questions coming 
before Congress, whether it alludes to the defence of the country; 
whether it alludes to the great agricultural resources of the country or 
whatever it may be; whether it alludes to the great or important ques- 
tion in which the people are more interested than in any other, the 
question of taxation, for that is the question which comes home to the 
humblest as well as to the lordliest in the land. On the question of 
taxation you propose that 51 members of the House of Representatives 
shall have the power to lay taxes on the people. That is the object, 
the purpose, and the end of these rales, and any such action upon the 
part of this House I appeal to the good sense of the members on both 
sides to vote down. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, every phase of all the 
2 presented by the proposed code of rules has been so thoroughly 

iscussed that I do not pretend to be able to add anything of value. In 
what I may say, I propose to address myself more particularly to the 
principal and organic changes which are proposed and to the necessity 
which, at least in my mind, calls for their enactment. In fact, so diffi- 
dent am I—being the modest man of the House; well, I will not say the 
only one—that I should probably haye remained silent had it not been 
for a very kind reference which my friend, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN], made to me on yesterday, and which, although I was 
not then present, he was entirely justified in making for the reason 
that I was present when he began his remarks, I ask the Clerk to 
read an extract from his speech of yesterday, which has not yet ap- 
peared in the Recorn, but which the reporters have furnished me, 
and which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Further on, sir, in the Fiftieth Congress, growing out of that same measure 
which Mr. Washburne had failed to defeat, the Pacific Railroad corporations 
sought, by a bill introduced here, to get for themselves $113,000,000 of the people's 
money. à 


check, every restraint is intended to make this a Government, as far as 
practicable, of the poopie and of the whole people. 

The veto of the te on the action of the House, the veto of the 
House on the action of the Senate, and the veto of the President on the 
action of both Houses—I quote the emphatic language of that great 
philosophical debater who cut to the kernal every question that he 
touched in his short, sharp, incisive method of debate—this veto of one 
House over the other, and this veto of the President over both Houses, 
was not intended as a stoppage to legislation, as a stoppage to the ac- 
tion and will of the people, but was designed to strike another key in 
the popular voice, and bring it out in more full and perfect harmony. 

This is the function of every restraint which the Constitution places 
upon the action of a majority, demanding that this shall be a Govern- 
2 not composed simply of a majority by one ruling the fortune and 
the destiny of a minority by one, but that it shall be a Government 
rene over the whole country and embodying, as far as practicable, 

e consent and will and judgment of the entire people. 

In the convention of 1787 every State bad a vote. Delaware stood 
upon an equality with every other State. And, sir, it is worth while 
to recall the remarkable manner in which that Constitution was adopted 
and the spirit in which the proceeding took place. It was adopted by 
the States, and each State had a vote upon every proposition presented 
in that Constitution. 

Nay, more, sir, so far from this being a Constitution which was de- 
signed simply to give expression to the will of a majority of the people, 
numerically considered, there are provisions in it that shelter the small- 
est State in the Union from the aggressions of all the others combined. 
Delaware, which, since the adoption of the Constitution, has had buta 
single Representative on this floor, while she has always had two Sena- 
tors in the other branch of the national Legislature—Delaware, with 
her 77,000 inhabitants, can put a veto upon all the other States and all 
the people of all the other States upon any proposition to destroy the 
equality of the States in the Senate of the United States, that grave 
body which Mr. Calhoun denominated “ the favorite of the Constitu- 
tion.” 

I say, therefore, that no man who asserts that this is a Constitution 
intended to give expression to the will of a bare majority has read 
the history of its formation and adoption and its submission to the peo- 
ple or studied the terms of the instrument itself. Delaware stands in 
the Senate of the United States, with her 77,000 inhabitants, upon a 
perfect equality with New York, with her 5,000,000 of people. Ay, 
more, Mr. Speaker, Delaware can not be deprived of that equal voice in 
the Senate except by her own consent, Thus, under this Constitution 
which gentlemen declare was intended to give ia eT to the will of 
a majority, the*smallest State of the Union, with but a single Repre- 
sentative on this floor, is absolutely clothed with power and authority 
to defeat the will of all the other States upon a proposition to destroy 
the equality of the States in the Senate. 

It was wisely provided, Mr. Speaker, that in passing all measures 
looking to the development of this great country and the protection of 
its citizensa majority of the members-elect should constitute a quorum. 
Is the House of Representatives going to evade that by subterfuge? Is 
it going to say that when you go into Committee of the Whole 106 
members, 51 of whom constitute a majority, shall possess the power of 
legislation? Sir, no more dangerous stab has ever been made at consti- 
tutional forms of government than is contained in this provision. You 
may pass it, but, as was well said by my friend from Pennsylvania, 
Judge BUCKALEW, you will see in the House of Representatives the 
vacant seats that are seen in the House of Commons of England and you 
will have to send your whippers-in all over the United States to bring 
in your absent men whenever you want to vote on a question of impor- 
tance, or you may be content to exercise the power with which this 
mere junto of men, the Committee on Rules, consisting of four men, 
with the Speaker, may undertake to endow you; you may be content 
to pass all the measures of this House by a majority no greater than 
that by which the House of Commons passes every measure. Such a pro- 
ceeding, Mr. Speaker, is in contravention not only of the spirit of the 
Constitution but of its direct terms. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another feature of these proposed rules to 
which I have great objection. I have always doubted the propriety, 
when the people send a petition here, that you should slip it quietly 
into the petition-box and never let it be read before the House to which 
the Constitution gives the people the right to petition. But you now 
288 to go further and provide that all bills shall be presented, not 

open House but shall be submitted to the Clerk and by him referred 
under the direction of the Speaker, without even the titles being read 
to the House, and without giving the House the power to say on the 
first introduction of the bill, This is an offensive measure and we will 
strike out its enacting clause at once. 

More than that, these rules propose that when you refer a measure to 
a committee the committee shall have the power to make its report when 
it pleases, and that the report shall not be submitted publicly to the 
House, but shall be handed to the Clerk and printed in the RECORD 
the next day. What authority and power have we to say to our con- 
stituents whom we were sent here to represent that we have consented 
to such a proposition as this? : 
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and I will endeavor to maintain that belief by my action in the fut- 
ure. Bnt when you go beyond that, when you go to the length of claim- 
ing the right to flibuster as paramount to all other rights, which has 
been done on both sides of the House many a time, and of saying that 
the majority shall not at some time and in some way reach a final vote, 
you go beyond the line of American government, and as well of reason, 
That will notdo. The minority has not that right. 

And I wish to suggest that, as you look back along that historic col- 
umn of eminent men who have sat in yon chair from the first day of this 
Government until now, while they, in view of the conditions of their 
day and the necessities of their day, followed in their rulings the same 
course, the same general direction, yet to the gentleman who now sits 
in that chair will history accord the credit of doing that which before 
had been considered revolutionary, but which in his conscience he be- 
lieved to be right, which under his oath he felt bound to do, and which 
the people of this Union will approve as being right. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] y 

I think in that excitement I was one of the calmest men in the Honse. 
It was as a circus used to be to me. Iwas like the boy up a lamp-post 
looking at a row in the street, and when fifty of you brethren over there 
were yelling in unison and shaking your fists I enjoyed it hugely. It 
was not my fight. But the thing which impressed me most was the 


conduct of the Speaker. I will risk the statement that a few weeks 


hence, when all have cooled down, there will be no gentleman on the 


other side of the House, no matter how much he may differ with the 


Speaker as to his judgment, who will fail to recognize his suberb cour- 
age, his alert intellect flashing like lightning, and his wonderful pa- 
tience and coolness under abuse, personal abuse. And as you look at 
that line of famous men who have been Speakers of the House I think 
that the country will accord to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], 
who is large both in physique and brain, the credit and the honor of 
having been revolutionary, of having arisen to the present necessities 
of parliamentary bodies and to the exigencies of our Union to-day, in 
that he had the nerve to diverge from the line of the past and mark a 
new line ata sharp angle, which, in the main, will be followed in all 
time to come. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

This action of the Speaker furnishes the answer to the last question 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN. That ruling de- 
stroyed filibustering. No matter whether either my friend or myselt 
might have desired or opposed the action, when once it was taken and 
sustained by the House the days of the old-time filibustering were 
numbered. After Columbus had made an egg to stand on end by 
breaking the shell, anyone could do the same. Either under rules or 
without rules Speaker Reep would hold the same position and be sus- 
tained, so that it is no longer optional with any minority to filibuster. 

Tt has been said that the changes proposed in these rules increase the 
power of the Speaker. Most undoubtedly they do. I can not s:e any 
sense whatever in saying that they do not. Because of that, does it 
follow that we must maintain filibustering as a right of a minority? 
It is not their right. If anybody says two and two are four, I am not 
going to say two and two make five. I will admit that two and two 
are four. And so I will not say that the Speaker's rulings were wrong 
when they were right, because of their consequences. The remedy for 
any evils which may flow from an increase of his power does not lie in 
a restoration of filibustering. In my judgment the remedy lies in 
quite another direction, in the direction of making the Speaker what 
the English speaker is and what the Vice-President is in the Senate, 
simply a presiding officer. 7 

If fous to have my way about it, in addition to the changes which 
have been made in the rules, I would make three or four more. One 
would be to place it in the power of the members of the House to choose 
its standing committees. How isit now? The Speaker, and he alone, 
appoints the committees. It was the same with Mr. CARLISLE and 
Mr, RANDALL, to whom, on his bed of suffering, the sympathies of 
all of us go out greetingly and lovingly and cheeringly. What is trae 
of the Speaker now has been true of every Speaker for the past half 
century. Up to that time, in the first half of the century, the House 
selected the committees, but in the last half the Speaker has selected 
the committees; and it is because of that fact that we to-day find our- 
selves placed precisely where the Speaker chooses to place us, So far 
as I am concerned, he placed me where I wished to be, and I am not 
complaining in the least about assignment or saying anything personal 
to the Speaker, whom I cordially esteem. Iam speaking of the office 
of Speaker. 

When we come here at the beginning of a Congress we are like a lot 
of children in a Kindergarten. We Republicans are of course all good 
boys, and we wait until we are told what places to take on committees, 
and you Democrats, who likewise of course are bad boys, are assigned 
the places which you may take, and when you organize the House the 
proceeding is reversed, and everybody goes where the Speaker tells him 
to go—329 Representatives of the American people are assigned by one 
Representative in the Chair. 

What power have we as to the formation of those committees or the 
legislation that they will frame? None in the world. By his abil- 
ity to construct the committees he may absolutely control legislation, 
because the House can not act on any measure until a committee has 
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reported it. And it seems to me that in this respect there should be a 
further change, a change for the express purpose of securing the right 
of the majority as against a minority of one, a change precisely in the 
line in which we have been going thus far; in other words, the right of 
Representatives upon this floor todetermine by their own action what 
shall be the personnel of committees, and in that way to obtain action 
upon the average legislation desired by the average members of the 
House, 

There is another change which I think ought to be made, namely, 
that the Committee on Rules, instead of being composed of five mem- 
bers, should be composed of fifteen. For this reason: The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], for whom we all have the kindliest 
feeling, was the first Speaker who placed upon the Committee on Rules 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, We all know that these are the 
two masterful committees of the House; they are the controlling com- 
mittees; and when you confine the membership of the Committee on 
Rales to, first, the Speaker, second, the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and, third, the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations—those gentlemen understand, ofcourse, that lam notspeaking 
of them personally, for I love them all—when you contine the member- 
ship of the Committee on Rules to those members, and when you place 
in their hands the power to say that a resolution as to the order of busi- 
ness shall not come into the House at all for action, and give them the 
ability to exercise the tremendous grappling and throttling power which 
that committee does exercise, then, I say, that is an abuse which ought 
to be remedied, because the majority should havea right of control over 
a minority of three; it should be represented by a full committee, and 
the Speaker, in my opinion, ought not to be a member of any commit- 
tee. 

There is another change I would like to see made. Under the pro- 
posed rules it will be within the power of the House at any moment to 
take up any bill it pleases, We are not confined to calendars, as here- 
tofore, We do not have to spend day after day voting on bill by bill 
down through a calendar to reach a particular bill. Under the new 
rule the majority can at any moment take up any measure it pleases, 
Now, in view of that, I would like to see suspension day, which is an 
anomaly in legislation, a legislative monstrosity, utterly wiped out. I 
think there should be no suspension day. Why? Because on that day 
it is solely in the power of the Speaker to say what measures shall come 
before the body and what measures shall not come before the body; but 
now, when the majority of the body itself have the right to say what 
measures they will take up, I think that power of selection should be 
taken from the Chair and that it should be taken away by eliminating 
suspension day entirely from the rules. 

There is still another amendment that I would like to see made. 
When a bill has been considered in Committee of the Whole of course 
opportunity for debate and amendment has been afforded, but where 
the previous question is moved upon a bill that has not been considered 
in Committee of the Whole there is no opportunity for amendment. 
Under the old rule, aud I believe under the new one, thirty minutes 
are allowed for debate, but there is no opportunity given for amend- 
ment. If suspension day is to be retained, then I think there should 
be a change made so as to allow amendment even after the motion for 
suspension is seconded. Now we are allowed forty minutes for debate 
and no opportunity for amendment. So, too, under the other rule re- 
lating to the previous question, Ithink that the previous question even 
when ordered should permit not only thirty or forty minutes for de- 
bate, but also the right toamend. Why? 8 I believe that the 
real rights of the minority are to have an opportunity for fair debate, 
an opportunity for amendment, and then, when these are possessed, 
the right to be forced to take a vote. These changes I would like to 
see made. 

But as to the general proposition whether, with 60,000,000 people, we 
can afford to continue the course we have heretofore pursued, my mind 
is perfectly clear that we can not; and although it may happen that some 
bills to which Iam vigorously opposed may pass, yet, because of that, I 
can not afford to say that there shall be no legislation on pensions, no 
legislation on appropriations, no legislation upon anything that any one 
gentleman chooses to object to; in other words, that we shall proceed 
only by unanimous consent. I can not afford to demand that, and the 
country does not and will not demand it. 

Furthermore, I never have believed that cither my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. Holux with whom I have filibustered many a time 
and against whom I have filibustered more times I have never believed 
that either he or I, or any other one gentleman on this floor, embodied 
all of the fairness and all of the virtue and all of the sagacity and all 
of the courage of the body. There are just as fair and earnest men on 
the floor as I am, and many of them; and I confidently hope that under 
this new course of procedure the country will find that the House will 
be slow to suppress debate; that the majority will be slow to cutoff the 
right toamend; that, in view of the fact that the majority is individually 
and collectively responsible for the legislation enacted here, it will be 
keen and alert todiscuss every measure, to probe it through and through; 
and when such an unmitigated job as the Union Pacific Railroad bill is 
presented I believe there will be found more than enough gentlemen 


i 
renne . 


— . — 


— 


w 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. ` 1245 


on the floor to beat it, and to bury it as deeply as it ought to be buried, 
and I can not express that distance in geographical figures. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Josery D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Kansas has four 
minutes remaining. 
pre JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If there is no objection, I will reserve the 

e. 
There was no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the President of the United 
States by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries; who also announced that 
the President had approved and signed an act and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

An act (II. R. 583) granting the use of certain lands to the city of 
St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) providing for an appropriation for the 
relief of certain Chippewa Indians of the La Pointe agency, Wisconsin. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr, McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a billand jointresolution of the following titles; in which 
concurrence was requested; 

A bill (8, 2404) providing for the purchase of a site and for the erec- 
uoa of a public building thereon at Beatrice, in the State of Nebraska; 
ant 

Joint resolution (S. R. 54) congratulating the people of the United 
Sa of Brazil upon their adoption of a republican form of govern- 
men 

Also, of a concurrent resolution requesting the Presidentto invite the 
King of the Hawaiian Islands to select delegates to represent the king- 
dom in the Pan-American Congress now assembled in the Capital of the 
Republic; in which concurrence was requested. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. CHIPMAN was recognized. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cuarmmnas]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, the 5th day of January, 1642, was 
a memorable day for the cause of both national and parliamentary 
freedom. It ought to he a day sacred to all lovers of liberty. On that 
day Charles I, King of England, appeared at the door of the House 
of Commons with an armed force. He entered the House with his 
nephew, Charles, the Prince Palatine of the Rhine. His brows were 
knit and his eyes flashed as he strode up the aisle. He glanced at the 
place where the patriot Pym was wont to sit and then walked directly 
to the chair occupied by the speaker. Speaker Lenthal sat with the 
mace before him. The King commanded him to sit still. But as the 
monarch strode towards the desk Speaker Lenthal rose with the other 
members of the House. As the King approached, Lenthal left the chair 
and dropped upon his knees, His Majesty ascended the steps leading 
to the speaker's desk. 

The representatives stood with their heads uncovered in stern, re- 
spectful silence, In angry tones the king explained the object of his 
visit. On the previous day he had sent to tho house commanding the 
arrest of Pym, Hampden, Strode, Hasselrig, and Hollis, The Com- 
mons did not respond. The five patriots remained free and the House 
determined to protect them, On this day the King himself came to 
arrest them. They were not in their seats. They had heard of his 
approach and at the urgent solicitation of their friends in the House 
had withdrawn. Charles angrily asked the speaker where they were. 
Instead of meanly replying, “I saw Jack Hampden go into the cloak- 
heey a few minutes ago and Dan Hollis is down in the restaurant,” 
8 Lenthal resolutely replied: “ May it please Your Majesty, I 
h ve neither eyes to see nor tongue to speak in this place but as the 

ouse is pleased to command me, whose servant I am here,” [Ap- 
plauso on the Democratic side.] 
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Speaker Lenthal. Instead of uttering the voice of this House as its 
Speaker that functionary evokes that yoice from silent members and 
then uses those silent members to stamp the subtérfage as genuine, 
No subsequent party sanetion can make this ruling aught but an actof 
tyranny. From this ruling no appeal is permitted. A thousand quo- 
rums made up in the same way can not changeitscomplexion. Every 
yote so taken onlystampsit with deeper damnation. The Speaker him- 
self makes Lt hears independent of the call of the House, and the 
minority is e the instrument of his tyranny. 

Instead of acting as the Speaker of the House and declaring the voice 
it utters he evokes that voice with his eyes and utters what he has not 
heard, in defiance of parliamentary law. Instead of giving the House 
an opportunity to express its will, he takes upon himself to declare his 
own will as the will of the House, and makes his ruling good despite 
the fact thata yea-and-nay vote shows that it is sustained by a minority. 

This is the ruling that it is proposed to sanction by this new code of 
rules. It is a ruling involving a clause of the Constitution. If consti- 
tutional, it needs no incorporation in the new rules, If unconstitu- 
tional, such an incorporation can not make it constitutional. 

It has been said that it takes a score of lies to support one lie. It 
evidently takes nearly as many unparliamentary rulings to support 
one unparliamentary raling. Wandering from the beaten track, the 
Speaker seems to be lost in a wilderness, He orders tellers one day 
and refuses them the next, thus robbing the House of its undoubted 
right to revise his count. 

The Speaker well said at the outset of his usurpation of authority 
that the American people are an eminently parliamentary ple. 
They hold school meetings at nearly every cross-roadand church meet- 
ings in nearly every house of God. They hold political primaries in 
nearly every block of every great city and assemble in mass-meetings 
to discuss nearly every question of public interest, In the smallest 
hamlet of the most obscure county of the least populated Territory you 
will findsome one who has some knowledge of parliamentary rules. The 
simplest of these rules are stamped upon his memory, He has learned 
and he knows that a motion to adjourn is always in order; he has 
learned and he knows that an ap from the decision of the chair is 
always in order. Yet, under this new dispensation the Speaker re- 
fuses to entertain either a motion to adjourn or an appeal from a 
decision. He has done this daily and almost hourly. 

Iie has assumed to question the motives of members in making a 
motion, independent of the opinion of the members of the House, for 
he refuses to allow an appeal. It is an assumption violative of the 
rights of all our constituencies. 

Lookatit. The Representative of the First Congressional district of 
Maine has taken it upon himself to determine the motives of the Repre- 
sentatives from the Third district of Georgia and elsewhere in making 
the simplest of parliamentary motions, If he has this right, why has he 
not the right to determine the motives of the gentleman from Georgia 
in introducing a bill or in presenting a report? And if the Representa- 
tive of the First Maine district has a right to determine the motives of 
the gentleman from Georgia in the exercise of any of his public duties, 
why has not the gentleman from Georgia the right to determine the 
motives of the gentleman from Maine in the exercise of any of his func- 
tions? It is such outrageous rulings as these that are to be perpetu- 
ated in this Congress by the adoption of these proposed rules, 

But I will ify no further as tothe butchery of the simplest par- 
liamentary rules, Everything pales when we look upon the butchery 
of the individual rights of a member. He is bucked and gagged and 
wound in the web of committee privileges until you can hardly tell the 
color of his clothes. Possibly he has already learned that recognition 
is not based upon the rights of individual members, but upon favor. 
He will now learn that he has no rights at all, that all his rights and 
privileges are to be usurped by committees dominated by partisan ma- 
jorities. Even the poor privilege of demanding the reading of a bill 
upon its introduction is refused. If he wants to know anything about 
reports of committees he must watch the Calendars. All the old ave- 
nues for information are closed. Committee rule, hacked by all the 
pride of committee, is to be made paramount, and were it not for the 
recording of his vote the individual member might almost as well go 
back to his constituents, for he could servethem nearly as well at home 
as in this House under the proposed rules. 

Bat time presses, and I must close. I appeal to thoughtfal mem- 
bers not to remove the old buoys and tear down the light-houses that 
have made parliamentary navigation safe in the American Congress for a 
hundred years. Stick to thebroad channel. Cut-offsaredangerous. The 
old ship of state is sound and in good condition. Keep her so. Re- 
morseless wreckers have their eyes upon her, and the men who throw 
her into their clutches will be held to a strict accountability by the 
people, [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CH LPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad that we have arrived 


at a point in the discussion of the differences between this side of the 
House and the other where matters may be considered in a temperate 
spirit, The Speaker of this House, as the organ of the House, can not 
be held responsible, standing simply and alone as an individual, for the 
rulings to which we object. It is not just to him to give all the 
credit or the blame of this wrong. It is not just to the people of this 
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country, it is not just to the democracy of this country, to take that 
position. If wrong is done here—and we think it has been done—he 
must bear his full proportion of the burden of it; but what he says and 
what he does here is not his voice and work alone. It is the voice and 
work of his party, and I for one do not propose in any sense to narrow 
this great controversy to a mere issue against an individual, however 
much I dissent from his action. I blame him; I blame them. They 
both follow the unconstitutional instincts of their party. 

The rules which are presented to usembodies features which are ob- 
noxious. I will notsay anything about the repeal of what are called 
dilatory motions, The great argument of the gentleman from Indiana 
covors that entirely. Those motions have their uses, and I agree en- 
tirely with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuckaLew] that 
they also have their abuses, I only wish that this greatrepresentative 
body of the people could get together upon a question of this nature 
and discuss it in « temperate spirit which would look to the good order 
of the House, and not to any party advantage which is to be gained by 
the rules under discussion. 

I can not say, as gentlemen on the other side have said, that I have 
ever engaged in what is called filibustering for any unworthy purpose. 
I have engaged in it during my brief career here, and upon the occa- 
sions when I did so, especially upon the direct-tax bill, I felt that I 
was doing my duty to my country. I have seen other occasions when 
I thought that this power was abused, when I thought that the business 
of this House was blocked for unworthy purposes. I thought in the 
Felton Sullivan case it was blocked for an unworthy purpose, and I 
have seen on other occasions the use of this proceeding when I thought 
it became an abuse. Still, as shown by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Honan], it has been and may be of high public utility. 

But there is one point in the pro rules to which I especially in- 
vite the attention of the new membersof the House. I do not do this 
in a partisan spirit and am sure they will soon learn that I am right in 
this respect. I presume that I am, according to the contemptuous 
nomenclature applied by the older members here to one and two term 
men, “a yearling,” 

I have seareely gone far enough in my legislative career to have that 
recognition which older men in service here have. But during my 
membership of this House the two great evils, the two great hardships 
which have appeared to me to weigh most heavily upon new members 
have been the tremendous power of the 8 er and the tremendous 
power of the committees. of this House. political matters we have 
two masters, one chosen by of the body, who is the Speaker, another, 
appointed by the Speaker, who is the chairman of a committee, and 

tlemen who think they know their p will find that 
tween the Speaker and the chairman they will nired to have 
clastic consciences and peripatetic principles. You may think you will 
stand by certain landmarks, but power is against you and you will be 
driven in spite of yourselves, because in all your local legislation the 
Speaker and the chairman hold your Congressional career in a very 
strong grasp. 

Now, in both these respects it is proposed to increase the power which 
has heretofore existed, to give the Speaker a Jarger con and to give 
the committees a ter latitude. I can say to you, gentlemen on 
both sides of this House, who come here fresh from the people, who are 
earnest to do good and honest work, who have feeble ideas of what a 
Speaker or a chairman is, that you will find many of your dreams of 
usefulness shattered before your term of service hasexpired. You will 
live, move, and have your being by the grace of these two powers. You 
have already seen how the committee power is exercised in the House. 
This very debate illustrates it. The committee controlling this debate 
I mean no disrespect to its members—all of them made speeches, all of 
them talked as long as they pleased, all of them,when they were done 
talking, appeared to be remarkably well satisfied with what they had 
said, and all of them poet to put a gag upon the rest of us and to 
limit us as to time. You have already tasted the sweets of guardian- 
ship, vou see. 

Mr. ROGERS, They do not give me any time. 

Mr. CHIPMAN.. One of my friends here, and he is a veteran in the 
House, says that they do not give him any time. Perhaps he is not 
thought to embody the trne doctrine upon one side or the other. Per- 
haps he has no friend at court or does not understand the arts to secure 
recognition. But, at any rate, this debate is a fair example, and you 
will And as new members that the old saying Kissing goes by favor” 
was never better illustrated than itis here. Under the power of the 
committees, as recognized by the old and more liberal rules, you had 
great difficulty in bringing your measures, perhaps the very measures 
your constituents sent you here to advocate, before the House at all; 
you had great difficulty in getting a report upon your measures until 
every member of the committee had reported favorably upon his own. 
And when questions arise here for discussion you will find the com- 
mitiees controlling the time in matters of the utmost importance to you 
and your constituents will strike you dumb, will not give you opportu- 
nity to express yens view or the views of those whom you represent. 

regard to the Speaker, ho is omnipotent. Ile may turn his back 
upon youor upon me; snd as a rule Speakers will not recognize and do 


Speaker, as the leader (unfortunately under our system) of the majority 
party in the House, has a very prompt ear and a very kind heart for 
the members of his own party, especially those members of his own 
party who are favorites with him. 

Now, if this is wrong, if this tends to take away from the power and 
independence of the individual member, if it tends to render the presence 
of some of us here utterly nugatory, if under more liberal rules these 
evils have existed, why should we strengthen the power of the Speaker 
and strengthen the power of committees? Why should we put into 
hands which in the past haye always, in my judgment, more or less 
abnged it, a power over ourselves which will make us of no earthly con- 
sequence as members of this House unless we are upon the favored 

ist? f 

There is another objection I have to these rules, and that is an objec- 
tion ta the Speaker seeing“ a quorum. During the earlier debates on 
this subject, when the question tirst sprang up, when we hero weresim- 
ply trying, not to delay business, but to secure some rules under which 
we could do business, rules which we have aright to under the Consti- 
tution, which would govern the majority as well as the minority, the 
Speaker made a ruling in which he was sustained by a minority of the 
House, for no majority has yet sustained him, in which he held that 
he might see“ a quorum, provided he could count a certain number 
of men on the floor, without regard to their vote, action, or non-action, 
and this in spite of a call of the yeas and nays. 

During the discussion at that time, some gentlemen seemed to con- 
cede that such a power could be conferred upon the Spenker by rule. I 
have never conceded that. To my mind the whole matter is governed 
by the Constitution. It is as absolutely provided for under that instru- 
ment as that weshall hold session every year, as that we may author- 
ize a minority to compel the attendance of members, as that we may 
pass an act over the President's veto, expel a member by a two-thirds 
vote, or that the Senate may convict on impeachment by a two-thirds 
vote. The Constitution does not say that you may do all these things in 
noother way, butitmeansthat. My proposition —a proposition in which 
I believe I am sustained by all legal reasoning—is that when the yeas and 
nays are called they are evidence, conclusive evidence, of everything 
which is revealed by the result. Not evidence simply to show you 
voted so and so, not evidence alone to carry back to your constituents to 
show where you stand on a public question, but evidence as to whether 
a majority voted for a certain measure, evidence to show that every pro- 
vision of the Constitution in regard toa quorum has been complied with 
and in foree at the time that result was announced. A majority of all 
the members are the quorum, the number authorized to do business. 
The only way prescribed by the Constitution to ascertain whether that 
number are here is the yeas and nays. 

Gentlemen propose to supplement it. They propose to amend the 
Constitution of the United Stutes by a rule of this Honse; to patch it 
out; to add to it, first, by a decision of the Speaker; second, by a rule 
adopted by a party caucus. I do not deny that under these four or 
Gye constitutional provisions for the conduct of the House there is great 
latitude granted to us in the framing of rules, angall the latitude of the 
parliamentary law as established by precedent; but this provision toas- 
certain the presence of a quorum by the yeas and nays is paramount, 
All rules which we adopt must give way to this, It is exclusive of 
any other rale, when it isresorted to. You may have tellers. You 
may take the vote by vivavoce. You may devise some other method 
by which you may arrive at the result, but when you appeal under 
the Constitution to the yeas and nays whatever they show is conclu- 
sive upon you. You can not eke it out. You can not patch it. You 
can not cover it up. Von can not, in other words, amend the Constitu- 
tion by injecting into ita rule of the House, and adding it to the pro- 
visions of the Constitution. In this respect the Constitution is peremp- 
tory. It has one method which we must all submit to. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the time I have given myself is very short, but 
I have watched this eontrovery with 2 deal of interest, as we all 
have. I have been surprised at the difficnity gentlemen have found 
upon the other side in reaching the conclusion embodied in the ruling 
of the Speaker and the proposed rules. It is a conclusion which is an 
utter subversion of Lee eA poni] Jaw and consequently a perfect dis- 
regard of every precedent established in this House. Among other 
things, so desperate were gentlemen on the other side they appealed 
to an error committed by a lieutenant-governor in the State of New 
York and made that error of a Democrat the creed of their Republican 
party ſnitb. [Laughter and applause, ] 

I thoughtthen, Mr. Speaker, that, with all respect, I might refer both 
yourself and gentlemen on the other side to a greater Democrat who 
lives in New York, who holds that a public office is a public trust, and 
not an adyantage from which to oppress peeves opponents, and that 
the Constitution of the United States is the suprome law, never to bè 
disobeyed, never to be trifled with, never to be made the shuttlo-cock 
of the political passions of the hour. [Lond and continued applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iwill yield whatever time I have remaining to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 
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Mr.CARUTH. The gentleman from Missouri Mr. Dockery yielded 
to me ten minutes of his time, and that added to the two minutes yielded 
to me by the gentleman from Michigan would entitle me to twelve min- 
nites. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has twelve minutes. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, it is a great thing to be àa member of 


Congress. It is great because the position of a Representative is the 
third highest in the system of government we have, Indeed, it is the 
most important office filled by the direct vote of the people. To be- 
come a. Kepresentative in Congress is worthy of the ambition and strug- 
gle of a lifetime. Many gain it and many fail to attain it. It is in- 
tended that a Representative in Congress should be something; other- 
wise he would have been left out of the Constitution. 

The people of the country suppose, when they readin the Constitu- 
tion nbout what Congress may do, that a member of u body clothed with 
such powers as are therein enumerated is indeed a person of consequence; 
and in their biennial elections they endeavor to place in the office as 
their agent some one able and willing to represent their views, legislate 
for their interests, and be watchful of their liberties. In order that all 
sections of the country might be heard, the members of the lower House 
are selected directly by the people from the districts of the various 
States of the Union. 

In those various districts how much contention is aroused when great 
ellorts are made to reach the position so that they may stand upon this 
Mir and voice the wishes and demand the rights of their various con- 
stituencies. The theery is, however much the practice may depart from 
it, that the best and the wisest of the citizens of the country should 
gather at the National Capital around the council hoard. The people, 
when they took their Representative ont of his office, or out of his 
store, or his factory or off his farm, thought that the Constitution gave 
him to them that he might be heard in the advancement of their inter- 
ests as the promoter of their welfire. 

He was to be something at Washington, as he had been at home. 
They had heard vagnely that the Dome on the top of the Capitol had 
extinguished the ambition and destroyed the budding hopes of thou- 
sands of aspiring statesmen, but they were not afraid of the result of 
the trial on their particular member. They would trust him. They 
had heard him on the stump, and his eloquence had aroused the en- 
thusiasm of the masses, and in the court-house he was a perfect tornado 
of oratory, [Laughter.] 

He would hold his own. Dome or no Dome. Out in their respective 
districts the people watch their chosen Representative with expectant 
ears and confident hearts. They expect his appearance in the House 
in a blaze of glory. They expect him to leap to fame at once. Alas! 
they are doomed to disappointment. Their Representative may be 
Wise, he muy be eloquent, he may be by inclination and study thar- 
oughly equipped for legislative work, hut he may lack the opportunity 
to display his talents in any capacity. He may be placed on n commit. 
tee that never meets, never acts, never reports, or he may be incongru- 
ously appointed. 

He may be an active man, but never active enough to catch the 
“Speaker's eye. [Laughter.] Themembersoon finds ont that whilst 
the Dome may be heavy it is not as ponderous as the Speaker's form, and 
its extinguishing power not as great as the Speakers withering gaze. 
The Constitution says that the Congress shall legislate, and intends 
that the members which constitute the law-making hody shall have 
their voice in its legislation. Butpractice has done away with this idea 
and the Speaker becomes the law-maker of the Congress. Ile ought to 
be denominated General Legislator.” [Laughter.] IIe has been 
known at this session of the House as ‘' General Parliamentary Law.“ 
[Renewed langhter.] Now, if it was the intention of our fathers who 
framed the Constitution to place such arbitrary power in the hands of one 
man, why go to the trouble to have a House of Representatives at all? 
Why not elect a Speaker by a direct vote of the country and get rid of 
the necessity of paying salaries, mileage, and stationery accounts alto- 

ther and cover the contingent fund of the House“) inte the national 

reayury instead of paying it ont for extra help, printing, and the thou- 
sand and one things for which it is annually expended. The country 
does not know it. but it is u fact that the Speaker, even under the old 
rules, was a mighty power in the land, could make or leave unmade 
the reputations of members, and could shape the legislation of the body, 

His will was the Inw of proceedings, and the work of the day was 
mapped out in the privacy of his room, after a consultation with a few 
so-called leaders, and the rankand file were supposed to blindly follow 
wherever they led. Recognition was a favor—not a right—and one 
might stand up until he grew to the floor, and say ‘Mr. Speaker 
oftener and louder than anybody, but unless the Speaker so willed he 
would be unseen and unheard forever, Now, I have no cause of per- 
soual complaint, for there never was a man better treated than 1 by 
the wise and impartial Speaker of the last Honse, but this defect did 
exist in the laws, and I thonght could be and should be altered, and 
every man have an equal opportunity upon the floor of the House. 

At first I thought that General Parliamentary Law might do well in 
command of the House. I thought I knew the general. I had heen 
introduced to him at divers times, at various places—debating societies, 
conventions, and the like—by aman named Cushing, who was sup- 


posed to know him well. [Laughter.] Ithonghtthat the principle was 
that firsteome firstserved, and recognition” u merematterof prompt- - 
ness and voice. I was mistaken. General Parliamentary Law was a 
tyrant, a god; his. will was supreme, and he would not see n Dem- 
ocrat on the floor or hear his Mr. Speaker“ when he so willed it, 
althongh he was evidently there and his voice was ringing through 
the House as loud asthe tones ofa calliope. [Laughter and applause.] 

I thought it was some singular defect. of vision which enabled the 
Speaker to see and noten Democrat when he was seated in his chair on 
the floor of the House with his mouth shut and be unable to see him 
when he stood on his feet and was calling attention to himself at tha 
height of his voice. [Laughterand applanse.] It looked to meas if 
he ought to be treated with Mulberry Sellers's eye-water. [Laughter.] 
Bat I feared that he had the disease so bad and was so far gone that 
he would have to be dosed “ externally, internally, and eternally.” I 
have seen this General Parlinmentary Law, acting in accordance with 
this usage, recognize a Republican before he came into view above his 
chair and before the first syllable of Mr Speaker“ had left his lips 

It puts me in mind of the lieutenant-governor of a Western State 
who, during the session of the senate, nddressing the doorkeeper, said: 
“Send out and hunt up Senator Johnson—he is somewhere about the 
capito]—and tell him that he has been recognized and has the floor.“ 
[Great langhter.] Never in any debating society, never in any con- 
vention, never in any deliberative body that I had ever attended has 
it heen said that it was out of order to move an “adjournment” or to 
“appeal from the decision of the chair.“ Yet General Parliamentary 
Law, when he took charge of this House, proclaimed this to be the 
ruje The general was omnipotent, but diſtered from omnipotence in 
one respect: he was not the same yesterday, to-day, and forever. 
[Great laughter and applause on the Democratie side. 

Such antics did General Parliamentary Law cut and so awfully 
did he behave that I came to the conclusion either that he was drunk 
or had lost his mind since my friend Cushing first introduced me to 
him years ago in a Kentucky debating society. He gave me personal 
offense, too, for he voted me against my will and miscalled my name 
and violated the rules of pronunciation recognized in my family for 
over a hundred years with as little compunction of conscience as he 
did the rules of deliberation in this House, which had been established 
for a century [laughter and applause on the Democratic side], and 
world not recognize me when I arose to a question of privilege, al- 
though I addressed him in my londest and clearest tones. Theepisode 
reads in the RECORD: 


Mr. Cancrn, Mr. Spenker 


At its conclusion I felt like Bret Harte’s man at the society who was 

hit in the abdomen, [Laughter.] 
He smiled a sickly smile and curled upon the floor, 
And the subserjuent proceedings interested him no more, 

(Laughter and applause. ] 

T became anxious to get rid of him or to have him define himself in 
some definite way. So Iwasa hearty friend of the resolution intro- 
duced by the gentleman from New York fair. 2 providing 
for the publication of 2,000 capies of the rules of general parliamentary 
law which were governing the House. He did not press the motion 
hecanse it was known that the only thing which could be printed was 
a photograph of the present Speaker, nnd there was nota good negative 
of him in Washington. So I became anxious te have this arbitrary, 
tyrannical general superseded. 

[think some of the other side were potting tired of this course of 
conduct and would not stand it longer. ey wanted achange. They 
wanted the rules. The rules came. The majority of the Commit- 
tec on Rules were eogitating, dcliberating for weeks how they could 
best rule the House. and through the House rule the country, and they 
brought in the code of rules under consideration. Now, Iam afraid 
they are asking us to jump out of the frying-pan into the fire.’ 

They are called rules of proceedings, but they should be denomi- 
nated Rules to magnify the Speaker. glorify the committees, and re- 
press the members of Congress. Asa member of Congress who wags 
the tail end of the Committee of Expenditures in the Agricultural 
Department, and wrestles with the furious, impaticnt, and greedy 
Blair bill confined in the Committee on Education, I want to protest 
aginst the adoption of these rules. I do not want to magnify the 
Speaker; God knows he is big enough now, and great enough, under 
the old rules; but these rules will add to his weight, and size, and im- 

rtance, and when they are adopted, seated on his throne of power, 

e can well exclaim: 
Tam Sir Oracle, 
And when I ope my lips Jet no dog bark! 


Lappe 
Neitherdo I desire to glorify the committees; they have power enough 


now. When anything reported by them is under consideration they 
control the floor on both sides of the question, and yourseductive power 
must be great if you get them to yield the floor to yona few minutes, 
with strict eye kept on the time-piece, and you must indeed be promi- 
nent if you would hearthesweet words, ‘‘I yield the balance of my time 
tomy friend the gentleman from Kentucky, and yet it may only be five 
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minutes, or three minutes, and Ihave even known if to be as short as 
half a minute, [Laughter.] 

No, I said I do not want to magnify the Speaker. I do not want to 
glorify the committees of the House; but least of all do I desire to re- 
pa the individual member of Congress. He is little enough here in 

ashington. He may have been somebody at home; but he is less 
than nobody here, unless he has been indorsed.“ I pity the new 
member. IIe is not recognized by the Speaker in the appointment of 
committees. He can not be a chairman. He can not get the floor, nor 
would he be likely to know what to do with it if he did get it. 

But the people at home think he is somebody, and they are scanning 
the newspapers to see what he has done tow immortalizing himself, 
and expect him to do this before he has found out how to come from 
his residence to the House of Representatives, or tell a Capitol car from 
one bound for the Baltimore & Ohio depot, or has fixed in his mind the 
northeast or the northwest, or the southeast or the southwest portions 
of this beautiful and mystifying city, and before he has a chance or 
half a chance some ambitious individual who wants the seat he bas 
hardly warmed by his presence, pronounces him a stick“ and ‘‘a com- 
plete failure? Under the old rules he might on Monday rise in his 
pan, under the call of States, and present his bill in the sight of the 

eporters and in view of the ladies in the gallery. But, alas! even this 
is denied him under the pro rules. 

He, too, being faithful in his attendance at his committee meetings, 
might be selected to report some pet measure, and then the people 
would see it telegraphed over the country that he had made this report, 
and ‘‘the boys“ in his district, gathering at the country stores or wait- 
ing their turn at mill or barber-shop, ht talk over the distinction 
which had been conferred upon him and unite in the opinion that he 
is “the best Representative the district ever had; but under these pro- 
posed rules he does not stand upin the face of the House and the coun- 
try; he cape his hands for a page and has his report shoved in a box. 

Do not these rules indeed repress him? And is it not practically 
treading on a man when he is down? What is a new member to do? 
How is he to participate! in the deliberations of the House under such 
rules as are proposed? There is nothing left for him to do but to tread 
his weary way from Department to De ment, write letters, or scatter 
‘seeds’? with a lavish hand over his district in the hope that they will 
come forth and bear a rich harvest of votes at the fall election. But 
he can participate, says the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
Wort], by drawing his twelve or thirteen dollarsaday. But, alas! as 
we know to our sorrow, he can not always do that, for some renegade 
Republican from the gentleman's State may creep into our confidence, 
worm his way into office, and run off with our pay. 

So I am opposed to repressing the individual member. I am op- 
posed to the policy which is tending to make him small by degrees 
and W e less. I am opposed to these rules which magnify 
the Speaker, glorify the committees, and repress the individual mem- 
ber. Iam in favor of laws which give all constituencies, through their 
representatives, equal advantages on this floor, rules which recog- 
nize the rights of this large minority, and which will not inaugurate 
in the American Congress— 

* * è the good (?) old rule, 
„ è the simple plan, 
That they should take who have the powcr, 
And they should keep who can 
{Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this country in the last 
few weeks has witnessed scenes unequaled in its history, The Speaker 
of this House, backed by every Republicanmember on this floor, has 
been making a stand for the rights and liberties of the people. That 
battle brought opposition from the Democratic side exceeding in mons- 
trous proportions, in respect to brutality, anything that ever occurred in 
the national Capitol. Only one picture stands out stronger in our legis- 
lative history, and that was when a Democratic club laid the immortal 
Sumner on the floor of the United States Senate, This battle against 
reform has been made like the rioting of a mob, presenting a disgust- 
ing and disgracetul scene to 65,000,000 people. 

Epithets unbecoming manhood have hurled from that side of 
the Chamber at the presiding officer of the House of Representatives. 
„Tyrant.“ ‘usurper,’ corrupt, „packed by a mob, were the 
speeches to which the country was treated. Language that would have 
expelled the user of it from the floor of this or any other legislative body 
has been cast to the country and flashed over the wires. We could not 
afford to call the gentlemen using it to account. To do so would in- 
volve a trial consuming weeks and weeks, This you well understood. 
We were here for business, and we are here still for business. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

The presiding officer, rising to the situation like our granite mount- 
ains, not afraid of hissing storms, frowning clouds, or any other as- 
sault, met the occasion, and calmly and grandly did the duty of the 
hour. As I by that central door, after one of those exciting 
scenes, I heard a gentleman on that side of the Chamber say to another, 
Did you hear the rebel yell?’ [Laughter.] I did not use the term, 
but he understood himself. Gentlemen, understand here and now 
that the Northern ‘‘doughface’’ is an animal of the past. Understand 


that this country has passed through a fiery furnace that has eliminated 
the Northern “doughface.”’ [Applause on the Republican side.] 

You undertook and intend to control this country whether you arein 
the majority or in the minority. You can not do it, gentlemen. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] We mean business; and it is to do busi- 
ness calmly, earnestly, bravely, and patriotically that we are here. As- 
sault after assault from great and small of you has been hurled against 
the Speaker. You were mighty chary of such burning and biting 
speeches when he held a seat on this floor, armed with his fearless elo- 
quence, instead of being tied up as the presiding officer. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Most of you have served by him gad with him 
as Speaker or as Representative from two to twelve years. You did 
not, inside or outside of this Chamber, dare to insult him during that 
period. Is your present course chivalrous? Is this brave? Is this an 
exhibition of what we have been told about Southernchivalry, for men 
to stand here and in front of that desk and hurl epithets at a gentle- 
man who is no Jonger on this floor? If he had been, you would not 
have dared do it, TA plause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, gentlemen, what is the real issue underlying this struggle? 

Mr, OWENS, of Ohio. Iwould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like tocontinue my remarks, 
and then if I have any time left at my disposal I will be glad to answer 
gentlemen any questions. : 

The real question is not that which is now attracting the attention 
of the bright intellects on this floor. Not by anymeans, Whatis the 
issue? Iwillgiveyoumyanswer. It is this: Shall the election methods 
in certain States of this Union now boasted of by men high in recog- 
nized power be brought into this House of Representatives and be here 
protected and enjoyed? That is the real issue. 

Election cases and proposed election laws. Ah, yes; they are the 
trouble. These disturb you. Gentlemen, understand this here and 
now: If there is a member on this floor entitled to his seat, this side 
of the House will stand by him as the old Imperial Guard did around 
the First Napoleon, to defend him in his seat; but if there is a man on 
this floor who holds his seat by black-hearted fraud or red-handed 
murder we will unseat him if we have the power. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Election laws; yes, God knows we need them. The 
Kentucky [Mr. Canuti], who just preceded me, said with a splendid 
burst of eloquence, ‘‘we want a show for our ‘white ally.’ The Re- 
publican party wants a show for its black ally“ [laughter and loud 
applause], and under the Constitution we intend to have it. These 
are the underlying questions of this mighty struggle, He who wants 
to make ittheoccasion for wit or for sarcasm may doso. Standing here, 
I feel myself in the presence of a mighty problem appealing to the pa- 
triotism of each Representative. Standing here with that conviction, 
I shall relax no effort that will make it impossible for the minority to 
throttle theexpressed wishes of the majority in this country. The Con- 
stitution is my warrant, and I shall fight for the rules reported to this 
House. [Lond applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In the brief time allotted to me 
in this discussion I shall confine myself to the consideration of the con- 
stitutional t of the proposed rules. As I understand it, the consti- 
tutionality of no proposed rule has been seriously called in question save 
the one which provides the means for determining the presence in the 
House of a quorum, to wit, Rule XV. Article I, section 5, of the Con- 
stitution of the United States says: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of 
ita own members, and a majority of cach J constitute a qnorum to do busi- 
ness: buta smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be author- 


ized to war we the attendance of absent members in such manner,and under 
such penalties as each House may provide. 


The question arises upon the construction to be given the words 
and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business.“ 

It is contended upon the one hand that these words require not only 
the actual presence of n majority in this Hall, but that they shall act- 
ually participate in the business by voting. It is claimed that they 
may be present, may call for the yeas and nays, may raise points of or- 
der, may appeal from the decision of the Chair, may move to adjourn, 
may debate propositions, may resort to all sorts of dilatory motions 
and to every known method of obstructing business, and yet if upon 
the roll-call they sit silent in their seats 10 refuse to respond, or even 
vote and then withdraw their votes, they are not present to do busi- 
ness. I have not overstated the claim. I have rather understated 
it. Upon the other hand itis claimed that the actual presence of a 
majority of the House of itself constitutes the quorum. 

No claim is made by any one that any business can be done except 
compel attendance, etc., while less than an actual majority is ac y 
present, The claim simply is that whenever a oaen is present a 
quorum is here. A member may not vote, but if here his presence is 
to be counted in determining the question of the presence of a quorum, 
Which claimiscorrect? Which construction of these words in the Con- 
stitution is the trae one? In determining this question I shall not go 
to the precedents set by presiding officers of legislative bodies. The 
ruliugs are too often in rcharacter to pass as high author- 
ity. I prefer to go for light upon this question to the calm, disinter- 
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ested, and impartial decisionsof the courts. I have been at somepains 
to Jook up these decisions, and at the risk of being more tedious than 
is the one who flaunts his arms aloft and tears a passion to tatters,” 
I will ask the attention of the House to some of these cases. Of the 
many I have fonnd I can only in a hasty way refer to a few. 

In the case of Oldknew vs. Wainwright, or as it was sometimes known 
of Rex vs. Foxcraft, decided in the court of King’s Bench in England in 
1760, found reported in 2 Burrows Reports, 1017, upon the question as 
to whether one Seagrave was properly elected town clerk of Notting- 
ham, the facts appeared to be that of twenty-five electors summoned 
for the election twenty-one appeared. Of these, nine voted for Sea- 
grave, twelve did not vote at all, and eleven of these protested against 
any election at that time, claiming there was as yet no vacancy. Ten 
of these eleven signed a written protest to that effect. No person was 
voted for but Seagrave. The case was fully argued; Lord Mansfield 
held: 


Whenever electors are present and don't vote at all (as they have done here), 
they virtually acquiesce in the election made by those who do. 


This seems to be a strong case. It goes further than to hold that 
silence is to be taken as acquiescence. A protest was actually made, 
but because all those actually participating in the election voted for 
- Seagrave, although less in number than a quorum, and, in fact, less 
than a majority at the meeting, were the only ones participatingin the 
vote itself, the election was upheld by the highest authority. Thus 
early and thus firmly was included in the common law the principle 
that if a quorum be present action takeu by less than a quorum may be 
legally taken. 

Coming down to later times and to cases in American courts, I have 
time to advert to but a few. 

The constitution of the State of Minnesota contains the provision that 
all laws ‘‘for removing county seats shall, before taking effect, be sub- 
mitted to the electors of the county or counties to be affected thereby 
at the next general election after the passage thereof, and be adopted 
by a majority of such electors.” 

The question as to the proper construction of the words a majority 
of such electors’’ has upon several occasions been before the supreme 
court of that State for adjudication. That court decided (see Taylor 
vs. Taylor, reported in 10 Minnesota, 107) that these words as used in 
the constitution mean, nota majority of the electors residing or present 
in such county, but a majority of the electors voting at the election. 
Again, thissame construction was followed by that court in the case of 
Bayard vs. Klinge, 16 Minnesota, 249, and again in Everett rs. Smith, 
22 Minnesota, 53, the court in the latter case saying: 

The question must be regarded as settled in this court, 

Again, in the case of Launtz vs. The People on the relation of John 
M. Sullivan, decided by the supreme court of the State of Illinois, and 
to be found reported in 113 Illinois Reports, 137, where, upon a motion 
in a city council to approve a treasurer’s bond, the council being com- 
posed of 8 aldermen and a mayor, 4 councilmen, upon a call for the 
yeas and nays, voted in favor of the motion and 4 refused to vote, it was 
held that as the approval of the officer’s bond was of the same nature 
as his election, without which the election was unavailing, the same 
rule as in elections should apply, and a majority of those voting having 
voted in the affirmative, the bond was legally approved.“ Notice the 
language, a majority of those voting, although not a majority of 
the council, in fact, voted. 

I come now to a case exactly in point. It is the case of the State 
vs. Francis de Lisselline, decided in South Carolina, and to be found 
in 1 McCord, page 63. In this case Justice Nott says: 

The constitutions of this State and of the United States declare that a ma- 
jority shall be a quorum to do business; but a majority of that quorum are suf- 
ficient to decide the most important question. It has already been stated that 
ll constitute a quorum of the board of trustees of the college, which is com- 

of 29 members. Six constitute a majority of that quorum, and the con- 
currence of that number, when only 11 are present, bas always been held con- 
elusive on the whole body. 

Again, in the recent case in Indiana, cited the other day by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], the principle that if a quo- 
rum be present and a majority of that quorum vote in favor of a meas- 
ure, it will prevail, although the others remain silent, was upheld. 

Take these cases, Mr. Speaker, and we find them to establish the fact 
that for over a century it has been adjudged competent for less than a 
quorum to act, if only a quorum be present. That is all this change 
in the rules proposes. If a quorum is here it is to be counted. If here 
it can be counted; if not here it can not be counted. If here to be 
counted, it is here ready to oppose improper legislation. 

Butit may be said that all these are cases in the State courts, and are 
but of limited authority. Well, here is a case in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. It was decided in that court in 1872, and is to be 
found reported in 16 Wallace, 644. It is the case of St. Joseph Town- 
ship vs. Rogers, and came up on error to the circuit court of the United 
States for the southern district of Illinois. A statute of the State of 
Illinois permitted townships to determine certain matters by an election, 
and the result to be determined by a majority of the legal voters of any 
township.” Atan election held in St. Joseph Township less than half 
the voters of the township voted. The Supreme Court of the United 
States held thata majority of the legal voters meant a majority of 
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those voting, and although the votes for and against were less than half 
of the legal voters present in the township, yet as those voting for were 
a Tay of those voting the court held the action legal. 

The rule, then, as proposed is only putting into plain print, in a con- 
cise, clear manner, the doctrine, held by the courts in England and 
this country. It is no new proposition, but simply a codification of old 
doctrine. It is not revolution. It is simply a return to first principles. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] the other day adverted to the 
fact that some States have provided affirmatively in their State consti- 
tutions that a majority of the whole body must vote in favor of a meas- 
ure to secure its passage. He spoke of this as an evidence that our 
proposed rule is opposed to precedent. Why, Mr. Speaker, to my mind 
it proves the opposite. It is because of the fact that precedent and law 
have recognized as legal the action of less than a quorum, provided only 
that a quorum be present, that these States have found it necessary to 
put in their constitutions the provision requiring action by a full quo- 
rum. 

Now, sir, our fathers put no such provision in our Federal Constitu- 
tion. Had they understood that action by a full quorum was neces- 
sary or desirable, would they not have done as those States spoken of 
by the gentleman from Texas have done and put the mandatory pro- 
vision in the Constitution itself? They did not, and we have added to 
the argument to be drawn from decided cases in the courts the argu- 
ment to be drawn from this fact of its absence. 

Every law is supposed to have a reason for its existence, and so every 
provision in our Constitution is founded upon some necessity. For 
what reason is this provision as to a quorum inserted in our Constitu- 
tion; what purpose was it placed there to subserve? In all legislative 
bodies some number is fixed as a quorum, and without the presence of 
which number no business can be done save to compel the attendance 
of absent members, This fixing of a quorum is first to have some defi- 
nite number fixed upon for the sakeof uniformity. If a measure is to 
be voted upon, it is conducive to orderly proceedings to have some num- 
ber fixed by the organic law of the assembly as the number necessary 
to be in attendance while business is being transacted. But there is a 
reason deeper and more serious than the one of mere uniformity or con- 
venience. 

There are always contingencies existing which may operate at times 
to reduce the attendance upon the session of the body to a mere hand- 
ful of members. Accident may prevent, storms may hinder, sickness 
may disable, or inattention may unhappily become too prevalent. To 
guard against action—important action it may be—being taken at such 
times the provision as to number is made, Generally in this country 
it is fixed at a bare majority. In the British Parliament, composed of 
some 600 members, it is fixed at 40. If that quorum be present this 
object is effected. The members being in their seats are at hand to in- 
terpose their objections. If, as has often happened here, they be present, 
but sit silent and fail to exert that power the very requirement of their 
presence gives them, they fail in the performance of their duty, and the 
object of requiring their presence is defeated. 

The member, then, who sits silent in his seat and continuously and 
willfully refuses to vote as his name is called, is false to his trust, vio- 
lates the spirit of this provision of the Constitution, and can not com- 
plain if provision be made by a rule of the House by which his presence 
may be noted and the fact entered upon the Journal. That is all the 
proposed rule does. 

So much has been said about this proposed change and its character 
that it may be well to recall attention to its exact terms. It is in the 
nature of an additional ph to Rule XV. That rule as it stood 
in the last Congress provided, in clause 1, how the roll should be called. 
In this there is no change proposed. Clause 2 provided that— 

2. In the absence of a quorum fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in 
all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the Clerk and 
the absentees noted; the doors shall be closed, and those for whom no sufficient 
excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and ar- 
rested, wherever they may be found, by officers to be appointed by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms for that purpose and their attendance secured; and the House shall 
determineupon what condition they shall be discharged. Members who volun- 
tarily appear shall, unless the House otherwise direct, be ony eg e e yy on 
to the Hall of the House, and they shall report their names to the Clerk, to be 
entered upon the Journal as present. 

In this no change is proposed save in transposing the words the 
doors shall be closed;’’ so that they will follow immediately after the 
word House. The change proposed, and which evokes such earnest 
opposition, is in the additional paragraph 3. Thatreadsas follows. I 
quote it entire: 


3. On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the S er, before 
the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to make 
a quorum] in the Hall of the House who do not vote, shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with thenames of the 
members yoting, and be counted and announced in determining the presence 
of a quorum to do business. 


Now, that’s the whole of it. Within the compass of these lines lie 
all that has been denounced so fiercely and so often upon this floor as 
‘“‘revolutionary,’’ corrupt, usurpatory,“ and damnable.“ How 
absurd and ridiculous these epithets appear when confronted with the 
actual terms of the pro rule. ese terms are so concise and 
simple that no words of mine can make them plainer. 
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Sir, this rule is warranted by the terms of the Constitution. It is 
not subversive of, but in pursuance to the Constitution. The line of 
decisions I have cited show that it is within the meaning of the words 
of that instrument, as the meaning of similar words have been con- 
strued for over a hundred years by the courts. 

I have confined myself to the constitutional question, and shall not 
speak of the wisdom and necessity of the measure. These have been 
fully presented by others and are already well understood by the 
country. However parliamentarians may refine and lawyers may quib- 
ble, the great business sense of this practical country can not under- 
stand how any decent, honest legislator sitting here in a seat he has 
been elected to fill, which he is paid to occupy, and which his obliga- 
tions to his constituency and to his country require he should occupy, 
ean object to being counted, as he in fact occupies it, [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the 
House buta few moments, and I hope that I shall steer as clear of all 
politics as did the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuckaLew] 
when he made one of the most admirable addresses that I haye heard 
in this House. 

When we came into this House to take our seats we took our oaths 
to do something, and I propose, in the few moments I shall oceupy, to 
examine the question as to what we took our oaths to do and to refrain 
from doing when we entered upon the discharge of our duties in this 
House, 

Mr. Speaker, scarcely any of the duties or rights of members of the 
House of Representatives are recorded in the Constitution or were ever 
recorded in any rules that any House of Representatives of this country 
ever adopted. When we read certain provisions in the Constitution of 
our country we read them in view of the common law, the birth-right 
of every man, woman, and child that is born of English-speaking par- 
ents. Thatis the foundation of our Constitution and of all rules that 
govern this House, and it is to that primarily that we took our oaths 
when we took our seats in this body. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask what the issue is that is presented to this House. I find that the 
Constitution, section 5, clause 1, reads: 

A majority of each House shall constituteJa quorum to do business, 
The position of the opposition on this floor, if I understand it, is 
cally this, namely: That they will prevent this House from doing 
ness unless the Republicans have at all times present in the House 
within four of the whole number of Republicans elected, and that to 
enforce upon the House and the country their will they in effect insist 
upon adding to clause No. 1 of section 5 of the Constitution the follow- 
ing words: 
And to adopt any question,“ upon a roll-call,a number equal to the number 
required for a quorum shall vote in the affirmative. 

Now, what I claim is that the opponents of the proposed rules, as 
reported by the committee, in violation of their oaths (if I understand 
our oath of office), propose to read into the Constitution the words which 
I have just read here, and I submit, Mr. Speaker, that it is as much in 
violation of the Constitution to read into it, as binding upon all the 
members of this House, any provision that is not in it, as it is torefuse 
to obey a clause in the Constitution, clearly admitted to be there by all 
the members of this House. 

Let us see a little further. I find that parliamentary law, as stated 
on page 8 of Cushing’s Laws and Practice of Parliamentary Assem- 
blies— 


Is now a branch of the common law, and as well settled as any other; and it 
may be known and determined beforehand with at least as much facility and 
certainty as any other part of the civil or common law. 7 


And again: 

All matters * ought to be determined, adjudged, and discussed aceording to 
the course (taken in) Parliament, and not by the civil, nor yet by the common 
law, used in the more inferior courts.” 

And every member on this floor will consent and admit that this 
House is the final court of last resort, not only to determine what the 
law is, but what it ought to be. I know we have a Supreme Court of 
the United States which determines whether we act wi the Consti- 
tutin; but we ourselves, in the making of laws, first pass upon that 
question. Again, Cushing says: 

Parliamentary law is now a branch of the common law, as well settled as any 
other; and it may be known and determined beforehand with atleast as much 
facility and ty as any other part of the civil or common law. 

Mr. S er, I am very glad that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] present so that he may ask himself the question whether we 

‘sailing on an unknown sea, as he declared a few days ago. 
Idonot believe that there is as much difficulty in determining what the 
„common law is that governs parliamentary assemblies,” and all as- 
semblies of the people, as there is in determining what is the common 
law that applies to other subjects. 

There is not a meeting of a body of men, large or small, in this coun- 
try that is not governed by ‘‘parliamentary law,“ not that which is 
enacted in statutes or in special rules, but that which is commonly 


known as ‘‘common law.’’ There is not.a board of directors, there is 
not a board of city councillors, there is not any number of men what- 
ever that get together to do anything whatever whose doings may not 


be reviewed by the court under the common law of parliamentary 
practice,” and if their proceedings do not conform to it those decisions, 
whatever they may be, will be overruled and annulled by any court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

Further, I find some light thrown by this work on the duties of Con- 
gressmen. What are our duties? What did we swear to do and not 
to do when we took the oath of office as members of this House? Cush- 
ing, speaking of the position and duties of members of Parliament, which 
are analagous to our own, uses this language: 

They are not citizens and burgesses only for the places for which they serve; 
but they are then members of Parl ent, serving for every county, city, and 
borough in England, for the kingdom, and are obliged by the duty of Parlin- 
mentmen to take equal care of the good and safety of every county, city, and 
ee of England as they are to take care of those which pastionvasly chose 

It follows in the first place, from this principle, that every member represents 
and binds both-himselfand his fellows, 

That is to say, every member of this House has aright to the opinion 
of every other member on every question that is brought in here for 
discussion, and when any member of this House declines to give his 
opinion he violates my rights and the rights of every other member. 

Then, in paragraph 726: 

ry member, as soon as he is chosen, becomes a representative of the whole 
body of the Commons, without any distinction of the place from whence he is 
sent to Parliament. 

It seems to me that parliamentary law, the fundamental law upon 
which our Constitution is based and by which many of its provisions 
are explained, has settled that question beyond a ea 

When we took our seats we did not swear to ar ress our immediate 
constituents or the 60,000,000 people of this entire country from this 
Hall, nor even this House from our seats—many of the most able and 
useful members of this House never utter a word upon this floor—but 
we did swear that we would attend the sessions of this House and that 
we would honestly give our votes on every question submitted, or we 
swore to do nothing. There is no middle ground. 

We did not swear to sit idly by and refuse to act. We engaged to 
act as legislators, and there has been no way yet discovered of legisla- 
tive “acting” other than by voting and parliamentary law, and no 
rules of any legislative assembly know any action other than in our votes. 

Then, again, on the question ofa quorum parliamentary law is equally 
clear. I read from paragraph 253: 

The presence or absence of a quorum can always be ascertained by counting. 
This is usually done by its presiding officer. For the pu of ascertaining 
phan of a quorum is present every person who is entitled to vote is to be 
coun . 

I call attention also to the language of paragraph 264: 

The right of a legislative assembly, after it is regularly constituted, to have 
the attendance of all its members (except those who are nt on leave or in 
the service of the assembly), and to enforce it, if necessary, is one of its most un- 
doubted and important privileges. 

That is to say, we do not depend upon that clause in our Constitu- 
tion for our right to enforce the presence of members of this House. 
By the very fact of our existence we would have had this. power under 
the common law of all English-speaking peoples had there been no 
such provision in the Constitution, 

I read also from paragraph 1795: 

When the 8 is put, all those members, and they only, who are then 
properly in the House are allowed and may be compelled to vote, 

That is common law, and that is what every one of us swore to obey 
when we took our oaths, 

When a division is demanded, all the members who were in the House when 
the question was put upon which the voices were given are 8 rmitted 


but compellable to vote, and consequently are not at liberty to withdraw from 
the house. (Paragraph 1800.) 


Again: 

It is a part of the duty of the tellers to see that every member votes in the di- 
vision who was in the House when the question was originally put. If, there- 
fore, they discover any members in the places or passages within the House, but 
not within the body of the House, who do not retire with the members, it is 
their duty to bring such members forward and to compel them to vote. (Par- 


agraph 

When, in the course of a division, a question arises as to the right or duty of 
a member to vote, depending on the fact of his being in the house or not when 
the question was put, the practice is for the speaker to inquire of the member 
whether he was present in the house when the question was Mr If he an- 
swers that he was, the speaker directs him to vote. (Paragraph 1812.) 

The SPEAKER. ‘The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, at which 
time, as determined by the House, a recess was to be taken until 8 
o’clock this evening, the Chair declares the House to be in recess until 
that time. 

AFTER THE RECESS, 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. GROSVENOR, as Speaker pro tempore, 
who directed the Clerk to read the following: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1590, 
Hon. CHARLES H, GROSVENOR is hereby designated to act as Speaker pro teme 
pore at the session of the House this evening. Pye 


Speaker House of Representatives, 
Hon. EDWARD MOPHERSOXY, 
House of Representatives. 
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THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has met, pursuant to order, 
for the purpose of continuing the debate on the pending report from 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, neither my servce in this House nor 
my knowledge of general or special parliamentary law would justify 
me in speaking upon the pending question of the adoption of rules now 
before this House. 

But, sir, there are constitutional questions of the gravest character 
involved in the adoption by this House of clause 3, Rule XV, which 
reatis as follows: 

On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, before 
the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to make 
a quorum] inthe Hall of the House who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of the 
members voting, and be counted and announced in determining the presence 
of a quorum to do business, 

Upon which I entertain decided convictions, and believing as I do 
that upon the question of a call of the House being ordered by one- 
fifth of the members, neither the House, by a rule of its adoption, 
nor the Speaker, by his eye, his senses, or his count, can add to or 
detract from this constitutional right for the purpose of making a 
quorum by causing the names of non-voting (even if present) members 
to be added to the roll-call so ordered, I shall consider that question 
or rule alone. For one hundred years the doctrine has prevailed that 
upon a call of the House a quorum can only be shown by the answer 
of a majority of all the members elected to the House responding to 
such roll-call. During all that time no one has doubted that this was 
constitutional, nor does any one now doubt its constitutionality, 

Yet it is now gravely and vigorously urged and pressed by a majority 
of this House that a course and method, upon the score of the inconven- 
ience of the rule that has hitherto prevailed, shall be overthrown and 
destroyed, and thisin spite of the protest of a minority nearly as numer- 
ous as the majority that such change is violent, revolutionary, and un- 
constitutional. 

As reasons for this change we are told that the conveniences to the 
majority in the way of doing business” will justify it to the coun- 
try. I repeat that every argument advanced by the majority side in 
this Chamber is based upon the inconvenience of doing business“ 
under the rules heretofore prevailing in this House. 

Stare decisis is the motto of courts of justice, and in the construc- 
tion of written laws it is scarcely ever departed from. Say the courts 
over and over again: We deem it important in the construction of 
statutes (i. e., written law) to adhere to what has already been ad- 
judged;”’ therefore, the judicial interpretation becomes adopted into, 
and forms a part of, the statute, and should not be changed. But, say 
gentlemen, ‘‘ We have no judicial construction of the Constitution upon 
the powers involved in these rules.” Ay, that is true, but where cus- 
tom or practice has by usage for a long period put a construction upon 
a statute or a written law, such usage is classed at common law as of 
equal value with the doctrine of stare decisis. This was also the doc- 
trine of the civil law. Said Lord Coke, the father of the common law, 
more than two hundred and fifty years ago: 

It is the common opinion, and common opinion is of good authority in law, 


Yes, it has been common opinion for one hundred years that a roll- 
call of yeas and nays could not be supplemented in any manner; and 
this common opinion, this usage, by the doctrine of inconvenience in 
finding direct roads and short-cuts to the public Treasury, is to be over- 
thrown and destroyed. I offset this doctrine of usage before the country 
to this latter-day doctrine of inconveniences ’’ to a majority bent upon 
plundering the public Treasury. 

It is fundamental, and not to be denied, that the authority of Con- 

is subordinate to that of the Constitution. No loyal man 
eny this; no one will, unless he be a modern radical Republican. 
This being true, no rule of Congress can rise above or be in opposition 
to the text and meaning of the Constitution. 

Time and again it has been decided by the courts of last resort in 
divers States that where a trial court below had made rules in conflict 
with statute laws of their State such rules were void and without au- 
thority of law, even when made under a general provision of law con- 
ferring power to make rules for their own government, 

By analogy of reason and under the same canons of construction, if 
any rule now submitted to us is against the text and meaning of the 
Federal Constitution, it is of no value or binding force. 

Statute laws and constitutions have two great attributes alike, to 
wit, they are written laws and they are subject to the same arbiter 
generally for their construction and meaning. The law books say that 
statutes and constitutions, being alike in writing, are also alike in being 
referred in all matters of doubt for decision to the same judicial au- 
thority, and as a general thing are subject to the same maxims of con- 
struction. 

What are some of these rules of construction? Whence did they 
emanate? Let us consider. Statutes in Great Britain existed long 
pe to our Federal or State constitutions; and, as we draw our legal 

owledge largely from the common-law rulings of that country, if is 
the custom of all our law writers to consider and treat of those maxims 


and rules applicable to statutes and taken from the common law first 
and then use and apply such as the law deems applicable from their 
Meine to a construction of our constitutions, whether it be Federal 
or State. y 

I shall content myself by calling the attention of the Honse to a few 
of the most important, such as are of universal applicability, alike to 
a statute or to a constitution: 
4 1 2 pr gives flve rules (pages 60 and 61, Book 1). Rule 2 is as 
ollows: 


If words happen to be dubious, we may establish their meaning from the con- 
text, with which it nay be of singular use to compare a word or a sentence 
whenever they are ambiguous. equivocal, or intricate. Thus the preamble is 
often called in to help the construction of an act of Parliament. Of the same 
nature and use is the comparison of a law with other laws that are made by the 
same | ator, that have some affinity with the subject or that expressly re- 
late to the same point, 


Story in his Commentaries, fifth chapter, third book, gives eighteen 
rules of construction as especially applicable to the construction of the 
Federal Constitution. I cite Nos. 2, 6, and 12: 


Rune 2. We are to consider its nature and objecta, its scope and design as ap- 
arent from the structure of the instrument viewed as awhole and also viewed 
n its component parts. 

Rut 6. A given power is not to be extended by construction beyond the fair 
scope of its terms merely because the restriction is inconvenient, impolitic, or 
even mischievous, 

Ruts 12. The maxims which have found their way not only into judicial dis- 
cussions, but into the business of common life, as founded in common sense and 
common convenience, are applicuble to the construction of the Constitution. 


A great law writer, Mr, Sedgwick, has said the means to be em- 
ployed in arriving at the legislative intent arrange themselves under 
two heads: First, those within the statute under consideration; sec- 
ondly, those outside the statute; and in another place, page 19, he says: 


The general rules of interpretation are the same whether applied to statutes or 
constitutions, 


I now read from the same authority, pages 199-201: 


In the first place it is an ancient and well settled rule that where any cause 
of doubt arises, although apparently the doubt attaches only to a particular 
clause, the whole statute is to be taken together and to be examined to arrive 
at the legislative intent. The best expositors of all letters patent,” says Lord 
Coke, “and acta of Parliament are the letters patent and the acts of Parliament 
themselves, by construction, and comparing all the parts of them together, Op- 
tima statuti interpretatio est (omnibus particulis ejusdem inspectus) ipsum statulum; 
injustum est nisi tota lege inspecta; una aliqua ejus particula proposita judicare vel 
r ere. 

he rule has been repeatedly affirmed. So in Pennsylvania it has been said 
that in construing any part of a law the whole must be considered; the differ- 
ent parts reflect light on each other, and if possible such a construction is to 
be made as will avoid any contradiction or inconsistency. So in Massachu- 
setts it has been said that in putting a construction upon any statute every part 
shall be regarded ; and it shall be so expounded, if practicable, as to give some 
effect to every part of it. So again in Michigan it has been decided a cardinal 
rule that, in the construction of a statute, effect is to be given, if possible, to 
every clause and section of it, and it is the duty of courts, as far as practicabl 
so to reconcile the different provisions as to make the whole act consistent an 
harmonious. If this becomes impossible, then we are to give effect to what 
was manifestly the intention of the Legislature, though by so doing we may 
restrict the meaning or application of general words, 


Sir Edward Coke, in his work upon Littleton, written in A. D. 1628, 
laid down this cardinal maxim or rule of construction for a written 
document of any kind, which is to-day a canon of construction more 
valuable than it could have been in A. D. 1628. 

Co, Litt. 210—" Designatio unius est exclusio alterius, ebeapressum facit ces- 
sare tacitum.” Translated in our law dictionaries as follows: The specifying 
of one (thing) is the exclusion of another, and that which is expressed makes 
that which is understood to cease.” 

And lastly we are to construe the whole instrument, whether statute 
or constitution, so thatall its provisions may be harmonized if possible. 
This has been decided in a large number of the States; among them, in 
Pennsylvania, incongruities“ were so construed as to harmonize 
with the general intent of the whole and in Alabama it is held that the 
sections of a whole code upon one subject are to be construed as a sin- 
gle statute. 5 

All of section 5, Article I, of the Constitution is upon and treats of 
one and the same subject, to wit, the mode of procedure in the House. 
It reads as follows: 

Each House shall be the ju of the elections, returns and qualifications of 
its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ness; buta smaller number may adjourn from day to day,and may be author- 
ized to compel the attendance of absent members, in such manner and under 
2 0 eee each House may provide. 


tach House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
— disorderly behaviour, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 


3. Each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings, and from time to time 
publish the same, excepting such parts as may in their judgment require se- 
crecy ; and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question 
shall, at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

4. Neither House, during the session of Congress, shall, without the consent of 
the other, adjourn for more than three days, nor to any other place than that 
in which the two Houses shall be sitting, 


There is only one clause besides this section which might be said to 
belong to a code of procedure“ in the House, namely, clause 5, sec- 
tion 2, Article I: 

The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers. 

Section 5, then, is to be considered as one comprehensive whole. It 
is to be construed as one whole and indivisible command. Every part 
isto be pregnant with a meaning. Noone part is to be of superior 
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weight or merit over another in construction. For it is a code of pro- 
cedure to regulate and control the business of the House. 

Can such a construction be had? Can such meaning be given to all 
its commands as to make each pregnant with meaning, and yet not 
dwarf or violate the command or meaning of another clause or order? 
I think it can. I think, further, that such construction has been given 
to it for a hundred 5 and that it is to be ſound within the scope and 
breadth of the whole of section 5. Ifa man or party shall so focus his 
mental vision and intellect as to see this part, and this only, of section 5, 
to wit, And a majority of each House shall constitute a quorum to do 
business, then it may be that the ruling of the Speaker, in counting a 
list of silent members to add to those voting for the purpose of making 
a quorum, is correct, 

But that is not all of the kindred subjects relating to the government 
and control of the House. The quorum to do business“ as a com- 
mand is not superior to the command thatthe record of that business— 
that is, the Journal of its proceedings’’—shall be kept by the House. 
Who authorized the Speaker, where did his authority come from, 
when he directed the Clerk of the House to record my name as being 
present and not voting, and done for the express purpose of making a 
quorum? Again, the Constitution, the supreme law to which aH must 
bow, says: 

And the yeas and nays of the members of either, House on any question shall, 
at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

Said Sir Edward Coke, two hundred and fifty years ago: The speci- 
fying of one thing is the exclusion of another. Thus one-fifth—often 
and often not one man—coming from the opposite side of the Chamber, 
exercises this constitutional grant of privilege. They want the yen“ 
or the nay of the members; they desire the highest manifestation 
of the active intellect and judgment of the members. That, and that 
only, pure and simple, they desire. No visible presence and a silent 
voice will answer. Much stress is put upon the words ‘‘to do busi- 
ness. Yes; all chimes possible have been rung upon these three words, 
**to do business.“ 

That is all in the Constitution, gentlemen on the other side can see. 
T read in section 5 these other words ‘‘on any question.“ They are as 
broad and comprehensive as the words to do business. I see as clear 
as living light that any question!“ is broad enough, comprehensive 
enough, to mean ‘‘on every question;’’ to mean that it embraces all 
things and all questions and all subject-matter that can by any terms 
be included in the whole scope and meaning of the words to do busi- 
ness;’’ and if it does this, and one-fifth of the members of the House can 
order the yeas and nays,” then the terms of that order exclude every- 
thing else. The order is clear, unequivocal, without limitation, and 
without addition. 

Yet whensilent members are countedand added, theSpeaker, as here- 
tofore, and the rule as now pending, to give force and vitality as they 
say, on the score of convenience to the words to do business, must 
run rough-shod over and trample upon two other equal commands of 
the Constitution, to wit, the Speaker must make the Journal his own, 
and not the Journal of the House, and he must add to the constitu- 
tional privilege accorded to one-fifth of the members to have a roll-call 
of “‘yeasand nays’’ alone a record of the silent members he may see 
present. Like*a man in a bed of quick-sand, every effort to extricate 
himself made by the Speaker, after his first misruling, but plunges him 
deeper and deeper into a quagmire of constitutional difficulties. The 
roll-call is the mode and the only mode, when it is invoked, known to 
the Constitution to determine the presence or absence of members. 
That is safety. All other modes are danger. 

If, however, we act upon the wisdom of the rules of construction I 
have read, Mr. Speaker, discarding the question of convenience,“ 
and determined to abide by and uphold the Constitution, in all its in- 
tegrity and purity, we can not fail to arrive at a correct construction 
by conside: all the context of section 5. In so doing, focusing our 
mental vision upon the whole section, we discover one supreme and 
constitutional method of recording a vote; and we discover that the 
language used in giving this power to one-fifth of the members is broad 
enough to authorize its use by the constitutional number, upon any 
question,“ and upon every question embraced in the words “ to do 
business, and that to this solemn mode of making a record all other 
modes must yield, whether it be by sound of the ayes and noes, a 
count by the Speaker, or a division by tellers. 

These are all doubtless constitutional and convenient when not chal- 
lenged, and when they are done in the presence of and with the tacit 
consent of a majority present yielding assent to those modes of doing 
business” inthe House. This mode keeps intact not only this direction, 
order, or command of the Constitution, but equally keeps the Journal 
of proceedings under the supervision of the House, and of its servant, the 
Clerk, and free from interpolations from any source, even the Speaker. 
It harmonizes all the provisions of the “code of procedure of the 
House, set forth in section 5, prevents hasty and ill-considered legis- 
lation, guards the Treasury, eliberation as well as wise laws, 
prevents scandal if not actual fraud, prescribes a fixed rule as well as 
& majority actually voting upon every question, and will secure and 
perpetuate a record in which the whole country will have faith and 
an abiding conviction of its truth and integrity. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now recognize the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] in the time of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SPINOLA], who is not present. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, if [had not been a victim of the Speaker’s 
“grip’? for the last ten or fifteen days I would not now occupy the time 
of the House; but being one of those unfortunate members whom he 
never failed on any roll-call to stigmatize by name as not discharging 
their public duty by occupying their chairs here and not voting when 
they saw proper not to do so, I thought some occasion would occur at a 
cooler moment that would enable me to reply to that insinuation and 
to cast off that imputation, if there is any imputation in it. 

We are branded here and have been for several days, by our friends 
on the other side of the House, as ‘‘obstructionists;’’ we have had ap- 
plied to us almost all the epithets that they could apply. But what- 
ever the conduct of members on this side of the House has been on this 
question, the party on the other side has been equally objectionable in 
the past. Whatever may be our conduct now, there are on the other 
side of the Hall ex-“ obstructionists.“ I remember distinctly that 
in the last House, just before weadjourned, when this side of the Cham- 
ber was pressing day and night and hour by hour the contested-elec- 
tion case from California of Sullivan vs. Felton, the present Speaker of 
the House was asked by some member Why don’t you try this case?“ 
And I remember his swaggering from his seat down to the aisle and say- 
ing, We will not try the case; we have lost faith in the jury.“ 

We had tried just before that the case of Smalls vs. Elliott; and the 
Democratic majority voted to keep Elliott in his seat. We were desir- 
ous to try this other case to see whether there was anything in it; but 
this gentleman, who now presides over this House withiron hand, strode 
down the aisle saying, We have lost faith in the jury.“ And you on 
the other side would not consent to try that case, and filibustered against 
the case three days. Now, if we have lost faith in the other side of the 
Chamber, we are occupying no different ground from what you gentle- 
men then did. 

But we are now confronted with a question which was not then be- 
fore the House. It will be borne in mind, Mr. Speaker, that during 
this session there has been no filibustering of any consequence carried 
on by either side of the House. There has been no question presented 
during this session that has warranted the action taken now by the ma- 
jority, whatever that action is. 

I think that gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber would gladly 
agree at any time to a proposition that the rules should be changed, 
and I myself was much incensed from the experience which we had 
during a portion of the last session, when we were detained here for 
four or five days by a single gentleman on this floor, who was enabled, 
by a succession of motions, to defeat the consideration of all public 
business whatever. But because of that wrong, which can be remedied 
in @ reasonable, in a Jawfal, and in a constitutional manner, because of 
that injury which was inflicted upon the public business at that time, 
it is no excuse that you shall entirely violate the Constitution and the 
laws that have governed this House for a hundred years. 

Mr. Speaker, to right a single wrong would be an easy matter. I 
question if a single member on this side of the House will object to so 
amend the rules that no one man could obstruct the proceedings on the 
floor. But even if these changes could not be made it would not be 
half as dangerous to the country as the proposed rules, because all that 
a member could do under the old rules would be to obstruct. Ile could 
not inflict upon the country dangerous, wrongful, or wicked laws, as 
can be done under the proposed rules. The new rules simply transfer 
the one-man power from the floor to the one-man power in the Speaker's 
chair, and give him authority to inflict upon the country laws dangerous, 
deadly, and in the interest of the party he represents. ? 

This, Mr. Speaker, is a very serious question and one that in my 
judgment strikes at the very foundation of the Government itself. The 
common law of this country, that wonderful system which has grown 
up by accretion in the last thousand years by the ability of learned 
men and the practice of the courts; a system that is agreed on all hands 
to be the concentrated wisdom of ages, which is the perfection of hu- 
man reason; a system which has been eulogized by such men as Coke 
and Blackstone and all the ablest writers on law, and which has given 
liberty to mankind for centuries—with such a system as that before 
you, is there a man, a lawyer, a statesman in America who is bold 
enough to strike down the whole system atone fell blow? There is 
not one. It ought not to be done for any reason. The system of rules 
adopted in this House, while they are not as old as the common law, 
yet many of them have existed for the lifetime of the nation, existed 
for a hundred years, and now we are asked at one fell blow to wipe 
them out of existence and see a new system inaugurated, a new order 
of procedure adopted, some parts clearly void I think, if nota violation 
of the law of the land. From the very organization of Government, 
Mr. Speaker, until the present time there has been a constant struggle 
between the people and those who rule. 

A constitution is a lease of power. It is a contract between the people 
and their rulers that the law shall be administered in a certain way 
within certain limitations. That is all that the Constitution is. The 
people who are in power are constantly grasping for more power and 
the people are constantly resisting usurpation by their rulers. In no 
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five hundred years of the history of the world has a greater attempt been 
made to grasp power and take it from the e and transfer it to the 
rulers than is now attempted to be done code of rules. It is 
unprecedented to take from the people the right to be represented on 
this floor as their Representatives may think proper. So far as I am 
concerned, and speaking for myself, if a law is to be passed in this House 
which is obnoxious to my people, which I regard as being wicked and 
wrong, I think I have the right to defeat that law in every constitu- 
tional way that I can and by the exercise of any method that I may be 
able to avail myself of. 

I believe it to be my right as well as my duty to defeat it in every 
constitutional way that I can, but if the House can not compel me to vote, 
then, sir, it is but common sense that it can not count me if I do not 
vote, because the one is tantamount to the other, You can notcounta 
man’s vote who does not cast his vote, but you do just the same when 
you count him as present and participating in legislation when he takes 
no part in it, and if I vote against the bill when the bill can not be 
passed without my vote Iam a party to that law. Let gentlemen deny 
it as they will, that is common sense, because if by withholding my 
vote the quorum is broken and the law can not be passed, then if I vote 
against the bill I am as much to blame as the man who voted forit. I 
say this is common sense, and the people understand it, 

It is not enough to say that you voted against a vicious law. The 
Constitution requires that a quorum must vote, and no law can be 
passed without a quorum votes pro or con, and if a party can defeat 
the passage of a vicions law by breaking a quorum it is his duty not to 
vote. Speaking for myself, if an attempt was made in this House to 

the Blair bill, the Federal election law, or to extend the power of 
the national banks, if I could prevent their ë by breaking a quo- 
ram I would remain in my seat without voting until my term expired, 
and I know my people would ratify my acts. There is nothing in all 
this country dearer to the American people than the Constitution of 
their country. It cost too much treasure and blood to be surrendered 
now. It is especially dear to the Democratic heart, for that party 
rocked its infant cradle and sustained it in peace and war. 

The Democracy has always rallied to its support in unbroken line, 
and stood rock-ribbed and unterrified for the supremacy of the Cousti- 
tution and the eternal principles of truth and justice. Mr. Speaker, 
the Constitution is too closely blended with the history of the Demo- 
cratic party that they should now wish to relinquish it withouta strug- 
gle ora pang. They are too firmly allied to that sacred instrument to 
remain silent and see it die or its provisions violated. It proclaims to 
the world the sovereignty of the people and immutable justice and 
truth. Itis the Constitution that gives us national life and liberty 
and attracts to us the eyes of the civilized world, and its light must go 
forth like a bright angel of God to unbar the prison doors of despotism 
the world over. When our forefathers won their Independence, they 
solemnly pledged themselves to maintain liberty as a natural right, not 
only against attacks from without, but from within. 

The result was the Constitution, establishing the triune Goyernment, 
executive, legislative, and judicial. This also is concrete and easily 
grasped, but back of it there is still the ‘‘ideality”’ of such overshad- 
owing importance that without it Presidents, Supreme Courts, and Con- 

are not necessarily more the guardians of liberty than they are 
the instruments of oppression. Everything else in the Constitution is 
form and manner of expression. This one thing is the fact: that gov- 
ernment can justly exercise no power that has not been expressly granted 
to it beforehand. 

This is not only the central fact of the Constitution, but the central 
principle of American Democracy, to which the party has always ral- 
lied, however divided it may have been on other issues, The Democ- 
racy has always been the party of the Constitution, because the aim of 
the Constitution is to restrict the powers of Government by the majority 
as much as possible and to leave the citizens as free as possible. Dur- 
ing the hundred years since the adoption of the Constitution other par- 
ties have come and gone, transmitting their opposition to this principle 
to their successors, but the Constitution remains and the Democracy 
remains to defend it. 

And, Mr. Speaker, they are here to-day to defend it on this floor, and 
if the Democratic party should ever die the Constitution would die 
with it. 

No one, as far as I can see, has any objection to amending the rules of 
the House so far as the same is necessary to the orderly transaction of 
business, but they should not be so amended as to violate the Constitu- 
tion of our country. We insist that the Constitution itself settled the 
manner in which laws must be enacted. 

The Constitution provides in section 5 of Article I that a majority 
shall constitute a quorum,” and that— 

The yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, at 
the desire of one fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal, 

In all such cases the votes of both Houses shall be determined by yeas and 


nays, and the names of the persons voting fur and against the bill shall be en- 
tered on the Journal of each House respectively, 


Now, the Speaker of this House assumes to have authority to enter 
the names of members who do not vote on the Journal of the House at 
his own sweet will, whether such members desire it or not, in order to 


make a qnorum. Is this authorized by the Constitution? We think 
not. In January, 1880, when this question was before this House, 
Alexander H. Stephens said in regard to this rule: 


That rule has been the rule of this House, I think, since the First Congress. 
There have been divers attempts to amend it to make members vote whether 
they will or not. You have the right to bring them into the House, but no 
House has ever yet adopted any measure to punish a member for not voting. One 
distinguished Speaker of the House once said: Lou may bring a horse to wa- 
ter, but you can not make him drink,” 

I think we had better leave the rule just as it is. All parties since the begin- 
ning of the Government have occasionally, when in a minority, absented them- 
selves to break up a quorum and thus prevent the passage of an obnoxious 
measure. They do it inour Legislatures. It has been done in the Legislature 
of my State, and, I suppose, in the Legislature of almost every other State. 
2 have done it from time immemorial, and I suppose they will continue to 

oit. 

I think we had better leave it just as we find it. [know of no way unless we 
attempt to punish a member for absenting himself or not voting when present. 
Suppose we bring an absent member into the House, as we have a right to do. 
But when he is brought in and he refuses to vote, what then? The gentleman 
from Illinois has just now stated that they could be counted to make a quorum, 
But what ofthat? A quorum—a maoniy of the House—must not only be pres- 
ent, but must join in the business of the House, either for or against a measure, 
to make theaction valid. If they are in and do not vote upon the passage o 
the bill or measure in the House, they do not make a quorum in the transaction 
of business. You can not pass the bill or measure unless a quorum votes! You 
can not count those voting for the bill, and say of all others, constructively, that 
they voted against it, and thus pronounce the measure carried! Your Journals 
must show the yotes—the yeas and nays ofa goora for and against the mesas- 
ure, But under this amendment there could be no such record. You could 
count the votes of those present and not answering to their names only by con- 
struction. Thi¥#could not rightfully be done. You must have the votes before 
you can rightfully count them. 


When this same question was before this House, at the time Mr, 
Blaine was its Speaker, he used the following language when he was 
asked to do what you, Mr. Speaker, are now doing: 


ee — be no record like the cali of the yeas and nays, and from that there 
no appeal, 

The moment you clothe your Speaker with power to go behind yourroll-eall 
and assume that there is a quorum in the Hall, why, gentlemen, you stand on 
the very brink of a volcano, 


On the occasion when Mr. Blaine used this language Mr. Garfield, 
then a member of this House, made the following deliverance: 


I call attention to the first phase of the question, and ask my friend from Vir- 
ginia, without any regard to ita 1 pearing: to see into whata strangéand 
vague condition this House would be left [led] if this were adopted. Whenever 
the question arises whether there isa quorum or not present it is to be determined 
according to what he calls oculardemonstration.” The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole or the Speaker of the House is to see with his own eyes 
that there is a quorum present. Who is to control his seeing? How do we 
know but that he may see forty members more for his own purposes than there 
are here in the House? And what protection have gentlemen if the Speaker 
says he sces a quorum if he can not convert that seeing into a list of names on 
the call of the roll by the Clerk? 

I think my friend from Virginia will see that he lets in the one-man power in 
a far more dangerous way than ever has occurred before in any legislative as- 
=e of which he and I have any knowledge.. 

Aside from the insuperable objection that I have raised to this proposition, as 
a thing that ought not to be tried because of its vagueness, its uncertainty, and 
the danger that members of the House may be imposed upon by an unserupu- 
lous Speaker that may come hereafter—I say that, aside from all that 08-1 ond 
. — all that, Lask members to consider one fact: This has been a House of 

epresentatives since 1789, This House has been the theater of all sorts of po- 
litical storms and tempests. We have lived through the times of great wars, of 
a grant civil war, when there were excitements hardly paralleled in the history 
of parliamentary annals, Yet during all these years noman before, so far as 
I know, no party before, has ever thought it necessary to introduce a rule that 
gives the power of declaring the presence of members by the single voice of one 
person; a power that will enable him to bring from his sick a dying man 
and put him down in this Hall, so that the Speaker shall count him, and make 
his presence, against his willand perhaps in his delirium, count in order to 
make a quorum, so that some partisan measure may be carried out over the 
body of that dying man. 

Sir, the moment you get over the line, the moment you cross the boundary of 
names, the moment you leap over the iron fence of the roll, that moment you 
sre out in the vague, and all sorts of disorders may come in. 


But to make the matter more certain I quote from some remarks of 
Mr. Conger, who was then a Republican member of this House, since 
a Senator from Michigan, made on this question: 


Sir, I in common with every member of this House demand that there shall 
be a public exhibition of presence—a public record of votes; that there shall be 
tellers; that there shall be yeas and nays; that the yeas and nays shall deter- 
mine how you and I and every other member of this House may have voted 
and would vote, 

The point made by my friend from Ohio [Mr. Garfield] isa good one—that we 
are committing to the Speaker of this House or the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole the right first to determine whoare presentand to determine when 
there isa quorum. It is useless to say that there may not be times when in such 
an emergency as would require the exercise of this powst the presiding officer 
— 5755 not be partisan. Shakespeare foretold this when in one of his plays he 
said: 

Get thee glass eyes; 
And, like ascurvy politician, seem 
To see the things thou dost not.“ 


Such politicians will come here on either or any side. The force of circum- 
stances, the impetuous passions of members R A would produce such an oc 
casion, will influence men to see that which they see not, with or without “glass 
eyes.’ 

I have no fear that this amendment will be adopted in this House, because it 
would be wrong in itself; it would be unconstitutional; it would be violently 
partisan. I have no fear that the fair-minded men of this House on either side 
will adopt so violent and partisan a measure, 


Mr. HAWLEY, then a Republican member of the House and now a 
Senator, expressed similar views. 
But to cap the climax, Mr. Speaker, you yourself, in proper person, 
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in the debate to which I have alluded, used the following language on 
the floor of this House as a member of the same: 

Mr. a „ ur pose 
who has just takon his soat (Slr, Peres to mao that it would be agull- 
able and proper reply to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is 
not the presence of a majority of all the members of the House, but a majority 
of the members present and participating in the business of the House. 

A pertinent question now, Mr. Speaker, is, were you wrong in 1830 
and right now or are you wrong now and right in 1880? I think you 
were right in 1880 and wrong now, and in that the fifty-one Speakers 
of this House who preceded you concur with me. The counting of 
members in their seats to pass a law has never been done before in this 
House, and the highest and ablest statesmen of the past century held 
that it could not be done. I could give further quotations from Jeffer- 
son, Madison, and other founders of the Governmentin addition to 
those I have given to show that no such power as is now claimed was 
believed to existin the Constitution; anditdoesnot. The Speaker has 
no right to see anything but what the record discloses. He has no 
right to add to it or detract from it. The record alone must speak ab- 
solute 3 

Speaker thal, of the English House of Commons, won for himself 
everlasting fame when Charles I came into the House of Commons and 
demanded that the Speaker point out to him five members of the House 
for whom warrants of arrest had beenissued. The answer of Speaker 
Lenthal was: 


May it please Your Majesty, I have neither eyes to see nor tongue to speak in 
this on but as this House is pleased to direct me, whose servant I am here, 
and humbly beg Your Majesty's pardon that I can not give any other answer 
than this to what Your Majesty is pleased to demand of me. 

That was the answer of a speaker under a monarchical government, 
but the Speaker of the House of Representatives of free America as- 
sumes to see members in their seats and place their names on the Jour- 
nal without their consent,in violation of the Constitution and even be- 
fore there is any rule of the House authorizing such action. 

I wish to say again that there is no objections to amending the rules, 
and they should be amended in order to avoid the abuses to which they 
have been subjected, but not amended so as to violate the Constitution 
which we have all sworn to support and defend. The sole purpose, we 
are told, in amending the rules is to enable the majority to transact 
the public business. The eloquent gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
wort] told us the other day on this floor that the majority is sov- 
ereign ” and that the sovereign will of the people is represented in 
the majority.“ Never did the learned gentleman make a greater mis- 
take. If the majority should rule then Grover Cleveland was elected 
President of these United States at the last election for President, and 
not Benjamin Harrison; for Cleveland received nearly one hundred 
thousand votes more than Harrison. Now, is the majority sovereign? 

Law in this land is, or should be, the sovereign. Majorities can not 
do what they please. What are majorities? Simply numbers, force, 
and some times brute force at that. The majority has not the power 
to do whatever it pleases. The majority of a community may deter- 
mine that some one of that community should be hung, and they have 
the power to do it and it is done according to the will of the majority. 
What is it but murder on the part of the majority and every one of 
them? Orsuppose a majority think it is best that a certain person 
should leave their community, and they drive him away and resolve 
to take his property. The majority could do it; but would it be just, 
even in this freecountry? Thank God, Mr. Speaker, in this country 
our fathers determined that majorities could only govern according to 
law, and the chief object they had inadopting the Constitution was to 
limit the power of the majority. 

Mr. Speaker, on the first day of the present session of Congress the 
members of this body appeared at the bar of the House and with un- 
covered heads and uplifted hands they swore in the presence of God 
Almighty to defend and support the Constitution of the United States, 
Was thatan idle ceremony? Did it mean anything? With me it was 
a solemn transaction, and. Heaven being my witness I intend to obey 
that covenant vow and fulfill it to the very best of my ability, and I 
will not now nor at any other time violate the Constitution of my coun- 
try, nor aid or assist others to do so. 

A moment’s reflection will show any person that mere majority rule 
unlimited would be the most grinding tyranny; the minority atany time 
would be the mere slave, whose right to life, property, and comfort no 
one who chose to join the majority at any time would be bound to re- 
spect. It is the object of constitutions to protect minorities in certain 
common rights and to restrain the power of majorities, who may do 
or enact or cause to be done only what in any case the constitution 
permits; and have no right, no matter how numerically strong they 
may be, to invade the minority in those rights which the constitution 
secures to all the citizens. Out of these facts grow all provisions of 
political constitutions; as, for instance, under our own form of govern- 
ment no majority can deprive a criminal of trial by jury, or deprive 
the minority of life or property by unequal laws, or enact laws contrary 
to the provisions or outside of the limits of the Constitution. 

This is the only question that is before the House. If a majority in 
this Hall will a rule authorizing the Speaker to count members 
who are in their seats refusing to vote in order to make a quorum and 


that rule is not contrary to the Constitution, then the controversy is at 
an end. - But members on this side of the Hall deny that such a rule 
would be constitutional, and the act on the part of the Speaker, even 
without a rule, for several days past, in counting members to make a 
quorum, and pass laws without the consent of such members, is ty- 
rannical and revolutionary. Such an act has never been done before 
in the history of the Government; and what is the reason for it now? 
I have no doubt it will be done. The Republican caucus has so de- 
clared, and I suppose itis foreordained that these rules will be adopted. 
But it can never be shown that these rules are adopted in the interest 
of good government, It is claimed that the old rules obstruct legisla- 
tion. In my judgment that is the very best argument why the new 
rules should not be adopted. The curse of the country to-day is too 
many laws, both State and national. There is not a State in the Union 
to-day but has a surfeit of laws on its statute books. Every new mem- 
ber who is sent by the people to the Legislature thinks it is his first 
duty to introduce bills and get them passed, and the result is that the 
statute books are filled with useless laws. It isconceded by every right- 
thinking person that vicious legislation is worse than no legislation at 
all. The trouble is the world is governed too much. It would have 
been infinitely better for the people if many laws that are now on the 
statute books had never been passed by Congress. Ifsome brave man 
had used some obstructive tactics to prevent the adoption of the national- 
bank Jaws and the present reyenue law it would have left millions of 
oas in the pockets of the people; and the same is trueof many other 

WS, 

It is stated that in the Thirty-sixth Congress, the Congress just be- 
fore the wat, three hundred and eighty-four laws were enacted by Con- 
gress, appropriating $61,000,000. In the Forty-fourth Congress, ten 
years after the war, when the Democratic party first came into power 
in this House, after long absence from power, the whole number of laws 
enacted was five hundred and seventy-nine and the whole volume of 
the appropriations for both sessions of that Congress (1877 and 1878) 
was $299,145,788.88. In the Forty-seventh Congress (1883 and 1884), 
the House Republican, the appropriations (both sessions) were $529,- 
305,249.92, an increase in six years of $230,359,461.04. Coming down 
to the last Congress, the Fiftieth Congress (1889 and 1890), Democratic, 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty-four laws were enacted, ap- 
propriating for both sessions $593,632,004.95. There were only twelve 
years between the Forty-fourth and Fiftieth Congresses, and yet, as 
will be seen, the appropriationsof the two sessions of the Forty-fourth 
Congress (1877 and 1878) were $299, 145,788.80, and the appropriations 
of the two sessions of the Fiftieth Congress (1889 and 1890) were $593,- 
632,004.95, an increase in twelve years of $294, 486, 216. 15—nearly doub- 
ling the appropriations made by Congress in a period of twelve years! 
During this period the permanent annual appropriations ranged from 
$145, 037,498. 42 in 1877 to $108, 691,055.95 in 1890, as the public debt 
decreased, Those sums added together, the annual and permanent ap- 
propriations, express the enormous sums expended annually by our 
Government. 

This rate of passing laws and making appropriations it seems to me 
should satisfy any reasonable man. 

In all legislative matters it is best to make haste slowly. If Con- 
gress had done this when the Union Pacific Railroad had bonds guar- 
antied to the amount of $128,000,000 in this Hall, what a burning and 
lasting disgrace would have been saved to this nation and tosome mem- 
bers of this House who were interested in that gigantic robbery of the 
people, and if the present change in the rules means anything it means 
more of this same kind of legislation. My colleague, Mr. SPRINGER, 
furnishes the following measures, which are likely to go through under 
the proposed new rules, which are now pending before this Congress. 


1. The Blair educational bill. . $77, 000, 000 
2. The French spoilation claims... 35, 000, 000 
3, Subsidies to steam-ships, $20,000,000 a year for ten years 200, 009, 000 
4. Coast defenses and n big navy eee 300, 000, 000 
5. Arrears-of-pension bill ETANTE A 380, 000,000 
6. Dependent pension bill, $10,000,000 a year for, say, ten ven 100, 000, 000 
7. Service-pension bill, $30,000,000 a year for at least ten years 300, 000, 000 
enn terors 10, 000, 000 
9, Other war claims . 20,000,000 
10. The eight-hour claims . . 5, 000, 000 
11. The river and harbor bill (annually).. 25, 000, 000 
12. The militia bill . . . . 1.000. 000 
13. Special public-building bills 50, 000, 000 
14. Direct-tax refunding bill .. 17, 000,000 
15. Indian depredation claims ......,..... a 15, 000, 000 
16. Bills confirming land grants worth. . . sees 100, 000, 000 
Dll ðV ĩðͤ 0 ͤ r 1000 


All these measures may not become laws, but that is the evident in- 
tention, and that is what is meant by facilitating the business of this 
House, 

The Capitol is crowded with lobbyists; the corridors, cloak-rooms, and 
galleries are full of them, and they cheer at that side of the Chamber 
and hiss at this side as their interests rise and wane, We will have the 
scene of the **Pacifie Mail subsidy ” renewed in this House, when the 
record shows that the distinguished statesman, now unfortunately sick, 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, stated that the very atmosphere was loaded with 
bribery. It is true, as the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WILSON] 
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says, that the proposed rules will make bribery easy; for undgr the 
old system the lobbyist was compelled to see the individual members, 
but now he can simply seek the ear of the Speaker, as under the pro- 
posed rules the Speaker is the House. I hope no such thing will take 
place, 

But gentlemen whoare trusted with public positions should not only 
avoid evil, but the very appearance of evil. These rules will be adopted, 
but disorder willensue; corruption will reap its harvest; but the Demo- 
cratic party must stand its ground and fight usurpation at every point. 
The “era of good stealing’’ will be inaugurated, but the Democrats 
will fight until the people re-enforce them next fall and drive out the 
plunderers. 

These rules will never receive the sanction of the American people. 
Rules should not be made for the Republican party, but for the whole 
country, and where just rules end tyranny begins. Majorities should 
not rule unconnected with honesty and justice, and when they do they 
become tyrantsand despots. The moment that the majority steps out- 
side of law liberty is lost and men are left free to do whatever their 
numbers warrant them to do. 

There is no state of society under heaven, and there can be none, 
where perfect liberty exists without obedience to law. 

All we ask is that the majority shall rule subject to the Constitution 
of par common country, and that liberty shall be regulated according 
to law. 

The Democratic party that we represent on this floor is jealous of 
encroachments on the Constitution, jealous of men who construe the 
Constitution to meet their own purposes; it demands checks; it seeks 
for guards; it insists on securities; it intrenches itself behind strong 
defenses and fortifies itself with all possible care against assaults on 
this sacred instrument. It is not willing to trust to the weakness of 
human nature, and therefore it will not permit the majority to over- 
step the prescribed limits, though they may claim itis for the public good. 
The fortunes of parties may change, empires be born and blotted ont, 
kings rise and fall, wealth, honor, and distinction fade as the dying 

cant of a dream, but the Constitution must be preserved. While the 
8 party lasts, While man lasts, the Constitution must live. 

Its origin is the creation of democracy, and it can only cease to have 
binding force when eternal truth and liberty are no more. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary law 
isa growth. It has been the subject of expansion, curtailment, and 
reform at the hands of every parliamentary body that ever existed. 
Side by side with the common law of England it has been built up on 
centuries of experience and precedent, until to-day it is a recognized 
code wherever a deliberative body assembles. 

When the Constitution of the United States was framed, England had 
a system of parliamentary law at least four hundred years old. In 
framing our written Constitution much was borrowed from the un- 
written constitution of England; but in all our borrowing we never 
borrowed any system of parliamentary law. That was left for the 
American Congress to originate and establish for itself. Not that 
alone. It was not left for the First Congress or the Tenth or the Fiftieth 
to lay down the law for another Congress, but each House was left 
supreme to determine for itself its own parliamentary law. 

This House, therefore, finds itself confronted by a question of the 
highest privilege. In accordance with the unqualified power conferred 
by the Constitution it is to fix the rules of its proceedings. An able 
committee of the House, men presumably of the ripest experience and 
most learning in parliamentary Jaw, on both sides of this Chamber, 
have presented to us, in the printed code and reports, the result of their 
deliberations. There are, it seems, two reports. These five able and 
experienced men are unable to agree. They have agreed to disagree. 
Like sensible and practical men they have agreed to submit the e 
to debate and vote on this floor. The proceeding is constitutional, or- 
derly, and necessary. It appeals to no passion. It warrants no ex- 
travagance. It furnishes no occasion to fire the popular heart ox attempt 
to alarm the country. To cry Revolution!?“ Revolution!“ is to 
ery Wolf!“ „Wolf!“ when there is no wolf. The people of this 
country know what revolution“ means. They know that it means 
firing on the flag, not protecting it. They know that it means tearing 
up the Constitution, not abiding by it. They know that it means 
leaving this Hall with an oath on their lips to support the Constitution 
and then plunginginto fratricidal war to destroy Constitution, Union, 
country, all 

The question here is not revolutionary. It is not even extreme. It 
is simply a question whether we will accept or reject a system of rules 
that three men out of five, constituting the Committee on Rules, as- 
sure us will enable this House to conduct its business with dispatch 
and safety, and with due regard to the rights of each and all. 

I have examined these rules with a good deal of care, and I confess 
I can not find that the old forty-seven rules are changed except in five 
or six material respects. Are these changes conformable to the Con- 
stitution? Are they reasonable? Do they promise to enable the House 
to dispatch business with safety to the public interests? Let mestate 
these changes: 

First. Members must vote unless they have a pecuniary interest in 
the qnestion at issue; 


Second. The dignity of the House and the rights of members are given 
precedence over every question but a motion to adjourn; 

Third. Members present but not voting may be counted as a part of 
the quorum; 

Fourth. One hundred shall constitute a quorum in Committee of the 
Whole House; and 

Fifth. No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 

Let us consider these in their order. 

EVERY MEMBER MUST VOTE. 

That is what he is here for. If he has a pecuniary interest in the 
event of the question he may be excused. This is the rule of the Brit- 
ish House of Commons, where every member must give his vote one 
way or the other,’’ says the quaint authority. This proposed change 
fixes each member’s responsibility and compels the discharge of his 
duty. It prevents evasion and dodging. It precludes silent acquies- 
cence in measures for which the member would not permit himself to 
be recorded. Coupled with the provision that one-fifth of a quorum 
may demand the yeas and nays, it must serve as a safe-guard for the 
Treasury and a bulwark against corruption. 

USELESS MOTIONS ABOLISHED. 

When a question of the highest privilege is before the House, it is 
proposed toallow only one motion to override it. Three motions have 
heretofore been permitted. This simply eliminates two useless motions, 
a motion to adjourn toa day certain and to take a recess. Not one oc- 
casion in a hundred would arise when they would be used for other 
than dilatory purposes, 

ATTENDANCE CONSTITUTES A QUORUM. 

When Mr. Blaine, or some other historian of Congress, describes the 
events of last week in this House, he will be called to describe a scene 
something like this: 

In the tenth week of the first session of the Fifty-first Congress a 
very strange frenzy seized the Democratic side of the Chamber. When 
the Speaker ruled that members present but not voting should be 
counted asa part of the quorum necessary todo business, twenty mem- 
bers on the Democratic side jumped to their feet. Some gesticuiated 
wildly; some vociterated loudly; some shook their fists at the Speaker; 
some denounced him as ‘czar,’ ‘tyrant,’ ‘despot.’ This frenzy lasted 
for three days, when, like the Russian influenza that prevailed about 
that time, it suddenly disappeared and the House resumed its wonted 
dignity and decorum,” 

The innovation which gave rise to this frenzy raises a question of con- 
stitutional construction. On the one hand it is claimed to violate the 
long-accepted construction of the Constitution, which enabled members 
to be present in the House and by refusing to vote destroyed a quorum 
and obstructed business, This construction of the Constitution had 
long been acquiesced in without examination. It would have con- 
tinued to be the construction had not the abuse which it fostered be- 
come intolerable and led to an adjudication of the question by the 
courts. The supreme court of the State of New Hampshire was, per- 
haps, the first to pass on the question. (Beck vs. Hanscom, 29 N. H., 
213; Kimball vs. Marshall, 44 N. H., 465; Attorney-General vs, Shepard, 
62 N. H., 383.) 

The development of the principle hero in dispute is easily traceable. 
The first case, Beck vs. Hanscom, 29 N. H., 213, decided forty years ago, 
settled the doctrine that the absence of a quorum in one branch of a 
city government, in a convention duly called, did not invalidate an 
election of a marshal. 

In the second case, Kimball vs. Marshal, 44 N. H., it was held that a 
clerk was legally elected though only a minority of one branch were 
present, no convention having been agreed to, because the lawrequired 
an election on that day. Here we have the doctrine of official and in- 
dividual responsibility broadened out. But it was left to the court in 
Attorney-General vs, Shepard et al., 62 N. H., 383, to meet the question 
here at issue face to face and settle the doctrine that a proposition is 
carried by a majority of the votes cast, though a quorum, being pres- 
ent, shonld not vote. Theopinion in this case was delivered by Chief- 
Justice Doe, whose name will be recognized by the able lawyers on both 
sides of this Chamber as that of one of the ablest jurists in this country. 
All the justices, three Republicans and three Democrats, concurred. 

I quote: 

There were seven aldermen; four were a quorum; six were present; three 
voted for the adoption of theamendment, and the refusal of the other three to 
vote was inoperative, In the absence of express regulation a proposition is 
carried in a town meeting or other legislative assembly by a majority of the 
votes cast, (St. Joseph Township rs, Rogers, 16 Wali., 644, 664; Dill. Mun. Cor., 
8. 44, p. 63, n. 2; Richardson vs. Society, 58 N. H., 187,188.) The exercise of law- 
making power is not stopped by the mere silence and inaction of some of the 
law-makera who were present, An arbitrary, technical, and exclusive method 
of ascertaining whether a quorum is present, operating to prevent the perform- 
ance of oficial duty and obstruct business of government, B no part of our com- 
mon law. The statute requiring the presence of four aldermen does not mean 
that in the presence of four a majority of the votes cast may not be enough. The 
journal properly shows how many members were there when the vote was 
taken by yeas and nays; there was no difficulty in ascertaining and recording 


the fact, and the requirement of a quorum at that timo was not intended to fur- 
nish a means of suspending the — power and duty ofa quorum. 


On the strength of this opinion the speaker of the New Hampshire 
house of representatives, Hon. Samuel C. Eastman, himself an able 
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lawyer, held that a quorum was present though the members refused 
to vote. This question, then, is not a new one, and it has been thor- 
oughly adjudicated in one State of this Union in the exact line, for the 
exact reasons, and to remedy the exactabuse that we find presented here. 

Itis strange that a construction so faulty and mischievous should have 
obtained so long. The Constitution itself never admitted of it. Had 
3 it meant that members in attendance should not be counted as a part 
a of a quoram necessary to do business, the clause of the Constitution 
5 would have read: A majority of each House, present and voting, shall 
constitute a quorum to do business.“ 

The words present and voting“ are not there. They never were 
there. They were never intended to be there. This is plainly andin- 
contestably evident from the word ‘‘attendance,’’ which is the sole re- 
A sult named in the power conferred on each House to enable it to obtain 

: a quorum. Attendance is the beginning and end ofa quorum. How 

its presence shall be determined is left absolutely to each House to de- 

N termine in its rules. The Constitution only requires that a quorum 

‘ shall be in attendance. 

9 A COMMITTEE OF ONE HUNDRED, 

No standing or special committee of this House consists of more than 

fifteen members, with one exception. They sift, consider, revise, and 

5 report all the important legislation of this House. A committee of the 

Whole House stands in precisely the same relation. By the new rules 

E a quorum of this committee is fixed at 100. In the British House of 

2 Commons it is 40. If there is any danger: line in this it is strange that 

the House of Commons has not discovered it. It is the least important 

of the proposed changes, It may promote absenteeism from the Com- 

i mittee of the Whole. If so, it can be changed. One good effect seems 

a certain; it will enable the committee to work longer and with greater 

5 dispatch than under the old rules. 

a THE DAY FOR DILATORY MOTIONS HAS GONE BY, 
Unquestionably the most far-reaching change proposed in the new 
draught of rules is embraced in article 10 of Rule XVI. That article 

i tersely reads: 

k No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 


3 Standing alone that article might mean much, but I hold that it is 

Be limited and qualified by article 4 of the same rule, which secures to 

. the House, collectively and individually, seven motions ofright. These 

motions are the motion to adjourn, to lay on the table, for the previous 

question, to postpone to a day certain, to refer, to amend, or postpone 

indefinitely. Are not these motions enough? Are they not ample for 

i legitimate delay? Are they not suficient to thoroughly engage the 

* House until it recovers its sober second thought and deliberately de- 
* termines to approve or reject the pending measure? 

$. Sufficient as this consideration is, this new rule, aimed at factional 

4 and individual obstraction in this House, rests on a broader and pro- 

founder basis. The day for factional and individual obstruction in 


5 this House has gone by. The obstructive exhibitions in this House iu 
= the last dozen years have been condemned by the general sense of the 
E country. It has been seen that the vast and multiform interests of 

a 60,000,000 of people, soon to be 100,000,000, suffer in consequence. 
4 The country has seen that this House itself—the great House of Com- 


mons of America—suffers in its usefulness and in the respect due to 
it. There is no time here for factional or individual delay. The needs 
Sar of forty-two States, the necessities of a continental empire, the honor, 
prosperity, and perpetuity of the Republic itself, imperiously demand 
that this body, of all legislative bodies in the world, shall be a detib- 
erative body. Unless it is such it can never meet the just and growing 


R demands of the people and the country. With ten thousand bills on 
on the Calendar, with thousands more already in sight, and with fifty 
. committees of this House constantly at work sifting aud revising the 
og vast mass of legislation proposed here, the necessity is imperative that 


this should be a business body, governed by business principles. In 
such a body the time has gone by for factional and individual ob- 
struction. Rather is it wiser and safer, as the new rules provide, to 
give hours for debate, but not one hour for obstruction. 


F. 7 LEAVE TO PRINT. 
4 Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen who 


desire to do so may be permitted to print remarks upon this question. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THE RULES. 


E, Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
‘3 from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 
j > Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I had purposed on yesterday to spend 
ten or fifteen minutes in the discussion of a single legal proposition in- 
5 volved in the ruling of the Speaker. By the kindness of a friend who 
had secured a place high up on the roll, third I believe, at the Speaker’s 
7 table, I was substituted in his place, and I had supposed that I would 
haye an opportunity to say what I had to say in the presence of the 
House of Representatives. But perhaps it is justas well that I should 
say it here and let it go into the RECORD; because I have found, after 
six years of experience here, as will my accurate, precise, and unsophis- 
ticated friend from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore], some time in the 
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future, that that side of the House has never been guided very much 
either by the law or the Constitution, whenever either may stand in the 
way of any party exigency or peculiar opinions of their own. 

Mr. PICKLER. But we get there all the same. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side and in the galleries. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will remind occupants of 
the galleries that applause is not tolerated and is entirely out of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I supposed that this was a gallery 

rformance to-night, and the galleries seem to understand it also. 

Langhter. ] 

Mr, Speaker, I do not know jast exactly by what rule of general par- 
liamentary law the Speaker has succeeded in sandwiching in from time 
to time others who have had no place on that roll, and how he managed 
to get my name at the very foot of it with ten minutes credited to the 
gentleman from Illinois and myself, according as the one or the other 
should happen to secure recognition. But so it happens. In the 
mean time, however, something has occurred to which I desire, before 
entering upon the legal proposition, to devote some little attention. 

I was gratified when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] yes- 
terday in delivering his remarks made known that he had found the 
panacea for all the ills of the Democratic party, whether flowing from 
general parliamentary law or this code, and that remedy in the Consti 
tution, namely, impeachment of the Speaker. Of course, Mr. Speaker, 
this was an inadvertence, for he must know that more than a hundred 
years ago, in the Blount case, the Senate of the United States decided 
that a Senator could not be impeached; and Mr. Story lays down the 
same doctrine as to the members of the House of Representatives. Only 
civil officers of the United States, under the Constitution, may be im- 
peached under any circumstances by the House, and if he had turned 
to the provision of the Constitution he would have found that the 
President, Vice-President, and all civil officers of the United States 
shall be removed from office on impeachment and conviction of treason, 
bribery, and other high crimes and misdemeanors;“ and members of 
the House and of the Senate may be expelled by the concurrence of 
two-thirds of the members. So away with the constitutional remedy 
of the gentleman. 

And you, Mr. Speaker [Mr. GROSVENOR], yesterday morning spent 
something less than half an hour perhaps in parading that stale cal- 
umny, which, if true, was the severest commentary that could be ut- 
tered against the Democratic party, to wit, that it had been for a quar- 
ter of a century camping each night upon the ground occupied by the 
Republican party the day previous. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one thing yon will not be able to say, and speak 
the truth abont the Democratic party, and that is that it has ever camped 
outside of the Constitution. [Applause on the Democraticside.] Vet a 
witty Irishman once said that your party had repeatedly violated every 

rovision of the Constitution in the effort to save what was left of it. 
arent laughterandapplause.] But it has been the pride of the Dem- 
ocratic party from the foundation of the Government down to this hour 
to abide by the terms of the Constitution and to uphold and defend it. 
It was the discharge of that high and sworn duty that brought on 
this contest, this protest against the arbitrary rulings of the Speaker 
and the revolutionary conduct of the lean majority upon the opposite 
side of the House in the violation of that sacred instrument. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] said that in 
the proceedings which took place last week I stood crimson with in- 
dignation and ‘*speechless with amazementat the conduct of theSpeaker 
of the House of Representatives in theruling which he then made.“ Mr. 
Speaker, I had served six years upon this floor with the present Speaker 
of the House. I knew he was a hitter, persistent, aggressive partisan; 
I knew that he was a man of ability; I knew. Mr. Speaker, to give 
support to the idea of the gentleman from Iowa Mr. HENDERSON ] this 
afternoon, that he wagged a nasty tongue; but I had supposed that when 
he was honored with the position in that chair, graced and honored by 
a long line of predecessors more distinguished, many of them, than he, 
or than he ever can be (after the proceedings of these ten days), he would 
lay aside his partisanship and assume the duties of that high office, ris- 
ing up toits great dignity with at least some degree of impartiality and 
fairness. I agree to the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ALLEN] that I was appalled. I was appalled and speechless at 
the unprecedented and stupendous audacity that any man should take 
upon himself such usurpation of power and overrule the precedents of 
a hundred years as uniformly practiced in this House and the Senate, 
and that, too, upon a constitutional question. 

Mr, Speaker, this brings me to the discussion of the legal proposi- 
tions which I propose tosubmit. Nearly all who havespoken on that 
side, and among them the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moone], 
who has just spoken, have admitted that the unbroken line of prece- 
dents in this House for a whole century of our national existence are 
against the position assumed by the Speaker; and he justifies his con- 
duct by the growth of parliamentary law. He forgets that the fun- 
damental principal involved in the action of the Speaker is not a ques- 
tion of parliamentary law, but it is a higher and graver question: a 
question of constitutional law, an instrament which both he and I 
alike have sworn in honor to support and defend. They admit the 
precedents are against them. My answer, Mr. Speaker, to that is this: 
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When you admit the unbroken line of precedents for one hundred years, 
uniformly observed and practiced by all preceding Speakers, you give 
away, you surrender the entire case; for inso doing you admit the 
rule of construction which is to control in the interpretation of that 


instrument; and itis upon that point that I pro now to submit 
- some authorities. I read first, Mr. Speaker, from the message of James 
Madison. Some one took occasion to speak of him to-day, as he has 
often been spoken of, as the Father of the Constitution. Said he: 


Can it be of less consequence that the meaning of a constitution should be 
fixed and known than that the meaning of a law should be so? Can, indeed. a 
law be fixed in its meaning and operation unless the Constitution beso? On 
the contrary, if a particular legislature, differing in the construction of the Con- 
stitution from a series of preceding constructions, proceed to act on that differ- 
ence, they not only introduce uncertainty and instability in the Constitution, but 
in the laws themselves, inasmuch as all Jaws preceding the new construction 
and inconsistent with it are not only annulled for the future, but virtually pro- 
nounced nullities from the nning. * * * Has the wisestand most con- 
scientious {page ever scrupled to acquiesce in decisions in which he has been 
overruled by the matured opinions of the majority of his colleagues and sub- 
sequently to conform himself thereto as to authoritative expositions of the law? 
And is it not reasonable that the same view of the official oath should be taken 
by a legislator acting under the Constitution, which is his guide, as is taken by 
a judge acting under the law, which is his? 

There is in fact and common understanding a necessity of ing a course 
of practice as above characterized in the light of a legal rule of interpreting a 
law; and there isa like necessity of eee: it a constitutional rule of inter- 

reting a constitution. et it then be leſt to the decision of every intel- 

igentand candid judge, which, on the whole, is most to be relied on for the true 
and safe construction of the Constitution, that which has the uniform sanction 
of successive legislative bodies through s period of years, and under the varied 
ascendency of parties; not that which depends upon the opinions ofevery new 
legislature, heated as it may be by the spirit of party, eager in the pursuit of 
some favorite object, or led away by the eloquence and address of Pop states- 
men, themselves perhaps under the influence of the same misleading causes. 
It was in conformity with the view here taken of the respect due to deliberate 
„and reiterated precedent that the Bank of the United States, though on the 
os nal anaon held to be unconstitutional, received the Executive signature 

e year A 


And, Mr. Speaker, leaving James Madison, I come next to Andrew 
Jackson. Said he: 


The 3 and purity of the Government would doubtless have been bet- 
ter preserved if this restriction of the power of petoun could haye been 
maintained without weakening its ability to fulfill the great objects of its insti- 
tution, an effect so likely to attend its admission, notwithstanding its apparent 
fitness, that every aubsequent administration of the Government, embracing a 
period of thirty out of the forty-two years of its existence, has adopted a more 
enlarged construction of the power, 

A restriction of the power to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare” to cases which are to be provided for by the 3 of money 
would still leave within the legislative power of Congress all the great and most 
important measures of the Government, money being the ordinary and neces- 

means of carrying them into execution. 

Thave not been able to consider these declarations [of Mr. Madison] in any 
other point of view than as a concession that the right of appropriation is not 
limited by the power of Congress to carry into effect the measure for which the 
money is asked, as was formerly contended; that the public good and the nat- 
ure of our political institutions require that individual differences should yield 
to well settled acquiescence of the people and confederated authorities in par- 
ticular constructions of the Constitution on doubtful points. Not to concede 
this much to the spirit of our institutions wonld impair their stability and defeat 
the objects of the Constitution itself. 


So said James Madison and so said Andrew Jackson. 

In Dwarris on the Construction of Statutes a similar principle is laid 
down. He says: , 

And it isalso held that contemporary history and contemporary interpretation 
may be called in to aid in arriving at a just conclusion. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in the early history of our 
country, in which there sat William Cushing, William Patterson, Sam- 
uel Chase, and Bushrod Washington, used these words, which I com- 
mend to gentlemen upon the other side. The court said: 

A contemporary exposition of the Constitution, practiced and 
for a peri 
control it. 

Fixes the construction, Mr. Speaker. That is a synopsis of the opinion. 

Time will ‘not admit of reading the opinion in full, but the court 
says further: : 

Another reason for reversal is that the Judges of the Supreme Court have no 
right to sitas circuit judges, not being appointed as such; or, in other words, 
that they ought to have distinct commissions for that purpose. 

To this objection, which is of recent date, it is sufficient to observe that prac- 
tice and acquiescence under it fora period of several years, commencing with 
the organization of the judicial system, afford an irrefutable answer, and is, 
indeed, a fixed construction. It is contemporary interpretation of the most forci- 
ble nature, This practical exposition is too strong and obstinate to be shaken 
or controlled. 

Mr. Speaker, will your party abide by the Constitution as intepreted 
by the Supreme Court, whose duty under the Constitution is to inter- 
pret the Constitution and laws of theland? If you will, how will you 
avoid the force of this language? Here it is held that practice and 
acquiescence’? afford an irrefutable answer, and a “fixed answer.“ 
and that ‘‘this practical exposition is too strong to beshaken 
or controlled.“ 

This opinion, Mr. Speaker, was delivered in 1803, only a few years 
after the great instrument, the Constitution of the United States, passed 
into operation. How much stronger is the case when that principle of 
construction is applied to the action of this body, which for one hundred 
years, consistently, persistently, and supported by the uniform practice 
in the other end of this Capitol, has held the doctrine that the Journal 
shall express the yea-and-nay vote only upon a roll-call of this House, 


u uiesced under 
of years, fixes the construction, and the court will not shape or 


But, Mr. Speaker, in 16 Petersa similar doctrine was laid down by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, where they say: 


The safest rule of interpretation after all will be found to be to look to the 
nature and object of the particular powers, duties, and rights, with all the 
lights and aids of contemporary history, and to give to the words of each just 
such operation and force, consistent with their legitimate meaning, as may 
fairly secure and attain the ends proposed. 


In Martin vs. Hunter’s Lessees, Chief-Justice Marshall said: 


This weight of contemporaneous exposition by all parties, that acquiescence 
by enlightened State courts, and these judicial decisions by the Supreme Court 
through so long a period do, as we think, place the doctrine upon à foundation 
and authority which can not be shaken without delivering over the subject to 
perpetual and irremediable doubts. 

I can multiply these decisions indefinitely, from the same court and 
from the State courts throughout the Union. 

So again, in Cohen vs. The State of Virginia, in the opinion delivered 
by Chief-Justice Marshall himself many years ago, he makes use of this 
language: 

Great weight has always been attached, and very rightly attached, to con- 
tem poraneous exposition. 

Mr. Speaker, I have read in this presence these hastily collected au- 
thorities to show that whenever you concede that the unbroken line of 
precedents, the unbroken line of usage, the unbroken line of practice 
in this and in the other house of Congress has been to confine what ap- 
pears upon that Journal upon a yea-and-nay vote to the names of per- 
sons who answer upon the roll-call, the rule is fixed too strong, as the 
courts say in these cases, to be overturned at this late day. 

And, Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
expresses his humiliation because the Speaker of this House has not 
been treated with the respect that is due to his high office, let me re- 
mind him that a more distinguished Representative than he, and a more 
distinguished citizen of Maine [ Mr. Blaine], gave him fair admonition 
of what would follow such a usurpation of power when he said, in sub- 
stance, that the greatest scandals that have occurred in the history of 
our country have occurred from the recognition of the principle here 
contended for under rules in State Legislatures, and which the Speaker 
has now enforced in this Honse for the first time, without even the 
sanction of a rule to sustain him; and, moreover, that its recognition 
would result in anarchy and in placing the House of Representatives 
upon the crater of a volcano. 

Ts it any wonder, sir, that I should stand, young and inexperienced 
as I am and yet somewhat familiar with the history of your party—is 
it any wonder that I should stand appalled as it were and speechless 
in the face of this bold, naked usurpation of power by the Speaker of 
this House, without even a rule of the House behind him to excuse his 
conduct? Why, Mr. Speaker, no higher compliment could be paid to 
an honest man than to say that he did stand appalled, and I accept the 
statement of the gentleman from Michigan upon that proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, after six years of continuous service in this House, until 
the revolutionary proceedings inaugurated by the Speaker began, I be- 
lieve every old member upon this floor will concede to me one thing, 
namely, that no unparliamentary speech was ever uttered by me in this 
Hall. T have felt a pardonable pride in the observance of the highest 
parliamentary decorum more than once under the most trying circum- 
stan 


ces. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The timeof the gentleman has expired, 
but the Chair will recognize the gentleman for ten minutes in his own 
right, if he desires now to occupy the time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill use a portion of the time. I had so ent up my 
speech in order toget it inside of thetime allowed me that I have not 
made it as I would like to have made it. Upon the point that I was dis- 
cussing when my time expired let me add thatif what I bave claimed 
for myself is accorded me by gentlemen with whom I have served in this 
House I think I may be excused if upon this occasion I have not been 
as decorons, if I have not been as courteous, if I have not been as calm 
and as cool as some of my friends from the frozen mountains of New 
Hampshire. My case is somewhat like that of a true Democrat in Ar- 
kansas who was called by another Democrat, in an evil moment, a 
damned Radical, for which he was at once knocked down. A gentle- 
man came up and seeing the excitement eagerly inquired, ‘‘ What is the 
matter? “Why,” said the man, be called mea damned Radi 
and I hit him.” Hit him again! said the by-stander, and I 
defend you. The provocation is ample.’’ [Laughter] 

No, sir; it was the Speaker of this House who inaugurated these un- 
seemly scenes, and he thought that by naked, dogged stubbornness and 
persistency he would overrule and browbeat and intimidate this side 
of the House from entering a solemn and earnest protest against these 
revolutionary proceedings. Thank God, he was mistaken in that ex- 

tation. This side of the House, standing in solid phalanx, defied 
im, protested against his usurpations, stood up for the Constitution, 
stood up for constitutional government and the personal independence 
of individual members on this floor and in this country. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] If gentlemen invoke this controversy, let us 
go back to the people. It is the corner-stone of the party to which I 
belong. Ifit had not that stone upon which to rest I would have no 
respect for it. It is the party of the Constitution, based upon the 
Constitution, its operations all inside the Constitution, which is the 


* 


. 
y 
K 


2 
A 


222 aD Oe a a T a s a a A 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


— ots a. ae ae! ee to ae, . L n 2 
babe = <i 20 s CFG: > i x ** ¥ 
W — 8 5 2 Pa EF 


FEBRUARY 12, 


golden link that shall bind together the Union of these States and se- 
cure to us that prosperity, and happiness which have grown up 
during the first century of national existence. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to supplement what I have said by the authority 
of a great man. I want to read briefly from the debate which took 

upon the rules of this House in the Forty-sixth Co: It 

will be remembered that those rules were brought into this House by 
a unanimous report of the Committee on Rules. It will be remem- 
bered that that report was taken up, and for a political question dis- 
cussed with the very greatest freedom from passion or party zeal that 
one could well imagine. The House was not divided upon party lines. 
The report, as I have said, was unanimous. Seven weeks were occu- 
pied in that discussion. As to the Draconian code now proposed, we 
were allowed only three days to examine it and discuss it generally be- 
fore this body. 

In the great discussion to which I have referred, in January, 1530, 
Alexander H. Stephens participated to some extent, and it is from his 
remarks that I desire briefly to read. He said: 


Now, the pending question is an old one. It is to compel members present to 
vote. The gentleman who has just taken his seat, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Sreixexr], asks, what is the Constitution worth? Unless the amendment 

by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker] is adopted, the rule as 
reported by the committee is as it was made by the founders of our Govern- 
ment. The Constitution has been in existence for over three-quarters of a cent- 
ury and the Government carried on all the time under this rule as reported 
and without the proposed amendment. Am I nowtoanswer him by telling him 
what the Constitution without the proposed amendment is worth? Why, sir, 
what has been done without it! What grand achievements have been accom- 
lished without it—accomplished under the rule as reported by the committee! 
What grander achievements may not yet be accomplished under it without 
the proposed amendment! 

Whatever has been done has all been done under this rule as it stands and as 
our committee recommend it shall remain. rule has been the rule of this 
House, I think, since the First Congress. There have been divers attempts to 
amend it to make members vote whether they will or not. You have the right 
to b: them into the House, butno House has ever yet adopted any measure 
to punish a member for not voting. One distinguished Speaker of the House 
once said: ** You may bring a horse to water, but you can not make him drink.” 

Tthink we bad better leave the rule just as it is. All parties since the begin- 
ning of the Government have occasionally, when in a minority, absented them- 
selves to break up a quorum and thus prevent the passage of an obnoxious 
measure, They do it in our Legislatures. It has been done in the Legislature 
of my State, and, I sup in the islature of almost every other State, 
They have done it from time imme.norial, and I suppose they will continue to 


do it. 

I thinl: we had better leave it just as we find it. I know of no way unless we 
attempt to punish a member for absenting himself or not voting when ut. 
Suppose we bring an absent member into the House. as we have a right to do. 
But when he is brought in and he refuses to vote, What then? The gentleman 
from Illinoia has just now stated that they could be counted to make a quorum. 
But what of that? A quorum—a malo of the House—must not only be pres- 
ent, but must join in the business of the House, either for or against a measu: 
to make the action valid. If they are in and do not vote upon the passage o! 
the bill or measure in the House, they do not make a quorum in the transaction 
of business, You can not pass the bill or measure unless a quorum votes! You 
can not count those voting for the bill and say of all others, constructively, that 
they voted against it, and thus pronounce the measure carried! ` Your Journals 
must show the votes, the yeas and nays of a quorum for and against the meas- 
ure. But under this amendment there could be no such record. You could 
count the votes of those ut and not answering to their names only by con- 
struction. This could not rightfully be done. You must have the votes before 
you can rightfully count them. 

I state to the House, after mature reflection and after studying this question 
carefully for many 2 that in my opinion Hg can not 8 upon the lan- 

sre adopted by the founders of the Republic as set forth in the rule reported 
the committee, They made the rule as it now stands. You can nof secure 
votes by compulsion and you can not create them by construction. 

The rule says any member shall vote except he be interested or excused, If 


any member or number of members refuse to vote, you can not provide a rule 


that will meet the difficulty. 

A member not voting in his seat or going out, so long as he is not disorderly, 
so long as he commits no improper act, is responsible only to his constituents. 
If they send a member here who will not vote when in his seat or will leave the 
House on roll-call, it is a matter that concerns him and them, and not this House, 
Isay, in conclusion, I think we better let the rule stand as it is. 


Mr. Speaker, this man devoted a large portion of a long life to the 
public service. When he made these remarks he was in his old age 
after a long service in this House. Having devoted his life to the 
study of the institutions of his country and the Constitution of our 
land, is it not proper that some credit and some weight should be 

ven in a contest like this to utterances such as these which fell from 

is lips on the floor? 

Mr. Speaker, I have no hope that anything I have said or anything 
that anybody else has said or may say will change the action of the 
Republican caucus. In these rules I know from personal conversa- 
tions are things which your party does not approve. I doubt whether 
a t will be crossed or an ‘‘i’’ dotted in the adoption of this code. 
In uttering my protest here against its adoption, standing up here to- 
night in defense of the Constitution and of individual liberty and con- 
stitational government in this country, I do not expect to accomplish 
more than to send out to the people something from which they may 
understand the fight in which we are engaged. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a fight between two political parties on this 
floor, It is a fight between the guardians of the Treasury and the 

iismen upon the outside. [Applause on the Democratic. side.] 
across F street down town is to-day a flag upon which is the in- 
seription American shipping must and shall be restored. The place 
where the flag is displayed is the headquarters of those who are de- 
manding subsidy. They could not have swung that flag in a more ap- 


FFC at the very doors of the Treasury. 
Renewed applause.] It is not only those who seek subsidies, it is not 
only those whoseek to build up their interests by taxation of the people 
and by misappropriation of funds out of the Treasury, it is every job- 
ber, it is every advocate of every scheme that has been inaugurated 
during the past ten or twelve years of our country’s bistory that now 
knocks at every door of this House of Representatives. And are we to 
sit here silent, faced by no other argument than the cry of “war,” 
pensions, and brigadiers,“ and permit our own people and your 
people—for you can not resist it; you have but one alternative, that is, 
to surrender your seats or do their bidding—shall we who are differ- 
ently situated stand here without uttering our feeble protest against 
these raids upon the Treasury, simply because you say twenty-five 
years ago a large portion of this side of the House was engaged ina 
“little unpleasantness’? down South. [Applause.] That is your stock 
argument, 

Me. Speaker, I have often thought that there were some windy, 
noisy, wide-mouthed, and loud- mouthed politicians in every House since 
I have been here who never would have been heard of if it had not been 
for that little unpleasantness. ‘* War,“ rebels,“ “ pensions,“ are 
the stock in trade of themall. They come to the surface by the agita- 
tion of these questions, and without them they would never have risen 
from the dregs. I would suggest that that class of men ought to get 
together, make up a pony purse, and build a monument to some of us 
who were present to do business“ in that little unpleasantness,” for 
they and those they represent are, if not the sole, as least the greatest 

ible beneficiaries of what took place. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I had intended to submit some re- 
marks to-night on the code of rules that has been proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. I have been a member of parliamentary bodies fora 

t many years and have always taken a great interest in the rules. 
I had hoped that during this session I would have the pleasure of assist- 
ing my Republican friends in preparing and having adopted a code of 
rules that would be some improvement, at least, upon the old code un- 
der which we have practiced heretofore. 

There are defects in that code, and those defects could have easily 
been removed without any radical change. I was willing to assist to 
that extent, but it seems to me instead of reforming these rules for the 
sake of reform they have been reforming them in the interest of the 
lobby and for the purpose of securing partisan legislation. [Applause. ] 

It has been claimed by the Speaker of the House and by his friends 
it is for the purpose of facilitating legislation, as if under the old rules 
we could not pass laws enough. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that during the last Congress—the 
Fiftieth Congress—we passed more laws than were ever passed at any 
former session of Congress. 

Here is the volume which I hold in my hand, certainly large enough 
to contain the laws of any one Congress. Over two thousand Jaws 
were passed during the last Congress. Gentlemen must remember, 
also, three months of that Congress were given to the discussion of tho 
tariff bill which passed this House, but did not pass the Senate. And 
there were more hours spent in filibustering in that Congress than in 
any previous Congress in the history of the country. And yet it has 
excelled all other Congresses in the number of laws passed. It is not, 
therefore, for the purpose of legislation, but it is for the purpose of 
getting through that kind of legislation which could not pass if those 
barriers were not torn down. 

I will call your attention to some of the measures which may get 
through if you break down the barriers which have existed for one hun- 
dred years and adopt this new code. It ought to be denominated a coda 
todistribute thesurplus, to create a deficit in the Treasury, and to double 
the national debt. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

The following are some of the measures pending in this Congress, 
many of which and all of which have supporters on that side or in the 
lobbies, or in the office on F street to which my friend who preceded 
me has referred. [Laughter.] 


1. The Blair educational bill $77, 000, 000 
2. The French spoliation claims 35, 000, 000 
3. Subsidies to steam-ships, $20,000,090 a year for ten 
IE ea arp wire SO ar See een ees 200, 000, 000 
4. Coast defenses and a big navy 300, 000, 000 
5. Arrears-of-pension bill 380, 000, 000 
6. Dependent-pension bill, $10,000,000 a year for, say, : 
SOE VORB ae eh Ct nah ea eee arse , 000, 000 
7. Service-pension bill, $30,000,000 a year for at least 
GER PCRS sen ae peta hee esate re 300, 000, 000 
8. Gunboat war claims . 10, 000, 000 
O OUT wart OAU soo sae arnan AANO AnS 20, 000, 000 
10. The eight-hour claims „„ 5, 000, 000 
11. The river and harbor bill (annually) ) 25, 000, 000 


nnr! a See eae 
13. Special public-building bills and general bills for all 
cities LSE EVE Na ee eS EE ETE 25, 000, 000 


There will be a public-building bill for each Congressional district 
before we get through. [Laughter.] 


Mos Fist Sd 2 n Nan a i D 


Mr, MoCLELLAN. One for each town. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Twenty-five millions of dollars, then, isa small 
estimate. It will be a hundred millions before we shall get through 
with it. 


14. Direct-tax refunding bill 517, 000, 000 
15. Indian depredation claims 15, 000, 600 
16. Bills confirming land grants wort 100, 000, 000 


How much do you suppose that amounts to? One billion six hun- 
dred and ten million dollars which are now pending on your Calendar, 
whose supporters are here, if this code should pass so they may be able 
to get them through during this session of Congress. 

Mr. SENEY. Yon will have to add to your list twenty millions for 
Federal election laws. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope not; but I have not got through. This 
does not include the bills to refund the cotton tax, $60,000,000; to dis- 
pose of the captured and abandoned property proceeds now in the Treas- 
ury, $10,000,000; to build canals, Hennepin, Florida, and the Chesa- 
peake and Delaware—how many millions they are to amount to I can 
not say; my figures have given out. [Laughter and applause.] To 
secure a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex., $6,000,000, being a Dem- 
ocratic city. The thousand and one private claims put through the 
petition-box, appropriately referred, are now being considered, and will 
be brought in in a few days and passed through unless we put on that 
necessary brake to which I shall call your attention in a moment. 
These demands could not all be satisfied unless the rules were changed, 
and they would not only, as I have said, exhaust the surplus in the 
Treasury, but they would create a deficit. [Renewed applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

These rules, Mr. Speaker, are as great an assault on the Treasury of 
the United States if successfully carried through as was the great war 
itself in the cost of materials. And we are told any opposition to these 
rules is to subject us to the displeasure of the Speaker. I had sup- 
posed his honor, elected as Speaker, would preside on this occasion, 
because, haying some experience in parliamentary law, I had a desire 
to read some excellent lessons on parliamentary law to him, and I had 
hoped he would bear them in mind. [Laughter.] He has been ex- 
ercising the power of the Speaker of the Honse under what he calls 
“general parliamentary law.“ Now, Mr. Speaker, I have always 
been a great student and a great admirer of general parliamentary 
law, but if this is parliamentary law as interpreted by the Speaker of 
the Honse, I am thoroughly disgusted withit and want no more of it. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] But under general 
parliamentary law, and I read from Cushing, page 294, we are told : 

A presiding officer, though entitled on all occasions to be treated with the 
greatest attention and rosi of the individual members, becnuse the power 
and dignity and honor of the assembly are officially embodied in his person, is 
yet but the servant of the House, to declare its will and to obey implicitly all its 
commands. He is selected and appointed to the trust of presiding officer in 
the confidence and upon the supposition of the conformity of his will to that 
of the assembly. 

And I desire to call the attention of the House and of the Speaker 
of this Honse to the example of Speaker Lenthal, of the English House 
of Commons, when Charles I came into the House and demanded that 
the Speaker point out to him six members of the House for whom 
warrants of arrest had been issued. What was the answer of Speaker 
Lenthal, of the British Parliament, at that time a monarchical Gov- 
ernment? The Speaker says: A 

May it please Your Majesty, I have neither eyes to see nor tongue to speak in 
this place but as the house is pleased to direct me, whose servant I am here, 
and humbly beg Your§Majesty’s pardon that I can not give any other answer 
than this to what Your Majesty is pleased to demand of me, 

There was a speaker under a monarchical Government who had no 
eyes to sce members of the House nor ears to hear them except as he 
was directed by the assembly itself, whose servant he was. He was 
their servant, and that has been the character of every speaker of a par- 
liamentary body in the whole history of parliamentary assemblies and 
the record of this House, never broken in a single particular by a sug- 
gestion to the contrary until it has been broken in the last few days by 
the Speaker of this House. 

I have heard of occasions where, in boards of aldermen, and even in 
colored conventions in the city of Washington [laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side], and caucuses of political parties, extraordinary powers had 
been assumed by the presiding officer of such meetings; but this is the 
first time that I have ever heard or witnessed such scenes as have been 
enacted in this House, where the servant of the House has refused to 
recognize the Representatives of the people when they rose in their places 
and submitted ordinary and proper parliamentary motions. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR). 
tleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr, DUNNELL was recognized. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will allow me one moment 
to make a correction. I fixed the total amount of the public buildi 
attoosmallasum. Thegentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. . 
who is near me, says that it is fifty millions according to the bills. 
[Laughter.] I want to be correct in all things if I can. 

Ltr. DUNNELL withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


The time of the gen- 
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Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some misapprehension 


between the respective sides of this House as to why our constituencies 


sentus here as Representatives upon this floor. Now, it has struck me 
throughout the progress of this debate that this entire controversy has 
grown up through a misunderstanding between the respective sides as 
to why and for what purpose we are members of Congress. I am of the 
opinion that my constituents sent me here forthe purpose of transacting 

necessary business of the country, looking to the best interests of 
the people. It seems that our Democratic friends—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 

Mr. HOUK. Well, I have so little time that I can not yield to a 
question. I expect some of my Democratic friends will want to ask me 
a question or two before I get through. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. I wanted to ask you if your constituency sent you 

here to secure pension legislation. 
Mr. HOUK. I will get to that if I am permitted to go along in my 
own way. [Laughter.] But, Iwill pause here long enough to say that 
not only my constituents but the patriotic people everywhere expect this 
Republican Congress to do justice to the soldiers who saved the Union 
and made it possible for us to have a Government and a Congress, 
[Applause on the Republican side.] But, I repeat, my idea of coming 
here was that I, as a Representative, was to engage in trying to do the 
business of the country. It seems, though, that our Democratic friends 
have the exactly opposite idea about this matter. Your speeches [point- 
ing to the Democrats], your conduct, and the whole course of your ac- 
tion since this controversy began show that you want a set of rules 
adopted that will enable you not to do business. [Laughter.] It is 
admitted that, under the old rules and ruling, a few members, or, as 
we have seen, one member, may prevent the transaction of business. 
It is admitted that under the proposed rules and the ruling of the 
present Speaker a majority can at all times do business. When you 
get back to your constituents and ask for a re-election I want to come 
and hear some of you speak to the people. Are you going to say to 
them, My fellow-citizens, you ought to return me to Congress; 7 de- 
mand and am entitled to a re-election because I have refused to do 
your business myself and done all in my power to prevent others from 
doing it for you? Or will you say to the people you ask a re-election 
because you want to do their business.“ You dare not say to your 
constituents that they did not send you here to transact their busi- 
ness. No, no; you dare not talk that way to the people. You dare 
not say to them that you represent the ‘'grandest party on earth;’’ 
that “our statesmanship has demonstrated to the people how not to do 
their business. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, the fact exists one way or the other. We are either here 
for the purpose of transacting the publie business or weare hefe for the 
p of obstructing the public business. That rule and the ruling 
by the Speaker, which seems to give such grave offense and has caused 
such honeyed, lovely, and kind-hearted deliverances to come from that 
side of the House, seems to be the one providing and directing the Speaker 
of the House how to counta quoram to do business, Gentlemen, there 
is no use dodging this matter. You are either here to do business or 
not here to do business. Which did you come here for? [Laughter 
and applause.] I repeat it, and I would like to see my friend from the 
Fourth district of Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who lives over the mount- 
ains from me, telling his constituency, ‘“‘ You must re-elect me because 
I have shown the country how not to do business.“ [Laughter and 


y eee ] 

is policy of being present to obstruct and prevent the transaction 
of business by refusing to vote, but making motions and inflammatory 
speeches for the p of firing the Democratic heart, is amusing] 
illustrated by an editorial note in the Humboldt (California) Times, It 
is as follows: 

The question of a quorum in the United States House of Representatives 

seems to turn on the comparative reliability of the different senses, The Demo- 
cratic contention is that the presence of one of the interesting characters that 
belong to that genus is only to be determined by the sense of sound. If he 
clears out the iar og erg of his voice and gives utterance to ay“ or “no,” 
then he is an entity, but no evidence of the sense of sight is to influence the 
Speaker or the House in estimating his actual existence. For instance, an in- 
dividual in the seat of Byxum, of Indiana, might have all the outward appear- 
ance of that member, but to clearly establish his identity and presence he must 
be induced to 
I will not read the last word. 
This is the way your action is looked upon out in the mountain 
land of California; and this illustrates the Democratic method of rec- 
ognizing the members of the House and ascertaining a quorum, 
(Laughter. ] 

This is the Democratic way of not doing the people's business. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

But, Mr, Speaker, in all seriousness, if we are here for the purpose 
of legislating in the interests of the people has it not been demonstrated 
time and again, time after time, and often by members of either party 
or even a single individual, under the old rule the abolition of which 
has created sucha furious complaint, that it isutterly impossible, unless 
this provision is incorporated in the new rules and unless the Speaker 
exercises it, to do business, and that even one man can clog the wheels 
of this Government and stop legislation. Youknowit. Every mem- 
ber of experience and observation knows it. These Democrats know 


Rc = 


it, and it does not speni very wisely for you gentlemen on that side of 
the House. [Laughter.] 

If you are right now, why in the name of all the gods at once did 
you not adopt this policy in 1861 and burst this Government into 
splinters by refusing to vote and by running backwards—by imitating 
the crawfish? [Laughter and applause.] If you are correct now, you 
could have destroyed the Union then by a ‘‘dumb”’ rule; by sitting 
in your seats and refusing to vote, as you now claim to have a right to 
do under the Constitution. You had the power to destroy the Union in 
this way without firing a gun or shedding a drop of blood. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel that it is my duty to vote to adopt this code of 
rules, which will promote progress and action, and enable we,” the 
representatives of the people, to get at, discuss,.and of all the 
business that may come before this House. There is not a man here 
who has had any experience but knows that the policy and the con- 
struction clamored for by the other side places the power in the hands 
of one or half a dozen gentlemen, or in any infinitely small minority, 
to clog the wheels of this Government and stop all legislation, and 
ee the power to destroy the Government if that minority so 
choose, 

Now, there is another thing. There is a great affection and venera- 
tion for the old rules, especially that rule which allows yon to play 
‘crawfish’? and not vote and not be counted. [Laughter.] Why, 
God bless your sweet souls, you have been miseducated on this subject. 
[Great laughter.] You have. You have been educated and seem to 
believe that it is improper to count those present and refusing to vote 
in order to make a quorum, and that because there was no rule au- 
thorizing it to be done it has become a sacred right to thus refuse to do 
business. But you never stopped to think why that system of rales 
was built up, and why the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], who is now confined to his bed by illness and can 
not be here, built it up. You never stopped to think why it was that 
he has been leading you along and building up a process of violating 
ene principles under the old rules when you could not be 
co è 


unted. 

Why, God bless your innocent souls [laughter], he did it, and the 
leaders of the party did it for the purpose of preventing the Democratic 
party from ruining the country [renewed laughter and applause], and 
they were right [applause], for that party is incapable of governing 
wisely or well in any branch of the Government. It can tear down, 
but it does not know how to build up; it can destroy, but it can not 
create or restore. [Applause.] 

You are reactionary, as your conduct in this discussion has shown. 
A guardian of the Constitution to whom I want to pay my respects be- 
fore I get through almost became offended because the gentleman now 
occupying the chair happened to remark in some preceding debate that 
the Democratic party was in the habit of camping every night where 
the Republican party had camped the night before. You know that 
is true. You are generally going the other way, though; not marching 
in the same direction nor in the right direction. I have said the Demo- 
cratic party is a reactionary party. It is opposed to all progress and 
development and to all building-up processes, You are the best hands 
on the face of the earth to tear down, but you can not build up worth 
acent. [Laughter. ] 

I am amused at the great solicitude which you manifest. As the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers] was declaiming, I wondered 
what would becomeof the Constitution, the country, and the Republican 
party if he should take la grippe. You are terribly alarmed about the 
country in general and the Republican party in particular, for fear we 
will commit some sort of hari kari and ruin ourselves, Why, God 
blessyou gentlemen, why do not yon let us ruin ourselves? [Laughter. ] 
We will submit to it in the direction we have started. We think we 
can stand it. Why, Mr. Speaker, in all seriousness, if this side of the 
House is capable of perpetrating what has been thrown in our faces 
here for ten days, or perhaps a little less, if the Republican members of 
this House are capable of the atrocities that you on that side of the 
House ascribe to us, then every one of us ought to be in the penitenti- 
ary instead of being here on this floor. [Laughter on the Democratie 
side.] Certainly, if gentlemen on the other side tell the truth this side 
of the House are monsters, while the other side consists of holy men 
only. Give mea jury of honest mep and a competent court and I can 

t the whole of you where you intimate we ought to beif you do not 
ve yourselves [renewed laughter] better than you have for the 
past ten days. 

I was amused again at the gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
who entertained us to-night. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. God bless your soul! 

Mr. HOUK. No, the Lord will not hear a prayer from that side of the 
House. [Laughter.] I was attempting to interpose for you gentle- 
men, but there is some little doubt as to whether there will be much 
attention paid even to my prayer, as it was in your behalf. [Laugh- 
ter.] But, as I was saying, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
inveighed against the rulings of the Speaker, and especially against 
that particular ruling which has created all this antagonism and ex- 
citement, and pointed to the conduct of the Republican in the 
Fiftieth Congress in taking advantage of the old rules and filibustering 
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to prevent the party then dominant in the House from reaching the 
proper jury in a contested-election case. 
I thank thee, Jew, for teaching me that word. 

The very illustration which the gentleman has used is one of the 
strongest, most forcible, and most logical reasons which could be pre- 
sented on this floor why the ruling of the Speaker is right and why 
this rule should be adopted for the guidance of this House in the per- 
formance of its duties in representing and legislating for the American 
people. The gentleman’s argument is this: Von Republicans took 
advantage of the ruling which then existed and prevented us from get- 
ting a case before the proper jury, and now you are proposing to adopt 
a rule by which you can reach the jury under all circumstances at any 
time, and Iam against that. You did wrong before, and now, when 
you propose to do right, I will do wrong.“ That is his argument. He 
denounces us for refusing to vote and thus preventing the trial of a 
contested-election case, and yet he and his party resort to the same 
bad habit for the same purpose, and claims that we are tyrants if we 
do not make it la wful for them to continue this wicked practice. Con- 
sistency, thou art a jewel.“ Indeed the gentleman from Illinois is 
a jewel.“ He deals in pearls and gems of sarcasm, from whose with- 
ering touch I am bound to believe the Speaker fled and placed the 
present occupant in the chair, [Laughter. ] 

Bat, gentlemen, you may possess your souls in peace. Wearenot 
ing to hurt you. Weare going to adopt this code of rules and make 
you behave yourselves, and when you do not vote we are going to connt 
you to constitute a quorum unless you run away. [Laughter.] We 
are going to do it. [Renewed laughter.] We will do it as certain as 
the world stands. I did not vote for REED in the caucus for Speaker, 
but Iam in the habit of apologizing to him twice a day ever since I 
have seen how he has borne himself in the chair. [Great laughter 
and applause. ] 

And I am inclined to think our honored and worthy Speaker may yet 
survive, even though he has the frowns and is compelled to endure the 
disfavor of all the Democratic statesmen who have hitherto sought and 
obtained fame and a name by a dilatory use of the motion to adjourn 
laughter], and who desire to preserve the right to make this motion 
hereafter as they have in the past, that their statesmanship may re- 
sound down through the corridors of time. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Let me say to our Democratic friends, you may speak, you may use 
epithets, you may do what you will, but the country has intrusted the 
Republican party with the administration of the Government and with 
the control of legislation in this House of Representatives, as well as 
in the other end of the Capitol, and has puta Republican President in 
the White House, and we are going to run it for the timo being, regard- 
ices of * you may think, say, or doin reference to our action. [Ap- 
plause. 

There is no use of attempting to dodge this question. We intend to 
do the people's business, and we are going to do it our way, and not 
yours. [Renewed laughter.] The Republican party has not only 
taken care of itself, but its genius and patriotism and statesman- 
ship have proved capable of taking care of the country in the past, 
and by the help of REED we are taking care of it in the present, and 
by the grace of God and the good-will of the American people we pro- 
pose to take care of it in the future. [Applause.] And what, then, 
is all this noise and confusion about? Tanker] What is it all 
about? It is all because the majority will not consent that the mi- 
nority may not do the business for which they were elected. Wel, 
gentlemen, you may just fold your arms and not doa thing if you do not 
want to, but we over on this side pores, to work. [Laughter.] Mr. 
Speaker, how many minutes have I remaining? 

: ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has about five minutes 
eft. 

Mr HOUK. I think that is a mistake. I think I have about twenty 
minutes. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, every court, so far as I have been 
able tọ investigate, where the direct question upon which Speaker 
REED has been ruling here for several days has come before it, has 
unanimously sustained the principle upon which that ruling of the 
Speaker rests. The supreme court of Tennessee—I am not responsible 
for helping to make it, for it is a Democratic court, but it is composed 
of five distinguished gentlemen, with a chief-justice who is inferior to 
no man—the supreme court of Tennessce had this direct question be- 
fore it at a recent term at Knoxville, and that Democratic court gave a 
unanimous decision sustaining the principle maintained by the Speaker 
in his rulings here. 

If I had time I would pursue that question further. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the case cited. 

Mr, HOUK. It is the case of Lawrence against Ingersoll, president of 
the school board of the city of Knoxville—a case where a colored man 
was elected to an office and the Democrats would not let him have it. 
But the court decided this direct question of what is necessary to con- 
stitute a quorum—decided it as Speaker REED has decided it and as 
common sense and the Constitution authorized him to decide it, and 
for deciding which the people are everywhere rejoicing. 

Mr. PIERCE. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to say that 
I am somewhat familiar with the case he has cited, and that the point 
which he states was not presented in that case at all. 
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Mr. HOUK. I waar 9 hag it was. This isthe difference between the 
gentleman and myself: he does not know and I do, Ferg ecg I 
say that if the gentleman will read the case he will see that Iam right. 

Mr. PIERCE. I have read it. 

Mr. HOUK. Then you have read it with Democratic spectacles. 

Mr, PIERCE. I did read it with Democratic spectacles, which al- 
ways read aright. 

Mr. HOUK. Iam content to let the case speak for itself. I read 
it just the other day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Insert it in your speech and we can read it in the 
morning. 

Mr. HOUK. The report of the case has not yet gone into the books; 
it is a newspaper report. I make no statement on this floor which I 
have not authority for making. In the course of the opinion the court 
quotes a number of anthorities with approval and for the purpose of 
sustaining it in holding that a majority of a quorum must be present 
in order to make the action of the parliamentary body legal, its acts 
valid. Among the authorities quoted and approved is this: So if a 
board of village trustees consists of five members, and all or four are 
present, two can do no valid act.” 

Why? Because two is not a majority of the quorum present. But, 
says the same authority, ‘‘If three only were present they would con- 
stitute aquorum. Then the votes of two, being a majority of the quo- 
rum, would be valid. Certainly so, where the three are all competent to 
act.“ (2 Dill. Mun. Corp., section 217.) If this means anything, it is 
that the true rule is that to constitute a valid act a quorum must be 
present, and that to make the act of the body valid a majority of the 
quorum thus present must vote. And this is precisely in point here; 
a quorum has all the time been present, and “‘a majority of the quorum’* 
has voted on every proposition. 

The only possible way to avoid this law, as thus laid down by the 
Democratic supreme court of Tennessee, is for our Democratic friends 
who have all along been present here in their seats to insist that they 
are not competent to act.” That may be what they have been try- 
ing to prove by their conduct—that they are not competent to act! 
[Langhter. ] 

You Democrats can only break up a quorum by establishing the fact 
that you are not competent to act’? as representatives of the people, 
and you have come very near doing it. A little more of your nonsense 
will very clearly demonstrate your incapacity. 

Now, as my time is about out I want to say one other word. You 
gentlemen on the other side utter your warnings about the evils which 
are to come from our adoption of these rules. Why, sir, 99 out of every 
100 of the plain people of this country feel in their very hearts and souls 
the common- , the honesty, and the justice of the ruling of Speaker 
REED and of the provision incorporated in this code of rules by which 
he is authorized to count a quorum and thus make it possible for us 
to do the business for which we were sent here. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HOUK. Ionly want tosay—and I will say itso that the Speaker 
will not hear me [laughter]—that the ruling of Speaker REED, show- 
ing as it did his brain, his courage, and his backbone, has inspired en- 
thusiasm in the Republican party everywhere, which will keep on 
untilitsends you into another Waterloo when we getat you again. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] Yes, sir; the action of the Speaker, 
and the cheerful support which he has received at the hands of his 
party on this floor, has lit up the Republican camp-fires in every part 
of the country. It has aroused the people and recalled to mind the 
earlier days of the party, when it was led by giants, guided by a wise 
statesmanship, and marched on to victory and glorious achievements. 
Applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN obtained the floor and said: I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY]. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Speaker, I believe thatit will be generally ad- 
mitted that the gentleman who just resumed his seat [Mr. HOUK] 
presented the case of the majority report in the most pradent, logical“ 
sober, and dispassionate manner thus far observed by that side of the 
House. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who initiated this dis- 
cussion, quite frequently referred to or hinted at alleged conditions 
which he insisted formed a justification or at least an excuse for the 
report submitted by the majority of the Committee on Rules. I list- 
ened with much attention and interest for an enumeration of those 
peculiar conditions which could justify this violent and extraordinary 
departure from the ancient and accepted usages of this body. The re- 
cent as well as the more remote parliamentary history of this country 
is searched in vain for aninstance in which an absolute injury has been 
done the American people by an occasional resort to parliamentary mo- 
tions to arrest the progress of hasty and immature legislation, justified 
by no affirmative expression of the public judgment. It is generally 
admitted that the conntry is at peace with all nations and with itself. 
All is quiet and serene to-night, except on the Potomac.” [Laugh- 


ter.] Wherein then is concealed the condition which at this late day 
is to justify this innovation on the customary rules of procedure ob- 
served in this House for over one hundred years? 

I admit, Mr. Speaker, that the situation easily suggests a hypothet- 


ical case. Political events in this country within the past eighteen 
months recall the historical fact that the Constable of the Bourbons 
agreed with Charles V that he would march his army against Rome 
and take that city, providing it were distinctly stipulated that he should 
be ‘‘ unrestrained in the sack.” His consuming ambition to possess 
Rome, and a mercenary army composed of all the bandits of west- 
ern Europe, led by a talented and unprincipled commander, ready 
and willing, for plunder, toserve that ambition, were the conditions con- 
fronting the Spanish prince, and he readily assented tothe proposition. 
Itis possible to imagine a case growing outof the rivalry of political 
parties for the possession of the Government in which peculiar and even 
embarrassing conditions mightarise. A great political party might be 
in desperate straits in its efforts to repossess itself of public power. Un- 
der those circumstances it might summon to its aid all those individuals 
and corporations to which in former years it had granted special favors 
and which it had endowed with special privileges. It might inaugurate 
a fut frying ’’ process to raise the *‘ sinews of war.“ Then might come 
forward these beneficiaries of special privilege from all parts of the coun- 
try and enter intoa contract with the chairman of the national committee 
to capture the Presidency and place the party in possession of the Govern- 
ment, with the distinct stipulation that for a term of years they were 
to be absolutely unrestrained in the collection of tribute from the peo- 
ple and the plunderof the public Treasury. 

Suppose that they had performed their part of the contract and were 
clamorous for the redemption of the reciprocal obligation and ravenous 
to enter on their promised estate, then, indeed, would the leaders of 
that party be confronted by conditions which might compel the adop- 
tion of some such remarkable code of rules as is here submitted for our 
ratification. Nothing but a judgmentof foreclosure and expiration of 
the “equity of redemption ° could account for the deliberate destruc- 
tion of the elementary principles of parliamentary liberty so scrupu- 
lously observed by the long line of illustrious statesmen who haye oc- 
capied that chair and by the ten thousand members of the House who 
have come and gone in the legislative history of our Government. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam opposed to the proposed rule which authorizes. 
the Speaker of this House to manufacture a quorum. That is a power 
which is not conferred by the Constitution, was never assumed by the 
men who made the Constitution, and never until now exercised by 
any man under oath to support and defend the Constitution. I care 
not if he be as wise as Solomon and as just as Aristides, it is a power 
which under our Government should never be lodged in any one man, 
He who covets such a power is unfit to wield it; he who is fit to wield 
such a power would never accept it. The very constitution of human 
nature itself renders the exercise of such power inconsistent with the 
rights of freemen. 

It is not disputed that the Speaker of this House, on two distinct oc- ` 
easions, deliberately inserted in his private diary the name of a mem- 
ber as present in his seat and declining to vote, when, asa matter of fact, 
in both cases the member was not only not in his seat, but was notin the 
House; and in one instance the Speaker transferred that private diary 
to the Journal of the House and, on the following day, by his assumed 
prerogative of manufacturing a quorum, approved that Journal. Yet 
the Constitution provides that the House shall keep a Journal of its 
proceedings; that Journal ‘‘imports verity,” is unimpeachable by any 
human testimony, is conclusive and exclusive evidence as to the pro- 
ceedings of the House in every court in the land. The court which 
should now be called upon te enforce this old and inflexible rule of evi- 
dence would be confrontedat the outset with the fact that, as a matter 
of truth, the Journal no longer ‘‘imports verity,” that its integrity is 
discounted, that doubt lurks in every page, and that at best we have 
left but a mutilated substitute for the constitutional Journal provided 
for by the fathers. 

Now, if our distinguished Speaker, with all his attributes of infalli- 
bility, fell into the error just cited and did that unintentional injustice 
to two members of this House, what may we not expect on the fulfill- 
ment of the prophecy of Mr. Conger, of 3 in the Forty-Sixth 
Congress, when the chair is to be occupied by Shakespeare’s “scurvy, 
glass eyed politician, who seems to see the things he does not?? What 
may we not expect when, by some accident of politics, that chair may 
be occupied by some lucky parliamentary buffoon, or mere gaveled 
dervish, or by a man incapacitated by nature and education for acting 
as a just and impartial umpire between man and man in the stru 
of parliamentary life on this floor? If such a one should su to 
that exalted position of trust and honor—and the possibilities are not 
growing fewer as the days go hy—how convenient it would be for him 
to turn to the Journal of the present Honse, with its all ~ 
ments of the fact, and ‘‘quote it for precedent, when, by the sama 
example,” errors many may rush into the state.“ Such a ) 
would act at least with a precedent, however doubtful and vicious. 
Everybody admits that many of the rulings of the present occupant of 
the chair are not only without respectable precedent, but in direct de- 
fiance of the concurrent opinion of the most illustrious men in the leg- 
islative and judicial history of the country. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the rule that clothes the Beaker 
of this House with the right to explore the motives of individual mema 
bers. To confer on him the power to declare the ordinary motions of 


deliberative bodies to be dilatory is to substitute his discretion, his judg- 
ment, and his will for the conscience, the judgment, and the will of the 
individual members of the House. He not only is to decide, at his 
pleasure, that a motion, though made by the member in the utmost 
good faith, is dilatory, and refuse to entertain it, but is, at his pleasure, 
at a certain stage, to refuse to entertain an appeal from that decision. 
The right of the meanest criminal in the land to appeal from a partial, 
prejudiced, or unjust judge to a jury of his peers is by this remarkable 
code denied to the representatives of the people on this floor. What 
is the overpowering exigency that requires that the members of the 
House must abdicate their individual rights and consciences to magnify 
the influence and multiply the power of the Speaker, the agent of the 
2 House? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], in his in- 

$ genious defense of the rulings of the Chair, declared that antiquity is 
ko characteristic of many things wrong in themselves. True, antiquity 
presents us with the spectacle of one man, on whom capricious fate fixed 

d a crown, reaching out with one hand and gathering to himself the sub- 


k: stance of the ple and with the other dividing his ill-gotten rev- 
a enues among the favorites of his court. This is the kind of antiquity 
5 that characterizes this code. We are here contending for the antiquity 


zo of liberty as against the antiquity of autocracy and despotism. 

: It might be well to remember that the Forty-seventh Congress had 

2 an experience similar to the present in nature, though not in extent. 
= The Speaker then arrogated to himself the right to determine that cer- 
i tain motions were dilatory, to rule them out of order, and to apply the 
; gag law. It was then argued, as now, that action, not non-action,”’ 

is the function of the House. It was then asserted, as now, by the 
leaders of the majority that we are here to do the public business.“ 
They did do the public business,” and the time came when not only 
that business, but also the methods of its transaction, were submitted 
to the crucial test of the public judgment. The verdict was returned, 
and, as you all know, the party that resorted to reactionary and un- 
usual methods was buried under a majority 75 deep on this floor. The 
verdict of the people at the polls on that to-do-business House 
` left the wake of the Forty-seventh Congress strewn with a choice selec- 

N tion of political skeletons which even at this hour are bleaching under 

x, the uncooled wrath of public opinion. There is not a newspaper in all 
x the land nor a public man with any reputation to lose who has had 

E. the temerity to attempt to draw the conspicuous leaders in that assault 

3 on the ordinary and, to that time, unquestioned usages of the House 
from the obscurity to which they were relegated by their lust of power 
and rage to do business.“ [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

A significant feature of the proposed code, Mr. Speaker, is the fact 
* that it almost obliierates the representative character of individual 
$ members of the House. The member is to no longer introduce a bill in 

the House; he carries it to the Speaker. The member is to no longer, 
on the authority of a committee, report a bill to the House; he is to 
carry his report to the Speaker. The Speaker is to refer his bill tosuch 
committee as he sees fit, and the Speaker is to send his report to such 
Calendar as he sees fit. The Speaker is to rule motions out of order, 

as dilatory, when he chooses so to do. If, on the passage of a bill, the 
roll-call fails to disclose the presence of a quorum the Speaker is to 
ma*ufacture a quorum and inject his statement of fact’’ into the 
Journal of the House. If a member disputes the verity of the Journal 
and the roll-call, onitsapproval, discloses no quorum present, the Speaker 

~ again manufactures a quorum and approves the Journal. 

Again, at every point in these rules the individual member is over- 

4 shadowed and dominated by the committees. There is established an 

“3 à alliance, offensive and defensive, between the Speaker and the chair- 

4 men of the committees. The individuality of the member is utterly 
E submerged. By this code all of the members on one side of the House 
E- and two-thirds of those on the other side are disfranchised in a meas- 
ure of their legal representative character and capacity, and their con- 
stituents, of course, lose representation in the same proportion. Human 

nity seems to have been exhausted in devising a scheme to lodge 
in the Speaker, absolutely and completely, the fate of legislation. 

The contention that this code is designed to enable the majority to con- 
trol the public business is without foundation. The majority should 
con trol the public business within its legal limits, and it can do so now. 
This code is expressly intended to enable the minority, however small, 
with the assistance of the Speaker, to rush measures through the House. 


F. The old constitutional rule Which compels the party which insists on 
sA controlling the public business to have its majority in the House is 
-A stricken down. A new rule is submitted in its place, under which 
= a mere minority of 3, or even 1, as admitted by gentlemen on the 
35 other side, could, with the assistance of the Chair, carry bills through 


this House taking millions of dollars ont of the public Treasury. In 
brief, to provide that a minority of the Representatives elected by the 
people may control the public business is the very purpose and essence 
of the proposed code, and all the hysterical protestations of gentlemen 
to the contrary have not changed the fact. 

It may not be amiss to recall the fact, Mr. Speaker, that some of the 
obnoxious features in the proposed code were fully discussed in former 
Congresses. Mr. Blaine, when Speaker of the House, repudiated the 
8 that the Speaker should count a quorum, as conducive to 

and scandal, and predicted that the recognition and exercise of 
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such a power would place the House on a volcano. Garfield and 
HAWLEY and Conger and the present Speaker of this House, when in 
the Forty-sixth Congress, denounced the proposition that the Chair 
should „see“ a quorum. The present occupant of the chair then de- 
nounced the proposition not only as vicious in parliamentary policy, but 
clearly unconstitutional, and in that view he was sustained by an over- 
whelming majority on both sides of the House. What was then de- 
nounced as vicious is now eulogized as virtuous. What was then pro- 
nounced clearly unconstitutional by our present Speaker is now held 
by him to be clearly constitutional. What was then characterized by 
him as a ‘valuable privilege is now stigmatized as a vicious prac- 
tice.“ What was then denounced as unwise, reactionary, and revolu- 
tionary is now applauded as wise, parliamentary, and legal. 

Indeed, sir, how irresistible must be the influence about this Capitol 
that can work such a complete change of opinion and such inexpli- 
cable inconsistencies in human conduct. But the public can hardly be 
deceived as to the secret power at work. The creatures of Government 
favor demand, among other things, that the time for the payment of 
the debt due the Government from the Pacific railroads shall be ex- 
tended seventy years, the confirmation to the subsidized railroads of 
the title to their unearned land grants, additional legislation for fa- 
vored banks, the refunding and perpetuation of the national debt forsev- 
eral generations, and these things can be accomplished only by Congress 
stealing a march on public opinion. 

The American people are to be chained still more securely to the 
chariot wheels of monopoly, and the old rules must be thrust aside as 
hampering and impeding that process, Under the old rules, parliament- 
ary motions seldom, if ever, embarrassed good legislation; in many dis- 
tinct instances they arrested doubtful legislation, and they certain! 
never facilitated the progress of bad legislation. To correct this tend- 
ency and effect is the patriotic and philanthropic purpose of the pro- 
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The rage of contending interests for priority at the public Treasury is 
on. The clamor of the lobby rings out high above the voice of the peo- 
ple. Ninety-nine out of every hundred pledges so lavishly made to the 
soldier turn to ashes, while the gigantic combinations of steam-ship 
and other subsidy bandits storm this House and train their artillery 
on the exchequer of the Government. The subsidy and the fictitious 
claim offer large percentages, while the honest claim must wait tardy 
recognition of its merit. The beneficiaries of privilege sentinel the 
Capitel of thenation; the farmer and laborer, to whom so much was 
promised in the last campaign, are forgotten, and nothing is to flourish 
but the industry of raising and consuming taxes. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, this occasion will stand memorable in 
the parliamentary history of the country. Even the occupant of the 
chair admits in his report that some of the provisions in this code are 
“extraordinary,” while we all know that they are radical and revolu- 
tionary. The authority of great names is disregarded. The precedents 
of a century are trampled under foot. The purse-strings of the nation 
are flung tothe wind. The way is blazed, broad and plain and direct, 
for the lobby into the publie Treasury, That there are gentlemen on 
the other side of the House who are doubtful of the propriety of many 
of the innovations in these rules and have misgivings as to their effects, 
there can be no question. 

But no speech on either side of the House will change a single vote. 
The word has been spoken. The decree has gone forth. The power 
that could suggest such a code of rules will find means for enforcing 
its adoption. Recognition and subserviency go hand in hand. Things 
may grow worse before they grow better. At all events we are soon to 
see evidenced how comparatively short is the time which may elapse 
between the birth and the maturity of folly. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. WIKE]. 

Mr. WIKE. Mr. Speaker, the minority of this House is not permit- 
ted, even before rules are adopted, to discuss questions on the floor with 
any reasonable deliberation, and only asa matter of grudging grace is it 
permitted to be heard atall; but when these proposed rules are adopted 
there will be an end, substantially and practically, to the last vestige of 
the rights of the minority, aud their only office will be to be counted by 
the Speaker, as a matter of convenience, to facilitate the accomplish- 
ment of his own arbitrary will and that of his partisan associates, 

While I should like to discuss these proposed changes in the custom- 
ary rules at length, Jam compelled to devote the short time allowed 
me to the presentation merely of a protest against the arbitrary usur- 
pations of the majority of this House in practically denying any rights 
whatever to the minority; the few incidental privileges mentioned as 
accorded to individual Representatives of constituencies upon this floor 
not rising to the dignity of decent recognition—they being sheer and 
sonlless mockeries. It may be said, and has been said that it is a waste 
of time to discuss these rules when their adoption has been predeter- 
mined by a Republican caucus; but there are rights and principles in- 
volved here that are far more important to the American people and Re- 
public than the paltry time consumed in this debate, and eyen though 
it were to continue throughout this entire term of Congress. 

We are accorded three days for general debate on the rules, but the 


Democratic majority of the House in the Forty-sixth Congress allowed 


seven weeks of discussion on the question of the adoption of rules for 
its government, and the British House of Commons allowed ten months 
for the consideration of a proposed change in its rules not nearly so 
radical as here contemplated. This difference, however, in the treat- 
ment of the subject in hand by the two Houses of Congress indicated, 
is not greater than the divergence between the haughty, proscriptive 
intolerance shown by the Republican leaders toward their political op- 
ponents, as well as to the rights, wishes, and interest of the masses of 
the people, whether of the majority or minority, and the characteristic 
jealousy with which the Democratic party watches and guards the con- 
stitutional rights and liberties of the people against the insidious en- 
croachmentsof power. The restraints the people want are those against 
the looting of their Treasury and the robbery of the people, and not 
those that deprive them or their Representatives of their long-cherished 
constitutional rights upon this floor. 

It has taken these proposed rules to convince me that rules can be so 
bad that their adoption is really worse than to proceed without any 
rules at all, for under this proposed system it is easily within the 
power of a partisan majority or an unscrupulous Speaker, and even a 
minority of the members, to perpetrate any legislation their partisan 
extremities may seem to require, however pernicious. 

These rnles provide an aid to the Speaker, in his arbitrary assump- 
tion of power, to presume a participation in the business of the House 
on the part of the members without their consent and even against their 

rotest. I am sent here not only to aid in the passage of wholesome 
ey but to prevent the enactment of vicious legislation, so far as pos- 
sible; and this latter duty is even more imperative than the first. 

If this last purpose can be accomplished in an orderly manner by 
refusing to vote, thus throwing upon the majority, where it belongs, 
the entire responsibility of furnishing a constitutional quorum with 
which to pass bad laws, and arbitrarily unseat duly elected members 
of this House for partisan purposes, when it can not otherwise be done 
at all, or can be accomplished in that way better than by voting against 
these iniquities, what intelligent reason can be urged or assigned for 
not adopting that conrse? Any other course would, in fact, be wholly 
futile and unjustifiable, since it would defeat one of the objects of the 
member's election—the defeat of vicious legislation. An intelligent 
constituency expects an honest and faithful Representative to use all 
the lawful and constitutional means in his power to stand for and pro- 
tec! the right in the most available way practicable under the laws of 
the land, The growing curse of the country is too much legislation, 
and the people approve wholesome restraints of it, as three-fourths of 
it legislates too much money out of the Treasury or puts too much into 
it. Itis conceded, however, that the right of the minority to with- 
hold its vote to break a quorum is one of last resort and only to be in- 
voked on occasions of necessity to prevent irreparable wrong and injus- 


ce. 

It is the duty of the majority on this floor to furnish a quorum, and, 
failing in this duty, it should not be permitted to make up its delin- 
quency by forcing au apparent participation in outrageous porca, 
by arbitrarily counting members as participating who are in 
lutely refusing to participate in the pernicious proceedings of a real mi- 
nority of the members-elect, 

If the claim is well founded—and it is in a general sense—that the 
majority of a legislative body should rule, then let that majority also 
furnish the instrumentalities necessary to that end, and not attempt 
to accomplish their purpose by arbitrary tion and exercise of 

wer, by forcing unwilling minorities to participate in what they be- 

ieve to be nefarious proceedings. Results obtained by such means are 
neither philosophic, consonant with the conscientious convictions of the 
minority, thus forced to be parties to transactions abhorrent to their 
sense of justice, propriety, and even decency, nor justifiable by any 
correct principle or rule of law, either human or divine, 

This is not a question of obstruction or filibustering, as it is some- 
times all to be, in any sense whatever—those terms signifying some- 
thing entirely different, and which may or may not be indulged in on 
the floor of the House, depending, it is true, largely on the rules; but 
it is a question of unconstitutional and unjustifiable usurpation, which 
has not even the poor quality of having justifiable ends in view—the 
object for this revolutionary scheme having been adopted being in 
the first instance to unseat members of the House lawfully elected, 
in order that the House might proceed thereafter, if possible, without 
further resort to open, violent, revolutionary methods; for of course in 
this country of aversion to aud hereditary hatred of one-man power 
the Speaker of this House can not long hope to maintain hi f be- 
fore the country in an unconstitutional usurpation and exercise of a 

wer that overturns the precedents, practiee, and construction of this 

ouse for more than one hundred years, 

The country will not tolerate the revolutionary scheme—one so re- 
pugnant to all the teachings, instincts, and traditions of the American 
people—that one man, even if he be the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, can produce a quorum at any time by seeing a majority 
into his presence, and arbitrarily making up himself the Journal which 
the Constitution requires the House to keep, and afterwards procuring 
its approval by again ogling its confirmation. 


fact abso-. 


The majority of the House have made a most fatal blunder in re- 
sorting to this miserable business. They have reversed the order of 
progress that civilization has taken, and which it has carried into many, 
if nob most, of the constitutions of the several States, that a majority 
of all the members-elect must appear affirmatively on the record to 
pass legislation—and which is also a fair construction of that provision 
of the Constitution of the United States which provides that a major- 
ity of each (House) shall constitute a quorum to do business. 

The people will not tolerate the adoption by the National Legislature 
of that dangerous doctrine of the lobby that a minority may pass laws 
to loot the Treasury, to debauch elections, to subsidize commerce as 
well as manufactures, to encourage trusts and build up monopolies, to 
tob the poor for the benefit of the rich, or, in fact, for any other vicious 
purpose, by putting into practice the absurd and monstrous theory that 
the passive presence of a powerless opposition can give validity or vital- 
ity to such unwarrantable proceedings. 

The proposed rules are also an adjunct in a scheme for the disfran- 


chisement of the people of the country in the matter of participation- 


in national legislation. One hundred and sixty-one constituencies out 
of three hundred and thirty are absolutely suppressed upon this floor 
and the voice of more than thirty millions of people silenced by the rule 
that gives to the Speaker and the committees of his appointment, or- 
ganized not 8 to 7,” but still worse, on a ratio of 8 to 5, in the interest 
of a majority of only 8 in 330 members, the power to take charge of 
and control all business upon this floor, to the utter exclusion practi- 
cally of the participation of the members of the minority of this House, 

Tt is true it may be said that on two days in the month, or say ten 
or a dozen days of the remainder of this session, members on the floor 
are mocked with the poor ‘‘ privilege ’’ of moving to suspend this sys- 
tem of usurpation, and the futile struggle for relief ends in the simple 
motion—for it can be voted down by one-third or less of the conspir- 
ators to this tyrannical plot—while the behests of a real minority, pro- 
fessing to act for a majority, and acting through its partisan committees 
and officers, by a bare majority vote of those present, can suspend on 
those days all rules and restraints and proceed at unce to the exercise 
of its greed and power. So that even those two days in the month in 
which the only ray of light is promised to the dungeoned minority, 
really afford them no relief from the thralldom into which they are 
plunged by this tyrannical subjugation. 

The people see in all this usurpation and tyranny only a desperate and 
frantic effort to snatch from the jaws of defeat the waning power of the 
Republican party, which, while it was triumphant in 1888, by the aid 
of the corrupt application of the *‘ fat fried” from the beneficiaries of 
that gigantic system of robbery instituted and maintained by protect- 
ive tariff taxation, was overwhelmingly defeated last fall at the polls by 
an uprising of the people that condemns alike the policies and practices 
of the Republican party. That uprising revolutionized the executive 
and legislative departments of the States of Ohio and Iowa, and threat- 
ened to overthrow the supremacy of the party of high taxes in yet other 
States of the Union, and demonstrated what would have been done by 
the people in relation to the corresponding places in the National Gov- 
ernment if they could have been reached at the same time by the same 
correcting hand. 

That opportunity, however, will be soon presented, and for the con- 
summation of that emphatically expressed and most deyoutly desired 
purpose, this side of the House may confidently, patiently, and securely 
wait; for the forlorn hope of the Republican party, led by its des- 
perate leaders on this floor, can not only not prevail against it, but 
their desperate and dying efforts now being made will only intensify 
and emphasize their own utter rout and discomfiture; and the superb 
administration of President Cleveland shining through the Cimmerian 
darkness of the present one, like the Star of Bethlehem, will lead the 
country to another regeneration in 1892. 

Mr. McMILLEN, I yield now for seven minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE]. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended saying a 
word, but after hearing the discussion going on for several days T keel 
that I owe it to my constituents to say a few words. 

The constitution of Indiana provides that a majority of the members 
elected to each house shall be necessary to pass every bill or joint res- 
olution. I find, sir, on consulting the constitutions of different States 
of the Union that the same is substantially the provision contained in 
the constitutions of Alabama, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Kentucky. It has been the provision of 
the Constitution of the United States fora hundred years as interpreted 
by the rules of this House. 

I have been here every day since Congress has been in session; I have 
been here during every roll-call, and the reason I have sat in my seat 
and refused to vote, along with the leaders of my party, is because I knew 
that all this was leading up to the adoption of a set of rules in this 
House that would be subversive of the great principle of the Constitu- 
ion of the United States—a Constitution which has been construed by 
the great minds of the past—that a majority voting by a yea-and-nay 
vote should be necessary to pass a measure through this House. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 4 

Several of the rulesnow proposed to be adopted are, I believe, intended 


i 
rie) 


1264 CONGRESSIONAL 


for the purpose of passing partisan and sectional measures, Without 
such rules, perhaps, that legislation could not pass here at all. If the 
rules which have obtained in this House fora hundred years were to 
obtain during this Congress, then 166 members would have to vote af- 
firmatively before any one of those measures could Suppose 84 
are on the side of the majority and 82 on the side of the minority, those 
84 members, by the Speaker mutilating the Journal and inserting the 
names of those refusing to vote, can pass any measure, no matter 
whether the 82 members vote or do not vote. [Applauseon the Dem- 
ocratic side, ] 

Class legislation in favor of the rich has done more to rob the people 
of this country than anything else in existence. Mr. Speaker, when 
we contemplate the fact that New York has 34 voices in this House, 
Pennsylvania has 28, and the New England States 26, making 88 in 
all, we are bound to know, if these rules are adopted, that these States, 
eight in number, could combine and pass any measure through this 
House, and the other thirty-four States could not prevent it, provided 
but 82 Representatives opposing were upon this floor. What Iam in 
favor of is to force the majority to bring its quorum, 166 members, in 
here, to bring these Representatives in from all the various parts of the 
Union, and when they take their seats upon that side let them carry 
their sectional and partisan measures through by a majority of the mem- 
bers of this House, if they have the temerity to do so, and then let them 
go home and answer to their 166 constituencies for their high-handed 
and unpreeedented conduct. 

But, sir, I repeat, aside from the bitter partisan character of these 
rules, they will multiply the ability of people urging class legislation 
by two. And I venture to say there has been already too much vicious 

legislation in this country. It isa very sad commentary upon 
the judgment of our members of Con: that so much should have 
been done for the corporations and monopolies of this land in the past 
twenty-five years. Ishall never lend my sanction, Mr. Speaker, to any- 
thing that will put into the hands of one-fourth the members of this 
House power that would result injuriously, in my judgment, to the con- 
stitutional rights and safeguards of the people who had reposed conti- 
dence in me. 

Now, I did notintend tosay a word upon this subject, but as silence 
is often construed to mean consent, I propose on this question to raise 
my voice and be heard in defense of this great constitutional provision 
which has made it the duty of the House for an hundred years to pass 
all measures by the voice only of the majority of its members. 

Sir, we contend, upon this side of the House, that the conduct of the 

er in refusing to entertain appeals to the House from the rulings 

the Chair, in refusing to entertain motions which we submit were 

made by members upon this side of the House in good faith, and es- 

pony in placing the names of the members upon the Journal who 
not answered to the roll-call, is revolutionary and usurpatory. 

This is strong language, sir, and I speak it in all seriousness; for, if 
this is not true, we have done the Speaker of this House a great and 
grievous wrong, and should apologize to him, sir, in his high place with 
uncovered heads; but if, upon the contrary, we be right, the country 
should be truly offended because of such radical and vicious temerity. 
If we be right, our country has never seen the like of this. It is the 
unkindest political cut of all; and this House, sir, is the last place 
in all this world where such autocracy should ever obtain. We are 
8 to be men of a high, honorable, and patriotic sense of duty. 

e are elected directly by the people themselves, and we come fresh 
from them and their instructions. We are empowered by them and are 
of them. Owing to our close and affectionate relations with our respect- 
ive peoples we are clothed not only with the high and especial power 
to o te all revenue measures looking to the appropriation of the 
private property of onr people for public purposes, but we are intrusted 
with the highest and most sacred power known to organized society: 
the duty of preserving inviolate the blessings of liberty and free speech 
as secured to our people and their Representatives by a strict and just 
construction of their Constitution. Have the Democratic Representa- 
tives of the people exercised these high powers cautiously and strictly ? 
Let us call the most distinguished witness in the Republican party, and 
ordinarily for us the most unwilling one. His testimony is: 


Two parties which, in a general sense, have always existed in the United 
: the of strict construction and the party of liberal construction; 
ty of State rights and the party of national supremacy; the party of 

ea revenue and restricted expenditure and the party of generous income 
its application of public improvement; the party, in short, of Jefferson 
the party of Hamilton.—Blaine’s Twenty Years in Congress, volume 1, 


Sir, a gen we ask, has the conduct of the Speaker in placing the names 
of mem on the Journal been revolutionary and usurpatory? Web- 
ster defines a 1 to be a radical change. In 1875 Mr. Coburn, 

said: 


In 
Š rigo to a point of order. It is simply as to the manner of making a record of 
t. One way of making the record is to have the roll called and 
the of mem! mar! as present upon the roll-call, whether upon the 
7 nays ox u ofthe House. That makes ths record; but there 
ere 


[another House can make its record ss positively, as abso- 
si s 
‘can 


and that is by a member rising in his pan and 
1 


hich 
95 member who has not answered to name, 
the that it be recorded. The record 
t man is present and d 
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And Mr, Blaine, the then Speaker, said: 


The Chair never beard of that being done. He begs to remind the House, 
whereas that might and doubtless would be true that there is a quorum in the 
Hall, the very 8 enunciated by the gentleman from Indiana has been 
the foundation pro ly for the greatest 1 slative frauds ever committed. 


Where a quorum, in the judgment of the Chair, has been declared to be pres- 
ent in the House against the result of a roll-call, these proceedings in the dif- 
ferent Legislatures have brought seandal on their name, 
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* * 

The moment you clothe your Speaker with er to go behind your roll-call 
and assume that there is a quorum in the hall, why, gentlemen, you stand on 
the very brink of a volcano. 

On the 28th of January, 1880, in this House, Mr. Garfield said: 

Now, I ask you, who is to control the seeing of the distinguished Speaker of 
the House? How do we know but that he may see forly members more for his 


own purposes than there are in the House? 
* * > + + s 


Before anything can pass we can have the yeas and nays taken and the names 
of those voting recorded. Aside from the insuperable objections that I have 
raised to this proposition as a thing that ought not to be tried because of its 
vagueness, its uncertainty, and the dangers t members of the House may be 
imposed upon by an unscrupulous Speaker that may come hereafter—I say that, 
aside from all that and beyond that, I ask members to consider one fact. 

r * * „ 


This has been a House of Representatives since 1789. This has been the thea- 
ter of y sorts of political storms and tempests. We bave lived through the 
times o p wars, of a great civil war, when there were excitements hardly 
paralleled in the history of parliamentary annals; yet duringall these years no 
man before, so far as I know, no party before, has ever thought it necessary to 
introduce a rule that gives the power of declaring the presence of members b; 
the sana voice of one person, a power that will enable him to bring from h 
siekbed a dying man and put him down in the hall so that the Speaker shall 
count him and make his presence, against his will and perhaps in his delirium, 
count in order to make n 9 that some partisan measure may be car- 
ried out over the body of that dying man. Sir, the moment you get over the 
line, the moment you cross the boundary of names, the moment you leap over 
the iron fence of the roll, that moment you are out in the vague, and all sorts of 
disorders may come in. 


At the same time Mr. Conger, of Michigan, said: 


But, sir, while the Constitution declares what shall constitute a quorum todo 
business in this House, this rule declares that when there shall be ascertained 
by one man a quorum present, a rule shall do the business of the House, a rule 
shall legislate, a rule shall determine the voice and wish of the Representatives 
of the pope; so that on the passage of a bill, although there may be but 15 
voting in the affirmative and5 in the negative, yet by virtue of this rule, ifthere 
bea majority present, by compulsion or otherwise, the bill shall be declared 


d on the vote d f but 20 i 
passed'on the vote pro and con of but 2 members > 4 


I have no fear that this amendment will be adopted in this House, because it 
would be wrong in itself; it would be unconstitutional; it would be violently 
partisan. I have no fear that the fair-minded men of this House on either side 
will adopt so violent and partisan a measure. 

Mr. HAWLEY said: 


The modern State constitutions are all tending in that direction. Ihave not 
looked at them with this in view, but I know from a casual inquiry of gentle- 
men near me that the new constitutions of Califorinia, Minnesota, and Penn- 
sylivania require that a bill shall not be rded as passed unless an actual ma- 
jority of the members elected shall vote for it. : 

Mr. REED, now Speaker, said: 


Mr, Chairman, if it was m 8 to reply to the gentloman who has just 
taken his seat IMr. Phister] t seems to me that it would bea suitable and 
proper reply to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is not the 
presence of a majority of all the members of the House, but a majority of the 
members present and participating in the business of the House, 


Sir, we submit that when the Speaker put the names of members on 
the Journal who had not voted his conduct was usurpatory, because fora 
hundred years the House by its own orders had made every entry upon 
its Journal. 

Sir, in conclusion we declare that the conduct of the Speaker has 
been revolutionary and usurpatory, and that the code of rules proposed 
to be adopted are the tenets of usurpation and revolution; and if you, 
sirs, force upon us this code, then we confidently appeal to the people 
for the redress of this great wrong, unprecedented in the history of our 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I now yield five minutes to my colleague from 
Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE}. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to place on record my protest, 
as a Representative of the people who sent me here and honored me 
with a seat on this floor, against the arbitrary action of the Speaker 
and the proposed code of infamous rules, which is subversive of their 
rights; for whatever takes from the individual member representing 
a constituency rights guarantied under the Constitution of our Govern- 
ment, deprives all that constituency of representation. 

The primary purpose and object of the fathers who founded this Goy- 
ernment was to provide checks to protect the weak against the en- 
croachments of the strong, to protect the minority against the majority. 
Every word, line, and sentence of the Federal Constitution is a living 
monument to the fact that the framers of that Constitution knew that 
no republican form of government could exist which does not in its 
fundamental law provide safeguards by which the majority can not in 
times of supposed party exigency actually eliminate the minority; for 
when the rights of the minority are no longer recognized you have es- 
tablished an autocracy, the one-man power. 

The action of the Speaker during the past week, under what he calls 
general parliamentary law,” has fully and e 87e this 
fact. The proposed code of rules (which I know side will adopt) 
confirms the Speaker’s action and puts in his hands, instead of letting 
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it remain where the Constitution placed it, in the Representatives of 
the people in this House, the power toshape the legislation for 65,000,000 


of people. 

‘5 was with prophetic vision that Mr. Madison, looking far out into 
the vista of the future, saw the ruling of the present Speaker, that 
zaused him to say in the Virginia convention in 1788: 

Turbulence, violence, and the abuse of power by the majority 8 on 
the rights of the minority have produced factions and commotions which in 
republics have, more frequently than any other cause, produced despotism. 

The framers of the Federal Constitution, considering this warning of 
Mr. Madison, say in that docament: 

Each House shall be the judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members, and a jority of each House shall constitute a quorum todo 
business; but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and be authorized 
to compel the attendance of absent members. 

Upon this question that has been presented of the right of the Speaker 
to count the members present and refusing to give their vdices one way 
or the other Judge Cooley says—and he was construing and comment- 
ing upon these provisions of the Federal Constitution: 

It is also provided in some of the States that on the final prance of every bill 
the yeas and nays shall be entered on the journal. Such a provision is de- 

ed to serve an important purpose in ula tg each member present to 
assume, as well as to feel, his share of responsibility in legislation, and also in 
furnishing conclusive evidence as to whether the bill has been passed by the 
requisite majority or not. The Constitution prescribes that as the test to deter- 
mine whether the requisite number of members vote in the afirmative. The 
office of the Journal is to record the proceedings of the House and authenticate 
and preserve the same, It must appear on the face of the Journal that the bill 
don a constitutional majority. These directions axe all clearly imperative. 
They are expressly enjoined by the fundamental law and can not be dispensed 
with by legislation. 

This is the language of a man known to every one on this floor, the 
language of a man, I repeat, who stands as the peer of any one in the 
land on all the great questions upon which he has shed the light of his 
magnificent mind, deep research, and learning. 

This question has been before the supreme court of Illinois. Inow 
read the language of the court: 

A majority of all the members elected to either branch of the Assembly must 
concur in the final of the bill. This is indispensable to its becoming a 
law. Without it the act no more force than the paper on which it is writ- 
ten. The vote must be taken by the yeas and nays. The constitution pre- 
scribes this as the test by which to determine whether the requisite number of 
members vote in the affirmative, etc. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does not 
know that that is the exact language of the Constitution, that no bill 
shall pass except by a vote of a majority of the members elected? 

Mr. SHIVELY. Very good principle and very good law. 

Mr. PIERCE. In answer to the gentleman I will say, in the lan- 
guage of Judge Cooley, in commenting upon the Constitution of the 

nited States, it must appear on the face of the Journal that the bill 
passed on a constitutional majority. These directions are all clearly 
imperative. They are expressly enjoined by the fundamental law, and 
can not be dispensed with. 

Mr. ROWELL. I simply want to call the attention of the gentle- 
man andof the House tothe fact that the constitution of the State of 
Illinois provides that no bill shall become a law except upon its final 
passage the yeas and nays be called, and that the yeas are a majority 
of the members elect. 

Mr. PIERCE. And such Mr. Cooley says is the only construction 
to be given the language of the Constitution of the United States. 

A majority of this House, under its present membership, is 166, the 
death of Mr. Kelley making it one Jess—165. The action, then, of 
the Speaker in counting members who are present in their seats and 
not voting, to constitute a quorum to do business, is not one of 
parliamentary practice or usage, but one of constitutional law, of con- 
stitutional construction, and, from the time of the formation of the 
Constitution by our revolutionary fathers until now, no man has sat 
in that chair who has ever dared to hold that less than a majority of 
all the members of this House voting constituted a quorum to do 
business.“ But, sirs, the purposes for the accomplishment of which 
you placed Mr, Speaker REED in the chair could not be carried out 
unless he still further di ed and annulled plain constitutional 
requirements, assuming rights which belong only to the House itself. 
The Constitution further provides: 

Each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings and from time to time 
publish the same, 5 such parts as may in their judgment require se- 
crecy ; and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question 

, at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

Yet time after time have we seen the Speaker take down the names 
of members refusing to vote, have the Clerk read their names to the 
House, and with solemn mockery declare, when the Journal of the 
House frequently showed that 25 or 30 less than a quorum had voted, 
that a constitutional quorum being present the Chair is sustained; 
that the pending question had been carried or defeated, as suited the 
will of the Speaker. Upon what process of reasoning the Speaker ar- 
rogates to himself the right to make and keep a journal for himself is 
beyond my comprehension. 

The Constitution farther says: 

Each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings. 


Yetin the face of this provision, which the Speaker with uplifted 
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hand swore to support, we see him day after day violate, in the face of 
that provision, the Constitution, which says: 


The yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, atthe 
desire of one- of those present, be entered on the Journal. 


What Journal? The Journal of Speaker REED or the Journal of this 
House, made such by the provisions of the Federal Constitution, giv- 
ing to one-fifth of the members present the imperative right to have 
the yeas and nays ‘‘ on any question entered upon the Journal of the 
House—not upon the Journal of the Speaker, for under the Constitu- 
tion he has no Journal. 

Sir, under these provisions of the Constitution Mr. REED has no more 
right to have the name of a member not voting entered upon the Jour- 
nal than has any other member on this floor. We are his peers, under 
the Constitution, and the fact that a turn of the wheel of political fort- 
une placed him in the chair makes him nothing else, as he accidentally 
and truthfully said the other day, but the organof the House, to carry 
out its directions within the law and within the provisions of ihe Con- 
stitution ; and may the Lord and the people (and I believe they will) 
in the future deliver us from this organ. 

Again and again have we seen the Speaker refuse to recognize mem- 
bers of this side; refuse to put motions of members; refuse to entertain 
appeals from his arbitrary rulings, although the Constitution guaranties 
to one-fifth of the members present the right to call the yeas and nays 
upon any question and have the same entered upon the Journal of 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, from the foundation of our Government until now no 
party has ever held that members present and within the vision of the 
Speaker could be by him counted andaquorum declared. Great unity 
of thought and action has marked the history of all the great political 
parties until the present Speaker filled the chair. The first time this 
question, so far as I can learn, was presented to the Speaker and the 
House, and a ruling asked of him, was during the Forty-third Congress, 
during the pendency of the force bill. 

Mr. Speaker, permit me to say here that, to the gifted, noble, brave, 
and true-hearted man who for months has lain, almost within the 
shadow of this Capitol, upon his sickbed, the people of our beautiful 
South land owe a debt of gratitude for his fight against and defeat of 
that measure, which we can never repay, and hismemory in our hearts 
we will ever keep green—I mean the Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, of 
Pennsylvania, 

Mr. Speaker, at that time the Hon. James G. Blaine was the Speaker 
of the House. The Democrats led by Mr. RANDALL were, in the ex- 
ercise of their constitutional rights, refusing to vote, thereby breaking 
a quorum, when Mr. Dorman, a Republican member, addressed a parlia- 
mentary inquiry to the Speaker, and, being recognized, the following 
appears in the RECORD: ; 


Mr. DormMAs. My parliamentary . is this: Is the disclosed vote the only 
means by which a quorum can be declared, when it is in the cognizance of every 
man here, the Speaker included, that there is within the Hall a sufficient num- 
ber of members who have not voted, to make a quorum. 

The Speaker. The Speaker would be glad to hear from the gentleman from 
Towa Mr. Dorman] any practicable mode in which his point can be enforced, 

Mr. Dorman, Is it not within the power of the Speaker, he having cognizance 
of the fact, to declare that a quorum is proma 

The SPEAKER, But the Speaker's declaration will not make members answer 

sy” or “no. 

Mr. RN DAU, I move a call of the House. 

The Speaker. If any gentleman raises the question that business is proceed- 
ing without the presence of a quorum, it is within the competence of the Chair 
to decide that a quorum is present, and he will not allow the business of the 
House to be interrupted by any dilatory proceeding. He assumes the responsi- 
bility for that purpose of declaring that a quorum is present, because no busi- 
ness can proceed withoutaquorum. Even a gentleman speaking is entitled to 
haveaquorum present, If the point be raised, a gentleman addressing the 
may be taken off the floor by any member raising the point that no quorum is 
present. The question being so raised, the Chair, according to his judgment 
and on his responsibility, can rule that a quorum is present. t when the roll- 
call is resorted to, that is the last mode of certification, from which there is no 
appeal, Now, that the rules absolutely require gentlemen to yote is undeni- 
able; but how the gentleman from Missouri, on whom the point has been 
can — compelled to stand up and pronounce his “ay” or no,“ the Chair does 
not know. 

Mr. Convxnx. I rise to a point of order. It is simply asto the manner of mak- 
ing a record of members present. One way of making the record is to have 
the roll called and the names of members marked as present upon the roll- 
call, whether upon the yeas and nays or upon & call of the House. That makes 
the record; but there is another way in which the Honse can make its record 
as positively, as absolutely, as undeniably as that, and that is by a member ris- 
ing in his place and saying there is present another member who has not an- 
swered to his name, mentioning his name to the House and asking thatit be 
recorded, The record can be made and that man is present and voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair never heard of that being done. He begs to re- 
mind the House, whereas that might and doubtless would be true that there is 
a quorum in the Hall, the very principle enunciated by the gentleman from 
Indiana has been the foundation probably for the greatest legislative frauds 
ever committed, Where a quorum, in the judgment of the Chair, has been de- 
clared to be present in the House against the result of a roll-call, these proceed- 
ings in the different legislatures have brought scandal on their name. 

r. Haw ey, of Illinois, But suppose the roll-call had disclosed the presence 
of two hundred members; I have the right, and every member has the right, 
to demand that every other member present shall vote. 

The SPEAKER. No. The Chair denies that utterly. If that were the case, tho 
AN nee ert dono business. The House would bea mere mob if that should be 
entertained. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I would inquire if on the last vote a quorum was not present? 

The SPEAKER. On the roll-call there were 142 members answ: to their 
names. The Chair begs tostate thatno gentleman has, undertherules, brought 
to him any suggestions whatever as to the mode of forcing a minority to respond 
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to their names. There can be no record like the call of the yeas and nays, and 
from that there ia noappeal. The moment you clothe your Speaker with power 
to go bshinu your roll-calland assume that there is a quorum in the Hall, why, 
genl meu, you stand on the very brink of a volcano, 


Mr. Speaker, in the Forty-sixth Congress, which was Democratic, 

this same question was presented. The House was considering a pro- 

code of rules, when Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, introduced the fol- 
owing as an amendment to the code under consideration: 


2. Whenever u quorum fails to vote on any question, and objection is made 
for that cause, there shali be a call of the House, and the yeas and nays on the 
pending question shall at the same time be ordered. The Clerk shall call the 
roll and each member, as he answers to his name or is brought in under the 
preceding call of the House, shall vote upon the pending question, If those 
voting on the question and those present and declining to vote shall constitute 
a majority of the House, the 8 er shall declare that a quorum is constitu 
and the pending question shall be decided as the majority of those voting shal 
appear, Py: 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that this’ proposition is of- 
fered as a part of a body of rules that we have all with great unanimity èx- 
pressed our desire to see enacted into formal rules of the House. I should have 

y preferred that the Committee of the Whole, following the example of 
Committee on Rules, would have left out controverted and certainly 

uestions from any part of this codification. It was in deference to that spirit 
that precisely this amendment was not pressed even to a vote in the Committee 
on Rules when we had the subject under consideration, although there were 
memhers of the committee who desired just such a rule as 5 

I call attention to the first phase of the question, and ask my friend from Vir- 
ginia, without any regard to its partisan bearing, to see into what a strange and 
Vague condition this House would be left [led if this were adopted. Whenever 
the qnestion arises whether there is a quorum or not present, it is to be deter- 
mined according to what he calls “ooular demonstration.“ 

The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole or the Speaker of the House is 
to see with his own eyes that there is a quorum present. 

Who is to control his seeing? How do we know but that he may see forty 
members more for his own purposes than there are in the House? And what 
protection have gentlemen if the Speaker says he sees a quorum if he can not 
convert that seeing into a list of names on the call of the roll by the Clerk? I 
think my friend from Virginia [Mr. Tucker] will see that he lets in the one-man 
power in a far more dangerous way than ever occurred before in any legislative 
assembiy of which he and I have any knowledge. 

Mechs Nees N ER. I will ask my friend if the Spesker does not count upon a ris- 

g vote? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes; but we always have the opportunity to correct that 
count by means of a new count by tellers appointed from both sides. And even 
then, before anything can pass we can have the yeas and nays taken and the 
names of those voting recorded. 

Aside from the insuperable objection that I have raised to this proposition as 
n thing that ought not to be tried because of its vagueness, its uncertainty, and 
the danger that members of the House may be imposed upon by an — 6 
lous Speaker that may come hereafter—1 say that, aside m all that and 

d all that, 1 ask members to consider one fact: This has n a House of 
presentatives since 1789. This House has been the theater of all soris of 
political storms and tempests. We have lived through the times of great wars, 
of a great civil war, when there were excitements hardly paralleled in the his- 
tory of parliamentary annals. Yet during all years no man before, so far 
as I know, no party before, bas ever thought it necessary to introduce a rule 
that gives the power ef declaring the presence of members by the single voice 
of one person, a power that will enable him to bring from h s sick a dying 
man and put him down in the Hall so that the Speaker shall count him and 
make his presence, against his will and perhaps in hisdelirium, count in order 
to make a quorum, so that some partisan measure may be carried out over the 
body of thatdying man. Sir, the moment you get over the line, the moment 
you cross boundary of names, the moment you leap over the iron fence of 
the er that moment you are out in the vague, and all sorts of disorders may 
come in. 

Mr. Coycrer, Mr, Chairman, the introduction of this proposition can not give 
ground toany particular political charge againsteither party. For many years 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House have availed themselves of the 
power which is sought here to be circumscribed. At times this power has been 
exercised almost daily. It never entered into the mind of the gentleman from 
Kentucky or the gentleman from Virginia that such s rule as this would be 
either constitntional or proper. Remarks made upon the question in this Hali 
from year to year will justify this assertion. Ido not believe that a just con- 
struction of the Constitution would authorize the adoption of this proposition, 

If I looked merely to party effect—if I looked to a time when I would like to 
have such a rule as this to hold down the unruly Democracy, as I have in for- 
mer years desired to have such a rule—I would to-day join the gentleman from 
Virginia (if I thought it right) in advocating and voting for this rule; I would 
endure it for this session and the next session; and thereafter, oe long 
years of Republican control whichare coming, I would enforce it inthis House 
upon the malcontents on the otherside. 

But, sir, while the Constitution declares what shall constitute a quorum to 
do business in this House, thisrule declares that when there shall be ascertained 

one man a quorum present, a rule shall do the business of the House, a rule 

ll legislate, a rule shall determine the voice and wish of the Representatives 
of the people; so that on the ge of a bill, although there may be but fifteen 
voting in the aftirmative and five in the negative, yet by virtue of this rule, if 
there be a majority present by compulsion or otherwise, the bill shall be declared 
passed on the vote pro and con of but twenty members. 

Does the great expounder of the State of Virginia claim that such a result 
would be arrived at by any constitutional means? 

Sir, I. in common with every member of this House, demand that there shall 
be a public exhibition of presence, a public record of votes; that there shall be 
tellers; that there shall be yeas and nays; that the yeas and nays shall deter- 
moue uow von aud land every other member of this House may haye voted and 
would vote. 

The point made by my friend from Ohio [Mr. Garfield] is a good one—that we 
are committing to the Speaker of this House or the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole the right first to determine who are resent and to determine 
when there isa quorum. It is useless tosay that there may not be times when 
in such an emergency as would require the exercise of this power the presiding 
officer would not be partisan. Shakespeare foretold this when in one of his 


plays he said: 
Get thee glass eyes, 
And, like a scurvy politician, seem 
To see the things thou dost not.” 

Such politicians will come here on either or any side. The force of cireum- 
stances, the impetuous passions of members which would produce such an oc- 
casion, will influence men to see that which they see not, with or without “glass 

oat 


I have no fear that this amendment will be adopted in this House, because it 
would be wrong in itself; it would be unconstitutional; it would be violently 
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partisan. I have no fear that the fair-minded men of this House on either side 
will adopt so violent and a measure. * 

Mr. HAWLEY. They have the roll called when there is a call of the House, 
somewhat as we do; but in the case of ordinary divisions they go out, the ayes 
at one door and the noes at another, and they are counted as they come in 


bay 

Now, the evil, if there be one, in the existing system, that of which gentle 
men 2 is simply this, that we of the minority claim u right, by sitting 
silent, to prevent less than a majority of the members elected from passing a 
bill. The worst that can be done by a factious minority, if that be the term ap- 
plied to it, is to fight until the actual majority of the members elected shall pass 
the bill. When they are present that friendly jority constitute a quorum of 
themselves; they do not require the assistance of the minority; they run the 
House themselves and their bills, In case of what you call factious resiat- 
ance we drive them only to that, 

The modern State constitutions are all tending in that direction. I have not 
looked at them with this in view, but I know from a casual inquiry of gentle- 
men near me ot Ne e of 88 22 and Pennsyl- 
vanis require ta shall not be regarded as passed unless an actual or- 
ity of the members elected shall vote for it.. me 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, if it were my purpose to reply to the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat | Mr, Phister], it seems to me t it would be a sujt- 
able and proper 5 og to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is 
not the presence of a majority of the members of the House, but a majority of 
the members present and participating in the business of the House, Itis not 
the visible presence of members, but their judgments and their votes, that the 
Constitution calis for. 

» + * * * „ * * > 

Now, what is the practical upshot of the present practice? It is that the mem- 
bers of the minority of this House upon great occasions demand that every bill 
which is passed shall receive the absolute vote of a majority of the members 
elected. They do this in the face and eyes of the country. If they demand upon 
any frivolous occasion that there shall be such an extraordinary vote as that, 
they do it subject to the censure of the people of this land. This practice bas 
hitherto kept this House in proper condi upon this subject, so that there 
has been no improper impeding of the public business. 

Il is a valuable privilege for the country that the minority shall have the right 
by this extraordinary mode of p: ing to call the attention of the country 
to measures which a party in a monient of madness and of party feeling is en- 
deavoring to enforce upon the citizens of this land. And it works equally well 
with to all ies, for all parties have their times when they need to be 
checked, so that they may receive the opinions of the people who are their 
constituents and who are interested in the results of their legislation, 

I say that as a practical matter the results hitherto throughout all our history 
have justified the con truction which those upon this side of the House haye 
put upon this matter, and w has been putequally by members of the other 
side in times past. I must say that lam glad to see that this question is being 
discussed not by divisions of y, but that gentlemen are taking views upon 
it with reference to its whole ring, past and future as well as present, 


Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that whether in a Republican or a 
Democratic House the rulings upon these questions have been the same, 
denying the right of the Speaker, whether acting under parliamentary 
law or under adopted rules to ‘‘see’’ and count members not voting, in 
order to make a quorum. Mr. Speaker, not later than the Fiftieth 
Congress, you and every member upon that side who was a member 
of that House sat in your seats and refused to vote, and engaged in all 
manner of filibustering; but now a change has come over the spirit of 
yourdreams, and all is new. What has wrought this marvelous change? 

Upon what meat doth this our Cesar feed that he hath grown so great? 


Every one who has spoken on that side has told us that you were 
moved by the spirit of progress. 

The whole history of the past tells us that great reformations never 
come suddenly, but are the fruits ef time, That which as a party less 
than twelve months ago you practiced and said was but the exercise 
of rights guarantied to you under the Constitution, when exercised on 
this side, you say is revolutionary and withont constitutional warrant. 
“Consistency, thou art a jewel.“ Has that side forgotten that Mr. 
Blaine said that the ‘‘ocular count“ as now contended for by you was 
the foundation for the greatest legislative frauds ever committed; 
that— . 


When a quorum, in the judgment of the Chair, has been disclosed to he pres- 
entinthe House against the result of a roll-call, these proceedings in the different 
Legislatures have brought scandal on their names? 


Have you forgotten that Mr. Garfield said: 


The moment you get over the line, the moment you leap over the iron fence 
of the roll, that moment you are out in the vague, and all sorts of disorders 
may come in? 


Sirs, in the lobbies and around the committee-rooms are teeming the 
hired and paid agents of trusts, subsidies, spoilsmen, and monopolies, 
and I give some of the schemes that are pending before this Congress. 


1. The Blair educational bill > 8 8 
2. The French spoliation claims. 
Subsidies to steam-ships, $20,000,000 a year for ten years 
Coast defenses and a big navy. eee an 
Arrears-of-pension bill . è — 390, 000 
Dependent pension bjll, $10,000,000 a year for, say, ten years.. ...... 100. 000,000 
Service-pension bill, $30,000,000 n year for at least ten years . . 300, 000, 000 
Gunboat war claims.. s 8 

„ Other war claims 
10. The eight-hour claims.. — 
11. The river and harbor bill (annually). 


Si Aes 


3%, The milits Dls osasse aiias G 1,000, 000 
13. Special public-building bills and general bills for all cities. 25, 000, 000 
14. Directtax refunding bill ** 17, 000,000 
15. Indian depredation claims ....00++ ressesie 15,000, 000 
16. Bills confirming land grants worth. . 100, 000, 000 


Are these schemes through which their adyocates hope to loot tha 
Treasury the disorders of which Mr. Garfield told us? Are these the 
“scandals”? and ‘‘frands’’ against which Mr. Blaine has warned us? 
Are these the disorders,“ scandals,“ and ‘‘frauds’’ which bava 
moved the spirit of progress that the other side the past few days 
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has so frequently told us has kept them abreast of the times? Nearly 
every gentleman who has spoken on that side has said the purpose of 
the minority in this fight against the Speaker's ruling and the proposed 
code of rules was an effort to control legislation. Our only purpose is 
to preserve the rights guarantied us under the Constitution. 

The people in the last Congressional election elected a majority of 
Republicans to this House, gave you a constitutional majority, aiſd if 
you desire to legislate for the country you should keep your own mem- 
bers present and not uphold the Speaker in his reckless assumption of 
power, taking from the minority rights, a partof the fundamental law 
of the land. 

As you have upheld the Speaker in his ‘‘oecult demonstration“ so 
far, I have no doubt bnt that you will continue this ‘‘ocular’’ per- 
formance, which will eliminate the Democrats from further share in 
the legislation upon this floor, and we will be powerless to serve the 
constituents we represent. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who but recently addressed the House 
[Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire] said: 

When Mr. Blaine is called upon to make historie the events of the past week 
in this House, he will describe a scene something like this: 

“Tn the tenth week of the first session of the Fifty-first Congressa very strange 
frenzy seized the Democratic side of the Chamber. When the Speaker ruled 
that members present but not voting should be counted as a of the quorum 
necessary to do business, 20 members on the Democratic side jumped to their 
feet, Some gesticulated wildly; some vociferated loudly ; some shook their fists 
at the Speaker; some denounced him as ‘czar,’ ‘tyrant,’ ‘despot.’ This frenzy 
lasted for three days, when, like the Russian influenza that prevailed about that 
time, it suddenly disappeared, and the House resumed its wonted dignity and 

ecorum, 

The gentleman is unfortunate in his selection of a historian to write 
the scenes of the past few days. The ‘‘ prophetic vision“ of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire before the call upon? Mr. Blaine should 
have let his green and fertile imagination“ revert to the Forty-third 
Congress, and he would have found himself portrayed in strong and 
forcible language. Mr. Blaine said such conductas the gentleman and 
his colleagues have been engaged in has brought scandal on their 
names“ and produced ‘the greatest legislative frauds ever committed.“ 

The fathers builded wisely when they provided for the biennial elec- 
tion of members to this House; for a reckless abuse of power, such 
as is marking the course of the majority, will meet with a crushing re- 
buke in the election this fall and in 1892. The people, with the great 
commoner, Grover Cleveland, as their leader, will teach the Repub- 
licans of this House that a public office is a publie trust.” 

Mr. McMILLIN, I yield whatever time I may have remaining to 
my friend from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY]. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee has no 
time remaining. f 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Iwill extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

[Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the order of the House, general de- 
bate upon the pending proposition is at an end. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 10 o'clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 6831) for the relief of Norman 
Cleveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CLUNIE: A bill (II. R. 6832) granting a pension to M. 
Meier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 6833) to grant a pension to John 
P. Vile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 6834) granting record of enrollment to 
Robert S. Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6835) for the relief of Howard Bon- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, FITCH: A bill (H. R. 6836) granting a pension to John J. 
Gilmartin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: A bill (H. R. 6837) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jane MeQuade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6838) for the relief of Angus Me Vigor to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6839) for the relief of James R. Shep- 
herd—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bili (H. R. 6840) to grant a pen- 
sion to Johanna Crane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, HITT: Joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the heirs of 
Rear-Admiral Charles H. Baldwin to receive a snuff-box from the Czar 
of Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6841) granting a pension to Bridget 
MeMahon—to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 6842) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 6843) for the relief of Jacob Theby— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6844) for the relief of Samuel E.Sneed—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6845) directing the is- 


sue of a duplicate of a lost check drawn by O. M. Carter—to the 


Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: <A bill (H. R. 6846) granting a pension to Annie 
A. MeDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6847) for the relief of 
Calvin Cheairs—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of C. C. Farrar— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6849) providing for the pay- 
ment of awards made to Creek Indians who enlisted in the Federal Army, 
loyal refugees, and freedmen—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 6850) for the relief of L. F. Morat 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief 
of Arthur H. Keller—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of 
North Storms—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) for the relief of the heirs of George H. Var- 
nell—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Resolutions of the Michigan State 
Grange relative to, first, free coinage of silver; second, national banks; 
third, a law relative to live-stock inspection; and, fourth. a law to for- 
bid aliens from acquiring real estate in this country—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Protest of 7 citizens of Franklin County, Penn- 
sylvania, against the Sunday-rest bill and the Blair educational bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of T. S. Brubaker and 50 citizens of 
Millway, for pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Indianapolis, 
in favor of the repeal of the interstate-commerce law—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of John J. Cooper and others, citizens of Indianapolis, 
in favor of locating the world’s fair at Chicago—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the World's Fair. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of John Cheyne, to be relieved from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAREY: A memorial of the Eleventh Legislative Assembly 
of Wyoming, praying for the admission of Wyoming as a State—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CARTER: A memorial of the stock commissioners of the 
State of Montana, praying for the levy of duty on imported hides—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 1322, for the relief of 
D. C. Buford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to aecompany H. R. 6676, granting a pension to John J. 
Tully—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 1295, granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret J. Lovell, aud H. R. 1293, granting a pension to Annie Spiel- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): Petition of citizens of Ionia, Mich., 
for a tax on imported Jabor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS; Petition of Arthur Gray and others, against 
duty upon tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Robert S. Hill, for record of enrollment 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of heirs of John Cowart, that claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of Thies J. Leffens and others, relative to 
a proposed commission for investigation of the alcoholic liquor traffice— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FITHIAN; Papers to accompany H. R. 6795, for the relief of 
Edward Wesner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Memorial of citizens of Lone Elm, Kans., against 
legislation of a religious character—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorials of West Plains Lodge and Lodge F. M. B. A., at Ossa- 
watomie, Kans., for legislation against monopolies and trusts—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Petition of H. M. Segar and 122 
others, praying for special pension to Mrs. Johanna Crane, widow of 
James Crane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange, St. Lonis, for 
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the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Memorial of John Birney Post, No. 293, Grand 
Army of the Republic, North Lewisbargh, Ohio, department of Ohio, 
asking for additional pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition of 45 citizensand old soldiers residing in 
Reynolds County, Missouri, asking favorable pension legislation—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Thomas C. Green and 100 others, 
asking for a pension for John S. Lozier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MAISH: Papers in the case of Charles W. Griest, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petitions of sundry citizens of Texas and other 
Slates, praying Congress not to pass any law in regard to the observance 
of Sunday, and not to pass any resolution for the amendment of the 
Constitution so as to give preference to religious principles in the in- 
struction in the public schools, and to preserve the separation of church 
and state—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 29 members of Tim Lewis Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Dimondale, Mich., for pension legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Board of Trade, 
Vessel-Owners’ and Captains’ Association, and the Maritime Exchange, 
of Philadelphia, favoring the extension of the provisions of the act of 
June 2, 1872, known as the shipping commissioners’ act,“ to cer- 
tain vessels engaged in the coastwise trade—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Gil R. Storment and the other mem- 
bers of the executive committee of the Indiana State Service-Pension 
Association, in favor of a service-pension law for all soldiers engaged in 
the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of John Bowman and 153 others, col- 

-ored residents of Oklahoma, Ind. T., asking an appropriation from 
Congress to supply them with seeds and with means of raising a crop 
during the coming season—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of P. G. Keeley and 50 others, citizens 
of Elkhart County, Indiana, asking that statistics relative to farm mort- 
gages be taken and incorporated in the Eleventh Census—to the Select 

mmittee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Memorial of Central Ocmulgee Navi- 

tion Company, for the improvement of the Ocmulgee River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of Julius Orton, for pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Diego County, California, for an act 
to refund excess of price paid by settlers on public lands embraced in 
railroad grants on lines of roads never built—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., for 

y appropriations by Congress for improvement of the Mississippi 
oe the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi 
ver, 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of George W. Kenrick, that 
his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Memorial of Rice Post, No. 148, Graud Army 
of the Republic, department of Ohio, for the relief of John Fiolin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, February 13, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Ford Post, No. 14, depart- 
ment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, of East Toledo, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the service-pension bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio Woman Suffrage Association 
of Akron, Ohio, praying for the passage of the joint resolution now pend- 
ing providing an amendment tothe Constitution prohibiting the States 
from disfranchising citizens on account of sex; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of the Cedar Oreck 
monthly meeting of Friends, of Henry County, Iowa, remonstrating 
against the passage of an act making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


Mr. MORRILL. I have been requested by my colleague [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], detained at his house by illness yesterday and to-day, to 
present the petition of R. G. Callum and 140 others, physic aus, busi- 
ness men, etc., of Washington, D. C., praying for the establishment of 
an inebriate asylum in the District of Columbia. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Dalles 
City, Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made sufficient to com- 
plete the improvement of the Columbia River at the Cascades; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I present the petition of Edmund S. Fay, mayor, 
and Samuel J. Gerrish, Isaac Furber, Daniel Marcy, Charles H, Do 
T. W. Priest, Daniel Casey, Arthur W. Walker, Horace W. Gray. 
Daniel J. Ayers, aldermen of the city of Portsmouth, and Frank Jones, 
E. H. Winchester, E. P. Kimball, C. A. Hazlett, Charles E. Batchel- 
der, J. L. K. Frink, Willis G. Myers, Henry A. Yeaton, J. H. Hutch- 
inson, William H. Hackett, J. Albert Walker, and Aaron Young, citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, N. H., who ask Congress to put the navy-yard 
near Portsmouth in a condition to build, equip, and repair iron ships of 
war. 

The petitioners state, as reasons for the action prayed for, the entire 
freedom from ice of the waters adjacent to the yard, even the docks being 
clear in the severest winter weather; that the current of the river makes 
the yard the best drained and most healthy of any station in the coun- 
try. They refer to the great depth of water, not only in the approach 
but at the wharves of the yard, where not one dollar was ever expended 
or ever will be required for dredging. 

They cite its northern situation as rendering it as a sanitary port 
the most economical and the best place to send ships whose officers and 
men have been ex to malaria or other sickness in tropical climates. 
They also state the fact that intelligent and skilled mechanics resi- 
dent in the immediate Si ease are always to be found, while 
there are no competing works which would induce or prolong strikes 
of mechanics and laborers, as has been the case on stations adjacent to 
large cities, They state that the Portsmouth yard has ample space 
for the construction of an iron-ship-building plant and facilities for 
setting up ships in three large ship-housts and upon the dock railway. 
They also represent that the close connestion with the coal and iron 
region of the country by means of established lines of railway can and 
will deliver materials which enter into the construction of modern 
ships of war so as to make naval construction at this yard as cheap as 
in any of the yards of the United States. 

K move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, x 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of W. C. Weatherall and 33 
others, legal voters in the county of Pontotoc, Mississippi, praying for 
the passage of a national law securing a free ballot and an honest count 
in all elections of Representatives in Congress, and that, in addition, 
such laws may be passed by Congress as it may have power to enact for 
the enforcement of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Port Townsend, Wash., praying that Congress appoint a commisson to 
select a suitable position for a dry-dock in Port Townsend Harbor; 
which was referred to the Commitiee on Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Eagle 
Pass, Tex., praying that an appropriation be made for a site for a mil- 
itary post at Eagle Pass; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Afairs. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 3,100 citizens of North Dakota, 
praying for the development of a system of irrigation; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands, 

Mr. INGALLS presented two petitions, numerously signed by citi- 
zens of Vicksburg, Miss., praying for the passage of the service-pension 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented two petitions, numerously signed by citizens of 
Kansas, praying for such legislation as will prevent the selling of fut- 
ures in agricultural products; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. HALE presented two petitions of the La Grange Butter-tub Com- 
pany, officially signed, praying that the Superintendent of the Census 
be authorized and directed to collect statistics in relation to the elec- 
trical industry of the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Liberty Union, No. 976, of Missouri, 
praying for the of laws prohibiting or taxing those who, by selling 
their promises to deliver manufactured or natural produce of American 
farms, thereby destroy the value of farm produce; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, BLAIR presented the memorial of James W. Cox and 36 others, 
citizens of Oakland, Cal., remonstrating t Sunday work in the 


Government mail and military service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2435) to provide for the establishment and 
maintenance of an Indian industrial school in the State of Michigan, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 22) relating to the catching of fish by subjects of foreign gov- 
ernments in the waters of the United States, asked to be dise 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
682) to continue in force the provisions of an act approved March 2, 
1885, and entitled ‘‘An act to protect the fish in the Potomac River, in 
the District of Columbia, and to provide a spawning-ground for shad 
and herring in the said Potomac River,” reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 670) authorizing the President to confer the 
commission of brevet lieutenant-colonel on Augustus P, Clarke, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. P IGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill is. 2167) to provide for building and maintaining 
an Indian industrial school at Flandreau, in the State of South Da- 
kota, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 462) making an appropriation for the construction of 
a light-house on St. Mary’s Island, Alaska, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Peleg T, Griffith, praying for a correction of his 
military record, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the committee were discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
S. 1020) to authorize the President to restore Edwin R. Parks to his 
ormer rank in the Army and place him on the retired-list, submitted 

an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1052) for the relief of Dennis Pride, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


743) avthorizing the President to place Capt. William H. Hamner on the 


retired-list of the Army as major, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
748) for the relief of James W. Snyder, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was to; and the bill was Ley i indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1350) for the reliefof Lieut. Col. Charles 
G. Sawtelle, Deputy Quartermaster-General United States Army, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
231) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Territories, submitted a report to 
accompany the bill (S. 1739) providing for a steam-vessel for the use 
of the civil government of Alaska, heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to Oscar S. Collins, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1152) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall, reported it withontamend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1626) for the relief of T. A. Ken- 
dig, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Te also, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (8. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2447) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of immediate 
oe of unappraised merchandise, reported it with an amend- 
men 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 1969) to repeal so much of the act of July 1, 1870, chapter 189, as 
authorizes the leasing of the right to engage in taking fur seals from 
the islands of St. Paul and St. George, and for other purposes, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill (S. 2415) to amend an act en- 
titled An act authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and 
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Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the 
ee at or near Natchez, Miss, which I reported adversely 


from the Committee on Commerce on the 6th instant, be recommitted 
to that committee. 
The motion was agreed to. `, 


MRS, CLARA MORRIS. 


Mr. SPOONER. Some timesince I reported under instractions from 
the Committee on Claims the bill (S. 81) for the relief of Mrs. Clara 
Morris, asking that the Committee on Claims be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, which order was made by the Senate. I find 
now that by some inadvertence a memorial and some additional papers 
and statements relating to the bill had been referred by the Senate to 
the Committee on Claims, which were not returned with the bill. I 
beg leave to report them under instructions from the committee, with 


the recommendation that they be referred to the committee to which ` 


the bill was sent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, 

Mr. DOLPH. I leave to call theattention of the senior Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] to thisreport. The chairman of 
the Committee on Claims has just reported the papers in the Clara Mor- 
ris ease back to the Senate. The Senator from South Carolina was in- 
quiring of me in regard to the papers, and I obtained an order yester- 

y to have them withdrawn from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, supposing that they were on the files. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2635) for the relief of Charles 
G. Hood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2636) for the relief of Capt. John 
Faunce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2637) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Lincoln, in the State of Nebraska; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present in support of the bill a petition of the 
Real Estate Exchange of the city of Lincoln, Neb., praying for the 
erection of a public building at that place. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, with 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2638) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Protestant Church of Middleway, Jefferson 
County, West Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2639) for the relief of Mrs. 
Selina Bestor, Orson H. Bestor, and E. Francis Riggs; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2640) granting a pension to An- 
drew J. Foust; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2641) granting a pension to John S. 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2642) granting a pension to Mrs, Lillie 
C. Wix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2643) granting a pension to Lucy M. 
Hewlings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. 
A. Patterson as a captain of the Third West Virginia Cavalry; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2645) to amend section 3709 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so as to enable Departments of the Government to make 
purchases for the publie service not to exceed $200 without advertising 
for bids; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2646) for the benefit of A. W. Harper; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2647) for the benefit of William Bur- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
per, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to 
the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and 
upon the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State of Kansas, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2649) granting a pension to John Frank- 
lin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2650) to define the money 
of the United States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2651) for the relief 
of Esther A. Keyser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 2652) for the relief of the Sioux 
Indians at Devil's Lake agency, N. Dak.; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. Dawes] to the 
fact that there is an emergency for the passage of this bill. As early 
as last August the attention of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs was 
called to the fact that there was liability to suffering among these In- 
dians at the Devil’s Lake agency. He sent out an inspector.. The in- 
spector reported, and last month the Commissioner, in a letter to the 
Secretary of the Interior, said: 

The inspector concludes his report by the statement that these Indians are 
now very poor; that many are suffering and that all will before next harvest 
time; that they want rations, clothing, and seed to plant the coming spring to 
start them again, and that, in his opinion, they must receive help from some 
source or they will perish. 

And I saw a letter in yesterday’s papers from the agent at Devil’s 
Lake stating that there is imminent danger of these Indians starving. 
The Government is under no particular obligations to make an addi- 
tional appropriation for them, because they have an arrangement by 
which they are paid $6,000 a year, and this money is expended for their 
benefit. But these Indians are farmers and have been very unfortu- 
nate this year, and it seems to me itis a matter of humanity to take this 
bill up at once or as soon as possible and pass it. The bill has been 

repared by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and submitted to the 

ouse and it is now before a committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I inquire what disposition the Senator from North 
Dakota desires to have made of this bill. 

Mr. PLATT, He wishes to have it referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say that I will see that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs take immediate action on the subject. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2653) to provide for the times and 

laces to hold terms of the United States courts in the State of Wash- 
3 which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2654) to amend ‘‘An act for the 
erection of an appraiser's warehouse in the city of New York, and for 
other purposes,” approved September 14, 1888; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S, 2655) to change and 
fix the time of holding terms of the district and circuit courts at Tex- 
arkana, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 58) creating a com- 
mission to ascertain the probable price at which the Government may 
acquire certain real estate in Washington City; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papersin case of the claim of Thomas F. Foley to be relieved 
from the charre of desertion be taken from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. r 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT STONEY ON NORTHERN ALASKA. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 2 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 
the report of Lieut, George M. Stoney, dated May 31, 1887, covering the several 
expeditions under his command for the exploration of northern Alaska, 


IMPROVEMENT OF SHENANDOAH RIVER, 


Mr, FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Senate any 
information received by him since his last report relating to the improvement 
of the Shenandoah River. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the Sec- 
retary of State, transmitting, in compliance with law, a report on ex- 
tradition, prepared by the Third Assistant Secretary of State for the 
use of the International American Conference; which, with the accom- 
panying report, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting, in compliance with law, a report on the modern light- 
house service, prepared by the clerk of the Light-House Board for the 
use of the International American Conference; which, with the accom- 

ying report, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also lai:l before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting, in compliance with law, a report on the sanitation of 
ships and quarantine, prepared by the Supervising Surgeon-General of 


~ > 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


* ao 2 Z 8 
S i ~ 


E be E P 


FEBRUARY 13, 
the United States Marine-Hospital Service for the use of the Interna- 
tional American Conference, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication and the accompany- 
ing report will be referred to the Committee on Commerce and printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, It ought to go to the Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases. All quarantine questions go to that committee, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itrelatesalso to the Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice, and the reference to the Committee on Commerce was made upon 
= tion of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. 

RYE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Every kindred subject for the last ten years has gone 
to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That reference will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To what committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the Sec- 
retary of State, transmitting, in compliance with law, a report on trade 
and transportation between the United States and Latin America, pre- 
pared for the use of the International American Conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let that be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. FRYE. Iexamined those several reports. They are reports 
transmitted by the Secretary of State from the committees of the pres- 
ent Pan-American Congress. They are all very important reports, and 
it seemed to me that the better way was to have the usual number 
printed and then if more were required to put in a resolution and have 
it referred to the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have noobjection to printing the usual number. 
Is there any objection to it? 

Mr. FRYE. No. I ask, withont a reference to the Committee on 
Printing, that the usual number be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The communications have already been ordered 
to be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order has been made in respect to 
the other communications presented. 

Mr. FRYE. Itseemed to me, on examining the reports, that it would 
be the better way to have the order to print the usual number of all 
those communications, and that no reference be made to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

Mr. HARRIS. The order to print is always made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Communications from the Executive Departments 
are always printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not quite understand the 
desire of the Senate in regard to the reference of the communication on 
trade and transportation between the United States and Latin America. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These communications embrace a great variety of 
topics, but I suppose they had better besent in the first instance to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and then they should be subdivided and 
some of them sent to the Committee on Commerce and some to the 
Committee on Finance. But that can be done afterwards. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio desire to have 
all the communications heretofore presented referred to the Committee 
on pordan Relations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let them all go to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations except the one that was sent to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases. That was very properly referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be made as suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio if the Chair hears no objection. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the communications will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Except the one which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemie Diseases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was referred correctly to the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the Sec- 
retary of State, transmitting, in compliance with law, sundry reports 
on weights and measures, patent laws, trade-marks, copyright, a uni- 
form system of customs regulations, and a circular of the Peace Union 
of Philadelphia, prepared for the use of the International Conference; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting, in compliance with law, sundry communications from 
commercial organizations of the United States with reference to sub- 
jectsconsidered by the International American Conference; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR ON FRIDAY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To expedite business, I submit the following or- 

der and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration: 


Ordered, That on Friday, February l4, after the morning business, the Sen- 
ate will proceed to consider the Calendar under the eighth rule, and continue 
such consideration until an adjournment or an executive session. 
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Tue VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not rise to object to the proposition of the Senator 
from Ohio, bat I should like to make one observation in regard to it. 

I think that the practice of the Senate in conducting so large a share 
ofits business under that rule—that is, in dealing solely with unob- 
jected cases practically—is a mistaken one on the whole. There area 
great many measures, measures of interest to private persons and meas- 
ures of public interest also, to which one Senator may object, but still 
they are demanded by justice, demanded by the interests of the coun- 
try, and demanded by the opinion of a large majority of the Senate it- 
self. We have been in the habit of spending a great part of our time 
on matters to which there is no objection after they are explained, the 
Senate merely taking up the necessary time for reading the bills and 
perhaps explaining them, while the other class of public interests gets 
entirely neglected, session after session and Congress after Congress. 

I do not oppose now this particular measure; indeed I suppose that 
under the eighth rule all these matters are debatable; but we give to 
unanimous consents, as distinguished from the cases where there are 
one or two solitary objections, very much greater favor than I think 
they deserve. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not quite agree with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in respect to his objection to considering the Calendar under 
Rule VIII. I need not remind that Senator, however, for he is quite 
as familiar with that and all other rales as I or any other Senator, that 
under Rule VIII, if any Senator objects any other Senator may move 
to consider notwithstanding the objection, and if a majority of the Sen- 
ate says it will consider the bill, then it is relieved from the limitation 
as to debate under Rule VIII. We dispatch more business under that 
rule, immeasurably more, than we ever did before its existence in the 
same length of time, or than we ever shall under any other rule; and I 
hope the resolution of the Senator from Ohio may be agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, Let the resolution be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr, BLAIR. I suppose the Senator from Ohio does not mean to dis- 

lace the unfinished business, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAIR. It says ‘‘up to the hour of adjournment,” which 
would displace it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It does not displace that business any more than 
it would be displaced if we should adjourn over now until Monday. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is very true unless we should continue until the 

hour of 2 o'clock. If the adjournment took place subsequent to the 
hour of 2 o'clock, the unfinished business would not be displaced. I 
would suggest to the Senator to amend the resolution so as to read, 
„not to displace the unfinished business.“ 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not displace it, and as a matter of course 
it is hardly worth while to amend the resolution in that way. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to object. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does this require unanimous consent for present 
consideration? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not rise for the purpose of opposing the Senator 
from Ohio, but simply to protect the education bill by what I thought 
was the necessary addition to the phraseology of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After the objection of the Senator from Kansas, I 
give notice that to-morrow morning I shall ask for the adoption of this 
order, and it can be done as a matter of course at that time by general 
consent. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREGON, 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Business 365, 
being Senate bill 77, be taken up for present consideration. It will take 
no time except to read it, 

Mr. PLATT. I do not object to that bill being considered, but after 
that is disposed of I shall ask the Senate to resume the consideration 
of Senate bill 895, to provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Oklahoma. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 77) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Portland, Oregon. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and in lien thereof to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation 
of the Uni States courts, custom-house, post-office, and other Government of- 
ficesin the city of Portland and State of Oregon, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, beating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 

roaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $500,000, which said sam of $50,000 

hereby appropriated for said purpose out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of 1 circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said prop 
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Proposals made in mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, whoshal! then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department,. whoshall make written report 
to said Secretary of the resuits of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats,and statements which have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ip “re n 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the sald pro- 
posed sites and such othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom- 
panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said agent of the Treasury De ment; and theSecretary of 8 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said conimissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
5 but the same shall not exceed S per day and actual traveling expenses: 
Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from the Treas- 
uay ee shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling a yaaa of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the ration of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shail be vested in the 
Ini States, nor until the State of Oregon shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof for all purposesexcept the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the ssid site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates forthe building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the P. General, the balance of said appropriation shail be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and — nego 

The building shall be unex to danger from by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The hill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 881) to provide an American register for the schooner barge 
Mexico, of Pensacola, Fla.; 

An act (S. 1023) to provide an American register for the steamer Ber- 
nard, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

An act (S. 1093) to provide an American register for the steamer Ja- 
maica, of New York. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate resume the consideration of 
Senate bill 895. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 895) to provide a tem- 

rary government for the Territory of Oklahoma. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall make no apology for submitting 
a very few remarks upon this amendment in addition to what I have 
already said. The course of the debate has been rather peculiar, con- 
sidering the subject-matter, and observations have been made here 
which may produce an incorrect impression upon the settlers in Okla- 
homa and persons who contemplate removing to that tract of country 
for which we propose to organize a Territorial government. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Kansas who spoke upon this 
amendment, the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], in regard 
to the phenomenal improvements which have been made by the five 
civilized tribes of Indians. I think their condition to-day is the best 
refutation of thestatement that extermination istheonly remedy for the 
Indian problem. I believe the condition of those tribes demonstrates 
the fact that the Indian can be civilized, and their status gives the 
greatest encouragement to all intelligent men who take an interest in 
that question. 

Mr. President, whilst the condition of those five civilized tribes is a 
matter of congratulation to the people of the whole United States, we 
ought, as practical legislators, to look to the inevitable which is taught 
us by past experience in regard to the territory which lies west of the 
area occupied by the civilized Indians. 

Mr. President, I have never stated that No Man’s Land had become 
a place of refuge for out.aws and fugitives from justice. I did state, 
and I repeat the statement, that No Man’s Land to-day, so far as the 
laws are concerned which protect civil rights, laws of property, is in a 
most anomalous and unsatisfactory condition. The whole of the Indian 


* 
a 
a 


R 


me 


Cie Pia 
z 2 SS n 58 goss 2.3 
enen n A 


the United States in the case of The Cherokee Nation against Georgia 
said that all these Indian tribes were independent dependencies, What 
that means I confess I have never been able to understand. It has been 
said that the Cherokees have a title in fee-simple to their lands, That 
is a question of debate. But whether they have a title or not to their 
lands the United States has never recognized the fact or the principle 
or the system that the Indians could dispose of their lands without the 
consent of the Government. When we enacted the intercourse laws, 
as they are termed, upon the statute-book, we placed those Indians and 
all the tribes in an anomalous condition. The Supreme Court of the 
United States, with due deference to that august tribunal, never seem 
to have understood, themselves, the relation between the Indian tribes 
and the Government of the United States. We have never permitted 
them to deal with white men as if they were white men themselves, 
We have never permitted them to dispose of their lands in any case 
without the approval of the Government of the United States. Some 
years ago the Secretary of the Interior, in a communication dated April 
25, 1879, gave this statement as to the legal condition of the Indian 
Territory: 
By the intercourse act of June 30, 1834, this tract of territory, with others, was 
declared Indian country, and for its government the basis was enacted of the 
ent intercourse laws as embodied in the Revised Statutes, sections 2111 to 
157. Since that period, although the boundary of the Indian country has been 
varied under the operation of numerous laws, the whole Indian Territory has 
been regarded as Indian country, subject to no State or Territorial laws, and 
excepted from judicial process, except under special enactments providing for 
a limited and restricted jurisdiction, for the purposes of which it has been, by 
section 533, Revised Statutes, attached to the western district of Arkansas. 
None of the land or genera! laws of the United States have been extended to 
any part of the Indian Territory, except as to crimes and punishments and 
other provisions regulating the intercourse acts, 


No Man’s Land is not a portion of the Indian Territory; it is pub- 
lic land of the United States; and the only law that prevails there 
to-day is that portion of the statutes of the United States in regard to 
real estate over which the United States exercises jurisdiction. No 
Man's Land to-day and the Yellowstone National Park stand alike as 
dock-yards, arsenals, and forts where men can be punished for murder, 
for manslaughter, for robbery, for the crimes that are provided for in 
the statutes of the United States, but where the rights of contract, the 
civil rights of property, can not be protected, because the United States 
laws do not protect them. Those questions are left to the State, under 
the autonomy of our Government, and No Man’s Land being no por- 
tion of aja Aste orof any Territory, the people there, as I said the other 
day, are absolutely without protection as to their civil rights. 

Mr, President, as to the Cherokee Strip I do not care to discuss the 
question whether the Cherokees have a fee-simple title or not. The 
Supreme Court of the United States declared that the limitation in 
that grant, which says they shall hold it so long as they occupy the 
land or so long as they preserve the organization of their tribe, does 
not prevent the title vesting in them; but the Supreme Court of the 
United States intimate that those conditions may be void. I do not 
propose to go into that question. 

It seems to me from ali the facts that without injustice to the In- 
dians, without any idea of despoiling them, with full intention to pay 
them a just price for this Cherokee Strip, the best thing we can do in 
order to facilitate negotiations is to add No Man’s Land to the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma. This Territory of Oklahoma has only 5,000,000 
acres of land in it and about.50,000 people. No Senator here, unless 
he thought that we would subsequently and almost immediately ac- 
quire the Cherokee Outlet, would ever vote for the pending bill. Ido 
not propose to coerce these Indians, I believe the best thing we could 
do would be to appoint a new commission, to take off the limitation of 
$1.25 an acre, authorize the new commission to negotiate with the 
Indians, to pay them a fair price for their land, add the Cherokee Outlet 
and No Man’s Land to this proposed Territory of Oklahoma, and then 
you have a State, when it becomes a State, with fair dimensions. In 
doing this, in buying the land, I wouldsettle the Cheyenne and Arap- 
ahoe title forever. The Cheyennes and Arapahoes claim that they 
are entitled to a portion of this soil. They gave up a reservation of 
30,000,000 acres upon the Platte River and moved to the Indian Terri- 
tory. Itis alleged that they would not occupy the ground the United 
States gave them and went farther south. The Cherokees sold this 
Cherokee Outlet, and the Government agreed to it, for 47 cents an acre 
and received payments upon it; and without going into the debate at 
any length there are questions involved in this whole matter which 
will be sources of disturbance for years and years to come. 

I would, if I had the power (and I urge it now upon Congress, and I 
intend to offer a resolution to that effect), appoint a new commission, 
Iwould put no limit upon the price; I would authorize them to negoti- 
ate with the Cherokees for the purchase of their acres and with the 
Cheyennesand Arapahoes for theiracres. I wonld remove all the clouds 
upon that title, settle the whole question forever, organize a Territorial 
government, includingthe Cherokee Outlet and No Man’s Land, and put 
an end to this whole dispute. 

Mr. President, why should we conceal from ourselves the fact that 
this question will be settled like all other questions of territory between 
the Indian and the white man? There has never been but one solution. 
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Congress has delayed and delayed action in regard to these Indian lands, 
but wherever the rapacity of our race has been excited with rd toa 
territory, in regard to an area of territory in the possession of the In- 
dians, in one way or another we have managed to break in and take 

ion of it. The Government orders the military there, collisions 
between the military and the people who propose to become settlers òc- 
cur, but the result has always been the same, and I say that humanity 
and justice alike dictate that we should settle this question by negotia- 
tion now, settle the Cherokee title, settle the Cheyenne and Arapahoe 
title, and at any rate organize this Territory and give protection to the 
people who will inevitably go there. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I will say a word upon this subject, 
because No Man’s Land, that is proposed by the Senator from Kansas to 
be incorporated in the bill organizing Oklahoma Territory, bounds 180 
miles of the State of Texas on the south and the same distance of the 
States of Kansas and Colorado on the north. The people of Texas have 
settled up, sparsely indeed, but they have settled most of the counties 
up to this border. Some towns are built almost immediately upon the 
border between Texas and this No Man’s Land. How it may be on the 
northern border of this Territory I am not so well informed. People 
have gone into this Territory, settled there, and are raising stock and 
carrying on their business as in other parts of the country; but they have 
no protection of law for their property, no security especially for their 
persons. It seems to me, when we consider that there are 5,400 square 
miles of territory there, 3,456,000 acres of land partially occupied, and 
that the territory contiguous to it is occupied, the safety and security 
of the citizens there need the protection of law. It seems to me that 
these constitute sufficient reasons why some sort of government should 
begiven to that Territory, and I see no special reason why it might not 
be placed under the protection of the same laws with Oklahoma Terri- 
tory mentioned in the committee’s bill. I trust the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas may be adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the question of the effect of the adop- 
tion of this amendment upon our negotiations with the Cherokees in 
regard to the Outlet cuts no figure whatever with me. I did not have 
the acquisition of the Outlet in mind as connected in the slightest de- 
gree with this amendment when I offered it. My purpose is that the 

ngress of the United States shall give to this section of country, to 
which it has heretofore denied government, that which it has previously 
given promptly and without opposition to every other collection of 
American citizens under the flag. My colleague [Mr. INGALLS] 
seemed to suggest that these people down in Oklahoma and No Man’s 
Land can get along without a government, being a rather superior order 
of beings. Lagree that they have done as well as anybody else could have 
done under the circumstances, and that what they have done and what 
they have refrained from doing illustrate the self-restraint and the self- 
governing power of the American people in the most admirable way. 
But, unfortunately, that does not relieve Congress from its duty in the 
premises; and its duty to the people of Oklahoma is its duty to the peo- 
ple in No Man’s Land. It is a peculiarity of this discussion that the 
Committee on Territories, by its chairman or any other member, has 
not risen to say that that committee designs in any way to provide for 
the government of No Man’s Land. ‘They propose deliberately, so far 
as their declaration and action are concerned, to leave those people with- 
out government for an indefinite period. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Kansas will yield to me, I wish 
to say that it seems to me he must have entirely misunderstood my re- 
marks and the position of the committee in this matter. I do not 
think he ought to criticise the committee. Lastyear, at his request and 
upon his own bill, we attached it to Kansas, showing that we were anx- 
ious to do something about it; and in the discussion now I have said 
that I felt as assured of the annexation of the Cherokee Outlet to what 
we are now proposing to erect into a Territory in the near future as I 
could be certain of any event, and I thought we could wait until that 
took place, and then it might be included. 

Mr. PLUMB, That is precisely what I have said. I said the com- 
mittee proposed to leave this to the indefinite future. That may mean 
to-morrow or next day or next year or the next ten years. 

I say the condition of things existing in No Man’s Land to-day is a 
scandal on the legislation of this Government. It is not a Botany Bay 
in the sense in which that term is used. The people who haye gone 
there to make homes are just as law-abiding, just as honest, just as 
sensible and level-headed people as can be found in the world; but the 
misfortune is that every man who steals asteer in Texas and wishes to 
escape from the jurisdiction of the courts there runs over to this region. 

Mr. PLATT. But the United States law extends there. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has been recently held by the Attorney-General 
(but of course it is not certain that such is the law as applicable to this 
case) that the United States court at Paris, Tex., has jurisdiction over 
No Man’s Land. Even if that be true, it is true also that, because of 
its remoteness from that jurisdiction and beeause of the doubt as to the 
legal jurisdiction of the court at Paris, Tex., the difficulties to which I 
have alluded continue to exist. Men were killed in Kansas last year, 
and those who perpetrated the murders fled into No Man’s Land, be- 
lieving that thereby they were sheltered against prosecution. 

So it happens that it becomes a refuge of criminals of different de- 
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and solely and only because government has not been extended 
over it. Now the opportunity is presented of doing it, and it is the 
only opportunity which will occur in this Congress, Mark my word 
for it, if it is not put in this bill this Congress will adjourn without 
giving government to the people of No Man’s Land. Iam not much 
of a prophet, but I will risk what little reputation I have for prophecy 
on the fact that if No Man’s Land is not attached to Oklahoma it will 
have no government until after this Congress adjourns. 

What is the argument against this? An argument of inconvenience, 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says No Man’s Land is 
under the jurisdiction of the United States court at Paris, Tex. How 
far is Paris, Tex., away? It is 900 miles by the way people have to 
travel in order to go from No Man’s Land to Paris, Tex., and men have 
been taken there as witnesses and defendants and appeared before the 
court under circumstances which made that remedy a denial of justice; 
and yet we propose to leave it out of this bill because if we put it in 
with Oklahoma the people will have to travel 150 miles! We bring 
them 750 miles nearer to the administration of justice and to the court 
in which they are to be tried and in which their rights are to be set- 
tled than they are now. Relatively, therefore, they are better off when 
they are brought under the jurisdiction of Oklahoma, or connected with 
it, than they are at this moment. 

Mr. President, the case is not parallel to the one cited by my col- 
league yesterday of embracing Fort Snelling and Fort Leavenworth in 
the same jurisdiction, because in that case a number of other political 
jurisdictions are interposed between. In this case there is no jurisdic- 
tion interposed between. It is Federal jurisdiction at both ends and 
in the middle. There is no incongruity about it, There is a waste 
there over which people have got to travel, such as there was in the 
early Kansas days. Denver was the outpost of civilization, but on 
the frontier of Kansas it was 500 miles from the nearest settlement 
east of itin the same State, and the delegate from 5 County 
who came down to Topeka or to Lawrence to sit in the Legislature of 
that Territory came 550 miles in order to take his seat there, across a 
desert that not only contained no white inhabitants, but was infested 
by Indians. The physical barriers existing between eastern and west- 
tern Kansas at that period were tenfold greater than are those between 
No Man’s Land and Oklaboma to-day. ` 

But if it were true that there were a dozen political jurisdictions in- 
terposed, would that warrant Congress in saying that, because of that 
inconvenience, therefore it would not give government to these people? 
Weare talking about this as though it was simply aquestion of leather 
and prunella,’’ of no consequence to citizens at all, oe no duty 
upon Congress; and yet by so doing we are denying the benefits of gov- 
ernment, its blessings and its protection, to six thousand people upon 
the public lands of the United States, where they were invited to go, 
where they have the right because they went there after the extension 
of the protection of the laws of the United States. Whatever little 
measure of difficulty they have in going 900 miles to Paris, Tex., is 
nothing compared with the right they would have by a Jawsuch as we 
are providing for Oklahoma, which protects property as well as life, and 
which brings the instrumentalities of justice and its administration near 
to the doors of these people, comparatively to what they have now. 

If there is anything in the opposition to my amendment it is because 
of the rights of the Cherokees, and I say that no right of the Cherokee 
Nation is invaded, I did not think of it at all as affecting the question 
as to whether we should or should not negotiate with those people as 
to the strip of land called the Cherokee Outlet. I thought of it only 
as involving the obligation of Congress and the opportunity that pre- 
sented itself in connection with this bill; and I am amazed, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to find that the Committce on Territories have set themselves so 
strenuously, as I think, totally without reason, against this proposition 
of inclusion. } 

Sir, something was said about this Cherokee Strip and its possible 
future fate, not germane to this discussion, but it having once come into 
it I want to say a word about that matter myself. It is true that the 
Cherokee Indians have a paper title. They have a patent from the 
United States, based upon a statute of the United States, nominally, at 
least. I do not seek to qualify at this moment or for the purposes of 
this debate the effect of that patent; but I say that any man who al- 
leges that they have a title to that land precisely as a white man has 
title to his land, and a title which carries with it the elements of value 
that a white man has in his title, is entirely mistaken. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TaLLER] says that then the Su- 
preme Court of the United States must be mistaken. I do not think he 
will say so when he hears me through. I think he will agree with me 
that they can not dispose of their title without the consent of the Gov- 
. ernment of the United States and pass a good title to their vendee. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that I un- 
derstand that very well. I am not raising any question about that. 
But the Supreme Court has declared that they have all the rightsofany 
other title in fee, and the fact that they can not sell the land to any- 
body else and that when they die out it goes to the United States does 
not in any way impair their title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was talking about it as expressing my idea of the 
commercial value of the estate in the land. A piece of land which I 


can sell to one person and one only is not as valuable as tho 

I might sell it toall the world. A piece of land to which I havea title 
on condition thatif I cease to use it it must pass absolutely into th 
control and under the dominion of somebody else is not as though it 
was not accompanied by that limitation. Therefore the commercial 
value of this land in the ordinary sense of the term is not to be taken 
into account, but we are to take it into account in connection with the 
limitations upon it and those limitations will run all through the nego- 
tintions, and they qualify the right of the Indians and they qualify 
our duty in dealing with them. 

I do not mean that we should do harsh and unnecessary things with 
them. We have not got to that point. I believe now, as I have be- 
lieved from the beginning, that the United States should approach this 
subject in the proper way and that with the proper instrumentalities 
there would have been successful negotiations last summer. Upon that 
point I have had no occasion to change my mind. ‘That they did not 
succeed is a question the responsibility for which I do not care now to dis- 
cuss. But I believe that there has been the grossest mismanagement in 
all this business or else we should now have that strip without the em- 
barrassments which have ensued, and weshould have had the question 
settled as the result of a friendly negotiation with the Indians, and so 
we should have to-day the title or the means of acquiring it by the sim- 
ple act of making an appropriation of money. 

But outside of all that is this other question, which has no relation to 
it at all, as to whether we shall let this opportunity pass of giving gov- 
ernment to a struggling community upon the frontier, appealing to us 
as strongly as any community ever appealed for the protection of the 
Jaw and asking us to give them what we are proposing now to deny— 
denying the right of petition and cutting them off from that which we 
have given to every settlement similarly situated since the progress of 
our settlements to the west ji 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am so anxious to get a vote upon this 
amendment and upon the bill that I will forbear making any reply to 
the arguments which have been made in favor of the amendment, and 
hope the vote may be taken at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word beginning,“ in line 44, page 3, 
it is proposed to add: 

Together with all that tract of land bounded on the east by the one hundredth 
meridian, on the south by the State of Texas, on the west by the Territory of 


New Mexico, and on the north by the State of Colorado and the State of 
sas, and known as the Public Land strip. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Moopy]. I do not know how he would vote, and unless I can have 
some assurance on that point I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] re- 
corded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not. 

Mr. HARRIS, Lam paired with the Senator generally. I do not 
know how he would vote upon this question if present, and therefore 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON; Ihave a general pair with the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. WASHBURN]. He is not present, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague [Mr. Coxe] is detained at his rooms 
to-day, and is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr, FRYE. I am paired with the senior Senator from Maryland 
(Mr, GORMAN], and will not vote unless my vote is necessary to make 
a quorum. à 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I inadvertently voted. That Senator be- 
ing absent from the Chamber, I ask leave to withdraw my vote. I do 
not know how he would vote. Therefore, I do not feel at liberty to 
vote, 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] in- 
forms me that the Senator from Pennsylvania, with whom I am paired 
[Mr. Quay], would, if present, vote yea“ on this amendment, and 
as that is my opinion I will now vote. I vote „yea.“ 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to add to my statement of my pair with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ] that he is detained at his home 
by sickness. 

Mr. PUGH. I have a general pair with the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EDMUNDS], and he is detained by sickness. I am not informed 
how he would vote on this question, and I prefer to withhold my vote 
unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. DoestheSenatorfrom Florida [Mr. CALL] 
withhold his vote? 

Mr. CALL. Les, sir. Iam paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. PUGH. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epu unps] to the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and I 
vote yea. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwill take the liberty, there being no quorum as yet, 
to vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. HARRIS. In order to make a quorum and knowing that my 
yote will not change the result, I will take the liberty of recording my 
vote nay upon this proposition, notwithstanding my pair with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. VEST. Does that make a quorum? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does not as yet. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will take the liberty of voting in the absence 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], with whom I am 
paired, in order to make a quorum; and I yote “nay.” 

Mr, CALL. I am paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Moopy]. If the colleague of that Senator has no objection, I will re- 
cord my vote in order to make a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator wish to record his vote? 

Mr. CALL. I will vote, unless it is objected to by the colleague of 
the Senatcr from South Dakota, with whom I am paired. I vote 
* ” 

Mr. GIBSON. This is not, as I understand, a political question. I 
should be very much obliged if any Senator on the other side can tell 
me how the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] would vote on 
this question if he were present. In his absence, if there be no objec- 
tion, I will cast my vote in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Barbour, ita nts 2 KAN, 3 lor. 
Bate, aulkner, Pugh, urpie, 
Berry, George, Ransom, Vance, 
Casey, Hampton, Reagan, Vest, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Sawyer, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Pasco, Squire, Wilson of Md. 
Evarts, Pettigrew, Stockbridge, 

NAYS—16. 
Blackburn, Dixon, Hawley, McPherson, 
Blair, . Frye, Ingalls, Piatt, 
Call, Gibson, Jones of Arkansas; Stanford, 
Dawes, Harris, McMillan, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT—39. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Hiscock, Payne, 
Allen, Cullom, Hoar, Pierce, 
Allison, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, uay, 
Beck, Davis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Manderson, Spooner, 
Brown, Eustis, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Butler, Gorman, Moody, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gray, Morgan, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Coke, Hearst, Paddock, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PLUMB. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert as section 17 the follow- 
ing: 


All that part of the Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth degree of long- 
titude, known as the Cherokee Outlet, shall be attached to the Territory of Ok- 
lahoma for judicial purposes; but the law and procedure in the cases arising 
therein be the same as obtain in the remainder of the Indian Territory. 

Mr, PLUMB. That simply gives to the court created by this bill 

urisdiction over that part of the Indian Territory lying west of Okla- 

oma, which is now conferred upon the court which sits at Muscogee, 
and prevents the necessity of persons who come within the jurisdiction 
of the court at Muscogee from going two or three hundred miles, as the 
case may be, in order that their cases may be adjudicated. Itin no 
way disturbs the relation that now exists as to cases pending in this 
Territory. 

I want to say one other thing in order to prevent any misunderstand- 
ing. Something was said here by myself, simply because it had been 
brought into the debate by others, about the negotiations which occurred 
last year between the United States and the Cherokee Indians. I did 
not design anything I said to be any reflection upon the commission 
which conducted that negotiation. They undoubtedly, according to 
the instructions which they had and with the lights before them, did 
the best they could to bring about asuccessful result. I say this with- 
out knowing exactly what the instructions were, because they have not 
been given to the public, al hough the Senate requested the Secretary 
of the Interior to send them here some months ago, But, from what I 
have learned of the tenor of those instructions, I believe the commis- 
sion did the best it could in order to bring about the desired results. I 
know two members of that commission, and I know there are no more 
public-spirited and conscientious men in the United States than they 
are, and whatever they undertook to do they undertook with an eye 
single to the performance in the best possible way of the duty devolved 
upon them by law and by tbe instructions given by their superior, the 
Secretary of the Interior, 
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Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President, Iam much gratified by the utter- 
ance which has just fallen from the lips of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. Prv.1p] relative to the Cherokee commission, as it had seemed to 
me that an o vation made by him a few moments since was liable 
to be construed as a reflection, and an exceedingly unfair one, upon that 
commission. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawns] day be- 
fore yesterday said, referring to the attitude of the Government toward 
the Cherokees: 

They were told last summer that they should take the one proposition of $1.25 
per acre, and if not we will do nothing with you, but we will go home and 
tell the home Government that you have no title whatever.” There was no 
occasion to express surprise that they would not negotiate after that, 

I know the Senator from Massachusetts is just and intends to beal- 
ways fair, but I submit to him that this language imputes to the Chero- 
kee Commission, through which the Government spoke to the Cherokee 
Indians, an attitude which is not just or warranted by the facts. It may 
be true, and I am not disposed to deny that it is, that the position of 
the Government toward these Indians, as evidenced by legislation and 
perhaps otherwise, was somewhat calculated to hinder success{ul ne- 
gotiations; but I am thoronghly satisded, and I declare here with the 
utmost confidence my belief, that nothing whatever in the manner in 
which the commission conducted the negotiations with which it was 
charged can be the object of just animadversion, and | am not prepared 
to believe that the Senator from Massachusetts intended as to the con- 
duct of the commission what his words imply. 

The proceedings of the commission have not been given, as I under- 
stand it, to the public, and I do not know therefore what they were; 
but the chairman of that commission is a distinguished citizen of Wis- 
consin, and a long-time friend of my own, Governor Lucius Fairchild, 
and I have no hesitation in saying as to him that if I were asked to 
select in the United States a man thoroughly equipped in all respects 
for the adroit and successful discharge of such a duty I know of none 
whom I would so quickly choose, all things considered, as Governor 
Fairchild. He has a long and conspicuously distinguished record, mil- 
itary and civil. He went early into the army, served with splendid 
gallantry, and left upon the field of Gettysburgh an arm, 

Governor of Wisconsin for three terms, consul at Liverpool, consul- 
general at Paris, and minister to Spain, in his long career he has met, 
with extraordinary credit to himselt and to his State and to the country, 
every demand which has been made upon him asa public servant. He 
was peculiarly fitted for this duty. He is a Western man, accustomed 
in his youth to frontier life and acquainted with the Indian character, 
of fine address, exceeding tact, high character, and great ability, ad- 
mirably fitted in every way to impress himself favorably upon those 
with whom he was to negotiate, whether Indians or white men. He 
accepted the position to his own inconvenience and great personal dis- 
comfort, solely for the purpose of rendering service to the country, and 
it is not open to successful question that he and his associates did their 
utmost, and did it well, to carry successfully through the work which 
they had in hand. 

The failure of the negotiation was due in no sense to want of ability 
or high purpose upon the part of the commissioners or to the manner 
in which they conducted thedelicate and difficult duty with which they 
stood charged. I believe it to be true that they felt at liberty only to 
submit to the Indians whatis called the one dollar and twenty-five cent 
proposition. The Senator from Massachusetts construes the law, as I 
understand it, to authorize them to enter into a contract of purchase 
without restriction us to price, which they were to report to Congress 
for subseqnent action, and that in addition to the ceneral power they 
were authorized by the law to submit the one dollar and twenty-five 
cent proposition, which should be final, if accepted, and upon which 
cash payment was to follow. 

I have just read the law, and it is my impression that the proper 
construction of it is that given by the Senator from Massachusetts, but 
while I do not know of course what instructions were given by the 
Interior Department to the commission, I am informed, and have reason 
to believe, that the construction placed upon the law by the Interior 
Department was that the proviso was restrictive of the power of the 
commission, and that they were limited to the one dollar and twenty- 
five cent per acre proposition to the Indians. That this was the under- 
standing of the Secretary of the Interior seems to me quite apparent 
from the letter written by him, under date October 26, to General Fair- 
child, chairman of the commission, and with this letter I presume the 
Senator from Massachusetts is quite familiar, in which the Secretary, 
after showing that there are about 6,022,754 acres unassigned to the 
Cherokee Nation, says: 

If the Cherokees are allowed $1.25 per acre for all of the unassigned lands 
(6,022, 754.11 acres). it will amount to $7,523,442.65. 

If the amount already paid in excess of appraised value for lands occupied 
and used be deducted, the amonnt to be paid to the Cherokee Nation will be 
anah has been taken in this statement of the lands set apart for the 
Chiloceo Indian School reservation by executive order of July 12, 184, a smal’ 
“Thy thisexhibitit will be perceived the Cherokees will receive from the United 
States the sum of at least $7,000,000, after deducting payments already made, 
which, upon interest at ö pêr cent. per annum, would net to them yearly quito 
$350,000. to be paid by the United States Government, whose existence will con- 


tinue without interruption and whose ability to pay is as great as that of any 
other nation of the globe, 


r SW * 9 
rr ee 


1890. 


r 8 3 N * 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, | 


Pict = 


1275 


It will be observed that he here assumes that $1.25 peracre isall that 
the law authorizes to be paid and that the commission is authorized 
to offer, and he proceeds to show upon that basis what a magnificent 
fund it would afford to the Indians and the large annual interest bal- 
ance which it would bring to them. 

However a court might construe that law, it is undeniably open to 


the two constructions, and the Executive Department in operating 


under it, the Secretary of the Interior as well as the commission, prop- 


* erly kept themselves within the plain letter of the law, as any one au- 


thorizei as an agent to purchase land for another ought to do. Neither 
the Secretary nor the commissioners could be expected to enter upon 
a negotiation and report to Congress a contract of purchase open to 
probable attack as beyond their power, Such a result, in addition to 
being mortifying to the commission, might easily be detrimental to the 
Government in future negotiations. 

I do not believe at all, Mr. President, that the want of success of the 
commission in negotiating a purchase is attributable to the fact that 
their offer was limited to $1.25 per acre. It is palpably the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Interior that the necotiation was prevented by the 
appearance in the field, iu competition with the Government, of the Cher- 
okee cattle syndicate, with their proposition to take a fifteen-year lease 
for abont $1,500,000. There were powerful private interests on the 
alert to prevent the purchase by the Government, and to any one who 
is at all familiar with Indian character it will be apparent that the bid 
and influence of the cattle syndicate were sufficient to prevent a success- 
ful issue of the negotiations of purchase. The main object of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in the able letter from which I read, was to elimi- 
nate irom the situation this impudent competition of the cattle syn- 
dicates, by showing, among other things, that such leases as they pro- 
posed to take were void. 

If Congress intends to pay more than $1.25 an acre for the land it 
would be wise, as it is easy, to so change the law as to make it per- 
fectly clear that the executive officers are at liberty to increase that price. 

But, Mr. President, I arose with no purpose of debating the pending 
bill, but only to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to what I thought might be construed as a reflection upon the com- 
mission by him, which I am quite satisfied he would not be willing to 
allow to go without explanation or contradiction. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] gives me the opportunity to disavow any intention of 
imputing anything but absolute good faith to this commission. I ap- 
preciate the high character of the commission as well as the Senator 
from Wisconsin does. I have no doubt they acted in perfectly good faith 
and that the explanation of the failure given by him is possibly the 
correct one. I think they were bound by instructions, as near as I can 
ascertain, from the Interior Department, which arose from an honest 
construction of the law by the Secretary of the Interior, which was 
different from that which the authors of the provision supposed was the 
true one. The authors of the provision supposed that they were cloth- 
ing this commission with an alternative proposition, so thatif one failed 
the other might be carried out. It seems elear, as I can gather, that 
the Interior Department, in an honest effort to get the trae meaning 
of the law, took a different view of it, and hence probably the difficulty, 
and, it may be, the failure. 

I will not take any more time except to ask that there may be ap- 
pended to what I say the law itself. I will notask that it be read, but 
that it may he printed as a part of the remarks which I now make, anii 
then every one can judge for himself as to what is the true construction. 

The law referred to is section 14 of an act approved March 2, 1889, 
as follows: 

Sec, 14. The President is hereby authorized to appoint three commissioners, 
not more than two of whom shall be members of the same political party, to 
negoliate with the Cherokee Indians and with all other Indians own or 
claiming lands lying west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude in the Indian 
Territory for the cession to the United States of all their title, claim, or interest 
of every kind or character in and to said lands, and any and all agreements re- 
sulting from such negotiations shall be reported to the President and by him to 
Congress at its next session and to the council or councils of the nation or 
seins tribe a postin agreeing = 7585 seme for e 5 pur- 
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her authorized to submit to the Cherokee Nation the pro tion that said na- 
tion shall cede to the United States, in the manner and with the effect aforesaid, 
all the rights of said nation in said lands upon the same terms as to payment as 
is provided in the agreement made with the Creek Indians of date January 19, 
1889, and ratified by the present Congress; and if said Cherokee nation shall ac- 
cept and, by act of its legislative authority duly passed, ratify the same, the sald 
lands shal) thereupon become a part of the public domain for the purpose of such. 
disposition as is herein provided, and the President is authorized as soon there- 
after as he may deen: advisable, by proclamation [, to] open said lands to settle- 
ment in the same manner and tothe same effect as in thisact provided concern- 
ing the lands acquired from said Creek Indians; but until said lands are opened 
for settlement by proclamation of the President no person shall be permitted 


to enter upon and occupy the same, and no person violating this provision shall 
be permitted to enter any of said lands or acquire any right thereto. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it seems to me that this amendmentis 
most unnecessary and will give rise to a great deal of difficulty if it 
shall be adopted, but if the Senate does not desire to stand by the com- 
mittee upon this bill and the amendments to it, as appears to be in- 
dicated by the vote on the last amendment, I do not know that there 
is any use in taking time to discuss it. 


The amendment proposes to attach the Cherokee Outlet to the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma for judicial purposes. Ithink we might just as well 
attach it for all purposes. I do not think that is wise; and this action 
of the Senate to-day is evidently intended to finally result in the at- 
tachment of the Cherokee Outlet to the Territory of Oklahoma before 
it is opened to settlement, as it seems to me. If it is not so intended, 
it certainly takes that direction. 

It is proposed, as I say, to attach the Cherokee Outlet for judicial 
purposes, and then provide that the procedure shall be in all respects 
as now provided by law for procedure in the Indian Territory. That is 
tosay, the Territory of Oklahoma is to establish a court with full powers, 
with a certain definite line of practice, with certain rules, and then 
as to the causes which arise in the Cherokee Outlet it is to fullow the 
law which governs the court at Muscogee, and that court acts under 
the laws of Arkansas with regard to procedure. So we shall have this 
very strange situation: We shall have a court established by law for 
this Territory of Oklahoma with the rules and the practice provided by 
Jaw, and then it will have jurisdiction of offenses committed outside of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and the amendment provides practically 
that they shall be tried according to the laws of Arkansas so far as pro- 
cedure is concerned, auy rule of the court to the contrary notwithstand- 


ing. 

Mr. VEST. That can be very easily remedied by simply changing 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas so as to make it read, 
that the mode of procedure shall be the same as in the courts of the 
Territory hereby created.” 

Mr. PLATT. That would obviate the objection which I am now 
making, but it would be very awkward under the amendment as in- 
troduced. ~ 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not share in the apprehensions of either of my 
friends on this point, I admit the amendment might he made more 
comprehensive, but it expresses now exactly what I had in mind, and 
that is this: There is a court now established by United States law 
and in accordance with our treaties with the Indians, at Muscogee, 
having a certain limited jurisdiction. The territory being of large ex- 
tent, persons who are within the jurisdiction of that court will often 
be compelled to travel many hundreds of miles in order to appear be- 
fore it. 

I design simply to prevent the necessity of that so far as relates to 
the people who lie west of the Territory we are now organizing to be 
called Oklahoma, and I want the Oklahoma court to take jurisdiction 
of offenses arising in the territory west, and administer justice in such 
eases in accordance with the procedure of the court at Muscogee, which 
would, of course, require them to have two different modes of proced- 
ure and to act under two different codes of laws: but the difficulty 
would be nogreater than that of devolving upon the same courtequitable 
and common-law jurisdiction, and I do not want to enter that domain, 
in which we would be required to disturb what we have so recently es- 
tablished by law, and law which is executed by the Muscogee court. 
I simply desire that these people shall have the same rights, the same 
privileges, the same duties, and be under the same jurisdiction that 
they are now under; and I think the amendment which I have offered, 
with all respect to both of my friends, will cover that case, except, as 
the Senator from Missouri suggested a moment ago to me (I think per- 
haps privately, as he did not make the statement in open Senate), that 
possibly causes now pending might be affected by the amendment, 
though I do not think anything in it would take from the court at 
Muscogee the jurisdiction to go on and try all cases there pending, 
which I think would be the better way. This would affect, as I take 
it, only cases that may arise in the future. 

Mr. VEST. That can be very easily remedied. 

Mr. PLATT. Has not the Senator modified his amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I made a pencil suggestion, but I do not think it is 
necessary. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I think on a little reflection the Senator 
from Kansas will see that it will lead to great confusion and will be 
an anomalous proceeding if his amendment is adopted as it stands. For 
instance, the amendment, as I understand it, provides that the mode 
of procedure shall be the same as in the courts of the Indian Territory. 
Well, the only United States court in the Indian Territory is that at 
Muscogee, and the procedure there is according to the statutes of Arkan- 
sas, and that proceeding is based upon the New York code, as it is 
ealled. Now, the Territorial court, if we pass this bill—the court at 
Oklahoma—will not be governed by the laws of Arkansas, but will be 


governed by the general law of the United States as to Territorial courts, - 


which is very different. If the amendment passes as it is, then the 
judge upon the bench would be required, ifa case came up from the 
Cherokee Outlet, to proceed according tothe Muscogee procedure, which 
is the law of Arkansas, but if it did not come from there he would have 
to proceed aceording to the general Territorial law in regard to pro- 
cedure, In order to make it homogeneons it ought to have but one 
mode of procedure. In other words, if we attach this strip for judicial 
purposes to the Territory of Oklahoma, the mode of procedure in the 
Territorial courts of Oklahoma ought to apply to all cases coming from 
or originating in the Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. PLUMB, I shall have no objection to that, although Ido not 
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see anything incongruous in the poratne as J offered it. The courts 
of Louisiana enforce the common law, the statute law, and the civil law, 


the same court having jurisdiction of cases that arise under either of 


these three separate systems of procedure and of law. But the law which 
governs the Muscogee court ought not to be changed, because that has 
been adapted, as I suppose, by the Judiciary Committee and by Con- 

to thetreaty obligations which are existing between the United 
States and the Indians in the Indian Territory. Therefore, whatever 
the proceduremay be,the law remains the same, 

The amendment might bechanged so as to require that the law should 
be administered at Muscogee under the procedure adopted by the courts 
in Oklahoma in other cases. I donot see the necessity for anything of 
that kind. My idea was to leave things in reference to the Muscogee 
court and with reference to the administration of justice over the terri- 
tory which the Muscogee court formerly covered precisely as it was by 
the law enacted by Congress at the last session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and tempo- 
rary support of common schools, 

Mr. PLATT. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire to yield and 
allow his bill to be laid aside informally until we can conclude the con- 
sideration of the bill which has been pending. I think we can reach a 
conclusion in a very short time. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. PLATT. H hope the Senator will not make that motion now. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. . 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I know the situation of the bill in 
charge of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and also the 
anxiety of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] to go into 
executive session, which I suppose will be done in a few minutes, and 
I think I ought, under the circumstances, to yield informally to the 
Senator from Connecticut, hoping that the consideration of the Okla- 
homa bill will be terminated in a short time, an hour or two, and then 
a brief executive session, which will dispose of both these matters, and 
then I should like to go on with the school bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, the considera- 
tion of the Oklahoma bill will be continued. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Committee on Terri- 
tories in reporting this bill were keenly alive to the fact that if we 
undertook tosettle upon this bill all the disputed questions which may 
arise in the Indian Territory we probably should not get the bill passed 
at all. The desire of the committee was to secure the passage of a bill 
providing for a government in Oklahoma Territory, where there are 
thousands of people practically without government, and whoare ask- 
ing Congress to give them some sort of a government. 

I voted against the proposition of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUNB] to amend this bill, because I was satisfied that whenever you 
began making amendments you were going to endanger the passage of 
the bill. My apprehensions have been verified in this additional 
amendment now proposed by the Senator from Kansas. The Senator 
proposes to extend judicial jurisdiction over the Cherokee Strip, as it 
is familiarly called. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] imme- 
diately presents difficulties which must strike every lawyer in this 
body as being potent and strong and worthy of consideration. At the 
same time there are difficulties in connection with the suggestions of 
the Senator from Missouri which will of themselves provoke debate 
that will carry the thing along interminably. 

What do we propose to do? The Senator from Missouri has pointed 
out the fact that we can not have two antagonistic systems of proced- 
ure in the same court to determine the same class of offenses. If we 
follow the suggestions of the Senator from Missouri and allow the legis- 
lative body in Oklahoma to provide laws for the government, not only 
of Oklahoma, but of No Man’s Land and the Cherokee Strip, we have 
immediately done a thing tke right to do which has been questioned 
in this body from time immemorial. We are exercising an authority 
over the Cherokee Strip which has been denied by many members of 
this body. 

Mr. President, the purpose of the committee was to avoid the dis- 
cussion and the agitation of these questions in undertaking to provide 
a government which should affect nobody except the people who are in 
Oklahoma. Isubmit respectfully, if the argument of the Senator from 
Kansas is good that this jurisdiction should be extended over the Cher- 
okes Strip, that it ought with equal reason to be extended over the 
country occupied by the Cheyennes and Arapahoes and by the Kiowas 
and Comanches and other tribes in the western part of this same Ter- 
ritory, which are more convenient to the capital of Oklahoma Territory 
by hundreds of miles than they are to the present location of the Mus- 
cogee court. 

If the question of geographical location is to determine whether or not 
these people are to answer for their crimes at Muscofee or at the capi- 
tal of Oklahoma, then why should not that same reason apply to the In- 
dians who live south and west of Oklahoma? ‘That merely raises the 
other question referred to just now, has the Government the right to 
organize these courts; has the Government the right to erect a Territorial 
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government within a territory in which they pledged themselves years 
ago, as is claimed by the opponents of this power, not to erect a Terri- 
torial government except by the consent of the Indian tribes? That 
is p ly the point that the committee hoped to avoid in undertaking 
to present this bill * to a circumscribed area, where there was 
no doubt about the Government’s power and where the exigencies of 
the occasion were almost all located. 

The progress of these proposed amendments has demonstrated the 
wisdom of the committee in undertaking to limit the action of Con- 
gress at present to the Territory of Oklahomaalone. The Senator from 
Kansas, to beconsistent, must propose to include all this other territory 
which I have mentioned if the reasons applying to the Cherokee Strip 


are good, 

Sir, there is another fact in connection with this Cherokee Strip that 
the Senate ought not to overlook. There are very few persons living 
on that Strip. There are a few Indians, a mere handful, located in the 
eastern part of it, They are very little farther from Muscogee than 
from the capital of Oklahoma, That immense territory which lies in 
their reservation back to the Texas Jine is not occupied. There are 
none there but murderers, cattle, and cow-boys. There are no residents, 
and consequently there is no hardship to that region in this bill. 

The argument presented by the Senator from Kansas in favor of in- 
corporating No Man’s Land in this bill was that there are a large num- 
ber of people there without government. That does not apply to this 
Cherokee Strip, as there is but a mere handful on that land and they 
are about as conveniently located to Muscogee as to the capital of this 
proposed Territory of Oklahoma, 

When we come to consider the anomalous condition of affairs which 
will result in the court having two systems of procedure and two sets 
of laws to be passed upon in some cases at the same time, both in the 
civil and criminal jurisdiction, we must see that ‘‘ confusion worse con- 
founded ” will be caused from the time the court begins until it ad- 
journs, and it would not be long until Congress would be called upon 
to take that region out of this entanglement. 

The truth is that we should follow the suggestion of the committee, 
avoiding the discussion of all these rt aang get and not undertak- 
ing to settle these complicated questions, which must be taken up later 
in the session and disposed of, and the disposal of which will require 
a long time. The Senate should pass promptly the proposition toestab- 
lish a Territory, which will relieve the crying and pressing necessities 
of the people living in Oklahoma pure and simple. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section: 

See, 17, All that part of the Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth degree 
of longitude, known as the Cherokee Outlet, shall be attached te the Territory 
of Oklahoma for judicial purposes; but the lawand procedure in the cases aris- 
ing therein shall be the same as obtain in the remainder of the Indian Territory. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no other amendments, the 
bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
has an amendment which he desires to offer. 

Mr. VEST. I do not like the expression in section 6, the rights 
of private property.“ It seems to me it ought to be the right to 
private property.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In what line? 

Mr. VEST. In line 8. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the proposed amendment ? 

Mr. VEST. Instead of ‘‘the rights of private property,” in line 8 
of section 6, I would say, ‘‘ the right to private property.” 

Mr. PLATT. I have ne objection to that. 

Mr. VEST. It then proceeds: Nor shall any unequal discrimina- 
tion be made in taxing different kinds of property.” 

I would put in the words “‘ assessing und,“ and strike out the words 
nor shall any unequal,” and, after the word discrimination,“ strike 
out the words be made;’’ so as to read: 

Nor shall any law be passed impairing the rightto private property nor mak- 
ing discrimination in assessing and taxing the different kinds of property, but 
ali property subject to taxation shall be taxed equally and uniformly in propor- 
tion to its value. 

I would insert the words ‘‘ equally and uniformly ™ in line 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 6, line 8, it is proposed to strike ont 
the words rights of’? and insert the words right to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. In the same section, line 9, alter the word prop- 
erty,” it is proposed to strike out the words nor shall any unequal”? 
and insert “or making,“ and, afterthe word discrimination,“ to strike 
out the words be made , 

Mr. PLATT. One moment, Mr. President. Does not .the Senator 
from Missouri think that that may be an embarrassing amendment? 
In other words, is it possible not to make any discrimination in the 
taxation of different kinds of property, but to tax all property alike 
and in the same way? In all the States is there not discrimination 
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made in the method and manner and perhaps in the amount of tax 
on different kinds of property, and is it not quite enough to say that 
there shall be no unequal discrimination made? For instance, real 
estate may be taxed at one rate and personal property at another, or 
stocks and bonds may have a special rate of taxation. Would not the 
striking out of the words ‘‘ unequal discrimination“ require that every 
species of property should be taxed just in the same way and for the 
same amount? Is that what the Senator desires? 

Mr. VEST. The idea was to make the ad valorem taxation the same. 
I think that is right. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The amendmentof the Senator from Mis- 
souri would prevent the exemption of church property from taxation, 
if it was deemed desirable to exempt it. 

Mr. VEST. No, I do not know that it would do that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Or school property. The Senator's amend- 
ment would prevent any discrimination. 

Mr. PLATT. It would prevent the exemption of a homestead. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Or school property or church property. 

Mr. VEST. I did not mean that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the Chair that 
he has not read the entire amendment; that he was interrupted. 

Mr. VEST. Read the whole of the amendment, 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 9 add “‘ assessing and,” and in 
line 11, after the word taxed,“ insert the words equally and uni- 
formly;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Nor shall any law i å 
shall any V 10 Dent io PvA Props dieren 
kinds ot e but all property subject to taxation shall be taxed equally 
and uniformly in proportion to its value. 

Mr. VEST. That was my idea about it; I think that is right. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that the bill stands very well now. As the 
section now stands it reads: 

Nor shall any unequal discrimination be made in taxing different kinds of 
property, but all property subject to taxation shall be taxed in proportion toits 

It seems to me that that covers the ground. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; I do not care so much about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Missouri in- 
sist upon the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST. After the word “ value,“ in line 11 of section 6, I move 
to insert: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall be held to prohibit the levying and col- 
lecting license or special taxes in the Territory from persons engaged in any 
business therein, if the legislative power shall consider such taxes necessary. 

My object in offering the amendment is siinply to meet a contention 
that has been made in my State under a similar clause, that equal and 
uniform taxation excluded the power to assess and levy special taxes. 
The question has been decided by a divided court that such a provision 
as the one under consideration did not have that effect. But there 
ought not to be any doubt about it. If the Territorial Legislature sees 
proper to impose these license taxes that power ought to exist beyond 
any sort of question. 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment which the Senator from Missouri pro- 
poses goes further than that. It allows the Legislature to pass a law 
taxing persons who shall go from the State of Missouri into this Ter- 
ritory for the purpose of trading, ahd that has been decided by the 
Supreme Court to be unconstitutional, I believe. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; of course they could not do that under the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court. That would come in conflict with the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word value,“ in section 6, line 11, it 
is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall be held to prohibit the levying and col- 


lecting license or special taxes in the Territory from persons engaged in an 
business therein, if the legislative power shall consider such taxes necessary, x 


Mr. REAGAN. The word therein“ covers it, 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps I was mistaken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. At the end of section 7 I move to add: 

It is further provided that the Legislative Assembly shall not authorize the 
issuing of any bond, scrip, or evidence of debt by the Territorv, or any county, 
3 or township therein, for any purpose except certificates for service 

Mr. President, this is an important amendment. It ouglit to be put, 
in my judgment, in every Territorial bill. The experience of Western 
States and Territories upon that subject constitutes a chapter which it 
is only necessary to refer to. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me the amendment may be a little broader 
than the Senator desires, The ordi way of drawing money out of 
the treasury is by issuing whatis called scrip, that is, a warrant drawn 
by the proper officer upon the depositary of the fund. While that is 
outstanding, no matter in whose hands or for what length of time, it is, 


according to the ordinary definition, scrip, and this clause might be held 
to prevent the Legislature from having any officer who should audit the 
accounts of the freasurer, and who would therefore be a check upon him, 
but would require the treasurer himself to deal directly with the per- 
son to whom the money was going, without the intervention of this 
auditing officer, who is considered necessary in all systems of financial 
management, State or municipal. 

It the Senator means that there shall nothing be issued for the pur- 
pose of creating a debt, in that I agree with him; but I am fearful that 
the amendment as it stands now would prevent the introduction of 
this very useful and necessary element of checks and balances in the 
accounting of the Territory. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be again read. 4 

Mr. VEST. Yes, read it again. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. Vest, 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senate is of opinion that that law is to be ap- 
plied to Territories I would fallin with it; but it seems a little strange 
that when within five or six years Congress has considered this matter, 
and has deliberately passed a law limiting the indebtedness of Terri- 
tories to 1 per cent., I think, for territorial obligations and 4 per cent. 
for county obligations, we should, in the erection of anew Territory, 
adopt a somewhat stringent provision that nothing should be done in 
this Teritory except for cash; that there is to be no indebtedness created; 
that there shall be no bonds issued for public buildings; that they shall 
all be built and paid for with cash. 

Every Senator knows that the adoption of such an amendment, if it 
should become a law, would simply result in the people of the Terri- 
tory and the counties coming here at the next session, and at every ses- 
sion, and asking for permission to issue bonds to erect public build 
and for various purposes in the Territory. I do not think that it 
wise to adopt a different rule for this Territory from the rule which has 
been adopted by the general law for all the Territories. 

Mr. VEST. There is no provision in the bill that limits the indebt- 
edness. As the measure now stands the authorities of the Territory of 
Oklahoma may issue bonds for any amount. The evil that I am strik- 
ing at I will state. I do not know but that the amendment may be too 
broad. Itwas certainly not my intention to make it include the ordi- 
nary scrip or the ordinary certificate or drafts upon the Treasury that 
are issued in the ordinary transaction of governmental business. In 
the amendment I provide that scrip for services shall not come within 
the operation of the proposed law, but the evil that Iam striking at is 
the issue of municipal bonds without a report to the people, saddling 
upon a Territory an enormous amount of oftentimes fraudulent in- 
debtedness, A lot of speculators get together and propose a railroad. 
They never intend to build it, but they get a hold on the county au- 
thorities. It is the old story. They issue the bonds, run them off to 
Wall street, put them in the hands of innocent purchasers for a valua- 
ble consideration without notice,and the United States courts decide that 
they come then under the description of commercial paperand must be 
paid. The railroad is never built, and the people of the Territory and 
their children go on to pay this tax for years and years to come. 

We have had an experience in my State that makes me a little sen- 
sitive on this subject. We are paying there to-day $20,000,000 for 
moonshine railroads that never were intended to be built; but the Su- 
preme Court of the United States decided that. The county authori- 
ties, or a lot of bogus judges, for they were nothing else (elected when 
the people were disfranchised and the property-holders could not say 
a word), sometimes in the night and in stables and out in barns, fre- 
quently when the people had directly voted them down, would get to- 
gether and issue the bonds. The clerk would be in the conspiracy, and 
the bonds would be out of the county in two hours, with the seal of the 
county on them, and they were put on Wall street and put in the hands 
always of ‘‘innocent purchasers without notice, before maturity, fora 
valuable consideration ;’’ and then the Supreme Court of the United 
States said the county had to pay them, and we are paying to-day over 
$20,000,000 with interest on that amount, with no more chance to get 
an inch of the railroads that were to be built with this money than we 
have to get a road from here to the moon. - 

That is what I am striking at; and I never intend, as long as I am in 
Congress, to vote for one of these Territorial bills unless I make an at- 
tempt, whether successful or not, to limit that sort of power. It ought 
to be done, because in these new communities an appeal is presented 
by these speculators that you do not find in the older States. The peo- 
ple are wild for improvements; they want new roads; they are hardly 
acquainted with each other; and if a lot of men can get hold of the 
county court, or the trustees of a town or city, or the council of a city, 
they can just put as much indebtedness on the people as they want to 
put. That is the whole of it. 

Mr.PLATT. Thegenerallaw now, which was passed in 1886, provides: 
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With regard to counties and municipal corporations the law pro- 
vides: 


‘That no political or municipal corporation, county, or other subdivision in 
any of the Pesci em of 7 United States 3 ever poroms, incon in any 
manner or for any purpose to any amount in the aggregate, uding existing 
indebtedness, exceeding 4 per cent. on the value of the taxable property 
within such corporation, county, or subdivision, to be ascertained by the last 
assessment for Territorial and county taxes previous to the incurring of such 
indebtedness; and all bonds or obligations in excess of such amount given by 
such corporation shall be void. 

That is the rule which Congress thought it was proper in 1836 to ap- 
ply to Territorial governments, and it seems to me to be a very good 


e, too. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. [Putting the 
question.] The ‘tayes’’ seem to have it. 

Mr. PLATT. I call for a division. 

Mr. INGALLS. If there is to be a division on this vote, I beg leave 
to say that I sympathize fully with the object and purpose the Sena- 
tor from Missouri has in view; but the terms of his amendment would 
be fatal to the development and growth of the Territory. It is abso- 
lutely essential that the inhabitants of a new region should have some 
opportunity of anticipating their revenue. Bridges must be built, 
court-houses and school-houses must be erected, and various steps taken 
to organize civil society. If you inhibit absolutely the incurrence of 
any indebtedness for these purposes, you simply say that the Territory 
shall not develop, that all growth shall be arrested, and that nothing 
shall be done until the money is previously levied by taxation and 
collected and placed in the treasury. 

Of course, the Senator from Missouri does not want that. None of 
us want that. We are entirely willing to be subject to the limitations 
imposed by the beneficent statute of 1886. The people of the Terri- 
tory should have the right to burden themselves with debt within cer- 
tain rational limits for the accomplishment of those purposes that are 
essential to the organization and existence of the community. There- 
fore, I hope that the Senator from Missouri will either modify his amend- 
ment, so as to bring it within the terms of the act of 1886-—— 

Mr. PLATT. That is not necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. Which, of course, is not necessary, but which 
would be a reaffirmation by Congress of the principle involved; or else 
1 hope that he will withdraw his amendment and not subject those who 
desire to act with him to the necessity of voting against it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Secretary to take down an amendment 
which I will propose. I have not got it written out, I move to add 
to the amendment: 

Except for necessary State and county publie buildings—— 


Mr. INGALLS. You must putin bridges. Streams must be bridged. 
The means of communication must be offered. Š 

Mr. PLATT. Roads must be opened up. 

Mr. INGALLS. Roads must be opened up, Otherwise it is impos- 
sible for the community to organize and continue its operations, 

Mr, REAGAN. My amendment proceeds: 

Roads, and bridges; and for these purposes no tax shall be levied and collected 


more than 25 cents on the $100 for State improvements or 50 cents on the 
for county improvements, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas to the amendment 


offered by the Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to Mr. VEST’S amendment: 
Except for necessary State and 8 ele buildings, roads, and bridges; 


und for these no tax shal vied and collected for more than 25 
cents on the sio 2 State improvements or 50 cents on the $100 for county im- 
provements. 


Mr. PLATT. How will the whole amendment read then ? 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let the entire amendment be read to- 


gether. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment and the amendment 
to the amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 7: 

It is further provided that the Legislative Assembly shal! not authorize the is- 

suing of any bond, scrip, or evidence of debt by the Territory, orany county, city, 
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and a tee en no tax shall be levied and olats for more than 2 

cents on the $100 for State improvements or 50 cents on the $100 for county im- 
provements, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Itseems to me the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Texas must have overlooked the plain provisions 
of the law as it stands now on the general statutes. The Senator from 
Connecticut has just read thatlaw. It seems to me that in a much 
more carefally considered way the evil proposed to be met by these 
two Senators is met by the law, and there is no use in accu- 
mulating statutes intended to cover the same point. I ask the atten- 
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tion of Senators while I read again from the statute which was just 
now read by the Senator from Connecticut: 

Sec. 3. That no law of Territorial Legislat hal! authori d 
be contracted by. —— shall of 2 Territory excort in N 18 
meet a casual deficit in the revenues, to pay the interest upon the Territorial debt, 
to suppress insurrections, or to provide for the public defense, except that, in ad- 
dition to any indebtedness created for such purposes, the Legislature may au- 
thorize a loan for the erection of penal, charitable, or educational institutions for 
such Territory, if the total indebtedness of the Territory is not thereby made 
to exceed i per cent. upon the assessed value of the taxable property in such 
Territory as shown by the last general assessment for taxation. And nothing 
in this act shall be construed to prohibit the refunding of any existing indebt- 
edness of such Territory or of any political or municipal corporation, county, 
or other subdivision therein. 

Src. 4. Thatno political or municipal corporation county, or othersubdivision 
in any of the Territories of the United States shall ever become indebted in any 
manner or for any purpose to any mnonnt in the aggregate, including existing 
indebtedness, exceeding 4 per cent. on the value of the taxable property within 
such corporation, county, or subdivision, to be ascertained by the lust assess- 
ment for Territorial and county taxes previous to the incurring of such indebted- 
ness, etc, 

As is suggested to me by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
it might be held that by implication the enactment of the proposed 
amendment would repeal this Jaw, which I submit to the Senators who 
have proposed these amendments is ample to cover all the dangers in 
this case. I sympathize with the purpose intended to be met, but it 
seems to me that the general law is sufficient to meet the case. 

Mr. REAGAN. My amendment, if adopted, could not be considered 
to be a repeal of a general law, because it is a special provision for a 
particular Territory. Iam inclined to think that the privilege allowed 
to the Territories under the general law is a very large liberty for the cre- 
ation of debt. One per cent. of debt on the property of a State or 4 per 
cent. of debt on the property of a county, it seems to me, ought not to 
be authorized. I like the special provision for this Territory better than 
the general provision which applies to Territories generally. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isubmit to the Senator from Missouri whether his 
amendment is not so drawn as to preclude a school district or a town- 
ship or a town, in a political sense, from issuing evidences of indebted- 
ness by way of orders or what not to construct a school building. It 
seems to me that the object which the Senator desires to accomplish, 
and with which I am in entire accord, would be accomplished if he 
precluded the voting of aid to the construction of rail 

I believe myself that the time has come in this country when there 
is capital to build railroads where they ought to be built, and that it is 
a waste of money for localities to burden themselves in order to aid in 
their construction. I am prepared to vote to exclude the power of any 
community in the country to vote aid for railway purposes. I think 
the amend ment is too broad as it is drawn. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not want to cripple the spirit of improvement in 
this Territory or any other, but I am striking ata great evil. I drew 
the amendmenta little hurriedly, I know that this general Territorial 
clause has been appealed to here time and again whenever we bave or- 
ganized a Territory, but I know also that there have been great abuses 
under that statute. As the Senator from Texas says, when you come 
to 1 per cent. upon the taxable property of a Territory, it gives the 
largest liberty for the spoliation of the people. 

1 do not want, as I say, to limit improvements in the Territory. I 
am willing to modify the amendment so as to make it read: 

It is further provided that the Legislative Assembly shal! not authorize the 
issuing of any bond, scrip, or evidence of debt of the Territory, or any county, 
city, town, or township therein. for the construction of any railroad. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri modifies 
his amendment as he has stated. 

Mr. VEST. I propose to limit it to any railroad indebtedness, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is proposed in lieu of the orig- 
inal amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ] to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as now 


modified. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not understand that the Senator from Texas in- 
sists upon his amendment if the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is modified in this way. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Missouri desires to put that in 
as a substitute for his original amendment, I do not object to the part 
of it that is there, though I do not think we ought to leave the general 
provision of law to bear upon that Territory in allowing them to create 
a debtof 1 per cent. on the property of the State and of 4 per cent. on 
the property of the county. I would therefore be very glad if the 
amendment I suggested should follow the substitute that the Senator 
from Missouri now offers instead of his first amendment. - 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be understood that by unanimous consent the 
Senator from Missouri substitutes his last amendment for his first, and 
then the Senator from Texas moves his amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri as modified. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Texas to the fact, and I believe it to be a fact, that under his amend- 
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ment, if it were added to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 
he would preclude a school district or a town from incurring any in- 
debtedness, however evidenced, for the purpose of erecting a school 
building. 

Mr. REAGAN, I have no objection to the words *‘ municipal cor- 
poration or school district” being added at the proper place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Ifthe Senator from Texas desires to 
modify his amendment he will please indicate the modification to the 
Secretary. , 

Mr. INGALLS. It will require still further modification, not as to 
the amount, but as to the grammar of it, in order to make it convey the 
idea that the Senator has in his mind. As read it contradicts, as an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, the pur- 
pose that the Senator desires to carry out. 

Mr. REAGAN. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri pro- 
hibits the creation of any debt for railroads. Then my amendment pro- 
ceeds, ‘‘or from levying or collecting a tax, ete.” I donot exactly see 
the point the Senator from Kansas makes. I will ask the Secretary to 
read my amendment as I have modified it. It isin very good form 
now, I think. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Or for necessary State and county public buildings, roads, and brid muni- 
cipal corporations, or school districts; and for these purposes no tax ll be 
levied and collected for more than 25 cents on the $100 for State improvements 
or 50 centson the $100 for county improvements or for municipal and school pur- 
poses. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose the Senator from Texas desires to permit 
them to issue bonds or evidences of indebtedness fora certain purpose? 

Mr. REAGAN, Les, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri can now be read and then the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas, he will see that he forbids that thing from being 
done which he desires to effect. 

Mr. REAGAN. Perhaps it would be better to put it in a positive 
form of expression. It isin the negative, that there shall not be taxes 
for more than that amount, which of course implies that they may be 
taxed within that amount; but I do not object to saying that they may 
be taxed, instead of saying that they shall not be taxed. I have no ob- 
jection to giving my amendment the affirmative form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment to the amendments as now modified, 

Mr. PLATT. Read the amendment first, and then the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is further provided that the Legislative Assembly shall not authorize the 
issuing of any bond, scrip, or evidence of debt by the Territory, orany county, 
city, town, or township A ari for the construction of any railroad or for nec- 
essary State and county public buildings, roads, and bridges, municipal corpo- 
rations or school districts; and for these pu a tax may be levied and col- 
lected of not more than 2 cents on the $100 for State improvements, nor more 
thay 50 cents on the 8100 for county improvements or for municipal or school 
purposes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Insert the word nor“ instead of or“ before the 
words“ for municipal or school purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, Mr. President, I think this illustrates the difi- 
culty and perhaps the absurdity which may attend the attempt on the 
spur of the moment to amend a bili which has been carefully considered 
by a committee. I desire to call the attention of Senators, and espe- 
cially of the Senator from Tesas, to the reading of this amendment. If 
the amendment and the amendment to the amendment should pass 
and the whole amendment be adopted it would read: 

It is further provided that the Legislative Assembly shall not authorize the 
issuing of bond. scrip, or evidence of debt by the Territory, or any county, city, 
town, or township therein, for the construction of any railroad, or for necessary 
State, county, and public buildings. 

Tt reads that no bonds shall be issued for State, county, or public 
buildings. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, the words were put 
in at the wrong place. It ought to read but’’—“ but may issue the 
following.” However, I will withdraw the amendment I offered. It 
— prepared on the spur of the moment and I find that it is not satis- 

ctory. 

Mr. PLATT. Then the question recurs on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Benator from Missouri [ Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator desire to amend further in the 
same direction? 

Mr. VEST. Ihave only one further amendment to offer. In line 
53 of section 9, after United States,” I move to strike out the word 
tand” and to insert: ~ 


The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. INGALLS., In section 11, line 2, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ I 
move to insert the words possess the qualifications of electors of said 
Territory and;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Thatthe governor, secretary, chief-justice and associate justices, attorney, and 
marshal shall Are the qualifications of electors of said Territory, and be 
nominated and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, sppointed 
by the President of the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. There is a verbal amendment which I suggest to the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories. In line 62, section 10, I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘the same.” It now reads “ the supreme 
court of said Territory, the same as in other cases. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

TheSecretary. Insection 10, line62, after the word Territory,“ 
it is proposed to strike out the words the same;’’ so as to read as 
in other cases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire whether the word is“ has 
been stricken out in section 1, line 52, before the word organized. 
and the word are“ inserted? Did the amendment which was adopted 
there include the word are“ at the end of it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The word “is” has not been stricken out. 
Tt is still standing. 

Mr. PLATT. The word is' should be stricken out, so that it will 
read are organized into a temporary government.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be considered as 

to, if there beno objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VEST. In line 53, of section 9, the letter “t” ought to be made 
into a capital, so as to let a new sentence commence after the amend- 
ment of mine that was adopted, and it would then read, The said su- 
preme court and district courts.” 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator that as his amendment was 
read it commenced with the word “and.” 

Mr. VEST. Iknow. The amendment is all right, but this is after 
the amendment. We struck out the word ‘‘and,’’ and us it reads 
now it commences ‘‘ and the said supreme and district courts.” We 
have stricken out the word and“ and inserted my amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Butyouramendmentcommenced with the word and, 
as it was read at the desk, so that that would reinstate it. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that, but the amendment was perfect in 


itself, 
a Mr. PLATT. You want the amendment to commence with the word 

the?” 

Mr. VEST. No; I want it to stay as it is now, and then the “t” in 
the same line to be made into a capital,so as to commence a new sentence, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. As I understand, the Senator from Mis- 
souri intended his amendment to come in prior to that? 

Mr. VEST. Thisis a mere verbal correction. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. Make the letter a capital. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will be made if there be 
no objection. = _ 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I should like to understand ex- 
actly what the bill contains. I have been absent from the Chamber, 
and ask only for information in order to enable me to vote intelligently. 
It contains an amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], I understand. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, attaching No Man’s Land to Oklahoma. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The purpose being, as a mattter of course—no, 
I will not charge that, but seemingly, for it can have no other purpose, 
except to give the Indians a much larger sum of money. In other 
words, the Indian is now given notice that on two sides of him isa Ter- 
ritorial government under the jurisdiction and control of the United 
States of America and that he is expected sooner or later to get out. 

Mr. President, before voting upon that question, I should like to give 
notice to the Indian—as I understand from the remarks made by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] the other day that he had ex- 
changed an empire for a little tract of land now called the Cherokee 
Strip—I should like to give notice to the Indian that he ought to raise 
his price. He had better double it, quadruple it, if necessary, if he can 
only obtain that sum out of the Treasury. But, at all events, his strip 
of land is worth, I think, to-day, ten times more than it was before the 
amendment was agreed to, and as this Government ean take his land 
neither by force nor by fraud, I hope he will be enabled to get a very 
good price for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 
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sions of certain soldiers and sailors who are totally helpless from in- 
juries received or disease contracted while in the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment of the Honse be read. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was going to move a non-concurrence in the House 
amendment and request a committee of conference. If Senators do not 
desire to have the amendment read, I will move that the Senate non- 
concurin the House amendment and ask fora committee of conference, 
I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Davis, Mr. SAWYER, 
and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. - 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting, in compliance with Senate resolution 
of February 4, statements of expenditures in connection with certain 
operations of the circuit court of the United States for the northern 
district of Florida; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 54) congratulating the people of the United States of Brazil on 
their adoption of a republican form of Government. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment to 
call up Senate bill 1849? It is a bridge bill which was reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Commerce, and I desire its present consid- 


eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Massachusetts, I think, has not the 
floor unless he moved an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Massachusetts has made 
that motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. It was the understanding that he should 
do so; but I agreed with the Senator from South Dakota to facilitate 
his purpose as far as I could. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from South Dakota state his request 
again? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill I wish to have considered is Order of 
Business 282, Senate bill 1849. It provides for the building of a pon- 
ton bridge across the Missouri River at Pierre, in South Dakota. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator will wait ten or fifteen minutes, I may 

ve him an opportunity to call up tke bill. I must at this moment 

nsist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After two hours and two minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, Febru- 
ary 14, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 13th day of February, 1890. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Mary M. Force, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Alabama, in the place of Mrs. Mary M. Force, whose com- 
mission expired January 12, 1890. 

Andrew J. Locke, to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county of Bar- 
bour and State of Alabama, in the place of Eugene L. Brown, whose 
commission expired January 12, 1890, the nomination of Henry C. Rus- 
sell, which was sent to the Senate December 18, 1889, having been with- 
drawn, 

William S. Canon, to be postmaster atSan Luis Obispo, in the county 
of San Luis Obispo and State of California, in the place of John J. 
Simmler, whose commission expired January 20, 1890, 

Joseph McKown, to be postmaster at Livermore, in the county of 
Alameda and State of California, in the place of George Beck, whose 
commission expiredJanuary 20, 1890. 

Jacob E. Whitson, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of Fresno 
and State of California, in the place of William L. Smith, resigned, 
J. E. Whitson, appointed May 7, 1889, not being commissioned; James 
1 nad Ms, Wiiteon ‘baring been Absa 
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John B. Doherty, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles C. Cum- 
merford, whose commission expires February 15, 1890. 

. Harris Warner, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of D. W. Northrop, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1890. 

Levi H. Peacock, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Georgia, in the place of Ben E. Russell, whose 
commission expired January 12, 1890. - ‘ 

George J. Castle, to be postmaster at Carlinville, in the county of 
Maconpin and State of Illinois, in the place of John Westermeier, 
whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

William W. Lowis, to be postmaster at Lena, in the county of Ste- 
phenson and State of Illinois, in the place of William F. Goddard, 
whose commission expires March 12, 1890. 

James A. Willoughby, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Illinois, in the place of A. Engelmann, whose 
commission expires March 1, 1890. 

Robert M. Cilmore, to be postmaster at Muscogee, in the Creek Na- 
tion, Indian Territory; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1890. 

Halsey H. Saunders, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county of 
Black Hawk and State of Iowa, in the place of L. H. Edwards, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1890. 

William R. Shriver, to be postmaster at Winterset, in the county of 
Madison and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas J. Hudson, whose 
commission expires March 12, 1890. 

Rufus T. Sparks, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Greene and State of Iowa, in the place of D. M. Bossert, whose com- 
mission expires March 18, 1890. 

Lewis B. Thornburg, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa, in the place of De Witt C. West, whose com- 
mission expires March 18, 1890. 

John H. Ball, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of Sum- 
ner and State of Kansas, in the place of Othniel Beeson, whose com- 
mission expired February 10, 1890. 

Mrs, Anna M. Moore, to be postmaster at Dighton, in the county of 
ioe and State of Kansas, in the place of Louis E. Humrichouse, re- 
moved. 

James M. Simpson, to be postmaster at McPherson, in the county 
of N rt and State of Kansas, in the place of Byron S. Bonney, 
resigned. 

Lucius I. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of Ox- 
ford and State of Maine, in the place Ai J. Rowe, whose commission 
expired February 10, 1890. 

Jolin C. Blake, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of Andro- 
scoggin and State of Maine, in the place of Delance Young, whose com- 
mission expired January 20, 1890. 

Charles W. Bosworth, to be postmaster at Old Town, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of Melville W. Folsom, 
removed. 

Joseph W. Gray, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county of Aroos- 
took and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1890. 

Thomas S. Singer, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county of 
Knox and State of Maine, in the place of Thomas A. Carr, whose com- 
mission expired February 10, 1890. 

Harry C. Keefer, to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county of 
1 and State of Maryland, in the place of R. Brown Henderson, 
removed. 

Rollie Moore, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the county of Wicomico 
and State of Maryland, in the place of Greenville R. Rider, resigned. 

James H. Vincent, to be postmaster at Pocomoke City, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Maryland; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become yested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1880. 

Andrew F. Clark, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Walter G. Peckham, 
removed. 

Abraham Marland, to be postmaster at Andover, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William G. Gold- 
smith, whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

Edward F. Phinney, to be postmaster at South Framingham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John 
B. Lombard, whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

John B. Turner, to be postmaster at Newtonville, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, whose commission expired Feb- 
ruary 10, 1890. 

Albert A. Dorrance, to be postmaster at Coldwater, in the county of 
Branch and State of Michigan, in the place of David B. Dennis, whose 
commission expires February 19, 1890. 

William H. Hill, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of Mar- 
tin and State of Minnesota, in the place of Albert L. Ward, resigned. 

Nathaniel 8, Lane, to be postmaster at North St. Paul, in the county 
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of Ramsey and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1890. 

James B. Campbell, to be postmaster at Lee’s Summit, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office haying, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1890. 

Ambrose Dunham, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the county of 
Holt and State of Missouri; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
ofice having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1890. 

H W. Koch, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Missouri, in the place of K, F. Peddicord, removed. 

David Lamont, to be postmaster at Dillon, in the county of Beaver 
Head and State of Montana, in the place of Thomas W. Poindexter, 
whose commission expires March 12, 1890. 

Joseph W. Johnson, to be postmaster at Sutton, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska, who was commissioned during the recess 
of the 4 September 19, 1889, in the place of William J. Keller, 
removed. 

George W. Weston, to be postmaster at Exeter, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in the place of William M. 
Hunnewell, removed. 

James S. Fisher, to be postmaster at Flemington, in the county of 
Hunterdon and State of New Jersey, in the place of William J. Poul- 
son, whose commission expires March 1, 1890. 

William P. Campbell, to be postmaster at Wolcott, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York, in the place of William J. Phillips, 
remoyed. 2 

Thomas R. Coveney, to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1890. 

Henry S. Hebard, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Monroe. and State of New York, in the place of Valentine Fleckenstein, 
removed. 

Neil Hepburn, to be postmaster at City Island, in the county of West- 
8 and State of New York, in the place of Sherman T. Pell, re- 
moved. 3 

Seth S. Spencer, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of Orleans 
and State of New York, in the place of Thomas Parker, removed. 

Andrew J. Thompson, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county 
of Sry and State of New York, in the place of M. D. Murray, re- 
moved. 

Charles E. Johnson, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of Ran- 
som ane State of North Dakota, in the place of John T. McAnemy, re- 
moy 

Ferdinand H. Sturzenacker, to be postmaster at Ellendale, in the 
county of Dickey and State of North Dakota, in the place of Francis G. 
Horton, whose commission expired January 20, 1890. 

William A. Barringer, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county 
of Meigs and State of Ohio, in the place of James W. Talbott, whose 
commission expires February 15, 1890. 

David H. Darrah, to be postmaster at Bellaire, in the county of Bel- 
mont and State of Ohio, in the place of David W. Cooper, whose com- 
mission expires March 18, 1890. 

Andrew Gardner, jr., to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Ohio, in the place of De Witt C. Jones, resigned. 

James B. Taylor, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Guernsey and State of Ohio, in the place of William H. H. Mclyar, 
whose commission expires March 12, 1890. 

Tobias R. Woodborne, to be postmaster at Dennison, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1889. 

Thomas D. Alexander, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 


Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Francis G. Andrews, 


removed. 

Robert W. Bannatyne, to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank 
H. Piatt, whose commission expired February 10, 1890, 

Henry H. Evans, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the county of War- 
ren and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William R. Dawson, 
whose commission expired January 20, 1890, 

Edward H. Graves, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John McWilliams, 
whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

George S. Keiper, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William Stroh- 
meier, whose commission expired February 10, 1890, 

Josiah Keller, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county of Somer- 
set and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of J. K. Coffroth, whose 
commission expired January 20, 1890, the nomination of James C. 
3 sent to the Senate January 13, 1890, having been with- 

rawn. 

William M. McKim, to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county of 
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Venango and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of A. J. Greenfield, 
whose commission expired January 20, 1890. 

Robert McWhinney, to be r at Homestead, in the county * 
of 3 and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles Schmitt, oe 
removed, j 

Theodore Pierce, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Brad- 
ford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Augustus Owen, whose 
commission expired February 10, 1890, l 

William H. Underwood, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James 
Brady, removed. 

George D. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at Blossburgh, in the county 
of 198 and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Edward H. Mosher, 
removed. 

John H. Hutchinson, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Texas, in the place of John O. Frink, removed. 

Charles L. Nash, to be postmaster at Beaumont, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Texas, in the place of Andrew J. Ward, whose 
commission expired January 12, 1890, 

Edwin A. Howe, to be postmaster at Ludlow, in the county of Wind- 
sor and State of Vermont, in the place of Ira Goddard, removed. 

Edmund R. Morse, to be postmaster at Proctor, in the county of 
Rutland and State of Vermont; the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
5 75 1, 1889, Henry E. Spencer having resigned; and his nomination, 
which was sent to the Senate December 17, 1889, is hereby withdrawn, 

Hansford Anderson, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of King William and State of Virginia, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate June 25, 1889; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after Janu 1, 1889. 

James D. n, to be postmaster at Walla Walla, in the county of 
Walla Walla and State of Washington, in the place of Daniel Stewart, 
whose commission expired January 20, 1890. 

James Driver, to be postmaster at Darlington, in the county of Le 
Fayette and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John Meehan, removed, 
Mr. Driver having been nominated and confirmed as James B. Driver. 

Hiram J. Smith, to be postmaster at Racine, in the county of Racine 
and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Clarence Snyder, whose com- 
mission expired February 10, 1890. 


WITHDRAWAL, 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President February 13, 1890, 


oe C. Russell, to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the State of Ala- Ba. 
ma. e 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 13, 1890, 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
George N. Wiswell, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Wisconsin. 
POSTMASTER, 


9 e Gardner, jr., to be postmaster at Columbus, Franklin County, 
io. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 13, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D. . 
APPROVAL UF THE JOURNAL. 
The Clerk read the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be regarded 


as approved. 
Mr. McMILLIN. We object to the approval of the Journal, Mr. 


Speaker, 
5 TROSE REER The question, then, is upon the approval of the 
ournal, 
Mr, McMILLIN. On that we demand the yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question wastaken; and there were—yeas 140, nay 1, not voting 
187; as follows: 


L JERS 


8 


YEAS—140. 
Adams, Belden, Buchanan, N. J. eral M 
Allen, Mich. Belknap, Burrows, Coleman, Eo 
Anderson, Kans. Bingham, Burton, Comstock, A 
Arnold, Bliss, Butterworth, Conger, a 
Atkinson, Boothman, Cannon, Connell, 4 
Baker, Boutelle, Carter, Craig, 
Banks, Bowden, Caswell, Culbertson, Pa. 
Bartine, Brewer, Cheadle, Cu n, 
Bayne, Brower, Cheatham, Dalzell, 
Beckwith, Browne, T. M. Clark, Wis. Darlington, 
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De Haven, Hermann, Moore, N.H. Smith, W. Va, 
De Lano, Hill, 3 
Dingley, Hi Morrow, . 
Dorsey, Houk, Morse, Stewart, Vt. 
Dunnell, Kelley, Niedringhaus, Stivers, 
Evans, Kennedy, Nule, Stockbridge, 
Ewart, Kerr, Iowa O'Donnell, ble, 
Farquhar, Ketcham, Ne Taylor, Il 
Finley, Kinsey, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn. 
Flick, Lacey, Payne, Taylor, E. 
Flood, La Follette, Payson, Thomas, 
Frank, Laidlaw, Perkins, Thompson, 
Fanston, Lansing, Peters, Townsend, Colo. 
Gear, Laws, Pickler, Townsend, Pa, 
Gest, Pugsley, Vandever, 
Gifford, Lind, Raines, 
G ge, v. Walker, Mass. 
Grosvenor, Reed. Iowa Wallace, Mass, 
Grout, McComas, woll. Wallace, N. X. 
Hall. Cord. Russell, Watson, 
Hansbrough, McCormick, Scranton, Wheeler, Mich. 
Harmer, MeKenna, mail, Wie 
Haugen, Miles, Sherman, Wilson, Ky. 
Henderson, III. Milliken, Simonds, Life: bes 
Henderson, Iowa Moffitt, III. V. 
NAY—1. 
Buckalew. 
NOT VOTING—157. 

Abbott, Crain, Sanford, 
Alderson, Martin, Ind Sawyer, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Martin, Tex Sayers, , 
Anderson, Miss. ings, McAdoo, Y, 
Andrew, n, McCarthy, Shively, 
Bank “ Davidson, McClamm: Skinner, 
Barnes, Dibble, MeClelian, Smyser, 
Barwig, ry, 000 z Snider, 
Win 

nphy, 0 n, pringer, 
Blanebard, Edmunds, cRae, inecker, 
ae Elliott, — AA 833 

ount, on ery, 

Boatner, Enloe, Moore, Tex. Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fitch, Morey, Stone, Ky. 

. Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Morgan, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Flower, Mutchler, Stump, 
Brookshire, Forman, Norton, Sweney. 
Brosius, Forney, Tarsney. 
Browne, Va. Fowler, O’Ferrall, Taylor, J.D. 
Brown. J. B. Geissenhainer, O. Neall, ind. Tillman, 
Brunner, Gibson, O'Neil, Mass. Tracey, 

* Goodnigh Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Bullock, Grimes, Ind. Turner, Ga. 
. Hare, Owens, Ohio aroan Ken 
um. ; Parrett, urner, N. 
Caldwell —— Paynter, rpin, 
Cam ” Haynes, Peel Van Schaick, 
„Ga. Heard Pendleton, Venable, 
Candler, Mass. Hemphill, Penington Walker, Mo. 
Carlisle, Henderson, N Perry, Washin, ` 
Carlton, rbert, lan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Holman, Pierce, Whiting, 
ES, Hooker, Post, Whitthorne, 
Cate, Hopkins, Price, Wike, 
Chipman, Kerr, Pa. Quackenbush, Wilber, 
Clancy, Kilgore, Quinn, Wiley, 
Clarke, Knapp, Randail, Mass. Wilkinson 
Clements, Lane, Randall, Pa. Willcox, - 
Clanie, Lan 0 a Williams, III. 
Cobb, Lawler, Richardson, Williams. Ohio 
Compton, Leo, fo, Wilson, Mo 
Cooper, Ind. Lester, Ga. Robertson, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ohio Lester, Va Rockwell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Lewis, Rogers, Wise, 
Covert, x hg Rowland, Yoder. 
Cowles, ` Rusk, 


The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. BOOTHMAN with Mr, HAYNES. 

Mr. Rire with Mr. FORNEY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. TURNER, of New York, 

Mr. Van SCHAICK with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

The names of the members yoting were read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also desires to announce the following 
names of gentlemen present and declining to vote: Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. 
BANKHEAD, Mr. BARNES, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. BUCHANAN. of Virginia, Mr. BULLOCK, 
Mr. BYNUM, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. CARLTON, Mr. CARUTH, Mr. CATCH- 
INGS, Mr. CATE, Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. CLANCY, Mr. CLARKE of Ala- 
bama, Mr. Cops, Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Mr. CRAIN, Mr. Crisp, Mr. 
CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. DARGAN, Mr, DAVIDSON, Mr. DOCKERY, 
Mr. DUNPHY, Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. FITMIAN, Mr. FOWLER, 
Mr, GEISSENHAINER, Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. HATCH, Mr. Hayes, Mr. 
HEMPHILL, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. KERR of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. KILGORE, Mr. LANE, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. LES- 
TER of Virginia, Mr. MAISH, Mr. MARTIN of Texas, Mr. MCADOO, 
Mr. McCartny, Mr. McCreary, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. Miuts, Mr. 
Moore of Texas, Mr. Morgan, Mr. MUTCHLER, Mr. O'NEALL of 
Indians, Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. PARRETT, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. PEEL, 
Mr. PENDLETON, Mr. PENINGTON, Mr. PIERCE, Mr. REILLY, Mr. 
RICHARDSON, Mr. Rusk, Mr. Savers, Mr. SPINOLA, Mr. STEWART 
of Georgia, Mr. STEWART of Texas, Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. STONE of 


Kentucky, Mr. TARSNEY, Mr, TURNER of New York, Mr. TURPIN, 
Mr. WALKER of Missouri, Mr. WHITING, Mr, WIKE, Mr. WILEY, Mr, 
Waso of Missouri, Mr. Wise, and Mr. YODER. 

On this question the yeas are 141 and the nays are 1. A quorum be- 
ing present to do business, according to the Constitution, the Chair an- 
nounces that the Journal has been approved. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We make the point that no constitutional quorum 
has voted. 

The SPEAKER. According to that gentleman's theory that point 
makes itself. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We think it does, Mr. Speaker, but do not wish 
to be misunderstood as not making it. We agree with the Chair that 
it makes itself. = 

f RECOGNITION OF THE BRAZILIAN REPUBLIC. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, Lask the unanimous consent of the House 
to take from the Speaker’s table, for immediate consideration, Senate 
joint resolution 54, a joint resolution similar in tenor to a measure in- 
troduced recently by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN], 
congratulating the Republic of Brazil upon the adoption of a repxb- 
lican form of government. I send the joint resolution to the desk. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope that consent will be given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There will be no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, and there- 
upon the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read the joint resoiution, as follows: 


Resolved, elc., That the United States of America congratulate the people of 
Brazil on their just and peaceful assumption of the powers, duties, and respon- 
sibilities of self-government, based upon the free consent of the governed, and 
in their recent adoption of a republican form of government. 


Fhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the immediate consideration 
of the joint resolution just read? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no; do not object, 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I object if there is to be any debate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There will be no debate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER, Is there further objection ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Momentarily, while I ask a question. I want to 
inquire whether the time to be consumed is to come ont of the time of 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, a minister has just been appointed to Brazil 
by our Government and confirmed by the Senate, and it is very desir- 
able that this joint resolution, if it is to pass, should be passed now, so 
that he may communicate it to the Government of the Republic of Bra- 
zil when ho presents his credentials, He is about to depart. This reso- 
lution has just been passed by the Senate without a dissenting voice, 
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House has instructed me 
to ask for its immediate consideration by the House, and I am sure of 
its adoption as the timely expression of the kindly, cordial sentiment of 
our people. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the joint resolution to 
a third reading. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the joint 
resolution. . 

Mr. SPINOLA and others. We ought to have the ycas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that we take the question on the passage 
of the resolution by a rising vote, without consuming time in the call 
of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We want to make a record. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam glad that at last 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to de- 
bate the question if he desires, 

Mr. McCREARY. I merely wanted to take advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to express my gratification that this resolution, which has been 

by the Senate, is now called up by the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. Hrrr], who, only a few days ago, when I introduced resolutions 

on the same subject, objected to allowing me to make any remarks, I 

unite with the gentleman now in the desire that this resolution be 
passed without debate. 

The joint resolution was passed unanimously, 

THE RULES, 


Mr. CANNON. I call up House Report No. 23—the report of the 
Committee on Rules—and I desire to offer on behalf of the committee 
the following amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether he 
does not propose that these rules be read through in regular order for 
the purpose of amendment. Is not that the understanding? 

Mr. CANNON. No; they are not subject to amendment under the 
five-minute rule; and from the Committee on Rules I have four or 
five amendments that I wish to report and have disposed of. 
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Mr. CRISP. As a matter of convenience, would it not be better to 
proceed regularly, reading the rules 8 by paragraph 
and allowing amendments to be offered, to strike out or insert, as we 
reach the part of the proposed rules to which the amendments relate? 

Mr. CANNON. I think we shall get along much better in the method 
I propose. In a great many of these proposed rules—a large majority 
of them—there — change from the ſormer rules; aud T think much 
time will be saved by allowing the amendments to be offered from time 
to time—— 

Mr. CRISP. The whole trouble about that, I suggest to my friend, 
is that we may be one moment considering an amendment applicable 
to the closing paragraph of these proposed rales and the next we may 
be considering an amendment applicable to the first clause or paragraph. 
It seems to me that the spirit of the agreement—of course the gentle- 
man knows what the terms of the agreement were—would suggest that 
we consider this report as in Committee of the Whole. The order pro- 
vides that it shall be considered under the five-minute rule.“ From 
that language I presume most members supposed that this proposed 
code would be considered under the five-minute rule as we have it in 
Committee of the Whole; that as we reach in regular order any particu- 
lar paragraph amendments relating to that paragraph be submitted. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that with this document 
before us any member can turn in a moment to any rule to which an 
amendment is proposed and can understand what the amendment is. 
Of course, when an amendment is offered any gentleman is entitled to 
have the amendment read and also the rule to which it relates, so that 
the proposition may be understood, I think we shall make much bet- 
ter 1 if amendments to these rules be offered in the method I 
propose. 

Mr. BLAND. You do not propose to undertake to confine amend- 
ments simply to the proposed changes from the former rules? TI under- 
stand that the whole of these proposed rnles will be open to amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. i 

Mr. HOOKER. There may be amendments offered tosome of these 
tules to which the committee propose no amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, if any gentleman has an amendment which 
he wants to offer it can be done; but I apprehend it will be the sense 
of the House to dispose first of the amendments about which there is 
in fact a conflict. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the proposition of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] be read, so that we may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, proposes the amendments which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to clause 3 of Rule XIII the following words: And the titles or subjects 
thereofshal! be entered on the Journal and printed in the Recorp.”” 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman from Illinois will allow me to ask a 
question. I do not understand exactly what his plan is. There has 
just been read an amendment toa given rule. Now, I suppose the gen- 
tleman’s purpose is to allow any amendment to that rule until it is per- 
fected before he proposes to amend another rule. 


Mr. CANNON. It seems to me fair and to conform to usage that the 
committee in charge of a report should first be recognized to move 
amendments. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I agree to that, but when you have proposed to 
amend a given rule is it then your purpose to allow other amendments, 
say from this side of the House or from any quarter? 

Mr. CANNON. Any amendment offered by me is, of course, subject 
to amendment; I can not control that. But I will say very frankly to 
the gentleman that as soon as this amendment is disposed of I want to 
offer an amendment to another rule. I have four or five amendments 
from the committee that I want to dispose of in this way. Of course 
these proposed rules are subject to amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not think there can be any trouble about this 
matter—for I believe my friend is disposed to meet us fairly—ifa given 
rule is allowed to be perfected by the consideration not only of the gen- 
tleman’s amendments, but all amendments to that rule, before pro- 
ceeding to another. 

Mr. CANNON. The Committee on Rules now submits an amend- 
ment to Rule XIII. When that is disposed of, I desire to offer three or 
four amendments to different rules. But all of these rules, of course, 
are subject to amendment anywhere in the code for the next two days. 

Mr, BLOUNT. But let me suggest to my friend from Illinois whether, 
in his judgment, it will not saye time, while we are on the subject of a 
given rule, to permit all of the debate to take place on amendments to 
that particular rule which may be offered, instead of being hroken up 
and disconnected, as the amendments are offered in an irregular way 
to various parts of the code. 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion, not. Because there are three or four 
amendments to several rules where if they are at once adopted it will 
save time. Then we can go on with other amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Butis it not true that just what I am claiming will 
actually take place; that is to say, that ing in an Sie, rar 
manner you will consume more time than would be consumed by adopt- 
ing the course I have suggested? It seems to me that it would be bet- 
ter to assent to the proposition I have made. 


Mr. CANN! oy. 1e 78 me omg 3 the ordinary parliamentary 
usages, anything co gai t proceeding. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let me suggest to my colleague that he permit 


all of the amendments which he suggests to be read now for informa- 


tion. If, as I understand, they are merely formal amendments, we 
might di of them without further delay. 
Mr. C ON. I think the committee would make better headway 


not to confuse them, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let them be read for information. 

Mr. CANNON, Besides that, Mr. Speaker, there can be but one 
amendment and an amendment in the second degree pending, and I 
do not think that we would save any time by proceeding as the gentle- 
man su ts. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOOKER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand that we are considering this code of 
rules under the resolution adopted by the House. - 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. HOOKER, Under that resolution we were to consider them in 
a Committee of the House under the five-minute rule, and of course in 
the way in which all such measures are considered in a Committee of 
the Whole, that is, by reading them first as a whole, unless the first for- 
mal reading be dispensed with, and then by sections seriatim for debate 
and amendment. Now the parliamentary question I ask is, if under 
the rules under which we are considering this code we are not required 
to go into the Committee of the Whole, and after the House is in such 
committee that the method prescribed by the rule under which we are 
to consider this code makes it necessary that the procedure [have indi- 
5 shall be followed? That is, as I understand it, the order of the 

onse, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the inquiry of the gentle- 
man. Under the resolution adopted for the consideration of this code 
of rules amendments were to be considered under the five-minute rule, 
not to phs or tosections, but to the code, under the five-minute 
tule, Under the operation of that resolution an amendment is in order 
and an amendment tothatamendment. When the amendment to the 
amendment is disposed of, another amendment would be in order, and 
when the amendment in the first d is disposed of then an amend- 
ment would be in order to another part of the code. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but my inquiry is 
whether, if we are considering this code as in Committee of the Whole, 
any member has not a right to demand that it shall be read in full in 
the first instance and then scriatim for debate? 

TheSPEAKER. The first reading has been dispensed with by unani- 
mous consent at the beginning of the general debate. 

Mr. HOOKER. But we are now considering it in Committee of the 
Whole, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all; they are being considered in the House 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOOKER. In Committee of the Whole, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. There is no such wording, as the Chair is informed, 
in the order of the House. 

The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if it is not in order to 
offer as many amendments as are desirable, or admissible within the 
rules in relation to amendments, to a given rule before we proceed to 
consider any other rule. 

The SPEAKER. That is as anv member who secures recognition 
may desire. If the member who next obtains the floor desires toamend 
another portion of the code of course he can submit an amendment for 
that purpose. The Chair would suggest, however, that inasmuch as 
the previous question is ordered already by the action of the House to- 
morrow afternoon at 5 o'clock perhaps the more important amend- 
ments should be taken up in the way indicated by the Chair. Other- 
wise, before we have proceeded very far through the code, if they be 
taken up paragraph by paragraph, the previous question might be found 
to be operating before substantial amendments have been of. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask further if the Chair 
would not in his discretion recognize all amendments to a given rule 
before proceeding to the consideration of another. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not like to feel bound by any 
such arrangement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isimply desire to know, that we might understand 
how to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair conld not feel bound by any such ar- 
rangement, 

Mr. HEARD. I would like, Mr. Speaker, to ask a parliamentary 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HEARD. Inasmuch as we are to proceed under the rule, as 
suggested by the Chair, would it be in order to go back to some rule 
which has been passed over in order to offer amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman means, for instance, if we are con- 
sidering an amendment that has been offered to the fortieth rule, 
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whether it would be in order aſter that is disposed of to go back to the 
twentieth rule? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would; and by that means it 
would seem that the right would be preserved of returning, after one 
amendment is disposed of, to an earlier part of the code for the purpose 
of offering an amendment to that. In this manner the right of the 
House to offer an amendment to any portion of the code would be se- 
cured. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Speaker, I ask to have the rule proposed to be 
amended reported before the debate begins. I ask that it be read as 
proposed to be amended. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment be again 


— —— 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it can be read. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be read as proposed to be amended. 

50 CANNON. I hope, Mr. Speaker, we will first have order upon 

e floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

There shall be three Calendars of business—— 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I trust the Chair will direct the reading 
of the number of the rule and the aph of the rule to which an 
amendment is supposed to apply first, so that we may follow it in the 
course of the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to see that the matter is 
put before the House in a comprehensible form. 

Mr. CRISP. But if the Clerk reads the section, and then at the end 
tells us what it is, we will not have the advantage of attempting to fol- 
low the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to comply with the sug- 

ion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask that the reading of Rule XIII be first had. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Rowe XIII. 


CALENDARS AND REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


1. There shall be three Calendars of business reported from committees, viz: 
First, A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which shall be referred public bills, 

Second. A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public char- 
acter not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 


erty. 
Third. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which shall be 


referred all bills of a private r. 

2. All of committees, maser as provided in clause 51 of Rule XI, to- 

ther with the views of the minority, shall be delivered to the Clerk for print- 
ng and reference to the proper Calendar under the direction of the Speaker, in 
accordance with the foregoing clause. 

Mr. CANNON. Before I offer this amendment, in the first clause of 
this rule there is a misprint, and I desire that it shall be corrected. It 
was the intention of the committee, and so reported, that we should 
adopt the three Calendars precisely as in the last House; and it is so 
shown on the opposite column. I ask that clause 1 of paragraph 1 in 
the former rule be inserted in place of raph 1 of this rule, so that 
it will read: First. A Calendar of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, general appro- 
priation bills, and bills ofa public character, directly or indirectly appro- 

ting money or property.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the amendment now suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, Now, I will ask the Clerk to report the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to clause 2 of Rule XIII the following words: and the titles or subjects 
thereof shall be entered on the Journal and printed in the Recorp."’ 

Mr. CANNON. The object of this amendment is to cure an over- 
sight in clanse 2. Gentleman will notice that clause 2 provides that 

rts of committees shall be delivered to the Clerk for printing and 

to these three Calendars, provided for in the first and third 

phs of this rule. And this amendment is also to cause an entry 

of these reports to be made upon the qournal and ſor them to be priuted 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. CRISP. I move toamend the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ilinois by striking out section 2 of Rule XIII and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words on the opposite page through which the lines are 
marked: 

2. The question of reference of any proposition, other than that reported froma 
committee, shall be decided without debate, in the following order, namely: a 
standing committee, a select committee; but the reference of a proposition re- 
ported by a committee, when demanded, shall be decided according to its char- 
acter, without debate, in the following order, namely: House Calendar, Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Committee of the Whole 
House, u standing committee, a select committee. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Georgia will allow me, I 
think I am entitled to perfect the provision before he moves his substi- 
tute. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that. I just want to get this 
amendment offered. 


The SPEAKER, The question is upon agreeing uponthe amendment 


N 1 gentleman from IIIinois. 

BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois whether he does not intend to have the title and subject of the 
bill entered in the Journal and printed in the Recorp, 

Mr, CANNON. The amendment so provides. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The Clerk did not so read. 

Mr. CANNON. I think he did. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment of Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. REILLY. If the gentleman from Illinois would allow me, I 
would ask him what objection there was to incorporating that same 
provision in regard to the other clauses of that rule? 

Mr. CANNON. What inquiry was it the gentleman made? 

Mr. REILLY. What objection is there, and why do you confine it 
to clause 2 of that section? Why not make it apply to the three Cal- 
endars as well as this Calendar? 

Mr. CANNON. We are not dealing with the Calendars, but we are 
dealing with the reports of committees that are to be made, and to pro- 
vide that these reports are to be entered upon the Journal and putinto 
the Recorp. 

Mr. REILLY. But, if I understand your amendment, it applies only 
on the second paragraph; and I see no reason why it should not be ap- 
plied to all of them. 

Several MEMBERS. It applies to all of them. 

Mr. REILLY. This is the second paragraph. Oh, yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. Now I offer, Mr. Speaker, an amendment to the whole 
rule. I move to strike ont—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Georgia whether it would not be better for the committee to present 
their amendments, and afterwards recurrence could be had to these 
other amendments, 

Mr. CRISP. I think that thé course pursued, though not intention- 
ally, is the one which would very much embarrass the consideration of 
these rules, We have quite a number of amendments to offer to these 
rules; and I think, so far as my observation has gone, that it would be 
better to consider that section or clause of the bill and perfect and dis- 
pose of it before you go from it; but under this proposition the Com- 
mittee on Rules can skip from one section to another wherever they 
want to, and then when we come to offer our amendments we may be 
eut off for want of time to offer and consider them. 

The SPEAKER. Let the other amendments be disposed of and then 
the House can go back. 

Mr. CANNON. The committee is entitled to first perfect the code, 
and it will only take a few minutes, if the gentleman will allow me. 
We can go back to all these rules. Now, I offer the following amend- 
ment to Rule XV. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In Rule XV, at the end of clause 1, insert the following words: Unless a 
member's name has been noted under clause 3 of this rule: and strike out in 
clause 3 the words “ before the second roll-call is entered upon?’ Andin clause 
8 also strike out the brackets before the word “sufficient” and after the word 
“quorum,” 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
if amended. 

The Clerk read paragraph 1 of Rule XV, as follows: 

1. Upon every roll-call the names of the members shall be called alphabeti- 
cally by surname, except when two or moro have the same surname, in which 
case the name of the State shall be added; and if there be two such members 
from the same State, the whole name shall be called; and after the roll has 
been once called the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical order the names of 
those not voting, and r the Speaker shall not entertain a request to 
record a vote or announce a pair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the portion 
of the rule which is affected by the amendment. That clause is not 
affected. 

Mr.CANNON. That clause is affected by the amendment. Let the 
Clerk read the other paragraph. 

The Clerk read clause 3 of Rule XV, as follows: 

g. On the demand of any member or at the su; tion of the 8 er, before 
the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to make a 
quorum) in the Hall of the House who do not yote shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of 
the members voting, and be counted and announ in determining the pres- 
ence of a quorum to do business. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, we ask to have the paragraphs read as 
they would stand as amended as proposed by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the two paragraphs proposed 
to be amended as they would stand if amended as proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause I. Upon every roll-call tho names of the members shall be called alpha- 
betically by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, in 
which case the name of the State shall be added; and if there be two such mem- 
bers from the same State, the whole name shall be called; and after the roll 
has been once called the Clerk shall call, in their alphabetical order, the names 
of those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall not entertain a request 


Let us have the paragraph read as it would stand 


r 


to record a vote or announce a pair unless the member's name has been noted 


under clause 3 of this rule. 


Mr. CANNON. The words “unless the member’s name has been 
noted ‘under clause 3 of this rale” are added at the end of R 1. 

Now, I ask the Clerk to read paragraph 3 of the rule as it wi d 
if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the ker, the 
names of members sufticient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House who 
do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded inthe Journal, and reported 
to the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be connted and an- 
noun: in determining the presence of a quorum to do business, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will state in a word the object of this 
amendment. By the amendment at the end of clause 1 of Rule XV, 
even after the second roll-call has been completed and the Clerk has 
noted the names of members present in the Hall of the House and not 
voting, such members may vote ifthey choose, notwithstanding the fact 
that the roll-call has been completed. That amendment makes neces- 
sary or proper the striking out of the words in clause 3, before the 
second roll-call is entered upon.” Indeed, I may say that as the com- 
mittee intended to report the rule those words were stricken out, and 
the provision as it stands is really a misprint. Then the next amend- 
ment strikes out the brackets before the word sufficient“ and after 
the word “quorum” in clause 3. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why not strike out the bracket 
altogether? 

Mr. CANNON. Itis to be struck out, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not meau merely tostrike 
out the bracket itself, but the words inclosed in it, sufficient to make a 
quorum;’’ so that, at the suggestion of the Speaker, or at the demand 
of any member, all present may be noted instead of a number sufficient 
to form a quorum. Then the quorum could be readily determined, and 
there would be no criticism that either the Speaker or any person had 
named any member for any purpose other than an entirely proper one. 

Mr. CANNON. The reason we propose to strike out the brackets 
and recommend the retention of the words inclosed in them is this: 
Suppose a hundred members were present, and the Clerk was required 
by the rule to ascertain the presence of all of those hundred members 
when in reality it could not be done without great loss of time, and 
when, perchance, the ascertainment of the presence of one member or 
of ten members would be sufficient to show that there was a quorum, 
that would place the House at a disadvantage. The object of this rule 
is to ascertain the presence of a quorum, if a quoram is in fact present, 
without unnecessary delay, and without giving every member of a hun- 
dred or a hundred and fifty who may be present a claim that the busi- 
ness of the House shall halt until the name of each one present is as- 


certained. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Whatever may be my own 
view of the matter I withdraw the suggestion. I made it because I 
thought its adoption would relieve the rule of certain consequences 
and certain criticisms which might be made hereafter upon the persons 
who may have to act under the rule, and would tend to preserve the 
good order and the good temper of the House. ` 

Mr. CANNON. The committee very fully considered this provision, 
and they think it ought to stand as recommended. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the provision of the rule as it is to be 
amended is that a certain numberof members may be noted as present 
sufficient to make a qnorum and there the noting ends, and those per- 
sons who are so noted as present may vote after the second roll-call, 
while all others who may be present, but who have not been noted, are 
to be excluded from voting after thecompletion of the roll-call although 
they may desire in good faith to vote. 

Mr. CANNON, I will submit to the gentleman that that is no hard- 
ship to the member who is not noted, because he will have been pres- 
ent, or it is his duty to have been present, while the roll was called 
twice and will have sat still and made no response. 

The object of allowing those who are noted to vote is thatafter they 
are so noted it may fairly appear that they, with the others, constitute 
a quorum who have the power to vote. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the difficulty is that this provision per- 
mits the Clerk or the Speaker to select certain gentlemen who may 
vote and to exclude all others. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that he and I will never be 
bothered by this provision, provided we perform the duty for which we 
are paid, by voting on the roll-call. I ask a vote. 

[Mr. MCMILLIN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON], if he will allow 


me. 
Mr, CANNON, Well, I suppose my amendmentissubject to amend- 


ment, 

Mr, SPRINGER. The amendment I propose is germane to the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. In lien of the amendment he proposes I woes 
move to strike out the words ‘‘before the second roll-call is entered 
upon and insert the words after the second roll-call is completed.” 

The object of this amendment is that if we are to have this rule 


there shall not be a postar the part of the Clerk or the Speaker, 
pending the taking of the vote by yeas and nays and before that vote 
is completed, to inject into the record a statement that there are other 
members on the floor who have not voted, and afterward have their 
names called by the Clerk, so as, if possible, to makea better showing 
to the effect that the member was here and after he was noted to be here 
his name was then called and he refused to vote. 

It seems to me that this is a very lame attempt to cure what the gen- 
tlemen now see was a very grave error in the beginning. You under- 
take to make a record which shall stand in the courts in lieu of the proper 
yea-and-nay vote by endeavoring to show that a member was noted by 
the Speaker or the Clerk as present and then refused to vote after his 
presence was announced from the chair or by the Clerk. It seems to 
me this is a very material difference in the proposition pending from 
the course which has been pursued by the Speaker on his own motion 
heretofore; and if the gentlemen insist on tle proposition as it is here 
proposed in these rules it is an admission on their part—and Iam very 
glad to have these confessions, eyen though they be late—that the action 
of the Speaker heretofore was irregular, was out of order, and ought not 
to have been taken in the manner in which it was; that is, that the 
presence of members who had not voted ought not to have been an- 
nounced after the roll-call had been completed. You propose now to 
change that order, to endeavor to cure the record by making it worse, 
You are endeavoring to make it appear officially from the yea-and-nay 
vote that certain members were present and did not vote. I hope that 
if yon are going to assume this power of making quorums you will as- 
sume it boldly, clearly, and unmistakably, and not attempt to deceive 
yourselves and the House and the country as to the object you have in 
view. L hope. Mr. Speaker, that this amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word in reply. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman [Mr. SPRINGER] should not be adopted. He 
says that this rule with the amendment proposed from the Committee 
on Rules is an admission that we have been wrong heretofore, Ideny 
it; and this is the distinction: Heretofore during this session we have 
been operating under general parliamentary usages, without rules ex- 
cept the general code; and under that general parliamentary usage it 
was in order for any member to vote before the Speaker announced the 
result. But under this proposed code of rules we provide two roll- 
calls and provide that unless a member votes either on the first or the 
second roll-call the Speaker shall not even entertain a request for him 
to record his vote. But in clause 3 we also provide that it shall be the 
the duty of the Clerk to note, when the demand is made by any mem- 
ber or at the su tion of the Speaker, the presence of members in 
the Hall of the House who do not vote; and under the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee after their names have been noted, and noted 
for the purpose of showing them present in accordance with the fact, 
they are to be permitted to vote if they choose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Itencourages repentance on their 
part. : i 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a vote. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from Illinois this 
question. I ask the gentleman having this report in charge if he does 
not feel it is unjust, if that side of the House does not feel it is unj 
to adopt a rule here which requires the naming of only a portion o 
the members who do not vote. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman, I will say not at all, 
The member has the power to vote if he chooses on a roll-call. If he 
sits silent and favors the House with his presence without voting then 
it is the duty, on the suggestion of any member or the Speaker, of 
the Clerk to note his absence. If he doesnot want his presence noted 
he can always prevent it by exercising the function he was sent here 
to exercise. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Why not extend the noting so as to in- 
clude everybody present? Does not the gentleman know the RECORD 
is a history ofa man's service as a Representative upon this floor? Shall 
it he the duty of the Speaker to say that six members are present and 
six members are not present? Shall a man be placed before his con- 
stituents as not having been present when he can be proved by the REC- 
ORD to have been present and refused to vote? Let every man’s pres- 
ence be noted or let no man’s presence refusing to vote be noted. If 
you are going to write down the history of a man’s service here by the 
Speaker or the Clerk of the House, write that history correctly; and 
write it for every man in the Honse or for none, or let the members 
make it for themselves. 

Mr. CANNON, Let us have a vote. 

Mr. ROGERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ascertain whether the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ], the gentleman hay- 
ing charge of the report, is to clause 1, or rather paragraph 1 of Rule I; 
and whether that amendment has been adopted? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. i 


Mr. ROGERS. Is that the amendment being voted on? 

The SPEAKER. An amendment both to clause 1 and clause 3. 
Mr. ROGERS. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. There isan amendment to the amendment already 
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pending. -As soon as that is disposed of another amendment will be in 
order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands a vote, and 
debate on the ing amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I ask for a division. 
derstand the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois is to two clauses. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does the Chair un- 
derstand that the resolution adopted by the House limits the debate on 
an amendment to five minutes? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes on a side. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘May I inquireof the Chair where that idea came from? 
The gentleman from Illinois insists that the resolution does not mean 
the five-minute rule as we have it in the Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman from Georgia misappre- 
hends the rule. Gsis 

Mr. CRISP. Gentlemen on the other side will readily see the em- 
barrassment we are placed in. We are limited to 5 o’elock to-morrow 
for a final vote upon these rules. The gentleman from Illinois has 

opened up new matter. Those amendments we desired to discuss and 
which we had in mind when we agreed to the limitation we gre not 
allowed to say a word upon until the Committee on Rules gets through, 
which may not be for three or four hours, 

Mr. CANNON. If gentlemen will allow us to proceed we can get 

h in a few minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. If we sit quietly and allow you to go on, of course you 
may get through. 

The SPEAKER. As soon as the matter is understood it can_ be 
reached. The difficulty arises from the fact debate under the five- 
minute rule is specified to be five minutes on each amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. In the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. In the Committee of the Whole; but inasmuch as 
amendments were allowed to strike out the last word debate was con- 
tinued for a certain length of time. On each amendment striking out 
the last word the vote would not be taken, but the practice of the 
House has been to withdraw it and allow it to berenewed. I have no 
doubt the same arrangement could be made in regard to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, which may be withdrawn and re- 
newed afterwards so five-minute debate cm be had on it. 

Mr. CRISP. We are not proceeding under the five-minute rule as 
in the Committee of the Whole, for if we were then these rules would 
be read in their order. 

The SPEAKER. We are proceeding under the fiveeminute rule, but 
the five-minute rule means five minutes on a side, and the way in 
which general discussion under that rule is carried on in Committee of 
the Whole was, after a formal amendment had been offered and debated, 
to withdraw it; or, by voting it down and renewing it; or, by substitut- 
ing the next to the last word for the last word, ang similar motions. 

Mr. CRISP. But the Chair understands, whether it be a correct con- 
struction or not, that when we say we will proceed under the five-min- 
ute rule we understand we are to proceed in all respects as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole; I confess that such was my idea when this suggestion 
was made. 

The SPEAKER. Of course that is a different thing; but the debate 
can go on, as suggested by the Chair, by the withdrawal of an amend- 
ment and the renewal of it by some one else. 

Mr. CRISP. But I understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois is a substantial one. I do not want myself to debate that 
amendment. My only wish was to understand exactly under what rule 
we are proceeding, 

Mr.CANNON. Now, Iask the gentleman from Kentucky if he wants 
to insist on a division of this question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will say to the gentleman 
that it seems to me the two amendments he has offered taken together 
will be very objectionable, while I might not have much objection to 
one of them; and I want to show the gentleman what I regard as a 

ible operation of the rule if adopted in that form. I have no ob- 
fection to your striking out the words ‘‘ before the second roll-call’’ 
if you will also strike out the words ‘‘sufficient to form a quorum.” 
Otherwise the operation of the rule is possibly to work thus: 

It may be that a measure, where the two roll-calls have been gone 
through with, had hut one majority or it might have no majority. The 
Speaker of the House, this or some subsequent Speaker—and I am not 
now talking personally, but officially—may be in favor of the particular 
measure under consideration. Running his eye over the Hall he may 
see gentlemen who are paired and did not think it necessary or proper 
to vote, but who might be voted in a case of great emergency, and so 
he announces the presence of men who, in his judgment, may be favor- 
able to that particular measure. Now, under the operation of the rule 
these men are so specified, and they, and they alone, can be permitted 
to vote after the second roll-call. So one of them rises and votes, and 
the measure that is otherwise lost is carried, or the reverse may occur, 
while actually on the same side of the House and in the same party, or 
possibly from the same State (because a majority is never always the 
same; it divides on economic questions), perhaps is a gentleman who 
is against the measure and the Speaker did not name him, and, although 
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his vote may defeat it, when his associate’s name is called in the afirma- 
tive he can not rise and vote in the negative because he is excluded by 
the operation of this rule. 

Hence I say the operation of the rule may be thus under the power of 
the Speaker in a comparatively close House or in a slim House to pass 
a bill by the exercise of his discretion under these rules, in naming the 
particular persons whom he supposes may favor, or he may defeat the 
bill by naming those whom he supposes may be against the measure, ac- 
cording as he himself may be for or against it. And hence, I think, 
taking the two amendments together, they make the rule, to which I 
have constitutional objections, infinitely more dangerous in its opera- 
tion, and necessarily so. 

So that if the gentleman will accept the proposition of my colleague 
[Mr. Stone] and the one I made to strike ont the words “sufficient 
to form a quorum,’’ so that all of the persons present may be entered 
of record and thereby giving an equal chance to all, I should have no 
objection. And it is upon that substantive, and nottechinal, objection 
that I ask to have a separate vote upon the two propositions. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, then, demands a division? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, and for the reason [have 
stated. Not for delay, or for mere factiousness, or even formal objection 
to it, but to bring to the attention of the House the probability of the 
operation of the rule under circumstances that can be thus suggested 
and which would be unfortunate, and yet which might very easily 
arise in a slim House on an important measure, For, Mr. Speaker, we 
all know that-there are questions where the vote is close; when on the 
roll-call, as we have witnessed within the last few weeks where a vote 
has stood 114 to 112, and on one oceasion, when the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] was in the chair, the vote stood 115 to 115. 
Now, the power of the Speaker when the roll-call has been concluded 
is so broadened by the proposed amendment that he may look over the 
House, the pairs not having voted and there being no dilatory motions, 
he will see and name a gentleman who is in favor of his view and 
thereby that member will have the power to vote upon the question, 
while those who are opposed to it and not named by the Speaker will 
have no opportunity or right to cast their votes. I think this is an 
emergency that we ought not to carefully legislate to produce, when by 
striking out the words before the roll-call’’ and also the words “‘ sufli- 
cient to form a quorum ”’ we will legislate absolutely to prevent it. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask how the vote is to be taken upon this division. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first question is on the amendment which I 
have offered to the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman from Kentucky demands a di- 


vision. 

The SPEAKER. He can make the demand after the vote is taken 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My amendment is to strike out the words be- 
fore the second roll-call is entered upon” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ‘‘ After the second roll-call is completed,” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 


‘posed by the gentleman from Illinois to the amendment, 


The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 107. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk tead as follows: 


Amend the amendment hy striking out ths following words in clause 3 of Rule 
XV: “Sufficient to make a quorum.” 


Mr. CANNON. I would like, as a division of this question has been 
demanded, that we first consider and dispose of the first amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The demand has not been made since the amend- 
ment to the amendment was disposed of, and consequently it remains 
as a whole unless the demand is renewed. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to discuss the merits of 
this rule. As a whole I am opposed to it, aud perhaps I shall take 
occasion during the course of the debate to discuss my objections to it. 
But if we are to have it at all I think it should be in the shape that 
my amendment will make it if adopted. The Journal of this House 
ought to be a record of its proceedings and ought at all times to contain 
nothing but a truthful record of the proceedings, and not a part only. 
Now, it is proposed that the presence of members who did not respond 
to their names when the roll is called shall be included and counted as 
a quorum for the transaction of the public business. Then the record 
of the proceedings of this House should show the presence of every mem- 
ber who is present at the time. It should not be left to the discretion 
of the presiding officer, at his own caprice and whim, to name this, 
that, or the other member in order to make a quorum, 

Therein lies the danger of this whole thing. It is an unparliament- 
ary proceeding, and if our Journal is to be what the law contemplates 
it shall be, that it is to import absolute verity to the record of the pro- 
ceedings of this House, and if it is to be considered as part of the course 
of proceedings here that members who are not present and did not 
vote are to be part of the proceedings of the House, this Journal should 
show that fact; and it should not be left to the mere discretion of the 
Speaker or the Clerk. I submit, therefore, that this amendment ought 
to be adopted, and commend it to the consideration of the House. 
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The SPEAKER, The question is on the amendment offered by the 
, gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the amendment be again read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be again 
reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in clause 3, in Rule XV, the following words: “Sufi- 
cient to make a quorum,” 

Mr. REILLY. Now, please read the rule as if amended in that way. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause 3. On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, 
before the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members in the Hall o 
the louse who did not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Jour- 
nal and reported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be 
counted and announced in determining the presence of u quorum to do ess, 

7 The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to the amendment. € 
The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes“ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. REILLY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and theri were—ayes 98, noes 116. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the amendment of 
the gentleman {rom Illinois. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
call for a division of that amendment? 

Mr. ROGERS. I never called for a division. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for a division. 

ace’ SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the amendment to section 
t. 


The amendment was agreed to. > 
The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the amendment to sec- 
tion 3, clause 3. ? 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire it to be read? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; we have forgotten what it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in clause 3, the following words: “before the second roll-call is 
entered upon,” and in clause 3 also strike out the bracket before the word 
"suficient" and after the word “quorum.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to amend that amend- 
ment by striking out the word “bracket” and inserting the words 
**snflicient to make a quorum,’’ so that the amendment would strike 
out the words included in the brackets and the brackets. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment has already been voted down. 
2 precisely the same as the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 

vania. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not know that. 

The SPEAKER, The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the “ayes” 
seemed to to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A division is called for, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 104. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: s 

In Rule XXII. clause 3, strike out the following words: within three days," 
and insert the words on any day.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to move to reconsider the votes by which 
the several amendments have been agreed to; and also move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON, I desire to offer the following amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. How many more have you got? 

Mr. CANNON. Two more, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In clause 2 of Rule XXIV strike out the following words: 

** Messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads 
of Departments, and other communications addressed to the House and bills, 
oo popes es messages from the Senate shall be referred to sppropriate com- 

* mittees without debate.” 

And insert the following words: 

“Messages from the President shall be referred to the 8 committees 
without debate; reports and communications from the heads of Departments 
and all other communications addressed to the House and bills, resolutions, 

and messages from the Senate may be referred to the appropriate committees 
lin the same manner and with the same right of correction as public bills pre- 
‘sented by members.“ 


: Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to propose an amendment. Itisprovided 
that the niessage from the President shall not be announced to the 
House, but referred immediately to a committee. 


Mr, CANNON, Oh, no. It provides just the contrary, if the gen- 
tleman will read the first clause of the amendment, ; 
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Mr. SPRINGER, What does it provide? 

Mr. CANNON. If the Clerk will read the first clause and the words 
we pro to insert, it will inform the gentleman from IIIinois. 

Mr. ROGERS. That was alongamendmentand I did not catch it ac- 
eurately, and I hope that it will be read again. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the Clerk will again report 
the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman has overlooked one clause 
of the Constitution, and I do not suppose that he desires to violate it. 
The. Constitution provides that if the President of the United States 
should send a message here vetoing a bill it would be our duty to en- 
ter his objection upon our Journal and proceed to reconsider the bill; 
and the gentleman says we shall refer it to a committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. If the gentleman will allow me, he did 
not watch closely the words proposed to be inserted. Messages from 
the President are to be referred to the proper committees, as heretofore. 
We propose, however, that reports and communications from the heads 
of Departments, and other communications addressed to the House, and 
also bills, resolutions, and messages irom the Senate, shall be referred 


to the appropriate committees, the same as public bills introduced here 


are referred by the Speaker, We leave the reference of the President’s 
message as it has always been. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does not this resolution as proposed to be amended 
require the President's message to be referred ? 


Mr. CANNON. ‘To the appropriate committee. That has been al- 


Ways 50. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But we may not desire to refer a m S 

Mr, CANNON. Well, it is always subject te the order of the Honse. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We might want to pass a bill at once over the 
President's veto, and by sending it to a committee we would be de- 
prived of the privilege which the Constitution gives us, to immediately 
consider such a bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us not misunderstand each other. Asto Presi- 
dent’s messages, the proposed amendment leaves the matter just as it 
has always been and as it was under the former rules of this House, and 
if the rule was made differently as to the President’s messages the Con- 
stitution would control. But, ag I have said, the rule as to the Presi- 
dent's messages is left as it has always been. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP, As I understand the gentleman’s proposed amendment, 
a Senate bill coming over here would never, either by title or other- 
wise, be read to the Honse until after it had been referred to and acted 
upon by a committee of the House. In other words, this House would 
never be informed by the Speaker in clearing off his table every morn- 
ing of what bills had come over from the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman I will say that as to one 
class of bills the effect is—— 

Mr. CRISP. But I mean Senate bills generally. 

Mr. CANNON. As to one class of bills referred to here, they will 
be referred by the Speaker just as bills that we introduce are referred 
to the appropriate committees; they will be referred in that way, en- 
tered upon Journal, and printed in the RECORD, so that everybody 
will know exactly what bill had come over from the Senate, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I know there is some provision in these 
rules which provides that members of Congress, who are sent here to 
represent their people, are to find out by reading the RECORD what the 
House-has done. Of course I am to be numbered among those who 
believe that it is the right and the privilege and the duty of a mem- 
ber of this House to be able to ascertain from what takes place before 
his eyes in the House what has been done in the House, and not to be 
left to the RECORD to ascertain what the Speaker has privately done, 
when the member has no right or privilege to make even a suggestion 
about the matter until after it has been done. What I want to ask 
the gentleman is, whether he now proposes to go further than his rules 
already go and to extend to Senate bills the same system which he has 
already provided shall obtain as to House bills and reports from com- 
mittees; is that the effect of the provision? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply I will say we propose to refer Senate bills 
just exactly as we now refer House bills. We propose to treat bills of 
the Senate just as we treat the bills of members of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Just as we now refer House bills? You mean just as 
your rules propose to refer them. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. When bills come from the Senate they 
will go down to the Speaker's table, and under this rule the Speaker 
will take those bills and refer them, as the rule directs, to the appro- 
priate committees, and they will be entered upon the Journal and 
printed in the RECORD. 

Now, if the gentleman will take the latter portion of this clause he 
will see that it does not refer to House bills with Senate amendments, 
nor to Senate bills where a committee directs their consideration, a 
committee of the House haying reported favorably substantially the 
same bill. So that, instead of the individual member having less priv- 
Uege under the proposed rule than he has had heretofore, both the 
committees of this House and the individual members will have far 
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greater privilege and power than they ever have had under the rules 
of the House in former Congresses. 

Mr. CRISP. Only a word more, because I do not want to take up 
time in debating this. Perhaps we shall have something to say later 
on the idea that runs all through these rules of minifying, so to 
speak, the individnal member, especially if he be of the minority, and 
magnifying the committee service and the Speaker, taking away from 
the individual the right o be heard upon important questions. But 
for the present I will waive that and will call the attention of the other 
gide of the House to one effect of this proposition. I call your atten- 
tion to this, gentlemen, because this proposition you have not ratified. 
in caucus; yon are not bound and sworn to support it, because it is not 
in the printed rules; it is new matter and therefore I take it that you 
are open to conviction upon this point. Every old member of this 
House knows the importance and the value to a Representative here of 
the privilege, which he has heretofore had, when the presiding officer 
laid before the House a Senate bill, of rising in his place and saying, 
Task unanimous consent to put that bill upon its passage.“ 

But under this provision that privilege is to be taken away, because 
all Senate bills are to be referred by the Speaker. The older members 
of this House can note and remember many bills that have been passed 
in that way. I might almost say, and I think I would be within the 
facts if I said it, that there have been more private bills passed in that 
way since I have been a member of the House than on all the Fridays 
that you have met in Committee of the Whole to consider private bills. 
Now, this proposed rule would deprive you gentlemen of that privilege. 
It may not seem important to you that it deprives us of that privilege, 
because a great many of our rights we see going with the adoption of 
these rules, but, appealing to your own interests, I say to you that this 
proposition deprives you of a privilege which members who have had ex- 
perience here know to be a very important and valuable one to a Rep- 
resentative upon this floor. 


[Mr. MCMILLIN withholds his remarks forrevision. See Appendix J 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of 
the House 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question for a moment? - : 

. CANNON. Certainly; that will be three questions which Iam 
to answer, but I do not object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am asking for information. 

Mr. CANNON, That is right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If Iam not mistaken in my 
reading of the rule on page 25 as to the printing of bills, there is no 
provision here for the printing of anything but bills. Under the rules 
and practice prevailing heretofore, when any communication comes to 
the Speaker’s desk, the Speaker refers it, and without objection orders 
it to be printed. Now, under this rule, no provision is made for print~ 
ing these messages or communications that come from the heads of the 
various Departments. That is my understanding of the rule. Am Inot 
correct? I ask for information. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is now asking as to the matter ot 
printing, I believe? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam asking whether you have 
inserted anywhere any amendment allowing the Speaker, when he re- 
fers these communications, to have them printed for the use of the House? 

Mr. CANNON, I think so; I believe I shall be able to show that to 
the gentleman further on. But it is a matter foreign from this 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman will permit 
me to say it is not foreign at all. Unless you have sugg some 
amendment covering this point, there is no mode of having these com- 
munications printed; for at present they are printed by order of the 
House or by direction of the Speaker with the consent of the House. 
This is really a matter of very great importance, for these communi- 
cations coming to the House ought to be brought to its knowledge in 
some way. I call the attention of the gentleman to this matter in 


th. 

Mr. CANNON. As long as I am ‘switched off’? to answer that 

uestion, I willsay that Rule XLV of this proposed code provides for 
the printing of such matters as the gentleman refers to. It was de- 
cided in the Forty-eighth Congress that the word bill’? when used in 
connection with printing is used as a géneric term, and includes all 
legislative propositions which can properly come before the House. But 
we will speak of that when we reach Rule XLY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Allow me—— 

Mr. CANNON, If a {further provision for printing should be neces- 
sary, I will accept any amendment which the gentleman may offer, 
3 insure proper printing for the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call attention to this mat- 
ter because I think that if the gentleman will look at that decision to 
which he refers, made in the Forty-eighth Congress, he will find that 
it applies to legislative propositions only, and would not cover execu- 
tive communications. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that this discussion about printing will not 
be taken out of my time, in which I desire to answer the question of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 
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Mr. Speaker, this amendment, which I offer to the proposed code of 
rules by the direction of the committee, is a very simple amendment; 
there can be no misunderstanding it if gentlemen will give attention 
for a moment. 

All Senate bills and all communications from the Executive Depart- 
ments are provided for, so far as their reference is concerned, by these 
rules as we propose to adopt them. The jurisdiction of the various 
committees is defined. Under these rules when these Senate bills or 
Executive communications come in and are laid on the Speaker’s table 
it is made the duty of theSpeaker, instead of laying them one by one 
before the House for reference, to refer them to the appropriate commit- 
tees; and then there is power for correction of any misreference, just as 
there is in the case of House bills otherwise provided for in the code, 

Mr, MCMILLIN, But even there 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish answering the gentleman. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I beg pardon. i 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the object of this proposed amendment is two- 
fold: first, to allow the business from the Senate and from the Execu- 
tive Departments to go daily and hourly to the committees that we haye 
created and whose jurisdiction we have marked out, instead of permit- 
ting such business to accumulate, as it now sometimes does, day after 
day, piling up a foot high on the Speaker's table, until it can be laid 
belore the House bill by bill or communication by communication for 
the formal action of the House. The proposed amendment secures 
promptness and certainty of action. If you do not adopt it you have 
communications or bills piling up a foot high to be performed upon,” 
if you please, for a day, a week, a month, or a year under the leader- 
ship of my genial friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], with motions to 
misrefer to one committee and another, with roll-calls, ete., upon these 
various motions, 

‘This is in the interest of orderly, prompt dispatch of business, 

Now, so far as one class of Senate bills are concerned, House bills 
with Senate amendments which do not make any charge upon the 
Treasury and Senate bills similar to House bills which have ea re- 
ported favorably, which do not make any charge upon the Treasury, 
in a subsequent clause of the rule which we do not touch, can be taken 
up the moment they come into the House and the Speaker's table is 
reached, and disposed of by the House, passed, rejected, or referred, as 
the House may choose. à 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois seems to have mis- 
taken the complaint I make, which is of this rule and the correspond- 
ing rule in reference to bills introduced. You will take away from the 
House itself and from individual members the right to pass upon bills, 
exceptat one time. One reading isallitcan possibly have here. That 
is the complaint I make. 

Mr. CANNON. Here isa rule which I think answers that complaint: 


1. Bills and joint resolutions on their passage shall be read the first time b; 
title and the second time in full, when, if the previous question is ordered, thé, 
Speaker shall state the question to be: Shall the bill be engrossed and 
third time? and, if decided in the affirinative, it shall be read the third time by’ 
title, unless the reading in full is demanded by a member, and the question shall 
then be put upon its passage. 


So that there is a full reading which can thus be demanded by any 
member in this House to any possible bill or proposition he may be 
called to vote upon. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If yon introduce a bill and it is never reported 
back by the committee it is never read here. Whenever a bill is in- 
troduced it is the right of a member to have it read. 

Mr. BAYNE. But it is not read except for some dilatory purpose. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is in error in 
that statement, and on reflection I do not think he will stand by it. 
You here give away your right as members to have a bill read; you, 
take away your right and you take away my right and you give them 
over to the Speaker, who is not reluctant to take power, I fear. [Langh- 
ter. 

Mr. CANNON. Task for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, In Rule XLII I move to strike out the following 
words: submitted to the House for reference;’’ and insert in lien 
thereof the following words: ‘‘ Referred as provided by clause 2 of Rule 
XXIV.“ This is simply to conform to the amendment we have just 
adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the following amendment, and I believe the 
last, as a substitute for Rule XLV in the proposed code and for Rule 
XLVI in the old code. 
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The Clerk read as ſollows: 


There shall be printed 600 copies of each bill of a public nature. of which 100 
copies shall be delivered to the superintendent of the Senate document-room 
and 25 shall be de ted in the office of the Clerk of the House, and the re- 
mainder deposited in the document-room of the House for the use of members; 
and there shall be printed 135 copies of each private bill, of which number 100 
copies shall be deposited in the document-room of the House for the use of mem- 
bers and 35 copies delivered to the superintendent of the Senate document-room. 
Motions to print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution, or other 
public document shall be referred to the Committee on Printing; and the report 
of the committee thereon shall be accompanied by an estimate of the probable 
cost thereof; unless ordered by the House no bill resolution, or other proposition 
eee by a committee shall be reprinted unless the same be placed upon the 

endar. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the effect of this substitute is to 
authorize a hundred copies of public bills to be printed and sent to the 
document-room of the Senate and 35 copies of private bills. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let mecall the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
his substitute fails to provide for the printing of executive documents, 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas, if he 
will let the substitute be adopted in the mean time, I shall examine, 
and if I find it does not provide for the printing of executive documents 
I will move at the proper time an amendment for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. y 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any further amendments to offer 
from the committee ? i 

Mr. CANNON. I think not, sir, for the present. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, as it seemsapparent that we are not going 
to be able, in the limited time allotted, to consider all of the amend- 
ments that ought to be offered to this code of rules, I propose the fol- 
lowing as an amendment of importance to Rule XVI, clause 10. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I had supposed, Mr. Speaker, after the Committee 
on Rules had proposed their several amendments to the provisions re- 
ported, that we should begin with the report of the committee on the 
new code and proceed with it seriatim, article by article. 

Mr. CRISP. I had supposed that also, but gentlemen on the other 
side seem to think differently. 
oe DUNNELL. I do not see why it is not the better way to pro- 
Mr. CRISP. Let me ask the gentleman why was not it a better way 
when I first made that suggestion, and before the Committee on Rules 
had occupied two hours or two and a half hours of the time to-day with 
their amendments ? j 

Mr. DUNNELL. Itwasa better way, no doubt, but it was decided 
to take a different course, I think now, however, that we should go 
on, section by section, and consider these rules. 

Mr, CRISP. Under that rule at this late hour we may not be able 
to get a vote on certain amendments on which we want a yea-and-nay 
vote. 

TheSPEAKER. That is what the Chair has already suggested—that, 
there being amendments of different degrees of importance and the time 
of the House being limited, it would be found dificult perhaps to get 
a vote on matters on which the different sides of the House desired to 
express their opinion, if the code was taken up in the manner suggested 
now by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

A st CRISP. I ask the reading of the amendment I have sent to the 
esk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to Rule XVI, clause 10, the following words: But a de- 
mand for the yeas and nays shall not be considered dilatory." 

Mr. CRISP. Now, I need not say, Mr. Speaker, that I am 8 
to that provision of the rules embodied in this clause of Rule XVI, 
however much it may be amended; but if it is to remain there asa part 
of the code I want, as far as possible, to put itin such shape that there 
can be no misconstruction by any member of the House or by any ofi- 
cer of the House as to what is its true intent and meaning. The pro- 
vision in the rule now is that no dilatory motion shall be entertained 
by the Speaker, The amendment I have offered provides that a de- 
mand for the yeas and nays shall not be considered a dilatory motion. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the demand for the yeas and nays a motion? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is a constitutional right. 

Mr. CRISP. It is in one sense a motion, I will say in response to 
the gentleman from Illinois, inasmuch as it isa demand which can 
only be enforced by the recognition of the Speaker. If I rise in my 
place and say I demand the yeas and nays“ on any proposition, and 
if the Speaker should not recognize me for the purpose of making the 
demand it would be a practical denial of my motion. 

Now, sir, of course I claim that no rule that this House could pos- 
sibly make would deprive one-fifth of the members of this House of 
their constitutional right to have the yeas and nays entered upon the 
Journal. I elaim, Mr. Speaker, that this is a constitutional right, but 
my experience here has been such as to induce me to think that rights 
ae I regard as constitutional have been ignored and utterly disre- 

There has been such a construction of the rules of general parliament- 


ary law as has deprived us of what I conceived to be plain constitu- 


tional ts. So now I want to ask you genflemen on the other side 
of the House to pass on this question, and in passing on it answer 
whether in your judgment a demand for a yea-and-nay vote under 
the Constitution of the United States is to be classed as a dilatory mo- 
tion and can be so considered by the Speaker. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, of course it can not, and the gentleman knows 
it very well. 

Mr. CRISP. Then of course my friend will vote for my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Not necessarily. 

Mr. BAYNE. Of course I shall not vote for it. 

Mr. CRISP. Why? 

Mr. BAYNE. Because it is a mere work of supererogation and sur- 


usage. 
Mr. CRISP. But our experience teaches us that no safeguard which 
can be thrown around the Constitution can be regarded as surplusage. 

Mr. ADAMS. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman rose in his seat 
and said he wanted the yeas and nays, and one-fifth of the members 
present rise at the same time to support the demand, he thereby estab- 
lishes a constitutional demand; and if he is afraid that the Speaker 
will fail to recognize that constitutional demand, then he might as well 
be 8 that the Speaker would refuse to order the yeas and nays to 
be ‘ 

Mr. CRISP. But I want to have the sense of this House, or that 
side of this House, by a yea-and-nay vote on the Journal, as to whether 
the constitutional right to demand a yea-and-nay vote is a dilatory 
motion, 

Mr. ADAMS. But that is not the question. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, that is the whole question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ithink not. It is whether the amendment is necessary. 

Mr. CRISP. Not by any means. That is not the question at all. 
And the gentleman sees at once that here is a difference of opinion as 
to the necessity of the amendment. Now, conceding to the gentleman 
all that I claim for myself, the utmost fairness and candor in this re- 
gard, what is the consequence? He says that he does not think this 
amendment necessary, Isay, on the contrary, as candidly, that 
expefience teaches me itis necessary. Therefore, where there is 
difference of opinion can the gentleman see any objection to putting it 
in such shapeas to prevent any misconstruction hereafter? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. If permitted, I move to strike out the word, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to strike out the last word and will yield 
the time to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the gentleman from Georgia 
will proceed. 2 

Mr. CANNON. I am perfectly willing that he shall proceed by 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair said, without objection the gentleman 
will proceed. 

Mr. CRISP. I only want to add a word or two. 

If, as gentlemen on the other side say, we are entitled to this yea- 
and-nay vote under the Constitution and that this right can not be 
taken from us, what objection can gentlemen have, when establishing 
rules for the government of the House, to saying that the motion is not 
to be considered a dilatory motion? 

Mark you, that is a very broad provision that you are putting into 
the rules: And the Speaker shall not entertain any dilatory motions.““ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why do younot propose to insert the whole Con- 
stitution if you are afraid of that? 

Mr. CRISP. By this you leave absolutely to the Speaker the power 
of determining whether or not a demand for the yeas and nays is a dil- 
atory motion. Now, you will admit frankly and candidly that no 
Speaker shonld refuse such demand or could properly deprive the House 
of its constitutional rights. 

Mr. BAYNE. Of course not. 

Mr. CRISP. And yet when we ask you to put it in plain terms so 
that the wayfaring man, even though a fool, may not err therein, you 
are opposed to doing it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Because the wayfaring man, if not a fool, will find 
it in the terms of the Constitution. 

Mr. CRISP. And I insist that the same wayfuring man will also 
find in the Constitution that when you have a roll-call, which is de- 
manded by one-fifth of the members present and the names are en- 
tered upon the Journal, the response to that roll-call is absolutely con- 
clusive of the question of the presence or absence of a quorum. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Here is the express language 

Mr. CRISP. You gentlemen place in the rules a provision to ascer- 
tain the presence of a quorum. The Constitution declares how a quo- 
rum shall beascertained; why do you put in yourrules anything about 
it? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. CRISP. Why do you put that provision in your rules? Now, 
this is a plain question, either you gentlemen propose to leave itin the 
power of the Speaker to deprive this House of the constitutional right 
to have the yeas and nays entered upon the Journal or you will vote to 
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put this amendment on; it simply states such a demand ig not a dila- 
tory motion, ; 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me fora ques- 


tion? 

Mr. BURROWS. If one-fifth of those t desire that the yeas 
and nays shall be taken, do you suppose it would be held or have you 
any idea that it would be held to be a dilatory motion? It is a con- 
stitutional right. 

Mr. CRISP. But my friend understands that I have to be recognized. 
J have to get up in my place and say ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
yeas and nays.” The Speaker says, That is adilatory motion.’ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman from Geor- 

a a question, as to whether that is a motion. 

Mr. CRISP. Ifyou put this amendment in these rules we will know 
that it can not be ruled to be a dilatory motion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield tome fora question? 

Mr. CRISP. I object to being interrupted. The gentleman from 
Iowa is not on this question, and I am making a serious statement to 
the House. I simply want to see whether you will or will not place 
this amendment on the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to his 
time and is entitled to the floor, but it seems that gentlemen who rise 
to ask questions think that they have the floor. The Chair thinks 
that is a mistake. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRISP. I thank the House for itsindulgence. I think I have 
said all I want tosay. I just wanted to make the proposition plain. 
This amendment simply provides that a demand for the yeas and nays 
shall not be considered a dilatory motion; that the Speaker may not 
have the power to determine that it isa dilatory motion. You dele- 

te to your Speaker the power to determine what is a dilatory motion. 
ity amendment simply limits that power by declaring that a demand 
for the yeas and nays is not and shall not be considered a dilatory mo- 
tion 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make this statement. 
I think the proposition of the gentleman will beshown to be absurd in 
view of this fact: A demand for the yeas and nays is not a motion at 
all. It is not in express terms a motion. It is a demand that is war- 
ranted by the Constitution; and that can not be denied. The idea of 
treating it as a motion, as the gentleman insists in doing by offering his 
amendment, is an absurdity. - 

, Mr. OUTHWAITE. But the language used sometimes is I move 
the previous question and sometimes ‘‘I demand the yeas and nays.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to move to strike out this whole clause. 
If I can not succeed in that, then I hope the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will prevail. Gentlemen on the other side have 
asked the gentleman from Georgia whether he supposes 9 would 
hold that a demand for the yeas and nays was a motion. rtainly our 
friends ought not to be surprised to hear from this side of the House 
that we would not be surprised at anything that may occur here, We 
have recently heard it ruled by the Speaker that a motion to adjourn 
is not in order. 

We have heard it ruled by him that an appeal from his own decision 
isnot inorder. We have seen the Speaker at one time vote to sustain 
his own decision on an appeal and at another refuse to allow us to vote 
against sustaining hisdecision. With such decisions as these upon the 
part of the gentleman chosen to preside over this House, I think our 
friends on the other side ought at least to let us make this provision in 
the rules. We have always thought and still think our rights are fixed 
in this matter by the Constitution, but under the presentorder of things 
we are unable to tell whether anything in that instrument will be held 
to he fixed and certain if the majority think it expedient to overrale it. 

If we are to rely upon the Constitution for our guidance, why adopt 
any of these rules? They are certainly unnecessary if the provisions 
of that instrument are sufficient; and it is certainly unnecessary, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Georgia, that you should insert in the 
rules the power for the Speaker to count a quorim. The Constitution 
gives him that power, as you claim, If it is constitutional for him to 
sit in his chairand name members that do not respond when the rol! 
is called, then it is unnecessary to provide for that in these rules; and 
if that is unnecessary, then you are adopting a set of rules in which you 
provide all the things that you want, whether they are in the Constitu- 
tion or not, and deny to as what we want and what you admit is a 
plain provision of the Constitution, and what we believe is important 
for the protection of our rights. 

And while I am up, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say that it appears 
to be the earnest desire of gentlemen on the other side of the House to 


make a complete surrender of all the rights which they have on this 


floor as members, and to put the whole of the power of legislation of 
this country into the hands of our presiding officer. These rules make 
the Speaker the autocrat of the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America. _For whenever you say that he shall not submit 
to the House any motion which he decides to be dilatory, you put in 
his hands the power to upon the motives of every gentleman upon 
this floor; and if he rules that a motion is dilatory, then the member 
ig utterly powerless to rectify the wrong he does to him and to the peo- 
qe he represents. 


Mr. Herbert Spencer, a distinguished author, of whom we all know 
something, gives us this opinion of this kind of government. He says: 
OEA Seen ees SOENT of nature on the part of both the ruler and 


$ 1 le, cold, unsym tic sacrifice of others’ will to self- 
wi i on thé other side, s mean, cowardly abandonment of the claims of man- 


I do say, Mr. Speaker, that if the members of this House vote to put 
it in the power of any presiding officer (I do not care whether he is a 
Democrat or a Republican), if they put it in the power of any man to 
decide upon the motive which influences the mind of a member in 
the discharge of the high responsibility of representing his constitu- 
ents upon this floor, they show an utter disregard of the manhood which 
should distinguish a Representative and they surrender to one man 
the power which the people have intrusted to many men, They givo 
into his bands the power and the right to say what shall be done by 
the House of Representatives, and the only power that we have is to 
appeal from his decision; and he has already decided and these rules 

rovide that he alone shall determine when an appeal shall be allowed. 

herefore it is that I appeal to my friends upon the other side not to 
surrender their rights and privileges and carry with them ours also, 
but to maintain themselves the powers that the people have granted 
us, for the Speaker of this House, in justice, has no more rights than 
any other gentleman on this floor. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this question can 
not beintelligently and rightly settled unless this unfortunate but very 
reputable back row is heard. [Laughter.] Now, sir, I ex asa 
Republican member of this House, to come as near as possible to sup- 
porting the leader of this side of the Chamber in the advocacy of these 
proposed rules. They have been well considered by the gentlemen hav- 


‘ing them in charge; they have been well considered by a caucus of this 


side of the House, and I expect to support them. But, sir, I am free 
to say with reference to the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crrsp]—although, in view of what has transpired within the last 
two weeks, almost any proposition from that side raises suspicion in 
my mind—yet in this case it seems to me we on this side can well 
recognize the constitutional provision referred to by the gentleman, and 
may not improperly, ay, may wisely, adopt the amendment proposed 
by him, e Constitution, as we all know, recognizes the right to 
have the yeas and nays recorded. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is all you need. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Now, what harm is there, in view of the radical 
changes we propose to make in these rules, and which I think we are 
justified in making—what harm is there in recognizing this provision 
of the Constitution and saying in the rules that a call for the yeas and 
nays shall not be regarded as dilatory. It can do no harm, as has been 
suggested. It is in the line of a plain, constitutional declaration. It 
will not hurt anybody; it will not impair the integrity of this scheme 
of rules; it will be, in my judgment, doing what is right in the case, 
and for one I propose to support it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention, and 
cially the attention of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], to the 
fact that it has been repeatedly held in this House that when n de- 
mand for the yeas and nays has been refused a subsequent demand for 
the yeas and nays, unless there has been intervening business, is a 
dilatory motfon and out of order; and if such a proposition as the gen- 
tleman has suggested shonld be put into the rules, it would only be 
necessary for him to stand upon this floor and demand the yeas and 
nays, and, the demand having been refused by the House, then to rise 
again and demand them anew, thus making aseries of dilatory motions, 
and the only kind of dilatory motion that could be used in that form. 
If the object is to use the demand for the yeasand nays under the Con- 
stitation, one demand is always in order and never can be regarded as 
dilatory, being secured by the Constitution itself; but if the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia should go into these rules, then 
the demand may be made for the yeas and nays, and the House may 
refuse them, and immediately some other gentleman may make the 
same demand, and so on ad infinitum, 

Let me call the attention of the gentleman from Georgia to repeated 
decisions that have been made in this House upon this point. I read 
from the Manual, page 509. In the Twenty-sixth Congress, Congres- 
sional Globe, 1, page 304, it was held that, unless there has heen inter- 
vening business, 

It is not in order to repeat á demand for the yeas and nays which has been 
once refi 5 

I simply desire to call attention to the mischief that might come 
from providing by rule that under no circumstances could a demand 
for the yeas and nays be considered a dilatory motion, because it has 
been held repeatedly that, when a demand for the yeas and nays imme- 
diately follows a refusal of the House to grant the yeas and nays, it is 


a motion which can not be entertained, being evidently dilatory in its 


purpose. 
Mr. CRISP. I have not had time to look at the decisions referred to 
by the gentleman, but I suppose that they merely go to the point that 
the motion is not in order, not that it is dilatory. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
purport. 


Notin order; which makes it precisely of thesame 
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Mr. CRISP. Oh, no. The motion might not be in order even if you 
provided in the rule as I propose, 

Mr. DINGLEY. But your amendment would make it in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Not at all; there are many motions that might be con- 
sidered dilatory that are not in order for other reasons, depending upon 
the state of the business before the House and the general rules of the 
House. A motion may not be in order for the same reason that a mo- 
tion to adjourn is not in order unless there has been intervening busi- 
ness since it was last made; and such a motion is not entertained, not 
because it is dilatory, but because it is not in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if you should insert in this rule that the 
Speaker shall not entertain dilatory motions except a demand for an 
adjournment, then a motion for adjournment could not be at any time 
considered dilatory. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I want to ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEy ] whether he agrees to the proposition submitted by the other 
gentleman upon that side of the House [Mr. KERR, of Iowa], who main- 
tains that the demand for the yeas and nays is not a motion at all? 

Mr. DINGLEY. - It makes no difference whether you consider it from 
that point of view or not. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Because I want to know what your side think 
of it; but if you are not agreed among yourselves we cau not be ex- 
pected to agree with you, and we want this in the rule. 

Mr, DINGLEY. It is of little consequence whether yon consider it 
a motion or a demand under the Constitution not in the form of a mo- 
tion. Either way the practical effect is precisely the same. 

Now, there is no gentleman on that side of the House who believes 
for a moment that, in the light of the plain declaration of the Consti- 
tution, one demand for the yeas and nays at a given stage of a ques- 
tion eould by any 8 held to be a dilatory motion, and there 
is no object in inserting in the rule a provision of the kind you propose 
unless there is an idea that by placing it there the demand for the yeas 
and nays may be repeated, and thus be used for the very purpose for 
which other dilatory motions are used, to prevent action by the House 
upon a given matter. á 

Mr. CRISP. But when we tell my friend that we on this side are 
anxious and are uneasy and have doubts as to what may be held here, 
will he not consent to remove our doubts by putting in the rule what 
he says the Constitution means? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the Constitution is specific on this point. The 
provision is in plain language, definitely expressed, and no question of 
construction arises, 5 

Mr. CRISP. Is not the requirement of the Constitution plain as to 
a quorum to do business? 

r. DIN GLE. Not by any means. The gentleman knows it is 
not. That is a question of construction. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] iS recognized. 


[Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I was not surprised that this amendment 
should be offered by the gentleman on the other side [Mr. CRISP], but 
I am surprised that my friend from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] Should second 
and approve it; for if he will take time to think for one moment he 
will see that if this proposed amendment should be made a provision 
of this rule, we should also adopt aprovisicn that to demand a division 
shall not be considered a di motion and that to demand tellers 
shall not be considered dilatory. He must either include all or ex- 
elude all, for the well known rule of construction that the expression 
of one thing excludes all others not expressed must be applied to these 
rules as well as to the interpretation of law. 

I am surprised that the gentleman from Iowa does not realize that 
a vote for this provision is a want of confidence in the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. I am amazed at that. Iam not amazed at 
you gentlemen [turning to the Democratic side of the House], for we 

ow the old theory in regard to the flaunting of the red flag before the 
historic animal. We know how that historical animal will at first, in 
the exasperation of fear, undertake the hereulean job of butting a loco- 
motive off the track, and will persist in his wild and extra t do- 
ings up to a certain period of time. If he fails to lose his life in these 
vain endeavors and if he sees the red flag day after day and month after 
month, he becomes reconciled to it and his fear departs, and he becomes 
as docile and quiet as can be. 

Under the rulings which the Speaker will make when we come to 
practically apply this code—when the yeas and nays are demanded by 
one-fifth of the members and the Speaker recognizes the demand for 
the yeas and nays, as he will do—gentlemen on the other side will 
cease to be moved by the exasperation of an unfounded fear and will 
concede that the Speaker of this House will execute these rules in good 
faith and with a satisfaction we have not experienced for years. 

We have, however, some ground for believing that gentlemen on the 
other side will continue to dread the dire consequences of the new code 
until their fears shall be removed by actual practice under it, because 
my friend [Mr. CRISP] wants these rules made so plain that the way- 
faring man, though a fool,” shall be able to read and understand them. 


It may be necessary to construct the rules in that way for that side of 
the House; it is not n for this side. We can understand them 
and appreciate their force and effect. They are simple; they are shorn 
of a vast amount of surpl . This proposition, if adopted, would be 
mere surplusage, of no yuseatall, These rules are plain, di- 
rect, and to the point, and will enable us to proceed with the legisla- 
tion of this Congress. So I hope that no gentleman on this side of the 
poe will vote for a proposition so absurd as that offered by my friend 

m 

Mr. STRUBLE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield for 
a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. I would if my time were not out. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL, There is something in this matter that I would 
like to call to the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] is 


ized. , 
Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whatis the guestion 
immediately before the House? 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment proposed by 


the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] which has been read. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to be heard a moment. 

The SPEAKER, There will be an opportunity after the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has spoken. 


[Mr. HERBERT withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. WISE. rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
at this time to offer a second amendment to the clause now under con- 
sideration—not an amendment to an amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, but a separate and distinct proposition? 

The SPEAKER. An amendment can be offered, but the gentleman 
has not the floor for that purpose. The Chair has recognized the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. STREUBLE]. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire briefly to reply to what my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] has said. He has seen proper 
to touch me upon a very tender point, and one upon which I could not 
be more sensitive, and that is by implication that the remarks made 
by me a moment ago as to the position I announced were to be con- 
strued as showing a want of confidence in the Speaker of this House. 

Mr. BAYNE. I did not intend to make any such implication. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I inferred such was the implication from what the 
gentleman said, and as to that implication I desire to say a word in reply, 

Mr. BAYNE, I said the adoption of the proposition would imply a 
want of confidence in the Speaker of this House. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Thereby connecting me with the implication—and 
by the further statement to the effect that he was surprised at my po- 
sition—of a want of confidence in the Speaker. Now, Ido not propose 
to stand here and allow aremark of that kind to pass without protest. 
This side of the Chamber has over and over again indorsed the able 
Speaker of this House in his rulings on parliamentary law during the 
remarkable contest through which we are passing, and I am one of the 
number who have stood by him in the most cordial support, without 
exception. And Imerely wish to say, further, that I will be found with 
him in the days and weeks to come alongside of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania. [Applause on the Republican side.] But, Mr. Speaker, it 
has occurred to me this plain provision of the Constitution involves a 
positive and important right, and I believed we might well deviate 
from what may be considered and what in fact is the purpose on this 
side to carry these rules throngh with very few changes, and while we 
know that gentlemen on the other side have proposed and will continue 
to offer frivolous and unwise propositions we may well recognize one 
that has the plain indorsement of the Constitution, as-this one has, 
and give it our assent and approval. 

Now, my friend says to me that I might as well argue that the ques- 
tion of a division or vote by tellers shall be also treated as this question 
of the Constitution is proposed to be treated by thisamendment. But 
I answer him, Mr. Speaker, that there is no analogy in the case, be- 
cause there is no provision in relation to these parliamentary motions 
to be found in the Constitution; but I do find one that says that the 
right of a certain number of the members present to have the votes of 
members recorded upon the Journal shall not be denied to them. And 
I think that means—and I do not ask anybody to concur with me un- 
less his judgment shall agree with mine—that under no circumstance, 
whether in confusion or deliberation, purposely or inadvertently, shall 
this right be overlooked or denied. It may be this amendment is not 
quite what it should be. Possibly it may be changed for the better. 
But to recognize it when it is thus presented as an announcement of a 
principle grounded as firmly as any other proposition in this great sys- 
tem of ours is not, in my judgment, improper or unwise. 

I promised to yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
the remainder of my time, if I have any. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say but a word in that time. 
If it pleases the other side of the House to take up all of the time to- 
day and to-morrow in this manner with such propositions, I certainly 
have no objection, 
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The Constitution says: 

And the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, 
at the desire of one- of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

Thad supposed that the Constitution was the fixed law of the laud 
[Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, That is news to this side. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, gentlemen may be pleased to laugh and talk 
about tyranny; they may be pleased to be denunciatory from time to 
time; but after all is said and done the main thing is the rules, and we 
have tried to make them so as to do the public business under the Con- 
stitution. But now the Constitution says that upon every question, on 
the demand of one-fifth of the members present, the yeas and nays shall 
iy be called. The amendment says a demand for the yeas and nays shall 
8 not be considered dilatory. How many demands for the yeas and nays? 
À A dozen on every question? The Constitution says one, and Iam will- 
E. ing to let the Constitution stand. But I am not willing to make any 
; provision about the yeas and nays to govern this House, except that con- 
stitutional provision. 7 

Now, gentlemen may go ahead and talk as long as they choose, so far 
as I am concerned. But I do not propose to copy the Constitution into 
sS the rules or into every act of Congress that we may pass, It is not 
h necessary to do so, and I do not propose to have picked up and put a pro- 
rA vision into these rules that will allow gentlemen to demand a hundred 
times the yeas and nays on every question after the ayes and noes 
have been refused by a failure of one-fifth to demand them. If we are 
to transact any business, it is not wise todo more than the Constitu- 
tion allows on this point. 


2 [Here the hammer fell. ] E 
* Mr. BucKALEW was recognized. 
Rt Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary-inquiry. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

a Mr. LIND. Is an amendment to the pending amendment of the 
25 gentleman from Georgia now in order? 

5 r The SPEAKER. It will be in order. 

s Mr. LIND. I desire to offer 


+ TheSPEAKER. But not at this time. The gentleman was recog- 


* nized only to make a parliamentary inquiry. The recognition should 
8 go properly to the other side. 3 
PA Mr. LIND. Well, I hope the Chair will recognize me for this purpose. 
A The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is now recog- 
nized. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was re- 
ested, namely: 

A bill (S. 77) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Portland, Oregon; and 

A bill (S. mf to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Arkansas River, in the Indian Territory. 

It further announced the Senate had disagreed to the amendment ot 
the House to the bill (S. 835) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers 
and sailors who are totally helpless from injuries received or diseases 
contracted while in the service of the United States, asked a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Davis, Mr. 
Sawyer, and Mr. TURPIE. 

THE RULES. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I have a word to say in opposition 
to the pending amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, and have 
sought the floor for the purpose of mentioning it now, because it has 
not been stated by others. 

A motion, in whatever form it may be put, is a request to the House. 
The House is asked to give its assent to something that the mover de- 
sires to have accomplished. A demand for the yeas and nays is no re- 

uest to the House. It is the constitutional right of every member of 
the House, and the presiding officer must yield to that question and 
ve recognize that demand. 
Now, the objection I have to this amendment is this: You havea pro- 
-JA posed rule which provides that the Speaker shall not recognize dilatory 
a motions, and then when you except a demand for the yeas and nays 
a made under the Constitution you by implication thereby permit your 
8 8 er to rule anything dilatory. When you make an exception to 

general authority conferred by the rule, that exception is to be 

strictly construed upon all legal principles, and instead of narrowing 
3 the field of discretion in the Chair you throw it wide open by such an 
7 amendment as this. 
NA I conceive that it may be very mischievous in future sessions of the 

, House, and hence I oppose it. 
8. d Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the provisions which 
ee: seem to provoke the most discussion in this House at this time are that 

5 appended to clause 10 of Rule XVI, that No dilatory motions shall 
be entertained by the Speaker, and the third clause of Rule XV, 
which permits the House to have recorded the fact of the presence of 
members actually in the House, to secure ‘‘ a quorum to do business.“ 

I submit, sir, thatthe very reason why the proposition has been made 


to ineorporate these two provisions in the rules, is because the minority 
of this House, sometimes upon the one side and sometimes upon the 
other, have abused the parliamentary law, the ordinary, common par- 
liamentary law, simply because they had the physical power to do so 
and could not be controlled by the Speaker. 

By parliamentary law the Speaker is required to compel every mem- 
ber to vote; and if it had been within his power to carry out this re- 
quirement of common parliamentary law, I submit that a condition of 
things never would have existed in this House, or any previous House, 
that would have made them neces ary; the proposition to put the 
proposed clauses in the rules would not have been made now, for the 
reason that the members would have been compelled to vote by the 
Speaker, if any means could have been devised by which the Speaker 
could have compelled members to vote, as they had made oath to do. 

Nothing in parliamentary law is more clearly and emphatically stated 
than this, namely, first, that no member of a deliberative assembly has 
any legal or moral right to refrain from voting on any question in which 
he is not pecuniarily interested, and, secondly, that it is the right and 
the duty of the presiding officer to determine the qnorum by a count. 

Now, sir, I desire to call the attention of the House fora moment to the 
provision of the Constitution which gives to this House, and to a less 
number than a quorum, the right to compel the attendance of members: 

But a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized 
to compel the attendance of absent members, in such manner and under such 
penalties as each House may provide. (Constitution, clause I, section 5.) 

Under that clause, Mr. Speaker, this House has been in the habit of 
arresting its members by the Sergeant-at-Arms, I haye been informed 
that at one time an officer of this House went even into the presence of 
the President of the United States himself, the Commander-in-Chief of 
the Army and Navy, and arrested the Speaker of the House while at a 
diplomatic dinner, and brought him before its bar under arrest, to give 
an account for his absence without leave. Does it become members, 
when this great power has been repeatedly exhibited by this House, to 
complain of an insignificant power being given to the Speaker, which 
shall enable him to simply count members who are actually present, 
who have declined to vote, in order to make a quorum to do business, 
the purpose for which any Congress exists? 

The giving power to arrest membersand to bring them into this House 
was for some well defined and recognized purpose in the mind of eyery 
member of the convention which drafted and proposed for adoption the 
Constitution. For what purpose was this great power given, a power 
the exercise of which is more offensive to freemen than any other known? 

There can be no question as to the purpose of this clause. If it was 
not that members might be counted in making a quorum, ‘‘a quorum 
to do business,” and that they might vote, it had then and now has 
no meaning. 

The position taken on so plain a question by the political parties on 
this floor adds another to the long list of melancholy examples of par- 
tisan blindness of which we have far too many. How preposterous 
the statement that the Constitution confers this great and offensive 
power to arrest a member and bring him here that a “quorum to do 
business“ may be secured, and that after be is here this House, by its 
proper officers, has not the poor privilege of counting him to make a 
quorum if he then still further violates his oath by refusing to vote, 

The declaration that the use of the yeas and nays to determine the 
vole ona question changes or in the slightest degree modifies the ques- 
tion of a quorum or the method of ascertaining whether a quorum to 
do bnsidess ” is present or not has not the slightest foundation in rea- 
son or parliamentary law. It may require a different or more com- 
plete record of the presence of members, but thatis a question of form 
of record, and not of law. 

The declaring in section 10 of Rule XVI of the rules that ‘‘no 
dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker’’ is compelled by 
the gross abuse of power by both Republican and Democratic minori- 
ties and by a minority composed of members of both Annee parties 
and sometimes of only one member. Furthermore, this power is ex- 
ercised by, the presiding officer of every body of citizens that convenes 
in this country, small or large. 

No business is possible in any legislative assembly excepting by the 
sufferance of the minority unless thisrule prevails. Without this rule 
the Speaker would have this power by common parliamentary law,” 
subject to appeal to the House. 

Paragraph 116 of Cushing reads: 

The common sense of mankind recognizes the authority of the majority as 
the only solid foundation of all popular government. 

And paragraph 294— 

The presiding officer is but the servant of the House, to declare its will and 
to obey implicitly all its commands, 

Speaking of members of Parliament. 

It is absolutely necessary that this rule should be adopted, in order 
that this House shall be under the control of its majority. 

The right of appeal is always open to every member, and is a fair and 
a free and a full protection against any exercise of arbitrary power by a 
Speaker. Mr. Blaine, Mr. RANDALL, Mr. CARLISLE, and every other 
Speaker of this House has at times exercised this power. Liberty here, 
as everywhere, requires that large power to secure it, with the possibil- 
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ity of its abuse, shall repose somewhere. And I submit that in this 
House it is more safe in the hands of the Speaker, under the control of 
the House upon appeal, than in any other conceivable place. Cer- 
tainly to have it in the hands of the minority, where it has been, is 
the worst possible expedient. 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
will withdraw his amendment and let us take a vote upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. CRISP. I would rather take it first. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is always in order to perfect an amendment 
before taking a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not want to perfect this amendment. It is 
too bad to perfect. 

Mr. CRISP. I will not withdraw it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to speak to the prop- 
ositjon offered by the gentleman from South Carolina, to strike out this 
clause, and I want gentlemen upon the other side of the House es 
cially to give me their attention, for I shall to the clause under 
consideration; that is, the tenth clause of Rule XVI, which provides 
that No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker.“ 

Now, gentlemen, will any of youtell me what a dilatory motion is? 
I have looked in vain in the text-books, and there is nowhere, in Cush- 
ing, or in Jefferson, or in any other writer upon parliamentary law, a 
place where a dilatory motion is defined. It is without definition. 
What, then, is a dilatory motion in the sense of this rnle? Clause 4, 
above, has stated that certain motions shall be in order when business 
is before the House. What arethese? ‘‘Toadjourn,’’ to lay on the 
table, for the previous question,” for ‘‘ postponement to a day cer- 
tain, “to reſer, to amend,’’ to postpone indefinitely.’’ These 
are parliamentary motions. Who will say that they are dilatory mo- 
tions? 

They are put down in your own rules and recognized as motions 
known to parliamentary Jaw and inorder. Now, what are dilatory 
motions? Whatisadilatory motion? Will anybody say what is one? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me to tell 


him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In a moment. It simply means here that it is 
not the motion itself that is dilatory, but the time and the circum- 
stances under which it is offered. That is proposed to be left to the 
discretion of the Speaker. Under this rule he may say, first, that a 
motion to adjourn isa dilatory motion, and rule it out, as he did the 
motion of my distinguished friend from Massachusetts yesterday. He 
may say that a motion to lay on the table is a dilatory motion, because 
it may delay the final passage of the bill, as did Speaker Keifer in the 
Forty-seventh Congress, He may say that a motion for the previous 
question is a dilatory motion unless it is upon the final passage of a 
bill. He may also say that to postpone to a day certain is a dilatory 
motion; and that is a parliamentary dilatory motion, and the only one 
known in parliamentary law that is avowedly for delay, 

It means to delay action on that bill to a day certain, which is fixed 
in the motion, and there can be no more dilatory motion known to par- 
liamentary law than that. It is recognized as a motion to obtain delay 
on the question until the House can make further examination. What 
further? The motion to amend, to postpone indefinitely; and those 
several motions are to be put in the order in which they are therein 
laid down. But in clause 10 the Speaker may hold that all of these 
motions, by the time and place and the circumstances under which they 
are made, are dilatory motions and rule them out of order. If they are 
ruled out by the Speaker, no appeal is to be allowed from his decision. 
In what position does this place the representatives of the people? We 
are put by this rule in the power of the Speaker. As representatives 
of the people we can make no motion here unless we first obtain his per- 
mission. Instead of having the veto power here that the President of 
the United States has upon laws which pass here, which can be over- 
ridden by two-thirds of the representatives of the people, you give him 
absolute veto power upon every motion that a representative of the 
people may see fit, in his capacity as such, to make in this House. 

It is one-man power exalted above, high above any power in this 
country, high above the representatives of the people. We are simply 
to have an autocrat in this House, elected and appointed for that pur- 
pose by the majority, who is to determine the motive of every man 
upon this side of the House, Under this rule whatever your imagina- 
tion may be asto your duty and as to what bills you should obstruct 
or whatever bill my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
thinks he shouldobstruct, he would soon find that he is sat down upon 
by the Speaker. My friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] will soon 
be informed of this power by the Speaker; and he will say to them their 
motions are out of order. Gentlemen, you are introducing here a most 

us precedent; and I warn you that before this year is out you 
will repent in sackcloth and ashes if you can, as your consciences are 
so seared, of the time when you clothed your Speaker with this un- 
constitutional, autocratic, and despotic power over the proceedings of 
the House. [A lauso on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LIND. r. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], I send it to 
the desk to be read. 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Provided, That this rule shall not be construed as abrogating the Constitution 
2 775 5 States or the right of George Washington to be called the Father 


[Langhter. ] 
Mr, WISE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. < 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BURROWS). The amendment may 
be read for information. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, are there not four amendments pending 
now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wiser] is not in order if the point is insisted upon. 

Mr. CRISP. There are a good many amendments to be offered, and 
I want to get a vote on this. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to speak on this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if Iam recognized I demand the previous 
question on the amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (to Mr, CUTCHEON). 
ment, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I want to speak on this one. I addressed the 
Chair long, before the motion was made, 

TheSPEAKER pro lempore. TheChairrecognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, is not debate upon this amendment ex- 
hausted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] demands the previous question on his amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I submitted a motion, when I rose a while ago, 
to strike out ph 100f Rule XVI. I would like to know whether 
that motion is to be yoted upon first or whether we vote first upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, In the first place the text will have to, 
be perfected; so the demand of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
for the previous question upon his amendment and the amendment to’ 
that amendment proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Lind] comes first before the House. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND]. 

The amendment of Mr. LIND was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr, Crisp; and the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes 139. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 52 members voting in fayor thereof, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in thenegative—yeas 119, 
nays 149, not voting 60; as follows: 


Speak on some other amend- 


YEAS—119. 
Abi Edmunds, Mansur, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss, Elliott, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Bankhead, lis, Martin, Tex. Seney, 
Barnes, itch, McAdoo, Shively, 
Bland, Fithian, McCarthy, Skinner, 
Blount, Flower, McClellan, Spinola, 
Boatner, Forman, McCreary, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fowler, MeMillin, Stewart, Ga. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, McRae, iy Tay 
Brookshire, Gibson, Mills, Stockdale, 
Brunner, Grimes, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
unn N Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo. 
Campbell ‘atch, Morgan, ie, 
Candler, Ga Hayes, Norton, zi 
Carlton, eard, O'Neall, Ind, 
Caruth, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Cate, 0 N Owens, Ohio Tracey, 
Chipman, Holman, Parrett, Turner, Ga. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Paynter, N 
Clements, Kerr, Peel, Venable, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Pendleton, Walker, Mo, 
9 4 . 8 won n, 
Cooper, In nham, erry, ng, 
Cothran, Lawler, Pieroe, Wike, 
Covert, Laws, Price, Wilkinson 
Cowles, Lester, Ga Quinn, i In. 
P, Lester, Va. Reilly, Wilson, Mo, 
Cummings, Lewis, Richardson, Wise, 
Davidson, Magner, Robertson, Yoder. 
Dunphy, Maish, Rogers, 
NAYS—149. 
Adams, Belden, Buckalew, Cheatham, 
Allen, Mich. Bergen, Burrows, Clark, Wis, 
Anderson, Kans, Bingham, Burton, ell, 
Arnold, liss, Butterworth, i 
Atkinson, Boutelle Caldwell, Comstock, 
Baker, Bowden, Candler, ‘Mass. Conger, 
Banks, Brewer, Cannon, Co: ell. 
F e 
yne, rowne, T. — we D, 
Beckwith, u N.J. Cheadle, Cuteheon; * * 
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Dalzell, H Niedringhaus, Stivers, 
Darlington, Hopkins, Nute, 
De Haven, Houk, O'Donnell, Sweney. 
De Lano, ` O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, III. 
Dingley, Kerr, Iowa rne, Taylor, Tenn. 
Dorsey, Kennedy, Owen, Ind. Taylor, E. B. 
ganesh K ie Payne, Taylor, J. D. 
Ewart, Kang. Perkins Thompson 
N rkins, m K 

Farquhar, Lacey Peters, Colo. 
Finley, La Follette, Pugsley, Townsend, Pa. 
Flick, Laidlaw, ines, Turner, Kans, 
Funsion, Lansing. Randall, Mass, Vandever, 
Gear, Lehibach. Ray, Wade, 
Gest, d, Reed, Iowa Walker, Mass, 
Gifford, ge. Rife, Wallace. Mass. 
Goodnight, McComas, Rowell, Wallace, N. Y. 

„ M = Russell. Wheeler, Mich. 
Grosvenor, McCormick Sawyer, Watson, 
Grout, MeKenna, Seranton, Wickhain, 

‘all, Miles, Seull, Williams, Ohio 
Hansthrough, Milliken, Sherman, Wilson, K 
Harmer, Moffitt, Simonds, Wilson, Wash 
Haugen, Moore, N. H. Smith, III. Wright, 
pire pci Til. Morey. Smith, W. Va. Yardley. 
Henderson, Iowa Morrill, Spooner, 

Hermann, Morrow, Stephenson, 
Hill, Morse, Stewart, Vt. 
NOT VOTING—@®. 
Carlisle. Haynes, Rockwell, 
Allen, Miss. Catchings, Henderson, N. C. Rowland. 
Andrew, Clancy, Lee, Sanford, 
Clunie, Mason, Smyser, 
Belknap, Cooper, Ohio MeClammy, Snider, 
Crain, McKinley, Stahlnecker, 
Blane: > Culberson, Tex. Mutchler, Stump, 
Boothman Dargan, Oates, Turner, N. * 
Breck in „Ky. Dibble, O' Ferrall, Van Schaick. 
us, Dockery. O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Browne, Va. Dolliver, Phelan, Whitthorne, 
Brown, J. B. Enloe, Pickler, Wilber, 
man, Va. Flood, Post, Wiley, 
Forney, Quackenbush, Willcox, 
Bynum, Frank, Randall, Pa. Wilson. W. Va. 


So the amendment of Mr. Crap was rejected. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my 
colleagues, Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, and Mr. MCKINLEY, are unable to be 
here by reason of sickness. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. HOPKINS, on this vote. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. Dockery, on this vote. 

Mr. Coon, of Ohio, with Mr. ALDERSON, on this vote. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. CARLISLE, for this day. 

Mr. Post with Mr. Witson, of West Virginia, on all political ques- 
tions, until further notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I offer another amendment to that para- 
graph. 

he amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend Rule XVI, clause 10. by adding the following words: 
nee Speaker shall not in any case refuse to entertain an appeal from 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to delay the House by any 
debate upon this proposition, because our time is so short; but there is 
an paid tort in the minds of members, on this side of the House at 
least, that the presiding officer may regard as dilatory an appeal taken 
from his decision. Our experience here has been such as to justify us 
in that apprehension, and this amendment is simply a proposition that 
where the Speaker makes a ruling on any question the right of appeal 
from his decision to the House shall exist. 

Now, let me call the attention of the House for a moment to the ne- 
cessity for such a provision. In the first rule, I believe, it is provided 
that the Speaker shall decide all questions of order, subject to an ap- 
peal by any member to the House. Later in these rules comes this 
provision that no dilatory motion shall be entertained. Bear in mind 
that the ingenuity of the Committee on Rules was taxed to cut off every 
motion that has heretofore been used for the purpose of hindering or 
delaying the s y transaction of business, and, after they had ex- 
hausted their nuity in that regard, then, for fear that something 
might have escaped their attention, they put in this general, sweeping 
provision that no dilatory motion shall be entertained. 

I say to the House frankly that, speaking for myself, Iam fearful 
that the right given us in the first rule of appeal from the decision of 
the Chair to the House may be, and is in danger of being, destroyed 
by this subsequent provision expressly authorizing the Speaker to re- 
fuse to entertain any dilatory motion; you make the presiding officer 
the absolute judge of the question of what a dilatory motion is unless 
a do as we now ask you to do, give us an appeal from him to the 

ouse. Let us have an appeal from the Speaker to you; otherwise 
you put us absolutely in the handsof the Speaker. The only effect of 
the adoption of this proposition will be that the majority of the House 
will have the right to cither approve or disapprove the ruling of the 
Speaker as to whether any given motion is dilatory or as to any other 
question upon which such ruling may be made. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is it fair or just to us to refuse what we now ask? 
Gentlemen may say that the presiding officer of this House makes his 


ruling in the face of the country. I remind you, gentlemen, that this 
pean re officer, early in this session, when we were as yet without 
rules, stated expressly from the chair that we could review his rulings 
by an appeal to the House; yet afterwards that officer declined to en- 
tertain motions which were recognized by every parliamentary code in 
existence. He refused to recognize a motion raising the question of 
consideration, and when I appealed from the decision of the Chair he 
refused to entertain the appeal. He refused to entertain a motion to 
adjourn; and when gentlemen appealed from the decision he refused to 
entertain the appeal. 

Now, the incumbent of the chair has shown that he has a peculiar 
idea of what is or is not a “‘dilatory motion. Anything that stands 
in the way of what he thinks onght to be accomplished is, in his judg- 
ment, a ‘* dilatory motion. Now, the amendment whieh I offer sim- 
ply secures to this side of the Honse the poor privilege, in any case of 
a ruling by the Speaker, of an appeal from the decision of the Chair to 
you, gentlemen, as to whether or not the ruling of the Chair is right. 
‘There can be no great delay about this. A roll-call occupying thirt 
or forty minutes is the extent of the delay that can be occasioned. 
When you deny us this poor privilege you say to us that we must abso- 
lutely accept the conclusion of the Speaker as to what our motives are. 
We simply ask the right to go before you, under the rule which you 
yourselves provide, and have this question decided without debate, or 
with only ten minutes debate, 

ĮI appeal to you, gentlemen, to give us this right whenever a decision 


| is made which we think is unparliamentary, which we think is unjust, 


which impugns, if you please, the motive of the gentleman making a 
motion. Give us the right simply to go before you and let you deter- 
mine whether the decision of the Chair in that regard is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. A single word, Mr. Speaker, by way of reply to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise]. The clause which the gentle- 
man now seeks to amend, providing that No dilatory motion shall be 
entertained by the Speaker,“ was reported by the Committee on Rules 
as a part of this code after very careful consideration. 

Gentlemen on both sides of the House understand that a motion to 
adjourn when properly made, when made with reference to the busi- 
ness of the House or to suit the convenience of the House, is a perfectly 
legitimate motion and a privileged one. So is any other of the many 
motions provided for in this proposed code; so is any one of the multitude 
of motions which are in order under general parliamentary law, which 
is in force completely exceptas it may be changed by the specific rules 
adopted. But every member on either side of the House knows that 
motions which. when made to promote legislation, are proper in them- 
selves are, when made bya minority of one or more for the purpose of 
obstructing legislation and setting the majority at defiance, very im- 
proper, and then they become dilatory. It is such improper use of 
proper motions that for the last two weeks we have been trying to get 
away from and control, and we have controlled them before the adoption 
of these rules, and propose to control them after the rules are adopted. 

Gentlemen say that the clause now under consideration places it in 
the power of the Speaker not to entertain a motion or not to entertain 
an appeal from his refusal to entertain a motion. Yes, it does, provided 
the motion be dilatory. But, then, noSpeaker would dare refuse to en- 
tertain a motion on the ground of its being dilatory until it had become 
patent to everybody that it was in fact a dilatory motion. I want to 
call attention to an example given in this House within the last two 
weeks. One dilatory motion after another was made on the other side 
of the House to prevent the consideration of an election case, and as a 
last resort gentlemen piled one motion to adjourn on topof another, un- 
til finally the Speaker said, F refuse to entertain the motion to adjourn, 
because, though proper ordinarily in itself, it is now evidently dila- 
tory.’’ Gentlemen on the other side appealed from that decision of the 
Chair. The Chair entertained the appeal, althongh-every man in the 
House conld have filed his affidavit that the appeal was dilatory. A 
majority of the House sustained the Chair and made the action of the 
Chair the action of the House. From that time on,in the consideration 
of that election case, the Speaker cousidered himself (and properly so) 
instructed by the House to refuse to entertain appeals under such cir- 
cumstances, 

Now, see what the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia would 
do. A motion to adjourn is made and voted down. Immediately the 
gentleman or some other gentleman risesin his place and moves to ad- 
journ. The Speaker says, That is a dilatory motion; a motion to ad- 
journ has just been voted upon and the House has decided that it does 
not desire toadjourn.’’ Iappeal from that decision of the Speaker, 
says the gentleman from Georgia, and he seeks to have this rule so 
amended that not only could he appeal once, but upon dilatory motions 
could appeal a thousand times and compel the House to call the yeas 
and nays in each case, thereby exhausting five hundred hours or a 
thousand or five thousand. 

We intended to make this rule just as we have made it, so that when 
motions ordinarily proper become dilatory, and that fact is patent to 
every body, and the House on one appeal, if you choose, has so decided, 
the Speaker shall not further entertain any such dilatory motion. 

If this rule be amended as proposed, you put it in the power of any 
one man, by taking appeal after appeal, to tie up the House to the end 
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of time. Gentlemen need not be afraid that this House is to be tyran- 
nized over. Nobody has the disposition to do it; and if anybody had 
the disposition to do it, it could not be done. But we give you fair 
notice that less than a majority of this House shall not permanently 
prevent the consideration of business; that we aim to say by the rules, 
and we think we have said it in this proposition. I hope this side of 
the House will stand by it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask my colleague [Mr. 
CaNNon] whether it would not be a safer parliamentary rule to allow 
each member to determine whether his action is proper or not, or 
whether we should submit our combined judgment, the judgment of all 
of us, to that of the Speaker, from which there is to be no appeal. 

Mr. CANNON. How child-like and bland” my friend is! 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is a very easy way for my colleague to an- 
swer me, but I want to remind him that the days of his performances 
hereass member, having charge of reports from the Committeeon Rules, 
arelimited; they will expire with this Congress [applause on the Demo- 
cratic side], and when we assemble here two years from this time the 
term of the gentleman now occupying the Chair will have expired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois must know that itis 
not suitable to make such allusions, The Chair hopes that he will re- 
frain from them in the interest of general good order. It seems as if 
the time had come when members should be reminded —— 

Mr. SPRINGER. It comes to this, that not only our motives and 
motions are to be ruled ont of order, but our speeches are to be ruled 
out of order. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I intended to state that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
should not now insist on a rule which when applied to him and ap- 
plied to another, now the oceupant of the Chair, might be as distaste- 
ful to him as it is now distasteful to this side of the House. And I 
submit this is a legitimate argument, and one you, sir, ought not to 
have ruled out. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois knows What issuitable. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I hope the gentleman will see the impro- 

riety of submitting every motion we can possibly make, first, to the 

jpeaker, for if you can rule out à motion to adjourn you can rule out 
a motion to amend, you can rule out a motion to commit with instruc- 
tions, you can rule out any motion whicha representative of the people 
can submit to this House, and from that ruling there is no appeal. 

Hence we have surrendered our representative capacity to the Speaker, 
and he is to supervise, revise, and suppress every motion we can make 
if he is of the opinion that motion is dilatory. 

I submit it is the most arbitrary power ever given tooneman. The 
Speaker is supposed to be the seryant of the House; this makes him the 
master of the House. It is supposed he is sitting in the chair to do 
what the House desires to have done and committed to him, butin this 
case he is clothed with authority to say of every motion which can be 
made by auy member, It is out of order, and can not be entertained. 
An absolnte veto on the responsibility, on the action, of every represent- 
ative of the people. It converts the body into a one-man power, and 
none of us can do anything unless the Speaker is pleased to recognize 
us first and recognize our motion afterwards, I protest against it as un- 
parliamentary, as contrary to the character of a representative of the 
people, and as long as I have a place in this body I shall continue to 
protest I shall not be required to submit every motion to the Speaker 
before I make it to the House. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House, and especially the attention of the gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber, toa very valuable CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
which they seem to have overlooked, which contains a correspondence 
which I think they ought to read. If they will turn to the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp which [hold in my hand, a Recorpof the Forty-ninth 
Congress, second session, page 6685, they will discover that on a certain 
day in February, 1887—lebruary the 5th—three distinguished Demo- 
crats, GEORGE D. Wise, JONN S. HENDERSON, and SAMUEL J. RAN- 
DALL, all members of the present House, addressed a letter to the 
Speaker of the House, JOHN G. CARLISLE, which begins as follows: 

DEAR Sin: At the instance of many Democratic members of the House, we 
appeal to you most earnestly to recoguize,on Monday next, some Democrat 
who will move to suspend the rules for the purpose of giving the House an op- 
portunity of considering the question of the total repeal of the internal- revenue 
taxes on tobacco, 

That request was made on the 5th day of February, 1887. There had 
been some previous correspondence in the month of January in regard 
to this recognition. This correspondence was kept up through the 
month of February, and I will read a few sentences from another let- 
ter, on the same subject, written by the same gentlemen, under date ot 
the Sth of February. This letter is also addressed to the Speaker, Mr. 
CARLISLE: 

Dran Sm: We rogret exceedingly that you could not see your way clear to 
give recognition on yesterday to some Democratto enable him to move tosus- 
od the rules for the purpose of giving the House an opportunity of consider- 

g the question of the total repeal of the internal- revenue tax on tobacco.” 
Your rcfusal to give this recognition, together with your letter of the 7th instant, 

more than 4 passing notice. If two-thirdsor more of the House are in 


favor of such repeal it wasa grave responsibility for you to oppose such a large 
majority of the representatives of the people. = 


This letter goes on to show that on bothsides of the House there was an 
urgent demand for the consideration of this bill, and they insisted that 
it was such a demand as no Speaker ought to ignore or disregard. And 
this correspondence goes on further to show that there were seven sus- 
pension days between the date of the first letter and the adjournment of 
Congress, and that, during those seven suspension days and during the 
entire month of February, neither SAMUEL J. RANDALL, nor GEORGE 
D. WISE, nor JOHN S. HENDERSON, nor any other Democrat could ob- 
tain in this House recognition when they demanded it in response to 
two-thirds majority in this House. And yet the gentlemen talk about 
3 and tyranny. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. HERBERT rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from bama is not in order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama should address the 
Chair in order to ask a question of the gentleman occupying the floor. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Ohio to 
yield for a question. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. When I get through I will. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Here was a question in which the 
people of this country were deeply interested. Three distinguished 
Democrats, professing to represent more than two-thirds of the mem- 
bers of the Forty-ninth Congress, demanded recognition for the purpose 
of considering an important measure, and Mr. CARLISLE refused to rec- 
ognize any Democrat for that purpose. And what reply did he make? 
Ina lengthy communication, which you will find in this RECORD before 
me, he said that if they would prepare a bill which would make as 
great a reduction of tariff duties as was proposed to be made in the in- 
ternal- revenue tax on tobacco and submit that to a Democratic caucus, 
then, and not until then, would he recognize any Democrat for this 
purpose. And here on the pages of this REcorp you will find these 
letters, letters from Mr. CARLISLE and joint letters from Mr. RAN- 
DALL, Mr. WISE, and Mr. HENDERSON. 

Doring all that month of February, when the eyes of the American 
people were turned toward the Forty-ninth Congress, expecting a re- 
duction of revenue, Speaker CARLISLE persisted in exercising this one- 
man power” of which we hear so much on the other side. Mr. CAR- 
LISLE, withall his glory as a Speaker, dared to stand where this Speaker 
now stands, and say to the House and to his own party and to the 
country, I will refuse to recognize any Democrat for this purpose. 


You had better study this lesson, gentlemen. Note what your own . 


Speaker did at that time. Take this record aud compare it with the 
proceedings in which you have been engaged and with your speeches on 
this subject. [Applause on the Republican side.] am finding no 
fault with Speaker CARLISLE. I only desire to say that if the charges 
you make against Speaker REED have any foundation at all, what 
sbould be said of the conduct of Speaker CARLISLE? And yet he has 
been honored by all. Great power necessarily attaches to the office of 
Speaker. It could not be otherwise. It has seldom been abused. It 
will not be in the Fiſty- first Congress. It has not been in a single in- 
stance. I only ask a faircomparison between the present Speaker and 
his predecessor. 

Mr. HERBERT. The question I desired to put to the gentleman from 
Ohio is this: Whether there is any rule or any proposition embodied in 
this code of rules which is to take away from the Speaker of this House 
the power which the gentleman now complains that Speaker CARLISLE 
exercised in the Forty-ninth Congress? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Why, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me state the proposition. These rules, as pro · 
posed now by the committee, not only leave all the power in the Speaker 
exercised in that case by Speaker CARLISLE, but they go further, and they 
invest him with many powers never thought of by the rules that then 
prevailed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. So much the worse for Speaker CARLISLE. 
if he did it indefiance of rules, that is certainly worse than for the pres- 
ent Speaker to act in accordance with rules, [Applanseon the Repub- 
lican side.] If rules did not prevent Speaker CARLISLE from refusing 
recognition improperly, how could they prevent Speaker READ? 

Mr. HERBERT. No rule ever took away from the Speaker of the 
House the right to recognize any member he saw proper to recognize 
on suspension day. All the power that was vested by the rules of the 
Forty-ninth Congress in Speaker CARLISLE it is proposed here to vest 
in the present Speaker, with many others never dreamed of at that time. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia, as coming from ex-Speaker CARLISLE, is similar to the 
one which I sent to the table this morning to be read, and I think that 
it ought to be adopted by this House. 

My friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has already made a sufi- 
cient reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, to the effect 
that Speaker CARLISLE in the Fiftieth Congress denied to me and other 
gentlemen the right of recognition for the purpose of making a motion 
to abolish the internal-revenue tax on tobacco, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The Forty-ninth Congress, second ses- 
sion, 
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Mr. WISE. Yes, in the Forty-ninth Co: I should have said. 
But, sir, by this code of rules it is to invest Speaker REED 
with the same power as was by the former occupant of the 
ehair. Why do you not help me to strip the Speaker of it? [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] If this code of rules should be adopted, 
Speaker REED will have the right to follow the example and repeat the 
action of his predecessor, and by the clause now under consideration 
his powers will be greatly enlarged. Instead of uniting with others to 
increase, why will not the honorable gentleman from Ohio help me to 
diminish them. [Applause on the Democraticside.] The reason why 
I am here to oppose this code of rules is because I have felt the injus- 
tice and wrong to my constituents of giving to any one man tco much 
power in directing and controlling legislation. I do not stand here to 
speak for the rights of the majority or the minority, but for the rights 
of freemen. [Applause on the Democratic side. 
I stand here in their name to protest against the effort to deliver the 
representatives of the people manacled into the hands of a tyrant. 
Applause on the Democratic side.] Let me cali your attention to the 
fact that Speaker REED himself has characterized the power proposed 
to be given to him by this clause as extraordinary.“ Listen to the 
language of this report: 


To-day the abuse has grown to such proportions that the parl ee 
t 


yns American assemblies has found it necessary to keep pace 
il and to enable the majority— 
Listen to this gentleman— 
to enable the majority— 
Not by itself, but— 


by the intervention of the presiding officer, to meet by extraordinary means, 
ete, 


The Speaker wrote that. [Applause on the Democratic side.] He 
thus characterized the power proposed to be conferred upon him as 
„„ and I agree with him. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

You give to the Speaker of this House the right to appoint the com- 
mittees, and he will always so constitute them as that legislation shall 
conform to his views. No member has aright to occupy the floor for any 
purpose except by his gracious permission. I might sit here for years 
and yet could not get the floor without his will. And then you add to 
that the right, if I make a simple parliamentary motion, to declare 
that it is ‘‘ dilatory.” 

If this clause should receive your sanction, then when Mr. MoK1n- 
LEY, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, shall bring 
into this House his revenue bill the Speaker will be empowered to re- 
fuse to entertain a motion to amend it on the ground that said motion 
is dilatory, whether the proposed amendment be for the abolition of 
the tax on tobacco or for any other 8 Lask you to give me the 
right to appeal from that decision, if made. If you say no, then not 
only will I be deprived of my right as a Representative, but my people 
of the right of representation on this floor. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 

ere the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the important changes 
proposed in the new code of rules, reported to the House by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, seek to do away with all dilatory motions and to au- 
thorize the Speaker to have counted and entered upon the Journal, as 
present to make a quorum to do business, the names of members pres- 
ent but refusing to vote. 

is means that the majority shall proceed with legislation unob- 
structed by any sort of filibustering tactics on the part of the minority. 
This is a radical change in the methods of parliamentary procedure; it 
is a great step forward. 

Mr. Speaker, from the day you made your first ruling in this direc- 
tion, some two weeks ago, we have witnessed here scenes unparalleled 
in the history of the House of Represeatatives. 

The charge of corruption has been hurled at the Speaker, day after 
day he has been called a tyrant and ad t, and we who are sustain- 
ing him have been denounced as a mob. hy all this? Why these hos- 
tile demonstrations? Why this tumultuous uproar and these outbursts 
of passion which have seemed at times to threaten the personal safety 
of the Speaker? What a spectacle for the eye of the intelligence and 

triotism of thiscountry! Do you mean itallfor argument? Whom 
— 95 you convinced? I beg to remind you, gentlemen, that you will 
fall far short of your expectations if intimidation is your object. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

The real issue in this great struggle is not that which seems to at- 
tract your attention at the present hour. The underlying question 
which has provoked this infuriated opposition is whether gentlemen 
shall be permitted to occupy on this floor seats to which they have not 
been elected and whether the majority shall proceed to give to the coun- 
try relief in the way of liberal pension laws looking to the care and 
comfort of the nation’s veteran soldiery, as well as other much-needed 
legislation affecting the interests of all classesof our people and look- 
ing to the further development of the country, or shall they be pre- 
vented from doing so by a hostile minority on this floor? This is the 
realissue. The new code of rules promises to remove the obstacles in 
the way of the accomplishment of the wise and patriotic purposes of 


which 
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the majority, and enable them to redeem their pledges to the e. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] aig = 

But the gentlemen on the other side say that, in establishing rules 
that dilatory motions shall not be entertained by the Speaker and that 
members present, but refusing to vote, shall he counted to makea quo- 
Tum, we are abandoning “old landmarks” and “violating the prec- 
edents of a hundred years. This seems to be the sole burden of their 
arguments. They are frenzied and horrified at the thought of seeing 
the sacred precedents of their fathers swept away forever. 

Mr. Speaker, I am as much an admirer and lover of the fathers of 
onr country as any gentleman on the other side. They performed their 
partgrandly; they were equal to every emergency that confronted them 
in their time; they were glorious men! 

But did they not break away from old precedents and make new ones? 
If they had not done so, would not we, of this generation of their pos- 
terity, have been under the dominion of Great Britain to-day? Do we 
not possess the same right to meet emergencies as they confront us and 
to break away from old precedents and make new ones as they did? 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

If we are not to be conceded this right, if we are not to be allowed 
to advance, I would suggest to my friends on the other side that the 
ought to be consistent, and with ‘* Jeffersonian simplicity ’’ do as th 
fathers did: transport themselves to and from the Capital of their coun- 
try, no matter how far in the interior they may dwell, in the old-time 
stage-coach or on horseback, instead of in Pullman palace cars. [Ap- 
Ade. on the Republican side and derisive applause on the Democratic 
side. 

If we are to stick to the old landmarks, you ought to advise your 
Democratic newspaper friends to stick to the old Washington hand- 
press of a hundred years ago, and discontinue the use of the splendid 
Webb perfecting press, into one end of which a roll of paper is fed and 
out of the other end fallsa succession of printed, pasted, cut, and folded 
newspapers ready for the mail, [Applause on the Republican side.] 

You ought to advise the people of this country and of the world to 
abandon the use of all modern machinery, to discard the graphophone, 
phonograph, telephone, and telegraph, to obstruct all further progress 
and refuse to accept the benefits of the great political, social, and moral 
reforms of this progressive age, and yield themselves henceforth and 
forever to the influence and control of the narrow and contracted notions 
of old fogyism. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

If your argument is sound, Martin Luther ought never to have begun 
the Reformation, Columbus should have staid at Genoa, and America 
a0 to have remained undiscovered. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

When, in the history of our country great emergencies have arisen, 
men have stepped to the front in every instance equal to the demands 
of the hour. In this emergency the man for the hour has stepped to 
the front, and, instead of being held as a tyrant and a despot, he will 
be held by a grateful people as a statesman anda patriot. The reform 
which he has led, the rulings which he has made, and his conduct 
during these storms of indignation and violent abuse, which would 
have made weaker men falter and hesitate, have made him one of the 
central figures of this nation and plac:d him in line of promotion. In- 
stead of being recorded in history as a corrupt and despotic revolu- 
tionist, he will be accorded the place among illustrious American states- 
men to which the leadership of one of the greatest parliamentary re- 
form movements of the world justly entitles him. (Great applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the country upon the prospective success 
of this movement. The fiat has gone forth that majorities in this 
House and in this country shall henceforth exercise the raling power 
and be responsible for legislation. This is in harmony with the spirit 
of the age. The spirit of the age is progress, and progress is the 
watchword of the Republican party, [Great applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that is be- 
fore the House at this time, as I understand it, is whether under these 
rules an appeal may lie from the Speaker’s decision or whether an ap- 
peal shall be considered a dilatory motion. A distinguished lawyer in 
Indiana once said that in a nisi privs court a lawyer had two remedies, 
either one of which he might pursue: he might damn the court and 
appeal; but in the supreme court he was left but one remedy, and that 
was to damn the court. Our friends on the other side seem determined 
to cut off our right to appeal, and they are now vigorously berating us 
because we see fit to exercise the only right left to a trial lawyer ina 
court of last resort. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR] who has just taken his 
seat says this whole movement is to be regarded as a progressive one 
and he disavows any disposition on his part to stand by the precedents 
ofthe fathers. Itis a progressive movement, and I object to it because 
it isso progressive. In many of its phases this controversy involves con- 
stitutional questions, That Constitution was not madeinaday. It 
was the product of an epoch in Which the wisest and most patriotic men 
of their generation, with a spirit of consecration never s , bent 
and blended and fused their mighty thoughts into this shapely and 
stately institution. We acknowledge our veneration for it and are always 
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proud to be denounced for our striot obedience to its mandates. We 
object to p ion from the Constitution, except by constitutional 
methods. e object to having the Constitution ¢ by a caucus 
of the Republican Representatives in one end of the Capitol alone. 

And while Iam on the floor, Mr. Speaker, I want to dissent from 
the position that has been taken by my distinguished friend from Mi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER], and which has been repeatedly submitted from 
our side of the House in this discussion. It was said by him that 
members on the other side of the House should consider how these 
rules will operate two years hence, when, as he prophesies, we will 
probably have control of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever the purpose of my party friends is, for my- 
self I desire it distinctly understood that I have no such threat to 
make, If the House in the next Congress shall be Democratic, as I 
believe it will, I want it distinctly understood that the first great pur- 
pose of that House and its first duty shall be to pass a resolution can- 
celing these unfair and arbitrary features which you are about to en- 


_ graft upon the rules of this House, and to put upon record not only its 


condemnation of these rules, but also the partisan, bold, and flagitious 
methods by which this result is about to be consummated. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I haye no desire nor any disposition to 
threaten members on the other side that the rules they are now offer- 
ing to us shall be applied to them. I rather distinctly wish it to be 
understood that, as they are without precedent or parallel, they shall 
remain without a sanction. They are unique and they are to be sui 
generis, the one and only set of the kind in the history of this country. 

Whether or not the next House shall be Democratic will be left to the 
poopie. Expressions of opinion on our part will not change the result, 

owever, I somewhat agree with the remarks of my venerable friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], for whom I have always had the great- 
est respect from my boyhood up [laughter and applause], when he 
told us here, in the course of this discussion, that the Democrats were 
always camping in their deserted camp of the day before. I admit 
with him that we are very close on them. [Laughter.] We are 
camping in their epee | B in Ohio now, we are camping on 
their ground in Iowa, and I do not doubt that if things move along as 
they have been going of late we shall camp soon wherever they have 
camped, and they will have no camping ground at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I desire 
to know whether the Chair is becoming a party to dilatory practices by 
allowing debate to proceed indefinitely on this amendment. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CRISP. I had aright to be heard every time that I was heard. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If debate is in order then I move to strike out 
the last word. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is a dilatory motion, is it not? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEON ] will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to have the decision of the Chair on 
my point. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that this rule has not been adopted yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, if I can be heard in order I wish 
to say a few words in regard to the proposed amendment, which is to 
provide that from the decision of the Chair contemplated in the tenth 
paragraph of the sixteenth rule there shallalways be a right to appeal. 
It is said that this rule is indefinite, that it is ambiguous, that we have 
no definition of what constitutes a dilatory motion, and then it is said 
by my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], as it was said the other 
day by my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], and as it has been said 
by various gentlemen, that there is no appeal under the rule. Now, 
let us look at that question fora moment. I have carefully compared 
the proposed code of rules with the rules of the Fiftieth Congress in re- 
gard to the matter of appeal, and I find that in every instance where 
a right of appeal was given by the code of the Fiftieth Congress it is 
preserved in words and in terms in this proposed code. In the very 
first rule, which was adopted by the committee without the change of 
a word, in paragraph 4, it is provided that the Speaker shall de- 
cide all questions of order, subject to an appeal by any member, on 
which appeal no member shall speak more than once unless by per- 
mission of the House.” That is precisely the same rule which we 
have had for years. 

Now, the question is, does the tenth paragraph of the sixteenth rule 
raise a point of order or is a decision that a certain motion is not to be 
entertained a decision of a point of order? It is simply equivalent to 
deciding that the motion, at the time it is made, is not in order. Itis 
that or itis nothing. Then clearly it is a decision of a point of order, 
from which decision, under Rule I, an appeal will lie. Now, Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen, I want to ask this simple question: If weare 
to attach a provision to clause 10 of Rule XVI that an appeal will lie 
there, why should we not attach a similar provision to every rule in 
this code in relation to every decision that is contemplated by the code? 


Of course an appeal will lie from every decision of a point of order, and 
this is one. 


Mr. BLAND. Do I understand the gentleman to claim that when 
XXI——82 


the Speaker holds any motion to be dilatory we shall have, under the 


rule, eo ap 2 

Mr. C HEON, I think that under Rule I all points of order are 
decided subject to the right of appeal to the House. I believe that a 
decision that a motion is a dilatory motion is a decision of a point of 
order; that is, it is a decision that the motion as made is not in order 
at the time, and therefore it comes under the provision of the rule, 

Now, as to what constitutes a dilatory motion: Every motion is dila- 
tory in one sense, but not in the sense of this rule. A motion in the 
contemplation of this rule is dilatory only when it has become mani- 
fest that the motion is not made in good faith for the purpose for which 
it is ostensibly designed, but is made in bad faith and for the purpose 
of delay. Then the Speaker is warranted in deciding the motion to be 
out of order, because it is not an orderly motion, not a motion made in 
the proper order in the transaction of business. 

I suppose if it should become apparent, after a decision by the House 
on an appeal, tha? a motion was dilatory, and the same, or a precisely 
similar, motion should again be madeand should be decided to be out 
of order, and upon that second decision an appeal precisely similar to 
the former appeal should be attempted to be taken, the Speaker might 
in that contingency say: The House has decided this question; the 
House has upon this question in toto; there is nothing more to 
be decided; this proposed appeal is not in good faith, is not in order, is 
2 simply for the purpose of delay, and the Chair will not en 
tain it. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that we can now have a vote, and 
I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

A MEMBER. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amend Rule XVI, clause 10, by adding: And the Speaker shall not in any 
case refuse to entertain an appeal from his decision.” 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker pro 
tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—yeas 114, nays 134, 

Mr. CRISP. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
114, nays 140, not voting 74; as follows: 


The question is upon agreeing to the 


YEAS—114. 

Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Magner, Sayers, 
Andrey, Davidson, Maish, Seney, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Mansur, Spinola, 
Barnes, Dunphy. Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Bland, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Elliott, McAdoo, wart, Tex, 
Boatner, Alis. McCarthy, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fithian, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, McCreary, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Gibson, McRae, Tillman, 
Brunner, Goodnight, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va. Grimes, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Buckalew, re, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Hatch, Mutchler. Turpin, 
Bunn, Hayes, Norton, Venable, 
Bynum, eard, Outhwaite Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Ga. Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Cariton, erbert, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Holman, Paynter, Whiting, 
Catchings, Hooker, Peel Wike, 
Clarke, Ala. Korr, Pa Pendleton, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Kilgore, Penington, Willeox, 
Cobb, Lane, Perry, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Lanham, Pierce, Wise, 
Cothran, Lawler, Price, Yoder, 
Cowles, Lester, Ga. Quinn, 

P, Lester, Va. Reilly, 

NAYS—149. 

ms, Caswell, Greenhalge, Lodge, 
Allen, Mich Cheadle, Grosvenor, McComas, 
Anderson, Kans, Cheatham, Grout, MeCord, 
Arnold, Clark, Wis, Hall, McCormick, 
Atkinson, well, Hansbrough, McKenna, 
Baker, Coleman, Harmer, Miles, 
Banks, Comstock, Haugen, Moffitt, 
Bartine, Conger, Henderson, III. Moore, N. II. 
Bayne, Craig, Henderson, Iowa crea 
Beckwith, Culbertson, Pa. Hermann, Morrill, 
Belden, Cutcheon, Hill, Morrow, 
Belknap, Dalzell, Hitt, Morse, 

i Darlington, Houk, Niedringhaus, 
Bingham, De Haven, Kelley, Nute, 
Bliss, De Lan Kennedy, O'Donnell, 
Boutelle, Dingley, Kerr, Iowa sborne, 
Bowden, rsey, Ketcham, Owen, Ind. 
Browne, T. M. Evans, Kinsey, Payne, 
Buchanan, N. J. Ewart, Knapp, Payson, 
Burrows, Farquhar, Lacey, Perkins, 
Burton, Finley, La Follette, Peters, 
Caldwell, lick, 3 Pickler, 
Candler, Mass. Fanston, ws, Pugsley, 
Cannon, Gear, Lehibach, es, 
x Gifford, ind, Randall, Mass, 
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Simo lor, III. Wallace, 
Reed, Iowa Smith, III. Taylor, Tenn. Wallace, N. Y. 
Rock well, Smith, W. Va. Taylor, E. B. Watson, 
Rowell, et Taylor, J. D. Wheeler, Mich. 
1 phenson, Wickham, 
Sanford, Stewart, Vi. Townsend, Colo. Williams, Ohio 
Sawyer, Stivers, To Wilson, —9 
Scrantcn, Stockbridge, Vandever, Wilson, 
Scull, Struble, Wade, Wright, 
Sherman, Sweney, Walker, Mass. Y ey. 
NOT VOTING—74. 
Alderson, Connell, Lansing, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ohio ~ k, 
ig, Covert, Mason, Shively, 
Biggs, Crain, McClammy, Skinner, 
Blanchard, Da McKinley, Smyser, 
Boothman, Dibble, Milliken, Snider, 
Brewer, Dolliver, Mils, Stahlnecker, 
Brosius, Dunnell, k: Stump, 
Brower, Enloe, OF Thompson, 
Browne, Va, Fitch, O'Neall, Ind. Turner, Kans, 
J. . Flood, "Neil. Mass. Turner, N. Y. 
Butterworth, Flower, O'Neill, Pa. Van Schaick, 
Cam Forman, ý Whitthorne, 
Oarlisle, Forney, Post, Wilber, 
Cate, x Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Chipman, Gest, Randall, Pu. Williams, III 
Clancy, Haynes, Richardson. Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, Henderson, N.C. Rife, 
Compton, Hopkins, Robertson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE, until further notice. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. Gest with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. COVERT. 7 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. SKINNER, 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. COMPTON. 

On this vote: 

Mr. DUNNELL with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Gest, for the rest of the day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. ALDERSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in oper A 

To Mr. BARWIG, for the remainder of this week, on account of si 
ness. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. CANNON. Task unanimous consent that gentlemen desiring 
to propose amendments may have them printed in the RECORD for in- 
formation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent that members may print in the RECORD proposed amendments. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object to that, not because I am opposed to the 
printing, but I want amendments considered in the order in which they 
are offered. D 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman objects, all right. I have made 
the request on behalf of a good many gentlemen on the other side of 
the House; I have no special love for the proposition myself. 

Mr. CRISP. After some conversation on the subject with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], I ask unanimous consent that the 
House now take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning, to adjourn 
at five minutes before 12, as we did yesterday, and no vote to be taken. 
I think that is what the gentleman from Illinois desires. 

Mr. CANNON. No vote to be taken until after 12 o’clock. 

Mr. CRISP. Until after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. ROGERS. Why does not the gentleman pro that the session 
of to-day be continued until 5 o’clock to-morrow oon ? 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer not to do that; but I assent to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, so far as I am concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] asks 
unanimous consent that the House now take a recess until 11 o'clock 
to-morrow morning, to adjourn at 11.55 a. m. 

Mr. CANNON. And no vote to be taken. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition? The Chair 
hearsnone. Accordingly, the House now takes a recess until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow morning. 

AFTER THE RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 11 o’clock a. m., Friday, Feb- 

ruary 14, resumed its session. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. BYNUM addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. Thegentleman from Indiana has an amendment which 
he desires to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to offer the following amendment, Mr. 


Speaker, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


CC proviso: 

8 That it shall be in order, when any general bill or proposition to in- 
crease the rates or amounts of pensions or to grant pensions to persons not 
previously entitled thereto by law is under consideration, to amend the same 
so as to provide by taxation or otherwise for the payment thereof; but no such 
amendment shall be in order unless the net revenue provided for shall be there- 
by set apart for the sole purpose of paying such increased pensions. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not desire to discuss the question now, as no vote 
can be taken. I simply desireit to be read at this time, and I will re- 
serve my time for debate when a vote can be taken. I understand that 
no vote can be taken until after 12 o'clock, 

Mr. CRISP. The only limitation in that order was that there should 
be no vote taken. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] thought 
it would not be right to take a vote before 12 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana can not reserve his 


time. 

Mr. BYNUM. I will try to obtain the floor when a vote can be taken 
on the 8 ; 
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, from my experience as 
an attorney I know it is an ungracious task to speak to a jury whose 
minds are made up. Our Republican friends in caucus have deter- 
mined to adept for this House a set of rules in which the rights of the 
minority are almost wholly disregarded, and they turn a deaf ear to all 

suggestions of amendment or change. 

Ephraim-like they are joined to their idols; they say the edict has 
gone forth and we must submit. When we show to the other side of 
the House that this code of rules, if adopted, will not only violate t he 
well established usages of this body for one hundred years, but reck- 
lessly disregard the limitations of the Constitution established by our 
fathers, in reply they rise in their places and pound away upon the 
Constitution with imponderous thought, while others sit around and 
smite their hands and fill the air with huzzas. 

Under the Constitution this House is authorized to make rules to 
govern its proceedings, and since the formation of the Government each 
succeeding Congress has exercised this privilege. : 

The Committee on Rules of the present Congress after great delay 
have presented for our consideration a code of rules which vest in the 
pens officer of this House powers not only unprecedented in the 

istory of this body, but greater, I dare say, than those exercised by 
the presiding officer of any known republican body in the world. 

In the short time allowed me I am unable to discuss the code of 
rules submitted in detail, hut I will call attention briefly to those I 
deem most vicious. Paragraph 10 of Rule XVI provides that No dil- 
atory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker.“ We have no defi- 
nition of what will be thought to be a dilatory motion. Possibly it 
may be held by the presiding officer that a dilatory motion does not 
depend alone on the nature of the motion itself, but on the circum- 
stances under which it is made. In other words, the Speaker is to be 
an autocrat, constituted so by this rule and his opinion determining 
what is or what is not a dilatory motion and whether he will or will 
not recognize a member on this floor. 

Sir, the adoption of this rule will not only result in fixing it witltin 
the power of the Speaker to control and shape legislation, but it must 
likewise result in minimizing the influence and usefulness of members 
on the floor. The viciousness of the rule does not end even here, for it 
seems that the gag is to then be applied, as no appeal from the Speak- 
er’s action is admissible. 

Sir, I denounce such a rule as un-American, unparliamentary, with- 
out precedent, and despotic, and its adoption must incur the indigna- 
tion all fair-minded men everywhere. , What party organization but 
the Republican party could have conceived such ascheme of oppression ? 

Mr. Speaker, I beg to invite attention to another proposition, another 
amendment, equally arbitrary and equally vicious, an amendment to 
Rule XV, which provides“ that on demand of a member, or by the 
suggestion of the Speaker, the Clerk can count members not voting and 
have their names recorded so as to constitute a quorum.” Why, sir, 
since the organization of this body as a Congress of Representatives 
there has never been such a rule as this ventured. 

It is true, as has been stated, that such a suggestion was made in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, but it was denounced at the time by such parlia- 
mentariaus as Blaine, Conger, HAWLEY, Garfield, and even the present 
Speaker, who placed upon it his seal of condemnation in these forcible 
words: 

The constitutional idea of a quorum is not the presence of a majority of all 
the members of the House, but a majority of the members present and partici- 
pating in the business of the House. 

Sir, it would seem that a rule that was unparliamentary, unconsti- 
tutional, and hurtful when the present occupant of the Chair entered 
his protest can not be otherwise than unconstitutional and hurtful to- 
day. Sir, we have heard the term of conversion used here. It appears 
that a wave of conversion as sudden as it is unanimous and miraculous 
has overtaken the majority of this body. Men who for years have been 
prominent in obstructive tactics, who have oceupied their seats day 
after day and night after night for the sole purpose of hampering the 
legislative action of this body now lift their voices and ery, We have 
been converted;’’ ay verily. 
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I know of no comparable case, either in sacred or profane history. 
Saul of Tarsus, while on his journey to Damascus, was converted, but 
his change of heart was sincere and mankind was benefited. I wish I 
could believe that the wholesale conversion on the other side of this 
Chamber was so genuine as that which threw Paul tothe earth. That 
it is not I feel well assured. It is the conviction of the hour, and when 
the political situation demands, its ganzy hollowness will stand re- 
vealed, 

Now, sir, I believe that the constitutional method of arriving at a 
quorum is by a call of the yeas and nays of this House, and that any 
other method is unconstitutional anda clear abridgment of rights, and 
I fear will be resorted to to further the passage of schemes isan in 
their nature and antagonistic to the interests of the people of this coun- 


“Tiy time is limited, Mr. Speaker, and I leave it to others to discuss 
the proposition to constitute one hundred members of this body as a 
uorum. In my opinion it violatesa plain principle of the Constitu- 
ion, but I am unable in the brief space allotted me to elaborate my 
views. 

Mr. Speaker, my ponderous friend from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN], ina 
speech of yesterday, presented to this side of the Chamber A REED 
unshaken by the wind.’? Now, sir, I recognize and I appreciate 
humor always, wherever I hear it, and more especially when it comes 
from a man of avoirdupois; but that is an old proverb that reminds us 
that they laugh best who laugh last. This case is made upand the 
people must pass upon it, and I do not doubt that the verdict will be 
‘*Mene, mene, tekel; upharsin.“ 

Again, sir, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], in discuss- 
ing these rules, has taken occasion to arraign the Democratic party for 
all the ills that have befallen the Government for forty years past. In 
reply, I desire to say that his speech must be regarded as a mastodonic 
joke or he is as ignorant of the true principles of the Democratic party 
and of its history as was Nicodemus of the new birth. The Demo- 
cratic party has a record that can not be lightly impeached. It organ- 
ized the Government, laid its mud-sills, and builded upon the founda- 
tion the structure of this Republic, conducting it safely and securely 
from its period of swaddlings. 

Mr. REILLY. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The SPEAKER, One amendment is now pending. 

Mr. REILLY. Then, will it be in order to offer an amendment to 
a different paragraph? 

The SPEAKER. This is not in order. 

Mr. REILLY. What section are we on? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, the Chair understands, is to section 16, 
at REILLY. Myamendment is to Rule XVI, paragraph Sof that 

e 8 

The SPEAKER. There can be only one amendment pending, ex- 
cept that there may be an amendment to that amendment. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, Ido not know whether my amendment touches 
the same feature of the rule as the amendnient of the gentleman from 
Indiana. s 

The SPEAKER.. Until the amendment of the gentleman from In- 


diana is disposed o 


Mr. REILLY. I understand that can not be disposed of during this 
hour. If nobody desires to discuss it, then I suppose that another 
amendment would be in order. 

The SPEAKER. Another amendment would not be in order. The 
difficulty arises from the fact that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana has not been di of. The gentleman from Indiana 
having presented his amendment and it being before the House, the 
Chair supposes that in strictness even debate can not be had. 

Mr. REILLY. Isuppose we could debateanotheramendment. The 
amendment having been offered, I supposed there would be five min- 
utes allowed in support of the amendment and five against it, and that 
being exhausted and nobody desiring to occupy the time of the House 
we could go regularly on and offer farther amendments, and they could 
be debated until the hour had expired, and then we could get a vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman must understand that there can 
not be two amendments pending at the same time. 

Mr. REILLY. Ido. 

The SPEAKER, One amendmentisalready pending. Perhaps the 
gentleman from Indiana will relieve the situation by withdrawing the 
amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman can offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. Les; the gentleman from Pennsylvania can offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. REILLY. I do not know whether it would come in there; but 
if I can offer it in that form I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause 8, Rule XVI, amend by striking out the following word: “ Dilatory.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is an amendment 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr. REILLY. Now, if Lean have the attention of the gentleman—— _ 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not think that is an amendment 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana; but. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, then 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can go on if there be no ob- 


jection. 
Mr. REILLY. I would like to inquire of the Speaker when will it 


be in order to present the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The only order of business presumable under the 

ent of the House is debate. 

Mr. REILLY. Then I desire to debate the amendment, 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman has the floor for debate. 

Mr. REILLY. I do not desire to discuss the question on the amend- 
ment, but I want to address myself particularly to the gentleman from 
Illinois who has charge of the report of the Committee on Rules when- 
ever it will be in order; therefore I will withdraw the amendment for 
the present and offer the following amendment, which I desire to dis- 
cuss, and shall ask to have a vote upon it when that will be in order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that there is to be debate. 
‘The Honse has agreed to it, and the gentleman desires to make remarks 
to the House. He is in order. 

Mr. REILLY. Very well. 

Mr. Speaker, although we have been plainly given to understand that 
a long and unbroken line of precedents, adhered to and observed by all 
parties composing the political complexion of the membership of this 
House, are to be no longer observed, yet it may not be amiss to take a 
retrospective view of these precedents for the time being. It has been 
held by all of the writers of parliamentary law, and has been universally 
accepted as the established doctrine, that rules of procedure in a parlia- 
mentary body like this were absolutely necessary, and that its course of 
proceeding ought not to be left either to the caprice of the Speaker or the 
captiousness of the members themselves, 

The framers of the Constitution, when they adopted that grand in- 
strument, recognized that sentiment, and as a result incorporated in it 
a provision that each House should have the authority to regulate and 
adopt its own rules of procedure, and ever since the adoption of that 
Constitution, which has given life and growth and prosperity to our 
country and happiness to its people, every session of Congress that has 
assembled under it, every House of Representatives, has observed that 
constitutional provision, 

Now, sir, I desire, briefly, because it has not been heretofore alluded 
to, to call the attention of the House and of the country to the history 
of this body in that respect. The first Congress that assembled under 
the Constitution met in the city of New York on the 4th day of March, 
1789. They organized on the Ist day of April, and immediately after 
they had effected their organization, but before they attempted to enter 
upon the transaction of any public business, the first action of that body 
then was to adopt a resolution appointing a committee to prepare and 
report to the House of Kepresentatives a code of rules for its guidance. 
That committee was appointed, and upon the Tuesday following, that 
is, the 7th day of April, 1789, less than a week, reported to the House 
a set of rules which was upon thesame day adopted, and which for the 
balance of that Congress regulated the course of procedure in the Honse; 
thereby clearly indicating that our predecessors, our parents, in this 
body and of this body, recognized that doctrine and applied it to their 
own proceedings. - 

Now, Mr. Speaker, mark the precedents which have been established 
since that time in an unbroken line. The Second Congress assembled 
on Monday, the 24th day of October, 1791, and on Wednesday, the 26th 
day of October of that year, just two days later, the following resolu- 
tion was presented and adopted: 

That the rules and order of proceeding established by the late House of Rep- 
resentatives shall bo deemed and taken to be the rules and order of proceeding 


ros observed by the Houst until a revision or alteration of the same takes 
place. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr, Speaker, if I can be recognized, I will yield my 
time to my colleague from Pennsylvania. : 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will be recognized and yield the time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania now on the floor. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REILLY. IL thank my colleague for his courtesy. In the Third 
Congress, Mr. Speaker, when that Congress assembled, on the 2d day 
of December, 1793, on the very same day a similar resolution to the 
one i have just referred to was adopted, that the rules of the former 
Congress should be adopted by that House and be the rules of proced- 
ure governing that body until changed or altered. 

The Fourth Congress met on the 7th day of December, 1795, and 
adopted a similar resolution, providing that the rules of the last House 
be established as the rules to govern the proceedings of that House until 
altered or amended. And so on down a careful examination of the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of every session, from the First Congress to the 
first session of the Fifty-first Congress, every one that has assembled 
and every House of Representatives, shows that the very first action 
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which was taken after organization, after the election of the Speaker 
and other officers, was to adopt a code of procedure for the House. 

But this, the first Congress that has assembled in the second cent- 
ury of our constitutional existence as a nation, is marked by a charac- 

istic and a wide contrast in this respect. When we met on the 2d 
day of December last, instead of following an unbroken line of prece- 
dents so long pursued in this body, my distinguished colleague [ Mr. 
BAYNE] offered a very innocent-looking resolution, couched in differ- 
ent terms from that offered in every preceding Congress. It was that 
the rules of the Fiftieth Congress should be referred to the Committee 
on Rules of this body when appointed. In that innocent-looking little 
resolution were hidden and covered up the seeds of the unseemly contest 
that has been thereby precipitated upon us since. There was a pur- 

in it, and it was frankly disclosed by the gentleman from Iowa 
Mr, HENDERSON] in his rampant speech on yesterday. What was 
that purpose? 2 

When this House assembled the roll of membership showed that of the 
330 members there were 169 occupying seats on that side of the Chamber 
and 161 on this; or, in other words, only three more on that side than 
were required to make a quorum, a very narrow margin, upon that side 
of the House. Members of Co Mr. Speaker, like other people, are 
subject to the vicissitudes of life. Death will invade our ranks. Sick- 
ness will attack us; men here are also subjected to the cares and obliga- 
tions of business life, and it is almost a matter of physical impossibility 
to have at all times a full attendance of membership. This is a mis- 
fortune which that side as well as this must bear. We witnessed that 
condition of affairs at the organization of this House, when there was 
only a bare quorum of the other side present to effect the organization. 
rent Mr. Speaker, only on one other occasion, to which I have already 
referred, has the roll-call disclosed a full quorum of the membership of 
that side of the House. The purpose was evident in view of the large 
number of contested-election cases pending, in which the contestant 
was on that side and the sitting member on thisside of the House, and 
to expedite the disposal of these cases a course of procedure was resorted 
to that was better calculated to facilitate business,” to use an expres- 
sion of which we have heard so much lately in the course of this debate. 
Hence the policy of uo rules, and the inauguration in this House of 
that new dispensation, *‘ general parliamentary law.“ 

But the protest went up from this side of the House and to the coun- 
try against that extraordinary and unjustiflable rule. Wedemanded, 
in view of that long and unbroken line of precedents, that a code of 
rules should be presented and adopted to regulate the transaction of 
business; and out of their own mouths do members on that side of the 
House stand convicted, for, notwithstanding the unprecedented ruling 
of the Speaker in counting a quorum outside of the record, yet when 
you came to vote on the contested-election case you refused to rely 
upon the extraordinary rulings of the Speaker, and delayed the vote 
and ed it so that the roll was nof called until you had every 
member who was able (even some, at least one, at the risk of their lives) 
in his seat until the roll-call was completed, and disclosed of itself a 
quorum voting on that question. Why the necessity for so doing if 

‘ou were sincere and confident in the correctness and soundness of the 
Speakers extraordinary rulings? 

More than that, you thereupon immediately abandoned that policy, 
and, fearing to voyage further on that unexplored and stormy sea of 
general parliamentary law, you surrendered, and now propose toshield 
yourselves under a new code of rules. We have reason to congratulate 
ourselves on this side in having at least accomplished so much, for, ob- 
jectionable as some of the rules are, they are infinitely better than gen- 
eral parliamentary law as we have seen it administered here. 

Now, sir, in addition to this, we have a most extraordinary departure 
in the very rule to the clause of which I have offered the amendment 
I have now presented, asking to strike out a certain part of it. I re- 

rd it as a very dangerous proposition, and propose at this time to con- 
fine my remarks to this feature of the proposed rules, although there 
are many other most objectionable features in them, 

Let me, then, Mr. Speaker, briefly address myself to the proposition 
involved in this rule, which, in violation of and opposition to all pre- 
vious rulings, proposes to confer upon the Speaker of this House the 
power, of his own motion, to count a quorum by adding names to the 
Journal. The Constitution requires the House tokeep a Journal of its 
proceedings, and upon the demand of one-fifth of the members that the 
yeas and nays shall be recorded thereon upon the passage of any meas- 
ure before the House. It has, up to this time, been uniformly held by 
every presiding officer of every political party who has occupied that 
chair that when the roll- call so ordered discloses the absence ofa quorum 
there is no appeal from that record. It is the ascertainment of the 
fact in an official manner, in the manner provided and required by the 
Constitution, and the reason for this is apparent. 

Now, sir, under the proposed rule the effect will be to have the Jour- 
nal show a contradiction, the roll-call disclosing the absence of a quo- 
rum and the mere, naked, unsupported declaration of the Speaker that 
certain members were present and. did not vote, without any check 
or limit to his power, naming members without any means of correcting 
a mistake, not done in an official capacity nor as expressive of any action 
taken by the House in regard thereto, but purely and simply of his own 


motion and at his own caprice and will naming such members as he 
pleases and as proposed by the rule, just sufficient to constitute a quo- 
rum, This certainly in a body like this or any other public body is 
an extraordinary power to place in the hands of one man. It is anti- 
American, it is contrary to the theory and principle of our free institu- 
tions. The theory of our friends seems to be in presenting this code of 
rules that the majority have all rights. This I concede in so far as they 
exercise and assert their rights and powers according to the laws of the 
land, for the American people are a law-abiding people. It is the glory 
of our race and country that we bowin humble submission to the laws 
of the land as the one sovereign to whom our people yield allegiance. 

Now, although I apprehend it will prove of no avail, yet it may be 
wholesome to calmly review the record in this particular. The qnes- 
tion, so far as I have been able to discover, was first raised in the first 
session of the Twenty-ninth Congress, Speaker Davis, of Illinois, in the 
chair. In the Journal of the first session, on page 356, it will be found 
that upon ruling upon this very question he held that it appearing 
from the record there was not a quorum present no motion was in order 
except a call of the House or to adjourn.” 

‘The same ruling was held in the second session of the Twenty-ninth 
Congress and also in the second session of the Thirtieth Con The 
question was again decided in the second session of the Forty-second 
Congress, where the Speaker in that instance used the following lan- 
guage, when it appeared upon a roll-call that a quorum was not pres- 
ent. In passing upon the question then raised as to the right of the 
House to proceed, he held— 

That the House thereby becomes constitutionally disqualified to do further 
business, except that which the Constitution authorizes the House to do when 
a quorum is not present, i. e., to adjourn or order a call of the House. 

And as has been already referred to by a number of gentlemen who 
have preceeded me, I cite the rulings of that universally admitted emi- 
nent authority on parliamentary Jaw, Speaker Blaine, when this ques- 
tion was raised in the Forty-third Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair never heard of that being done. THe begs to re- 
mind the House, whereas that might and doubtless would be true that there is 
n quorum in the Hall, the very principle enunciated by the gentleman from 
5 has been the foun on probably for the greatest legislative frauds 


ever committed. 
* * 


* . „ a 

Where a quorum, in the judgment of the Chair, has been declared to be pres- 
ent in the House against the result of a roll-call, these procecdings in the dif- 
ferent legislatures have brought scandal on their name. 

And again in the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress the 
Speaker held— 

When the roll-call discloses the absence of a quorum the Chair can not go out- 
side of the record in deciding as to the presence of aquorum, 

And also in the course of the debate on this proposition in the Forty- 
sixth Congress we had the opinion of such prominent Republicans and 
statesmen as HAWLEY, Conger, and Garfield, afterwards elected to the 
Presidency by the Republican party, and whose ability, statesmanship, 
and patriotism all admit and admire, He says: 

Before anything can pass we can have the yeasand nays taken and the names 
of those voting recorded. Aside from the insuperable objections that I have 
raised to this proposition as a thing that ought not to be tried because of its 
vagueness, its uncertainty, and the dangers that members of the House may be 
imposed upon by an unscrupulous Speaker that may come hereafter—I say that, 
aside from all that and beyond that, I ask members to consider one fact. 


This has been a House of Representatives since 1789. This has been the thea- 
ter of all sorts of political storms and tem s. We have lived through the 
times of great wars, of a t civil war, when there were exeitements hardly 
paralleled in the history of parliamentary annals; yet during all these years no 
man before, so far as ] know, no party before, has ever thought it necessary to 
introduce a rule that gives the power of declaring the presence of members by 
the single voice of one person, a power that will enable him to bring from his 
sickbed a dying man and put him down in the ball so that the Speaker shall 
count him and make his presence, against his will and perhaps in his deliriam, 
count in order to make a quorum, so that some partisan measure may be car- 
ried out over the body of that dying man. Sir, the moment you get over the 
line, the moment big cross the boundary of names, the moment you leap over 
the iron fence of the roll, that moment you are out in the vague, and all sorts of 
disorders may come in. 


And soin the Forty-eighth Congress it was held by the presiding offi- 
cer that— 

When a vote is taken by yeas and nays, and shows no quorum has voted, it is 
the duty of the Chair, under the Constitution, to take notice of the fact. 

And to this list of authorities I earnestly commend to you, Mr. Speaker, 
your own recent utterances upon this floor on this precise question, 
when, in discussing this exact proposition, you expressed the following 
words: 

Mr. Chairman, if it was my purpose to reply to the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat Mr. Phister] itseems to me that it would bea suitable and proper 
reply to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is not the presence 
of a majority of all members of the House, but a majority of the members pres- 
ent and participating in the business of the House. = 

What inspiration, Mr. Speaker, has overcome the spirit of your dreams? 
Are you wiser and greater than your illustrious predecessors in that ex- 
alted office or than you were yourself when as a Representative on this 
floor, sworn to obey and support the same Constitution, you entertained 
and expressed a different view ? 7 

So that, Mr. Speaker, we are here confronted with a question that is 
not new or novel, but one that has been adjudicated by your predeces- 
sors, all of them your peers and many of them who have added luster 


to the exalted position you now occupy. 
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But now this universally accepted rule is to be swept aside by one 
fell blow, and anew departure is to be made. I fear, Mr. Speaker, that 
its only excuse, and therein lies its greatest danger, is to be found in the 
fact that it has the character of party expediency and necessity. In the 
language of Speaker Blaine, a majority can always transact business, 
and if you have a majority of the members elected in this Chamber you 
can at all times control the legislation of this body. 

But, as has been done under your rulings, and what is proposed to 
be done by this rule, if adopted, is to authorize you, sir, as a presiding 
officer of this House, of your own motion, to transact business, enact 
laws, and carry through any measure with less than a majority. In 
support of your ruling, sir, you have stated that the clause of the Con- 
stitution which authorizes less than a quorun to compel the attendance 
of absent members would be nugatory unless members when brought 
in could be compelled to vote. That is simply begging the question. 
I submit that it is an entirely untenable position. The Constitution 
authorizes less than a quorum to compe! the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, and when any proceeding is taken in obedience to that provision 
of the Constitution the Journal of this House will show those proceed- 
ings, what members were present and what members absent, and when 
an absent member is brought in the record will show that fact as de- 
veloped in the course of the proceedings. 

And I submit, too, if a member is present and refuses to vote he is 
in contemplation of law absent as much as if he were a thousand miles 
away from the Capitol, and if a member fails to properly and faithfully 
discharge his duty the Constitution gives to the Houseample remedy to 
meet the issue when it authorizes the House to expel any member bya 
two-thirds vote for improper conduct or other cause, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with the question whether we 
shall tear down the landmarks which for a hundred years have guided 
our country on the high road to prosperity and happiness and enter 
upon a new sea, hitherto unexplored and unknown, without rudder or 
compass, and outside of the Constitution, far away from all the guide- 
posts of precedent, and that will lead us no man can tell where. Al- 
though I apprehend it will be useless lor we are given to understand 
this code of rules is to be adopted—yet I feel constrained by a sense of 
duty to utter this appeal to the members upon the other side of the 
House to calmly and gravely consider what they are doing before they 
go thus far. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Speaker, as our friends on the other side have 
occupied most of the time allotted to this discussion during the hour 
andas there seems to be no one on this side desirous of taking the floorat 
this time, I may be pardoned if I call attention to some matters under 
consideration here. ‘There seem to have been developed, in the course 
of this discussion on the other side of the Chamber, two grounds of anx- 
iety in regard to the adoption of these newrules. The first is that the 
course proposed is a violation of the precedents of one hundred years. 
I wish to call the attention of the gentlemen to the fact that there has 
been no step forward in the progress of humanity in the last hundred 
years or in the last five hundred years that has not been a violation 
of precedents or in advance of precedents. When the barons wrang 
the great charter from King John it was a violation of precedent; it 
was a step forward in the interests of the le. 

When our fathers signed the Bill of Rights it was a violation of prec- 
edent. When this country adopted the Constitution of the United 
States under which we live it wasa violation of precedent and another 
blow at the prerogatives of kings. When the great President, Abraham 
Lincoln, emancipated the slaves it was a violation of precedent and 
hurt the feelings of the Constitution-destroyers on the other side. 
Every step of progress, even that which has been taken in the several 
eee the States towards the emancipation of women in rela- 
tion to the laws governing property, has been a violation of precedent. 
So I think I risk nothing in saying that every step forward in the in- 
terest of humanity has been astep taken in violation of precedent, 

But, Mr. Speaker, precedents exist, precedents have existed, for the 
course that it is proposed toadopthere. I wish to call the attention of the 
House for a moment to the fact that for the last seven years, under the 
decision of a gentleman who will be oneof the principal competitors in 
the next Democratic national convention for the honor of a nomination 
for the Presidency of the United States—and withoutthat decision be- 
ing putin the rules—the Legislature of the State of New York has acted 
precisely as it is proposed this Congress shall hereafter act in regard to 
the counting of members present and not voting,“ to make a quorum. 
And yet, sir, in that great State of New York, one-tenth of this Union 
in population, Democrats and Republicans still exist; the heavens are 
still above it and the soil yet remains in its place, and the people have 
not suffered any great detriment by reason of that decision of a Demo- 
cratic governor, which has been acquiesced in by all the Legislatnres ot 
the State from the time it was made down to the present day, although 
it violated the precedents of a hundred years. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] ; 

Our friends are disposed to take upon themselves the credit of being 
the saviors of the Constitution. Well, I can remember that there was 
a day when to be a Constitution saver” was applied to this side of the 
House, and applied as an epithet of opprobrium, and I am glad to see 
that there is a change of heart upon the other side, and that our friends 


over there are disposed to put themselves in a different attitude and to 
pose as saviors of the Constitution. But I apprehend, Mr. Speaker and 
gentlemen, that the Constitution is in no great danger. If it is, the 
people can trust the Republican party again, as they have done hereto- 
fore, to see that it remains the supreme law.“ Whenever it shall be 
in danger, whenever again, as years ago, you attempt to tear down the 
flag and trample on the Constitution, you will hear again, as you heard 
then, from all over this land the voices of her patriot sons, as the sound 
of many waters,“ exclaiming, ‘* We are coming, Father Abraham, three 
hundred thousand more!” [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, there is one more point that troubles our friends in re- 
gard to these rules, and it is this: They all want to be counted and to go 
on the record as participes criminis in the act of refusing to vote. Indi- 
viduals on the other side complain because they are put on the record 
as being present and refusing to vote, fearing that they will be thereby 
held up to public scorn, but they say that if they can all be putin that 
position in the record then they will be perfectly satisfied. [Laughter.] 

I think that is a fair statement of their position on this particular 
point. One gentleman thinks it is casting a reflection upon him to be 
put on the record as refusing to vote, but if you make the rule so that 
you must put the whole Democratic side upon the record as refusing to 
vote, then they will be perfectly satisfied with the rule! Well, sir, the 
people will be perfectly satisfied to have the gentlemen all put in the 
record as being what they have been all along, obstructionists. That 
has been their position from the commencement of this session until the 
present time. But when the vote shall have been taken and these pro- 
posed rules adopted, their power to obstruct without reason the business 
of this House will have away. ` 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, the advocates of the proposed code of 
new rules claim thatthe country demands a revision of the old codein 
the interest of facilitating legislation. But from whom does this de- 
mand come? Does it come from the people? The ery which comes 
from the people is not so much for modes of new and easy legislation 
as it is a cry against past unjust legislation. 

The cry of the people isa cry for relief from the exactions of high 
tariffs, from unjust and oppressive taxation; their ery is a cry against 
the demonetization of silver and the consequent contraction of the cur- 
rency; their ery is a cry for more money with which to exchange their 
surplus produce for the articles of necessity which they need for them- 
selves and families; their cry is for more and extended markets, where 
their products can be sold at fair and remunerative prices, and where 
they can buy what they want to purchase without paying onerous du- 
ties to build up monopolies at home. No, sir; the cry for these new 
methods comes from those who wantto break down the barriers which 
have stood between themselves and the plander of the public Treasury 
in the past. This cry is the cry of the monopolist, the jobber, and the 
schemer; it is the ery of the advocate of subsidies, of funding bills, 
and the thousand other large and small schemes which seek to deplete 
the Treasury of the people; it is the cry which comes from an aristoc- 
racy of wealth already too strongly intrenched, which ever cries out 
for more, more, seeks to establish itself as a permanent class and per- 
petuate itself in power, in the control of the Government, and deplete 
the public Treasury as it is filled from time to time through heavy tax- 
ation laid onan oppressed people. 

We were told on yesterday by the distinguished gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CUTCHEON] that the school of Jeffersonian politics, under 
which this Government has grown to greatness and power and our peo- 
ple have attained to their present happiness, was being relegated to the 
rear, and that the school of Hamilton was in future to take charge of 
our political affairs. He told ns, too, that under this new system new 
methods of procedure adapted to our new legislative system were to 
be introduced. These are the methods of procedure set forth in the 
proposed code of rules for the government of this House, fittingly adapted 
to the Hamiltonian system of government which we are told is in the 
future to control the welfare of the country, Nothing points out more 
clearly the radical change in the nature of our Government sought to 
be made. 

I yield to no man in my admiration for the splendid intellect and 
exalted patriotism of Alexander Hamilton; but, asan American citizen, 
thoroughly devoted to free institutions and to republican government, 
I have no language too strong to express my hostility to his politiccal 
principles. In the advocacy of those principles Hamilton stood solitary 
and alone in the Federal convention which adopted our Constitution. 

In a speech which has come down to us, reported with unusual ac- 
curacy—for Mr. Madison informs us that it was subject to Hamilton’s 
revision—he set forth his political views and submitted his plan of gov- 
ernment, In that speech he despaired of establishing a republican gov- 
ernment, His Chief Executive and Senate, chosen by electors in dis- 
tricts in different States, were to serve for-life, and each State was to 
be governed by a governor appointed by the General Government, who 
was to exercise a veto power on all laws about to be passed by the State 
Legislatures, The government he would have established would have 
been imperial in its character. His government would haye been a 
strong central government, with the States reduced to the condition 
of satrapies, governed by the proconsuls of the empire. 
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Weare told ae of his 3 in the convention that he was 
praised by ev but su none. 

Mr. Bancroft. in his History of the Constitution, tells us that “ Hamil- 
ton, ing a home in the United States only after his mind was near 
maturity, did not cherish towards the States the feelings of those who 
were born and bred on the soil and received into their affections the 
thought and experience of the preceding generations. His speech called 
forth upon many sides the liveliest defense of the rights of the States.“ 

His plan was without a single advocate save himself. It was abso- 
lutely and unqualifiedly rejected, 

Notwithstanding he subsequently signed the Constitation and ac- 
cepted office under the Government, he never abandoned those political 
ideas. He never believed in the capacity of the people for self-govern- 
ment. He always distrusted them. When Secretary of the Treasury 
under Washington he sought to initiate a policy which I believe is 
forshadowed in this new code of rules, in tearing down the barriers 
which now obstruct the aristocratic money class of this country in their 
efforts to obtain absolute control of the Government, 

His latest biographer, now a distinguished member of this House and 
chairman of one of its committees, tells us that Hamilton’s scheme 
wes to create a strong and permanent class all over the country, bound 
to the Government as a Government by the strongest of all ties: im- 
mediate and personal pecuniary interests. In this way, Mr. Speaker, 
the Government was to be placed in the control of an aristocracy of 
wealth. This is the school of polities which the gentleman from Michi- 
gan tells us now has the control of the Government, and it is for this 
new system, rejected by the fathers, but adopted by latter-day states- 
men, that new methods of procedure in legislation must be devised. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one thing in which the gentleman is right. 
The methods of procedure in any legislative body must be adapted to 
the nature and character of the government under which that legisla- 
ture exists. My own experience and observation here have taught me 
this truth. When I had served here two or three months I was im- 
pressed, as every new member must be, with the great contrast which 
existed between the rules operating in our State Legislature and those 
in this House. Isaid at the time toa friend of mine, who had long been 
a member of this House: “I am-impressed with the fact that the rules 
of this House are intended to delay legislation, while those of our State 
Legislature are framed evidently for the purpose of facilitating legisla- 
tion. Ile replied: What impresses you equally impressed me when 
I first came here, and I made the same observation when I came here 
to a gentleman who was then a member of long standing and experi- 
ence. His answer to me was that these rules had come down from the 
early history of the House, and were evidently formulated by the orig- 
inal framers, the men of the geveration immediately following the Revo- 
lution, under the belief that under our Government the great danger 
wae too much legislation, and therefore that it should be hindered, so 
that there should be the fullest opportunity for deliberation before final 
action. 

Thatconversation, Mr. Speaker, impressed meat thetime, and I have 
given toit much thought since. When I reflected on the difference 
between the power of the State and General Government and the char- 
acter of those powers, I saw there were strong reasons why legisla- 
tion should be facilitated in the State Legislature and retarded in the 
general Legislature of the Union. To the State governments was com- 
mitted the exercise of all powers not expressly prohibited, but those 
concerned chiefly their domestic affairs and did not affect those who 
lived beyond their comparatively narrow limits, The interests of the 
State were more homogeneous and the representative was more directly 
under the eye of the people, thinking and feeling alike and having 
their general interests all in common, There was less danger, there- 


- fore, of conflict of interest or sentiment, and the will of such a people 


should not be delayed, but should readily be enacted into law. 

But when we come to consider that the powers of the General Gov- 
ernment, although limited to those granted and to those necessary and 
proper for carrying the granted powers into effect, were vast and ex- 
tensive, affecting the people of the whole Union in their relations with 
foreign states, in their relation with each other, over a vast extent of 
boundless territory, with diverse and conflicting interests, with feel- 
ings, sympathies, education, ideas, religion, and politics ever varying 
and frequently in conflict, it becomes apparent that legislation under 
such circumstances should be restricted and delayed as much as possi- 
ble until these vast and conflicting interests could be consulted and, if 
possible, reconciled, to the end that justice might be done and the in- 
terests of all protected. 

When we consider the vast powers of this Government in declaring 
war and making peace, in borrowing money, in coining money, in regu- 
lating commerce, in the imposition of taxes and imposts, and how in 
the exercise of these powers in the past vast expenditures of money 
have been made, immense debts of fabulous sums created, large bodies 
of wealth transferred from the pockets of the people to those of the 
privileged few, we may well pause on the brink before we wipe away 
all the restrictions of the past and enter on a new and untried system 
ol legislative procedure under the Hamiltonian school of politics, which 
would bind the Government, as a government, under the control of a 


strong and permanent class by the strongest of all ties: immediate and 
personal pecuniary interests. 


Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary to review this code for the purpose of 
showing how the rights of the people are struek down by denying to 
their Representatives all individual power and influence on this floor. 
The purpose, the general purpose, of the proposed revision is not de- 
nied; itis, in fact, openly confessed. It is to transfer the entire legisla- 
tive power of this House to the control of the Speaker and the majority 
of each committee, and those committees appointed by the Speaker. 
This is done under the specious cry that the majority is responsible and 
the majority must govern. Mr. Speaker, this is not a Government of 
mere majorities. It is a Government of a Constitution, with checks 
and balances, the main purpose of which is the restraint of the majority, 

Mr. Speaker, the essence of all constitutional government is the re- 
straining power exercised by the weaker element of society over the 
stronger. This is the very breath and sonl of all constitutional govern- 
ment. It was the veto of the Roman Tribune over the action of the 
senate or the consul, which protected the rights and liberties of the 
Roman people and gave to Rome constitutional government. It is the 
spirit of that veto, running throngh the limitations and restraints of our 
Constitution, which protects a minority against the fncontrolled will 
of the majority. Strike this negative power from the constitution of 
any government claiming to be constitutional—I care not whether it 
be a monarchy or a republic—and the spirit of constitutional liberty 
is extinguished and despotism rises on its ruins. 

There are three features in the proposed code which are prominently 
conspicuous, They are those which declare that no dilatory motion 
shall be entertained by the Speaker, that a quorum of the Committee 
of the Whole House shall consist of 100 members, and that other pro- 
vision sanctifying the recent ruling of thë Speaker in counting as a 
part of a quorum, for the first time in the history of this House since 
the organization of the Government, on a call of yeas and nays, those 
who may be visibly present to his eye, although not participating by 
their votes in the call of yeas and nays. 

T do not propose to make at this hour an argument pointing out in 
detail the special objections to the proposed rules and their working 
in practice. This hasalready been sufficiently done by those who have 
pene me. I must now content myself with a few general observa- 

ons, 

What are dilatory motions is not defined. No attempt is made to 
define them. The only attempt to define them is when we are told by 
the distinguished gentleman from IIIinois [Mr. CAN NON] in charge of 
the report that they are such as are evident to everybody that they 
are dilatory. But what is evident to everybody ought to be capable 
of definition. Without definition they are vagneand uncertain, the 
definition existing only in the mind of the Speaker, and the Speaker 
is Jelt the sole arbiter of the conscience of every individual member on 
this floor. 

From the foundation of the Government it has been held that the 
quorum in a Committee of the Whole House, where all questions of 
revenue and taxation are considered, should be the same as the quorum 
of the House. That quorum is a majority of the House. It is now 
proposed to make 100 a quorum of a Committee of the Whole House. 
As an argument in favor of the change, the Committee on Rules, in 
recommending it, urges that in the House of Commons 40 constitute a 
quorum. My colleague [Mr. BLOUNT] in his admirable review of this 
subject has shown that the same number constitutes a quorum in the 
committee of the whole house, and in the house itself. Under our 
Constitution a majority of the House is necessary to constitute a quo- 
rum to transact business, and when the House acts in Committee of 
the Whole it is but the House transacting business in committee; and 
therefore what constitutes a quorum in the one must constitute a quo- 
rum in the other. The number under the English constitution is small, 
because England is a country of narrow and restricted territory. It is 
an easy matter to summon and assemble a sufficient number of rep- 
resentatives, within such narrow limits, who can reflect all ‘the inter- 
ests of the kingdom. 

To a free people it must be a matter of eminent satisfaction to know 
that every law, but especially laws which concern the revenue and which 
affect them on the subject of taxation, the highest power which sover- 
eignty can exercise, has received the sanction and the approval of the 
judgment of at least a majority of those who represent all the inter- 
ests which are affected. In a realm like England 40 might well con- 
stitute such aquorum. In a republic of boundless extent like our own 
our fathers acted wisely when they said a majority of the whole House 
should be necessary to constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi- 
ness; and to fix less than a majority as a quorum for the Committee 
of the Whole House is to abolish an institution derived by our fathers 
from their British ancestors, and employed by them during a long pe- 
riod of their history as an instrument for the protection of the people 
from unjust and burdensome taxation. 

What shall I say about that other provision in the new code which 
enables the Speaker to count as present, on a call made under a con- 
stitutional demand for the yeas and nays, those who are visibly present, 
but who do not participate in the transaction of business? The lan- 
guage of the Constitution is that n majority of each House shall con- 
stitute a quorum to do business. No man—neither Mr. Garfield nor 
Mr. Blaine, with all their wisdom and experience and command of lan- 
guage—has expressed the meaning of this clause so strongly and tersely 
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“a Speaker REED did when uninfluenced by the temptations of power 
e said: 

The constitutional idea of a quorum, it seems to me, is not the presence of a 
. of the members of the House, but a majority of the members present 
an 


cipating in the business of the House, It is not the risible presence of 
m ra, but their judgment and their votes, thatthe Constitution calls for. 


No precedents from legislative assemblies, no precedents from boards 
of aldermen or municipal bodies, no interviews from Speakers, ignor- 
ing this strong and vigorous statement of a great constitutional prin- 
ciple, will ever wipe out the truth of the declaration that what the 
Constitution requires in determining a majority on a constitutional de- 
mand for a yea-and-nay vote is not mere visible presence, but the exer- 
cise of judgment and votes. This truth has stood unchallenged in the 
history of a hundred years, and, however obscured now by party zeal or 
passion, it will stand in all coming time as the true interpretation of 
the Constitution. It will perish only when that Constitution perishes, 

Mr. Speaker, it is impossible for me now to dwell at greater length 
on the features of the proposed change. To my mind they are radical 
in character and utterly subversive of the principles of the Constitu- 
tion. I know that party caucus has decreed the passage of the new 
code, I look upon this action, not merely with grave apprehension, 
but with feelings of deep solemnity. Rules in themselves may appear 

to the unthinking to be of slight moment. But these rules mean the 
employment of new instruments by which in my judgment legislation 
may be enacted full of danger to the rights of the people and full of 
assurance to the privileged few who, under Hamiltonian ideas, seek 
the possession and control of the Government. 

This change is but another one of tho many steps which have been 
made in later years towards relegating Jeffersonian principles to the 
rear and establishing a strong central Hamiltonian government, and 
unless checked when that is done government by the people and for 
the people will perish from the face of the earth. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr, Speaker, it has been well said very recently on 
this floor that one of the principal points of objection to what is called 
by our friends on the other side the new departure’? is, first, the want 
of precedent; and it has also been well said by the same gentleman that 
all progress has been made in violation of precedent, 

Mr. Speaker, had our Revolutionary fathers been as great sticklers 
for precedent as our ‘revolutionary friends on the other side seem 
to be there would have been no United States. Had Thomas Jefferson 
been as great a stickler for precedent as our friend, Mr. CARLISLE, on 
the other side, scems to be, the Declaration of Independence would not 
have been written, the battle of Bunker Hill never would have been 
fought, and, instead of reading on the map of the world The United 
States of America,“ we would read The American Colonies of Great 
Britain.” Had Columbus been a respecter of precedent, instead of pre- 
pag, as we are now, to celebrate the four hundredth anniversary of 

is discovery of the continent at Chicago, III., in 1892, the aborigines 
would stilloceupy the rich hunting ground where nowis this magnificent 
city of Washington, Had John Brown been a respecter of precedent, 
his soul, instead of marching on, asit is to-day, might be stationary, or, 
worse yet, keeping step with the Democratic party by marching back- 
ward. Had Abraham Lincoln been a stickler for precedent his im- 
mortal proclamation of emancipation had never been written, Had 
Sherman been a stickler for precedent his march to the sea” had 
never been made, and that soul-inspiring song Marching Through 
Georgia! (that our Democratic friends love so well to sing) had never 
been written and never been sung. 

Mr. Speaker, precedent is an instrument of untold evil. It is not 
necessary for members on this side to discuss now the question whether 
this *‘departure’’ is right or not in order to convince our constituents, 
for they have known for years that it is right, and they have wondered 
for years why this House did not know it. The constituents whom I 
have the honor humbly to represent here have discussed this matter 
fully in their debating societies, in their literary associations, and they 
have decided it; they have passed it by long ago. With them it has 
ceased to bea question for the’simple reason that to them there seemed 
to be but one side to it. And when the Republican members of the 
House of Representatives, at-5 o'clock p. m. to-day, adopt this role, 
in spite of the opposition of every Democratic member of the House, as 
they will do, they will have simply enacted common sense into law— 
just what a Republican Congress was expected todo. And when we 
examine that last ditch that so many of the minority were going to die 
in rather than submit, we will find there is not a co! init. True 
there will be a few less votes on that side of the House, but they are 
not ditched; they are transferred to the majority. 

Mr, Speaker, the only doubt that I ever had in regard to the policy 
and propriety of the proceeding now in issne was when the Speaker of 
the House referred toa Democratic precedent to show that it was right. 
Tihen began to have some doubt. But Iwas soon relieved of the doubt 
by the suggestion coming from the other side that David B. Hill is not 
entirely orthodox in his democracy; that relieved me very much. 

Now, sir. I know that the Speaker of this House is a very modest man; 
but, if he will permit me, I will suggest that if in the course of human 
events it comes to pass that the Republican party of this great coun- 
try should put the name of Thomas B. Reed at the head of their ticket 


for President in 1892, and if it should come to pass also that the Demo- 
cratic party in their wisdom should put at the head of their ticket the 
name of David B, Hill as their Presidential candidate, I apprehend and 
I predict here that our Democratic friends who have been so strenu- 
ously and so violently opposing this measure will canvass the United 
States all over, claiming that David B. Hill is the man entitled to the 
credit for this great advance that has done so much, and by that time 
will have done so much, for liberty, and so much good for American 
legislation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. KELLEY. Les, sir. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether it is not a fact that the present Speaker bases his decision upon 
the authority of Mr. Hill, and whether therefore we would not be justi- 
fied in claiming the credit for Mr. Hill. [Laughter] a 

Mr, KELLEY. Certainiy; and it would be the best argument you 
could have, that Mr. Hill was entitled to the credit for this decision. 
{Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, the turbulent scenes witnessed in this Hall within the 
last two weeks are not without their lessons, and those lessons will not 
be lost to the country. They call up many reflections and associations. 
It has been my fortune onee in life to sit an hour before that great painting 
by Munkacsy, *‘Christ Before Pilate,“ and to contemplate the attitude, 
the expression, and the intense feeling of hatred and menace of each 
individual of that mob that cried ‘“Crucify Him!” And when reflect 
that, while Pilate found no mult in Him, he yet surrendered Him to the 
mob, I can but think that had Tom Resp occupied Pilate's seat that 
mob, like this one that demanded the crucifixion of the majority 
rule,“ would have retired disappointed. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I imagined I had seen that same Democratic 
mob, or a similar one, in the Territory of Kansas more than a third of 
a century ago; it then had shotguns and long knives and rifles; it 
came from Mississippi and South Carolina and Georgia; they came as 
mne Yazoo Democrats,” and “ Byrum Bulldozers,’’ the “Terry Terri- 
bles,” and other armed Democratic companies visited Jackson, Miss., a 
few days ago, to “see there is a fair election.“ They took ion 
of the polls in a precinct where but twenty-two bona fide settlers lived, 
and they mostly Free-State men; the result of the count at that poll 
showed over sixteen hundred majority for the pro-slavery party. Elec- 
tions were similarly held at other places in the Territory, and where 
the Free-State men attempted to vote they were murdered, just as they 
would have been in Jackson, Miss., six weeks ago, had they attempted it. 

These Democrats elected a majority of the members of the Legisla- 
ture there by these methods, justas many Democratic members of Con- 

gross that now hold seats here have been elected and just as they 

ave been elected for the last fourteen years in Mississippi, South Car- 
olina, and other States. The Democratic party won in Kansas, thirty- 
five years ago, by murder, violence, and fraud; it does the same in the 
above-named States to-day. These scenes remind us that the Demo- 
cratic party, as of old, is the enemy of liberty everywhere; they remind 
us that more than 20,000 Republicans have fallen victims to Demo- 
cratic violence, hatred, and murder since the war closed in 1865, mur- 
dered because they loved liberty and the flag of their country, mur- 
dered because they were Republicans and worked for Republican 
success. 

These scenes remind us of the cowardly murder of Judge Chisholm 
and his son and daughter at De Kalb, Miss., in 1877, by the Demo- 
eratic mob, because he was a prominent Republican; we are reminded 
of the long train of political murders of Republicans by Democrats in 
Mississippi that intervened between the murder of Judge Chisholm in 
1877 up to the assassination of the gallant Print Matthews at Hazle- 
hurst, Miss., in 1883, assassinated by Wheeler, who was detailed by 
the Democratic central committee of Copiah Connty, Mississippi, to do 
the murder, in the presence of many other Democrats; we see him re- 
warded in a few days by the Democratic council of Hazlehurst by being 
appointed city marshal; we see the Democratic mass-meeting that was 
held in that city the next day for the purpose of indorsing the mur- 
der, and congratulating themselves that the leader of the opposition to 
the Democratie party was out of the way; we see that meeting pre- 
sided over by one J. L. Meade. Time 

Soon a Democratic President was elected by means of murder and 
fraud, and wesee this same J. L. Meade come before that President with 
the indorsement of the Democratic party of the State of Mississippi for 
appointment as postmaster at Hazlehurst, He is about to receive his 
reward, Mr. Cleveland makes the appoiniment, sends it to the Sen- 
ate, but then a patriotic protest so lond goes up that the President is 
compelled to withdraw it. But this does not stop the murder of Re- 
publicans by Democrats. The party is not only organized, but is armed 
in Mississippi, and a carnival of murder goes on, until in 1889 the Re- 
publican party of Mississippi, composed of ex-soldiers, Union and Con- 
federate, white and black, were compelled to abandon their ticket and 
the field in order to save the lives of its members, and so expressed in 
the address issued by the Republican State central committee of that 
State when the ticket was withdrawn. 

Mr. Speaker, we see this wave of political murder roll across the Mis- 
sissippi River into Arkansas; we see hundreds of humble but loyal 
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and true Republican victims fall a sacrifice to Democratic hate; day 
after day, night after night, they fall in the humble cabin, in presence 
of wife and children, on the highway, in the field, in the lonesome 
wood, in the jails where they have been placed by the officers of the 
law on some false pretext, that they might be taken at a greater dis- 
advantage by the cowardly Democratic assassins. And yet Republicans 
in that State persist in exercising their political rights. The leaders 
must be killed, is the Democratic edict, and on the night before the 
election in 1888 Judge M. W. Benjamin, a prominent citizen of the 
State of Arkansas, a member of the Republican State central com- 
mittee, living in the capital city of the State, had been an officer in a 
Kansas regiment during the late war, a comrade in my own regiment, 
wounded in battle, a citizen of Arkansas eversince the war, brave but 
inoffensive—he, I say, was assaulted by a Democratic mob, in Morrilton 
in Conway County, Arkansas, in the presence of two hundred men, 
kicked, cuffed, and shot, from the effects of which he died in a few 
days, avowedly and openly because he was a Republican, working for 
the success of the Republican party; this in the presence of more than 
two hundred men, every one of whom saw the assassins and knows 
who they were, and yet no one has ever been arrested for it. 

The next day after this assault the election for President and mem- 
bers of Congress was held. John M. Clayton, another Republican of 
Arkansas, believing he was elected to Congress in his district, but de- 
frauded of his certificate, entered a contest against the Democratic sit- 
ting member. While quietly and peacefully engaged in taking testi- 
mony in support of that claim, on the evening of January 29, 1889, 
while sitting in his room at his boarding-house, he was shot dead, the 
shot coming through the window. In view of the assassination of 
Chisholm and of Matthews by a detail of the Democratic party; in view 
of the assassination of Benjamin within 5 or 6 miles of this same spot, 
and no arrests by the Democratic officers, can any reasonable man 
doubt that the Democratic party pulled the trigger that made the five 
motherless children of John M. Clayton orphans? Is not the Demo- 
cratic party criminally responsible for all these murders of Republicans? 

Americus Nealy, another member of the Republican State central 
committee of Arkansas, an intelligent, progressive, colored Republican 
of learning and standing, was assassinated by a Democratic mob, led 
by the Democratic officers of the county in which he lived; shot to 

ieces by a hundred bullets; accused of no crime but that of being a 

‘epublican and active in organizing his party. He died a victim to 
Democratic hatred of liberty, just as did the thousands of victims that 
fell before and since, and as others will that are on the lisis to follow; 
and in this connection, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of this House 
and the country to the fact that while last week the Democratie mob 
on this floor was menacing the Speaker of this House with threatening 
manner and vile epithets, among which were ‘tyrant,’’ ‘‘usurper,’’ 
“ezar,” corruptionist, and accusing the Republican majority of this 
House of attempting to adopt these rules for the purpose of unseating 
Democrats and seating Republicans, the other end of this mob is in 
Arkansas; there they have their guns with them; they propose, as 
they did in Kansas a third of a century ago, to see fair play, and to see 
to it that none but Republicans are murdered. 

You will see by the reading of this article that there is perfect har- 
mony in this party all along the line; they agree with the Democrats 
here that Speaker REED is not only atyrant, but a traitor, and thatthe 
Republican party is treasonable and rebellious. 


I read as follows: 
[Marion (Ark.) Reform] 


READY TO HANG FEATHERSTONE —A MEMBER OF AN ARKANSAS RIFLE TRAM EX- 
PRESSES HIS SENTIMENTS. 
ELMO, February 5. 

To-day has been a day to be long remembered among the young men of Crit- 
tenden County, for on this day we, the Crawfordsville Rifles, met and drilled 
under our caplain, W.F. Werner, and to say that we were satisfied is to express 
our feelings in very tame terms, indeed. The company is composed of old vet- 
erans of the Confederate, Federal, and Polish armies, ny of them carry 
scars of conflict with the enemy, and are prepared to meet and defeat them 
again on any field, whether in a political or tactical conflict. To see the move- 
ment of our company you would say at once that Bill Rasburry, W.F. Werner, 
C. E. Rasburry, Lon Butler, Jim Huxtable, and N. M. Gibson had seen service 
before in the field, and we were in no way ashamed of the part they acted. 

The drill master, Capt. Jack Cocks, is a man of checkered career—first a 
veteran of the Jost cause, next a victim of the Diaz failure, and thena volunteer 
of some South American revolution that we do not remember, but which failed. 
But all are again ready to offer up, as our Savior did, all of this life for their 
country. Perhaps not many days henee they may be called upon to save the 
Union of our country. The Republicans are again in power, and from their 
treasonable actsand from the rebellious rulings of President REED in the House 
of Congress, it seems to us of to-day that he is more treasonable than Jeff. Davis 
or John B. Floyd ever dared to be, even at their worst. Let them unseat CATE, 
our Congressmman-clect. We are Head to save the Union and hang Feather- 
stone, if necessary. We will meet to drill again next Tuesday week, February 
18, at Captain Werners house, and every member is positively ordered to be 
at roll- call on that day. 

BUFFALO BILL. 


After noting the similarity of epithets and aims, I wish to call the 
attention of the House to what I consider the significant feature of the 
roceedings here and there. The Mr. Cark mentioned in that article 
is the Democratic sitting member from that district in this House. 
Mr. Featherstone is the Republican contestant from that district. If 
he is seated here he is to die by the act of that Democratic mob in 
Arkansas. Does anybody doubt that the party at this end of the line 
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would acquiesee and become the willing beneficiaries of that murder, 
as it already has in the murder of John II. Clayton? 

The Committee on Elections of this House have investigated the case 
and I understand are ready to report to the House that Featherstone 
was elected and is entitled to his seat. If these rules are adopted he 
can be seated without filibustering delay. He is a Republican, has 
been a Confederate soldier, was born and raised and has all his life lived 
in the South, but if the Democratic programme is carried ont he is to 
die. Ten thousand dead already; who is the next to die?“ might be 
written of these heroic, self-sacrificing Republicans of the South, and 
only half the truth expressed. Every dead man a Republican, every 
assassin a Democrat, is also truth. Political murder seems to be a pas- 
time, and a “‘nigger-hunt,’’ as a sport, is as exhilarating as the old-time 
‘fox hunt.” The massacre of St. Bartholomew was no more cruel 
and seems to be repeating itself. The Duke of Guise” is the Demo- 
cratic party. The Republicans are the Huguenots. Thereshall be but 
one religion in France, said Charles IX. There shall be but one polit- 
ical party in Mississippi, says the Democratic party. 

Mr. Speaker, during the excitement in this Hall last week an em- 
inent Mississippi Republican who was then in the Hall remarked to me 
while that mob stood on its hind legs and spat its epithets at you that 
the only thing that was lacking to make it a typical Democratic elec- 
tion mob of Mississippi was the absence of shotguns and Winchesters 
and a volley fired into the negroes in the gallery. Imagine yourself 
in front of that mob in Mississippi without the Republican backing 
you had here and you have the situation as it now is in at least six 
States, in all of some of them and in parts of others. You would have 
gone as Judge Chisholm went and long ere this would have been an 
angel. 

Mr. Speaker, we are about to wipe out one absurdity, an absurdity 
that has crept on apace and fastened itself onto the usages of this Gov- 
ernment until it came near strangling it. There is another absurdity 
that our Government is indulging in that is far more dangerous, more 
humiliating, more disgracetul, more fatal. It is the idea and theory 
upon which we are acting, that this Government has no power to pro- 
tect its citizens unless they are in some foreign country; that the citi- 
zen that must protect the Government is not entitled to protection in 
return, but must look to the State for protection, when in fact the State 
may be the persecutor, and perhaps, as is now the case in some States, 
for the very reason that the citizen was loyal to the General Govern- 
ment. This idea isa monstrosity, and no government can long exist 
that entertains it. A government that will not protect its citizens 
every where is not worth fighting for. More thana quarter of acentury 
ago the United States prosecuted a great war for the idea of national 
supremacy, and the result at Appomattox meant national supremacy— 
nothing more, nothing less, 

The national cemeteries that contain the sacred dust of the hundreds 
of thousands of Union soldiers that went down in death for that cause 
area mockery unless national supremacy is maintained and the citizens 
of this country protected everywhere under the flag. With the adop- 
tion of these rules, Mr. Speaker, I believe we will be able to pass some 
law, in spite of the opposition of the Democratic party, that will pro- 
tect ihe citizens of this great country from the Democratic assassins in 
the South. This Congress being Republican, if the party does not do it 
now, it is not fit to live, and ought to die and give place to some party 
that will have backbone enough to do it. 

Mr. Speaker, if there shall be a judgment day for nations; if nations, 
like individuals, must pay the penalty for violating the laws of moral- 
ity; if ingratitude in a nation isa crime; if tosacrifice friends to placate 
enemies, if abandonment auc betrayal of friends that sacrificed all for 
the flag, is a crime, to be followed by a penalty, then I tremble to think 
of the future of this Government. For no such instance of ingratitude 
and abandonment of friends by a nation that owed them protection 
can be produced in the history of nations in ancient or modern times. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the benefit to result from onr policy, 
and that is the important question, for we are here to do something. 
Ihold that without this“ departure,“ withoutthissensible policy which 
we on this side of the House have adopted against the violent opposi- 
tion of the other side, we would be able to accomplish very little. I 
was sent here by a constituency who told me in the platform upon 
which I stood, “ You are expected todo all you can in order to secure for 
the soldiers who saved this country a simple service pension.“ Among 
other things they told me, You are expected to do all in your power 
to secure the passage of a law—and we do not want you to come back 
unless you can come to us with such a law—which will protect our 
friends from the violence of our enemies in the South.’’ Mr. Speaker, 
with this ‘‘new departure ™ I think we shall be able to accomplish some- 
thing in that direction. I hope we shall be able to enact a law which 
will secure what we so justly desire in that regard. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I have no particular desire to say 
anything to the House in regard to the questions now at issue. In- 
deed, I feel, from the full and complete discussion they have already 
received on both sides, it would be almost impossible for one as new as 
Iam to legislative halls to contribute any additional information in 
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reſerence to such matters. But, sir, I do desire to say distinetly and 
emphatically that while I have completely disagreed with the course of 
our Speaker during the past ten days with respect to his rulings; while 
I have radically disagreed with him; while I believe that he was wrong, 
that he was going back upon the parliamentary traditions of the past; 
that he could not find any precedent—except some bad Democratic prec- 
edents—to justify him in the course he has pursued; that while I have 
been utterly opposed to his rulings, yet I must say I have, if any one 
on this side has, expressed my dissent courteously and in a gentlemanly 
manner. [Applause on the Republican side of the House.] 

I was surprised, therefore, Mr, Speaker, to see in the Pittsburgh Com- 
mercial-Gazette of yesterday, a paper which circulates very largely in 
my district—where I thank God I have at least three or four hundred 
Republican friends who will vote to return me to this House at the next 
election if I am now turned out—I was surprised, I say, to tind in that 
paper the following: 

The Democrats will lose a valuable member when he leaves the body. 

That is your humble servant. [Laughter and applause. ] 


No man could or did yell more wickedly orinvent vller epithets to use against 
Speaker Reep than he did in the recent fight. 

{ Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am utterly unaware of having invented a sin- 
gle epithet of any kind or character and I am utterly unaware of 
having spoken discourteously in the slightest degree of the gentleman 
who occupies that chair at present, although I do most thoroughly and 
radically oppose his construction of parliamentary law. [Applause on 
the Republican side. He has the same right to his opinions that oth- 
ers have to theirs, and if he be wrong that is a matter for himself and 
his own conscience. If I make mistakes I am responsible for them. 
Iam no inventor or user of vile epithets, and certainly have not be- 
come familiar with them. I have uniformly behaved courteously to 
the Speaker, and howeyer much I may dislike his rulings I do not 
propose to forget the fact that he is my Speaker just as much as he 
is the Speaker of any one in the House. At the same time, no one at 
the proper time and in the proper manner will be so ready to give him 
asquare, honest, and straightforward opposition in the path along which 
he is so rapidly and mistakenly traveling. To act in this way requires 
no discourteous epithets, calls for no action unworthy of a gentleman; 
and while I have been here no one on either side of the House can 
truthfully say that I have acted in the slightest degree othérwise. 
Whether my seat be unjustly taken from me or no, I propose to so act 
to the end of the battle. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say just here it is the unanimous opinion 
of gentlemen on this side of the House that apologies aro now in order 
from gentlemen on the other side. [Renewed laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am not making any apology; Iam merely re- 
futing the statement that I had uttered epithets here which I did not 
utter. Iam not offering any apologies, but denying statements which 
were falsely uttered and given to the press by some one occupying that 
reporters’ gallery. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope the gentleman will see this explanation on 
his part goes to those three or four hundred Republicans to whom he 
has referred as having voted for him last fall. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. For he himselfhathsaidit.” [Laughterand 
applause. ] 

Mr. PENDLETON. Amen to that. I will see toit. These voters 
by their ballots have also ‘‘said it,” and in a larger number by their 
ballots will say it again. These gentlemen will know, as the Ho se 
knows, that they did not vote for any person who was not a gentleman. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] I believe in fair, honest, and 
manly discussion and- have always favored such a course. I can hon- 
estly disagree with a gentleman from honest motives. and I accord the 
same privilege to those who do not agree me, and I have ever found that 
abuse fails to make converts, While in this House we are all claiming 
to be actuated by high and worthy views, we are all insisting that patri- 
otic desires and love of country are our guides, and every one arrogates 
to himself the right to be his own judge. Believing for myself that my 
motives are good and that others ask for themselves the same construc- 
tion, I shallal ways be the last man to impute unworthy ends or motives 
to others and shall always believe that Republicans and Democrats 
have the same rights. [Applause on both sides. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I had not expected, as a new mem- 
ber, to engage in this debate, but it has occurred to me during this 
discussion if the eulogies on the Constitution from the other side of the 
Chamber have the force they ought to have in regard to the people and 
the people's rights, means of relief from the thralldom which they con- 
fess this House has been subject to during recent Congresses on account 
of the system of parliamentary rules which has prevailed would have 
been provided. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] said on 
yesterday he was in favor of some reform in this direction, but he has 
suggested none. As I understand it, there is no minority report; no 
remedy has been suggested; yet it has been confessed by both sides of 
this Chamber that for years it has been the practice to allow one man 
to stop the business of the country, as was done at the last session, when 
one man stopped the business of this House for four consecutive days. 


Now, do gentlemen on the Democratic side of this Chamber expect 
this condition of affairs is to continue eternally? [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] Are we to have no redress? Shall the people of this 
country stand by and see the business of the people languish? Shall 
the business of the country be imperiled, or shall the questions at issue 
be solved and the interests of the people taken care of? 

If we are wrong, what do you suggest? If this is radical, if this is 
tyrannical, what do you suggest in its place? Why do you not propose 
something? Why do you not help us out of this difficulty? [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

As was very well suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. J. D. 
TAYLOR] yesterday, who read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, it 
seems that in the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress Mr. CAR- 
LISLE, as Speaker, could not be persuaded by the combined efforts of 
leading Democrats to carry out the wishes of the majority in this Cham- 
ber to allow a question to be submitted to the House. Are we to have 
no redress? Or will you finally actede to the position taken on this 
side? Myopinion in brief is this: That the last denunciation of S 
REED will be when this debate closes this afternoon, after which we will 
hear no more denunciations in this House, either from this or from that 
side. [Applause on the Republican side.] For when it is considered 
that the Republican side of this House has had the courage to grapple 
with this great question and has had the courage to select a man for 
the Speakership of this House who has the nerve and the ability todo 
what he believes to be right, he will be sustained by 60,000,000 of the 
people when this party wrangle dies away. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, this proposed code of rules now under 
consideration is a most remarkable one, It stands without precedent, 
and I hope it will stand without imitation in the future of parliament- 
ary history. It proposes to make the Speaker the absolute autocrat of 
legislation in the House. He has appointed the committees to suit his 
own purposes, and if his will does not absolutely control their action on 
all the leading public questions that fact remains to be demonstrated. 
Under these rules the individual influence of the member on the floor 
of the Houseas a factor in legislation is virtually destroyed. The order 
of legislation and the measures to be considered will be controlled by 
the committees. The right of recognition to address the House or to 
make a motion rests with the Speaker. 

Under the former rules the Speaker could make and unmake men 
by favoritism and discrimination, Under this proposed code, with the 
individual members overshadowed as they will be by the committees, 
it will be in the power of the Speaker to put the light of his enemies 
under a bushel and to place his friends on the hilltops of a question- 
able fame, He can stifle debate, suppress the expression of opinions 
not in accord with his own, refuse to entertain any motion that would 
obstruct or delay the execution of his plans, retuse to submit his de- 
cisions to the judgment of the House, make his own quorum, as he has 
made it forsome days, in violation of the Constitution, and with the aid 
of less than a constitutional quorum he may deprive members of the 
seats to which they have been elected, deny to constituencies their 
right to be represented by men of their own choice and substitute for 
their chosen Representatives men who are enemies to every interest of 
the constituencies whose rightsare to be usurped, pass or defeat measures 
at his own sovereign will, and present to the country the spectacle of 
one man virtually exercising the legislative functions which, under the 
Constitution, belong to the Representatives of the people on this floor. 
The man does not live under the sun to whom such power should be 
intrusted; and the Speaker of this House certainly ought not to be 
made an exception. 

Those who do not understand the grave question involved in the con- 
test between the two parties in the House have looked on in astonish- 
ment at the disorder which has characterized the proceedings during 
this struggle. The better-informed view with well founded indignation 
and alarm the violent and turbulent spirit of the majority. It is the 
Spirit of rule or ruin. The aim and object of the majority is aggran- 
dizement and power. The bribe which they offer to their adherents is 
thesurplus in the Treasury. General parliamentary law” is the leg- 
islative jimmy which is to open the doors of the Treasury and let the 
money of the people flow into the cesspools of corruption. The looters 
and jobbers hang about this Capitol like swarms of vultures, scenting 
corruption in the very atmosphere of this Congress. 

Weare told by the majority that this Draconian code, written in the 
blood of honest legislative methods, is necessary to prevent filibuster- 
ing and to enable the majority to proceed with public business. The 
plea of necessity is correct, but the character of that necessity is mis- 
stated to deceive the ignorant. Itis a necessity, of a different kind. 
It is a political necessity. The Republican party finds itself with such 
a parrow majority in the House that it is unable to carry out the 
schemes of infamy to which it is committed, without resorting to rev- 
olutionary methods to increase that majority. The people did not fully 
place their trust in this party and rendered it powerless for evil, and 
it has been compelled to resort to brute force to seize the power which 
the people denied it at the ballot-box. It sees power slipping from its 
grasp in Ohio, Indiana, Iowa, and all over this Union, and something 
must be done to stay its failing fortunesorallislost. Federal election 
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laws must be passed, race disturbances must be fomented, reconstruc- 
tions and robbery must be reinangurated to save the falling fortunes of 
this desperate political organization, and the Treasury must be. looted 
to stop the mouths of men in the North while the perpetration of these 
villainies is to be attempted in the South. ; 

In this desperate emergency this reckless y convenes its Repre- 
sentatives in caucus and whips its hesitating and doubtful members 
into line in support of this policy, and it comes into the House with 
its lines solidified, and tlie leader’s banner bears the legend: 

He who hesitates is lost and he who doubts is damned, 

The first step in the programme was the report of the Committee on 
Elections in the case of Smith against Jackson. Knowing that the mer- 
its of the contested-election cases had nothing to do with the decisions 
to be reached, knowing that the Republican party had formed and ex- 

an opinion in advance of the trial, and knowing that the opinion 
was adverse to the Democrats, this side of the House, in the exercise 
of its constitutional prerogative, followed the Republican precedents for 
the last fifteen years and refused to vote to make a quorum to help 
the consummation of this outrage. It was then, Mr. Speaker, that the 
crisis came and the real emergency arose. 

The Speaker met that ci yd by giving a construction to the Con- 
stitution contrary to the unbroken line of precedents for a century, estab- 
lished by the framers of the Constitution and followed without ques- 
tion by the Democratic, Republican, Whig, and Federalist Speakers who 
have filled that chair for one hundred years. 

For the first time in our history as a free people, living under a writ- 
ten Constitution and in a free representative government, the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives has debauched the constitutional record 
of the proceedings of this House and impeached its verity by directing 
the Clerk to make an unwarranted and an unauthorized entry on the 
Journal, showing the names of certain members alleged by the Speaker 
to be nt and not voting.“ 

The Constitution requires a majority of the members elect to the 
House to be present and participating in order to constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of business. The presence of that quorum, when 
questioned, must be ascertained by the affirmative action of the mem- 
bers themselves. It can notbe legally ascertained by any action of the 


Speaker. 

The intention of the framers of the Constitution was to place the 
verity of the Journals of Congress beyond question by making it the 
record of the affirmative official acts of the members, and not a record 
of their non-action; a record of official acts performed, and not a rec- 
ord of what they failed or refused to do, as reported by the occupant 
of the Speaker's chair. The wisdom of the law and the fallibility 
of man were well illustrated the very first effort the Speaker made 
to see and count a quorum which the roll-call did not show. With 
the aid of the pages and clerks, whose acquaintance with the faces of 
the members could better be relied on than the Speaker’s and whose 

esight could better be trusted at long range, the Speaker made up his 

of members present and not voting,” and he included the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. OnTHWAITE], who was not present when the vote 
was taken, and the Speaker announced afterward that the entry of his 
name was an ene t on the part of the Chair. 

A few days later the wisdom of the law and the liability of the pre- 
siding officer to err were still more forcibly exemplified in the case of 
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE], who was noted by the occu- 

t of the Speaker’s chair as present and not voting when in fact 
was at the time miles away from the Capitol building. 

Aside from the impeachmentof the verity of the Journal, Mr. Speaker, 
I deny your power to usurp my rights and privil as a Representa- 
tive and to make s record for me on the Journals of this House. That 
is my prerogative and not your business. You might with equal right 
and propriety direct the Clerk to enter on the Journal your observations 
on the conduct, dress, physical condition, and personal appearance ot 
the members of this House. The Journal is a publie record of the 
official legislative actions of the members of the House, and not the 
Speaker’s private diary. If it were your private diary then you could 
enter what yon please in it, but being a public record you can neither 
add to nor take from it. 

+ If, as you maintain, sir, the mere presence of a majority of the mem- 
bers in the Hall, without that fact being made to appear by a call of 
the roll, when the fact that a quorum is present to do business under the 
Constitution is questioned, is all that is necessary, then the presence of 
an insane or a helplessly drunken member would meet all the require- 
ments of the Constitution as well as the presence of the Speaker him- 
self. If the co-operation of the will and the intelligence of the member 
is not contemplated by the Constitution, a wooden image labeled the 
member from Wayback” would answer all the purposes for the count- 
ing of a quorum that a Webster or a Clay would. 

this view of the case, which is the logic of the Republican position, 
is correct, then a dead member would be as good as a live one to help 
the Speaker to make a constitutional quorum, and iftheemergency was 
great h the presiding officer of the House might piece out a con- 
stitutional quorum with a corpse. 

As before indicated, the Speaker has arrogated to himself powers de- 
nied to him by the Constitution, and clause 3 of Rule XIV is intended 


to cover this usurpation with the mantle of legislative sanction. But 
for political necessity there never would have been any such decision 
nor any such rule as the one proposed. N 

This is nothing more nor less than an efort to give the Constitution 
a new interpretation which would sweep away all barriers to the will 
of the majority and make the Speaker a more complete autocrat under 
the rules of the House than he was under ‘‘ general parliamentary 
law; and everybody knows that general parliamentary law as re- 
cently administered simply means the will of the presiding officer. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] was not fortunate in his 
reference to the authorities on which the Speaker relied in “counting 
aquorum.” It recalls again the desperate and disastrous expedient 
to which the Chair was driven to find authorities to sustain such a 
monstrous decision, 

The fact will not be forgotten that the Speaker had no confidence in 
his own ruling, and that the majority had no confidence in it, as man- 
ifested by their refusal to unseat Mr. Jackson until they had a quorum 
of their own members present, some at the risk of their lives, and an- 
swering to the roll-call. The Speaker lowered the standard of Congress 
as the highest type of a legislative body in this country when he aban- 
doned the precedents of a hundred years and proposed to copy after 
the exceptional and erroneous rulings of one or two States. Hemen- 
tioned the Tennessee rulings of 1883-1885 as one of his authorities. I 
tried at the time to get the floor to show the true rule in Tennessee, 
but I was interrupted by the Speaker and had no opportunity to fur- 
nish the real facts in regard to the practice in Tennessee. Icaninform 
the gentlemen of the other side of the House now that those rulings 
cited by the Speaker have twice since been expressly overruled. They 
were overruled in the two last Legislatures that have assembled in the 
State. In 1885, when the question was before the Legislature, tele- 
grams were sent to Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, and Hon, James G. 
a for an opinion as to the proper parliamentary practice, and they 
replied: 

There is no rule which authorizes a Speaker to count members present for the 
purpose of making a quorum, and there never was such a rule of praotice. 

When the question came up again in 1887, Hon. W. L. Clapp, speaker 
of the Tennessee honse of representatives, held the following telegraphic 
correspondence with Speaker CARLISLE: 

NASHVILLE, TENN., February 9, 1887, 

I have a quorum present, but minority refuse to vote on call of yeas and nays; 
majority sufficient to pass the bill by constitutional requirement, but no quorum 
present by reason of minority refusing to vote. Is it proper for me to count the 
minority present for the purpose of making a quorum? 

W. L. CLAPP, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

The following is the reply: 

WASHINGTON, February 10, 1887. 


If your constitution requires a certain number to constitute a quorum for the 
purpose of the transaction of business, then that number must actually vote or 
the action will not be valid. 

J. G, CARLISLE, 


Hon, W. L. CLAPP, Nashville. 


Speaker Clapp decided according to Mr. CARLISLE’s advice, and re- 
peated the ruling of 1887 again in 1889, and such is the rule in Ten- 
nessee to-day. The Speaker of this House could have ascertained the 
truth from the publie records if he had been as anxious to be correct as 
he was to find a bad precedent to justify a decision against the rules of 
parliamentary practice throughout the civilized world and the com- 
peng of a great wrong against the rights of the minority in this 

ouse. 

The Speaker in hunting up and eiting his precedents in Tennessee 
was guilty of robbing ' n last year’s bird’s nest.“ This bad practice 
in Tennessee was dug up by the roots and thrown out into the sunlight 
of enlightened publie opinion to wither and die, but it was a noxious 
weed, weil suited to the wicked purposes of the majority of this House, 
and it was taken up by the Speaker and planted bere. This ruling 
broke up the Legislature in Tennessee and forced an extra session to 
pass the appropriation bills. The Republican minority fled from before 
it. They seceded from the senate, broke the quorum, locked them- 
selves in the Maxwell House hotel, barricaded the doors, guarded their 
castle with double-barreled shotguns, and defied the anthority of the 
sergeant-at-arms. 

Mr. HOUK. The shotgun was on the inside. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; it is alleged that a senator from my Congres- 
sional district stood at the door with a double-barreled shotgun, breath- 
ing forth threats of death and destruction to any minion of the law who 
might attempt to enter. 

That man went back to his constituents, and they were so well 
leased with his bold resistance to the tyranny of the majority“ that 
e was nominated as my competitor for Congress in 1888, and he re- 
ceived the largest vote, as the record shows, that was ever cast for a 
Republican in my district. If he had been elected he would have oc- 
cupied a seat here to-day, and if he had been consistent he would have 
been compelled to flee from the presence of the Speaker, and from 
the presence of his party associates, in the face of this ruling based on 
the Tennessee case. However, I need not conjecture what his course 
would have been. s 

The leader of the Republican side of the House [Mr. MCKINLEY] 
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stood before-this body and the country the other day, and publicly 
proclaimed that he had sinned against his conscience and his manhood 
for fifteen ytars us a leader in filibustering. The confession would have 
been heautifnl and touching if it had been made when he was in the 
minority and entirely free from the suspicion that there was more sin 
in the confession than there was in the conduct he confessed with prot- 
estations of shame. For many years the Speaker of this House was a 
leader in filibustering, and he too has seen the error of his way inthe 
same childlike and bland manner that he sees a quorum when lie 
needs one. 

The gentleman from Illinois, who is the godfather of this code of 
rules [Mr. CANNON], honestly confessed that the stress of political ne- 
cessity accounts for the day of Pentecost on that side of the House. 
The peatiemun from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], who cited Tennessee 
and Kentucky rulings among the reasons for the new faith that is in 
him, was kind enough to alow a Republican colleague from Kentucky 
to make a speech in his time on the Kentucky case, but declined to 
hear anything about the Tennessee case. I call his attention to it now, 
not in tho hope that the truth of the matter will change his opinion, 
but that the reason may appear for the studied and carefal suppression 
by that side of the House of every effort made to turn the light of 
truth on the unfortunate citation of Tennessee authority by the Speaker 
of this Hause. 8 

I did not care to enter upon the general discussion of this code of 
rules, but only desired to add a few facts and observations to help to 
complete the record of thisiniquity. Imight pile up precedent on pre- 
cedent, and opinion on opinion from the great men whose minds have 
thrown light on this question, inopposition to the action of the majority, 
a thut has already been done by other* gentlemen on this side of the 

ouse. 

Every phase of the questions involved has been successfully presented 
by the minority so far as the ends of ultimate justice and right are 
concerned, It has been shown that political necessity is the futher of 
this unprecedented and wicked code of rules. 

The effort has been malè by the majority to justify their conduct in 
this matter onder the plea of necessity for the transaction of the public 
business, Necessity is always the plea for the usurpation of popular 
rights and the perpetration of great wrongs against the people, and we 
are but following the examples of all history. Power obtained by 
violence and wrong invariably hastens to legalize the means used to 
obtain it. It became necessary to make a larger majority for the Re- 
publican party in this House than the people gave it, and these rules 
are to be adopted to sanction and give the color of law to the rulings 
by which it has been and is to be accomplished, and we are now in 
process of carrying out the programme—— 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, ENLOE. I say that we are now in process of carrying out the 
programme laid down by the Republican caucus, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
expired. i 

Mr. ENLOE. “Thegentleman from Tennessee“ wanted to finish a 
single sentence, and supposed that the Speaker wonld tolerate him for 
à moment loiwer if the House consented to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Tennessee 
will notice when his time bas expired and be obedient to the rules of 
the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. There never hns been a case since Ihave been a mem- 
ber of this House where the right of a member has been taken away 
from him to finish a sentence which he was uttering when the hammer 
fell, and I have asserted that right and always will. 

Mr, MOONE, of Texas, addressed the House. Before concluding 
his remarks the hour of 11 o'clock and 55 minutes a, m. arrived. 

The SPEAKER, The time having arrived at which the House has 
determined to adjourn, the Speaker declares the House now adjourned 
until 12 o'clock noon to-day (Pebriney 14, 1890), 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, f 

Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated helow: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6855) for the relief of J. J. Water- 
keyn—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CARLTON: A bill (H. R. 6858) for the relief of Stephen. 
Cascy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 6857) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6858) for the relicf of the 
estate of Richard e Peg the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 6859) for the registry or enroll- 
ment of the barges Herdis and Azostino—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr, FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 6860) for the relief of Martha E. 
Flesachert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68/51) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
aoe and determine the claim of David Ryan—to the Committee on 

ms, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6862) granting an honorable discharge to Charles 
Held—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . ` 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ky Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6864) to increase the pension of 
Martha McKeown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 6865) granting a pension to Clara Frey 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 6866) for the relief of Emily M, 
Pieree to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McA DOO: A bill (H. R. 6367) forthe relief of John Faunce— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 6868) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Deso—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6869) for the relief of 
Melchisedee Robinson—toe the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOKRILG (by request): A bill (H. R. 6870) granting a pen- 
sion to Iona D. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief of Napoleon B. McKay—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 6872) for the relief of Regis P. 
Gorry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 6873) for the relief of Garfield Post 
Association, of Wichita, Kans.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 6874) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to examine certain claims of persons who owned 
or occupied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain reservation which 
had been condemned by the Hot Springs Commission, and afterwards 
burned, and to fix a reasonable value for euch of said hulldings from 
the evidence now on file in the Interior Department—tothe Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6875) granting a pension to Eliza 
Marcy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6876) granting a pension to Eliza Holland—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6877) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Lucius L. Dyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 6878) for the relief of Michael Carling 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6879) for the relief of J. N. Bolles—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCULL;: A bill (H. R. 6880) for the relief of James Book- 
hamer—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Itoads. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 6831) for the relief of Alphonse 
Desmarc—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (II. R. 6352) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Michael Baker—to the Committee on Military 


F 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Memorial of Brewers’ Association, Rochester, N. 
Y., against any increase of duty on hops, ete.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BREWER: Papers relating to matters referred to in H. R. 
6667, relative to First Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Taylor B, Frazier and 50 others, 
citizens of Indiana, against option gambling—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

By Mr. CATE (by request): Petitions of Georgia M. Erwin and 
Thomas B. Harris, that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin; Petition of David Blokesly and 100 
others, citizens of Wisconsin, in favor of a constitational amendment 
to elect United States Senators by a vote of the people—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial of Real Estate Exchange, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., in relation to public building at Lincoln, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, relative to 
the transportation of farm products—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Ly Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of Samuel W. Seely, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Memorial of the Virginia Fruit and Vegetable 
Packers’ Association, relative to dnty on tin-plate—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of R. G. Newton, asking for passage of 
a bill offering a reward for a remedy for hog cholera—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GEAR: Protest of Salem Society of Friends, against the ex- 
penditure of money for Navy and coast defenses—to the Committee on 
Naval Affhirs. 

Ly Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Kent County, Maryland, 
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for improvement of Turner's Creek—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Queen Anne’s and Kent Counties, Mary- 
land. for improvement of Chester River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. i 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Thomas J. Parker, relative to taxes 
erroneously paid—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Copiah County, Missis- 
sippi, praying that the Superintendent of Census rt what propor- 
tion of the people of this country occupy their own homes and farms, 
what proportion are free from debt, what under mortgage, and what 
percentage—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of Col. E. D. Taylor, for relief to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of William Flagler and 65 others, 
asking for the poste of a service and disability pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic post 
at Leon, Kans., and R. J. Maxson and 24 others, citizens of Norton- 
ville, Kans., for pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of P. M. Lynn and 150 others, citizens of Wetmore, 
Kons., asking for legislation against monopolies and trusts—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: Resolutions of various posts of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, rahe be | 10,000 ex-soldiers, approving and 
indorsing An appeal to the loyal people of the United States and 
their Representatives in Congress by Alvin P. Hovey, president of the 
Service-Pension Association of the United States of America,“ and 
praying the Fifty-first Congress to an act giving to every soldier, 
sailor, and marine who served in the Army and Navy of the United 
States, between April, 1861, and July, 1865, for the period of sixty 
days or more, à service-pension of $8 per month, and to all who served 
a period of exceeding eight hundred days, an additional amount of one 
cent per day for each day’s service exceeding that period, in nccord- 
ance with the resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic passed at 
Columbus, Ohio, in September, 1888, and Milwaukee, Wis, August, 
1889: Union Soldiers’ Post, 378, Missouri; Union soldiers, Newark, 
Mo.; James A. Dallam Post, 383, Missouri; Appomattox Post, 214, 
Nebraska; Union soldiers, Nebraska; Plumb Post 43, Nebraska; Win- 
chester Post, 29, Nebraska; MeCook Post, 31, Nebraska; W. A. Butler 
Post, 279, Nebraska; Union soldiers, Leyden, N. Y.; Kitchen Post, 495, 
New York; Marlborough Union soldiers, New York; Ellis Post, 52, 
New York; Morris Post, 121, New York; Cutter Post, 235, New York; 
Ransom Post, 354, New York; Bailey Post, 200, New York; Sanford 
Post, 473, New York; Huntsman Post, 30, New York; Lockwood Lost, 
175, New York; Bennett Poat, 84, Wisconsin; Cullen Post, 176, Wis- 
consin; Lytle Post, 190, Wisconsin; Henry ©. Isabel Post, 178, Wis- 
consin; Nichols Post, Wisconsin; Stineman Lost, 500, Pennsylvania; 
Mays Post, 220, Pennsylvania; M. S. Stone Post, 374, Pennsylvania; 
John M. Sell Post, 479, Pennsylvania; Wampum Post, 381, Pennsyl- 
tania: Williams Post, 392, Pennsylvania; Union soldiers, Nicholson, 
Pa.; Griffin Post, 207, Pennsylvania; Major Lusk Post, 10, Michigan; 
Union soldiers, Palmyra, Mich. ; Wilson Post, 87, Mich.; Bartholomew 
Post, 186, Michigan; Union soldiers, Canal Company, Ohio; Nichols 
Post, 294, Ohio; Shuler Post, 605, Ohio; Leroy Baker Post, 120, Ohio; 
Dexter Gilbert Post, 120, Ohio; McNeal Post, 687, Ohio; Billy Barnes 
Post, 537, Ohio; Luther Post, 24, Ohio; I. Donifer Post, 52, Ohio; Bab- 
cock Post, 416, Illinois; Garfield Post, 83, Illinois; Goddard Post, 255, 
Tilinois; Van West Post, 300, Illinois; Laramie Post, 380, Illinois; 
Brown Culley Post, 571, Dlinois; Lingle Post, 381, Illinois; Harney 
Post, 131, Ulinois; Robinson Post, 524, Illinois; York Post, 148, Ii- 
nois; Burden Post, 32, Illinois; Union soldiers of Frankfort, III.; Wil- 
son Post, 640, Ilinois; Kilpatrick Post, 276, Ilinois; George Hewitt 
Post, 390, Illinois; Auburn Post, 67, Indiana; Custer Post, Kansas; 
James C. Nichols Post, 19, Rhode Island; soldiers and sailors, Newcastle, 
Del.; Bidtell Post, 140, California; Mayfield Post, West Virginia; G. II. 
Stevens Post, 23, South Dakota; Union Soldiers’ Post, 50, New Jersey: 
Hampden and Woodbury Club, Maryland; Winchester Post, 333, Indi- 
ana; Union Soldiors’ Post, 92, Minnesota; Budd Mather Post, S, Florida; 
Whitmore Post, 80, Maine; Ruggles Post, 31, Maine; Union soldiers, 
Buchanan County, Iowa; Hartman Post, 149, Iowa; Fairchild Post, 431, 
Iowa; James Butler Post, 220, Iowa; Miller Post, 328, Iowa; E. 8. Col- 
lins Post, 272, Iowa; David Harding Post, 28, Towa; Shively Post, 421, 
Iowa; Adam Kemple Tost, 245, Iowa; Randolph Post, 116, Iowa; J. 
G. Miller Post, 67, flown; Union soldiers, Harrison County, Iowa; Har- 
lem Post, 197, Iowa; Tom Conner Post, 399, Iowa; Union soldiers and 
sailors, Marengo, Iowa; Richland soldiers, Iowa; Union soldiers of Au- 
gusta, Ky.; O. M. Lewis Post, 25, 3 Freeman Thair Post, 59, 

ota; John A. Rawlins Post, 27, Dakota, kunter Post, 122, Nebraska; 
Emerick Post, 246, Nebraska; John F, Reynolds Post, 15, Oregon; Nat 
Lyon Post, 46, Minnesota; committee of soldiers, Lincoln, Nebr.; Henry 
Dennerly Post, 192, Michigan; Ord Post, 306, Indiana; Henry Nelson 
Post, 68, New York; Moses Summers Post, 378, New York; A. K. Tharp 
Post, 76, New York; W. A. Sully Post, 554, New York; Goodelle Post, 
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503, New York; Wm. Gurney Post, 538, New York; Robert D. Lathrop 
Post, 138, New York; Waite Post, 581, New York; Fred Allen Post, 412, 
Ohio; James A, Hall Post, 292, Ohio; Warren Host Post, 35, Ohio; Elias 
J. Beers Post, 575, Ohio; Ross Newpers Post, 489, Ohio; Barron Çor- 
burn Post, 466, Ohio; S. A. Gilbert Post, 641, Ohio; F, H. Harvey Post, 
15, Illinois; Elder Post, 587, Pennsylvania; Bryan Post, 439, Pennsyl- 
vania; Braden Post, 488, Pennsylvania; Union soldiers, Albany Town- 
ship, Pennsylvania; Rowley Post, 614, Illinois; Fears Post, 549, IIli- 
nois; Sam Hays Post, 477, Illinois; soldiers of Bellingham Bay, Wash- 
ington; Jesse Thompson Post, 440, Pennsylvania; Sac Post, 284, Iowa; 
Henry Dillon Post, 70, Iowa; Mechanicsville soldiers, Iowa; Marshall 
County soldiers, South Dakota; J. G. Miller Post, 67, Iowa; William 
English Post, 10, Montana; Union soldiers, Richland Center, Wis.; S. 
Ogden Post, 164, Indiana; McPherson Post, 1, Arkansas; J. C. Meln- 
tyre Post, 62, Wisconsin; W, P, Mitchell Post, 61, Wisconsin; Ellis 
Park Post, 117, Massachusetts; Nathan F. Blunt, 109, Maine; Union 
soldiers, Hillsboro, N. H.; Phil, Sheridan Post, South Dakota; Union 
soldiers, Essex County, New Jersey; Post 430, Culberson, Kans.; Post 
70, New Hampshire; W. P. Kendrick Post, Tennessee; Henry Janne- 
way Post, 15, New Jersey; Phil. Kearney Post, 10, Nevada; soldiers, 
Park County, Montana—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Oak Lodge 1390, F. M. B. A., of 
Spencer County, Indiana, against monopolies and trusts—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of the National Temperance Society, 
asking for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to 
prohibit the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage throughout our national do- 
main—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of 84 ex-soldiers residing in Washington 
County, Pennsylvania, asking prompt and favorable pension legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Joseph Ramsey, Bedford County, 
Tennessee, praying for amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States changing basis of representation from persons to that of produc- 
tiye industries, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Maryland State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandrg, against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Memorial of B. D. Fearing Post, 
59, Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, relative 
to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ey Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of G. C. Hopkins and 45 others, 
relative to a change in the law, so that honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors may be given the preference in appointments for light-house 
keepers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WADE; Petition of George W. Fraker and 32 others, citizens 
of Dallas County, Missouri, asking for the repeal of the special limita- 
tion on pension claims of State militinmen—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James E. Patterson, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, WHITING; Petition of James Guest and 61 others, of Sani- 
lac County, Michigan, against option dealing—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of General Richardson Command, No. 4, Department 
of Michigan, Union Veterans’ Union, St. Clair, Mich., for pension legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE, 
ERIDAY, February 14, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, In response to n resolution of the 
30th ultimo, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, accompanied by a 
report from Capt. William M. Black, Corps of Engineers, relative to the 
improvement of the St. John's River, Fla.; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting the draft of a bill to amend section 2399 of 
the Revised Statutes, relative to the survey and sale of public lands; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a telegraphic memorial from tho 
president, secretary, and executive board of the Nebraska State Farmers’ 
Alliance, remonstrating against the repeal of section 4 of the interstate- 
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commerce law or any modification thereof; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr, SHERMAN presented a petition of soldiers of Highland 
County, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the limitation in thearrears of 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the improvement of the Columbia 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the withdrawal of fruit spirits in bond; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa, presented s petition of 25 farmers, citizens of 
Hawthorne, Iowa, and a petition of 55 farmers, citizens of Webster 
County, Iowa, praying for the pussage of an act te prohibit speculation 
in raw and manufactured farm produce; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAVIS presented resolutions adopted by the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the Chace international copy- 
Tight bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a telegraphic petition of the Board of Trade 
of Hastings, Nebr., demanding relief from the operation of the long and 
short haul provision of the interstate-commerce act, as the sameim 
hardships upon the farming and business interests of the West; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of Tecum- 
seh, Nebr. officially signed, praying for the passage of the bill introduced 
by myself, Senate bill 350, to provide for the erection of public build- 
ings for post-offices in towns and cities where the post-office receipts 
for three years preceding have exceeded $3,000 annually. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 3 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a telegraphic memorial, signed by the 
president of the Farmers’ Alliance and sundry prominent citizens of 
Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the ropeal of the long and short 
haul section of the interstate-commerce law. I moye that the memo- 
rial be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

The motion was to, 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of John Livingston, president 
of the Railway Shareholders’ Association of New York City, showing 
the disastrous effect, upon the Western farmers of the long and short 
aul clause in the interstate-commerce act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. A 

Mr. PLATT presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 
2375) for the relief of the heirs of Davis E. Bonſoey; Which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of Congregational ministers of 
Hampden County, Massachusetts, remonstrating against all schemes 
for the construction of a navy for other than defensive purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Lawrence (Mass.) Typographical 
Union, No. 61, praying for the possage of Senate bill 232, relating to 
copyrights; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MOODY presented the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
the State of South Dakota, relating to that portion of the Crow Creek 
reservation opened by order of President Arthur, February 27, 1885, and 
revoked by order of President Cleveland, and not covered by the treaty 
opening to settlement the Sioux reservation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of South Dakota, praying that a survey and improvement of Big 
Stone Lake be made witha view to its use asa reservoir of the Mis- 
sissippi River; which was referred to the Select Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of South Dakota, upon the subject of pension legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr- PLUMB presented a petition of Clear Creek Grange, No. 233, 
of Cedar Junction, Kans., praying that speedy action be taken for con- 
trolling trusts and combines; which was referred to the Committee on 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 83) toamend the act approved 
February 25, 1885, entitled “An act to authorize a retired-list for pri- 
vates and non-commissioned officers of the United States Army who 
served for a period of thirty years or upward,’’ to report it back un- 
favorably, and I ask that it be postponed indefinitely. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely postponed, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. Task that the bill be placed on the Calendar instead 
of indefinitely pastponed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 


Affairs to report back sundry petitions from 7,165 officers and enlisted 
men of the United States Army, praying that the act creating a re- 
tired-list for enlisted men be amended so as to require twenty-five 
years’ service instead of thirty years’ service. The bill that has just 
been reported back unfavorably was designed to reach the prayer of 
these petitioners. It is not considered well by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to make any change in the existing statute, which was 
passed but a short time ago, and I report back the petitions and ask 
that the committee may be discharged from their further consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection, 

Mr. GRAY, Iam directed by the Committee on Naval AMairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 305) to transferthe revenne marine to 
the naval establishment, to report it with sundry amendments. Task 
unanimous consent that I may have leave at some future day to flea 
written report in connection with the bill which I now report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will he placed on the Calendar, 
and leave will be granted to submit a report hereafter. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Samuel E. Blair and others, praying for the correction 
of the naval record of Joseph H. Moore, to accompany Senate bill 2596 
for that purpose, asked that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
Dill (S. 2245) granting increase of pension to Mrs, Adelaide H, Wood- 
all, reported if withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2640) granting a pension to Andrew J, Foust, reported adversely there- 
on; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8, 
1900) granting a pension to Mary E. Foust, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 76) making an appropriation for the purchase of 
sites for fortifications, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
1261) toauthorize the purchase of sites for fortifications in the Division 
of the Pacifie, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 2673) to acquire title to lands for purposes of public 
defense; which was read twice by its title. 


JOHN H. HAMITER. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2345) for the relief of John H. Hamiter, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (8, 2345) entitled " A bill for the relief of John H. Hami- 
tor.“ now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, 
be, and the same ts hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the 
8 of an act entitled " An got to provide forthe bringing of suits agu inst 

he Government of the United States,“ approved March 8, 18½ And the xaid 


fourt shall proceed with the same In accordance with the provisions of such act, 
and report to the Senate In accordance therewith. 


ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE-ROOMS, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the mombers of the Committee on 
Rules as to when we may expect a report on the resolution providing 
committee-rooms for committees to whom no rooms have been assigned. 
If the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] can give me that informa- 
tion I should be very much delighted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Probably to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator does not mean to-morrow. If Lam 
to take that as an assurance that on the next legislative dny there will 
be a report I shall be very much gratified. 

This subject was brought to the attention of the Senate by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Moony], who moved that authority be 
given to procure a room for the Select Committee on Indian Deproda- 
tions. Another resolution has also been before the Committee on Rules 
for some time authorizing the providing of committee-rooms for some 
fifteen committees. It is certainly desirable that the chairmen and the 
members of all those committees should know whether accommoda- 
tions are to be provided for them or not, so that they may know what 
they can expect. I submit to the Committee on Rules that it is a sub- 
ject which may well claim their early attention and a report at no very 
distant day, 

BILIS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2656) granting od base to 
William J. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2657) granting a pension to Mrs. 
M. L. Hazelitt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2658) granting a pension to Dr. J. C. 
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Osgood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Ite also introduced a bill (S. 2659) granting a pension to Byron H. 
Nerd; which was reai twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. INGALLS. I introduce by request a bill which I have not read 
and for whose provisions I do not desire to ho in any way responsible; 
and I ask that it may be twice read, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 2660) to provide for opening alleys and constructing sew- 
ers in the District of Columbia; was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2661) to amend anact entitled “An 
act to authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Missis- 
sippi River at St. Paul, Minn.,”’ approved July 5, 1884; which was read 
twice by ita title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced n bill (S. 2662) granting a pension to John Gil- 
lion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Vensions. 

Hie also introduced a bill (S. 2663) granting a pension to John Dobbs; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr, CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2664) terminating the redue- 
tion in the numbers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy; which was 
tead twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2665) for the relief of Samuel Kramer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2666) for the relief of Gilbert Morton; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Se gitar 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2667) granting a pension to A. B. 
Wehster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 2668) granting a pension to Pha Tent; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2669) granting pensions 
to army nurses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2670) granting an increase of 

ion to James M. Singer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
erred to the Committce on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2671) for the pur- 
chase of a historical book of reference from Austin & Co.; which was 
reail twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of Con- 

to purchase ‘*Townsend’s Library of National, State, and In- 
vidual Records, comprising a collection of historical records concern- 
ing the origin, ress, and consequences of the late civil war;“ 
A fri was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
ibrary- 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 2674) to authorize 
the Fort Smith, McAllister and Western Railway Company to con- 
struct and operatea railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2675) to authorize the Kansas and Ar- 
kansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional lines of rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referreil to 
the Committee on Indian Afairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2676) for the relief of R. G. Ward; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
reſerred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2677) to increase the pension of Julia 
Ross; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2678) to provide for the purchase of a 
site for and the erection of a public building at Fernandina, in the State 
of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 59) providing for 
the greater security of the public buildings in the District of Colum- 
bin and their contents from destruction or damage by fire; which was 
real twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, it was. 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Florida G. Casey bo withdrawn from 
the ilies of the Senate under the rules, thore being no advorse report. 
REPRINTING OF THE OKLAIOMA BILL, 
Mr. PLATT. I desire to obtain an order for the reprinting of Sonate 
bill 895 as passed, That is the bill relating to a Territorial government 
in Oklahoma. The copies are all exhausted and there is great call for 


0 If theclerks will put the order in shape, Lask that that order may 
made, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
ohjection. 
CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairlays before the Senate theres- 
olntion submitted by the Senator from Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN], coming 
over from a previous day. It will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. SHERMAN was read, as 
follows: 

Ordered, That on Friday, Fobruary 14, instant, after. the morning business the 
Senate will pr to consider the Calendar under tho eighth rule and con- 
tinue such consideration until an adjournment or an executive session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask fora vote on the resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr, BLAIR. Ido not obieet to theorder. I understand that it does 
not interfere with the nnfinishe! business, the consideration of the 
school bill; and I shall desire on Monday at 2 o'clock to proceed with my 
remarks upon that subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘To avoid all doubt about that, it would be well 
for the presiding officer before the adjournment to-day to lay the school 
bill before the Senate as the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be done. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no farther morning business, 
the Calendar is iu order, and the first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The CHIEF- CLERK. Order of Business 75, a bill (S. 268) for the re- 
lief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California. 

Mr. FRYE. What has become of Order of Business No. 40, being 
Senate bill 276? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That wasobjected to and retainsits place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall desire to call that bill up. It may be passed 
over now, but I shall desire to call it up as soon as the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who objected to it, comes in. 


WILLIAM R. WHEATON AND CHARLES H. CILAMBERLAIN. 


The bill (S. 268) for the relief of William It. Wheaton and Charles H. 
Chamberlain, of California, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to William R. Wheaton, ex-reyiater, and to Charles 
H. Chamberlain, ex- receiver of the land office at San Francisco, Cal., 
jointly, $3,800, being a portion of the amount deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States by them as fees for testimony which was taken by 
clerks whose compensation was paid from the private funds of the ex- 
register and the ex- receiver. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read tho third time, and passed. 


WRECK OF STEAMERS TRENTON AND VANDALIA, ETC. 


Mr. HALE. Order of Business No. 11, being the bill (S. 541) forthe 
relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United Statesstcamers Tren- 
ton and Vandalia and the stranding of the United States steamer Nip- 
sic, al Apia, Samoan Islands, was over without prejudice the 
other day in my absence, no, objection being raised to it. The House 
of Representatives has passed a similar bill with one or two additions 
which are very proper, but which were omitted in the Senate bill, and 
Task leave to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill, so that it 
will not have to go back to that body for action. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the House bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. HALE. It was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. INGALIS. It can not be substituted in its present condition, 

Mr. HALE. I willreport the House bill, by the leave of the Senate, 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and then ask leave to substi- 
tuto ii. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Maine reports from the 
Committee on Appropriations the bill which will be stated, 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R.3298) forthe relief of thesufferers 
by the wreck of the United States steamers Trenton and Vandalia nud 
the . of the United States steamer Nipsic, at Apia, Sunioan 
Islands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tue bill will be read asin Committee of 
the Whole; 

Mr, HARRIS. Does the Senator from Maine ask the Senate to con- 
sider the House bill in lien of the Senate bill? 

Mr. HALE. In liewof the Senate bill. Lask the Senate to consider 
the House bill which has just been reported from.the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the House bill being disposed of, the Senate 
Lill will be indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. HALE. It will be indefinitely poned. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H, R. 3298) for the reliefof the sufferers by the wreck of the United 
States steamers Trenton and Vandalia and the stranding of the United 
States steamer Nipsic, at Apia, Samoan Islands, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HALE. Now I ask that Senate bill 541 be indefinitely post- 


poned, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely postponed. 
LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY. 


The bill (S. 202) to increase the endowment of the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural College was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL, ‘The bill was adversely reported, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported with an amendment, the 
Chair is informed. 

Mr. MORRILL, Let it stand on the Calendar without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will remain on the Calendar without 
prejudice. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to state to the Senator from Vermont 
that a similar bill passed the Senate in the last Congress, and this bill 
has been favorably reported from the Committee on Public Lands, anda 
similar bill to this has been in favor of the University of Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is of the impression that the 
Senator from Vermont is under a misapprehension. The Order of Busi- 
ness is No. 76. 

Mr. MORRILL. I madea mistake. I thought Order of Business 
No. 15 was the regular order now. 
$ ane Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

ill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendnient, in section 1, line 6, to strike out the words ‘‘said univer- 
sity ’’ and insert the Louisiana State University and Agricultural 
College.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to amend the amendment of the committee 
by adding the words and Mechanical” after ‘‘Agricultural.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, : 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In lines 5 and 6 of section 1, I move to strike out the 
words to the erection of suitable buildings for“ and insert the words 
‘t for the maintenance and support of;’’ so as to read: 

For the maintenance and support of the Louisiana State University and Agri- 
cultural and Mechanical College. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 5 and 6 of section 1 it is pro to 
strike out the words to the erection of suitable buildings for” and to 
insert for the maintenance and support of ;'’ so as to read: 

That 46,080 acres of the public lands in Louisiana are hereby granted to the 
State of Louisiana, to sence. ied, as faras may be necessary, for the maintenance 
and support of the Louisiana State University and Agricultural and Mechan- 
ical College, 

The amendment wus agreed to. < 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word College,“ in line 7 of section 1, I 
move tostrike out the words and to the restoration of the library and 
scientific apparatus heretofore destroyed by fire.” This language came 
to the committee from a former bill, and since the introduction of that 
bill and the favorable action of the committee thereon the library and 
scientific apparatus have been provided from other sources, so that these 
words are unnecessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4, section 4, I move to insert the words 
and Mechanical,” after the word Agricultural; so as to make it 
correspond with the first section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, I should be glad to know from the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana why this appropriation is made to the State of 
Louisiana and whether it is not giving to that State a larger portion 
of the public lands than to other States. 

For myself, sir, J. am opposed to all withdrawals of the public lands 
of this country from the use and occupation of those who live upon and 
cultivate them. I think that this bill and all other similar bills had 
better be in the shape of a general tax upon the people, if it is desired 
to impose this burden upon them, rather than upon that particular part 
of the people who live upon and cultivate the land. 

I am in favor of reserving the entire body of the public lands for the 
use of the people who require homes and for cultivation, 

Mr. INGALLS. It would be interesting to know what the amount 
of the public domain in the State of Louisiana belonging to the United 
States Government is at the present time. 

Mr. GIBSON. According to the report of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in a letter dated February 29, 1888, there are 1,663,328 acres, 
it being wild land, very poor land, not likely ever to be entered as 
homesteads. The bill transfers 46,000 acres of this wild land for the 
benefit of the university and agricultural and mechanical college. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the lands are worthless, what is the use of grant- 
ing them to the State of Louisiana for an agricultural and mechan- 
ical college? 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator misunderstood me. I did not say that 
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they were worthless. I said they were poor lands, but as population 
comes into the State they may be of some value. 

Mr. President, I will state that this university was organized in 1859 
as a military college under the presidency of General William Te- 
cumseh Sherman. He presided as president of this institution when 


the civil war broke out, and has always taken a great interest in it, 


and does to-day. It was destroyed by fire just after the civil war, 
owing to the disturbed condition of society in that part of the State 
where it was located. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where is it located? 

Mr. GIBSON. It was in the parish of Rapides, near Alexandria. It 
is now located at Baton Rouge, the capital of the State. 

I do not think, Mr. President, it is possible that the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] means to oppose this bill under his general views 
of the disposition thatshould be made of the public lands of the country. 
Every Senator on this floor is familiar with the fact that the foundation 
of nearly every college and university, and of the public-school system 
of the United States, is laid in the grants of land for their benefit, I 
do not believe that we should have one-half the public schools or one- 
third of the colleges and universities that exist to-day in the United 
States if it were not for the grants of public land for their benefit and 
support, and no bill has ever passed the Congress of the United States 
which has been more heartily sanctioned by the public judgment and 
which will perpetuate his namein the minds of the people of this country 
more than the legislation which was brought forward 50 the venerable 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], establishing these very agri- 
cultural and mechanical colleges upon such grants as the one contained 
in the pending bill, Their benefits extend all over the country. 

Now, the Senator from Florida asks whether this is not an undue al- 
lowance. Iadmitthat, sir. A certain sum was realized from the lands 
that were originally granted for the support and maintenance of this 
college. That sum was funded in Louisiana State bonds. An enormous 
debt was created in the State of Louisiana, and those bonds in 1874 were 
sealed 50 cents on the dollar, so that the amount réalized every year 
from them is very small. 

This is not the only instance, however, where exceptions have been 
made in favor of particular universities and colleges in this country 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I take the liberty of calling the 
attention of the Senator from Louisiana to the rule under which we are 
acting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Debate is limited to five minutes, 

Mr. GIBSON, I beg pardon. 

Sues 1 I think it will expedite business if we adhere to 
the rule. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senate is so familiar with the history of these 
grants for public education that I shall not detain them. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him a moment, 
I will state that I do not intend to oppose the bill. I merely wished to 
know the circumstances which rendered it necessary to make a discrim- 
ination in favor of this university and to announce my own general idea 
with reference to the proper policy to be pursued. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand from the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana that that State has already received the donation of 
public lands to which it was entitled; that by the action of the officers 
of the State the proceeds were injudicionsly invested in bonds of the 
State, and that, by reason of mismanagement, they were scaled 50 per 
cent. or 40 per cent., so that the value of the donation became greatly 
diminished. It does not appear to me that an equitable claim has been 
made ont here. The Government is not delinquent. There has been 
no act of omission on the part of the United States; and, so far as the 
destruction of buildings by fire is concerned, that is not an act of the 
United States, and we are not informed whether they have been rebuilded 
or notor whether there is at the present time any institution in exist- 
ence to which this donation can be applied. 

I have no desire to interfere with the system of edueation in Louisi- 
ana, but before we, like wealthy men, undertake to dispose of the domain 
of the United States we certainly ought to have some basis of equity 
or justice made clear and manifest on which we can act as we ought to 
act when we are dealing with property not our own. 

I ask for the reading of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MORGAN 
January 6, 1890: ` 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 202) “to 
increase the endowment of the Louisiana State University and Agricultural Cot- 
lege, ab Baton Rouge, La.“ have bad the same under consideration, and report 
the bill back with amendment and recommend its passage. 

The fand for the support of this university was founded onan act of Congress 
of 1806, grar.ting one township of public land north of Red River for the use of a 
seminary of learning, and on an act of Congress of 1811, granting another town- 
et public land south of Red River for the same pur fa 1857 the State 
of ronan ep f act No. 181 of tho Legislature, inVested the proceeds arising 
from the sale of these seminary lands, amounting to $136,000, in bonds of the 
State, which were designated and printed as “seminary bonds,“ drawing 6 per 
cent. per annum. In 1833 the Legislature of Louisiana located the university 
near Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, and expended about $150,000 for site, 


buildings, and apparatus. 
The institution was fully organized in 1559 as a military college under the 
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buildings Hbrary apparatus repairs, ete, about 70,000 The activity 
ua rary, ap repairs, eto., a e y 
of the institution was interrupted during the civil war, and during the disturbed 
condition of affairs in the State that immediately succeeded the war the build- 
ings, ete., were entirely destroyed by fire. The State has expended $80,000 in 
the re-establishment and Hoy acc ones of the 22 The university was 
joined with the agricultural and mechanical college and a fund was derived from 
an act of Congress of July 2, 1882, donating to each State and Territory that 
should establish one or more agricultural and mechanical colleges 30,000 acres 
of publie lands for each Senator and Representative in Congress, Louisiana's 
quota 210,000 acres. The land was sold in 1874, by commissioners duly 
appointed for that purpose, for $182,630, which sum was converted into $327,000 
of old Louisiana State bonds bearing 6 per cent. per annum, 

In 1874 a constitutional amendment was adopted scaling the old Louisiana 
bonds down to new State bonds representing only 60 per cent. of the old State 
bonds, and this law was construed as applying also to the State educational 
trust funds. The bonda held by the institution were again scaled by the con- 
stitutional convention of 1879, so that the annual income of the institution to- 
day is only about $14,555 from the fund which those bonds represented, The 
State N appropriates annually for the Southern University, au institu- 
tion for colored persons, the sum of $10,000, and a like sum of $10,000 for the 
Louisiana State University and Agricultural and Mechanical College, The uni- 
versity is well organized, with a ma) of able, learned, and zealous professors 
and a fair attendance of students. Most of the income has been absorbed in 
renewing the N and in repairing the buildings now occupied by the 
university, which were formerly the Uni States barracks at Baton Rou 
and the use of which has been given the institution by act of Congress. The 
revenues of the university are inadequate to meet the demand for enlarged 
educational facilities, 

It has been the established policy of the Government to make grants of land 
to aid in the establishment of colleges as well as of public schools. By the or- 
dinance of 1787 lot 16 of every township was reserved for public schools, The 
act of 1808 applied this to nll the Territories, and in 1848 the quantity was dou- 
bled, giving the thirty-sixth as well as the sixteenth section in every township, 
and to every State admitted into the Union since 1800 two or more townships 
have been granted for the endowment of universities, 

By the act of July 2, 1862, more than 10,000,000 acres were granted to cult- 

and mechanical colleges; and by an act of February 22, 1889, 450,000 acres 
were granted to North and South Dakota, Montana, and Washington, each, for 
educational and charitable institutions, 

There are now in the State of Louisiana, as shown by a letter of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior of date February 29, 1888, 1,663,328 acres (estimated) of lands 
unsurveyed to June 30, 1837. This bill grants 46,080 acres of these wild lands to 
nid the university. 

Your committee do not think they could be devoted to a better purpose. The 
lands are unoccupied and the university is in great need, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I had notintended to interfere with 
the bill reported from the Committee on Public Lands, and I yet have 
some doubt about making appropriations for a single agricultural col- 
lege, and perhaps before this session shall close I hope to introduce a 
bill that will give further support to the maintenance of all of these 
colleges. But there is one point that I should like tobe more particu- 
larly informed about by the Senator from Louisiana, and that is whether 
the State has conformed to the original law for the establishment of 
these colleges, which provided in the first clause of section 5: 

First. If any portion of the fund invested, as provided by the foregoing sec- 
tion, or any portion of the interest thereon, shall, by any action or contingency, 
be diminished or lost, it shall be replaced by the State to which it belongs, so 
that the capital of the fund shall remain forever undiminished. 

As I understand the remarks of the Senator from Louisiana, some 
portion of this money was invested in State bonds by which a large 
pornon of it was subsequently lost. I desire to know whether the 

tate of Louisiana has fulfilled the conditions imposed by the original 


act. 

Mr. GIBSON, Icannotstate; but the State of Louisiana has generally 
complied with the provisions of that act. The State of Louisiana granted 
$10,000 a year for the support and maintenance of this institution, and 
education is free in it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Under such circumstances, while I should like to 
support the bill, I do not see how it is possible that I can consent toits 


Mr. GIBSON. I think the $10,000 is just about the amount the 
State would owe upon 40 per cent. of the bonds under that act. It is 
a free school and it is a very well conducted school looking to practical 
education; and to what better purpose could we apply these poor lands 
than to help along this college which is devoted to poor boys in the 
State? Rich men do not send their boys there. ‘ 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a distinction made between white and 
colored pupils? 

Mr. GIBSON. I believe there is. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand the Senator to say that to this school 
none but white pupils are admitted. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 

Mr. INGALLS. I can not assent to that doctrine. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can inform the Senator, if he will be patient for a 
moment, that we have another school similar to this, supported by the 
State, to which colored students alone are admitted, and it is in a very 
flourishing condition. 

Mr, INGALLS, What is the name of that institution? 

Mr. GIBSON. I forget; but it is the colored university at the city 
= eR Orleans. I have been there, It receives $10,000 a year from 

e State. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I gave to this bill in committee, as I 
do here, my unqualified approval. I did so, knowing what the Senator 
from Louisiana has said, that this university did not admit colored stn- 
dents, Ihave sat here and seen the Senate vote by a large majority 
fora bill appropriating money out of the Federal Treasury to the amount 
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of over $70,000,000 which recognized that distinction. I voted against 
that bill, but I did not vote against it on that ground. 

I take it that in no State in the Union is the 5 the white 
and black scholars made a condition precedent to the expenditure of pub- 
lie money for their maintenance. It is not in the State of at 
all events. It is true, in that State as a rule colored and white children 
do meet in the same school - rooms under the same roof and are instructed 
by the same teachers; but there are exceptions. There are exceptions 
which, whether warranted by the condition of the State or not, are 
recognized as inevitable, and whether they be or not, we know that in 
all these institutions in the Southern States that distinction does exist. 

I am in favor of either one rule or the other, either of applying the 
system of exclusion from Federal benefit to all the institutions which 
do not conform to this idea of bringing together scholars of the different 
colors under the same roof or of applying it to none. During the last 
few years there has been a great revival of interest in agricultural edu- 
cation. During the last Congress an appropriation of over $600,000 
was made for the benefit of agricultural colleges throughout the United 
States, in order that they might be able more effectually to carry out 
the purposes of their organization in the direction indicated by the 
Federal statutes. 

Itis true, as my colleague has suggested, that whatever diminution 
there is in the fund originally e for the maintenance of this 
Louisiana college grows out of the turpitude or mismanagement of the 
Louisiana State authorities; but it is a fact, nevertheless, that a mis- 
fortune has fallen upon this institution by reason of a depletion of 
funds, for which the institution itself was not responsible. I might 
have preferred that that should have been made good in the interest of 
agricultural education out of the Treasury rather than by a grant of 
land, but Iam advised and believe that the larger portion, if not all, 
of the lands which this institution will receive under this bill are not 
lands which are, as things now go, liable to be or which can be entered 
as homesteads, and they are not lands from which the United States 
will receive any considerable pecuniary benefit. So believing and being 
willing to recognize the peculiar circumstances which surround this 
institution, and as a contribution to agricultural education in the South 
as well as the North, I gave my assent in committee to this bill, and I 
do now, and believe it is a proper bill to be passed. 

Tf, however, we are to draw the line and to inquire strictly ef the 
State government of Louisiana what it has done in reference to this in- 
stitution, then I suggest that we ought by the same token to inquire 
ofall the States as to how they, each of them, have carried out and 
maintained the law of Congress before we pay out any more money 
under the law of two years ago whereby $15,000 was to go to each of 
them out of the Federal Treasury. Ido not understand that it has been 
the policy of Congress heretofore to closely inquire into these matters. 
I believe the inquiry we have made has been not with a view of intro- 
ducing the element of Federal control into their management, not with 
a view to the establishment of a Federal curriculum, not with a view 
to the unification of the practice of teaching in all of them, but only 
with a view of ascertaining if in general and at large the establishment 
of these institutions and the manner in which they baye been main- 
tained have been conducive to the general order upon which the first 
appropriation for their benefit was made. 

I do not assent to the schemes which have been proposed here for 
Federal education in the several States. Congress has heretofore 
granted to the several States lands for common-school purposes, and it 
has trusted to the several States the supervision and management of 
the several funds which have grown out of the appropriation of land, 
I think the appropriation has been wise; at all events no one has risen 
to complain of it that I know of 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Lhe Senator’s time has expired. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and read the 
third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. INGALLS. Iask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the yeas and nays are ordered and taken, I should 
like to inquire if this coll is open to all classes of students, white 
and colored, in Louisiana, alike ? 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir; not to colored pupils, as I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any corresponding college for the colored peo- 
ple, giving them precisely the same terms, and any corresponding grant 
of the United States to it? 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘There is a colored university in the State, to the sup- 
port of which the State subscribes $10,000 a year. 

Mr. HOAR. ` What is the proportion of colored and white people in 
Louisiana ? 

Mr. GIBSON. The colored people outnumber the white people by 
about a thousand, but«there area leer number of white adults in the 
State than colored adults. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the number of colored children needing edu- 
cation there, as elsewhere, is greater than the number of whites in pro- 
portion to the whole, as they are generally the poorer class. 

Mr. GIBSON. The benefits of this institution are confined exclu- 
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sively to the whites, but I wish to say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that it is not primary education for young persons nor secondary 
education of young men, but education for those who have advanced 
beyond primary education. There isa university in the State exclu- 
sively devoted to the colored youth of the State that is partly main- 
tained by the State itself 

Mr. HOAR. Without entering upon the question whether the sepa- 
ration of the children of different races is or is not wise and prudent, 
I suppose it is an established method of dealing with education in a 
large portion of the country, and it is a method to which the representa- 
tives of both races have given their assent under the exjsting conditions. 
So I am not making any criticism upon that now. But it seems to me 
that when the United States Government is called upon to make a grant 
for a particular species of education, technical education of any kind, 
agricultural or otherwise, to an institution from which a majority of 
the people of the State where it exists are excluded, it ought in déal- 
ing with the public money to carefully see that an equal provision is 
made at the same time for the benefit of the class of scholars who are ex- 
cluded from this institution. Before the bill passes a similar provision 
should be made for the benefit of the colored people of that State. I 
understand that is the policy on which some of the States, the Demo- 
cratic States of the South, undertook to proceed in their own educa- 
tional grants. 

Iam not raising any debatable question at all by this suggestion; I 
am merely saying that the policy which I understand the Southern 
Legislatures themselves have undertaken to carry out in their own pro- 
visions for education ought to be carried out by Congress. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit me, I 
will say that the white people of the State of Louisiana pay, I think, 
about 90 per cent. of the taxes of the State. They give equal advan- 

and opportunities to all the youth of the State, all the children of 
the State, whether white or black, so that the colored people in the State 
are getting 45 per cent. of the taxes when the whites pay 90 per cent. 
for the benefit of education. We do not draw the line and say because 
the n are poor and unable to help themselves therefore we will 
not help them out of our abundance; but we are doing all we can in 
that State to benefit the colored youth, not on his own account merely, 
but on our account. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. 
that we all ought to do all we can. 

Mr. GIBSON. Here is an institution already established. The con- 
ditions have been fixed, Shall we say we will not give these 45,000 
acres of wild land to help it because at the same time we can not give 
45,000 acres of land to help some colored institution-in the State? I 
am willing to vote 100,000 acres to help build up a colored institution 
in the State. But here is a bill béfore us which has been here several 
times; similar bills have passed the Senate heretofore. Why, then, raise 
all these objections in respect to a measure that must commend itself 
to every Senator on this floor? 

Mr. MORRILL. The only issue that I raise is that, if the State has 
been at fault for the process by which halffof the sum devoted to the 
State has been lost, I think she ought to make that up. 

Mr. GIBSON. I concur with the Senator from Vermont; but I think 
if we take the total amount of the State proceeds derived from the sales 
of the granted lands we shall find that the university had lost very 
heavily, without regard to the sealing of the bonds. Probably there 
was no loss on the scaling of all the State bonds in 1874 that were re- 
ceived under the act of 1862. My attention was called to it a moment 
ago by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATE], and from the 
estimate which I make there has heen no loss on those bonds, but there 
was a loss on the bonds purchased before, and the institution is suffer- 
ing for a larger income to develop its educational facilities, 

Mr, SHERMAN. I must again call attention to the fact that we are 
acting under the eighth rule, and I think one objection sends a bill 
over, If we expect to make progress we must vote s ily and pro- 
ceed with the consideration of bills which do not lead to long debate. 
I do not like to object, but no Senator can speak more than once on a 
subject-matter and no Senator can speak more than five minutes upon 
a bill of this kind when it receives discussion. If bills involve pro- 
longed debate, they ought to be objected to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr, President, a bill of this magnitude, one involv- 
ing propositions so serious as have already been developed, ought not to 
be considered without debate, and therefore I will take leave to object 
to the bill, and I hopethe Senator from Louisiana will move to proceed 
notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope not now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the limit on debate will be removed, and we 
can discuss the measure. I object to the consideration of the bill, and 
will yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the Senator from Kansas will allow the bill 
to go over without prejudice, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to give notice of an amendment which I 
shail offer when the bill is next reached for consideration, in the fol- 
lowing words, as an addition to section 1: 


Provided further, That the portion of the fund invested as provided by section 
4 of the act of July 2, 1862, which was diminished and lost by the scaling of the 
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That is just what Isay, 


bonds of the State of Louisiana, shall be replaced by the State of Louisiana be- 
fore this grant shall take effect, 
Mr. GIBSON. I can say now that I think there will be no loss to 
the college from the scaling of those bonds, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let the next bill on the Calendar be reported. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be pro- 
ceeded with. 
GEORGE I. SANDERS. 


The bill (S. 772) granting a pension to George L. Sanders was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension:roll the name of George L. Sanders, Company A, One hundred 
and twenty-first Pennsylvania, and Company I, Two hundred and 
second Pennsylvania. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CORRECTION IN ENROLLMENT. 

Mr. VEST. A joint resolution passed the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives last week, and in the engrossed copy which was sent from 
the other House to the Senate the enacting words in the resolving clause 
have been leftout. I ask now unanimous consent to offer a concurrent 
resolution to remedy this clerical defect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That in the en- 
roliment of the joint resolution (S. R. No. 37) for the removal of obstructions to 
navigation in the Missouri River the Secretary be authorized to insert in the 
resolving clause after the word Resolvei” the words “by the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress asse P 
said words having been omitted in the engrossed copy received from the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it not bein order to suggest an amendment 
that we employ a new enrolling clerk? 

Mr. VEST. It is only just to the officers of the Senate to say that they 
made no mistake. This was done in the other House. They sent to 
us an engrossed copy leaving out these words. No officer of the Senate 
is to blame about it at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. This same difficulty confronted us some ten or a 
dozen times during the last Congress. A bill ora joint resolution, having 
the Senate and having gone to the House of Representatives cor- 
rectly engrossed, was returned here defective on account of the failure 
in the performance of his duty by some clerk, and we have been called 
upon repeatedly, as I say, ten ora dozen times during the last Congress, 
to cure defective legislation and lumber up the statute-books by resolu- 
tions like that offered by the Senator from Missouri to-day. The case 
before the Senate I understand to be like this: The joint resolution 
the Senate and went to the House of Representatives. It was 
there considered and the entire resolution, after the first word whereas,“ 
in the preamble, was stricken out and an amendment by way of substi- 
tute inserted. As it passed the House of Representatives the enacting 
words were in the amendment, but when the paper went into the office 
of the enrolling clerk a negligent or careless or inefficient writer omitted 
those words in the copy that came over here for consideration by the 
Senate. 

I say, sir, it does not comport with the dignity of these bodies to have 
their legislation tampered with in this way by inefficient clerks, and 
I am opposed at the outset, on the threshold, at the beginning of this 
session, to the repetition of the disgraceful performances of the last. 7 
therefore shall object to the passage of the resolution, and v1 suggest 
instead that the joint resolution be returned to the House of Representa- 
tives with the request that they send over here a copy correctly en- 
grossed as it that body. That is the way to get rid of the matter, 
and that is the way to admonish them and to admonish the clerks they 
employ that there must be more care and more scrutiny and more at- 
solian ye to these things, and that amendatory resolutions of this 
kind will not be passed to cure defects for which either House is not 
responsible, 

Mr. VEST. I do not care for the modus operandi by which this is done. 
I want results. The joint resolution is tied up by the blunder of a clerk 
in the House. I have a motion in my hand, and I want to submit the 
whole matter to the Senate. It is a matter of leather and prunella”’ 
whether we take one form or another. If we pass a motion, it must be 
put upon the records both of the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives, so that that goes for nothing. We have heretofore always taken 
the same action which I have proposed this morning, and that is to act 
by concurrent resolution. I have examined the records and find, as the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] says, that eight or ten times last 
session we had to these resolutions, ‘They have changed all of the 
force in the House of Representatives and put in a lot of new men who 
know nothing about the business, and this is the result. We are not 
responsible, but in the mean time this appropriation is lost until the 
Senate does this. I do not care how it is done. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Is this a House resolution? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; it is a Senate resolution. 

Sts SHERMAN. One objection being made, it goes over, under the 
es, 

Mr. INGALLS. This isa matter of privilege, and if the Senator 
from Missouri will permit me I will move that the joint resolution be 
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returned to the House of Representatives with the request that a cor- 
rectly engrossed copy of it be forwarded here as it passed the House. 

Mr. VEST. I have not any objection to that. Here is the same 

motion which I drew up in so many words. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand this is a Senate resolution. Is it a 
j House resolution which is the subject of controversy ? 
y, Mr. VEST. A joinb resolution passed the Senate and then passed 

the House with an amendment. 
5 Mr, DOLPH. You are speaking now about the original resolution? 
Mr. VEST. Yes, This mistake is in the engrossed copy, and noth- 

ing can be done until it is corrected. I do not care how it is done. 
; VICE-PRESIDENT, The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us hear whatitis. Wedo not want to make 
a blunder ourselves. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the number of the joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate joint resolution No. 37. 

Mr, INGALLS. Then let the number of the joint resolution be in- 


serted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Kansas 
will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That the pa 
No. 37, for 5 


oint resolution 
neat River, be 
id resolution 


Representatives of merica in Congress 
> sembled" — been omitted in the engrossed copy as sent to the Senate. 


j Mr. INGALLS. ‘Having been omitted by a clerk,” 
‘ets Mr. SHERMAN. It is very well as it is. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the resolution as read. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
OLIVER H. JUDD. 


The bill (S. 802) granting 5 to Oliver H. Judd was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the ol 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Oliver H. Judd, 
late private Company I, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EASTER A. JACKSON. 
The bill (S. 783) granting a pension to Easter A. Jackson was con- 
k sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
Z pension-roll the name of Easter A. Jackson, widow of Moses H. Jack- 
3 son, Company D, First Tennessee Mounted Infantry. 
2 , ‘The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
8 be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ARMY CHAPLAINS. 
The bill (S. 86) to increase the Pa fs) chaplains in the United States 
was announced as next in 
Mr. INGALLS. That is ported 8 Let it be passed over 
to the Calendar under Rule IX. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
._—-—— Nill (S. 567) to continue the publication of the supplement of the Re- 
vised Stuseci.s. 


The Committee on the Revision of the Laws proposed an amendment 
in section 2, line 16, after the words sum of,“ to insert ‘'$6,000;”? so 
as to read: 

That there shall be paid to said editor the sum of $0,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish to make a brief statement relative 
to this bill. 


During the first session of the Fiftieth Congress the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws reported a bill similar to this which was 
~ without division by theSenate. The only differences between that bill 
and the present one are that this extends the revision down to the 
close of present Congress and adds $1,000 to the compensation of 
the editor of the supplement to the Revised Statutes. Those are the 
only changes made. 

The importance of the work, I think, will be by all, and 
it does seem to me that there can be no objection to the passago of the 
bill, and I will notoccupy theattention of the Senate |. toit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, sad tne the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HARRISON WAGNER. 
The bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner was con- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the word of, to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and 
insert “twenty-five; » so as to make the bill read: 

Be ü enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ‘and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized and directed to to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of S a ane, 
subject to the provisions and limitations ¢ of the pension laws, the name of Har- 
rison Wagner, late an assistant surgeon in general hospital in Frederick, Md, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DAVID PETERSON, 

The bill (S. 909) granting a pension to David Peterson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of David Peterson, of Keokuk, Iowa, on the pension-roll, on account 
of his services in Company G, of the Ninth Iowa Regiment, in the war 
of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, I should like to inquire further, before 
proceeding with these cases, of the Senator who has re the dill 
just read, whom I do not see in his seat, or of some other member of 
the Pension Committee, whether that committee has reported any bills 
eter: pensions based upon any other consideration than that ot actual 

isability. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘There has been a very careful observance of that 
rule, and it has been more particularly observed at this session than it 
has been heretofore. 

Mr. PLUMB. Some years ago the committees of the Senate and the 
House seemed to have got the idea of recognizing blood and rank and 
various things of that kind, whereby pensions were granted in a senti- 
mental way which totally disregarded the fundamental idea of the pen- 
sion laws as to disability. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There hasbeen no bill favorably reported by the 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate, I will say, which provides a pen- 
sion except for cause originating in the service in the line of duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has there been any bill reported which increases the 
pension of a beneficiary beyond $72 a Agaitik 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am constantly getting 73 from my constituents, 
who are interested in this very important subject, and they seem to 
understand that Congress is making distinctions and that pensions are 
being granted without reference to disability and in which the rank 
of the pensioner is taken into account, and a pension given of $100 a 
month, and so on, irrespective of disability, while the private soldier 

can only get $72 as the maximum, and that upon the establishment 
by 1 that he is required to furnish under the law of the existence 
of a certain degree of disability and helplessness. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will say to the Senator that that impression has 
been conveyed through pension agents and others, and not by any ac- 
tion of the committee itself. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam very glad to hear it. 

21 5 VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
sta 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 283) granting a pension to M. J. Fogg. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was done with the other case, Senate bill 
909? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That bill was passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very remarkable proceeding, Mr. a 
dent.. That bill is on the Calendar apparently with a favorable re 
and the actual report is an adverse report recommending the inde 
ee of the bill. I move to reconsider the vote by which res 


terson bill was passed, and let it be indefinitely postponed, according 
to the recommendation of the Committee on Pond and I call for the 
reading of the re 
Mr. DAVIS. t is the title of the bill? 


The CHIEF CLERK, A bill (S. 909) granting a pension to David Peter- 


son. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER, from the Committee on Pensions, January 7, 1890: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 909) preston 
a pension to David Peterson, have considered the same, and respectfully report: 

We adopt the zapori hereto annexed, made by this e in the firat ses- 
sion of the Fiſtieth Congress, and recommend that the passage of the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 


[Senate Report No, 206, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred bills (S. 862 and 1418) grante 
ing a pension to David Peterson, of Keokuk, Iowa, who e: in Company 
G, Ninth Iowa 8 find upon examination of the papers that David Pat- 
terson, of Keokuk, Iowa, a member of Com y G, Ninth lowa Regiment, is 

‘Pension of $12 reg month forrheumatism and resulting disease 
of the heart under an application filed March 29, 1880. 

If this is the soldier to yaon 1 ny oat bills Nos. 502 and 1418 refer, no further re- 
lief can be given by Congress the termsofthe bills. It appears, however, 
from the hats CARON a PA rtro of the petitioner for an increase was filed 
September . “for bs —— of the kidneys, bladder, urinary organs, and 
loss of sight of left eye.“ This claim for increase was fully investigated by the 
board of examiners on the Ist of October, 189, who pans uragan ine zens oner 
as to the diseases for which he claimed an increase; and the Department further 
found that if any such disease existed it was not pe nsionable, as, under the 
claim of the petitioner, it was contracted while serving out a sentence of s 
co! at Fort Snelling, 
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Your committee, therefore, re; 
and ask that the same be ind: 


Senate bills Nos. 802 and 1418 adversely, 


tely postponed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a very strong adverse report showing 
there is no merit in the bill at all, and yet itis on the Calendar as fa- 
yorably reported. d 

Mr. FRYE. It is simply a mistake. Let the bill be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the vote by which 
the bill was passed will be reconsidered and it will be postponed in- 
definitely. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

M. J. FOGG. - 

The bill (S. 283) granting a pension to M. J. Fogg was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of M. J. Fogg, late a second lieutenant in Battery E, First 
Virginia Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID H. LUTMAN. 


The bill (S. 284) granting a pension to David H. Lutman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David H. Lutman, late a private in Company 
F, Second Maryland Regiment. 

The bill was reported to.the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PENSION CLAIMS OF STATE MILITIAMEN. 


The bill (S. 390) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

It proposes to repeal so much of paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the 
Revised Statutes as provides that no claim ofa State militiaman on ac- 
countof disability from wounds or injuries received in battle with rebels 
or Indians, while temporarily rendering service, shall be valid unless 
prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 1874. 

It further provides that the claims of all such persons now pending, 
or which may be hereafter filed, shall be adjudicated in the same man- 
ner as claims of persons who have been regularly enlisted in the United 
States military service. This is to include claimants wounded or dis- 
abled in any Indian war prior or subsequent to the passage of the act; 
and all pensions granted under the act shall, in case of eations 
filed prior to its passage, begin from the passage hereof, and in all other 
cases from the date of the filing of the application under the act. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to hear some explanation of that 
bill further than the bill itself makes. 

3 Mr. DAVIS. I did not hear the question of the Senator from New 

ersey- 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like some explanation from the chair- 
man of the committee as to the entire scope of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Theentirescopeof the bill can be stated in a very few 
words, Its object is simply to repeal the limitation which was placed 
some years ago npon the claims of persons irregularly in the service, 
and particularly in regard to those who were in Indian wars. 
This bill itself, I think, passed the Senate at the last session, and is 
the result of putting together into the form of one bill several bills 
which were introduced at the last session of Congress. It is a very meri- 
torious measure and has the full concurrence of the committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task that that bill lie over ſor the time being. Ishould 
like to examine it. I have not a copy of it on my file. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be over. 

Mr. PLUMB subsequently said: I have no objection to the 
of the bill after the explanation of it which my colleague has e 
to me. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

OATHS IN PENSION CASES. 

The bill (S. 1201) in relation to oaths in pension and other cases was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that any and all 
affidayits and declarations to be hereafter made or used in any pension 
or bounty cases, or in claims against the Government for back pay or 
arrears or increase of pension, or for quarterly vouchers may be taken 
by any officer authorized to administer oaths for general purposes in 
the State, city, or county where the officer resides. If the officer has 
a seal and uses it upon such paper, no certificate of a county clerk, or 
prothonotary, or clerk of a court shall be ; but when no seal 
is used by the officer taking the affidavit, then a clerk ofa court of 
record, or a county or city clerk, or prothonotary having a seal shall 
aflix it thereto, and shall certify to the signature of the officer, to the 
effect that such certifying officer believes his signature is genuine. 

Mr. HALE. Task the chairman of the committee who reporfed the 
bill, how does it change the present law? 

Mr. DAVIS. In this respect: The present law requires an applicant 
for a pension, if he goes before a justice of the peace or any official not 
havingaseal of office, to make affidavit, then to go beforeacourtof record 
and obtain a certificate that the: justice or other person had the right 


to administer oaths. My impression is that the present law authorizes 
the affidavit to be taken by a notary public, and then there must be se- 
cured the certificate of a court of record, and the pensioner is put to 
some expense. 

Mr. HALE. I get from the reading of the bill 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The reporters can not hear the Senators; neither can 
any of us over here. 

Mr. HALE. I thought as the bill was read that its provisions obliged 
the making the oath to get the certificate of the clerk of a court 
of record that the magistrate before whom the affidavit was made had 
authority to administer oaths unless that magistrate affixed a seal, and 
if he did affix a seal asa notary public then it need not be authenti- 
cated by the clerk of the court. I have always understood that that 
was the present practice. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator does not exactiy apprehend this bill. This 
bill authorizes any person empowered to administer oaths who has a 
seal of office to take the oath of an applicant for a pension. In case the 
applicant for a pension makes that oath before a person not haying a 
seal of office, it authorizes any one having a seal of office, such as a no- 
tary public, to attest the power of the person who takes the affidavit 
to administer oaths. 

Mr. HALE. That certification of the magistrate’s power may come 
by the provisions of this bill from another officer, not a clerk of acourt 
of record, as a notary public having a seal. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is, as I understand it, the intention. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the bill read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The only additional officer who can certify the magis- 
trate’s power under this bill would be a clerk of a city or county or a 
prothonotary, but it would not give that power to an ordinary notary 
public. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it would. 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, yes. As the practice now is, when an oath is 
taken before a notary public, which is good in commercial matters the 
world over, the law requires the genuineness of the si and the 
capacity of the notary to act to be attested by the clerk of some court 
of record before it can be ted at the Pension Office. This bill, as 
T understand, dispenses with that and simplifies the law by making the 
attestation of a notary sufficient. As the law now is carried ont, no- 
taries who have a good deal of that kind of business to do secure a gen- 
eral statement from the clerk of a court of record and have it filed in 
the Pension Office. 

Mr. HALE. That, if the Senator will allow me, is not what we were 
talking about. There is no question that under this provision, where 
the notary public affixes the seal with his signature, that will be taken 
by the Department without its being further certificated. There is no 
doubt about that. The question I put is as to what additional officer 
any power is given to certify that a magistrate who has no seal who ad- 
ministers an oath has authority to administer it. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is found in lines 12 and 13 of the bill, 

Mr. HALE. That does not include a notary public. 

Mr. DAVIS. A prothonotary. 

Mr. HALE. That is a very different office. A prothonotary is an 
ofiicer of great 3 and e in the States where that office 
3 „and I think is entirely different from a no public. 

Mr. INGALLS. Entirely. a 

Mr. HALE. Ido not object to that, beeause a prothonotary has all 
the powers the clerk of a court has. 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the bill as it is reported by the committee 
a notary public would undoubtedly not have authority to attest the 
signature of a justice of the 

Mr. HALE. That is the way I understand it, as the Senator from 
Kansas does. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that there shall 
be in the Department of War an Assistant Secretary of War, who shall 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, and shall be entitled to a salary of $4,500 a year, payable 
monthly, and who shall perform such duties in the Department of War 
as shall be prescribed by the Secretary or may be required by Jaw. 

Mr. REAGAN, Is there a report accompanying that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report, 

Mr. REAGAN. Let it be read. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I made the report in the case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCKRELL 


January 7, 1890: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1359 
providing for an Assistant tary of War,” have duly considered . 


and submit the following report: 

This bill provides for an Assistant Secretary of War, to be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, with a of 
$4,500, and to perform such dutiesin the War De: ent as shall be prescri 


by the Secretary of War or may be required by 


W. 
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Fresidant by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,” in the sum of 
8 1 provision was repealed by the same appropriation law approved 
Ja 

T following are some of the reasons why an Assistant Secretary of War 
should be provided: k 

The President, as constitutional chief of the Army. acts ghey 30 his Secretary 
of War. The system contemplates not oniy a civil officer at the head of the War 
Department, but a civil direction of the military establishment. 

In addition to this control of the military establishment the Department, by 
virtue of mes enya NE is also responsible for the performance of a large number 
of strictly civil duties. 

The improvement of rivers and harbors, the supervision of the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters, the furnishing of evidence for pending pension 
claims, and other civil duties haye become the the larger part of work of the 
Department. 

In the last four years one hundred and fifty-five acts were authorizing 
the construction of bridges over navigable waters, The duties of the Secretary 
of War thereunder include some or all of the following: Approval of plans 
and location; fixing rates of toll and of compensation to be paid by road 
companies, and rules and conditions under which different companies may 
use the bridge, and the decision “of all matters at issue“ concerning which the 
parties fail to agree. 

Of the 1,624 clerks and enor of the Department under the immediate di- 
rection of the Secretary of War at the seat of Government, 718 are ed to 
divisions whose duties are entirely civil, 323 are assigned to bureaus and divis- 
jons whose duties are mostly civil, and only 583 are assigned to bureaus or 
divisions pertaining directly to the maintenance of the military establishment, 

The following statement shows the number of clerks employed in the differ- 


ent Executive Departments and number of assistant heads of each Department: 
Department. Clerks. 3 


There are 11,134 civilians under employment at large by the War Department, 
exclusive of those employed in this city, Seven thousand five hundred and 
twenty-five of those are not en d in work relating to the military. 

The expenditures of the War Department were last year $46,054,121.74, of which 
only about one-half was for the maintenance of the military establishment. 

The heads of the different bureaus of the Department are military officers 
without civil train: orexperience. There is only onecivilian employé in the 
Department, except the Secretary, receiving a salary above $2,000 a year, and 
there ure only fifteen clerks of that grade, 

There are many combined questions of civil administration and law arising; 
but the Department has no civilian above the grade of clerk and no legal officer 
at all, as most of the other Departments have, to assist in their consideration. 
ig F corps consists of officers trained in military 

w only. N 

An Assistant Secretary is needed 

First. To strengthen the civil influence in the Department; to assist in the 
civil direction of the military establishment, as constitutionally intended, and 
5 — 5 performance of the strictly civil duties of the Department enjoined upon 

t W. 
Pona: To preside over the Department in the temporary absence of the 


Secretary. 

The President is permitted, by law, to designate a general officer to act as 
Secretary of War in such a contingency, The custom is to designate the senior 
officer present. If it be the Major-General commanding, he is called upon to 

on his own reports and recommendations, If it be a junior officer, he may 
Fe called upon to review the acts and reports of his superior officers. It can 
not always be the same officer, and never one familiar with the civil duties of 

Department, and as to the Army itself the present system is caicalated to 
produce irritation. 

Third. As a matter of economy. A 

It has become im {ble for the Secretary to perform the ‘routine work de- 
volving on him and still devote pro; time to the larger administrative ques- 
tions arising, careful attention to which is the test economy. There is at 
present no officer of such grade that can assist him in either. 

It were better even to employ an Assistant ry, if needs be, at the ex- 
pense of dispensing with subordinates receiving equal salary. 

Every Secretary of War since 1880 has asked for the appointment of an assist- 
ant, either in his official reports to the President or before committees of Con- 

Tess. 

e Your committee believe thht the economy and the best interests of the public 
service uire an Assistant Secretary of War, as provided in this bill, and there- 
fore report the bill back to the Senate and recommend its passage, 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, ifan Assistant Secretary of War was 
necessary for the good of the public business, I should not wish to ob- 
ject to the creation of such an office. Now, in referring to the duties 
which he may assist in discharging, the first mentioned is in regard to 
rivers and harbors and bridges over rivers. The Chief of Engineers and 
his assistants have all the time been giving special attention to these 
subjects and aiding the Secretary of War; and so far as that is concerned, 
I do not see why it may not be done as heretofore. The Major-General 
of the Army, commanding, is here to discharge such duties as devolve 
upon him; the Judge-Advocate-General is here to advise with the Sec- 
retary of Warabout questions of military jurisprudence and such things 
as that if it is necessary. 

If there was a defect in the working part of the War Department, if 
there was another bureau necessary, I could understand the necessity 
for creating it; but when the Secretary of War has the general super- 
vision, with all the bureaus that are under his control (he is not expected 
to go through the manual labor ofattending to all the duties of his office), 
if he is equal to the duties of his position, he distributes the labor of the 
De ent Bpo ine proper bureaus that are his assistants. 

know the tor from Missouri has given a great deal of attention 
to the subject of the working of the different Departments of the Gov- 


ernment, and, of course, I hesitate very much to set up my judgment 
against his on any question relating to the organization and conduct of 
the Departments here, but I am very much inclined to object to the 
creation of offices unless it is clearly necessary. I believe there never 
has been an Assistant Secretary of War heretofore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly there has been. There were two As- 
sistant Secretaries all through the war. The report shows that the 
office was afterwards revived, but the Secretary was not able to get a 
man of sufficient ability or such a one as he wanted to fill it for the 
salary allowed. 

Mr. REAGAN. If additional bureaus are necessary, I can under- 
stand that; but I do not understand that two Secretaries of War can 
do any better than one in the distribution of the business of the War 
Department among the several bureaus, and so far as I am informed I 
do not feel inclined to vote for the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Texas is not one-half as much 
opposed to creating new offices which are unnecessary as Iam. I be- 
lieve that the public business of this country should be administered 
with the very least possible number of officers, and those officers should 
be paid a reasonable salary, but the very system that the Senator from 
Texas advocates, of the heads of bureaus doing all the business and 
the Secretary being a mere figure-head, has led to the accumulation of 
thousands upon thousands of cases in all the Departments, and has 
brought the business in some of them to a chaotic condition. 

Now, I say that in the Department of War an Assistant Secretary is 
an absolute necessity, more so than in the Post-Office Department to-day. 
We do not, in the passaye of our laws in regard to rivers and harbors, 
authorize the Chief of Engineers to pass upon them and relieve the Secre- 
tary from responsibility. We authorize the Secretary of War to pass 
upon them, and he has to pass his individual judgment upon them. 
Suppose the Secretary is absent a day, what is the result? Why, the 
Commanding General is put in charge of the Department, or the Chief 
of Ordnance, or some other subordinate officer is put in charge, and 
who is there to attend to the business of the Department; who is there 
to attend to the civil business of the Department and to keep it up? 
Under the bureau system, in August last there were 14,000 undisposed 
of cases pending in the office of the Adjutant-General. The Secretary 
of Nhe took the matter in charge and put a surgeon in charge of it, a 
civilian. 

Mr. REAGAN, That was the case because we have lumbered up the 
Departments with officers until you get down to about the third man 
before you get any work. ‘There is the head of a bureau, then some- 
body next to him, and you have to get down to the third man before 
you get any work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is because of the bureau system. That is 
the cause of the irresponsibility of anybody in actual charge of the busi- 
ness. There ought to be in every one of these Departments an assistant 
whose business it is to attend to the administrative business and sec 
that it is done. Secretary Proctor put a deputy in charge of a division, 
having 700 clerks under him, and 40,000 cases were disposed of on the 
30th day of September, and the current business is now being disposed 
of. You want some help there, a civilian, a business man, to superin- 
tend the business of the De ment, and to see that not only the heads 
of bureaus but their chief clerks, and not only the chief clerks but the 
chiefs of divisions and subdivisions, and not only they but that the clerks 
themselves perform their work, and it can not be done by the Secretary 
of War alone. He must have an assistant, and if the peopleof the coun- 
try want their business disposed of in the War Department they must 
have an Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I supposed that this bill would pass 
without the slightest objection or criticism. Indeed I am sure it will 
pass, but I can not forbear saying that it is a most extraordinary thing 
to hear objection made to giving an assistant to a man who supervises 
the expenditure of $46,000,000. That is the kind of economy I have 
never understood in my life. It is a mighty little, poor shore vessel 
that does not have a mate. It gets down to a captain anda boy by that 
time. There is no business of any consequence, that rises to any dig- 
nity whatever, that ought not to have a chief assistant, a man capable 
of being a substitute in the absence or indisposition of the chief. 

Now, this report made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL] has my heartiest approval, and I am obliged to him on behalf of 
the Military Committee for representing the subject so favorably, and 
I may say, indeed, there need be no further argument. 

It often happens that when the Secretary of War is absent the chief 
clerk practically takes his place, and we find the high functions of Secre- 
tary of Warexercised by men occupying subordinate positions and with 
no other name attached toa paper. That is all wrong. There is no 
man who attends to the ordinary duties of chief clerk who can step in 
and perform those of the Secretary during his absence. It must bea 
man who has been associated with the Secretary and under his direc- 
tion in the consideration of the very large and exceedingly important 
business which is there. It is not a question of whether it is worth 
while to expend $4,500 for a new Assistant Secretary, but it is a ques- 
tion whether we can afford to withhold the $4,500 to get a good man 
there. Our present condition is exceedingly wasteful and extravagant 
in not providing a proper force for doing the necessary duties, 
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Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, I have great respect for the opin- 
ion —— i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrtsin the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Texas, having spoken once on this question, under the rule 
is not authorized to occupy the floor again, 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I only had a word to say 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent of the Senate 
the Senator can proceed. Under the rule he has no right to be heard 


n. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is this the same question that was up when I spoke 
before? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the same bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator be heard. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not trouble the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Texas continuing his remarks? The Chair hears none. The Senator 
from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I only wanted to make one remark, 
that while I have great respect for the judgment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] on questions relating to military organizations, it seems to 
me that when they speak so much of the necessity of an Assistant Sec- 
retary it should be remembered that the Secretary of War has numer- 
ous assistants now, only by other names than that of Assistant Secre- 
tary, men of ability, men of experience. I simply repeat what I said 
before, that the head of a Department, unless he has the ability to 
work with the brains and hands of his subordinates, is not fit for the 
position, and if he has not ability he simply supervises. He has now 
all the machinery necessary for the discharge of the duties of the office. 

The bill was passed. 

SIOUX INDIANS AT DEVIL’S LAKE AGENCY, 


Mr. DAWES. Mr, President, there is a bill for the relief of the In- 
dians at the Devil’s Lake agency, in Dakota, which requires immedi- 
ate action. I will state in a moment the condition of things there. The 
case arises from a communication directly from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, sent here by the Secretary of the Treasury, representing the des- 
titute condition of the Indians at that agency, and especially in the 
matter of seed and other matters pertaining to theirsummercrop. The 
condition of the white people in that vicinity is so alarming that the 
Legislature of North Dakota 5 $100,000 for seed and imple- 
ments necessary for the white people there. It is deemed absolutely 
necessary in the opinion of both these Departments that $25,000 should 
be appropriated for these Indians. The Senator from North Dakota 
[ Mr. PIERCE] introduced a bill yesterday for that purpose according to 
the recommendations of the Departments, and I have conferred inform- 
ally with the members of the Committee on Indian Affairs upon the 
floor and have their authority for reporting the bill now. If it should 
pass to-day we save some time, as we shall probably adjourn until 
Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts, from 
the 3 on Indian Affairs, reports a bill the title of Which will 
be stated. 0 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2652) for the relief of the Sioux In- 
dians at Devil's Lake agency, N. Dak. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be considered at this time. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information, 
subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
and authorized to purchase, under contract or in open market at his discretion, 
for the relief of the Sioux Indians located at the Devil's Lake ageney, N. Dak., 
seeds for planting purposes, subsistence supplies, clothing, and other articles of 
a beneficial character, to relieve their immediate, pressing wants and necessi- 
ties; and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, for the purposes above named, to be immediately available, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I, of course, have no objection to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 2652) for the relief of the Sioux Indians 
at Devil's Lake agency, N. Dak. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear from the chairman of the com- 
mittee how it happened that these Indians have fallen into this sudden 
destitution and why, if they are a dependent tribe, the necessary ap- 
propriations have not been hitherto made. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the condition of this tribe and the 


necessity of this immediate appropriation are stated in a letter to the 
Secretary of the Interior by an Indian inspector sent there on purpose 
to make this investigation, which bears date December 12, 1889. The 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Pierce] is more familiar with the 
condition of things there than Iam myself; but, as I understand, it 
grows out of a succession of dry seasons that have disabled all people 
in that vicinity from raising crops sufficient to take care of themselves 
and preserve seed for the future. 

Mr. PIERCE. If the Senator will allow me I will state in one mo- 
ment the condition. Last August it was reported to the Secretary of 
the Interior that there was likely to be destitution among the Indians 
at Devil’s Lake. An inspector was sent there who reported in October. 
He reported at that time that unless relief was furnished there was dan- 
ger of these Indians perishing. 

Mr. INGALLS. In October last? 

Mr. PIERCE. In October last. The communication was forwarded 
in December to the House of Representatives, and there a bill was in- 
troduced for the relief of those Indians. I observed in yesterday morn- 
ing’s papers that the agent by telegraph informed the Government that 
these Indians were absolutely in danger of immediate starvation, and 
I so stated in an explanation of this bill yesterday. 

It has been reported that there is great destitution among the white 
people of North Dakota, and I have no doubt there has been some, and 
this is in the immediate region where the suffering has been reported 
among the white people. This is a matter of humanity. If the report 
of the Indian agent there is to be relied upon, this bill should be passed 
at once. 

Let me say to the Senator from Kansas that yesterday the persons 
interested in the benevolent part of this work there collected, from cer- 
tain church sources $3,000 and sent it for the relief of these Indians, 
and if the Government is going to take care of them in any manner this 
bill onght to pass, and if passed at all it ought to pass now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED J, WORCESTER. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will be 


reported. 

The bill (S. 431) for the relief of Alfred J. Worcester was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of 
War to correct the muster-roll of Alfred J. Worcester, so as to show 
him to have been the first lieutenant of Company G, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment of Illinois Volunteers, from December 23, 1863, to June 11, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


f ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DR. W. J. HOFFMAN. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 4) authorizing acceptance by Dr. W. J. 
Hoffman of certain decorations from foreign powers was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with amendments, in line 6, after the word Portugal,“ to 
strike out and also that of, and in line 8, after the word Venezu- 
ela,” to strike ont as a testimonial of distinguished scientificand ar- 
tistic merit and insert and also the Royal Norwegian Golden Medal 
of Merit,’ conferred upon him by the King of Sweden and Norway, as 
a testimonial of distinguihed scientific and artistie merit;“ so as to 
make the joint resolution read: 

Nesol rod, ete., That Doctor W.J. Hoffman, of the Bureau of Ethnology, be, and 
he hereby is, authorized to accept a decoration of the Order of St. James.“ 
conferred upon him by the King of Portugal; the Order of the Bust of the Lib- 
erator,” conferred upon him by the President of Venezuela, and alsothe “ Royal 
Norw Golden Medal of Merit,” conferred upon him by the King of Sweden 
and Norway, as a testimonial of distinguished scientific and artistic merit. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEER HOWARD D. POTTS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 129) for the relief of Assistant Engineer Howard D. Potts, Uni- 
ted States Navy.* . 

The preamble recites that Assistant Engineer Howard D. Potts was 
placed on the retired-list of the Navy for *‘ disabilities not incurred in 
the line of duty” and that the record of this officer during his active 
service in the Navy shows that his disabilities resulted ‘‘ from incident 
of service and while in the discharge of his legitimate duty;“ and the 
resolution therefore authorizes the President to place the name of As- 
sistant Engineer Howard D. Potts, United States Navy, on the retired- 
list of the Navy ‘‘for disabilities incurred in the line of duty from sick- 
ness or exposure therein.“ 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out the preamble of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to strike out the preamble. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ASSISTANT ASTRONOMERS AT NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 304) defining the position and salaries of assistant astronomers 
at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Sepate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI, MISSISSIPPI, AND ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGES. 

The bill (S, 1871) providing for certain bridges across the Missouri 
River, the Mississippi River, and the Dlinois Riyer was the next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iask that that bill may be laid over. I do not 
care to object to it, but I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] to my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be informally passed over, holding its place on the Calendar. The next 
business on the Calendar will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 96, Senate bill 547 

Mr. VEST. What became of Order of Business 95? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK] asked that it be informally passed over, holding its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to state to the Senator from Missouri that 
my colleague, who is unavoidably detained from the Senate on account 
of business at the Departments, and myself would like to examine the 
bill and confer with each other in respect to it before it is considered 
by the Senate. Therefore I have asked that it be laid over. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will examine it, because we want to 
do something with it. 

ST. CROIX RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 547) for the construction of a bridge across the St. Croix 
River was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Secretary be kind enough to read again 
that portion of the bill which indicates the location of the bridge? 

Mr. FRYE. It is be between Maine and New Brunswick. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is all I want to know. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Dur RIVER BRIDGES, é 

The bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
the Bœuf River, Louisiana, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STATEN ISLAND SOUND BRIDGES. 


The bill (S. 1305) to authorize the constructica of certain bridges 
across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Killand Kill Von 
Kull, and to establish the same as post-roads, was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over. ‘ 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the bill will retain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. The only reason why I ask that it go over is that the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] has been called ont of the 
Chamber, and he wants to be here when the bill is considered. 

Mr. EVARTS. But it will keep its place on the Calendar ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
beinformally passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

SARAH K. M'LEAN. 


The bill (S. 395) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the 
Jate Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, was the next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let that be passed over, retaining its place on the 


Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill will be 
passed over, retaining its place. 
CHRISTIAN FREDERICKSEN. 


The bill (S. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredertcksen was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to add: 

Upon the surrender of the dischargeissued Neil P. Wisborg, or of satisfactory 


proot of its loss, and upon evidence satisfactory to the War Department of the 
tity of Christian Fredericksen with said Wisborg. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
issue to Christian Fredericksen, who served under the name of N. P. Wisborg as 
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a private in Company G, Ninth Kansas Volunteers, an honorable discharge from 
the service of the Un States, upon the surrender of the discharge issued Neil 
P. Wisborg, or of satisfactory F of its loss, and upon evidence e 

entity of Christian is- 


2 War Department of the 
rg. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


eksen with said 


H, A. MYERS, 


The bill (S. 596) forthe relief of H. A. Myers was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to H. A. Myers, late a 
private in the Eleventh Kansas Volunteers, a sum that shall be equal 
to the pay of a private soldier from the 17th of September, 1862, to July 
7, 1864, the date of his discharge from the service of the United States, 
deducting therefrom any amount that may have been paid to him as 
such private soldier and any amount that may be due from him to the 
Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS UNDER ASSUMED NAMES. 


The bill (S. 381) for the relief of soldiers and sailors who enlisted or 
served ander assumed names, while minors or otherwise, in the Army 
or Navy during the war of the rebellion was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask that the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAVIS 
January 9, 1890: x 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 381) for 
the relief of soldiers and sailors who enlisted or served under assumed numes, 
while minors or otherwise, in the Army or Navy during the war of the rebell- 
ion, bave examined the same and report it favorably, recommending its passage, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COL. DANIEL M’CLURE. 


The bill (S. 1007) for the relief of Col. Daniel McClure was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to settle and close the 
accounts of Col. Daniel McClure, assistant paymaster-general in the 
Army, with the United States, under his official bond dated March 22, 
1859; and in such settlement the accounting officers are to credit Me- 
Clure with all sums of money charged against him by the accounting 
officers in the statement of differences certified by the Second Aud- 
itor of the Treasury, upon the final statement of his accounts on the 
9th of December, 1873. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, aud was read the third time, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to say that this biil had a very 
voluminous record and I did not have time to make a full examination 
of the record and come to a satisfactory conclusion; and therefore I 
do not favor the of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 

E. B. CROZIER. 


The bill (S. 137) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, executrix of the last 
will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay to E. B. Crozier, executrix of the 
last will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, deceased, —— dollars for services ren- 
dered as surgeon in the Army hospital at Cuthbert, Ga., from June 15, 
1865, to July 18, 1865, and for cost of transportation from Chattanooga, 
Tenn., to Clarksville, Tenn. 

Mr. BATE. I move to amend the bill by filling the hlank in line 6 
before the word dollars“ with the words one hundred and ninety- 
five.” That was inadvertently left ont. The committee so recom- 


mended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to fill the blank in line 6 by in- 
serting the words one hundred and ninety-five;’’ soas to read 5195 
for services,“ etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Tennessee if 
I understood him correctly to say that this is a committee amendment. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; it is a committee amendment. Here is the 
report toshow that they ordered the insertion of $195, and it was merely 
left out by inadvertence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was eoncurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. . 

ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTY-THIRD WEST VIRGINIA REGIMENT. 

The bill (S. 288) to refund to the State of West Virginia the money 
paid to officers of the One hundredand thirty-third Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion was considered 
us in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay tothe State of West Vir- 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
CAPE DISAPPOINTMENT LIGHT-HOUSE. 


The bill (S. 463) making an appropriation for the construction of a 
first-order light-house on North Head, Cape Disappointment, in the State 
of Washington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to add: 

And when the light hercin provided for shall have been established the light 


now at Cape Disappointment shall be discontinued anda light of the fourth o: 
be substituted therefor. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneysin the Treasury 
nototherwise 8 the sum of $50,000 for the construction of a first-order 
light-house on North Head, Cape Disappointment, in the State of Washington, 
near the mouth of the Columbia River, said light-house to be erected under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; and when the light herein provided 
for shall have been established the light now at Cape Disappointment shall be 
discontinued and a light of the fourth order be substituted therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 
‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 1629) to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, Regulation of steam-vessels, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 14, before the word 
Oregon, to strike out Portland and insert Willamette.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The nextamendment was, insection1, line 15, before the word ‘‘Wash- 
ington,” to strike out “Seattle” and insert Puget Sound.“ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended proposes to make section 4414 of the Revised 
Statutes read as follows: 

Sec. 4414. There shall be, in each of the following collection districts, one in- 
spector of hulls and one inspector of boilers, namely: The districts of New York, 
N. V. n, Mass.; Philadelphia, Pa.; San Francisco, Cal.; Albany, N. V.; 
New London, Conn.: Baltimore, Md.; Buffalo, N. X.; Cleveland, Ohio; New 
Orleans, La,; Norfolk, Va.; St. Louis, Mo.; Galena, III.; Detroit, Mich.; Chi- 
cago, III.; Michigan, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Port Huron, Mich.; Willamette, 
Oregon; Portland, Me.; Paget Sound, Washington; Savannah, Ga.; h, 
Pa.; Oswego, N. V.: Charleston, S. C.; Duluth, Minn. ; Louisville, Ky.; Evans- 
ville, Ind.; Memphis, Tenn.; Nashville, Tenn.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Gallipolis, 
Ohio; Wheeling, W. Va.; Superior, Mich,; Burlington, Vt.; Apalachicola, $ 
Galveston, Tex. ; Mobile, Ala.; and Providence, R. I. 

The inspector of hullsand the inspector of boilers in the districts enumerated 
in the preceding paragraph shall be entitled to the following salaries, to be paid 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, namely: 

In districts inspecting less than 100 steamers, to a salary of $1,200 per year 


each, : 

In districts inspecting over 100 and less than 150 steamers, to a salary of $1,500 
per year each. 

In districts inspecting 150 and less than 200 steamers, to a salary of $1,800 per 


year each. 
In districts inspecting 200 and less than 300 steamers, to a salary of $2,000 per 


year each. 

In Sekoa inspecting 300 and less than 500 steamers, to a salary of $2,250 per 
year each, 

In districts inspecting 500 steamers and upward, toa salary of $2,500 per year 


each, 

The Supervising Inspector-General shall report to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, at the end of each fiscal year, the number of steamers inspected in each 
local district in that year which number shall be the basis upon which shall 
be determined the rics to be paid to local inspectors for the following fiscal 

ear, in the ratio described in the preceding pa hs of this section. And, 

n addition, the Secretary of the Treasury niay appoint, upon the nomination 
of the supervising inspector of the district, in collection districts where there 
are 225 steamers and upward to be inspected annually, tinspectors, ata 
salary, for the district of New York, of $2,000 a year each; for the districts of 
New Orleans, La.; Philadelphia, Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; Boston, Mass.; and San 
Francisco, Cal., at $1,800 per year each ; and for ail other districts, at a sala: 
not exceeding $1,600 pe year esch: and he may appoint a clerk to any suc 
board at a compensation not exceeding $1,200 a year to each person so appointed. 
Every inspector provided for in this or the preceding sections of this title shall 
be paid for his actual and reasonable traveling expenses, at the rate of 5 cents 
per mile, incurred in the performance of his duty, together with his actual and 
reasonable expenses for transportation of instruments, which shall be certified 
see sworn to under such instructions as shall be given by the Secretary of the 

Treasury- 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE IN CUSTOMS SERVICE. 


Mr. FRYE. As the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is now here, 
I should like to call up Order of Business No. 40, Senate bill 276, which 
was passed over informally at his request. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and employés ir 
the customs service of the Government who receive per diem compensa- 


ginia $2,019.57, being the amount paid by the State to certain officers 
of the One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West Virginia Militia for 
services rendered by them in the war of the rebellion, being the differ- 
ence between $13 per month received by them and the amount they 
shonld have received as such officers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK N. KRESS. 


The bill (S. 128) for the relief of Frederick N. Kress was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that Frederick N. Kress. late a naval cadet, 
passed with distinction his final examination for graduation, and, being 
found mentally, morally, and professionally qualified for promotion to 
the rank ofensign, has been, however, found physically disqualified for 
promotion by reason of a disease contracted from exposure in the line 
of duty at sea, which entirely disables him and because of which he 
was honorably discharged. The bill authorizes the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Frederick N. 
Kress an ensign in the United States Navy on the retired-list. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


REVENUE-CUTTER FOR PACIFIC COAST. 


The bill (S. 464) for the construction of a United States revenue-cutter 
for service on the Oregon coast, with headquarters at Astoria, Oregon, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropri- 
ate $125,000 for the purpose of constructing a first-class revenue-cutter 
for service on the Oregon coast, with headquarters at Astoria, Oregon 
the same to be constructed under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘coast,’’ to strike out Oregon? 
and insert Pacific.“ `: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the construction of 
a United States revenue-cutter for service on the Pacific coast, with 
headquarters at Astoria, Oregon. 


OBSTRUCTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


The bill (S. 88) to prevent the obstruction of navigable waters and 
to protect public works against trespass or injury was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word Wharf,“ 
to insert furnace, manufacturing establishments;“ in line 9, after the 
word sawdust,“ to insert ‘slag, cinders, ashes, refuse;“ in line 10, 
before the word waste, to strike out ‘‘ mill;’’ in line 12, after the 
word shall,“ to insert tend to;’’ in line 15, before the word ‘* waste, 
to strike out mill; and in line 19, after the word shall,“ to insert 
“or may;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer, or 
procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of any ship, 
vessel: lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, furnace, 
manufacturing establishments, or mills of any kind whatever, any ballast, stone, 
slate, gravel, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, slag, cinders, 
ashes, refuse or other waste of any kind, into any 2 road, roa: har- 
bor. haven, navigable river, or navigable waters of the United States, which 
shall tend to impede or obstruct navigation, or to deposit or or cause, suf- 
fer, or procure to be deposited or placed, any ballast, stone, s „ gravel, earth, 
rubbish, wreck, filth, siabs, edgings, sawdust, or other waste in any place or 
situation on the bank of any navigable waters where the same shall be liable 
to be washed into such navigable waters, either by ordinary or high tides, or 
by 9 ve floods, or otherwise, whereby nayigation shall or may be impeded 
or obstructed. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 11, after the word com- 
mitted,’’ to insert ‘‘or in any district wherein the defendant may be 
ſound;“ so as to make the section read: 


That every person, persons, or corporation offending against the provisions 
of this act shall, for each and every such offense, forfeit and pay a penalty of 
$250, besides such other sum as may be found in any action for the recovery of 
the penny. or pepalties incurred under this act to be the expense of making 

ood the damage incurred or of removing to a proper place the things deposited 

n violation of this act, such penalties to be recovered by action in the name of 
the United States in any district court within whose jurisdiction such offense 
shall be committed or in any district wherein the defendant may be found, said 
action to be instituted by the district attorney for such district at the instance of 
any person complaining. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as section 6 the following: 

Sego. 6, Any damage for injury done to any of the property of the United States 
mentioned in section 4 of this act by any vessel shall be a lien upon such vessel. 
her machinery, apparel, and furniture, the payment of which may be enforced 


by the United States in a suit instituted in the amas f court of the district 
wherein said injury was done, or in the district where said vessel may be found. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


tion. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, i 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word shall“ 
to insert be entitled to;“ so as to make the section read: 

That all officers and employésof the customs service of the Government who 
receive a per diem com tion shall be entitled to receive the same leave of 
absence as is provided for clerks and employés in the several Executive Depart- 
ments at N D. C., by chapter 128, section 4, of the United States Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 22, pages 563, 564, approved March 3, A. D. 1883. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, in the following 
words: 

Szo. 3. That all prior acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 4 in the following 
words: 

Src. 4. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after its passage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. When this matter was up before, I stated to the Sen- 
ator from Maine that I should oppose the passage of the bill. I sup- 
pose that it is of very littie consequence whether I oppose or do not 
oppose the passage of the bill, as the employés in most branches of the 
Government service are allowed this leave of absence. But I wish to 
say a word, whether it be of any benefit in arresting the passage of the 
bill or not. 

Persons seek appointments to clerkships and other positions under 
the Government with very great avidity. They give their friends here 
in Congress and everywhere else all the trouble they can until they 
get appointments. As soon as they get appointments the next step is 
to ask for promotion—it may be the next week or certainly by the next 
month, As soon as they get fairly seated, then the campaign com- 
mences for special privileges. 

We should remember that these men are paid better wages than men 
of their class in private life; that they only work about one-half of 
their time, and live like gentlemen if they want to doso. The men 
who are taxed to pay them receive no such compensation, but have to 
do a great deal more work for a great deal less pay. 

It seems, however, that the question of class privilege has assumed 
such an importance in this country that there is no resisting it. It 
seems that when we come here to consider the interests of persons we 

ize the interests of the particular classes who are under our im- 
mediate observation and who appeal to us for some help, and forget 
that when we are giving them special privileges and special benefits we 
are doing it at the expense of as good men as they are, poorer men 
than they are, harder-worked men than they are. I do not thinkit is 
right, sir. 

1 would, if I had the power, repeal every law authorizing the giving 
of thirty days’ leave of absence to the employés of the Government, and 
if special necessity arose for a temporary leave of absence I would leave 
it in the discretion of the head of the Department to grant it or not to 
grant it, according to the circumstances that were presented to his con- 
sideration. 

I do not think it is right, but in granting these privileges to classes, 


; . the people's money for special pupas wearealways 


exceedingly liberal, when if it was done at our individual expense or 
out of our individual pockets we would be much less liberal than we 
are when we are appropriating money out of the Treasury or paying 
men for doing nothing. 

If these people want a leave of absence why should the Government 
pay them when they are doing nothing for the Government? What 
reason can there be for it? When they get these appointments, which 
they seek with great avidity, they have achieyed a triamph they think, 
and yet they are not content with that, but they must have special 
privileges, a month’s leave of absence given to them, their pay to go on 


_during that time, and any incidental leave of absence growing out of 


sickness or otherwise during the year besides. 

Mr. President, I do not feel that anything can be attained by trying 
to resist this sort of class legislation. It seems to be dominant in Con- 

and I shall content myself with having protested that this bill 

ought not to pass, and that those like it, now on thestatute-book, ought 
to be repealed. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say simply a word. I will 
read the orders of the Treasury Department issued in 1889; 

Inspectors of customs can not receive a per diem compensation under section 


2733 for periods of absence from duty on account of sickness or otherwise. OM- 
cers of the customs must take notice. 


There are no harder worked men than the inspectors of customs, and 
if the Senator’s attention had been called to it he would have noticed 
this winter while la grippe has been prevailing nearly one-half of the 
whole force of inspectors of customs in the United States have, on ac- 
count of the exposures they were subjected to, been made sick for a 
week or ten daysand perhaps for a fortnight. 

The Senator was mistaken about their having Jeave of absence, 
Under the orders of the Treasury Department no customs official could 
permit these men to receive their pay if they were confined to the 
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house for a day or two days or longer by reason of sickness. Every 
other per diem employé of the Government has received thirty days’ 
leave of absence. It will coverin this case the days of sickness as well 
as absence from any other cause or for any other reason. It was ex- 
tended a year or two ago to the Government Printing Office and two 
or three years ago to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, The in- 
spectors of customs were alone left out, and it seemed to the commit- 
tee that the inspectors were better entitled to it than any of the rest; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury recommends it very warmly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

TATOOSH ISLAND AND PORT ANGELES, 

The bill (S. 1872) to restore telegraphic communication between Ta- 
toosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, It proposes to appropriate $6,800 for the purpose of re- 
storing and maintaining telegraphic communication between Tatoosh 
Island and Port Angeles, Wash., the money appropriated to be ex- 
pended by the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, under the orders of 
the Secretary of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

‘ PRINTING OF BILLS, 
The joint resolution (S. R. 38) to regulate the printing and distribu- 


tion of public and private bills and joint resolutions was announced 
as the next business on the Calendar. 


Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], : 


the chairman of the Committee on Printing, does not happen to be in 
his seat at this time. I see that he has the report on this bill upon his 


desk, which is next to mine. Lask that the joint resolution may be 
laid aside until he returns to the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. He will be here directly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be laid aside 
temporarily. 

Mr, MANDERSON subsequently said: I ask the Senate to go back 
to Order of Business 119, Senate joint resolution 38, which I under- 


stand was passed over when I was called out for a moment. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 


joint resolution (S. R. 38) to regulate the printing and distribution of 


public and private bills and joint resolutions. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE M. LEE. 


The bill (S. 1213) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catherine M. Lee, a volunteer nurse in the 
me ex giving her during life the sum of $25 a month from March 

1886. 8 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY, 


Mr. INGALLS. Orderof Business 76, the bill (S. 202) to increase the 
endowment of the Louisiana State University and Agricultural College 
was passed over this morning on my objection. After consultation 
with others who spoke upon the bill we have agreed upon an amend- 
ment to which the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. GIBSON | consents, and 
if 1 is no objection I should like to have the bill taken up now and 
acted on. 

Mr. GIBSON. I cheerfally consent to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be taken up, if there be no 
objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S. 202) to increase the endowment of the Louisiana State Univer- 
sity and Agricultural College. 

Mr. INGALLS. At the end of section 1 I move to add the following 
additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the grant herein made and the proceeds and expendi- 
ture thereof shall be subject to all the conditions and requirements of the act 
entitled “An act donating public lands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts," approved July 2, 1862, and shall not be available until any losa or dimi- 


nution of the funds heretofore derived under said act has beon replaced by the 
said State of Louisiana, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

BARTOLA THEBANT, 

The bill (S. 19) to pension Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850 was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of 
ane a soldier in the Florida Seminole Indian war of 1842 
ani 


7 Č 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
bo engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. EMMA DILL. 
The bill (S. 578) granting a pension to Mrs, Emma Dill was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. lt proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Emma Dill, widow of William Dill, late a 
captain Company D, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS CHAPMAN, 


The bill (S. 133) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Thomas Chapman, of Campbell County, Tennessee, to $25 
per month, his disabilities being such as to require the constant atten- 
tion of some person to take care of him. F 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN GALLAGHER. 


The bill (S. 252) grantinga pension to John Gallagher was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John Gallagher, who was a private in Company I, 
Second Regiment United States Dragoons, in the Seminole Indian war 
of 1836. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAND TITLES IN ALASKA, 


The bill (S. 1859) providing for the acquisition of land for town sites 
and commercial purposes in Alaska, and for other purposes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 5, to strike out the words 
the said company” and insert such person, association, or corpora- 
tion;’’ so as to read: ; 

That it shall be the duty of any person, association, or corporation entitled 
to purchase land under this act to make an application to the United States mar- 
shal, ex officio surveyor-general of Alaska, for an estimate of the cost of making 
a survey of the lands occupied by such person, association, or corporation, and 
the cost of the clerical work necessary to be done in the office of the said United 
States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if this is not a new departure in regard to the method of disposing 
of the public lands; that is, to authorize a corporation to enter land, to 
buy land directly from the Government? 

The second section in this proposed act authorizes any corporation in 
that Territory to buy 160 acres of land at any place it may take pos- 
session of and obtain a patent for it at $2.50 an acre. I do not remem- 
ber any law heretofore enacted by Congress which authorizes a corpora- 
tion to go and enter land. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will allow the committee amend- 
ments, which are formal, to be agreed to, and then if the Senator who 
introduced the bill does not choose to make any statement in regard to 
it I shall be glad to answer the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The additional amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 3 the words 
“and patent shall issue for the same; so as to read: 


That when the said field-notes and plats of said survey shall have been ap- 
proved by the said Commissioner of the General Land Office, he shall notify 
such person, association, or corporation, who shallthen, within six months after 
such notice, pay to the said United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general, for 
such land, and patent shall issue for the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. DOLPH. As the committee amendments are disposed of I move 
to strike out the period at the end of section 4 and to insert a comma, 
and to add to the section what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Oregon will he stated. 

The CHIEF CLerK. It is proposed to add to section 4 the following: 
or which shall be occupied by the United States for public purposes, or which 
shall be reserved for such purposes, orto which the natives of Alaska have prior 
rights by virtue of actual Raped geen or which shall be selected by the United 
States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries on the islands of Kadiak and Afoguak 
for the purpose of establishing fish-enlture stations. No portion of the islands 
of the Pribyloyv group or seal islands of Alaska shall be subject to sale under this 
act; and the United States reserves, and there shall be reserved in all patents 
issued under the provisions of the last two preceding sections, the right of the 
United States to regulate the taking of salmon and todo all things necessary to 
protect and prevent the destruction of salmon m all the waters of the lands 
granted, frequented by the salmon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say in regard to the amendment, that I have 
submitted it to the Committee on Public Lands since the bill was re- 
porta When the bill was reported it did not occur to the committee, 

think (it did not occur to me), that we had no system of public land 
laws in Alaska, and therefore there was nothing reserved. It seemed 


while we were giving this qualified right to purchase land for the specifie 
pu named we ought to reserve every thing from the operation of 
the bill that would be possibly needed for the United States for any pur- 
poses in the future, and that we should reserve in the grantand also in 
the patent the right of the United States to legislate concerning the 


taking of salmon, etc., even in the waters upon the lands which were 


granted. Therefore, I think thisamendment is a very conservative one 
and a very proper one under the circumstances. 

I will answer the question of the Senator from Missonri later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I introduced this bill to meet two difficulties which 
exist in the district of Alaska. One is that nobody living in a village 
can obtain any title to his house and lot. That is provided for under 
the section which applies as far as may be applicable the town-site law 
to the Territory. — 

The second object to be accomplished, and the one which the Senator 
from Missouri inquired about, was to enable people who are engaged in 
trade to obtain the ground upon which their necessary buildings are 
put for the carrying on of their operations. There has been a good 
deal of pressure to have the entire land laws of the United States ex- 
tended to the Territory of Alaska. Some want the homestead law ex- 
tended there, but the Committee on Territories have felt that it was 
not necessary to extend the homestead laws, and that the lands, if so 
granted, miglit be used for the purposes of speculation. But we did 
feel that it became almost necessary to provide some means whereby a 
person carrying on business there might obtain title to the ground upon 
which his buildings were located and in which his business was car- 
ried on. 

All there is of the provision referred to is that any person or, of course, 
association or corporation (because the business is not always carried 
on hy individuals alone) who are or may be in possession of land there for 
business and commercial purposes shall have an opportunity to obtain 
the title to the land which they are so oceupying and ing. That 
is all there is to it. I do not see how we could do less or how the com- 
mittee could do less. 

I would say with regard to this bill that these provisions in it are 
taken absolutely and literally from the bill which was reported last 
year by the Committee on Public Lands to meet the exigencies of the 
occasion there. s 

Mr. DOLPH. And which passed the Senate, 

Mr. PLATT. And which passed the Senate. The Senator from 
Oregon is much more familiar, I think, with the condition of affairs in 
Alaska than I am, and by reason of his long service upon the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands he can undoubtedly explain this matter better than 
Tecan. But the Senator from Missouri is aware, as lam, that canneries 
are located there to a considerable extent, and that business of other 
nature is being carried on there, and certainly the parties whoare thus 
pursuing their business interests there and trying to develop the re- 
sources of the Territory ought to be able to acquire just the land upon 
which their operations ate carried on. I hope the Senator from Oregon 
will explain more fully. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to suggest to the Senator from O 

that part of the difficulty I saw has been met by the amendment he 
offered, which would prevent a corporation, for example, from goingin 
and taking up the seal islands and other places of that kind, and getting 
a piece of land whereby they could destroy the value of all the adjoin- 
ing land. But I see that is excepted out of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think perhaps a word in regard to Alaska would be 
profitable anyway here. 

Alaska is very different from any other Territory of the United States. 
The mountains on nearly all the coast come right down to the water. 
Along those channels in Southern Alaska they rise three or fonr thou- 
sand feet right up almost at an angle of 45 degrees, and you can nob 
get away from the coast, for there are no roads. There is not a mile of 
road in all Alaska, unless it is right along the beach somewhere near 
atown. You can not get into the interior at all, and there is a thick 
growth of underbrush, so that you can not even survey the land. 

There is no considerable part of Alaska that is worth anything for 
agricultural purposes, and it will be a long while before the necessities 
of the Territory in my judgment will require that the land laws of the 
United States should be extended over Alaska, In fact it would bea 
matter of impracticability to survey Alaska according to our existing 
system, and it never will be done in this generation or in many gen- 
erations to come. It never will be done. 

In the mean time there is a considerable white population there. 
They have gone in and made towns. The first section of the bill pro- 
poses to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to designate trustees to 
take up town sites, so that people can get some title to their town lots, 
It is as simple as it can be. 

We have already extended over Alaska the laws for the disposition 
of mineral Jands. The mineral-land laws are already extended over 
Alaska. The next want and the immediate want is some protection to 
the people who have gone there and have put large expenditures on a 
piece of ground for business purposes, for canneries and other purposes. 
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There is in Alaska one establishment that has ex ed $80,000, and 
put $80,000 upon the ground for manufacturing oil out of herring. 

The bill simply authorizes them to pay for the land $2.50 an acre, 
and they are to pay for the surveying themselves. It is not to be sur- 
veyed according to oursystem, but in each case there will be a base line 
established by solar observation, and the land will be surveyed in the 
same way that mineral Jandsaresurveyed. Probably these lands will 
bescattered all over the Territory, and they will be ted from the 
rest of the domain, and the boundaries of each tract will be determined 
from solar observation. 

These parties are allowed to buy the land at $2.50 an acre, which is 
Sete for that sort of land. The bill provides that they shall 

e it in a square form as near as possible; that is, that they shall not 
spread it all along the water front, but that they shall take it in a 
square form, so that they can only get 40 rods, is it not? I forget, but 
they can only get the proper proportion of water front to the amount 
of land they take. 

The bill seems to be guarded as well as it could be, „As I said be- 
fore, the bill does not undertake to provide for agricultural lands. The 
amendment I have offered forbids these parties from taking any land 
where the Indians have any prior right by virtue of occupation, or 
where the Government has selected the land beforehand for Govern- 
ment or where the Fish Commissioner shall make selections 
on certain islands for hatchery stations; and it prevents any acquisi- 
tion of any land whatever on the Pribyloy group, the seal islands, and 
reserves the right of the United States over the grant, and it reserves 
the right of the United States to legislate even upon the streams on the 
land which is hereby granted, for the drawing of salmon. I do that 
because the salmon there run up the small streams and into ponds or 
lakes to spawn. 

The fishermen have been in the habit of building dams across these 
small stfeams and so catching the salmon. We passed at the last Con- 

a bill making that illegal, and I want to reserve the right to the 
nited States to legislate soas to prevent that, even upon lands which 
have been granted. Until there is some fuller m of laws, some 
more extensive system of land Jaws for that Territory, it is proposed to 
grant this qualified right, or rather to grant these lands subject to these 
rights to legislate on the part of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. It does not allow speculation because it is limited to 
persons who are actually in possession and occupying public lands for 
the purpose of trade or manufacture. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, or who may hereafter. 

Mr. PLATT. Or who may hereafter. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
Were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS CHAMBERS, 

The bill (S. 309) for the relief of Thomas Chambers was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to pay to Thomas Chambers, 
of Mackinac, Mich., $3,654.56, in full compensation for the additional 
expenses incurred by him in carrying the Canada mails from Sault 
Ste. Marie, Mich., to Mackinac, Mich., from July 1, 1875, to June 30, 
1879, inclusive, he having contracted to carry United States mails only. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS. ` 

The joint resolution (S. R. 15) for the erection and location of a bronze 
statue of Christopher Columbus and the removal of the naval monu- 
ment to a new site was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the joint resolution be passed over with- 
out prejudice, I ask further that the Senate will consider reports from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for the remainder of 
the afternoon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go on with the Calendar regularly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not insist 
upon a change of the order. There are one or two bills soon to be 
reached that I should like to have considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. The public-building bills can wait as well as other 
measures on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TheCommitteeon Public Buildings and Grounds 
can wait just as well as other committees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for and the 
Calendar will be proceeded with. The joint resolution will be 
over without prejudice and the next business on the Calendar will be 
announced. = 

FORT SEDGWICK MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The bill (S. 361) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Sedgwick 
military reservation, in the States of Colorado and Nebraska, to actual 
settlers under the provisions of the homestead laws was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to strike out section 2, in the following words: 

Sec. 2. That if any of the land in said reservation, on which there are settlers 


living, with improvements as aforesaid, shall be found to be embraced in agrant 
for railroad by act of Congress, the tracts so granted ma: be relin- 
quished by the grantee, who shall be entitled to select land of equal area else- 


where within the limits of the grant, of like character with the land granted b 
the act, and free from adverse appropriation, and receive title thereto as thoug 
originally granted, and the seltler, or his heirs, if he shall be deceased, shall, 
upon such relinquishment being filed, be tted to enter the tract so relin- 
3 and to perfect title thereto, in like manner as if it had not been so 
grant 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. , 
The preamble was agreed to. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR, Mr, President, I have received the following telegram: 


GAINESVILLE, FLA., February 14, 1890. 
Hon. H. W. Bram: 
The East Florida Annual Conference, consisting of 120 ministers, representing 
over 10,000 communicants in this State, unanimously resolved to petition Con- 
gress to pass the Blair educational bill. Petition sent by mail. God bless and 


give you success, 
B. W. ARNETT, Bishop, 
JOHN R. SCOTT, Secretary. 


There is no objection to passing the bill. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT EAU CLAIRE, 


Mr. SPOONER. Ishall be obliged to leave the Chamber, not to re- 
turn perhaps until Tuesday, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
permit me to call up a bill which will elicit no debate and take no time. 
It is the bill (S. 210) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Eau Claire, State of Wisconsin. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by p condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating 8 elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, 1 and other Government offices in 
the city of Eau Claire and State of Wisconsin, the cost of said site and building, 
including said yaults, heating and ventilating a tus, elevators, and ap- 
p complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 

hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pubtic 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

Pro made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recom- 
mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by 
the original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye 
come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the DARAS: shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, mer plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to th: - 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Department shall be paid only hisactual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
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much o appropriation as may necessary for the preparation oi 
ak saat ee drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
Inited States, nor until the State of Wisconsin shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
ll be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available for 
the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN SECHLER. 


The bill (S. 1607) to correct the patent to John Sechler to certain 
lands in Bent County, Colorado was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. -It directs the Secretary of the Interior to issue to John 
Sechler, of Crawford, Nebr., owner of Indian claim numbered 9, in 
Bent County, Colorado, patent to lands therein described, the lands 
haying been erroneously patented to John Sickles, under date of Sep- 
tember 20, 1870. * 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

L. J. WORDEN. > 

The bill (S. 502) for the relief of L. J. Worden was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to allow L. J. Worden, late post- 
master at Lawrence, Kans., for expenditures made by him for clerk-hire 

for the proper transaction of the business of the post-office 
during the period from July 1, 1882, to June 36, 1883, the sum of $625. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 

The bill (S. 888) for the relief of George K. Otis was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. EVARTS, I would ask that that bill stand, as the death of Mr. 
Otis requires a change in it. 8 

Mr. sAWYER. I propose to amend the bill by inserting or his 
legal representatives.“ 

Mr. EVARTS. -Very well. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to allow George K. Otis, as compensation for extra- 
ordinary services ormed by him as contractor on route numbered 
6772, New York City, during the contract term ended June 30, 1885, 
such sum, not exceeding six months’ contract pay, as may seem to the 
Postmaster-General just and equitable. 

Mr. SAWYER. In line 4, after the word Otis, I move to insert 
“or his legal representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of George 
K. Otis or his legal representatives.“ 

LANDS IN COLORADO. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1396) relating to lands in Colorado lately occupied by the Un- 
compahgre and White River Ute Indians. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 

amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ may,“ to strike out take an 
additional 160 acres“ and insert make entry of one quarter section 
of land;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That actual and bona-fide settlers on lands subject to pre- 
emption under existing laws within the late Uncompahgre and White River 
Ute Indian reservation, in Colorado, who have previously and elsewhere taken 
land under the pre-emption laws, may make entry of one quarter section of 
land within said reservation by paying therefor $1.25 per acre, at any timeafter 
a bona-fide residence on said land of two years, and within three months 
after filing declaratory statement therefor. Proof of actual residence and im- 
Corea. of the land for not less than two years shall be made to the satisfac- 

ion of the register and the receiver, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concarred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. z 

TOWN SITES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (S. 1896) concerning the entry and disposal of town sites in 
the Indian Territory and elsewhere was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not see the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] 
who has charge of that bill, and I believe a House bill on the same 
subject has been reported by the Committee on Public Lands. I think 
we had better let the bill pass over, unless some one wants to take 
charge of it. 

Mr. PLATT, Ido not think that bill should be passed under the 
five-minute rule anyway. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt it very much myself. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it lie over without prejudice. 

Pee: VICE-PRESIDENT. Thebill will be passed over without preju- 
ce. 


INTRODUCTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 


The bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases 
from one State to another and for the punishment of certain offenses 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Z 

The bill wos reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 

The bill (S. 1083) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad in the District of Columbia was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


The bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in restraint 
of trade and production was announced as next in order on the Calen- 
dar. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, we can not consider that bill now 
under this rule, but I do not desire to displace it, Let it be informally 
passed over, holding its place on Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would not ask the Senate to consider that bill 
under a five-minute rule of debate, but I give notice that as soon as I 
can get the floor, when other matters are not pressing, I shall move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of it under the general rules of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall join the Senator from Ohio in urging the 
earliest practicable consideration of the bill, but we can not consider 
such a bill under the present rule. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishonld regard itas a favor if the Senator from Ohio, 
in charge of that bill, would give at least twenty-four hours’ notice of 
the time when he expects to call it up. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator is one of those who are always here, 
and I will try to notify him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Just give me twenty-four hours’ notice. That is 


all I want. 
Mr. SHERMAN, Allright. Ishall try to do that. 
JOHN F. BALLIER. 


The bill (S. 123) grauting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘rebellion,”’ to strike ont at 
the rate fixed by law for cases of total disability“ and insert at the 
rate of $50 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John F. Ballier, late colonel of 
Ninety-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, at the rate 
of $0 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MRS. MINERVA JANE OLIVE. 


The bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive, mother of 
William H. H. Ryman, deceased, late a private of Company C, One 
hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE B. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 1983) granting a pension to George B. Smith was con- 
sid as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George B. Smith, late private in Company F, 
Ninety-ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $40 
per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, CATHARINE TITTLE. 

The bill (S. 609) granting a pénsion to Mrs. Catharine Tittle, widow 
of Ephraim Tittle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, to fill the blank before the word dollar“ by 
inserting *‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ètc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Tittle, widow of Ephraim 
Tittle, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 8 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tho 
third time, and passed. 

BUILDING FOR SUPREME COURT. 


The bill (S. 697) authorizing the purchase of a site for a building for 
the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the United States was 
announced as next in order. 


Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 
jected to, the bill will be passed over. 


Being ob- 
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Mr. MORRILL. As this bill has passed the Senate twice let it be AED D ner Ootte $0 tne ea a i a 


passed over informally. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will not pass again if I can prevent it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL, Informally. 


STATUE OF SPENCER F, BAIRD, 


The bill (S. 1940) for the erection of a bronze statue of Spencer F. 
Baird, late Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole It authorizes the Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution to contract for a statue in bronze of Spencer F. Baird, 
late Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, to be erected upon the 
grounds in front of the National Museum; and appropriates for this 
purpose, and for the entire expense of the foundation and pedestal ot 

monument, the sum of $15,000. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill passed the Senate two years ago. All who 
know the merits and high services of Professor Baird, I presume, will 
agree that his memory is worthy of such a commemoration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS MOY. 

The bill (S. 784) granting a pension to Nicholas Mey was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Nicholas Moy, late sergeant Companies A and K (consol- 
idated), Thirty-third Regiment Missouri State Mounted Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL A. CULMAN. 
The bill (S. 765) granting a pension to Daniel A. Culman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Daniel A. Culman, late of Company B, Eleventh 
k ment New Jersey Volunteers. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF MAURICE GRIVOT. 

The bill (S. 990) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates $962.55 to 
pay Marie Emma Nicholas and Anne Elodie Jaques, heirs of Maurice 
Grivot, late of New Orleans, La., in satisfaction of money and property 
taken by the Government, and in full payment of their claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

C. M. SHAFFER. 

The bill (S. 292) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to C. M. Shaffer, of Berkeley County, West Virginia, $1,500, in full 
payment for rent and occupation of his warehouse in the town of Mar- 
tinsburgh as a commissary store-house during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF LEWIS W. WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 287) for the relief of the legal representatives of Lewis 
W. Washington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


vides for the payment to the legal representatives of Lewis W, Wash- 


ington, deceased, late of Jefferson County, West Virginia, of $1,454.20, 
in full satisfaction for hay and other quartermaster’s stores furnished 
the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


+ PENSIONS TO EX-SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 


The bill (S. 389) granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor and providing for 
pensions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill may lead to some discussion and 
can hardly be discussed under the five-minute rule. I ask that it may 
retain its place on the Calendar and not be considered this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made and the bill will be 
informally passed over. 


WIDOW OF COMMANDER SAMUEL H. BAKER. 


The bill (S. 1022) granting pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander Samuel H. Baker, United States Navy was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the word Margaret, to insert the letter “+T,” 
so as to make the bill read: ; 


Bett panden e That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ee the rate of $50 per month, 
the name of Margaret T. Baker, widow of the late Commander Samuel H. Baker, 
United States Navy, the same to be in lieu of any pension she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


was con 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. £ Š 3 


The bill (S. 829) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust 
and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United States and 
to pay said Willbur such sum of money as may be found due him 
thereon was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
went, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to appoint three 
competent persons, who shall be duly sworn, to ascertain and Topon the sum, 
ifany, which in justice and equity ought to be paid James M. Willbur for excess 
in weight of material and excess in the superficial measurement of illuminated 
tiling, frames, and supports thereof, placed by said Willbur in and around the 
New York City t-office and court-house building, beyond what he was re- 
quired to furnish by his contract therefor with Bartlett, Robbins & Co., such 
sum to be determined by the prices fixed in said contract, so far as they are ap- 
plicable. The said persons so appointed shall also ascertain and report any in- 
creased or extra expense or cost incurred by said Willbur resulting from any 
changes and additions made in and to the weight, measurement, and character 
of said iling, or in the quantity thereof, from t which was specified in said 
contrac! 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, within sixty days after the 
making of said report, pay to said Willbur such amount as he shall find from 
such report to be due to him, which sum shall be taken and received by said 
Willbur in fall and final settlement of all and every claim against the United 
States on said account, and such sum as may be necessary to pay the amount so 
found due is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask that the bill may keep its place on the Calen- 
dar and be passed over for the moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 
be passed over. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not object to it; I am in favor of the measure, 
which I introduced; but I wish it passed over to await perhaps a bill 
from the other House. 

Mr. DOLPH. IfI understand that bill, it assumes that the United 
States owe this claimant something and does not leave that question 
to the Secretary of the Treasury or to the board which is provided for 
by the bill. If that is so, I am opposed to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has gone over. 


SEWELL COULSON AND OTHERS, 


The bill (S. 325) for the payment of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, 
Harrison & Fishback for legal services was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Sewell Coulson the sum of $3,950 and to Porter, Harrison & Fish- 
back the sum of $2,500, for legal services rendered by them (as recom- 
mended and approved by the Judge-Advocate-General and Secretary 
of War) in defending ex-officers and ex-soldiers for acts done by them 
in obedience to the orders of a superior officer of the United States 
Army, in Indiana, during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THAYER BROTHERS AND OTHERS, 


The bill (S. 394) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of 
the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of Thayer 
Brothers, and others was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the fol- 
lowing-named persons, or their legal representatives, respectively, such 
amounts as shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to have been paid by them, or by the firms they re- 
spectively represent, as tax on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity 
withdrawn by them from warehouse: To George F. Roberts, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner 
of Thayer Brothers, $10,790.32; to Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
William T. Pate & Co., $19,662.19; to Henry W. Smith, surviving 
partner of T. and J. W. Gaff & Co., $14,062.50, as a refund of taxes 
exacted and paid on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn 
by them from the United States bonded warehouse between July 1 and 
December 31, 1864, which spirits, it is alleged, had been manufactured 
and bonded prior to July 20, 1868. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPRESENTATIVES AND DEVISEES OF JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 

The bill (S. 986) for the relief of the legal representatives and devisees 
of James W. Schaumburg was announced as the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That had better go to the other Calendar. Iob- 
ject to the claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed to the Calendar 
under Rule IX. 

JABEZ BURCHARD: 


The bill (S. 131) for the relief of Jabez Burchard was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to allow to Jabez Burchard, assistant engineer on the 
retired-list of the Navy, an amount which, with payments heretofore 
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made to him, will be equal to 75 per cent. of the sea-pay of the grade 
or rank held by him at the date of his retirement by a naval board, 
to take effect from and after the date of his retirement. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading,.read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION, 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported by Mr. 
SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, January 15, 1890; 
which was considered and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time as fit occasions 
may arise, negotiations with any Government with whick the United States 
has or may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or disputes 
arising between the two Governments which can not be adjusted by diplomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration, and be peaceably adjusted by such means. 


GERMAN EVANGELICAL CHURCH OF MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


The bill (S. 289) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evangeli- 
cal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va. was considered as in Committee ot 
the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the trust- 
ees of the German Evangelical Church at Martinsburgh, W. Va., $2,500 
on account of the destruction of their church building and its furniture 
on the 17th of February, 1863, while the same was in the possession of 
a portion of the military forces of the United States, and through their 
carelessness. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER January 16, 1890: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 289) for the reliet 
of the trustees of the German Evangelical Church of Martinsburgh, W.Va., have 
examined the same and respectfully eee sede 

The committee find that all of the facts in this case are clearly and fairly 
stated in the report made 4 the Committee on Claims of the Senate during the 
first session of the Forty-third Congress, and have therefore adopted re- 
sede and recommend the passage of the bill, The bill passed the Senate last 
session. 

The report is as follows: 

“The German Evangelical Church at Martinsburgh, W. Va., was composed of 
Germans and citizens of German descent, mostly laboring people, attached to 
the Government of the United States, many of whom proved their loyalty b: 
entering the Union Army during the war of therebellion. The house in w ich 
they worshiped is valued by the witnesses at $3,500. On the night of the 17th 
of rua, 1863, it was destroyed by fire. It was securely locked, and had not 
been used for religious worship for eighteen months previously to that time 
the disordered condition of the country and the absence of many of the mem- 
bers, who had been driven from home and found 1 in the service of 
the United States as soldiers or otherwise, and of their preacher, who was chap- 
lain in the Union Army, having rendered their regular worship impracticable. 

“On the evening in question February 17, 1853), Capt. G. W. Hicks, of the Ninth 
Virginia Infantry, arrived in Martinsburgh, having in charge about sixty men, 
who escorted a Government train from Winchester to that post. They were 
quartered in this church by order of the post adjutant (Lieutenant Hyatt). A 
stove stood on the eastern side of the building, and a fire was kindled in it. The 
pipe became disjointed at or near the ceiling. It was joined again, or supposed 
to be, and the fire again started, The night was stormy, the soldiers wet and 
cold, and a quick fire made from the dry pine seats created such heat that the 
ceiling took fire near where the break in the stove-pipe had occurred. This is 
one account. 

Another states that the stove was moved by the soldiers to the open space 
in the front part of the church, and the pipe detached from the chimney and 
run up as far as it would reach into the dome or cupola, The blaze of the fire 
out of the top of the pipe ignited the wood-work, The stove was so moved in 
order to give the soldiers more space to hang and dry their clothes, wet from 
rain and snow. 

But, whichever account is the true one, it seems that the building was dis- 
cov: to be on fire at7 o'clock in the evening, and, all efforts to stay the pr. 
ress of the flames proving ineffectual, the building was burned to the pod abe p 

“Tt appears that those living in the neighborhood of the church refused to ex- 
tend any aid to extinguish the fire, though appealed to for buckets and assist- 
ance, 

“ Possession of the building was obtained by the soldiers entering at the win- 
dows and opening the door from the inside. 

“Such, in brief, are the facts. 

Re hoes The soldiers were quartered in the church by order of the officer in 
comman 

“Secondly. They were so quartered for purposes of shelter, warmth, and rest. 

“Thirdly. The building was violently entered without the consent of the 
owners. 

“ Fourthly. It was dedicated to religious uses, and used for no other purpose 
than the worship of God. 

“Fifthly. The humble owners were, to a man, loyal to the United States, and 
many of them doing service in its armies, 

“Sixthly. Its value was $3,500, and the 9 have not had the means 
to replace it up to this time, and the prayer of the memorial is to compensate 
them for the loss. 

* Martinsburgh is situate in Berkeley County, which furnished many conspic- 
uous instances of ros Sy eae during the war. 

“On the 16th day of Au; , 1861, President Lincoln, by proclamation, declared 
the inhabitants of cert: enumerated States to be in a state of insurrection 
against the United States, and commercial intercourse between the same was 

rohibited; but he excepted from the operation of this proclamation the in- 
Rabitants of that part of Virginia lying west of the 1 Mountains and 
such other parts of that State and other States as might 9 a loyal ad- 
hesion to the Union and the Constitution or might be from time to time occu- 
pieg and 5 by forces of the United States engaged in the dispersion of 
the insurgen 

At a later date, on the Ist of July, 1862, another proclamation declared that 
Virginia, except certain maani i counties, notembracing Berkeley, was in 
a state of insurrection and rebellion, so that the law for the collection of taxes 
theve could not be executed. 

“ Again, on the 2d of April, 1863, another proclamation declared that the in- 
habitants of Vi except the forty-eight counties designated as West Virgi- 


nia, were in a state of insurrection against the United States, 


h was never in the 
enemy's lines. The troops of the 3 States had almost continuous and un- 


a for a short time during the war, Marti 


interrupted possession, and held such possession when this accident occurred, 
Shortly after the admission of West Virginia into the Union as a State, the eoun - 
ties of Berkeley (in which Martinsburgh is situated) and Jefferson were, by @ 
vole of the inhabitants, attached to the new State, and baye been regarded as 
a part ever since. 

The committee are of the opinion that the trustees of the church should be 
allowed $2,500 for the loss of the church and furniture, and report herewitha bill 
and recommend its passage.” 


Mr. DOLPH. I shall not object to the bill, but I willsay that when 
I was upon the Committee on Claims the committee reported a great 
number of claims for damages to church property, school property, and 
individual property, but, in my judgment, we never reported a case 
where the facts were similar to the facts in this case, where fireoccurred 
through the negligence of soldiers or from the occupation of the prem- 
ises in time of war. Iam not in favor of the bill, but I shall not ob- 
ject to its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not wish to address the Senate on this bill, but 
I wish in some way or other to have it known that my vote is recorded 

inst it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Pending the consideration of this bill, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Illinois will allow me to offer 
a resolution which it is important shall be considered at this time, 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would state in relation to the pending bill that 
it passed the Senate at the last session, and it passed once before in the 
Forty-third Congress, and las been several times reported favorably. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will discover very readily that if there 
is to be any controversy over the bill it will be very dificult to get it 
through to-night. 

Mr, FAULKNER, I suggest that no one desires to discuss it at all 
and the vote may be taken upon it. The yeas and nays are not called 
for, as I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator can see that, if the yeas and nays are 
called, the probability is that the bill will not pass to-day. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the yeas and nays are called for, of course I 
shall withdraw my request; but if they are not demanded I hope the 
Senator will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe yeas and nays are not to be called for, I will 
withdraw the motion until the bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no amendment, the bill 
will be reported to the Senate. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the yeas and nays are called for, when the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] is disposed of I shall 
renew my motion. 


COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] offers a resolution, which will be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. And I ask for its present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Ri That the Commit: n be, 
eise gpega fe a ——— . — may te ban here 
said committee on bills now pending before said committee, and to have the 


same ted for the use of the committee; and that such stenographer be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred under 
the rules to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr, CULLOM. -I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After forty-five minutes tin executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 16 minutes p. 
=P] ig Senate adjourned until Monday, February 17, 1890, at 12 
o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 13, 1890. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


J. Fenner Lee, of Maryland, to be secretary to the legation of the 
United States at Rio de Janeiro. $ 
SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


ae Dorchester, of Boston, Mass., to be superintendent of Indiam 
00) 
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SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 


Henry R. Hinkle, of Savannah, Tenn., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Tennessee. 

Adoniram J. Pinkbam, of Ketchum, Idaho, to be supervisor of census 
for the census district of Idaho. 

William O. Speer, of Butte City, Mont., to be supervisor of the census 
for the census district of Montana. 

Henry Hardwicke, of Asheville, N. C., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census district of North Carolina. 

William E. Webb, of Roxborough, N. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of North Carolina. 

Madison Hawkins, of Henderson, N, C., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of North Carolina. 

George W. Cobb, of Elizabeth City, N. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of North Carolina. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Samuel M. Anderson, to be postmaster at Nicholasville, in the 
county of Jessamine and State of Kentucky. 

A. J. Frazier, to be postmaster at Greeneville, in the county of 
Greene and State of Tennessee. 

John B. Cullen, to be postmasterat Humboldt, in the county of Gib- 
son and State of Tennessee. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1890. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Charles Emory Smith, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. 
- PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Depariment. 
Lient. Col. Joseph R. Smith, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank 
of colonel, February 9, 1890. 
Maj. Dallas iache, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, February 9, 1890. 
Capt. Philip F. Harvey, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, Febrnary 9, 1890. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. James B. Hickey, to be captain, January 20, 1890. 
8 Lieut. William F. Flynn, to be first lieutenant, January 20, 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. ; 
Second Lieut. Charles G. Morton, to be first. lieutenant, February 1, 


SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 

George K. Ashley, of Brooklyn, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census distriet of Pennsylvania. 

James B. Mates, of Butler, Pa., to be supervisor of census for the 
tenth census district of Pennsylvania. 

William C. Daley, of Chatham, N. V., to be supervisor of census for 
the third census district of New York. 

Andrew J. Ingle, of Double Springs, Ala., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of Alabama. 

Thomas P. Ivy, of Atalla, Ala., to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Alabama. 

James Lawrence Watkins, of Birmingham, Ala , to be supervisor of 
census for the third census district of Alabama. 

James A. Wakefield, of Aurora, S. Dak., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of South Dakota. 

Willett T. Brightman, of Hayneville, Ala., to be supervisor of census 
for the fifth census district of Alabama. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

George W. Irvin, of Montana, to be marshal of the United States for 

the district of Montana. 3 


POSTMASTERS, 
James D. Lanian, to be postmaster at Walla Walla, in the county of 
Walla Walla and State of Washington. 


George W. Weston, to be postmaster at Exeter, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, 

Rufus T. Sparks, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Greene and State of Iowa. a 

Lewis C. Thornburg, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of Dal- 
las aud State of Iowa. 

William R. Shriver, to be postmaster at Winterset, in the connty of 
Madison and State of Iowa. 

Halsey H. Saunders, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county of 
Black Hawk and State of Iowa. 

Harry W. Koch, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county of Marion 
and State of Missouri. 

James B, Campbell, to be postmaster at Lee’s Summit, inthe county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri. 

Albert A. Dorrance, to be postmaster at Coldwater, in the county of 

— eee ; Ci th 

Ambrose , to at Mound City, in the county of 

Holt and State of Missouri. 2 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 14, 1890. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 


H. MILBURN, D. 


D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 


APPROVAL OF JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. Withont objection, the Journal will be approved. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


I object, Mr. Speaker. 


TheSPEAKER, The question, then, is on the approval of the Jour- 


nal, 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes’? 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. MILLS and Mr. SPRINGER. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken on the approval 


were—yeas 152, nay 1, not voting 176; as follows: 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Beekwith, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 


Burton, 
Butterworth, 


Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. E 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 


Brown, J. B. 
Brunner. 


om Ind 
Cooper, Ohio 
Mr. CRISP. 


YEAS—152, 
Dalzell, Laidlaw, 
Darlington, Lansing. 
De Haven. Laws, 
De Lano, Lehlbach, 
Dingley. 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, Mason, 
Dunnell, MeComas, 
vans, Cord. 
Ewart, McCormick, 
Farquhar, Miles, 
Finley, Milliken. 
Flick, Moffitt, 
Flood, Moore, N. H 
Frank, orey, 
Funston, Morrill, 
Sent Niedri i haus, 
ring 
Gifford, Nute, 
Green! b O'Donnell, 
Grosvenor, O'Neill. Pa. 
Grout, Osborne, 
Hall, Owen, Ind 
Hansbrough, Payne, 
ymer, Payson. 
Haugen, Perkins, 
Henderson, III. Peters, 
ee Iowa Pickler, 
ermann. Pugsley, 
HM, Raines, 
Hitt, Randall, Masa. 
Iiouk, Ray, 
Kelley, Reed, Iowa 
Kennedy, Rife, 
Kerr, Iowa Rowell, 
Kinsey, Russell, 
1. Sanford, 
La Follette, Sawyer, 
NAVI. 
Buckalew. 
NOT VOTING—176. 
Cothran, Lee, 
Covert Lester, Ga. 
Cowles, Lester, Va. 
Crain, Lewis, 
Crisp, Magner. 
Culberson, Tex. Maish, 
Cummings, Mansur, 
Dargan, Martin, Ind. 
Davidson, Martin, Tex. 
Dibble, McAdoo, 
Dockery, MeCarth:; 
Dunphy. MeClammy. 
Edmunds, McClellan 
Elliott, McCreary, 
Ellis, MeKenna, 
Enloe, McKinley, 
Fitch, ‘MeMillin, 
Fithian MeRea, 
Flower, Mills, 
Forman Montgomery, 
Forney, Moore, Tex. 
Fowler, Morgan, 
Geissenhainer, Morrow, 
Gibson, Mutchler, 
Goodnight. Norton, 
Grimes Oates, 
Hare, O’ Ferrall. 
Hatch, O' Neall, Ind. 
Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. 
Haynes, Outhwaite, 
Heard, Owens, Ohio 
Hemphill, Parrett, 
Hen n, F. C. Paynter, 
Herbert. ‘eel, 
Holman, Pendleton, 
Hooker, Penington 
Hopkins, Perry, 
Kerr, Pa, Phelan. 
eee oe 
gore, ‘ost, 
Kuapp, Price, 
Lane, Quackenbush, 
Lanham, Quinn, 
Lawler, Randall, Pa. 


Task unanimous consent to dispense with the recapit- 


ulation of the names. 


The yeas and nays. 


of the Jonrnal; and there 


Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Taylor i 

or, 
Taylor, Tenn, 

lor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Walker, Mass. 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N. Y. 


Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Wickham. 


ringer, 
Stahlnecker, 


Willcox, 
Williams, III. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 


Yoder. 


= So 


1890. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the following addi- 
tional gentlemen as present and declining to vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER, These being in addition to the names already re- 
corded as present and voting, the Chair announces the yeas 151, nays 
1; and there being a quorum present, according to the Constitution, for 
the transaction of business, the Journal is declared to be approved. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We enter the objection that no constitutional 
quorum has vated, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr, RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. HAYNES, 

Mr. McKixiey with Mr. CARLISLE, 

Mr, QUACKENBUSH with Mr. TuRNER, of New York. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. VAN ScHAICK with Mr. MCCLANMY. 

Mr. Post with Mr. Winson, of West Virginia. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Coorkn, of Obio, with Mr. Fornry, for this day. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. Brees, until 4.30 this afternoon. 

Mr. Horkixs with Mr. BLANCHARD, on this vote. 

WORLD'S FAIR. 

Mr. CANDLER, from the Select Committee on the World’s Fair, 
to which were referred sundry bills, memorials, and resolutions on the 
subject of a world’s fair in the year 1892, reported bills of the follow- 
ing titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 6883) to provide forcelebrating the four hundredth an- 
niversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by 
holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manufacture, 
and the product of the soil, mine and sea, in the city of - in the 
year 1892; and 

A bill (H. R. 6884) to provide for celebrating the four hundredth an- 
niversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by 
holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, 
and the product of the soil, mine, and sea at the National Capital in 
the year 1892, 
accompanied by a report (No. 37) in writing thereon, and by the follow- 
ing resolution, namely: 

Resolecd, That on the day following the close of the debate upon the bills re- 
ported by this committee immediately after the reading of the Journal the Clerk 
shall call the roll of members, and that as each member's name is called he 
shall indicate viva voce hischoice of the place for holding the world’s fair in 1892. 
If no place receives a majority of the votes cast on the first ballot the roll-eall 


shall be repeated until some one place shall have received the majority of all 
the votes cast. 


The said bills were severally read a first and second time, and, with 
the said report and accompanying resolution, were ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. p 

MONOLITH IN MOUNT VERNON CEMETERY, AUGUSTA, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6885) to erect a monolith on the soldiers’ plot in Mount Vernon Cem- 
etery, in Augusta, Me., and to put said plot in good condition; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF UNION EX-SOLDIERS TO SOLDIERS’ HOMES, 

Mr. MILEIKEN also, by nnanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6886) providing for the admission of Union ex-soldiers to soldiers’ 
homes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRISP. I will have to call for the regular order. 

THE RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia calls for the regular 
order, which is the consideration of the amendment presented by the 
gentleman from Indiaua, and the gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

[Mr. MOORE, of Texas, withholds his remarks, See Appendix.] 

Mr. BYNUM, Mr. Speaker, I shall not undertake to discuss the 
constitutional questions which have been continually before the House 
for three or four days, but shall try to come down to the practical ef- 
feet of the amendment I have proposed te this rule. For the benefit 
of those who were not present when I offered the amendment, I ask 
the Clerk to read it now in my time. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


ding to clause 7 of Rule XVI the followi viso: 
That it shall be in order, when any ——— bill, or propo- 


Amend by ad 
“Provid 


sition to increase the rates or amounts of pensions. or to grant pensions to per- 


sons not previously entitled by law is under consideration, to amend 
the same so as to n or otherwise, for the payment thereof; 
but no such amen nt be in order unless the net revenue provided for 
shall be thereby set apart forthe sale purpose of paying such increased pensions." 

Mr. BYNUM. The effect of this amendment will simply be to allow 
this House, whenever a bill is presented of a general character increas- 
ing the rates of pensions or providing for pensioning any class not now 
entitled to pensions, to allow an amendment to the bill providing for 
raising the revenue required to pay the same and to set aside the fund 
so raised to be used solely for that purpose. It occurs to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that if one-half of the promises that have been made by mem- 
bers upon that side of the House, and perhaps by some members upon 
this side, are to be carried out in faith, some new method of taxa- 
tion must be provided. If the limifation of the arrears act is to be 
repealed no one questions the fact that that will cause an expenditure 
of from $250,000,000 to $300,000,000. Oar surplus has been reduced 
by increased expenditures already under the general pension law. One 
bill, which was considered scarcely of any moment, was passed here the 
other day which will cause an additional $3,000,000 to be added to the 
estimates, and others will follow, until the $50,000,000 of surplus, or 
near that amount, remaining entirely disappears. 

Now, I propose that when a general pension bill of that character is 
brought before the House we shall have an opportunity, if it is neces- 
sary, to provide a fund for the payment of the increased iture 
required. It can be done in either one of several ways. It can be done 
by an issue of greenbacks. It can be done—and gentlemen who favor 
the national-banking system might prefer that method—by the issne 
of a long-time, low-rate bond payable in fifty years, which should con- 
stitute a basis of issue for national banks. It can be done in a more 
equitable way, the way which I favor, bya graduated income tax, which 
would reach the men who profited most largely by the war and would 
compel them to contribute of the money made out of the war for the 
payment of these pensions. I would have the money so raised set apart 
tor that particular purpose. 

These are the objects of the amendment. It is in the utmost 
faith and not at all for the purpose of encumbering this code of rules 
or of throwing into this discussion any politics whatever. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this is not a new proposition in the 
House of Representatives. . In the Forty-ninth Congress substantially 
or identically this provision, in the shape of a resolution, was reported 
from the Committee on Rules by my then serpin, So Colonel Morrison, 
of Illinois. The matter was discussed at some length in that Demo- 
cratic House, and after discussion it was abandoned by our Democratic 
friends in that Congress without heing pressed to a vote. : 

Mr. HEARD. Was not that after the Republicans had filibustered 
against tt for two or three days? [Laughter on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect whether it was or not; but if it was 
you had a enough majority on that side to pass it if you bad 
desired, and if there ever was righteous filibustering since the Govern- 
ment was founded it was then. However, Mr. Speman I am re- 
minded by gentlemen around me that there was nofilibustering against 
that measure. I do not recollect the fact myself; nor is it material. 
This is a proposition to couple pension legislation with revenue legis- 
lation. Ifan amendment is in order upon a pension bill to enact rev- 
enne legislation to meet the necessary expenditure, it opens up the way 
for such legislation all along the line, and you may have a complete in- 
ternal-revenne bill or a complete customs bill to drag its weary length 
along, harnessed with a proposition for pension legislation. 

We have revenues enough now to fally meet liberal and proper pen- 
sion legislation for the soldiers of the late war, and I know of no reasan 
why a proposition to properly pension them should be harnessed u 
and embarrassed with revenue legislation. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Bynum] does not seek an amendment to make revenue legis- 
lation in order upon a public building bill, or upon a river and harbor 
bill, or u any other kind of bill, but he singles out pension legis- 
lation ps, te to tack this provision onto that. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I introduced at the beginning of this 
session of Congress a resolution similar to the amendment now pending 
and had it referred to the Committee on Rules, in the hope that it 
might be considered and reported to this House. But I do not find 
anywhere in these amended rules any proposition with reference to.the 
raising of revenue for the pu of paying pensions, 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the first time that it has been proposed in 
Congress to provide by special legislation a revenue for the payment of 
specifie obligations of the Government. Prior to the time when our 
national debt was refunded from a greenback debt into a coin debt, 
when that debt was payable in lawful money, the interest was made 
payable in coin; and the revenue derived from import duties was set 
apart specifically for the payment of that interest. Thus the bond- 
holder has been made secure by special legislation. 

In the first place, the interest on his bond was made payable in coin, 
and afterwards the principal. In the second place, the sinking: fund 
act ee that a certain per cent. of the national debt should be 
paid every year; and this act, under which the interest of the national 
debt was paid annually and a sinking fund provided to pay every year 
at least 1 per cent. of the principal, required that the revenues derived 
from import duties be set apart specifically for the purpose of meeting 
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the obligation assumed by that act; and those revenues were for this 
single pu made payable in coin. 

Now, when we come here with a proposition looking to placing the 
pensioner on an equality with the bondholder, giving him the same 
rights with the bondholder, we meet with the same opposition that we 
met before upon a similar proposition, except that in their former ef- 
forts on this subject gentlemen on the other side filibustered agaiust 
the measure and in that way defeated it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this isa plain proposition to make secure the 
revenue for the payment of the pensioners of the Government, what- 
ever may become of the bondholder, the Congressman, or any one else. 
It is proppsed under a specific taxing system to set apart the revenue 
from which the pensioner shall be paid, without interference on the part 
of any other interest. Further, itis proposed that an income tax may 
be levied for this special purpose. I say that when you compel one 
poor man to pay taxation out of his hard earnings, simply for the pur- 
pose of supporting another man, probably equally as able to work, you 
make one poor man support his poor neighbor; that is the effect under 
the present system. We now desire to compel the wealth of this country 
to contribute its fair proportion to the payment of pensions. 

Under your revenue laws to-day taxation falls on the consumption 
of the country, so that the poor man is compelled to pay as much as 
the rich man. As I have said, you thus compel one poor man to support 
his poor neighbor, and thereby you do an injustice to the great mass of 
the American people. Here is a proposition, and we dare you to meet 
it, to tax the wealth of the country to support the poor, dependent 
pensioner; we pro to set apart revenue for that 

Mr. Speaker, if I may be indulged a moment I want to read from the 

RD showing the proceedings in this House when a proposition of 
this kind was presented here in the Forty-ninth Congress. The propo- 
sition was pending here two or three days. I read from the concluding 
portion of the RECORD on that subject: 

Mr. Rexp, of Maine. I move to lay the resolution on the table, and on that 
motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted in that Democratic House 
in a refusal to table the resolution. 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
Mr. Remp, of ne. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
[Applause and Jaughter on the Democratic side. ] 
We a Speaker then in the chair who recognized gentlemen on 
the other side to make motions to adjourn. [Renewed applause and 
laughter. ] 
Mr, Sprixerr. Let us pass this first. It will take only a minute. 
The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the Speaker declared 
the noes seemed to have it, 
Nr. Brows, I ask for a division. 
divided ; and there were—ayes 3, noes 113. 
. REED, of Maine. I demand tellers. 7 

lers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr. Reep, of Maine, and 

Morrison. Before the count was completed, the hour of 5 o'clock p. m. 

arrived, the House adjourned. [Applause on the Republican side.) 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I havenever before during my political 

e seen manifested so plainly as I have to-day the opposition of the 

cratic party to the granting of pensions to the men who defended 

e life of this nation. This is a proposition to require by rule of the 
House thatevery general orspecial bill granting pensions tosoldiersshall 
eet such bill contain a proposition for the levying ofa special tax upon 

a 3 a fund outof which to pa such pensions. This prop- 
Ositlon, originating as it does and supported as it is by the Democratic 
bide of this House, convinces me more than any other thing that has 
ag | Sa within my experience that the Democratic party is hostile 
to the soldiers of the Union. The attempt to place upon the rules this 
gene is well understood as an attempt to bury all pension legislation; 

hat is the object; it is prompted by hostility to legislation granting 
to the men who are entitled to it their just rights in the matter of pen- 
sions, And, sir, I am convinced from the unanimity of sentiment ex- 
hibited upon that side that the Democratic party would, if it had the 
power, prevent any pension legislation whatever for the benefit of the 
soldier. The proposition in the manner in which it is made is an in- 
sult to the soldiers. 

Why, sir, if the gentleman wished to be fair, if he did not wish to 
discriminate against the soldier, why has he not sought to placd this 
sort of an amendment upon other legislation, such as public building 
bills, under which millions are expended; such as river and harbor bills, 
under which other millions are also expended. Why not, if this be the 
just way, make this provision in relation to the expenditures in the coast 
defenses, building up ofa Navy, and for carrying on the postal service ? 
No, Mr. Speaker, this is not done; the soldier is singled out for the ani- 
mosity and the vengeance of the Democratic party. Is it because the 
Democratic party hates the soldiers ? 
them is begrudged by that party? Have you forgotten, gentlemen, that 
these noble men lost health or were shot and marred in the defense of 
the life of the nation; that many of those brave men gave up their lives 
for the country, and that their widows and orphans are for pen- 
sions to-day? 

The proposition is indeed an insult when it is known to every one 
that the Treasury is now overflowing and that the surplus is so great 
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that taxation must be reduced; that vast sums collected by internal- 
revenue taxation must be released, and still there will be enough left 
in the Treasury to pay every dollar of the n ex of the 
Government and all pensions which have been promised to the soldier, 
and yet leave a larger surplus than exists in any other national treasury 
in the world. This proposition and the opposition of the other side of 
the House to the amendment of the rules fully and completely illustrate 
the difference between the two great parties of the country, and also ex- 
lain the desire of the Democratic party when in power to tie its own 
ds. It had made promises in the North and contrary promises in 
the South in relation to these and other subjects. \ 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir; I have but five minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). The gentleman declines 
to yield. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the representatives of the Democratic 
party wanted, when in power here, to place themselves in such a posi- 
tion that they could say, We did all we could to legislate for you, but 
the rules tied us up; there was filibustering, there were dilatory motions, 
and we could not get to the bill.” The Democratic party when in power 
made those rules for that very purpose. They dared not trust them- 
selves; as has been said here by the gentleman from Indiana, some of 
them had made promises which they should not have made. If they 
had been manly enough to live up to their promises, to grant to the 
soldier what was his due, they would have needed no excuse such as 
the gentlemen give here for their conduct. The Republican party, in 
contradistinction from the other side of the House, dares to trust its 
majority; itdares to fulfill its promises, . 

We need to impose no extra taxation for the benefit of the soldier 
more than for others. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, the Treasury is overflow- 
ing. To propose that money be collected to be added to that overflowing 
Treasury for the purpose of paying the soldier is but an insult to him, 
an insult which the whole country will understand and which for one 
I Seas and despise. e ; 

This proposition is unjust, unfair, unrighteous, and I hope that even 
the Democratic minority, who promised the soldier to stand up against 
propositions of this sort to bury his interests in this House, will refuse 
to support an amendment of this kind. Gentlemen must not think 
for a moment that duplicity on the part of the Democratic party can 
possibly be hidden from the people, when it is so self-evident an attempt 
to try not to do what they have solemnly promised the people they 
would do as thisis. Our rules haye pais a in shielding you so far, 
but we propose to unmask you—make you stand fairly and openly be- 
fore the ree as yon are. If you do not live up to promises you can 
not and will not be permitted to say hereafter that the rules did not 
permit you to do so. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I bad sup that this debate would 
close without my taking any part in it. In the few words I shall now 
utter, I desire it to be distinctly understood that I stand here as a 
tariff reformer, That is the corner-stone of my position. 

Now, what is the state of affairs as presented here to-day in regard 
to the pension-list and the revenue required to meet it? We will be 
called on in this very Congress to increase the appropriation for that 
purpose to $100,000,000, and we shall be called on in this Congress te 
provide for a deficiency of over $20,000,000 to carry on that department 
of the Government, a deficiency which has been created within the last 
year. Sir, something must be done, adopting the language of the other 
side of the House as our guide, to show to the people that we are not 
going to be governed by ancient usages and ancient customs. 

At the time referred to by oporana from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
no such condition of facts exi as exists to-day in regard to the pen- 
sion-roll and the necessary means to meet its demands upon the Treas- 
ury. But they must be 5 for and it has to be done, in my judg 
ment, by a special tax of some kind, or the internal-revenue tax as it 
stands to-day must be inviolably pledged to sustain and 7 the 
pension-roll of our country in order to remunerate those men who risked 
their lives and gave up the comforts which surrounded them, and who 
haye now become and almost dependent on the Government for sup- 
port. [Applause. 

You gentlemen on the other side will find members on this side as 
true as steel to the interests of the veteransof the country. Do not make 
a mistake in regard to that. The money must be raised. It must be 
raised by the issue of bonds or by the issue of additional greenbacks, 
or it must be raised by pledging the internal-revenue tax, which now 
amounts to some $130,000,000 a year in round numbers. 

Mr. Speaker, during this year Congress will be called upon to pro- 
vide for $480,000,000 to support the Government during the next fiscal 

ear. Four hundred and eighty millions of dollars will be the sum, 
Mr. Speaker, which will be reauired at the hands of this Congress to 
maintain the various departments of ont Government and to pay its in- 
terest and other obligations. Now, with that fact staring us in the 
face, you have got to make some new provision to meet those 
The present revenue will not be sufficient, even with the enormous taxes 
now raised in the shape of a tariff, including $130,000,000 of internal- 
revenue taxes, bringing the total up to $450,000,000 in round numbers. 
The other $30,000,000 must be provided for without a reduction of he 
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tariff, without any reform in that direction to meet the demands of the 
people who are clamoring at our doors asking for relief from the bur- 
den of taxation which has, from time to time, been placed upon them 
by a war tariffin times of peace. [Applause on the ocratic side.] 

It must not be, let me say to gentlemen on the other side, merely 
Hippa on your part to the veterans of the war, [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] We must let them understand and let them learn that this 
Government intends to take care of and protect them for the future, and 
for that purpose there must be some tax pledged s ly for that pur- 
pose. By and by the people may rise up and say We will not submit 
to this thing any longer; this tax has got to be a great burden.” We 
want to protect those veterans. 

The average in the soldiers’ homes is fifty-eight years, while of our 
whole army of veterans it is fifty-one. They will be here but a few 
years longer, and it is for them I am talking. [Applause.] I be- 
lieve in making ample provision for the men who made such sacrifices 
as our soldiers made to preserve this Union. I tell you, gentlemen of 
the other side, that the members on this side are as true and assincere as 
any gentleman on that side, and we will prove it by our acts and not 
merely by our words, [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am glad this proposition 
did not emanate from gentlemen who during the warof rebellion wore 
the gray and fought with bravery equaled only by the men who wore 
the blue. Those gentlemen appreciate what it is to be a soldier, and 
believe, however they may vote, that the principle is correct that the 
Union soldier should be cared for by a grateful country. I say Iam 
glad none of them presented this demagogical proposition, but that it 
springs from the brain of a man trained in Indiana politics and be- 
longing to that class who were peace men in war aud war men in peace. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No, you can not ask me anything, for 
my time is limited. This proposition, disguise it as you may, is in- 
tended to thwart and overthrow any attempt to alleviate the condition 
of the soldiers of the Army of the Union by any further pension legis- 
lation. [Applause.] The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] the 
other day, when a provision went through this House for clearing out 
the snags of the Missouri River, did not ask that the money should be 
raised by taxing any particular class or any particular interest. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA], when he shall come later 
on to ask for appropriations to secure coast defenses or to protect the 
harbor of New York or to provide subsidies for the merchant vessels 
owned in that city, will not urge that the money to be used for that 
purpose shall be taken from some particular fand or raised in a par- 
ticular manner. [Applause.] But he will ruu his arm up to his elbow 
in the Treasury to get what he wants. [Great laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] And of all the interests in this country, the 
rivers and harbors, the coast defenses, everything, the only thing that 
is sorted out by gentlemen on the other side for a particular stigma, for 
the purpose of defeating it, is pension legislation in the interest of the 
old soldiers of the United States. 

I want to say to you, gentlemen, that you may make votes for your- 
selves in your respective districts, if they are as illiberal and narrow as 
you are in this respect; but let me tell you, further, that the speeches 
you make belittling pensions, the efforts you make to tie them up, and 
to array the people against the rights of these veterans by odious con- 
ditions, will react against you in your constituencies in the North, for 
there are Democrats in that region who were soldiers, and there are 
voters there who will stand with the Republican party all the time upon 
this question. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). The Chair will state 
that the debate is exhausted on the pending amendment, but, without 
objection, the Chair will allow formal amendments to be considered as 
pending for discussion. 

Mr, CLEMENTS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to get a vote, Mr. Speaker, without further de- 
lay, if possible, 

Fey SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia is recog- 
niz 

Mr. CRISP. I do not wish to make any remarks, but simply sug- 
gest that there are quite a number of amendments, and I trust that 
members will bear in mind that fact, because we shall be unable to 
make a record upon them if the time is taken up, between now and the 
hour when the previous question is ordered, in discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair makes the suggestion so that 
gentlemen upon both sides of the House may understand that this is 

roceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CRISP. Unless other gentlemen desire, for some special reason, 
to address the House further in regard to this amendment, I ask a vote 
upon it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not propose to engage in any isan dis- 
cussion, but I will be glad if I can have the attention, the calm, de- 
liberate attention of gentlemen on both sides of this House for a short 
time, although it is not to be expected that there will be any change 
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— The decree of the Republican caucus has gone forth to adopt 
em, 

Buton the subject of pensions, to which allusion has been made 
to-day and on previous days during this debate in some rather impas- 
sioned remarks by several gentlemen, I want to read in the hearing of 
the House what was said on this floor by Mr. Garfield, then a member 
of the House, on the 8th day of December, 1876. He was at that time 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and when the general 
annual appropriation bill providing for the payment of pensions was 
pending before the House he madeastatement in regard to the general 
subject for the purpose, as he stated, of giving to the country informa - 
tion upon the subject of pensions, He said: 

My idea is p and, passed 
1 Poke ra Ribs Bien 8 Baten od of 9 rage 
through with the ropat form of laws, to admit to the rolls the persons enti- 
tled to pensions, and that the time must necessarily come when we shall pa 
the 5 and begin to go downward, I suppose we have already passed the 
max . 

The amount of the appropriation bill then pending ſor the payment 
of pensions was $28,535,000, but from that day to this the annual ap- 
propriation for the payment of pensions has been going up until this 
year, for which the amount was between eighty and eighty-one millions, 
and we are now confronted with a deficiency of over twenty millions 
more, so that for the present fiscal year there will be one hundred mill- 
ions of dollars expended for this purpose. 

When our friends on the other side, therefore, speak of the constant 
opposition of the Democratic side to liberal pensions, I for one, speak- 
ing, as I believe, the sentiments, in fact, as I know, the sentiments, and 
as record has been made of those sentiments, on this side of the ites 
can say that there never has been a time when there was a spirit 
illiberality manifested on this side or an attempt in any manner to de- 
prive the real, the true, the brave soldiers of the Union of their rights 
under the Jaw in this regard. 

But since the date of this speech by Mr. Garfield this increase has 
gone on from $28,000,000 to about $100,000,000, and next year it will 
perhaps be $120,000,000, and I now, speaking in the hearing of Union 
soldiers who went into the war from conviction and patriotism to their 
country as they viewed and understood it, men who fought for their 
convictions—lI speak to their calm, deliberate judgment, and I do not 
believe that they would be willing to urge extravagance in this regard 
beyond the bounds of reason. Because, Mr. Speaker, we should con- 
sider well in connection with this matter the common justice which 
is due to other classes of people. 

Already we have information that the people—the farmers of Kan- 
sas—have petitioned the governor of that State to call an extra session 
of the Legislature in order that there may be steps taken to stop the 
foreclosure of mortgages. This money to pay pensions has to come from 
the people, whether it be paid directly or by indirect taxation. The 
Government can not make money simply by its fiat and call it into ex- 
istence; the money must come from the great body of the people, the 
consumers, and the great body of the consumers of this country are the 
farmers and laborers. It is strange that at a time like this, when the 
great body of the producing classes on the farms, in the factories, and 
workshops throughout the country, realizing that, although they toil 
with energy and industry and exercise rigid economy, there is such a 
drain by indirect taxation on all the articles of every-day necessity and 
in the interest of trusts, monopolies, and combines to oppress them, 
they—the farmers and laborers—have found it necessary to organize for 
their own protection. 7 

These organizations, representing, as I have said, the producing por- 
tion of our population, have again and again appealed to Congress for 
relief—not for favors, but for equality and justice only. Shall their 
appeal be in vain? 

The prosperity of all other interests and classes depends upon the 
prosperity of these. I allude to these questions now because the de- 
bate upon the proposed radical changes in therules of the House shows 
the avowed purpose to be to clear the way for the hasty and certain 
passage of certain measures, so frequently alluded to by those who ad- 
vocate these changes. 

If these measures are to be adopted, as now seems probable, the op- 
pressed and burden-bearing classes to whom I have referred will not 
only receive no relief in the reduction of their burdens, but will have 
to submit to still greater ones. There is necessarily an increase from 
year to year in the expenditures of the Government on account of the 
growth of the country, but the increase is entirely out of proportion to 
the country's growth. The amount of the net ordinary expenditures, 
not including interest on the public debt, sinking fund, or expenditures 
ont of the postal receipts, was, for 1889, $96,667,560. 43 greater than for 
the year 1879. Thustheexpenditures for ordinary purposes have rap- 
idly gone up nearly one hundred millions in ten years. 

The following figures will show the rapid increase of the annual ex- 
penditure for pensions: 

1878. 8 
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It is singular, with this record and in view of the further fact, now 
apparent to all, that the amount for pensions this year will reach 
$100,000,000, that, for purposes, gentlemen on the other side 
of the House make the charge of illiberality against the Democratic 
side, especially when they remember that during this period of rapid 
increase for pensions the Democrats have been in contro! of the House 
the whole time, except for two years. Surely no true soldier will com- 
plain of illiberality in the face of this record. 

But there are many other objects for which large appropriations have 
long been sought at the hands of Congress; they still confront us. The 
rules now proposed by the Republican caucus give the committees of 
the House larger powers than ever before to designate the bills to be 
considered, i 

The powers and privileges of the individual member of Congress are 
correspondingly diminished. The result will inevitably be that the 
committees having in charge measures they desire to pass will com- 
bine one with another in the support of their respective bills, and by 
this method, known in plain language as “log-rolling,’’? many such 
measures will receive a majority which they would not have, standing 
alone on their own merits. 

Among theschemes for large appropriations that will be pressed with 
great vigor is that of providing subsidies for steam-ship lines between 
the ports of our country and those of others, which simply means to 
take from the earnings of the whole people millions of dollars to hire 
steam-ship-owners to engage in private business for their own gain in 
a hopeless effort to build up foreign commerce with other countries, 
against whose commerce this Government under Republican rule has 
built up a Chinese wall in the form of a prohibitory tariff. Other 

positions are pending to give a bounty or subsidy out of the publie 
eens to the sugar-growers. 

Again, another proposition which has heretofore been strongly pressed 
and will be again is that in the interest of the Pacific railroads, to pay 
them several million dollars which the Government has retained out of 
their earnings to be credited on their indebtedness. 

There are many other claims and schemes which are not new to this 
Congress, many of which are wicked and unjust, but some of which have 
shown considerable strength in their support heretofore. I have seen 
members on the other side of this Chamber, as well as on this, invoke 
the rules of the House as they have hitherto existed to postpone or pre- 
vent the consideration of some of these schemes. 

But now I regret to see these same gentlemen on the other side of 
the House voting in obedience to the dictate of the Republican caucus 
to totally destroy in advance these same rules which they have hereto- 
fore successfully used for good purposes. While my Republican friends 
from the mortgage-ridden West are voting to strike down the safe- 
guards in the rules of the House, which the experience and wisdom 
of more than one hundred years have erected for the protection of the 
rights of the people and the public Treasury and to secure delibera- 
tion in the enactment of public laws, and while their tax-ridden con- 
stituents are threatened with still greater burdens, I would suggest 
that they consider the condition of things set forth in a recent petition 
of the Farmers’ Alliance in one of the States, which I see published in 
the public press, as follows: 


THE WESTERN SITUATION. 


The governor of Kansas has been petitioned to call the Legislature together 
to devise measures of relief for the farmers. 

The petition of the Farmers’ Alliance says: 

“ Whereas the shrinkage in values on both realand personal property in the 
State of Kansas in the past two years has caused very great financial embarrass- 
ment among the farmers of our State, and in many instances the farmers have 
become unable, by reason of these shrinkages, to prevent proceedings in fore- 
closures, which are inoreasing to an alarming extent: we, the undersigned, 
electors of Kansas, therefore respectfully petition your Fraas f to call a 

] session of the islature of Kansas for the purpose of providing for the 
relief of our farmers, giving the mortgageor of a homestead at leasttwo years in 
which to occupy, enjoy, and redeem, if possible, after sale of mortgaged prem- 
ises, and to provide, akg for a stay of execution on all judgments on promis- 
sory notes and mortgaged bonds for a reasonable time after judgment, without 
bond.” - 


The avowed purpose of the advocates of this new departure is, they 
say, to do business, to facilitate legislation, to carry out the will of the 
majority. The history of legislation in this House shows that there has 
always been ample facility to doenough legislating. Indeed, there has 
been too much. There onght not to be more legislation than gives 
ample protection to life, liberty, and property and guaranties to each 
and every citizen a fair and even race in the pursuit of prosperity and 
happiness. One great evil to which the people of this country have for 
years been subjected is that of too frequent changes in the laws, both 
State and Federal. 

The provision in these rules by which you propose to empower the 

er to count a sufficient number of those not voting, which, added 
to the number voting, will makea quorum, you admit is extraordinary 
and that it has never been sanctioned by any presiding officer of this 
House or the Senate, of either party, in the history of the country, but 


that it has been expressly denied by at least one S erof this House 
of your own party when he was Speaker, to wit, Mr. Blaine. Yet you 
go to this length upon the assertion that it is necessary to enable the 
majority to do business. p 

Theassertionisnottrne. If you have the majority, which entitles you 
to the power of doing the business of the country, you only need to have 
your majority present. You have no right to assert that you are the 
majority except by showing it on the floor of this House. There are 
many questions considered in this House which are not political and 
upon which you can not rightfully assume that the votes will be divided 
politically. 

All that a majority has to do to assert its power is to be here. This 
rule of allowing the Speaker to count a quorum when the so-called 
majority fails to show one simply enables a minority to legislate. An- 
other radical change and one which seems to me to be clearly obnoxious 
to the Constitution is that which makes a quorum of the House, in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, one hundred members, which is less than one-third 
of the membership of the House, whereas the Constitution requires a ma- 
jority of the House to constitute a quorum, Its language is plain and 
unmistakable; but it is said that, while this is true, when itis in Com- 
mittee of the Whole it is not the House, but a committee. Such a 
thing as the Committee of the Whole House is unknown to the Consti- 
tution and is a mere fiction of the rules for the purpose of giving greater 
latitude to debate and amendment than can be had in the House under 
the ordinary rules, where the previous question can be ordered and de- 
bate and amendments cut off. 

But, after all, the membership is identically the same in number and 
personnci, The proposed rule authorizing the Speaker to pass upon the 
motives of a member and say whether any motion made by him is in 
good faith or not, and to entertain itor not as he may think best, when 
itis a proper motion under the rules, is simply monstrous and degrad- 
ing to the membership of the House. I will not further discuss the 
specific changes proposed in the rules and will only notice one other 
purpose of these changes as announced on the other side. Itis shown in 
the language of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr: HENDERSON ],as follows: 


The real question is not that which is now attracting the attention ofthe bright 
intellects on this floor. Not by any means. What is theissue? Iwill give you 
my answer, It is this: § the election methods in certain States of this 
Union now boasted of by men high in recognized power be brought into this 
—.— of Representatives and be here protected and enjoyed? That is the real 

ue. 


Election cases and proposed election Jaws. Ah, yes; they are the trouble. 
These disturb you. Gentlemen, understand this here and now: If there is a 
member on this floor entitled to his seat, this side of the House will stand by 
him as the old Imperial Guard did around the first Napoleon, to defend him in 
his seat; but if there isa man on this floor who holds his seat by black-hearted 
fraud or red-handed murder we will unseat him if we have the power. [Loud 
applause on the Republican side.] 

Again he says: 

The Republican party wants a show for its black ally" [laughter and loud 
applause), and under the Constitution we intend to have it. These are the un- 
derlying questions of this mighty struggle. He who wants t6 make it the oc- 
casion for wit or for sarcasm may do so. Standing here, I feel myself in the 
presence of a mighty problem appealing to the patriotism of each Representative. 

It is here assumed that the colored vote absolutely belongs to the 
Republican party. This is not true, and gentlemen will have to realize 
this fact sooner or later, whether it will be agreeable for them to do so 
or not. 

What has the Repablican party done for this people since they were 
made citizens except to make them false promises and to tax them? 

First the hope of 40 acres and a mule was held out; then the col- 
ored man had his experience with the Freedman's Bank.“ He is prac- 
tically ruled out of the laboring force in the protected industries of the 
North by one method or another, and to-day his children in some Re- 
publican localities of the North are driven out of the public schools. 
Nearly all of this population are engaged in agriculture, and are not 
classed in that kind of labor which, it is claimed by the Republican 
protectionists, receives a part of the benefits of so-called protection, but 
in the price of all the necessaries of life he pays an indirect tax for the 
benefit of monopolies maintained by the Republican party. 

He is among the people of the South mainly.- His employers are 
there, his interests and hishopesare there. While by promises of Fed- 
eral aid he has been disappointed by the Republican party and on the 
other hand for a long time after his freedom was by the same party 
made to believe that a return of the Democratic party to power meant 
his re-enslavement, his allegiance to the Republican party continued 
for a time, but that vote will never again be solid for the Republican 
party under any election law. 

The experience of this people is teaching them self-reliance and that 
their friends are the patriotic and law-abiding people among whom 
they live, and work, and trade. Their co-operation with their neighbors 
and acquiescence in the ascendency of intelligence in thought and lead- 
ership that gives direction to public affairs are but natural. They are 
no longer controlled by the fears nor tempted by the hopes of the past. 
The Republican party has habitually claimed a great deal more from 
the colored people than that party is entitled to. In this connection 
let me present the language of one of the most distinguished leaders of 
that party, Senator INGALLS. It is as follows: 


I shall be im ial and judicial as far as I may be able; and in that vein Iad- 
mit that hist ly the responsibility for the presence of the African race upon 
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this continent is not.confined to the States that rebelled in 1861, but belongs in- 
discriminately, share and share alike,to all the white peopl of the United States, 
North and South. Slavery retired from the valleys of the Merrimac, the Con- 
necticut, and the Hudson to the Potomac and southward by the operation of 
social; economic, and natural laws, and not through the superior morality of 
those who defended the Union against the assaults of treason. 

Aguin he says: 

Farther, Mr. President, it may be admitted that the emancipation of the slaves 
was not contemplated by any considerable portion of the American people when 
the war for the Union began; and it was not brought to pass until the fortunes 
of war became d e, and was then justified and defended upon the plea of 
military necessity. „ 

These people are inning to understand that aſter all their future 
is to be what they e it, and that there is no reason for distrusting 
the whites among whom they live. 

No election law you can pass with reference to reclaiming to your 
party a solid colored vote will accomplish that result; you can not put 
any of the States at greaterdisad vantage for the ascendency of intelligence 
and it, sted than you did in the days of reconstruction and military 
rule. They all emerged from that. They will be able to take care of 
themselves under any law you pass, and that by Land lawful 
means. Every newly_gained citizen in these States from the North 
and every dollar invested of Northern money in these States add that 
much more to the influence that will shape the destinies of those States 
in the interests of intelligent and patriotic government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] - 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Ido notdesire to make a partisan 
apoek myself, but I wish to say to gentlemen on the other side of the 

ouse that language such as that used by my distinguished friend 
from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] will not deceive the soldiers of this 
country nor their friends. The time has gone by when a gentleman 
can get up on the floor of Congress and say that he and his friends are 
in favor of liberal pensions and liberality to the Union soldiers, and 
expand his remarks with eulogies upon the soldiers, and then turn 
around and vote for a proposition that the veteran soldiers of this 
country understand and have madea matter of record of their opinion 
that it is the most thoroughly antagonistic and hestile proposition to 
them and their interests ever made on the floor of Congress. 

It was first made by a distinguished gentleman from IIIinois, in a 
former Congress, and pressed then as now as a Democratic measure. 
Where is that gentleman now? And I say to a very large number ot 
gentlemen whom I gee before me, vote for this proposition, gentlemen, 
and we are going to give you a chance to do it, and put yourselves on 
record upon it. We want your names put down so that you will be 
known, and the trumpet of a political Gabriel will never call you from 
your political graves again. [Laughter.] The gentleman from In- 
diana 


Mr. BYNUM. Why did not the gentleman give us an opportunity 
to vote two years ago, instead of filibustering for two days? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Becanse there was no other way to defeat the 
measure then proposed, promoted as it was by the bitter hostility that 
manifested itself under the leadership of the arch-enemy of the soldier, 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum], a man recognized in this 
country as always plotting injury to the old soldiers of the war and 
continually planning schemes like this to their detriment. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let me say 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And you had over 40 majority in that Congress. 

Mr. BLAND. Filibustering was right, then, was it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When hostility to the old veterans is the law 
of a Democratic caucus, filibustering is patriotism in this country. 
The gentleman from Indiana, who has been succeeded on the floor of 
this House by my very young, but handsome and brilliant statesman 
friend from Indiana, whom I love so well and who is quite hopeful 
that he will soon come out full-fledged as a statesman, was wise enough 
to antagonize the proposition when it was here before, as I remember, 
and if he had not done so the place that knew him then would have 
known him no more forever. Haughter. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, As the gentleman has referred to me in 
terms, let me ask of my friend 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not yield. 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to correct the gentleman on a matter of fact. 
He has misstated a fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, if he did it, he did it in order as effect- 
ually to defeat the proposition in another way as if he had been op- 
posed to it directly. I was trying to say to my young friend that his 
experience will teach him that the soldiers of this country understand 
exactly this propositon; and in the last national encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic but one, upon a full consideration of the 
whole subject, 500,000 veterans there represented announced to the 
world that they understood this proposition to be an act of open and 
deadly hostility to their best interests. Standing here, Mr. Speaker, 
to some extent in a modest way a representative of the same influences 
and the same sentiment, I proclaim here that there could be attached 
to no set of rules a more deadly piece of parliamentary mechanism to 
destroy the rights of the Union soldiers in this country than the very 
amendment that is now sought to be put into this structure of parlia- 
mentary law. 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Will the gentleman from Ohio give way 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I willalways give way to the children. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. It is in the Scriptures that 
out of the mouths of babes and sucklings’’—the gentleman can com- 
plete the quotation at his leisure. I would like to know what object 
the gentleman from Ohio can have in addressing his remarks to me? 
This is not my amendment. Is the gentleman stirred up? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. When was that? [Laughter on the Republican 


side.] Did the gentleman stir up anything? [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Why ishisspeech addressed tome? This 
is not my amendment, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I was not aware that you had ever stirred any- 

ing. [Renewed laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. You seemed to be stirred up a good deal. 
You are making your speech at me. 

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I must demand the previous question on 
this amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. CRISP. I would not yield for an amendment, bnt I will yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] if he feels that he ought 
to reply, as it is his amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, there are some of us who did not occupy 
the floor all day yesterday who desire to offer amendments. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to offer an amendment, The Chair under- 
stands that he desires to offer an amendment to the pending amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That it may be in order to set apart a portion of the coin de- 
rived from the duties on imports to pay pensions. 

Mr. BLAND. Now. Mr. Speaker, there has been a demand all over 
this country on the part of pensioners that they shall be paid in the same 
money (in. coin) that the bondholder is paid in; and this simply goes 
to the point that the duties on imports which are paid in coin and 
which are set apart for the payment of the bondholder shall be set 
apart also for the pensioners. There is $225,000,000 of it collected by 
law which must be paid in coin, and out of that the bondholder is paid. 
Now, if the paper money of this country should ever be depreciated the 
paper money will go to the pensioner and he will be paid in depreciated 
money, while the bondholder will be paid in coin. We have seen the 
time here when the bondholder complained that he was compelled to 
take his pay in paper; and we have also heard a complaint of the pen- 
sioner that the bondholder was paid In coin and he was paid in the depre- 
ciated money. Here is sufficient, $225,000,000 paid on import duties 
to pay the sinking fund, to pay the interest on the public debt, to pay 
all the pensioners now to be paid. And I want gentlemen to under- 
stand that we have the same right to set apart this fund for the pen- 
sioners as well as forthe bondholders. I vield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentlemen upon the other side 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri has two 
minutes more, 

Mr. BLAND. I yield them to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BYNUM. Gentlemen on the other side can not pull the wool 
over the eyes of the soldiers by befogging this question by stating thatit 
is for the purpose of killing off pension legislation. So far as the record 
I have made upon pension matters is concerned it has been in favor of 
every pension measure that has been brought into this House and recom- 
mended by committee. I can say to the gentleman that I stand ready 
as heretofore to support every measure the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions shall bring in here; and I propose that there shall be money in 
the Treasury to pay them when these bills are passed. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] I do not propose that your river and harbor 
bills, your stale claims for the French spoliations, your direct taxes, 
shall be taken out of the Treasury, and then when a pension bill is 
offered that you shall go home to the soldiers and say that there was 
no money to pay the soldier or the bill would have been passed. [Re- 
newed applause on the Democratic side.] 

I propose that when pension bills are reported to this House, if there 
is not money enough in the Treasury to pay them, it shall be in order 
to provide the revenue, which shall be set aside exclusively for that 
purpose. The soldiers will not be deceived by this false ery that it is 
an attempt to defeat their claims. If a majority of the members of 
the House do not favor any such amendment, when proposed, it will 
be voted down; if a majority of the members do favor the amendment 
they will more earnestly support the bill thereafter. By the act of 
March, 1869, converting the five-twenty bonds, which were payable in 
currency, into a coin debt, five hundred millions of dollars were added 
to the value of these securities; are the soldiers of the country unwill- 
ing that the great masses of the laboring people shall not have an op- 
portunity to levy a tax upon the income of this wealth to help pay 
the obligations due them? I know they are not; I know the soldiers 
would rather the amounts due them should come by a just system of 
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taxation off of the wealth of the country rather than by an unjust sys- 
tem off of masses of the working people. 


I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Bynum] demands the previous question upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to the amendment of- 
fered by himself. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the demand for the pre- 
vious question will be withdrawn and that five minutes will be allowed 
for debate upon the other side upon this amendment. Then we can 
have a vote. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, rose. 

Mr. BYNUM. I will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion if any gentleman upon the other side desires to speak for five min- 


utes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRISP. Could we not have some agreement as to when the vote 
shall be taken on this amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he will rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] to move the previous 
question after the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] shall have 
been heard for five minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The vote is about to be taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is, z 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And I understand the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
KERR] to say that he demands the yeas and nays upon that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws 
that demand. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] is recog- 
nized and will proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman very 
much for his courtesy in withdrawing the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. I have not troubled this House much in this discussion, but I 
want to state an experience that I have had. First, Ihave found in the 
North, where the Democratic party and the Republican party fight each 
other todeath until election and afterwards are friends, that both parties 
ure united on the pension question; and if the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. BVI U had not supported the pension bills as they came for con- 
sideration before the House he would have been invited to stay at 
home. But I have learned another lesson, sir, and that is that on the 
pension question, as on every other important question, the Democratic 

rty has two policies, one for the North and another for the South. 
That was demonstrated in the Fiftieth Congress when the bill for de- 
pendent pensions was introduced by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL], and had it been allowed to come to a vote would have 
passed by a two-thirds vote of that Congress. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my friends from the South sat silent in their seats 
and refused to vote, and my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] raised 
the point of no quorum’’—the point which I hope to God we will soon 
have rules to prevent when members are present and silent. Thatin- 
cident satisfied me that, however much my Democratic friends from the 
Northern districts had professed that they were in favor of the soldiers, 
they had an understanding with their Southern friends that no bills 
favorable to the soldier should pass. When Grover Cleveland vetoed 
the dependent rension bill soldiers began to reflect, and when you come 
to visit the political graveyard in which the late lamented lies buried 
you will find this epitaph over it: Sacred to his memory. He died of 
an overdose of pension vetoes.” [Applause on the Republican side.] 
And, Mr. Speaker, my judgment is that my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Bynum], unless by the skill of his logic and his oratory he can explain 
his position here to his constituents at home, will have a similar epitaph: 
Died of cumbering, or attempting to cumber, pension legislation with 
too many provisions—enough to kill the bills. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, the old soldiers are not to be deceived. The boys in 
blue that saved the Union are here demanding their rights, not asa 
matter of charity, but as recognition of their patriotism and their sery- 
ices. You may talk about river and harbor bills, you may talk about 
paying the French spoliation claims, you may talk about the various 
raids upon the Treasury, but the rights of the men that saved the na- 
tion must be protected. Are the bondholders and those who hold the 
indebtedness of the nation to be paid in full, dollar for dollar, and shall 
we not recognize and honor the just demands of those who made the 
continued existence of this nation possible? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired, 
p Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, unless by unanimous consent we can now 
have a vote, I demand the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
demands the previous question upon the amendment offered by the gen- 


tleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] and the amendment to that 
amendment offered by the gentleman from uri. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, so far as the proposed code of rules ig 
concerned, there is only one point which I desire to mention in the argu- 
ment which I shall make in the brief time allotted to me, and this is 
the right of the Speaker to count a quorum, the members being present 
and failing or refusing to vote. Itis contended by members on this side 
of the Chamber that, when the point of no quorum ™ is raised and a 
resort is had to the method pointed out by the Constitution of deter- 
mining the matter, to wit, a yea · and-nay vote, then the Journal must 
show affirmatively that a majority of members-elect have voted. This 
construction of the constitutional provision, which has always been con- 
sidered the correct one, it is now sought by section 3 of Rule XV of the 
proposed code to overturn, This section is as follows: 

3. On the demand of any member or at the s ion of the Speaker, before 
the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members [sufficient to make 
a quorum] in the Hall of the House who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk 
and recorded in the Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of 
the members voting, and be counted and announ in determining the pres- 
ence of a quorum to do business, 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that when I realize that the construction we 
are now contending for has been sanctioned from the very inception 
of the Government down to the present time, not only by the two 
great parties which are to-day contending for the mastery, but by each 
and every party which has held the reins of Government; when I dis- 
cover that this construction has not only be enuniversally sanctioned, 
but has met with universal approbation; when I discover from an ex- 
amination of the printed records that within a comparatively short 
time those who are to-day leaders of the Republican side, including 
the Speaker of the House, were the very men who contended most 
strenuously for the inviolability of this construction; when I discover 
that the opposing doctrine has in many previous Congresses heen ar- 
gued and discussed by the ablest men of the nation, and that the same 
conclusion has always been arrived at, I wonder, Mr. Speaker, what 
great light has fallen on the subject as to so completely and thoroughly 
convert the Republican members of this the Filty-first Congress as 
that not one single member on that side of the House has been heard 
in protest at this startling and dangerous innovation of constitutional 
right. 

Sirs, this is no party question, and members with a proper regard 
for what is honest and decent and manly can not afford to align them- 
selves by mere party lines on questions of this character, but rather 
let it address itself to the conscience of each individual member. It is 
agreed on all sides that this is a constitutional question, and not one of 
a mere method of procedure. And so when each one of you took that 
solemn and binding obligation that you would support and defend the 
Constitution, that you would bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same, so help you God, is it not time for you to stop and consider 
whether or not the step you are about to take isin violation of that 
very Constitution you so solemnly swore to support and defend? 

It is not for me, Mr. Speaker, to impugn the motives or honesty of 
any man who chooses to change his opinion; but when the opinion of 
the majority is changed with such unanimity as that not onè Repub- 
lican can be found to resist or raise his voice in protest; when I see 
each member forming part of a huge machine, all moving together for 
the accomplishment of a certain pu , and that purpose the de- 
struction of every right of defense on the part of the minority to any 
bad or unworthy scheme which you may choose to propose; when we 
haye seen you occupying this attitude for the past two months, sup- 
porting your Speaker in this unwarrantable and improper assumption 
of power when you had no code of rules and when there had been no 
opportunity of discussing or debating or investigating the question, is 
it not reasonable to conclude that to the plain, ordinary, every-day 
man it must appear that your consciences are very elastic and that you 
have little regard for the sanctity of the oath you so solemnly took, or 
rather that you have fallen into that condition so graphically described 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] when, in the heat of de- 
bate, he said: 

The gentleman knows that in this popular body, the House of Representa- 
tives, members from time to time do, and perhaps always will do, under a sup- 
posed partisan necessity, that which lies in their power to do, and then, having 
done it, the desire to be sustained makes them claim a construction of the Con- 
8 to justify that which nothing in sound sense or good morals can justify 
e a 

Gentlemen, I am constrained to believe that this is the condition you 
have fallen into, and that you have been led there by no consideration 
of public good, but by party passion, party prejudice, and an overween- 
ing desire to remove every obstruction and destroy every vestige of oppo- 
sition to the accomplishment of unworthy, dishonest, and corrupt meas- 
ures. That you will accomplish your purpose there can be no doubt. 
You have so determined, and I am impelled to believe that no consid- 
eration for the public good, no spirit of patriotism, no desire for the 
right will for a single moment stay your hand. When you have suc- 
ceeded, however, you may rest assured that but a brief space of time 
shall elapse when a discriminating but impartial public shall have had 
an opportunity to pass upon your conduct, that you and your party 
will be buried in political oblivion too deep for resurrection. 

Mr. Speaker, the whole argument, in so far as I am able to gather and 
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understand, for thischange of heart on the part of the majority is based on 
that clause, in the fifth section of the first article of the Constitution, which 
provides that a smaller number than a quorum may be authorized to 
compel the attendance of absent members. I have heard the question 
repeatedly asked how a member could be physically present and con- 
stitutionally absent. Why power should be given to compel the at- 
tendance of a member and then not permit the Speaker to count him 
for the purpose of aiding to make up a quorum. 

Mr. Speaker, this question must be examined like all other legal ques- 
tions. The language of the Constitution must be examined The sur- 
rounding circumstances must be inquired into. What was said and 
done at the time the Constitution was formulated and what construc- 
tion was put on it then and after by the authors of the instrament must 
be considered, : 

A very different condition of affairs obtained then from what obtains 
now. The original States from Massachusetts to South Carolina ex- 
tended along the Atlantic coast for many hundred miles. There were 
then no railroads, nosteam- boats, no telegraph wires, so that men might 
travel and communicate with each other speedily and with ease. The 
trip to the seat of Government, if made at all, was usually made on 
horseback, and was a long and tiresome and dangerous journey. In 
those days party lines were not tightly drawn, and party rancor and 
party feeling were almost unknown. In this condition of affairs it was 
not only PPRA: but it was probable that members would fail to at- 
tend; and as the provision of the Constitution was obligatory that Con- 
gress should meet once a year and that a quorum consisting of a ma- 
jority of the members-elect was necessary to do business, therefore the 
power to compel the attendance of members was given. 

Mr. Speaker, then as now, it is reasonable to suppose, it is fair to 
expect that a member, if present, would not, except for some over- 

wering cause, refuse to vote on a proposition that was submitted for 

is consideration. Your side, sir, has the majority in this House; your 
side is responsible for the laws that are enacted; your side, sir, has the 
ability, if your members choose to present themselves, to enact, in so 
far as this House is concerned, such laws as you desire. But, sir, when 
your own partisans refuse to appear here, then and at this late day it 
is that you announce the startling proposition that, while you can not 
secure enough votes to pass a given proposition, you will, against all 
precedent, against all justice, and against all that is fair, see enough 
members to form a quoram, and thus by a minority vote secure the 
enactment of laws that may be unfair, dishonest, and fraught with 
danger to all the best interests of the entire people. 

Suppose, sirs, you were to send out your Sergeant-at-Arms and enforce 
the presence of those Republican members who are absent and who 
help to make your majority. Do you suppose that, if once here and 
in fayor of any proposition presented by you, you would find any dif- 
ficulty in inducing them to vote, and thus secure enough to make a 
constitutional quorum? So, Mr. Speaker, when you secure the pres- 
ence of any member, no matter who he is, or to what party or what 
faction he belongs, when you secure his presence, ordinarily, you secure 
his vote. But it does not follow asa corollary, Mr. Speaker, that while 
you can compel his attendance you can compel his vote, or that, failing 
to vote, you can see him for the purpose of making your quorum and 
thus make him an unwilling factor in enacting what is to him and the 
the people whom he represents an objectionable law and one which 
may compass their financial destruction. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that for my conduet in votingor refusing to vote 
I am responsible to my own constituents, and to them alone, and I feel 
in representing them that it is not only my duty to aid in the enact- 
ment of such laws as will be beneficial tothem, but to prevent by every 
means in my power what in my judgment would provea dangerous or 
a vicious law or which would prove injurious to the best interests of 
my people. This I feel I have the right to do by remaining silentand 
refusing to participate when I think by that means the interests of my 
people can best be served. And this, it seems, has been the view of all 
the gentlemen on the other side until now. 

And I may add, Mr. Speaker, that any — measure which is so 
objectionable that any considerable number of members will refrain 
from voting so as to break a quorum and thus defeat the measure ought 
to be defeated. If it is a proper measure the defeat can only be tem- 
porary, for a healthy public sentinient, believing the measure to be 
for the best interests of the people, will so influence members that you 
will soon have no difficulty in securing a majority in its favor. Herein 
is the protection of the minority and herein is the safety of the people; 
for when you once remove this restriction, which can only serve to de- 
lay matters until they can fully and fairly be considered, and thus se- 
cure the calm and cool judgment of the Congress—when you remove 
this restriction, I say, and give to the party which may be able to thus 
control a quorum leave to legislate withont let or hinderance, then as 
surely as God reigns the time will come when some party, flushed with 
victory and drunk with passion, will fasten on this country such legis- 
lation as will prove its sure destruction. 

Gentlemen of the majority, you have not failed in the past, nor will 
you fail now, to secure all proper legislation without resorting to this 
improper and dangerous expedient. It is not sanctioned by the lan- 
guage of the Constitution, by usage, or by necessity, nor isit demanded 
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by the best interests of good government, but can only be resorted to 
for the purpose of obtaining an unjust and improper advantage. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, there is another reason for contending that the 
construction of the clause heretofore given is correct, and that is because 
the authors of the Constitution then, and every Congress since, which 
8 period of more than one hundred years, placed this construc- 

ion on it. 

Such menas James Madison, Alexander Hamilton, Gouverneur Morris, 
Benjamin Franklin, Charles Pinckney, and the others who framed this 
Constitution, and from whose debates we gather the construction that 
was then placed on its various parts, were men who for intellect, keen- 
ness of perception, and sound common sense were never excelled. In 
the Federal convention in 1787 the rule was adopted: 

That a House to do business shall consist of not less than seven States, and all 
questions shall be decided by the greatest number of these, which shall be fully 
represented, Buta less number than seven may adjourn from day to day, 

Here is a rule almost identical with the one under consideration. It 
requires a majority of the States, to wit, seven, to be present by dele- 
gates and fully represented. It permits a majority of those seven States, 
thus fully represented, to decide all questions and permits a majority 
to adjourn only. Could any State be fully represented if for any rea- 
son satisfactory to themselves its delegates should refuse to participate 
in the proceedings? Mosteertainly not. And, reasoning from analogy, 
is it not proper to put the same construction on the clause of the Con- 
stitution under consideration, the two being almost identical? A 
Mr, Speaker, as to this question, it is very apparent that the authors 
of the Constitution were of the same opinion that we are now contend- 
ing for, as to the right of members to break a quorum, On 1527 of 
the Madison Papers the following proceedings of the Federal Conven- 
tion are recorded: 

Mr. Madison moved that a quorum of the Senate consist of two-thirds of all 
the members. 

Mr. GOUVERNEUR Morris. This will putit in the power of one man to break a 

uorum, 

3 Mr, Mabrsox. This may happen to any quorum, 

How could one man or any number of men break a quorum if the 
principle as contended for here—that the Speaker had a right to count 
a quorum—is correct? The same right to compel the attendance of 
members existed then as now, but it was well understood that any 
member could refuse to vote if he so desired. 

Under this Constitution and under the system of legislation hereto- 
fore existing we have had a war with England; we have had a war 
with Mexico; we have suppressed the greatest rebellion and passed 
through the fiery conflict of the greatest civil war the world has ever seen. 
Through all these we have successfully passed. The country has grown 
from small to large proportions. The nation from a weak one has grown 
strong, until to-day she stands pre-eminent, the wonder and glory of the 
world. All these things have been accomplished, but to-day we have 
the dominant party demanding a change from the old order of legisla- 
tion and saying it can not legislate fast enough. 

Do this if you please, gentlemen; destroy the power and standing 
of the individual member of Congress; dwarf him to small propor- 
tions; center your power in the hancs of your Speaker and the heads of 
committees, who are selected by and who will act in accord with him; 
remove all check to your desires, as you will be able to do, by permit- 
ting your Speaker to thus count a quorum and permitting him to re- 
fuse to put any motion he may determineis a dilatory motion, as you 
permit him to do by another of your rules, thus virtually placing the 
fate of all legislation absolutely into his will and keeping—do this, I 
say; throw down the bars; pass your pension schemes, your steam-ship 
subsidy bills, your Pacific railroad bills, your irrigation jobs, and your 
French spoliation laws; extend your national-bank charters, legislate 
for the bondholders and the manufacturers, destroy the common people 
and the farmers, loot the Treasury at your ownsweet will; but recollect, 
gentlemen, that after all this you will have a reckoning with an angry 
and indignant people, who will mete out to you that condemnation you 
so richly deserve. 

Mr, GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, the question now under con- 
sideration by this House is perhaps one of the most vital and important 
that have ever come before it. The result being a foregone conclusion 
it may be superfluous to add afew words to the eloquent addresses that 
have been called forth from this side of the House. Ours is a govern- 
ment of the people, and the people are heard through their Representa- 
3 that is, when the Representatives are accorded permission to 
speak. 

To a member new upon this floor, sent here by a confiding constitu- 
ency to labor in their interest and to protect their rights, a most serious 
disappointment is encountered in discovering thut he is piteously de- 
pendent upon the presiding officer for that recognition which he had 
supposed to be the birthrightof every Representative. It is buta poor 
consolation for him that this recognition is at times denied even to 
time-honored Nestors who long have worn their honors. It is most dis- 
couraging after long waiting to find himself reduced to accepting a few 
moments’ time from some friendly brother or to print in the RECORD 
what he is not permitted to utter from his seat. 

He discovers, too, that any resolution may be declased as ‘‘dilatory,’’ 
even though made in the best of faith and for the progress of business, 
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and that an appeal from this decision will not be entertained. With 
one blow the motion is throttled and with another swept out of exist- 
ence. Do these blows fall upon the member alone? No, sir; they are 
aimed at him, but in fact fall upon his constituency. 

His discoveries do not stop here. He is told that while legislatures 
may be partisan and partial in creating precedents such a course here is 
impossible, for in these national halls presides an officer, keen of eye and 
ear, who makes precedents to suit the emergency of the moment, and 
who may annihilate the customs and practices sacredly defended by the 
fathers of the country and at one time even by himself. 

He discovers that one who should be the impartial guide of the House 
may really be its despotic dogmatist, that he may construct and ap- 
prove journals, decline and permit resolutions, and so conduct himself 
as to be, virtually, the entire House and the Chair as well. 

The Republican majority is assured, but owing to the many absent- 
ees it is pro not to bring them into this House, and thus prevent 
their being “dilatory ’’ in duty to their constituencies, but to inaugu- 
rate rules so framed as to deprive the minority of the only check to be 
employed. If Democrats are to be declared ‘‘present and not vot- 
ing,” to make Republican quorums, why not go a step further and đe- 
clare absent Republicans present and voting? 

The power of the minority to check when the majority is unwilling 
to attend, or neglects so to do, is the great safeguard of the nation, 
So it was intended to be, and it is eminently proper that the minority 
should seek by every honorable effort io prevent wrongful or unjust 
legislation. The country and our constituencies are well served when 
the only available means are employed to serve them, and so they will 
assert. They, too, may indorse our definition of dilatory, and we 
shall be ‘‘ dilatory’? whenever necessary. 

We shall endeavor to be ‘‘dilatory’’ in depleting the Treasury. 

We shall be dilatory in allowing the honorable defenders of this 
Iand to suffer in their payments by reason of extravagant and unneces- 

expenditures, 

We shall be ‘‘ dilatory ” in permitting financial embarrassment to 


our country. 

We shall be “‘ dilatory ™ in suffering the Constitution to be impaired 
in the least degree; for, if it be possible to render unappealable decisions, 
we can not foresee why some portion of this great bulwark may not in 
the interest of the Republican majority be declared as not only not 
voting,” but also not present.“ 

The rules, with all their objectionable features, will be passed and 
the minority will wear the shackles ordained to be put upon them. The 
majority will be clothed with a brief authority and will strut its feeble 
hour, but let it not be too confident, for the day will surely come when 
the people with overwhelming voice will pass judgment upon it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of this report has 

given rise to an acrimonious debate which has, I am afraid, destroyed 
that independence of judgment and calmness of consideration which 
the great importance of the subject demands. 
- Unquestionably the code of rules reported and which the House is 
asked to adopt confers very great and unprecedented powers upon the 
Speaker. The nature of the duties imposed upon, thia officer necessa- 
j aaa eT upon him such power as impairs to a certain extent the 
independence of members. Under the rules of the last House it appears 
that members vainly sought recognition to call up bills affording reliet 
urgently demanded by their constituents and which were supported 
by a large majority of the House. 

The inability of the House to pass what is known as the Blair edu- 
eational bill, though a large majority of members earnestly favored it, 
is cited by speakers on the other side of this Chamber as an illustra- 
tion of the self-imposed shackles with which the last House was bur- 
dened, but no speaker on that side has shown wherein the great powers 
exercised by the Speaker of the last House are in any degree circum- 
scribed by the code of rules now presented, and the Speaker of this 
House is clothed not only with those powers, but with such additional 
anthority as to render him practically an autocrat. 

Section 10 of Rule XVI declares that— 


No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 


What a dilatory motion is, is not defined. That an appeal to the 
House may be taken from his judgment is not declared; it might have 
been inferred from the fundamental principles of parliamentary law that 
all rulings of the Speaker upon points of order were subject to review 
by the House over which he presides, that the right of appeal existed 
without mention, and that our fellow-members on the other side ot 
this Chamber did not intend to deny us the poor privilege of appealing 
to their consciences and judgments when we considered the decisions 
of the Speaker unjust or oppressive; and this seems to have been the 
view of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore], who, in his 
remarks last evening, declared that article 10 of the rule referred tois 
qualified by article 4 of the same rule, which authorizes motions to ad- 
journ, to lay on the table, for the previous question, to postpone to a 
day certain, to refer, to amend, and to postpone indefinitely; and that 
all these motions might be respectively made notwithstanding the last 
clause of the rule prohibits dilatory motions; and it might also have 
been inferred that, as the code in terms prohibits dilatory motions, thase 


motions which are especially provided for in the rules could not be con- 
sidered under any circumstances as falling within the prohibited class. 
But the gentleman in charge of the report [Mr. CANNON] deliberately 
informs us to-day that any of these motions may be treated by the 
Speaker as dilatory whenever the circumstances satisfy his mind that 
they are made for purpose of delay, and that from his jndgment no 
appeal lies to the House. If this is an authoritative exposition of the 
seope and object of the rule, then, indeed, has this House conferred upon 
its Speaker more unlimited power than was ever possessed by any pre- 
siding officer of a legislative body in a constitutional government. 

That our friends on the other side, in a time of profound peace and 
in the absence ofany great emergency. should voluntarily subject them- 
selves to this yoke is incomprehensible to one who has not had the 
benefit of their cancus deliberations. The elimination from the rules 
of those motions which place it within the power of one or two or even 
three members to absolutely stop ull legislation and prevent the House 
S performing its constitutional functions, meets my unqualified ap- 
probation. 

I should have been glad had the rules gone further and limited the 
power of the Speaker or even a committee to prevent the House from 
considering and acting upon any measure which commanded the sup- 
port of a majority; but the rules reported, instead of stopping with 
the abrogation of those motions which have become so obnoxious, has 
enlarged the powers of the Speaker and of the committees to such an 
extent as utterly destroys the independence of the members. 

Our friends on the other side may enjoy this condition of affairs so 
long as the collar does not chafe their own necks, butall the same they 
are wearing the yoke as well as ourselves and will some day awake to the 
realization of the fact that the Speaker is their master as well as ours. 

In so far as those provisions of the rules are concerned which author- 
ize the Speaker to counta quorum and constitute 100 members asa quo- 
rum of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
we may regard their effect with more complacency, because, while a 
majority of this House may despotically deny us the right to- appeal 
from what we may consider an unjust and oppressive ruling of the 
Speaker, it is not in their power to deprive any citizen of the right to 
test in the courts the constitutionality of any law which they may enact. 

The Constitution declares that— 

A majority of each [House] shall constitute a quorum to do business; but a 
smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to com- 
pel the attendance of absent members, in such manner and under such penalties 
as each House may provide. 

8. Each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings, and from time to time 

ublish the same * * ; and the yeas and nays of the members of either 
ouse on any question shall, at the desire of one of those present, be entered 
on the Journal. 

The requirement of the Constitution that each House shall keep a 
Journal of its proceedings is mandatory, and this Journal is the sole 
legal repository of its action; no other method of ascertaining and de- 
termining its action is permissible, and, therefore, where a yea-and-nay 
vote has been taken on the of a hill, that vote and that vote 
alone must determine whether a constitutional quorum participated in 
its passage. 

The Speaker and the advocates of his action, in asserting his right 
to count as present and forming part of the quorum those members 
who refuse to participate by answering to their names when called to 
vote, contend that their ‘‘attendance’’ is shown by the entry upon the 
Journal which he causes to be made, and which thereby shows the fact 
required by the Constitution: that a majority was present and con- 
atituted a quorum, But this argument overlooks the fact the consti- 
tutional requirement is that ench House“ shall keep a Journal of its 
proceedings, and that the Speaker is not the House. He is not charged 
with the duty of keeping a Journal, and there is no warrant in the Con- 
stitution or the law for his giving any order with relation to it, except 
such as executes a resolution of the House. 

Therefore, in the absence of a vote by a constitutional quorum no order 
can be made except tosend for absent members, and this minority, being 
powerless to do any legislative act themselves, can confer none on their 
Speaker. In other words, the Speaker is the mere organ of the House; 
if a quorum is present to do business, it may pass any resolution and 
that resolution may be entered on the Journal. It may by resolution 
declare that certain other members are present and refuse to vote, but 
in the absence of a quorum even this resolution could not pass. 

Where, then, does one of the Representatives from Maine, who has 
been selected as the presiding officer, acquire the right to do what 
164 members can not do? Why is his ipse dixit more potent than these 
164 concurrent votes? 

The argument in support of the theory of the Speaker is based upon 
convenience only, is contrary to the construction placed upon this arti- 
cle by its friends, by the great constitutional lawyers who assisted in 
the formation of the Government, and whose views have been followed 
by every Houseof Representatives and every Speaker who has presided 
over it for one hundred years, 

Is the present Speaker greater than them all? 

It is said that the authority contained in the Constitution to compel 
the attendance of absent members would be vain and nugatory if their 
attendance, when compelled, did not become effective to make a quorum; 


and our Republican friends ask triumphantly, why send for them if 
they donot count when we get them? The y is obvious: you must 
send for enough of them; 3: ee phan a man ty are present or, being 
present, refuse to act, send for more, and, if these refuse to act, send for 
more, until you get them all, and then there will be in attendance a 
clear majority, who will cither proceed to business or adjourn. 

Do as you did in the caseof Smith vs. Jackson, when you rallied 166 
men, a full quorum of the House, notwithstanding, according to your 
contention, you had had a quorum by the counting process during every 
stage of the consideration of that case. 

The Constitution declares that less than a majority may compel the 
attendance of absent members, not enough to e a quorum or 
some of the absent members, but the absent members,” the clear 
intendment being that as long as a member is absent the power of the 
House continnes to compel his attendance, and in this way, by secur- 
ing the attendance of all members-elect, if necessary, to secure a ma- 
jority of the House to do business. 

I have no idea that any sound lawyer on the other side of the House 
believes that the argument in support of the Speaker’s right to count 
a quorum will stand the strain of a jadicial determination or that the 
majority will seat a member, or decide in an election case, or pass a 
law on a yea-and-nay vote without the presence of a constitutional quo- 
rum shown by the record, as construed by all the Speakers of this 
House from Muhlenberg to CARLISLE. The same line of argument ap- 
plies to the proposition that 100 members may constitute the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

If the Committee of the Whole House is organized to do business“ 
in the sense of the Constitution, nothing less than a majority of the 
House can constitute a quorum; if, on the contrary, the Committee of 
the Whole does not do business in this sense, it may consist of any num- 
ber the House determines as sufficient. 

As to whether or not it is competent to devolve upon 51 members of 
of the House (which would be a quorum to do business as a Committee 
of the Whole) the power to act, it is safe to leave the determination to 
the more mature judgment of the members on the other side. 

When it is remembered that bills of the most important character, 
most nearly affecting the interests of the people, must be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole House; that the action of the committee 
is practically final and conclusive of the subject under consideration; 
that, as its very name implies, it is a committee of all the members 
formed for the purpose of allowing a freedom of debate and latitude 
of proceeding not permissible in the House, it would hardly be con- 
tended that the House, when thus engaged, is not doing business.“ 
I have listened with astonishment at the denunciations against the con- 
duct of this side of the House in refusing to vote on the several calls of 
the roll during the proceedings leading up to the expulsion of Mr. 
Jackson from this House and the injection of Mr. SMITH into its mem- 
bership. : 

Distinguished speakers on that side of the House have claimed that 
this action constituteda violation of our official oaths, and they taunt 
us with a refusal to even consider the right of a member to his seat, 
which, as they say, is a question of the highest privilege; yet these 
charges are made by gentlemen who in the last House, and in many 
preceding Houses, violated their oaths of office, abdicated their fanc- 
tions temporarily, and contumaciously obstructed the public business 
in numberless instances, if their present assertions be true. While they 
reproach us for attempting to postpone the consideration of an election 
case until a code of rules had been adopted which would furnish us 
with a guide for our conduct, they forget that in the last House, with 
a code of rules which protected the rights of the minority in the am- 
plest manner, and when every facility was afforded for the most com- 
plete investigation of its merits, they refused to consider the right of a 
mem ber to his seat, not for a day, or a week, ora month, but for the en- 
tire term for which the member was elected, and this refusal was made 
effectual by abstention from voting, which, according to their own con- 
struction, was a violation of their official oaths and a contumacious ob- 
struction of the public business, 

The indignant protests with which the unprecedented and, as we 
thought, oppressive and outrageous rulings of the Speaker were met by 
this side of the House have been the subject of severe criticism; but 
the speakers who have been loudest in their denunciations of what they 
are pleased to call our outrageous and undignified conduct seem to us 
more inclined in this indirect way to flatter the Speaker than to con- 
demn us. His ruling in refusing to entertain ‘‘the question of consid- 
eration” made by Mr. Crisp on the 31st day of January as against 
the case of Smith vs Jackson was in my judgment arbitrary, oppress- 
ive, and absolutely unwarranted either in principle or precedent. 

On the preceding day a motion to adjourn had been made which the 
Speaker declined to entertain on the ground that it was dilatory; but 
without conceding, as he said, the right of an appeal from his decision 
he permitted the appeal to be taken, and because the House, by this 
vote, sustained that ruling, he held on the succeeding legislative day 
that a motion raising the question of consideration to the business then 
brought forward was dilatory, and from this ruling declared that no 
appeal would lie. 

The declaration of the Speaker that he possessed under the general 
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e that motions which, according to parliamentary law they had 
right to make and which have been recognized by the rules of this 
House from time immemorial, were obstructive, and therefore not to be 
entertained, was startlingin the extreme, Il appeared to be an un- 
warranted invasion of the rights of members, but when the Speaker 
went to the extent of not only asserting his rights to thus ignore a 
strictly parliamentary motion, but to refuse an appeal to the House whose 
creature he is and whose orders only he is to obey, indignation at an 
outrage which seemed unnecessary and inexcusable could no longer be 
restrained, and if he failed to receive that respectful consideration to 
which the high office he fills is entitled it was because he had forgotten 

his obligations to the members whose rights he had violated. 
Members may tickle his ears with flattery and adulation. They may 
commend his courage and his firmness. Doubtless he and they forget 
that the most timid may present the boldest front when beyond the 
reach of those whose rights have been wantonly disregarded. Jeffreys, 
when supported by royal authority, was to all appearances as coura- 
geous as Julius Cesar. Neither the cries of his victims nor the impre- 
cations of outraged ames f touched his stony heart. When the power 
which sustained him crumbled before the wrath of an awakened people 
he slunk into obscurity, willing to purchase at any price the remnant 

of a miserable life. 

re 


8 law the power to look into the motives of members and 
the 


In 1873, the life of the Republican party of Louisiana was in 
a Federal judge was induced to drag his judicial ermine in the mire 
carpet-bag Republican politics and at midnight to sign a judicial de- 
cree which, in defiance of law and justice, installed one W. P. Kellogg, 
of Illinois, as governor of Louisiana and organized a black-and-tun legis- 
lature for that unfortunateState. His act was applauded by the recipi- 
ents of its benefits as the noble and courageons act of an incorruptible 
judge, but the unerring judgment of the people of this nation con- 
signed him to infamy and obscurity. 

In 1876 the Republican party had need of some tools to steal the elect- 
oral vote of Louisiana. They found the tools on the returning board of 
that State, conragcous and incorruptible men who could neither be in- 
timidated by the threats of the banditti who then infested Louisiana 
nor be bought by their gold. The vote wasstolen and delivered. The 
instruments of the theft were considered as sufficiently paid when the 
Administration saved one from the penitentiary and made up a pony 
purse to pay the counsel fees of the other. I do not mean to compare 
the Speaker of this House to either the one or the other, but he will 
find that when the friction of combat has subsided and reason re- 
sumes her sway the self-respecting members of his party will not main- 
tain the violations of the rights of the minority of which he has been 
the instrument, nor will he have the satisfaction of seeing these rulings 
acquire the sanction of the American people. 

Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois. Adam stood with fear and trembling as he 
watched the first sunset after his creation; he could not then under- 
stand the reason or necessity for daylight fading before his mortal eyes, 
but he soon learned that the division of time into day and night was a 
wise and useful arrangement, and thereafter would not have changed 
itifhe could. Brethren on the other side of this Chamber, let us be- 
seech you, since you hold in such and veneration ancient prece- 
dents, follow the example of your parent: watch and wait a few 
days more; you will soon understand and appreciate the wisdom of 
this code of rules, whose effects you so much tear and dread to-day. 

Had I the time, fresh as I am in your legislative body, I would gladly 
point out the many advantages possessed by this admirable system by 
which legislation will be advanced instead of impeded, but you will 
learn it in due time; we must not waste the precious days in your oral 
instruction; object lessons will be furnished you from which all this 
information can be obtained. 

For weeks the eyes of millions of people have been focused on this 
Hall. They elected us to do the business of the country, to legislate 
in the interest of our constituents; they hold us responsible as their 
servants; by them we shall be called upon within a few months to ren- 
der an account of our stewardship while here; for us will be reserved 
either their blessing or their censure. To act is our duty; to refrain 
is a violation of our trust; to vote for or against a measure, as in our 
honest judgment seems best, is expected of all; to provide needed leg- 
islation is demanded; to correct abuses of previous legislation is de- 

It was never intended that members should sit in their seats like 
sheep, dumb before the shearer, and open not their mouths when the 
roll was called. We have been compelled to force you gentlemen on 
the Democratic side to partially do your duty, but itis not the first 
time in the history of our Government when strong measures were nec- 
essary to place you on the right track. You have been building a 
mighty record within the last few days, the effects of which we leave 
with you, your consciences, and the country. We have chosen our 
path, we have declared our intention to carry out the objects for which 
we were elected. The rules under which we will act are before you, 
and within a few hours they will be the property of the whole coun- 
try. Those rales will be faithfully carried out; we shall transact the 
business peaceably if we may, forcibly if we must. 

We have calmly sat while you hurled at the chosen officer of this 
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House the vilest epithets and most unjust and unmanly criticisms 


which tongue could speak or pen can write. We have heard you brand 
Republicans with being scoundrels, and thieves; but we could 
afford to wait, for we knew thatafter a storm the inevitable calm would 
follow. We have heard your hisses, permitted you to yell like mad- 
men when the spell is on, and marked your scowling visages when 
human nature was compelled to yield to the whirling, raging passion 
which had seized your souls, We have watched you, some with glis- 
tening scalps, others with wildly flowing locks, and all with flashing 

es and threatening mien, prance up and down the aisles denouncing 

e Speaker as tyrant, usurper, and autocrat, and our conduct as dam- 
nable and revolutionary. 

For myself I say if this course is revolutionary, let us have a little 
more of the revolution, Revolutions, you know, never go backward. 

You seem to have forgotten that extraordinary cases require extra 
remedies. You had forgotten that from nature’s hidden resources will 
always spring the man for every great emergency. 

We have watched you through your circus performance, and as the 
curtain is about to drop upon the last act are willing to say that the 
animals were savage and evidently had blood in their eyes. 

Never before had I known that the Democratic party such 
a vast number of Constitution-lovers or such a host of constitutional 
expounders, but we are glad to learn, even at this late day, that you 
cheerfully and eagerly accept the protection of and endeavor to seek 
shelter under that Constitution which our fathers handed to their sons 
and which this Republican party preserved intact for the nation, 

We are pleased to know that Virginia’s sons are back in their father’s 
house to stay, as was so eloquently stated on this floor on Wednesday 
last by the honorable gentleman hailing from that State; but why did 
you not, while uttering those words, add that you are back in the old 


mansion because the loyal masses of the North would not permit of | Barn 


your abandoning it? 

We are proud to hear you state that you sacredly cherish the Con- 
stitution of our country and that beautiful flag which, by the grace of 
God, backed by the patriotic hosts of the grandest army the world has 
ever seen, is still floating over every home as an emblem of freedom 
and equal rights to all mankind. You love it, do you? Sodowe! It 
is kissed by the breezes of every clime and tfully saluted by every 
Government on earth. But where would it have been to-day had you 
and yours been granted the demand you thundered in the ear of the 
nation when Sumter fell. Thousands of brave boys sleep ’neath South- 
ern flowers to-day who laid down their lives to preserve that flag and 
make it possible for you to stay in your father’s house. 

We on this side desired to establish a code of rules whereby we could 
proceed with business in an orderly way, and endeavor, amongst other 
things, to pass some laws to relieve, to a certain extent, these maimed 
and battle-scarred heroes who planted our banner on every hill and 
grandly bore it through the valleys of death; they are growing old; 
the autumn leaves of life are gathering about their feet; the mantles 
are dropping from their tired limbs; they are entering fast the low 
green tents where war's wild notes shall thrill their souls no more; and 
under those rules we will extend to all an opportunity to aid in legisla- 
tion which will show, as best it can, our N of the priceless 
services by them rendered your country and mine. 

The distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mitts] told us in 
substance during this debate that men sometimes grew mad, but sober 
second thought would bring them back and guide them in the right 
path. ‘These words were well spoken, and we sincerely hope that within 
ashort time, gentlemen, you will experience that much-desired change. 
Sober second thought will teach you that the Republican members of 
this House are true to the interests of yourselves and will aid you in 
all laudable undertakings, but it will also teach you that when they 
have once settled on a course of action they mean business. 

You tell us that legislation can build navies and do many wonder- 
ful things, but that it can not close your mouths or stifle your voices. 
Why, bless your souls, my Democratic friends, instead of trying to close 
your mouths we are making a strong effort by these rules to open them 
and Jet your voices be heard, so that your constituents may know you 
are here without the necessity of the honorable Speaker making that 
announcement for you. 

You tell us the Constitution confers upon each House the right to 
make rules for its own government. Well, we know that fact, and 
that is exactly what we have been doing and are still endeavoring to 
convince you of, the grave importance of their adoption. Having com- 
pleted them, we respectfully commend them to your careful considera- 
tion for guidance in the dispatch of business. 

You have grown angry because some gentleman on this side sug- 
gested that your party constantly camped by the smoldering embers 
of our previous camp-fires; but even in the discussion of these rules 
you have admitted the truthfulness of that statement by threatening 
that if we persisted in adopting this code it would come back to haunt 
us when this mighty people should again restore your party to power. 
By that you virtually say you will still keep followinginour wake. Such 
action is aga marae Ae 5 — sea on, 2 where this 
great party of progress you need not fear to follow. ` 

We have an Abiding faith in the intelligence of the American people; 


their voice is being heard to-day in wafting back the refrain you have 
heard upon this floor, to stand by Speaker REED. That refrain has been 
caught up by the hosts among the New England hills, is reverberating 
amongst the frosted winds along the beautiful lakes, and, with gather- 
ing is echoed back from the Western shores, where storm- 
tossed waves are shattered on the pebbly beach. If you would be wise, 
heed the warning. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken upon the amendment offered by Mr. BLAND 
to the amendment of Mr. BYNUM; and there were—ayes 89, noes 125, 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only four members voting in the 
affirmative. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
arag by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM], which will be 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Amend by ad to clause 7 of Rule XVI the following proviso: 

2 That it shall be in order, when any general pension bill or propo- 
sition to increase the rates or amounts of ion or to grant pensions in per- 
sons not previously entitled thereto by law is under consideration, to amend 
the same soas to provide by taxation or otherwise for the paymentthereof; but 
no such amendment shall be in order unless the net revenue provided for 
be thereby set apart for the sole purpose of paying such increased pensions,” 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the negative 
yeas 96, nays 164, not voting 68; as follows: 


YEAS—96. 
Abbott, Cothran, Hooker, Penington, 
Anderson, Miss. Covert, Kilgore, ITY, 
es, Cowles, Lan i Phelan, 
Bland, n, Lester, ý * 
Blount, Crisp, Lester, Va. Quinn, 
Boatner, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cummings, s Sa 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dargan, Mansur, Skinner, 
Brickner, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Spinal 
Brookshire,- Dockery, Martin, Tex. w. Tex, 
Brown, J.B. Edmun McCarthy, Stone, Ky. 
Brunner, Elliott, McClellan, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va. Enloe, MeMillin, Stump, 
Bynum, Fowler, McRae, Tillman, 
Candler, Ga. Geissenhainer, Mills, Tucker, 
Carlton, n. Montgomery, Turner, Gə 
Caruth, Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Turpin, 
Catchings, rimes, Morgan, Walker, Mo. 
Cate, Hare, Mutchler, Washington, 
Clancy, Hatch, Norton, Wheeler, Ala, 
Clements, Hayes, O’ Neall, Ind. Whiting, 
Cobb, Parrett, ike, 
Compton, Hemphill, Paynter, Wiley, 
Cooper, Ind, Herbert, Peel, 
* NAYS—I164. 
Adams, Dingley, Lawler, e 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, Laws, Shively, 
Anderson, rsey Lehlbach, Simon 
Andrew, Dunnell, Lind, Smich, III. 
Atkinson, Evans, ge, Smith, W. Va. 
Baker, Ewart, Mason, Smyser, 
Banks, Farquhar, McComas, Snider, 
Bartine, Finley, McCord, Spooner, 
Bayne, Fitch, Miles, Springer, 
Beckwith, Fithian, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Belden, Flick, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Vt. 
Belknap, Flood, Morey, Stivers, 
Bergen, Forman, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Bingham, Funston, Morse, Struble, 
Bliss, Gear, Niedringhaus, Sweney, 
Boutelle, yest, Nute, Tarsney, 
Brewer, Gifford, O'Donnell, Taylor, In. 
Brosius, Greenhalge, O'Neil, Mass, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, E, B. 
Browne, T. M. Grout, borne, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, Owen, Ind, Thomas, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio Thompson, 

n. Haugen, Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Caldwell Henderson, Ill. Payson, Townsend, Pa, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Y, 
Cannon, Hermann, eters, Turner, Kans. 
Caswell, Hill, Pickler, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Hitt, Pugsley, Wade, 
Cheatham, Houk, Haines, Walker, Mass, 
Chipman. Kelley, Randall, Mass, Wallace, Mass. 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Ray, Wallace, N. V. 
C i, Kerr, lowa Reed, Iowa Watson, 
Comstock, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, Wheeler, Mich, 
Conger, Ke A Rife, Wickham, 

g. Kinsey, Rowell, Williams, III. 
Culbertson, Pa. Knapp, Russell, Williams, Ohio 
Cutcheon, Y, Sanford, Wilson, Ky. 

n, La Follette, Sawyer, Wilson, Wash, 
Darlington, Laidlaw, Scranton, Wright, 

De Haven, Lane, Scull, Yardley, 
De Lano, Lansing, Seney, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—4s. 

Alderson, Boothman, Campbell, Cooper, Ohio 
Allen, Bowden, Carlisle, Davidson, 
Arnold, Browne, Va. Carter. Dunphy, 
Bankhead, Bu W. Clarke, Ala. Ellis, 
a ig, S A Clunie, 8 

5 eman, ‘orney, 
Blanchard, Butterworth, 


Harmer, McCreary, 
McKenna, 


Haynes, Quackenbush, Turner, N. Y. 
Henderson, N.C. McKinley, Randall, Pa. Van Schaick, 
Holman, Milliken, Robertson, Venable, 
Hopkins, Morrow, Rockwell, Whitthorne, 
Lee, Oates, TS, ilber, 
Maish, O'Ferrall, Rowland, Wilkinson, 
McAdoo, Outhwaite, Rusk, Willcox, 
McClammy, Pendleton, Stahlnecker, Wilson, Mo. 
McCormick, Post, Stewart, Ga. Wilson, W. Va. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Before the result of the vote was announ 

Mr, COLEMAN said: Iam paired with the gentleman from Alabama 


[Mr. CLARKE] until 2 o'clock. Although it is now past that hour, I 
prefer not to vote. But for this pair I would vote no.“ 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, until half past 4 
o’clock this afternoon, 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. Biaas, on all questions, for this day. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr, BARWIG, until farther notice. 

Mr. HopKINS with Mr. BLANCHARD, on this vote. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. DAVIDSON, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage, without amendment, of the bill (H. R. 3298) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamers Trenton and 
Vandalia and the stranding of the United States steamer Nipsic, at 
Apis, Samoan Islands. 

It also announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in which 
concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 268) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. 
Chamberlain, of California; 

A bill (S. 772) granting a pension to George L. Sanders; and 

A bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Oklahoma. 

It also announced that the Senate had adopted the following: 
330 meng OS eaa pr toene 
turned to the House of Representatives with the request that said resolution 
shall be properly penance and returned to the Senate, the words “by the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 9 n 
having been omitted in the engrossed copy as sent to the Senate. 

THE RULES, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE said : 

Mr. SPEAKER: I wish to offer the amendments which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In Saus of Rule XXIII, strike out the words “which shall consist of 100 
18 APRS 3 of Rule XXIII, strike ont the words “ originating either in the 
House or the Senate.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As my time is limited to five minutes, I must 
be brief. Though I am anxions that there be opportunities to vote 
upon more important propositions presented by other gentlemen, I in- 
sist there should be careful consideration of the striking and far-reach- 
ing changes in the procedure of the House and the rights of the mem- 
bers which will be affected if these new provisions of the rules be per- 
mitted to remain. 

Mr. Speaker, the first of the amendments which we are now consid- 
ering has relation to the clause in Rule XXIII in these words: 

Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House on the 
state vad i he Union finds itself without a quorum, which shall consist of 100 
mem 

That portion of this clause which provides for the first time in the 
history of this House that a quorum in Committee of the Whole shall 
consist of 100 members is the proposition to which I now invite the 
close attention of the House. Before this code of rules is adopted this 
objectionable clause should be stricken out. In an able and thorough 
discussion of these committees of the whole in parliamentary bodies 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BELOUNT] showed clearly and forcibly 
that they were in fact simply other forms of the House itself, and that 
bse proposed innovation was against precedent, unwise, and inexpe- 

ient. - 

After so exhaustive a discussion as has been hadin this Hall upon this 
subject, I can add little to what has been said; but, as the most effect- 
ive argument on this proposition was submitted at a time when the 
House was not so full as it is now, I wish to direct the attention of 
members again to this remarkable proposition, and to secure, if possi- 
ble, their aid to prevent its adoption. 

During this discussion it has seemed as if the idea prevailed in the 
mind of almost every member on the other sideof the House that when 
they were speaking of the minority they were speaking solely of 
this side. It does not seem to have occurred to them that the minority 
to be considered and protected by a system of rules sits in each indi- 
vidual chair on the floor of this House, sits in a number of chairs less 
than one-half, represents a single district or even many districts. 
There must come times when there will be divisions here upon grave 
public questions not inspired by party spirit, differences which will not 


be marked by the division of this aisle. Those divisions and those dif- 
ferences will arise in Committee of the Whole, and I implore members 
SoN to consider the amendments I have offered, unbiased by party prej- 
udices. 

This proposition to reduce the number which shall constitute a quò- 
rum in Committee of Whole strikes my mind as unconstitutional. 

These Committees of the Whole are but forms of the whole House 
itself. They sit in this same Chamber in the hours fixed for the ses- 
sions of the House, with the same officers as the House, except that the 
Speaker calls a member to the chair, as he often does in the House, and 
transact all kinds of legislative business so far as it is arranged for them 
beforehand. In fact, under the old systems of rules, as well as under 
this proposed new one, the most direct personal labors of individual 
members are put upon general legislation in these hours of the sessions 
of the House. It is merely a convenient fiction to regard the House 
while working in either of these forms as other than the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The quorum of one is the quorum of the other. 

To reduce it by a rule to a Jess number than is fixed by the Consti- 
tution is entirely unnecessary, uncalled for, and without any pretext 
or excuse whatever. 

In the body from which we have taken our parliamentary law, the 
Parliament of England, the Committee of the Whole House consists of 
the same number of members as the House itself. It has been so in 
this House from the beginning. Why should there be a change now ? 
Why an opportunity given to 100 members of this House to determine 
the fate of the important legislation which they will be called upon to 
consider? We have now established by the rules of the House fifty- 
one standing committees; we have, appointed by the Speaker alone, 
fifty-one chairmen of committees; and, if the quorum shall be reduced 
to 100, there will be enough of these chairmen to make a majority of 
it. There are just enough of the chairmen of committees of the House 
to control the action of the Committee of the Whole, unless there should 
be more gentlemen present. But if members are told by the rule that 
not more than 100 are required to be here, will they be? 

As was said a few days ago, it will be offering a premium for ab- 
senteeism. What right have gentlemen who are expected to be here 
transacting the business of the country—what moral right have they to 
put into the rules of the House a provision unwarranted by the Con- 
stitution, which will permit less than one-third of the members elected 
to seats on this floor to conduct the public business? Should we not 
require all to be here? When we are passing on great bills raising rev- 
enue or when we are passing on great bills which will control expend- 
itures of the country, why call for less than one-half the members of 
the House to be in their seats performing their duties at such time? 

It may be said that almost everything which can be done in a legis- 
lative way is accomplished and finally determined in Committee of the 
Whole, and when a measure passes from their hands nothing more is 
to be done by the House but to ratify their action. Amendments of 
importance may be rejected and are not reported to the House at all, 
Material and comprehensive legislative propositions may be adopted in 
this small body as amendments to bills and be reported favorably to 
the House, and there be no opportunity for further consideration, al- 
though there may have been less than one-third of the House present 
to consider them. 

Do we wish to move in this direction? This change in the rules is 
a very radical one. It is of too great importance for this House to pass 
it over idly. I have not heard from the other side of the House a sin- 
gle reasen given for this amendment to the rules. I have not heard 
any defense against the propositions advanced by my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] that it is not constitutional to provide for a less namber 
than a majority to do the business of the House, in this indirect way. 

A word now as to the second amendment I propose here for the first 
time. We have it proposed in clause 3 of Rule XXIII of this new 
code that revenue bills may originate in the Senate. Thatis virtually 
the purport of the language of the change proposed when it speaks of 
“all motions or propositions, originating either in the House or Senate, 
involving a tax or charge upon the people. In direct contravention 
of the Constitution of the United States you thus propose to consider 
here in this House, or in this Committee of the Whole, propositions 
originating in the Senate of the United States in the nature of revenue 

ills, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. I will take the floor and yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio to continue his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. This side of the House has already had fifteen 
minutes more than the other side, I merely wish them to be aware of 
that fact. The gentleman from Texas takes the floor and yields to the 
gentleman from Ohio for five minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the House for its cour- 


tesy. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will explain his second proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It occurs by indirection in the third clause of 
the twenty-third rule that provision is made for this House to receive 
and consider propositions originating in the Senate involving a tax or 
charge upon the people. As I have said, for the first time we have 
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ted in this clause of the rule such a proposition. My contention 
the contention which has been maintained on the floor of the House 
by the ablest gentlemen on both sides. It has been advocated very 
earnestly in my presence since I have come to Congress by gentlemen 
on your side of the Chamber. I contend that the insertion of that pro- 
arg in the rules is in contravention of this provision of the Constitu- 
on: 
Ali bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of esentatives, 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments, as on r bills. 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me just there? The ob- 


ject of the committee in that provision—and I will yield to him as much 


time as I will consume. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave no objection, of course, if the Speaker 


is willing to give me the time. 
Mr. CANNON. Very well; let the gentleman conclude and then I 
will go on, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave just read from Article I, section 7, clause 
1, of the Constitution, that all bills for raising revenue shall originate 
in the House. 

It was the intention of the framers of this instrument that bills for 
raising revenue or bills imposing a tax or charge upon the people, 
should originate only in that branch of Congress that comes more fre- 
quently and directly from the people, that comes from more recent con- 
tact with the people, and which is able from its more recent selection 
by the people to betterand more correctly represent their views, ideas, 
wishes, and judgments upon the subject of taxation. To this body 
was committed, under the Constitution, the right to originate proposi- 
tions imposing a tax upon the people. 7 

What good object could there have been in introducing into the body 
of this code of rules a clause to provide that the Senate of the United 
States may originate revenue bills? What other purpose had the com- 
mittee in framing the provision ? 

Mr. Speaker, I am one of those members of this House who have been 
ready and willing to go with amajority of the members of the Housein 
the direction of expediting the public business and in the direction of 
suppressing many of the practices that have been permitted on the foor 
of the House under our rules heretofore. I have witnessed, sir, the in- 
jurious results from abuses of the rules worse than the results arising 
from the use of the rules. I have seen this whole House obstructed on 
the duys provided by the rules for suspension, when a bill could only 
be considered by the cousent of the majority and could only be passed 
by the concurrence of two-thirds, until it hadto adjourn. I haveseen 
old bills, discarded bills, sent up to the Clerk’s desk and reintroduced 
and their reading in full insisted upon, thus consuming all the time of 
the House, simply because some gentleman thought he was so much 
wiser and better than his fellow-members that he could not trust the 
consciences and judgments of two-thirds of the gentlemen who sat 
around him to do what was right. 

Such abuses have occurred on many days, I was willing to suppress 
that feature of filibustering by such amendments to the rules as would 
doso. Ihave been willing and am now willing, if an opportunity is 
offered me, to vote for a proposition to suppress some other of the dila- 
tory practices which have prevented the consideration of the public 
business in the past. But, while I am willing, to do this, I can see no 
good reason, and I challenge members on the other side to point out 
any good reasons, why the spirit of the Constitution, if not its letter, 
should be violated in this first provision, which I have moved to strike 
out, and why the spirit and the language also of the Constitution should 
be violated in the other. 

Mr, Speaker, the members of this House are in duty bound to be pres- 
ent during the consideration of measures in Committee of the Whole. 
There should be nothing in the rules to give them an excuse to with- 
draw from the Hall and attend to private matters or to other matters 
than their duties here. There should certainly be nothing in the rules 
to invite them to do so. They should be impressed with the impor- 
tance, especially in a code of rules, of their being here every hour of 
the day, unless they are detained from the Hall by sickness or by some 
other unavoidable and good cause. They should be here to consider 
and participate in the formation of the great legislation of this country 
carefully and well, so as to vote upon it understandingly, both in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and in the House, and here to do that which they 
ean only thas do, manifest the wishes of their constituents as to the 
character of the legislation which is hourly being made for the good or 
evil of the people who have intrusted to them a great and noble power. 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the Chair. 

Mr, CANNON. If my friend from Illinois will yield to me fora 
moment { should like to be heard at this time on the point raised by 
the gentleman from Ohio, after which the gentleman from Illinois can 
take the floor. 

Mr, ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Ohio criticises clause 3 of Rule 
XXIII, which is in the following words: 

8. All motions or propositions, originating either in the House or Senate, in- 
volvingatax orcharge upon the people; all proceedings touching appropriations 
„jj TTT 

* , g! 
already made, or releasing any liability to the United States for money. or prop- 


erty, shall be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order 


under this rule shall 
commenced. 

Now, if the gentleman will turn to Rule XX he will find it provides: 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be co in the Committee of the Whole Hous 
on ba state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that 
po 
# lowe is to say, of course, an amendment of the Senate to a House 

Hes 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very true; I understand that. 

Mr, CANNON, The sameasif such bill, if originating in the House, 
would be subject to that point. 

Now, if you turn to clause 2 of Rule XXIV you will find: 

But House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration 
„ the Whole may be at once disposed of, as the House may de- 

Of course, under Rule XX they would go to the Committee of the 
Whole if they involved an appropriation or embodied legislation in- 
volving an appropriation. And now read on in the same clause: 

As may also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already favor- 
ably reported by a committee of the House and not required to be considered 
in Committee of the Whole. j 

And now if the gentleman will notice this language of the rule he 
will see that one of his points is answered, for it continues: 

May also be disposed of in the same manner on motion directed to be made 
by such committee. 

Now, the query arose in my mind when the rule was being consid- 
ered, suppose an original Senate bill, not involving an appropriation 
and not a revenue bill, but containing legislation which, if enacted, 
would make a charge upon the Treasury, should come over to the 
House, and under this rule the House committee had considered a sub- 
stantially similar bill and the same was upon the Calendar, then under 
this clause of Rule XXIV it would be in order for the House, if it 
chose, on direction of the House committee, to take up and consider 
the Senate bill. The question then occurred to my mind whether 
under that clause of Rule XXIV which I am discussing the Senate 
bill would be subject to the point of order that it should have its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole, and I am inclined to think 
that probably it would. But to make assurance doubly sure I moved 
to insert in this clanse under clause 3 of Rule XXII, which the gentle- 
man criticises, the words that I havealready referred to, namely: That 
all motions or propositions originating either in the House or Senate 
involving a tax or charge upon the people, ete.,’’ shall be first consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, therefore, there was no thought on the part of the Committee 
on Rules or of any member of it to so construct the rules as by impli- 
cation or otherwise it would invite the Senate or acknowledge that the 
Senate had any power whatever to originate either a tax bill or a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. But the object was to make sure that, if the 
Senate bill, under Rule XXIV, should require an appropriation if en- 
acted into law, it should receive its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, notwithstanding Rule 
XXIV. And I am perfectly willing to strike out the word tax,“ 
if the gentleman chooses, in clause 3 of Rule XXIII, or to make any 
other amendment that would be apt to secure my object and relieve 
the objection he urges and remove all criticism from the clause. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The very fact that the gentleman thinks it 
necessary to make the explanation he has and reasserts the opinion I 
said has been maintained on the floor of the House, that it was not the 
intention of the committee to assume that the Senate had the right or 
authority under the Constitution to originate bills involving a tax or 
charge upon the people, shows that the criticism is well founded. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing that it should be made. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That will effect the same purpose that we have, 
to avoid the House appearing to recognize the right of the Senate to 
originate propositions in the nature of a revenue bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; we have no desire to do it. If we did it 
we could not violate the Constitution; so I will ask that the words 
te tax ox 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Charge.“ 

Mr. CANNON. No, not charge.“ 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit, the 
Chair would suggest that there will be some danger of not accomplish- 
ing his purpose by striking out those words. By striking out the ex- 
pression ‘originate either in the House or Senate he would find that, 
without objection to the other rule he has read, would cover all the 
points desired. And it is the impression of the Chair, as a member of 
the Committee on Rules, that in the course of the discussion of the 
rules these words were inserted, but were afterwards stricken out on 
maturer consideration, the conclusion having been reached by the com- 
mittee that the rules as they stood, with the interpretation they re- 
ceived, would cover all the questions involved. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the words “‘orig- 
inate either in the Senate or House“ shall be stricken out. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing that it shall be done, espe- 
cially in view of the statement made by the Speaker in the discussion 


be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has 
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of this question that under clause 3 of Rule XXIII and Rule XX, in 


connection with clause 2 of Rule XXIV, any ordinary Senate bill 


Mr. ADAMS. Oh, they do not. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Then when you get your hundred men back they 


would be carried to the Committee of the Whole. on a point of order, if | resolve themselves from Committee of the Whole to the House. 


such Senate bill contained legislation that would involve a charge upon 
the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE] asks 
unanimous consent that the words “originating either in the House or 
Senate” be stricken out. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. The gentleman from is. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from Ohio 
that the discussion of this subject of the quorum in the Committee of 
the Whole is the discussion of a business proposition, and should not 
be affected by partisan feeling, Ido not believe that the Committee 
of the Whole is the House. I believe, and I think the gentleman 
will admit on consideration, that the Committee of the Whole does 
not bind the Honse. The only way that members are bound by the 
report of the Committee of the Whole is by the fact that when the 
committee rises the previous question is made; and the previous ques- 
tion is moved and carried by the House, and not by the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Is it not substantially binding the members 
by action of the Committee of the Whole finally? 

“Mr. ADAMS. The members of the House, 11 they take an interest 
in the subject which has been discussed in the Committee of the Whole, 
and desire further consideration, can vote the previous question 8 
propose amendments, and discuss propositions in the House as if the 
Committee of the Whole had never sat. I have been of the opinion 
that it might be an improvement in our method of doing business if 
several of our leading committees were greatly enlarged. If the Con- 
gressional Library could be moved from the Capitol, if the Supreme 
Court could be moved to a new judicial building, then we could have 
the committee-rooms large enough to hold committees of thirty or forty. 
Itis my opinion that the business of this House could be much more 
expeditiously transacted if we had the committees enlarged. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will you object to increasing the number of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, one of the most important committees of the House ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I will see the gentleman later on that proposition. 
[Laughter] Tam sg ea er to get asystem of rules that I will say as to that 
proposition, as I will say to the propositions of the gentleman from Ohio 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who argued this question in a 
very practical way yesterday, that if we find that this rule results in a 
lean Committee of the Whole we may see fit to changeit hereafter. But 
if it should be determined by an examination of the record of this House 
for the last six years that the Committee of the Whole has consisted of 
only 100 members and if for that six years that the Committee of the 
Whole has been engaged in considering part of its time as to whether it 
had a quorum, and endeavoring to get a quorum, then this rule would be 
important, because we should have under this rule the same number of 
gentlemen sitting in the Committee of the Whole as we have had for 
the last six years, and the time of these gentlemen would not be wasted 
in discussing the question of quorum or endeavoring to get a quorum. 

But if we do find, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks we 
might, that the result of this rule will be a leaner Committee of the 
Whole than has heretofore prevailed, then I admit there is room for 
argument for changing the rule as to what shall constitute a quorum. 

I say I believe in larger committees, and it may be that the business 
of the House would be expedited if the more important committees con- 
sisted of thirty or forty instead of thirteen or fifteen members. Suppose 
we had an Appropriation Committee of fifteen and then a revisory com- 
mittee of one hundred; that revisory committee would not be the House. 
A proposition which had passed through the Appropriation Committee 
might go to that committee, and if we further provide that any mem- 
ber of the House who was interested in that subject might attend that 
committee and take part in the discussion and vote on the question 
arising in it, how could it invalidate or impair our obligations under 
the Constitution of the United States? 

Now, the only delusion is that this committee happens to be called 
the Committee of the Whole. If we called it a general committee, 
would gentlemen think anything unconstitational in that? It is but 
a name. It is a committee of 100 members of the House and such 
other members as choose to attend to take part in the discussion. It 
does not bind the House in any degree whatever. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Win my friend permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why i is it called or to be called the Committee of 
the Whole House? Is it not because it is composed of the whole House? 

Mr. ADAMS. Because that name has remained forone hundred years, 

Mr, MCMILLIN. That is it; that it has prevailed for one hundred 


years. 
Mr. ADAMS. Precisely. 
Mr. MeMILLIN. How, how is it that your hundred men who go 
a 1 Committee of the Whole can constitute the House? That is not 
House. 


Mr. ADAMS. They rise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They rise, and that is all. 

Mr. ADAMS. And that is all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is all the change, and 100 is then less than 
a quorum. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is called the House when it is not in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it is not the House when it gets back with 
only 100 members. Itis a fraction of a House only. 

Mr. ADAMS. I did not say that. $ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What has become of the House in the mean time? 

Mr, ADAMS, The House has been in recess. What becomes of the 
House now when we go into Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is resolved into Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is merely a form of words, 

Mr, McMILLIN. It is a form of words which has always heretofore 
been a substance, 

Mr. ADAMS. Ifthe action of that number of members of the House, 
acting in that form, can not bind the people of the country or bind the 
House, how is it the House ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But you have here a House of three hundred and 
odd members—— 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. They go off to the Departments, as I think will 
turn out to be the practical effect of this rule 

Mr. ADAMS. As they do now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They will go off to the Departments, and when 
the committee rises to report back to the House you will have only 
your 100 men present and there will be no chance to make a report be- 
cause your! House will not be in existence; you will have dissipated 
it; you will haveencouraged it by a rule to go away. 

Mr. ADAMS. That raises the practical question alluded to by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] yesterday. I do not 
believe the rule will have that effect. If it proves to have the effect 
which the gentleman anticipates, then Tadmit that we ought to return 
to the old rule; but my opinion is that under this rule we shall have 
as many members in the Committee of the Whole as we have had for 
the last six years on the average, and that the time of members in 
Committee of the Whole will not be occupied, as it has been in the 
past, in making points of no quorum’? or endeavoring to secure a 
quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. Task the previous question on the amendment. 

‘The previous question was ordered 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out of Rule XXIII, in clause 2, the following words: 
„Which shall consist of one hundred members. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to this amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 95. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
136, nays 149, not voting 43; as follows: 


YEAS—136. 

Abbott, Crisp, Lewis, Richardson, 
Anderson, Kans. Culberson, Tex. Senet Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Maish, Rowland, 
Andrew, ran, Mansur, Sayers, 
Ban Dockery, Martin, Ind. Seney, 
Barnes, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Bland, munds, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Blount, Elliott, MeCarthy, Spinola, 

tner, nioe, McClammy, Springer, 
Brecki Ark. Fitch, McClellan, St Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, McCreary, Stewart, Tex, 
Brickner, lower, MeMillin, k 
Brookshire, orman, MeRae, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. B. Fowler. Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Lr peir elk Stump, 
Buckalew, ibson, Moore, Tex Tarsney, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Morgan, Tillman, 
Bynum, Grimes, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Campbell, Hare, Vorton, Tucker, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, O' Ferrall, Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Hayes, O'Neall, ind. Turpin, 
Caruth, Heard, O'Neil, Mass. Venable, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Chipman, Herbert Owens, Ohio Washington, 

Clancy, Holman, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 

Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Paynter, Whiting, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa, Peel, Wike, 
Ciunie, Kilgore, Pendleton, Wiley, 

3 Lane, Penington, Wilkinson, 
Compton, Lanham, Perry, Willcox, 
Covper, Ind. Lawler, Pierce, Williams, III. 
Cothran, et, Price, Wilson, Mo, 
Covert, Lester, Ga. Quinn, Wise, 
Cowles, Lester, Va. Reilly, Yoder, 
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NAYS—149. 

A Cutcheon, La Follette, Scull, 
Allen, Mich, Dalzell, Laidlaw, 
Arnold, Darlington, K. Simen 
A kinsno, De Haven, Laws, Smith, 
Baker, x Lehlbach, Smith, W. Va. 

Dingley, Lind, ser, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Lodge, Snider, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McComas, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McCord, Stephenson 
Belden, Evans, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 

P, _ Ewart, MeKenna, Stivers, 
Bergen, Farquhar, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Bingham, Finley. Milliken, Struble, 

Bliss, Flick, Moffitt, Sweney. 
Boutelle, Flood, Moore, N. H. Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Funston, Morey, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, b, Morrow, Taylor, J. D, 
Brower, Gifford, Morse, Thomas, 
Browne, T.M. Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Nute, Townsend, Colo, 
ws, Grout, O'Donnell, Townsend, Pa. 
Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans. 
Caldwell A Osborne, Vandever, 
er, Mass. . — Payne, de. 
non, Henderson, III. Payson Walker, Mass. 
Carter, ornare Iowa 8 er N. V. 
Cas well, ermann, ‘eters, atson, 
Hill, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, Pugsley, ickham, 
i, Houk, Raines, Wiliams, Ohio 
A Kelley, Randall, Mass. Wilson, Ky. 
Kennedy, Wilson, 
Con Kerr, Iowa, Reed, Iowa Wright, 
Connell, Ketcham, Rowel Yardley, 
2 Kinsey, Sanford, 
2 napp, Wyer, 
Culbertson, Pn. y, Scranton, 
NOT VOTING—43. 
Alderson A Hopkins, Rogers, 
‘Allen, Miss. Cheatham, Mason, Rusk, 
Barwig, n, McKinley, Russell, 
i ard, Davidson, Stahlnecker, 
Blanci Dibble, Owen, Ind Turner, N. Y. 
Bron Fors rk Wallace, Mass. 
whe, Va. ‘orney, ost, a 
nner, Frank, Quackenbush, Whitthorne, 
Bul 3 Hansbrough, Randall, Pa. Wilber, 
Butte Haynes, Rife, Wilson, W. Va. 
Carlisle, Henderson, N.C. Rockwell, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The following additional were announced: 


Mr. Horxrns and Mr, BLANCHARD, on this vote. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH and Mr. DAVIDSON, on this vote. 

On motion of Mr. BLOUNT, the reading of the names of members 
voting was di with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I move tostrike out of Rule XIII clause 2, which 
is as follows: 

2. All reports of committees, except as provided in clause 51 of Rule XT, to- 
er with the views of the minority, shall be delivered to the Clerk for print- 
and reference to the proper Calendar under the direction of the Speaker, in 
accordance with the foregoing clause; 
and to insert, in lieu thereof, clause 2 of Rule XIII of the rules of the 
last Congress, which reads as follows: 
2. The question of reference of any proposition, other than that reported from 
a committee, shall be decided without debate, in the following order, namely: 
a standing committee, a select committee; but the reference of a proposition re- 
ported by a commitee, when demanded, shall be decided according to its char- 
acter, without debate, in the following order, namely: House Calendar, Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Committee of the Whole 
House, a standing committee, a select committee, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that that motion has 
already been made. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think not. The gentleman will remember that 
no vote has been had upon it. It was intimated when the gentleman 
[Mr. CANNON] was presenting his amendment yesterday that a motion 
would be made to strike out this clause, and he asked leave to perfect 
the rule before that was done. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought a vote was taken, but if the gentleman’s 
recollection is clear about it I am wrong. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think Iam correct, though I will not speak 
with absolute certainty because I have been called from the House 
several times and had to spend part of the time in the River and Har- 
bor Committee. If it has been voted upon at all it has been in my 
absence. z 

Mr. CANNON. Iam informed by the Journal clerk that a vote has 
been had on clause 2 of this rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Who offered the amendment? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Oh, no. The gentleman from Illinois offered some 
Cat and we wanted to move to strike out clause 2, and he 
asked to be allowed to perfect the paragraph before the motion was made. 

Mr. CANNON, I think the gentleman from Tennessee is correct. 
We did amend that clause, however. 

The SPEAKER, If the Chair recollects, the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Crisp] made a proposition to strike it out. 


Mr. CRISP. My memory about it isthat when the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] proposed to amend it I proposed to amend his 
proposition by striking out the whole paragraph, but, at his suggestion, 
I withdrew that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman did not renew it later? 

Mr. CRISP. No, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam confident that the motion to strike out was 
not made, and I make it. Now, the subject of my amendment is to 
place back in the hands of the House itself the reference of bills, in- 
stead of providing, as this rule does, that they shall be referred by the 
Clerk under the direction of the Speaker, without consultation with the 
House, This right has never before been surrendered by the House 
and should not now. As there are several other matters to be voted 
upon I will not detain the House by discussing this without others dis- 


cuss it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
moves to strike out clause 2 of Rule XIII and to insert in lieu thereof 
clause 2 of Rule XIII of the rules of the last House. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say only a word. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will reserve the moment or two I have. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, this clause 2 of Rule XIII, asamended 
yesterday, is in harmony with this system of rules in regard to thein- 
troduction of bills and the making of reports. It provides that reports 
from committees shall be referred as directed in Rule XI, subject to 
correction as indicated in Rule VIII. Ido not desire to discuss the 
question. I discussed it very fully in the general debate, and it has 
been discussed time and again. I think it is very thoroughly under- 
stood by the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I admit (and I will occupy the time 
of the House but a minute) that this rule is in harmony with the sys- 
tem of rules here reported; but I do not think this system is in har- 
mony with proper legislation or with the best interests of this House, 
for the reason that it takes entirely out of the hands of the House the 
matter of reference of bills and destroys a valuable prerogative of the 
individual member. If this amendment be adopted, then the method 
provided in this code of rules for the reference of Senate bills should 
also be changed, and will no doubt be changed, so as to be in harmony 
with what has been the custom from time immemorial. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MoMILLIN, it 
was rejected, there being—ayes 100, noes 110. 

Mr. CRISP. I move to amend by striking out clause 3 of Rule XV, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. . 

The Clerk read as follows clause 3 of the proposed Rule XV, as already 
amended: 

On the demand of any member or at the su tion of the Speaker, the names 
of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House who do not 
vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and reported to 
the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be coun and an- 
nounced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business, 

Mr. CRISP, Lask the attention of the House for a moment only, in 
relation to this proposed amendment, 

I wish the House to bear in mind that nothing which has occurred 
in its past history in the way of filibustering has been occasiened by 
the operation of that provision in the Constitution which authorizes and 
requires the yeas and nays to be entered on the Journal upon the de- 
mand of one-fifth of the members present. The troubles which have 
arisen, and which have been referred to as having occurred in the last 
Congress—for instance, the dilatory motions made by General Weaver, 
of Iowa—were not based upon that provision at all. They were predi- 
cated upon that provision of the old rule which permitted one member to 
repeat indefinitely motions to adjourn, to fix the day to which the 
Houseshould adjourn, and to take a recess. There has never been any 
abuse, so far as I know or so far as has been disclosed in this debate, 
of the 5 right to have the yeas and nays entered on the 
Journal, 

I had the honor the other day, when I submitted some remarks on 
this question, to quote distinguished Republicans, including the pre- 
siding officer of the House, to the effect that this rule which you pro- 
pose now to adopt is unconstitutional. In support of that view of the 
Constitution, I propose now to read a letter which I have received from 
a very distinguished constitutional lawyer, a gentleman of great ability, 
whose name I am not at liberty to disclose. 

FEBRUARY 4, 1890. 


DEAR Mn. Crisp: I am confined tomy house with grippe,“ and have fol- 
lowed with deep interest and feeling the audacious invasion by the Repub- 
licans of the constitutional rights of the House and its membership in the vari- 
ous rulings of the Speaker. 

I can not add anything new to the exact definition of the rights of the 
„House or its members, but I may be able to present some views that will 
illustrate and bring within the easy reach of the people this subject that has a 
deep and somewhat obscure foundation in our constitutional system, but is 
elementary, fundamental, and of the gravest importance. I will, therefore, 

to trouble you with some of my ideas. 
do not quite agree that there is any general parliamentary law that is obli- 
ry on Congress. There certainly is not such a traditional code to bind the 
nate in respect of its extraordinary powers in confirming appointments, mak- 
ing treaties, or trying impeachments. : 
powers must be exercised under rules, which the Senate or the statutes 
must provide. It was impossible to govern the Senate under traditional par- 
Hamentary law, and so the Constitution provided for s government by rules. 
This provision is the same for both Houses and for reasons equally imperative 
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elected. They do this in the faceand of the country. If they demand n 
any FFF ry vote as that, 


That language was used by the honorable gentleman from Maine, 
now the Speaker of this House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes it. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CRISP. And that related to this express provision. 
Now, gentlemen, I have no idea that you intend to strike out this 
rule; but I do believe that you yourselves, in view of the 
statements of these distinguished men, are doubtful as to its constitu- 
tionality. Now, to demonstrate this, I want to read you this circular: 
[Confidential] 


The rules will be before the House next Monday, and will be under consider- 
ation until disposed of. It is conte fage ase À to point out the absolute neces- 
sity of the presence of every Republican the inning of this debate until 
the final vote. Do not fail to be present. We must be able to show a quorum 
of our own members, and every vote will be needed. 


y yours, 
THOMAS J. HENDERSON, Chairman. 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, Secreiary. 
rpc and applause on the Democratic side.] 
hat communication, sigoot by the chairman and secretary of the 
Republican caucus, which I presume was sent to each one of the gen- 
tlemen on the other side, indicates clearly that you are doubtful as to 
the constitutionality of the proposed rule. If you did not entertain 
such donbt, why this anxiety for a quorum of your own members, a 
constitutional quorum? I will not occupy further time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that these rules are as- 
sailed on two grounds: first, their unconstitutionality and, secondly, 
that they are against precedent. I do not desire to answer specifi- 
cally the argument of the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
Crisp]; the merits of the question have been exhaustively discussed 
already; but I wish to direct the attention of the House to some as- 
pects of the question to which no allusion has yet been made. More 
accustomed to discussions in legal tribunals than in deliberative assem- 
blies, I naturally fall into the habit of my profession to look after ail 
resources that are available in the support of a good cause or the over- 
throw of a bad one. 

In the trial of a cause, after all the facts are elicited and all the legal 


"propositions discussed there remains one agency, sometimes very pow- 


erful, as a last resource, the impeachment of the testimony introduced 
to sustain a bad cause. 

I make bold tosuggest to the Honse and thecountry theinguiry, what 
weight ought to be attached to the judgment of the other side of the 
Chamber on a constitutional question? I desire to bring into distinct 
view before the House and the country, in view of the record they have 
made in the last twenty-five years, the inquiry, what is the reputation 
of the Democratic party of this country for truth and veracity on con- 
stitutional questions? 

This is a fruitful inquiry, and the more it is looked into the more 
interesting it becomes, A very brief catalogue of their most conspicu- 
ous misjudgments will make this demonstrably clear and cast the 

vest is po upon the trustworthiness of their statements, both of 
Rater prophecy. They will pardon me for a partial recital of in- 
stances which shake my faith in their judgment on the constitutional- 
ity of the proposed rules. 

I believe that all the vexatious annoyances we have been subjected 
to in the last two weeks, on the subject of the Speaker’s rulings, as 
well as all the hindrances to the orderly and progressive development 
of our national life and all the obstructions to comprehensive and 
effective modes of promoting the national welfare in the last fifty years 
had their origin in the inability of the Democratic party to understand 
the Constitution) Contemplate the record I now produce. It opposed 
the United States Bank because the word bank! was not in the Con- 
stitution. It opposed internal improvements at public expense be- 
cause the instrument did not contain the words ‘‘rivers, harbors, and 
canals.” It believed in State rights because the Constitution nowhere 
used the words ‘‘ national sovereignty.“ 

It has opposed the American system of protection because the words 
„protective tariff” were not in the instrument. It opposed the exer- 

ise of the Federal power to prevent the extension of slavery to the Ter- 
ritories because that power was not expressed in words in the Consti- 
tation. It opposed the coercion of a rebellious South because Buchanan 
could not put his finger on the clause which authorized him to coerce 
a State. For similar reasons it opposed the abolition of slavery; the 
enfranchisement of the colored race; the national-banking system; the 
resumption of specie payments; and now they deny the power of this 
House to fix by rule the number that shall constitute a quorum to do 


business in a Committee of the Whole because there is no warrant for 
it in the Constitution; and upon this they ap with great earnest- 
ness and apparent sincerity to a country which has placed the seal of 
its condemnation upon each and all of the political heresies embraced 
in the catalogue. What will that country say of the credibility of that 
witness? 

What weight has the argument of precedent“ in this age of the 
world? Has not every reform been a violation of precedent? The 
Democratic idea on this subject would arrest the progress of the human 
race, as it has arrested the political development of the party that has 
adhered to such notions. The advancement of human liberty and the 
improvement of the conditions of mankind owe their existence to the 
fact that men have had nerve enough and courage enough to strike off 
the shackles of precedent, to break the tyranny of custom and eman- 
cipate themselves from the errors of the past. But it has happened that 
in every movement of humanity toward a larger liberty and better con- 
ditions conservative Democrats have been on hand to rend the heavens 
with shrieks of despair, even when the sun of promise was beaming full 
in their faces, 

It does seem that past progress to these lagging spirits is like the stern 
light of a ship, which illumines only the track behind. To the pro- 
gressive spirit of Republicanism it is like the head-light of an engine: 
it throws its beams forward and lights up the way ahead. A political 

ought not to cease If it does, it is apt to become like 
a closed house, where the rats run in the cellar and moths feed in the 
closets and spiders weave their webs across the mirrors. The grand 
march of human liberty has not been helped by such intellectual and 
moral inertia. It would be better for statesmen upon this floor to em- 
ploy their minds in thinking what ought to be done now, instead of tax- 
ing their memories for what was done in the past. Better to think what 
Blaine and Garfield would say now rather than remember what they said 
ten years ago. Great men in all ages have made precedents instead 
of blindly following them. When Mansfield declared that no slave 
could tread the soil of England, all precedent was against his decision. 
When Camden ruled that general warrants were inconsistent with En- 
glish liberty, he went against the precedents of the courts for genera- 
tions. When Parsons ruled that none but free men could breathe the 
air of Massachusetts, he created a precedent instead of searching for 
one. These great men and such as these, in all agesand countries, by 
availing themselves of the new light of their own time and refusing to 
perpetuate the errors and the wrongs of the past, have been the bene- 
factors of the race. 

Similar observations may be made of the great movements of the 
human mind looking to the amelioration of the conditions of the race. 
But there have always been men at the cart’s tail, pulling in the direc- 
tion opposite to that in which the cart was moving. 

When Romilly introduced a bill into Parliament to make real estate 
available for the payment of debts, Canning denounced the bill as a con- 
spiracy against the landed interest and said it would end like the French 
Revolution. Canning was a conservative Democrat. When the same 
humane and progressive statesman proposed a bill to abolish capital pon- 
ishment for the crime.of stealing five shillings noble lords like Ellen- 
borough shrieked in dismay, almost rivaling our friends on the other 
side some days ago in their boisterous and tumultuous demonstrations 
of rage, declaring it was a movement to destroy the whole original code 
of England. Ellenborough was a conservative Democrat. : 

When the abolition of slavery in the West Indies was proposed in 
Parliament noble lords rushed out of the chamber, declaring that they 
washed their hands of the destruction of the British Empire. These 
noble lords were conservative Democrats. So the list might be ex- 
tended indefinitely, but these instances will suffice to illustrate the 
point I make, that to follow precedent is to perpetuate error and to 
8 sentence of death upon human progress the world over. 

appily we have esca; that sentence in this instance. The good 


genius that has presided over the destinies of this nation these many 


years did not desert us in this trial hour, but, by one of those happy 
coincidences by which the fatherly care of Providence over this Repu 
lic has been so signally revealed from time to time, brought the man 
and the occasion together, and gave us a Speaker whose mailed hand 
drew the fangs from the Democratic cobra, that guarded the musty rats’ 
house of the past, and let in a flood of light that sent the errors of by- 
gone years, like bats, to hunt holes where no sunlight enters. Upon 
this new birth of parliamentary liberty I congratulate the House, the 
country, and the friends of free government throughout the world. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
has just cited the opinions of Mr. Alexander H. Stephens and other dis- 
tinguished Americans of the last twenty years as to the meaning of the 
constitutional provision for the entry of the yeas and nays. I desire to 
cite on the other side the language of the framers of the Constitution. 
I will have printed in the kecorp a few brief extracts from the Madi- 
son Papers. They cover the debate in the Federal convention of 1787 
upon the constitutional provision for the entry of the yeas and nays 
upon the Journal. 

Many gentlemen believe, as appears by their speeches, that the con- 
stitutional provision for the entry of the yeas and nays syas intended 
to establish and did in fact establish a new and conclusive rule of evi- 


dence for ascertaining the presence or absence of a quorum to do busi- 
ness. Unless that is true it can not be claimed that counting members 
present and not voting as a part of a quorum is a violation of a consti- 
tutional right. 

The debate in the Federal convention shows that there is no founda- 
tion for the theory. The debate shows that the provision for the entry 
of the yeas and nays has no logical connection with the provision in re- 
gard to a quorum. It had another purpose altogether. When the framers 
of the Constitution discussed the question of quorum they did not dis- 
cuss the question of yeasand nays. When they discussed the question 
of yeas and nays they did not discuss the question of quorum. The 
two propositions were adopted by separate votes. They were not 
adopted consecutively. There were several intervening propositions 
between them, as the debates show. i 

Gentlemen ought not to be misled by the fact that these two constitu- 
tional provisions now stand as neighboring paragraphs of section 5 of 
Artiele I of the Constitution, They did not so stand when they were 
discussed and adopted by the Federal convention. 

It is well known that when that convention had nearly completed its 
~ labors it appointed a committee to revise the style of and arrange the 

articles which had been to by the convention. This committee 
was appointed September 8, 1787, and consisted of Johnson, Hamilton, 
Gouverneur Morris, Madison, and King. It was this committee which 
gave the Constitution its present shape. 

When the provision in regard to a quorum was discussed and adopted 
by the convention it was section 3 of Article VI. The provision in re- 
gard to the yeas and nays was section 7 of the same article. 

The debate on this section was as follows: 


Article VI, section 7, was then taken ns 

Mr. Gouverneur Morris urged that if the yeas and were proper at all any 
individual ought to be authorized to call for them, and moved an amendment 
to that effect, The small States may otherwise be under a disadvantage and 
find it difficult to get a concurrence of one-fifth. 

Mr. Randolph seconded the motion. 

Mr, Sherman had rather strike out the yeas and nays altogether, They have 
never done any good and have done much mischief. They are not proper, as 

e reasons governing the voter never appear along with them. 

Mr. Ellsworth was of the same opinion. 

Colonel Mason liked the section as it stood. It was a middle way between 

> the two extremes, 

Mr. Gorham was opposed to the motion for allowing a single member to call 
the yens and nays, and recited the abuses of it in Massachusetts ; first, in stuff- 
ing the Journals with them on frivolous occasions; secondly, in misleading the 

e, who never knew the reasons determining the votes. 
The motion for allowing a single member to call the yeas and nays was dis- 


to, nem. con. 

Mr. land Mr. Randolph moved to strike out the words “ each House,” 
and to insert the words the House of Representatives.“ in section 7, article 6, 
and to add to the section the words “and any member of the Senate shall be 
at liberty to enter his dissent.” 8 

Mr. Gouverneur Morris and Mr. Wilson observed that if the minority were to 
have n right to enter their votes and reasons the other side would have a right 
to complain if it were not extended to them, and to allow it to both would fill 
the Journals, like the records of a co with replications, rejoinders, etc, 

On the question on Mr. Carroll’s motion to allow a member to enter his dis- 
sent—Maryland, Virginia, South Carolina, ay, 3; New Hampshire, Massachu- 
setts, SE ELPETI New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, North Carolina, Geor- 

no, 


This appears to have been all that was said on the subject of the yeas 
and nays. 
+ The provision was adopted the next day, August 11, 1787, without 
dissent. 
A candid reading of this debate and the debate on the subject of the 
uorum which was read the other day by the gentleman trom Ohio 
Ptr. McKINLEY] will show that there is not the logical connection 
between the two propositions which many members of this House sup- 


The provision in regard to the yeas and nays was intended to protect 
a member against misrepresentation by enabling him to show to his 
constitutents how he voted on acertain question. It was not intended 
to establish, and did not in fact establish, a rule of evidence by which 
to ascertain the presence or absence of a quorum. A quorum is to be 
ascertained by counting all members present, whether they vote or not. 

I wish also to call attention to clause 2 of Rule XVII of the last 
House. It provides that— 

A call of the House shall not bein order after the previous question is ordered 
Gales shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker that a quorum is not 
present. 

That this rule has not been recently executed does not change its 
meaning. It means that when the Speaker finds by actual count that 
a quorum is present the main question shall be decided by the ma- 
jority of those who vote, whether they number a quorum or not and 
whether they vote by yeas and nays or otherwise. 

This rule has been a rule of every House of Representatives for thirty 
years. It was adopted in 1860. Before that time another rule prevailed. 
It provided that after the previous question had been ordered by a ma- 
jority of the House no call of the House should be in order till after the 
decision of the main question. This rule was adopted in 1837 and 
stoad till 1860. It appears, therefore, that the rules of the House for 
the last fifty-three years have recognized the principle that members 
present are to be counted as a part of the quorum, whether they vote or 
not and whether the vote is by yeas and nays or otherwise, 


Mr. CRISP demanded the previous question on his amendment. 


The Rea question was ordered. 
Mr. CRISP demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


136, nays 156, not voting 36; as follows: 


* 
YEAS—136. 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lee, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lester, Ga. 
Andrew, er, Va. 
Bankhead, Davidson, Lewis, 
Barnes, Dibble, 1 
Biand, Dockery, M 5 
Blount, Dunphy, Mansur, 
Boatner, Edmunds Martin, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, Martin, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McAdoo, 
Brickner, Enloe, McG 5 
Brookshire, Fitch, McClammy, 
Brown, J. B, Fithian, McClellan, 
Buchanan, Va, ower, rear. 
Buckalew, Forman, MeMillin, 
Bullock, Fowler, MeRae, 
25 A pe 
ynum, n. ontgomery, 
Campbell. Goodnight, Moore, Tex. 
er, Ga. Grimes, Morgan, 
Carlton, Mutchler, 
S * He 8 e 
nings, ynes, c 
Heard, O’Neall, Ind. 
3 . Hemphill, O'Neil; Mass. 
Clarke, Ala, Henderson, N. O. Outhwaite, 
Clements, ter Owens, Ohio 
Clunie, Holman, Parrett, 
Cobb, Hooker, Paynter, 
Compton, Kerr, Pa. Peel, 
„Ind. Kilgore, Pendleton, 

3 Lane, Penington, 
Cowles, Lanham, Perry, 
Crisp, Lawler, Pierce, 

NAYS—156. 
Adams, Cutcheon, y. 

n, 11, La Follette, 
Anderson, Kans. Darlington, Laidlaw, 
Arnold, Haven, Lansing, 
Atkinson, De Lano, WS, 
Baker, Dingley, Lehlbach, 
Banks, ae iver, d, 
Bartine, recy Lodge, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Mason, 
Beckwith, Evans, McComas, 
Belden, Ewart, eCord, 
Belknap, Farquhar, MoCormick, 
Bergen, Finley, MeKenna, 
Bingham, jek, Miles, 

Bliss, Flood, Milliken, 
Boutelle, Funston, Moffitt, 
Bowden, < Moore, N. H. 
Brewer, Gest, Morey, 
Brosius, Gifford, Morrill, 
Brower, Greenhalge, Morse, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, 
Buchanan, N. J. Grout, Nute, 
Burrows, Hall, O'Donnell, 
Burton, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. 
Caldwell Harmer, Osborne, 
Candler, Mass, Hangen, Owen, Ind. 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Payne, 
Carter, Henderson, Iowa Pa; 
Caswell, Hermann, Perkins. 
Cheadle, Hill, Peters, 
88 5 . 
‘ogswell, opkins, ey, 
Coleman, Houk, Raines, 
Comstock, Kelley, Randall, Mass, 
nger, Kennedy, Ray, 
Connell, Kerr, lowa Reed, Iowa 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Rock well, 
ig, Kinsey, Rowell, 
Culbertson, Pa. Knapp, Russell, 
Not VOTING—26. 
Alderson, Carlisle, Morrow, 
Allen, Miss. Cate, Oates, 
rwig, Cheatham, Phelan, » 
Blanchard Covert, Post, 
Blane N Crain, Quackenbush, 
Boothman, Forney, Randall, Pa. 
Browne, Va. Frank, ife, 
Brunner, Hayes, Robertson, 
Butterworth, McKinley, Rogers, 
So the motion was not a to. 


Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiti 


Yoder. 


Spooner, 


Willcox, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the names. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pair was furnished from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. BLANCHARD, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as ahove recorded. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr, Speaker, I move to strike out paragraph 10 of 


Rule XVI. I will read it: 
10. No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 


And I only wish to submit a single remark in support of the motion. 


voting 33; as follows: 
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The Committee on Rules haye construed what they mean by dilatory 
motion in pegan 8 of these rules 

Mr. MoA . Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me to offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. MILLS, Let it be read for information. 

Mr. MCADOO. I move to insert what I send to the desk as an amend- 
ment. 8 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by . after 2 7 ern in section — TEE as 

bad regard dilatory, if, on n 
of Pry can EA 3 130 ated up to Saati the Speaker.” ae 

Mr. MILLS. That is only read for information. Now the eighth 
rule 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is hardly an amendment to 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. MCADOO. I offered it as an amendment to the text. 

The BPEAKER. The Chair will examine it. 

Mr. LS. It is only read for information, and the Chair can ex- 
amine it and rule afterward. 

In the eighth ph of the rule, the Committee on Rules have 
determined what a dilatory motion is, There may be more motions 
in the parliamentary code which might be classed as dilatory, as well 
as the one here defined, but they define the motion to adjourn as a dila- 
tory motion. The eighth paragraph provides: 

J J a motion to suspend the rules the S er may entertain one motion 


ouse adjourn; but after the result thereon is announced he shall not 
entertain any other dilatory motion, eto. 


So that the rules themselves have adjudicated the question that a 
motion to adjourn is a dilatory motion. 

Now, then, in the tenth paragraph they say in effect that the Speaker 
shall not entertain a motion to adjourn. Hence, after the rules of the 
House are adopted and we shall meet once again, we shall have to re- 
main here in session until Gabriel blows his trumpet and wakes the 
dead to rise to judgment, unless the er violates the rules of the 
House by entertaining the motion. I do not want to place him in that 

tion; and I submit to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that 

e had better modify the language here used in some manner, if he in- 

tends to keep it in the rules. Otherwise it had better be stricken out 
altogether, and I make that motion. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have already made four 
speeches on this subject, and I have nothing further to add but to ask 
a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New Jersey is in order as an amendment to the 
amendment, because it proposes to add certain words to words which 
the gentleman from Texas moves tostrike out. 

Mr. MCADOO. I thought he moved to strike out section 10, 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman proposes to add certain words 
to other words which will not be in existence if the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas is adopted by the House, 

Mr. McADOO, I withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas, which is to strike out clause 10 of Rule XVI. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 154, not 


YEAS—i4l. 
Abbot Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Rowland, 
Allen, Cummings, magnet, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss. Da Maish, Sayers, 
Andrew, Davidson, Mansur, n 
Bank é Dibble, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Barnes, ery, in, inner, 
Š Dunphy, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Blount, McCarthy, Springer, 
Boatner, Mio! McClammy, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Breck Ky. Enloe, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Fitch, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. . 
Brookshi Fithian, McRae, Stone, Mo, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, Mills, > Stump, 
Buckalew, Forman, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Bullock, Fowler, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Morgan, Tracey, 
Bynum, Gibson, utchler, Tucker, 
8 Goodnight, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga Grimes, O'Ferrall, Turpin, 
Carlton, Hare, O'Neall, Ind. Venable 
Caruth, Hatch, O'Neil, Mass, Walker, Mo. 
Catchings, Hayes, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Chipman, Heard Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala. 
Clancy, Henderson, N.C. Parrett, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala, Her! „ Paynter, Wike, 
Clements; Holman Peel ey, 
Clunie, Hooker, Pendleton, Wilkinson, 
Gompt Kiige ae Williams, mi. 
on, gore, erry, 
r, Ind. 0. Pierce, Wilson, Mo, 
Lanham, Price, Wise, 
Co Lawler, Quinn, Yoder. 
Cowles, Lee, Reilly, 
Crain, Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Crisp, Lester, Va. Robertson, 


NAYS—1s4, 
Culbertson, Pa, Lacey, Sawyer, 
Allen, Inch. Cutcheon, - La Fo Scranton, 
Anderson, Kans, 1, Laidlaw, 8 
Arnold, Darlington, 5 Sherman 
Atkinson, De Haven, Ws, anaes, 
Baker, De 0. Lehlbach, Smith, II 
Banks, Dingle, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, ver. Lodge, Smyser, 
Bayne, rsey, Mason, Snider, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McComas, Spooner, 
Belden, Evans, McCord, Stephenson, 
Belknap, hak McCormick, Ste 
Bingham Raye gee Stockbrid 
n „ nley, es, 
Bliss, Flick. Milliken, Struble, be 
Boutelle, N Moffitt, Sweney, 
en, Funston, Moore, N. H. Taylor, Ill 
Brewer, Gear, ey, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Gest, Morrill, Taylor, 
Brower, Gifford, Morse. lor, 
Browne, T. M, Green! 5 Niedringhaus, ‘Thomas, > 
u. N. J. Grosvenor, Jute, Thompson, 
Burrows, rout, O'Donnell. Townsend, Calo, 
Burton, ‘all, Neill, Pa, Townsend, Pa. 
Butterworth, Hansbrough, rne, Vandever, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Owen, Ind. e, 
Candler, Mass, Haugen, yne, Walker, Mass. 
non, Henderson, III. Payson, Wallace, Mass. 
X Henderson, Iowa Perkins, W. x 
Caswell, Hermann, Peters, Watson. 
Cheadle, Hil, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheatham, Hitt, Raines, ickham, 
Clark, Wis. Houk Randall, Mass, Williams, Ohio 
tan 5 elley, y, n, > 
Coleman, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa Wilson! Wash, 
Comstock, Kerr, lowa Rockwell, ight, 
Conger, Ketcham, Rowell, Yardley. 
Connell, Kinsey, Russell, 
g, Knapp, Sanford, 
NOT VOTING—33 
Alderson, Oates, Turner, Kans. 
À Cooper, Ohio Phelan, Turner, N. Y. 
Biggs, Forney, Post, Van Schaick, 
Blanchard, Frank, Pugsley, Whitthorne, 
Boothman, Haynes, Quackenbush, Wilber, 
Browne, Va. Hemphill, Randall, Pn. Wilson, W. Va. 
Brown, J. B. Hopkins, Rife, 
Brunner, McKinley, Rogers, 
Carl orrow, Stahlnecker, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

On motion of Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with. 

The following additional pair was furnished from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. HorKINS with Mr. BLANCHARD, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following as an amend- 
ment to the rules, to be inserted where it properly belongs, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That no member shall speak more than ten minutes on any subject until all 
members who may wish to speak have spoken. 


Mr. LAWLER. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I believe this is 
one of the best amendments that could be offered to this code of rules. 
There are members who have been here in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth 
Congresses, and will be here during the present, the Fifty-first Congress, 
who know that if the time consumed by members on both sides is con- 
tinued as it has been in the past they will never have an opportunity 
of being heard on the floor of this House. 

I want to say to you, gentlemen, that if a member will rise in his seat 
and go right at his subject directly, he can, if he wishes, say what is 
necessary in explanation of it in ten minutes. I do not see why any 
longer time is n as a rule. Here we are piling up from eight to 
twelve thousand bills each Congress, introduced by the different mem- 
bers at the various sessions, and day after day is consumed in long 
speeches on this floor, so that out of the twelve thousand bills not a 
thousand ever get consideration. It is impossible that they should get 
it under the circumstances, 

I want to say to the new members of Congress that if you ever expect 
that your names will be heard at home during the time that you are in 
this Congress it will only be by the adoption of this amendment. 
[Laughter and applause.] I want to say further, my friends, this, that 
legislation is needed, and needed badly, not only throughout the country 
at large, but particularly in this city. If the members of Congress 
would only go and look at the condition of the police headquarters of 
this city and the post-office they will find them a crying shame to the 
Capital of a great Nation. It has been truly said, and it is true, that 
the condition of things at the post-office here is so bad that it is not 
fit for a livery stable. I say from my own knowledge that it is not 
a fit place for men to be compelled to work in. And yet there is no 
way in which you can get legislation through Congress unless you can 
dispose of this flood of oratory and cut down speeches to ten minutes. 
All of these matters are considered in the committees, and we must, to 
a large extent, depend upon the committees. Let us cut down this 
flood of oratory, and if gentlemen want to send speeches to their con- 
stituencies, I imagine there will be no objection to allowing them to 
have leave to print in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp or in pamphlet 
form for that purpose, ° 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 


; PSE he TC a 
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Nr. MILLIKEN, Iam not so well acquainted with the police court 
as my friend from Illinois. [Laughter.] But I do not hesitate to confirm 
all he says in regard to the post-office in this city, I believe it is not 
fit for a stable, as he has stated, and I shall, at some future time, in 
more extended remarks than I have time to make to-day, endeavor to 
demonstrate that fact. 

But what I arose for was to make a remark in regard to what was 
said yesterday by my friend from Virginia [Mr. WIsE]. When it was 
represented by my friend from Ohio that the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Wisz] endeavored to get recognition by the Speaker of the last 
Congress in order to introduce a bill to re the tobacco-tax and was 
refused, he did not deny the fact that on that occasion, as on many 
others, the Speaker exercised his right to refuse recognition, and so de- 
feated the will of the House, though it was represented that two-thirds 
of the members favored the legislation proposed; but he claimed that 
we were giving the Speaker even more power, while he appealed to us 
to help him save the House from being handed over manacled to this 
one-man tyranny. Now, gentlemen, as the Speaker has the power to 
recognize or to refuse to recognize members, and had it under the old 
rules, and will necessarily have it under any code that can be formu- 
lated, he has, if he vhooses to exercise it, absolute power over the legis- 
lation of this House; and when my friend says that these new rules 
will give him any more power he simply says that we are adding to 
absolute power, which is as impossible as it is to add time to infinity. 

What measure has my friend proposed to deprive the Speaker of this 
great power, I ask him, when he appeals to us to help him in the 
effort to curtail the Speaker's authority? What measure can he con- 
ceive to accomplish that purpose and at the same time leave the Speaker 
in a position to execute the functions of his office? If he can invent 
and will present such a measure I will gladly join him in the endeavor 
to enact it into law. But he knows that such a thing is impossible. The 
right to recognize members or to refuse to do so must remain with the 
Speaker, and his integrity and wisdom in that matter have to be relied 
upon, 

But under the old rules every member of the House could, by fili- 
bustering, exercise almost, if not quite, absolute power to obstruct 
legislation; could place a veto upon any measure more sure to be suc- 
cessful to defeat it than the veto of the President. This abuse the new 
rules are intended to prevent. 

Mr. LAWLER. I rise to a point of order. I will certainly insist upon 
the gentleman confining his remarks to this amendment. [Laughter.] 
The gentleman is not confiuing himself to the amendment which I in- 
troduced. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will get around to the gentleman by and by. 

Mr. LAWLER. He is assigning no reasons why this amendment 
should not be adopted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. He is making a dilatory speech. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
his amendment is so great that we have to approach it step by step. I 
can not get at it all at once. I hope he will have patience with me 
until I can arrive at it, though it may take more time than I have. 

The design of the new code of rules, I repeat, is simply to take away 
the veto power which the minority, and often a single member, has had 
heretofore to prevent legislation. 

Those who have been in Congress even no longer than I have been 
know how effective has been this veto and how often it has been re- 
sorted to. We have time and again seen one man, by the power of 
filibustering, defeat legislation when nine-tenths of the House desired 
it, and this brings us to the real question at issue. It is clear and well 
defined. Indeed it is allinanut-shell. Shall we have a code of rules 
which will allow the representatives of the people to do business or a 
eode which will enable a minority, no matter how small, to block the 
wheelsof business here and defeat any measure it chooses to? We know 
that certain conceited gentlemen, who think they have all the virtue 
and wisdom in the world, have acted in past Congresses on the theory 
that the House should be put under guardianship and thattheyshould 
bethe guardians; that the people’s representatives could not be trusted 
to legislate for the people. 

Now, whom does this arrogant position most insult? Not the ma- 
jority of the members of this House so much as the people who sent 
them here. It assumes not only that the people’s representatives are 
not to be trusted, but that the people themselves are too unwise or too 
corrupt to elect representatives fit todo theirduty. It is a direct, em- 
phaticimpeachment of republican government. And these gentlemen, 

_ swelling v in their assumption of all the virtue and goodness, talk 
in almost frightening manner of how the Treasury will be looted if, 
indeed, the people’s representatives shall be allowed to represent their 
constituents in this House. Who is most likely to loot the Treasury? 
The majority, who are sure to be held responsible to the people, or an 
irresponsible minority? Why, even Silcott did not steal and run away 
with $72,000 of the Government’s money until his Democratic friends 
had fallen into a minority here and at the other end of the avenue. 

And my friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] discoursed loudly and 
vehemently, if not eloquently, of the raids which the Republican 
would make upon the Treasury should this code of rules be adopted, 
and repeated, too, his old speech about the crushing corporations and 
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the calamities orig wig a people, but became very nervous and excited 
while my friend from Kansas reminded him of some of his own party 
history. This is allirreleyantfustian. The simple questionis, Can the 
majority of the people’s representatives be trusted and shall they be 
allowed to do the business for which they are sent here, or shall all 
business stop whenever the filibuster so decrees? As the people believe 
in themselves, so they will sustain the action of the majority in this 
contest. 

Mr. LAWLER. I make the point of order that the gentleman is not 
speaking to the amendment I proposed. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 

ired. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I am sorry I have not had time to get at the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. Where does the gentle- 
man intend the amendment to come in? 

Mr. LAWLER. Right at the end of Rule XVI. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was put on the adoption of the amendment; and the 
Speaker announced that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILLS and Mr. LAWLER. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 136. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following amend- 
ment. < 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after clause 1, Rule XLV, the following: 

“All documents referred to committees or otherwise disposed of shall be 
printed, unless otherwise specially ordered.” : 

Make the rule proposed clause 2 of said rule. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the provision which the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] yesterday referred to, and this 
will print all documents as provided under the clause, unless otherwise 
provided. It is the same as the Senate rule upon that subject. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it be reported again, if there be no objection, 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the amendment will again 
be reported. : 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Illinois what is meant by this amendment. When it 
says unless otherwise ordered,” does it mean otherwise ordered by the 
House or otherwise ordered by the Speaker? Because the Speaker, under 
the rule to which I called your attention, would direct these to be printed 
without reference to the House. These documents never come before 
the House, Now, I think it possibly ought to be made ordered by the 
Speaker. 

Mry HERBERT rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not sure that I recollect what the gentleman 
suggested. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman will recollect 
I called his attention to this matter yesterday. These documents are 
under the rule referred by the Speaker, 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, heretofore they have 
been printed by order of the House; the Speaker referred them and 
they were printed. Now, you give the Speaker that right of reference 
outside of the House, and in this amendment you say they ‘‘shall be 
printed, unless otherwise specially ordered.” Now, how can they be 
otherwise s lly ordered if not by the House? 

Mr. CANNON. They are executive documents that ought to be 

rinted, and all these communications were printed under the rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Isimply wanted to inquire 
what is meant by that unless otherwise specially ordered.” Should 
not that right be given to the Speaker? 

Mr. CANNON. The rule provides that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If that is the meaning then 
I have no objection to it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if he does not think it would be right to give the committee 
control over what shall be ordered printed. In many cases documents 
are referred to committees accompanying bills which the committee 
will readily see ought not to be printed. This is a provision that the 
document shall be printed unless otherwise ordered by the House or by 
the Speaker. It seems to me that the committee ought to be allowed to 
say that the document shall not be printed because they do not need it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him what 
class of documents this amendment is intended to cover? 

Mr. CANNON. Executive documents. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No other? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Would it not cover resolutions which 
are not now printed except in the RECORD? 

Mr. CANNON, Resolutions are provided for under another rule. 

Mr. McCREARY. Why does not the gentleman insert executive 
documents?“ 
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Mr, HERBERT. This rule would cover the case of resolutions in 


relation to particular propositions which, under the former rules of the 
House, would be referred to the committee having charge of the prop- 
ositions. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that the opinion of the 
committee was that the rules were sufficient for proper provision for 
printing, but the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rod ns] and various 
8 made the point that they were not sufficient, and Isaid 
I would confer with the gentleman from Arkansas. I have given the 
matter very close attention, with the aid of the Journal Clerk of the 
House, and, after conference with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoGers] and others, it was thought that this would be satisfactory 
to them; but if there is any objection to it on the part of any gentle- 
man on that side of the House I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT. It seems to me that the rule would be a very good 
one, but I suggest that its terms are too broad, that it covers too much, 
that you should allow the committees to have some jurisdiction over 
the matter. : > 

Mr, CANNON. In reply to that I will suggest that no committee 
will go to work to examine documentsin manuscripts. They will not 
do it. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend clause 3, Rule XXII, by inserting after the word “thereof,” in line 4, 
the following words: and of ali bills, resolutions, and documents referred un- 
der the rules.“ 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. What does that mean? 

Mr. CANNON. This provides for the printing of Senate bills in the 
RECORD and Journal. It was omitted by a clerical error in reporting 
the rules. I call for a vote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend clause 2, of Rule XXVI, by adding the following words: “ the session 
to end at 10 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.” 

Mr. CHEADLE. This refers to the Friday evening sessions for pen- 
sion legislation, and it proposes that those sessions shall terminate at 
half past 10 o'clock. I call for a vote. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to oppose that 
amendment at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to address the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that this refers to the Friday night 
sessions ? : 

Mr. CHEADLE. Les, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask to have the amendment reported again. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suggest that that be amended so as to read 
not latet than 10.30 p. m.” 

Mr. CANNON. I will offer a substitute to that and ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana if he will not accept it. I ask the Clerk to read the 
substitute, 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

The House shall, on each Friday at5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 80’clock 
Pp. m., at which evening session private pension bills only shall be considered, 
such evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to the fact that under the former rule 
in relation to these Friday evening sessions bills removing political dis- 
abilities as well as pension bills could be considered. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman desires to have this rule amended 


so as to pore for that, I have no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. I will suggest that amendment if the gentleman does 
not object. 


Mr. CANNON. Ihave no objection. 

Mr, CHEADLE. will accept the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House shall, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m.,take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills and bills for the removal 
of political disabilities only shall be consi such evening session not to ex- 
tend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] ac- 
cepts my substitute. He withdraws his proposition and offers this in- 
stead. 


The SPEAKER. This is offered as a substitute for the clause in the 
e? 


Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
à a FINLEY. I wish to offer an amendment, which I send to the 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Amend Rule EANA SARDI adding, after the word “bills” and before the 
word “only,” the words and bills to remove charges of desertion.” 


Mr. CHEADLE, I will accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
as modified. 

Mr. BLAND. We do not understand whether we are voting on the 
amendment or on the amendment to the amendment, 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] hav- 
ing accepted the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
FINLEY], the whole question is now before the House, and if gentle- 
men do not understand it 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, he could not accept it without 
the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It isstill the gentleman’s own amendment; it bas 
not been voted upon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There has been discussion. However, I do not 
insist upon that point. 

The amendment of Mr. CHEADLE as modified was again read, as 
follows: 

Substitute for clause 2, Rule XX VI: — 

“The House shall on each Friday, at 5 o'clock 8 take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of 
political disal ilities, and bills removing charges of desertién only shall be con- 
sidered, such evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 miuutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call fora division of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The time has arrived when by order of the House 
the previous question is ordered upon this proposed code of rules and 
pending amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY. The amendment offered on the other side was a 
very important one; and I ask unanimous consent that the time be ex- 
tended tive minutes beyond 5 o’clock, in order to finish the considera- 
tion of that amendment and also to consider the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. McCREARY. Lask that my proposition be read, so that gen- 
tlemen may know to what they are objecting. 

TheSPEAKER. The proposition is not strictly in order, and objec- 
tion is made on both sides. The previous question has heen ordered by 
the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it nota fact 
that the amendment which had been offered and was under discussion 
at the arrival of the hour of 5 o’clock is still pending and has to be 
voted on? X 

The SPEAKER. It is still pending and must be voted on. [Cries 
of Regular order!’’] 

Mr. FLOWER. The amendment to the amendment allowing bills 
for the removal of the charge of desertion to he considered at the Friday 
evening sessions was adopted, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. It was accepted by the gentleman who oftered the 
original amendment, and therefore becomes a part of that amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know whether it has been ruled by the Chair that we are to finish the 
consideration of the pending amendment before we commence the exe- 
cution of the order of the House and take a vote on the adoption of the 
rules asa body? Has that been so held? 

The SPEAKER. Pending amendments are to be voted upon in ac- 
cordance with the order of the House, which was that the previous ques- 
tion at 5 o’elock should be considered as ordered upon the proposed 
code and pending amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. And we are proposing now to take a vote at this 
moment on the whole code of rules? 

Mr.SPRINGER, The order of the House that the previous question 
should be considered as ordered at 5 o’clock would cover all pending 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. It covers all pending amendments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Iwish:to know 
whether there can not be a division of the question upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] as now 
modified, so that the House may vote separately upon the proposition 
originally submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FINLEY], 
and now incorporated in the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana as modified. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. CHEADLE as mod- 
ified was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the adoption of the pro- 
posed code of rules as amended. 

The question paving been put, x 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. McCREARY and others. Yeas and nays, 

Mr. SPRINGER. A parliamentary inquiry. Would it now be in 
order to move to recommit this report with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER said: A sufficient number, in the opinion of the 
Chair, and the yeas and nays are ordered. As many as are in favor of 
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this proposed code of rules as amended will signify it by saying tay” 
when their names are called and those opposed will say ‘no.’ 

The Clerk commenced the call of the roll. 

Mr. MILIS (interrupting the call). I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, 
what is the question on which we are to vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated it, but, although the roll-call 
has already commenced, will state it again; and the House will be in 
order, that there may be no misunderstanding in regard toit. The 
question is upon the adoption of the proposed code of rules as amended. 
Those who are in favor will say ay! when their names are called; 
those who are op will say no.“ The Clerk will proceed with 
the call of the roll. 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the aflirmative— 
yeas 161, nays 144, not voting 23; as follows: 


YEAS—i61. 
Adains, Culbertson, Pa. Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Lansing, Scranton, 
Anderson, Kans. Dalzell, Laws, Seull, 
Arnold, Darlington, Lehibach, Sherman, 
Atkinson, De Haven, Lind, Simonds, 
Baker, De Lano, Lodge, Smith, III. 
Banks, Dingley, Mason, 7 Va. 
Bartine, Dolliver, MeComas, Smyser, 

5 Dorsey, McCord, Snider, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McCormick, Spooner, 
Belden, A McKenna, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Mil Stewart, Vt. 
575 ree 1 N Stivers, 

n, nley, offitt, 

li: -s Flick, Moore, N. IL Struble, 
Boutelle, Flood, Morey, Sweney. 
Bowden, Funston, Morrill, Taylor, III 
Brewer, Gear, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Gest, Niedringhaus, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Brower, Gifford, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Thomas, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Buchanan, N.J,  Gront, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Hall, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Pa. 
Burton, Hansbrough, Payne, Turner, Kans. 
Butterworth, Harmer, Payson, Vandever, 
Caldwel Haugen, Perkins, e, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, III. Peters, Walker, Mass, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, Wallace, Mass, 

~ Carter, Hermann, Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caswell, Hili, Pugsley, Watson, 
Cheadie, Hitt, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheatham, Houk, Raines, Wick 
Clark, Wis Kelley, Randall, Mass. wil Ohio 

well, Kennedy, Ray, Wilson, 3 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Reed, lowa Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, Ketcham, Rife, Wright, 
Conger, Kinsey, Rockwell, Yardley. 
Connell, Knapp, Rowell, 
Cooper, Ohio v. Russell, 
Craig, La Follette, Sanford, 

NAYS—lit. 

Abbott, Crain, Lee, Reilly, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Andrew, Culbertson, Tex. Lester, Va, Robertson, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Lewis, Rowland, 
Barnes, Dargas, Magner, Rusk, 
Barwig, Davidson, Maish, s Sayers, 
Bland, Dibble, Mansur, Seney, 
Blount, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Boatner, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmun McAdoo, nola, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, MeUarthy, Springer, 
Brickner, Ellis, MecClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Brookshire, Enloe, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, McCreary, + Stockdale, 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Buckalew, Flower, Mekae, Stone, Mo. 

ock, Forman, Mills, Stump, 
Bunn, Fowler, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Bynum, Geissenhaiuer, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Campbell. Gibson, Morgan, Tracey, 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, Mutchler. Tucker, 
Carlton, Grimes, Norton, Turner, Ga. 

th, Hare, O'Ferrall Turpin, 
Catchings, Hatch, O'Neali, ind. Venab 
Cate, Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. Walker, Mo. 
Chipman, Heard, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Parrett, Whiting, 
Clements, Herbert, Paynter, Wike, 
Clunie, Holman, Peel, Wiley, 

b, Hooker, Pendleton, Wilkinson, 
Compton, Kerr, Pa. Penington, Willcox, 
Cooper, Kilgore, 5 Williams, III 

D, Lane, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Covert, Lanbam, Price, „ 
Cowles, Lawler, Quinn, Yoder. 

NOT VOTING—2%3. 

Alderson, Carlisle, Morrow, Turner, N. Y. 
Allen, Miss, Forney, Oates, Van Schaick, 
Bi Frank, Phelan, Whitthorne, 
. Haynes, Randall, Pa, Wilber, 
Boothman, 1 Rogers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Brunner, McKinley, Stahlnecker, 

So the code of rules was adopted. 

During the roll-call, 


Mr. HOPKINS said: Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD. If he were present he would vote in the negative while I 
would vote in the affirmative. 


* Mr. BOOTHMAN, Iam paired with Mr. Haynes. If he were pres- 
at he would vote in the negative while I would vote in the affirma- 
ve. 

Mr. MCRAE. My colleague, Mr. ROGERS, is absent on account of 
sickness. 

Mr, COBB, Mr. Forney and Mr. OATES are both absent on account 
of sickness. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. CARLISLE, on this vote. 

Mr. QUINN. My colleague, Mr. STAHLNECKER, is unavoidably 
absent, and if here he would vote in the negative. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, the reading ot 
the names was dispensed with. 2 

The SPEAKER. The yeas are 161 and the nays 144, and the rules E 
are adopted. [Applause. — 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the code of rules just adopted be printed, and that 1,000 ad- 
ditional copies be printed and delivered to the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe that is of that class of measures which 
are to have their first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 
[After a pause.] I have no objection to its consideration, but that is 
the point I make. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Motions to print for the use of the House donot 
come under that rule, - 


1 ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Au act (S. 2015) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa,“ approved 
August 6, 1888; 

An act (S. 940) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected in the county 
of Douglas, or in the county of Sarpy, in the State of Nebraska, anil 
the county of Pottawattamie, in the State of Iowa, and to make the 
same a post-route; 

An act (H. R. 3 to constitute Albany, N. Y., a port of immediate 

tion; an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 54) congratulating the people of the United 
States of Brazil on their adoption of a republican form of government. 

THE RULES. 


Mr. CANNON. Task that the resolution I have submitted be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not wish to be misunderstood by the gen- 
tleman, althongh I do not object to the consideration of the resolution. 
Imake the point of order it comes under that class of measures which , 
have to be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not make the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make that point of order, but I do not object 
to the consideration of the resolution. I make the point under the 
rules it must have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON. I move it be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the following resolution: 

Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the Digest and Manual for the present session 
be printed and bound for the use of the House. i 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point it must have its first considera- 
tion in the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have rules now, and I suggest we follow the 
rules and see how they work. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the resolution be referred to the Committeo 
on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARQUHAR offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 250 additional copies of the Digest be printed and bound for the 
purpose of supplying each committee of the House, each Senator, heads of De- ~ 
partments, and the officers of the two Houses with a copy. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Crisp (at5 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of Snowden & 
Mason—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6838) 
for the relief of Bernard Quinn—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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à 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6889) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6890) granting a pension to Silas Hiatt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6891) granting a pension to Jesse Stout to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6892) granting a pension to Moses Harris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6893)åncreasing the pensions of dependent parents 
in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6894) for the relief of James Nipp—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6895) for the relief of Gertrude R. Conde—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) for the relief of Milton A. Shipley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6897) for the relief of Hubert R. Graham—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6898) for the relief of Isiah H. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 6899) granting a pension to Mar- 
tha Lough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6900) for the relief of 
Ellen Downing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. k. 6901) granting a pension to Car- 
oline Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H, R. 6902) to increase the pension of 
William R. Lebert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 6903) for the relief of Samuel Dra- 
belle—to the Committee on War Claims. , 
Ry Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 6904) granting a pension to Sarah 
A. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6905) granting a pension to Byron R. McIntyre— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6906) ting a pension to J. H. McLaughlin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, joint resolution (H. Res. 94) for the relief of George A. Ma- 
thews—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6907) granting arrears of pension to 
Henry Schafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 6908) to amend the record of Fayette 
Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 6909) for the relief of William L. 
Nugent—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 6910) for the relief of J. A. Me- 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R, 6911) granting a pension to Mary 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 6912) for the reliefof John W. Zinn— 
to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6913) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander G. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 6914) pensioning Harriet B. White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to Douglass 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6916) for the 
relief of Adeline Bly—to the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 6917) granting a pension to Saman- 
tha Slater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 6918) for the relief of Will- 
iam Wallace—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6919) for the relief of Herman Liibbers—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) for the relief of Herman Haupt—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 
By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. 
Kellen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief 
of Margaret Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of W. 
J. Chitwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr.STOCK BRIDGE (by request): A bill (H. R.6924) toincrease the 
pension of Mrs. Jane Dulany—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6925) granting a pen- 
sion to Mason Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6926) for the relief of Walter Jefferson—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6927) for the relief of Elizabeth H, Wilson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6928) for the relief of Eliza Crewson—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6929) for the relief of Nancy J. Chaney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, * 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting a pension to Job K. Law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R, 6931) granting a pension to Sanford Glass—to the 
Soane NE "5 . 

Also, a bi . R. 6932) granting a pension to Alfred Crayton to the 
Committee on Invalid 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6933) for the relief of Elizabeth Burr to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6934) granting a pension to David Ward to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6935) granting an increase of Pension to George W. 
Chalfant—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6936) for the relief of Walter Moore—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER, cf Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6937) granting a pen- 
sion to R. P. Howard-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6938) for the relief 
of Mrs. C. A. Nunn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6939) granting a pen- 
sion to John Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6940) for the relief of George W. Summers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Alex. Hickerson and 29 others, 
residents of Wood County, Ohio, in favor of a service-pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE (by request): Petition of Miss Phoebe Ellis, 
of Terre Hante, Ind.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Papers in cases of Gertrude R. 
Conde, widow of Norman E. Conde; Silas Heath; Elizabeth Hall, widow 
of Noah W. Hall; James Nipp; Martha Pacy, widow of Alfred Win- 
trode, and Elizabeth Thomas, praying for pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in cases of Herbert R. Graham and Milton A. Shipley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. CHEADLE: Petitions of T. J. Thorn and 80 others, citizens, ` 


and Blanchard Post 260, Grand Army of the Republic, department of 
Missouri, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G. N. Meharry and 117 others, farmers and voters 
of Tippecanoe County, Indiana, asking Congress to prohibit option deal- 
ing—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Memorial of the Virginia Fruit and Vegetable 
Packers’ Association, relative to duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Sarah A. Baker, widow of Anthony 
Baker, deceased, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Martha McKeown, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of John Henry and 16 veterans of the 
late war, asking that preference be given to pension legislation recom- 
mended by the national encampment of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of 42 members of Pomona Grange, 
Umatilla, Oregon, to prohibit option gambling—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of William L. Nugent, that his claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK (by request): Petition of Fanny Egins, of Norfolk 
County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Adolph Pairan and 30 others, 
asking for the passage of a service and pension disability law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of William Lutz, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 169 citizens of Michigan, asking 
for the passage of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Bloomfield Lodge, No, 1198, F. M. 
B. A., Spencer County, Indiana, against monopolies and trusts—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers to accompany claims of David Has- 
Jey, Mrs. Hulda Hudson, William Kelso, Rosamond and Colin La- 
cour, Benjamin F. Morris, and Nutter Murphy—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. L. Shelton, administrator of John Shelton, that 
his claim be referred to the Courtof Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petitions of Hartford Typographical Union, No. 
127, and Hartford Central Labor Union and Federation of Labor Unions 
of the District of Columbia, to restore the scale of wages of the employés 
in the Government Printing Office prevailing prior to March 3, 1877— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of farmers of Oneida County, New 


York, for the increase of tariff on certain farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition of Mason Watson and 
3,000 others, citizens and voters of Preston County, West Virginia, in 
favor of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Lodge No. 391, F. M. B. 
A., Livingston County, Kentucky, against monopolies and trusts—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of Dan McCook Post, No. 
344, Grand Army of the Republic, of Smithfield, Ohio, in favor of the 
passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, memorial of the General Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, relative to chaplains in the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorials of the Seventh-day Baptist General Conference and 
the National Temperance Society, relative to the alcoholic liquor traf- 
fic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of William Lee and 40 others, 
asking for immediate pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of Henderson Massie and 
other citizens of Carter County, Missouri, asking that R. P. Howard 
be placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition of brewers, against increasing the duty on 
hops—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 15, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 


terday. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
reading in full of the resolution reported from the Committee on the 
World’s Fair on yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on the day following the close of the debate upon the bills re- 
ported by this committee, immediately after the reading of the Journal, the 
Clerk shall call the roll of members, and that as each member's name is called 
he shall indicate viva voce his choice of the place for holding the world’s fair of 
1892. If no place receives a majority of the votes cast on the first ballot, the roll- 
call shall be repeated until some one place shall have received a majority of all 
the votes cast. 

The remainder of the Journal was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BLAND. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nay 1, not vot- 
ing 199; as follows: 

YEAS—128. 


NOT VOTING—199. 
A Cowles, Lester, Ga. 
Alderson, Crain, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Lewis, usk, 
Culberson, Tex. Lind, Sanford, 
Andrew, Cummings, T, Sayers, 
Arnold, Lo pe Maish, Seney, 
Bank Davidson, Mansur, Shively, 
Barnes, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Hayne’ DART 555 
ne, unphy. oo, no! 

Borgen, Edmunds, McCarthy, Springer. 
Biggs, Eliott, McOlammy, er, 
Bingham, Ellis, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Bianchard, nloe, McComas, Stewart, Tex, 
Bland, Ewart, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Blount, Fitch, McKinley, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Fithian, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Bowden, Flower, MeRae, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forman, Mills, ‘Tarnsey, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Forney, Montgomery, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brickner, Fowler, Moore, Tex. Thomas, 
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, Morgan, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Gibson, Morrow, Tracey, 
Brunner, Gifford, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Grimes, ates, Turner, Kans, 
Bunn, Hall, O'Ferrall, Turner, N. Y. 
Butterworth, Hare, O'Neall, Ind. rpin 
Bynum, Harmer, O'Neil, Mass. Van Schaick, 
Campbell, Hatch, O'Neill, Pa. Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Outhwaite, ade, 
Carlisle, Haynes, Owen, Ind. Walker, Mo. 
Carlton, Heard Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Carter, Hemphill, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala, 
Caruth, Henderson, Ill. Paynter, iting, 
Catchings, | Henderson, N. C. Peel, Whitthorne, 
Cate, Herbert, Pendleton, ke, 
Cheatham, Hermann, Penington, Wilber, 
Chipman, Hill, Perkins, Wiley, 

ancy, Holman, Perry, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Phelan, Willcox, 
Clements, 8 8 Pierce, Williams, Tl, 
Clunie, Kelley, Post, Wilson, Ky. 

bb, Kerr, Pa. Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Compton, Ketcham, Quinn, Wilson, Wash. 
Connell Kilgore, Randall, Pa. Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind Lane, Reilly, Wise 
Cooper, Ohio Lanham, Richardson Wright, 
Cothran, Lawler, Robertson, Yoder, 
Covert, Lee, Rockwell, 


Adams, Culbertson, Pa, La Follette, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Russell, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Lansing, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Darlington, Laws, Scranton, 
Baker, De Haven, Leh! tS Scull, 
Banks, De Lano, Lodge, Sherman, 
Bartine, Dingley, Mason, Simonds. 
Beckwith, Dolliver, McCord, Smith, III. 
Belden, rsey, McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Dunnell, McKenna, yser, — 
Bli vans, Liles, Spooner, 
Boothman, Farquhar, | Milliken. Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Finley, Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Flick. Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Brosins, Flood, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Brower, Frank, Morrill, ruble, 
Browne, Va. Funston, Morse, Sweney, 
Browne, T.M. Gear, Niedringhaus, Taylor, TIL 
Buchanan, N.J. b, Nute, Taylor, E. B 
Burrows, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D 
Burton, Grosyenor, borne, Thompson. 
Caldwell Grout, Payne, Townsend, Colo. 
Candler, Mass. Hansbrough, Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Cannon, Haugen, Peters, Vandever, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, Walker, Mass, 
Cheadle, k Pugsley. Wallace, Mass. 
Ciark, Wis. Houk, Quackenbush, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Raines, atson, 
Coleman, Kerr, Iowa Randall, Mass, Wheeler, Mich, 
Comstock, Kinsey, Ray. Wickham, 
Conger, Knapp, Reed, Iowa Williams, Ohio 
Craig, cey, Rife, Yardley. 
NAY—1. 
Buckalew. 


DDr 


The following pairs until further notice were announced: 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. BARWIG. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. McKinney with Mr. CARLISLE, 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, until Monday, 
February 17, at noon. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Owens, of Ohio, for this day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. BRUNNER, on Saturday and 
Monday. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Harton, for Saturday. 

After the second roll-call several members asked to have their names 
recorded. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that under the 
new rules just adopted only those gentlemen who have been noted by 
the Speaker can be voted after the call of the second roll. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanisright. The Clerk will recapitu- 
late the names of those voting. 

The names of those voting were read by the Clerk. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimons consent, Mr. Speaker, that I may 
be permitted to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the request can not be entertained. 

The Clerk will read the names of members noted by direction of the 
Speaker under clause 3 of Rule XV, 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr, Barwia, Mr. Brann, Mr. 
Boaxxxn, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, Mr, Brickner, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, Mr. Busy, Mr. Bynum, Mr. CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. 
Canvrn, Mr. Cate, Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. CLN IR. Mr. Covert, Mr, Crisp, Mr. CUL- 


BERSON of Texas, Mr, Cummines, Mr. Davipson, Mr. Dockery, Mr, Duspry, 


Mr. Frrutax. Mr. Forman. Mr.Goovnia HY, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HENDERSON of North 
Carolina, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. HOOKER, Mr. KERR of Pennsylvania, 

IGORE, Mr. LANE, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. LESTER of Virginia. 
Mr. MANSUR, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, and Mr. MARTIN of Texas, 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 128, the nays 1, and, 
there being a quorum present under the Constitution to do business, 
the Journal is hereby declared to be approved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We want the RECORD to show that we make 
the point of no quorum voting. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Speaker, I demand the regular order of busi- 
ness, We now have a code of rules and I hope we may live up to it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, under Rule XXII I ask 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first lay before the House for 

change of reference a Senate bill incorrectly referred to the Committee 


~ 
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on Invalid Pensions and reported back by that committee for reference 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 803) granting a pension to William P. 
Madden, and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that a change of reference 
be made with reference to the bill (H. R. 5415) granting the Fort Sul- 
livan military reservation to the town of Eastport, Me., for a public 

k, which was erroneously referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs. This is the bill which refers tolands formerly occupied by Fort 

Sullivan, I was informed by the Department of the Interior on the 13th 

instant that by the executive order, dated July 22, 1884, the military 

reservation was placed under the control of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill, therefore, should go to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and I ask unanimous consent that this change of reference be made. 

Mr. BLAND. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the title of the bill be read; we do not know 
what it is. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is a bill proposing to donate the lands for- 
merly occupied as the site of Fort Sullivan military reservation as a 
public park. The reservation has been transferred from the control of 
the War Department to the Interior Department under the act of the 
Forty-eighth Congress of July 5 and by an executive order dated July 
22, 1884. So Lask unanimous consent that its reference be made to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, the lands now being under the 
jurisdiction of the Interior Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection whatever to the request of 
the gentleman, but it is the regular order of business. It is not nec- 
essary to ask unanimous consent, but it must be done on motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This is the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it does not require unanimous consent, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I begthegentleman’s pardon. Lam acting under 
Rule XXII, which provides that by unanimous consent, if an errone- 
ous reference of a public bill has been made, it may be corrected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But by Rule XXIV it is provided that after the 
reading of the Journal the correction of reference of public bills shall 
be made. This is a public bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides for unanimous consent. Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Maine? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to know which rule we are working 
under. 

INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 


President, which was read, and, with accompanying papers, referred to |, 


the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: : 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State ng the Inter- 
national Marine Conference which was held in the city of Washington in the 
r 1899, together with a copy of the proceedings of the conference, including 


ihe final act. x 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
Executtyr Masston, February 12, 1890. 
DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 585) to mod- 
ify the laws relating to duties on imports and the collection of the reye- 
nue, returned from the Senate with amendments; which were read, as 
follows: 


In lines 9 and 10 strike out the following words: so that the same shall 
be,” and in line 14 strike out the following words: Hats and materials for.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the bill. 
Mr. BURROWS. I move to coneur in the Senate amendments. They 


are mere verbal corrections that have been submitted to the gentleman. 


from Texas [Mr. MILLS] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
Mri], and there is no difference of opinion in the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BURROWS moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. j 

WORLD’S FAIR, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I ask, by unanimous consent of 
the House, that the report and bills and the resolution submitted yes- 
terday by the Select Committee on Quadro-Centennial of the Discovery 
of America may be printed in the RECORD. I do this at the request of 
a number of gentlemen present, and hope that it will be assented to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bills and report are as follows: 


Mr. Caspier,. of Massachusetts, from the Select Committee on the World's 

Fair, reported the following bill: 

A bill (H. R.6883) to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of 
the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an interna- 
tional exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the product of the soil, 
mine, and sea in the city of in the year 1892, 

Whereas it is fit and appropriate that the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America be commemorated by an exhibition of the resources of the 
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United States of America, their development, and of the progress of civilization 
in the New World; and 

Whereas such an exhibition should be of a national and international char- 
acter, so that not only the people of our Union and this continent, but those of 
all nations as well, can participate, and should therefore have the sanction of the 
Congress of the United States: Therefore, 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in That an exhibition of arts, industries, manufact- 
ures, and products of the soil, mine, and sea shall be held in the year 1892, as 
hereinbefore provided, and under the control of a commission created by and 
for the pu of this act. 

Sec. Z. That a commission, to consist of two commissioners from each State 
and one from each Territory of the United States and one from the District of 
Columbia, together with is hereby constituted, to be designated as the 

„Whose duty it shall be, among other things, to fix the rece date of, to 
piepers for and superintend the holding of, and to control and manage such ex- 
bition upon a site within the corporate limits of the > 

Sec, 3. That the said is hereby created a body corporate, and by that 
name shall have a corporate existence until the object for which it is formed 
shall have been accomplished, and as such it shall be competent for it to sueand 
be sued, plead and be impleaded, defend and be defended in all courts of law 
and equity in the United States, and may make and have a corporate seal, and 
may purchase, lease, 8 have, and hold and may grant, sell, and at pleasure 
dispose of all such real and personal estate as may be required in order to carry 
into effect the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. That said commissioners, two from each State and one from each Ter- 
ritory and the District of Columbia, shall be appointed within thirty days from 
the passage of this act, by the President of the United States, on the nomination 
of the Ne of the States and Territories, respectively, and by the President 
from the District of Columbia; and in the same manner and within the same 
time there shall be appointed two alternate commissioners from each State and 
one from each Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia, as 
provided in section 2, who shall assume and perform the duties of such com- 
missioner or commissioners as may be unable to attend the meetings of the 


said ` 

SEC. 5. That the said shall hold its meetings in the city of „ and that 
a majority of members who may be Lge in person or by proxy at the first 
meetings provided for in section 12 shall be competent for the transaction of 
business, and the commission shall indicate by by-law the number requisite 
thereafter for a quorum. The commission shall have full power to make all 
needful rules for its government and to appoint such officers as in its judgment 
shall be advisable. 

Sec, 6. That all articles which shall be imported from foreigncountries for the 
sole purpose of exhibition at said exhibition, upon which there be a tariff 
or customs duty, shall be admitted free of payment of duty, customs fees, or 
charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe ; 
but it shall be lawful at any time during the exhibition to sell and deliver any 
or or property imported for and actually on exhibition in the exhibition 

ulldings or on its grounds, subject to such regulations for the security of the 
revenue and for the collection of the import duties as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall prescribe: Provided, That all such articles when sold or withdrawn 
for consumption in the United States shall be subject to the 8 if any, im- 
posed upon such articles by the revenue Jaws in force at the date of importation, 
and all penalties prescribed by law shall be applied and enforced against such 
eee and against the persons who may be guilty of any illegal sale or with- 

rawal, 

Sec. 7. That the sum of $100,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for all purposes connected with the admission of foreign goods to 
said exhibition. 2 

Sec. 8. That the said commission shall submit to Congress for their considera- 
tion, as soon as practicable after the appointment of commiissioners as herein 
provided, a suitable date for opening and closing the exhibition and a pro- 
gramme of appropriate ceremonies for opening and dedicating the same, 

Sec. 9. That whenever the President of the United States shall be notified by 
the that provision has been made for grounds and buildings for the uses 
herein provided for, and after due examination shall deem the preparationsadc- 
quate, he shall, through the Department of State, make proclamation of the 
1 forth the time at which the exhibition will open and close, and the 
place at which it will be held; and he shall communicate to the diplomatic rep- 
resentatives of foreign nations copies of the same, together with such reguin- 
tions asmay be adopted by the commission, for publication in their respective 
countries, and he shall, in behalf of the Government and people, invite foreign 
nations to take part in the said exhibition and appoint representatives thereto, 

Sec. 10, That said commission shall have authority and is hereby authorized 
and empowered to receive subscriptions to its capital stock for an amount not 
pisa — $20,000,000, to be divided into shares of $10 each; and said commission 
shall issue to the subscribers of stock, when such subscription shall be fully paid, 
certificates therefor, under the corporate seal, attested by such officer or officers 
as said by-laws may direct: Provided, That said commission shall be, and is 
hereby, authorized and empowered to receive. as part of said subscriptions, pur- 
suant to the terms and conditions named in the contract of subscription, with 
the same effect as if said subscriptions had been made by said subscriber upon 
the books of said commission, any subscription made to any preliminary or 
guaranty fund, or to the capital stock of any corporation organized in aid of or 
to promote any exhibition incorporated for purposes or objects embraced within 
the title of this act. The proceeds of such stock and subscription, together with 
the receipts from any and all other sources, shall be used by ssid commission 
in the erection of suitable buildings, with the proper fixtures and appurtenances, 
and for all other expenditures necessary in carrying out the objects of this act. 
And said commission shali keep r minutes of its proceedings and full ac- 
counts, with vouchers thereof, of all receipts and expenditures, and the same 
shall always be open, under such regulations as shali be prescribed by the by- 
laws, to the inspection of any reholder or commissioner, or any committee 
appointed by said shareholders, with authority to examine the same, 

Sec. il. That not less than the sum of $5,000,000 shall be subscribed or pledged 
ashereinbefore provided,and not less than 10 per cent. thereof shal! be actu- 
ally paid in cash, before said commission shail do any corporate act other than 
the acts necessary to its organization,and that no part of the 9 stock or 
assets of said corporation, or any sum subscribed thereto or pledged in aid 
thereof, shall be withdrawn by, refunded to, or divided among the shareholders, 
or any of them, until all debts and liabilities of said commission shall have 
been fully discharged: Provided, That no shareholder, commissioner, or any 
officer of said commission assumes any personal liability or shall be liable for 
any debt or obligation which may becreated or incurred by the commission au- 
thorized by this act. 

Src. 12. That the commissioners so appointed shall be called together by the 

of State of the United States in the city where said exhibition shall 
be located, by notice to the respective governors of said States and Territories, 
as soon as convenient after the 8 of said commissioners, and within 
thirty days thereafter. It shall be the duty of said commissioners at said first 
meeting to open books forsubscription to the capital stock of said corporation, 
as herein vided, giving public notice of the time, place, and terms upon 
which said subscriptions may be made, and said books shall be kept open for 
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such time as may then be agreed upon by said commissioners; said commis- 
sioners at seid first meeting shall also have the power to elect a president, sec- 
retary, treasurer, directors, and other officers of said commission, and shall ap- 
point such executive and other committees as Lowe é . deem n an 
2 


ecessary and 
advisable for the efficient exercise of the powers co; by this act, And said 
commissioners at said firat meeting are hereby authorized and empowered and 
are hereby directed to make all necessary rules, by-laws, and ordi- 
nances that they may deem necessary and expedient: Provided, That at said 
mecting said commissioners who mgy be present in person or by proxy, of 
whom shall constitute a quorum, shall be competent to organize and clect 
said officers and adopt said by-laws. 

Sno. 13. That the officers of said commission, elected at said first meeting of 
said commissioners, shall hold their respective offices for a term of one year 
from the time of their election, or until their successors are duly elected and 
qualified, General and Spaca meetings of the shareholders may be called and 
held for the election of officers and the transaction of other bosinessas may be 
prescribed by the by-laws of said commission. Vacancies in the com: on- 
ers nominated by the governors of the several States and Territories, respect- 
ively, may be filled in the same manner as provided herein for their original 
appointment, and other vacancies occurring may be filled as provided for by 
the by-laws of said corporation, z 

Sxc, 14, That the commission hereby created shall have the authority to issue 
bonds or other evidences of indebtedness, and secure the payment of the same, 
principal and interest, by mortgage upon its property and income, present and 
prospective, or in such other manner as it may deem proper. 

SEO. 15, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary ofthe Treasury of the United 
States, as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, to cause to be prepared 
at the cost of the said commission, in accordance with the design approved by 

and the Secretary of the Treasury, a sufficient number of certificates of 
stock to meet the requirements of this act; and aay person found ty of coun- 
terfeiting orattempting to counterfeit or knowingly circulating false certificates 
of stock herein authorized shall be subject to the same ns and penalties as 
are or may be provided by law for counterfeiting United States notes; but noth- 
ing in this act shalt be so construed as to create any liability of the United States, 
direct or indirect; forany debt or obligation incurred, nor for er claim by 
for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury of the United States, 
in support or liquidation of any debts or obligations created by said commis- 
sion: And provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to over- 
ride or interfere with the laws of any State, and all contracts made in any State 
for the purposes of the exhibition shall be subject to the laws thereof: And Ee 
vided further, Thatno member ofsaid commission, whether shareholder or other- 
wise, shal] be personally liable for any debt or obligation which may be created 
or incurred by the 2 - 

Sec, 16, That as soon as practicable after said exhibition shall have been 
closed it shall be the duty of said commission to convert its property into cash, 
and, after the payment of all its liabilities, to divide its remaining assets among 
its shareholders pro rata, in full satisfaction and discharge of its capital stock. 
And it shall be the duty then of to submit, in a report to the ident of 
the United States, the financial results of said exhibition. 

Sec, E. That it shall be the duty of to make report, from time to time, 
tothe President of the United States of the progress of the work, and, in a 
final report, present a full exhibit of the results o 7 Š 

Serc, 18. That the corporation hereby authorized shall exist no longer than 
until the Ist day of January, 1898. 

Sud, 19. That the United States shall not in any manner, nor under any cir- 
cumstances, be liable for any of the acts, doings, proceedings, or representations 
of the said commission, its officers, agents, servants, or employés, orany of them, 
or for the service, salaries, labor, or wages of said officers, agents, servants, or 
employés, or any of them, or forany 9 to the capital stock, or for any 
certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued by said 
commission, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind whatever at- 
tendingsuch commission or exhibition oraccruing by reason of the same. 

Sec. 20, That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act, as in 
Hs judgment the public shall uire: Provided, That nothing in this act 
contained shall be construed to require the governor of any State to appoint 
the commissioners provided for in section 2, nor shall said commissioners, or 
— 97 of them, incur me liability for their failure or refusal to accept such po- 
sition or perform the duties thereof. 

Sec, 21. Thatthere shall be exhibited at said exhibition by the Government of 
the United States from its Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institution 
the National Museum, such articles and materials as illustrate the function an 
administrative faculty of the Governmentin time of peace and its resources as 
a war power, tending to demonstrate the nature of our institutions and their 
adaptation to the wants of the ple; and to secure a complete and harmo- 
nious arrangement of such a Government exhibit, a boards be created to 
charged with the selection, pre tion, arrangement, 5 andexhibi- 
tion of such articles and materials as the heads of the several Departments and 
the directors of the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum may, respect- 
ively, decide shall be embraced in said Governmentexhibit, The entmay 
also designate additional articles for exhibition, Such board shall be composed 
ofone person to be named by the head of each Executive Department, and one by 
the directors of the Smithsonian Institution and National Musuem, such selec- 
tions to 5 by the President of the United States. The President shall 
name the chairman of said board, and the bosftd itself shall select a treasurer and 
such other officers as it may deem necessary. It shall be authorized to make 
such arrangements asit shall deem proper for the erection of a suitable building 
or buildings for said Government exhibits, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to plage on exhibition, upon such grounds as 
shall be allotted forthe pu one of the life-saving stations authorized to be 
constructed on the coast of the United States by existing law, and to cause the 
same to be fully equipped with all apparatus, furniture, and appliances now in 
use in all life-saving stations in the United States, said building and apparatus 
to be removed at the close of the exhibition and at the place now au- 
8 mg hat for th f paying th f tri rtatio 

SEC, at for the purpose o ying the expenses of transpo: n, care, 
custody, exhibition, and the erection of suitable building or buildings herein- 
before provided for, and the safe return of articles belonging to the said Gov- 
ernmental exhibit, as well as contingent expenses, to be audited by said board, 
the sum of $1,500,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, 5 the same 
is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sume to be paid to and upon the order of said board by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the same to be disbursed by said board, which shall 
monthly, or oftener if required by the Secretary of the Treasury, and at the ter- 
mination of its labors and duties, make full report of all receipts and disburse- 
ments made by it to the Secretary of the Treasury, The treasurer of the board 
shall give a bond to the United States for the safe-keeping and faithful disburse- 
ment of all moneys which shall come into his hands, in such sum as shall be 
named by the President of the United States, and with sufficient security, to be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. and the bond to be deposited with him, 

Mr. CAND of Massachusetts, from the Select Committee on the World’s 
Fair, reported the following bill: 

A bill R. 6834) to vide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of 
Save of Km J bus 1d 


erica by ere ing an interna- 
tional exhibition of industries, manufactures, and the product of the soil, 
mine, and sea at the National pital in the year 1802. 
Whereas it is fit and appropriate that the four hundredth anniversary of the 


discovery of America be commemorated by an exhibition of the resources of 
the United States of America, their developement, and of the progress of civil- 
ization in the New World; and 

Whereas such an exhibition should be of a national and international charac- 
ter, so that not only the people of our Union and this continent, but those of all 
nations as well, can participate, and should thorefore have the sanction of the 
Con of the United States; and 

Whereas the national seat of government is the most appropriate place in 
which to hold the same; and , 

Whereas the owners of a majority of the taxable property of the District of 
Columbia have memorial Congress to authorize the issuance of the bonds 
of said District to the amount of $15,000,000 to defray the expenses of such ex- 
hibition: Therefore, 

Be il enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amor- 
ica in Congress assembled, That an exbibition of arts, industries, manufactures, 
and products of the soil, mine, and sea shall be held in the year 1892 at the Na- 
tional Capital, as hereinafter provided, and under the direction of a board of 
control created by and for the purposes of this act. 

ac, 2, That a board of control of twelve members be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States within thirty days after the passage of this act, in 
equal numbers from each of the two principal political parties, whose duty it 
shall be, among other things, to fix the precise date of, to prepare for, and su- 
perintend the holding of, and to control and manage such exhibition upon a site 
within the limits of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. That two commissioners from each State and one from each Territory 
and the District of Columbia shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States, on the nomination of the governors of the States and Territories and the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, respectively, whose puy itshall beto 
represent their respective States and Territories and the District of Columbia at 
such exhibition. and totake charge of and superintend the exhibits therein of 
the States Territories and uf the District of Columbia, which they respect- 
ively represent, subject, however, to the rules and regulations preseribed by the 
board of control. 

Sec. 4. That the said board of control shall hold its meetings in the city of 
Washington, and that a majority of its members shall constitute a quorum for 
the transaction of business. 

Sec. 5. That all articles which shall be imported from foreign countries for the 
sole purpose of exhibition at said exhibition, upon which there shall be a tariif 
or customs duty, shall be admitted free of payment of duty, customs fees, or 
charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; 
but it shall be lawful at any time during the exhibition to sell and deliver an 
pon or property imported for and actually on exhibition in the exhibition buik 

ng or on its grounds, subject to such regulations for the security of the revenue 
and for the collection of the import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 

rescribe: Provided, Thatallsuch articles as shall be sold or withdrawn forcon- 
sumption in the United States shall be subject to the duty, ifany, im upon 
such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date ot importation, and all 
penalties prescribed by law shall be applied and enforced against such articles 
and . who may be guilty of any illegal sale or withdrawal, 

See. 6. That sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, be. 
and the same is hereby, 5 out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be expended, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, for all purposes connected with the admission of foreign goodsto 
said exhibition. 

SEC. 7. That the said board of control shall submit to Congress for their con- 
sideration, as soon as practicable after their appointment as herein provided, a 
suitable date for opening and closing the exhibition and a programme of ap- 
propriate ceremonies for opening and dedicating the same. 

Sec. 8. That whenever the President of the United States shall be notified by 
the board of control that provision has been made for grounds and buildings 
for the uses herein provided for, and after due examination he shall deem the 
preparations adequate, he shall, through the Department of State, make procla- 
mation of the same, setting forth the time at which the exhibition will open 
and close, and the place at which it will be held; and he shall communicate to 
the diplomatic representatives of foreign nations copies of the same, together 
with such regulations as may be adopted by the board of control, for publica- 
tion in their tive countries. and shall, in behalf of the Government and 
people, invite the foreign nations to take part in the said exhibition and appoint 
representatives thereto. : 

Sec, 9. That the board of control shall be called together by the Secretary of 
State of the United States in the city of Washington, D, C., within thirty 
days after their appointment, by notice to them individually, It shall be the 
duty of said board of control at its first meeting to elect a prenant secretary, 
treasurer, and other officers, to hold during the pleasure of the board, and to ap- 
point such executive and other committees as they may deem necessary an 
advisable for the efficient exercise of the powers conferred by this net. And said 
board of control are hereby authorized and directed to make all necessary rules, 
by-laws, and regulations that they may deem necessary and pertinent. 

Sec, 10. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability 
of the United States for any debt or obligation incurred, nor for sns claim for 
nid from Congress or the Treasury of the United States in support or liquidation 
of any debts or obligation created by said board of control. 

See. II. That as soon as practicable after said exhibition shall have been closed 
it shall be the 1 of said board of control to convert the property thereof into 
cash, and to pay the same into the Treasury of the United States for the purpose 
hereinafter provided, and the said board of control shall submit, in a report to 
the President of the United States, the financial results of the exhibition. 

Sec. 12. That the United States shall notin any manner, nor under any cir- 
cumstances, be liable for any of the acts, doings, pr ings, or representations 
of thesaid board of control, its officers, agents, servants, or employés, or any of 
them, or forthe services, salaries, labor, or wages of said officers, agents, servants, 
or employés, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind whatever at- 
tending such exposition or accruing by reason of the same, 

Sec. 13. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act, as in 
its 1 the public good may require. 

Sec. 14. That there shall be exhibited at said exhibition by the Government 
of the United States, from the Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, and the National Museum, such articles and materials as illustrate the 
function and administrative faculty of the Governmentin time of peace and 
its resources as a war power, tending to demonstrate the nature of our institu- 
tions and their adaptation to the wants of the people; and tosecure a complete 
and harmonious arrangement of such a Government exhibit, a board shall be 
created, to be charged with the selection, preparation, arrangement, and safe- 
keeping and exhibition of such articles and material as the heads of the several 
Departments and the directors of the Smithsonian Institution and National 
Museum ma tively decide shall be embraced in said governmental ex- 
hibit. The Pres ident may also designate additional articles for exhibition. 
Such board shall be composed of one person to be named by the head of cach 
Executive Department and one by the directors of the Smithsonian Institution 
and National Museum, such selections to be approved by the President of the 
United States. The President shall name the chairman of the board, and the 
board itself shali select a treasurer and such other officers as it may deem nec- 
essary. It shall be authorized to make such arrangements as it shall deem 
pro} for the erection of a suitable bnilding or buildings for said Government 
exhibits. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to place on exhibition, upon such grounds as shall be allotted for the purpose, 
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one of the life-saving stations authorized to be constructed on the coast of the 
United States by existing law, and to cause the same to be fully equipped with 
all (canes farniture, and appliances now in use in all life-saving stations in 
the United States, said building and apparatus to be removed at the close of the 
exhibition and re-erected at the place now authorized by law. 

Sec. 15. That the issuance of $15,000,000 of the bonds of the District of Colum- 
bia is hereby authorized, or so much thereof as may be found necessary for the 
purpose to interest at a rate not greater than 3 per cent. per annum and 

mature in thirty years, to be sold at not less than par, the to be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States as a fund for the expense of holding 
said exhibition at the National Capital, any unexpended balance thereof, to- 

with the receipts over and above the expenses of said exhibition, to be 
— — to the credit of the District of Columbia for the liquidation of any in- 
ness of said District. 


Mr, CANDEER, from the Select Committee on the World's Fair, submitted the 
following report, to accompany bills H. R. 6883 and 6834: 

The Select Committee on the World's Fair, to whom was referred the bills 
H. R. 320 and 5344, entitled, respectively, “A bill for the location of the universal 
exposition in the United States, in the year 1592, at the city of St. Louis, State 
of Missouri,” and “A bill locating the World's fair of 1892 at St. Louis, Mo., and 
creating a corporation to carry on the same,” and bills H. R. 909, 5429, and 5432, 
the first of which being entitled “A bill to aid and secure the commemoration 
of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America,” and the two 
remaining, entitled “A bill to provide for the three Americas and world's expo- 
sition at the National Capital in 1892.“ and bill H. R.3259, entitled “A bill to pro- 
vide for the celebration of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Columbus, by holding an exposition of the arts, industries, mann- 
factures, and producta of the world, in the year 1892, in the city of Chicago, II,” 
und bill H. R.5234, entitled A bill to provide for celebrating the four hundredth 
anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, by holding 
an international exhibition of arts, sciences, manufactures, and the products of 
the soil, mine, and sea in the city of New York, in the State of New Vork,“ 
and a resolution introduced January 20, relative to the selection of a site and 
drafting of a bill, with provision for debate thereon, have had the same under 
consideration. 

The bills which were referred to the committee for their consideration pro- 

different locations, andin the judgment of the committee it was not prac- 
icable to present one bill covering all the localities. They therefore beg leave 
fo submit the two accompanying bills, numbered 1 and 2, as substitutes for 
said bills, and entitled, respectively, “A bill to provide for celebrating the four 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus 
by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and 
the prodact of the soil, mine, and sea in the city of in the year 1892.“ 
and A bill to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an international 
exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the product of the soil, —— 
and sea at the National Capital in the year 1892,” the first of which is intend 
to comprehend all that will be required to successfully organize a world's fair 
in either one of the three cities—New York, Chicago, or St. Louis—and to 
which such amendments as to details could be made as the city selected may 
require, while the second bill contemplates the selection of Washington as the 
site of the pro fair, and ,is likewise intended to meet all that is required 
for its successful location in that city. 

The selection of the city in which the exhibition is to be held is left to the de- 
cision of the House of Representatives, and the accompanying resolution is sub- 
mitted (as a substitute for the one herein referred to as having been introduced 
January 20) naan equitable method of procedure in the choice of the same: 

“ Resolved, That on the day following the close of the debate upon the bills re- 
ported by this committee, immediately after the reading of the Journal, the Clerk 
shall call the roll of members, and that as each member's pame is called heshall 
indicate, viva voce, his choice of the place for holding the world's fair of 1892, If 
no place receives a majority of the votes cast on the first ballot, the roll-call shall 
be repeated until some one place shall have received a majority of all the votes 
east.” 


For years the people of the United States, in great numbers, with enthusiasm 
and unanimity, in various ways, by petitions, resolutions, in the publio press, 
and through their 1 in Congress, have signified their earnest de- 
sire that the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Chris- 
Tonis Columbus should be recognized and commemorated by this nation in 
18%. They would have this generation record its grateful appreciation of the 
genius, the knowledge, and the courageous faith of this great man, whose life 
and services contributed so much to the progress and elevation of mankind; 
and that not only the people of this country, but the nations of the world, 
should be invited to participate and contribute to the grandeur of this celebra- 
tion. It is indicated by a recognized public sentiment that this celebration 
shall include appropriate ceremonies and a world's fair and exhibition, unsur- 

N unequaled, if possible, by any national commemoration that has 
prece 

The committee, in unanimously presenting this report, believe that the cele- 
bration proposed is a deseryed recognition of the great services of Christopher 
Columbus, and that it will lead the people of the United States to appreciate, 
with increased patriotism, the beneficence of frec institutions and the achieved 
national greatness of their country, and that by the interchange and acquaint- 
ance with our own people and those of other nations, who will meet together, 
the material interests and prosperity of all will be promoted. 


ADDITIONAL MEDICAL EXAMINERS FOR THE PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. BANKS. Iask by nnanimous consent to present the following 
report from the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Depart- 
ment, and to ask consideration of the bill therein referred to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iobject. The rules authorize him to hand the 

rt to the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts thinks there 
is emergency to warrant calling up this bill at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Banks, from the Committee on Expendituresin the Interior Department, 
submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution authorizing the appointment of thirty medical exam- 
iners in the Bureau of Pensions, fixing their salaries, and appropriating money 
to pay the same up to the 39th of June, 1890, having had the same under consid- 
eration, report the same favorably and recommend that it be passed. 

Joint resolution (H. Res.) 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to appoint thirty medical examiners for the Bureau of Pensions, in addition to 
the number now authorized by law, said appointees to be men skilled in the pro- 
fession of medicine and surgery. The examination forthe 1 of these 
medical examiners shall be in the discretion and under the of the Sec- 


of the Interior. The 
81 per annum, and a sum sufficient topey, 


intees shall be at the rate of 
ir salaries to June 30, 1890, is 
Treasury not otherwise appropri- 


salary of these ap; 
hereby appropriated out of any money in 
ated. 


Mr. BANKS. I ask that this matter be considered at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I object. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will allow me two minutes in 
which I may state the object of the joint resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I did not hear the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BANKS. I requested the gentleman to withdraw his objection 
so that I may state the object of the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, there are 10,000 pension cases awaiting action 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw objection to the gentleman mak- 
ing a statement, but I do not withdraw objection to the consideration 
of the resolution. 

Mr. BANKS. Thereare 10,000, or very nearly 10,000, cases that are 
to-day waiting action on acconnt of there not being asuflicient number 
of examiners who can examine and report on these cases. The Com- 
missioner of Pensions asks that thirty medical examiners may be ap- 
pointed for that purpose at a salary of $1,800 perannum. That is all 
there is in the bill. have a letter, which I feel I need not trouble the 
House with, from the Secretary of the Interior. He says that there is 
no relation in the bill to any other officer, except the thirty medical 
examiners that are asked for to consider these cases, and it will relieve 
every member of this House if they will allow the resolution to pass. 
I will send the letter of the Secretary of the Interior to the Clerk’s 
desk and let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


OFFICE oF THE COMMISSIONER, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
: ashington, D. C., February 3, 1890. 

Sin: In reply to your favor of the Sist ultimo, I beg to inform you that the joint 
resolution refe to therein is intended to authorize the appointment of only 
the thjrty medical examiners mentioned. 

The twenty-nine physicians referred to as performing duty in the medical 
division of the Pension Bureau are borne upon the clerical roll of that bureau, 
and are merely detailed to duty in the medical division. 

It is proper to say that the eighty clerks mentioned as having been added to 
the adjudicating divisions of the bureau are at present employés of the Depart- 
ment, and were taken from the board of jre-review, which was recently abol- 
ished, and from the special examination division, for the purpose of increas 
ing the work of adjudicating claims. Before this change was made the medical 
division was greatly behind with its work, and I find that on this date thereare 
9,117 8 in 0 division for action. 

ery re uly, 
Mius á JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

Ton. N. P. BANKS, 

Chairman Committee on Expenditures, House of Representatives, 

Mr. BANKS. _ I ask that the bill may be considered at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to say that this 
measure provides for an increase of thirty officers, ata salary of $1,800a 
year each, amounting to $54,000. Now, we have adopted rules for the 
express purpose of expediting business, and business can be expedited 
under the rules, and therefore I object to the consideration of this bill 
at this time. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I have waited three weeks out of defer- 
ence to the other members of the Honse, being a new member myself 
[laughter], for an opportunity to present this bill, and I hope the gen- 
tleman will allow it to be considered and now. If its consid- 
eration consumes any time I will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee insists. 

Mr. BANKS. Task leave to withdraw the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The next thing in order is the consideration of un- 
finished business, The Chair is not aware of any unfinished business 
that was pending at the adjournment of the House. The next thing 
in order is the business of the morning hour; but, inasmuch as no Cal- 
endar has yet been formed, business can not be transacted to-day under 
that provision of the rule. Hence, the regular order having been dis- 
posed of, the way is open for public business, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, shall I be in order to ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of a Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. As I understand it, 
under the rule, the morning hour can not be dispensed with except by 
a two-thirds vote. The morning hour requires the call of committees, 
and committees may have reports to make; but in any event a two- 
thirds vote of the House is necessary in order to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour. I call attention to paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV: 

The morning hour for the call of committees shall not be dispensed with ex- 
cept by avote of two-thirds of those present and voting thereon. 

TheSPEAKER. Precisely; but it provides that the committees are 
to be called fora ial purpose, namely, to call up for consideration 
bills reported by them on a previous day and on the House Calendar. 
Now there are no such bills. 

Mr. BLAND. That is a question for the House. The point I make 
is that the House itself must determine whether it wants to dispense 
with the call of committees or not, 
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The SPEAKER. But there are no such bills, 

Mr. BLAND. The Speaker may be informed of that fact, but I think 
the House has a right to some information on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and the Speaker, as the officer of the 
House, informs the House that there are no such bills. That being the 
case, it seems to dispose of the matter. The gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. DUNNELL] is recognized. 


STATISTICS OF MORTGAGES. 


Mr, DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Committee 
on the Eleventh Census to report back, with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, Senate bill 1181, an act to require the Superintendent of Census 
to ascertain the number of people who own farms and homes and the 
amount of mortgage indebtedness thereon. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to raise the ques- 
tion of consideration on that bill? 

Mr. DUNNELL. After the bill is read I will state the circumstances 
requiring prompt action. 

Mr. KILGORE. What do I understand the Speaker to rule? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas raise the question 
of consideration? 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that. This 
is the only business we can do now. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is in order. The ques- 
tion is: Will the House now proceed to consider this bill? 

The question was taken on the question of consideration; and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided and there were—ayes 167; noes 1. 

So the House determined to consider the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make the point of order upon 
this bill that it must be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is too late after the House has voted 
to consider the bill. Had he made the point beforeit would haye been 
in order. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] has the floor. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that the bill be read. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the Superintendent of Census, 
in addition to the duties now required of him by law, to ascertain the number 
of persons who live on and cultivate theirown farms, and who live in their own 
homes, and the number who hire their farms and homes, and the number of 
farms and homes which are under mortgage, the amount of mortgage debt and 
the value of the property mortgaged, e shall also ascertain whether such 
farms and homes have been mortgaged for the whole, or part, of the purchase- 
money for the same, or for other purposes, and the rates of interest paid upon 
mortgage loans, 

Sec. 2. That for the purposes of this act the sum of $1,009,000 is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


e Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let me first make a statement, and then I will 
yield to the gentleman for an amendment, though I hope he will see 
the importance of withholding any amendment. Early in this session 
there came to both branches of Congress numerous petitions and me- 
morials asking for a full census upon farm ownership and farm mort- 
gage indebtedness. There was introduced into the Senate by Senator 
Berry, of Arkansas, a bill to require the Superintendent of Census to 
gather statistics of this kind. 

Thot bill was referred to the Senate Committee on the Census, and 
was reported adversely by that committee. The subject was under dis- 
cussion for two or three days and the issue was this: The Superintend- 
ent of the Census, under the general census act passed March 1, 1889, 
had prepared questions in schedules which he was getting ready for 
printing, but they did not and could not go to the extent asked for by 
the memorials and petitionsof which I hayespoken. The bill reported 
by the Senate Committee was recommitted, and a bill, the one that is 
now before this House, was agreed upon by both sides in the Senate 
and it passed with but four dissenting votes. 

The point is this: The Superintendent of the Census has not asked 
for the passage of this bill; it is the outcome of this very widespread 
demand by the farmers of the country that the actual condition of the 
farming interests shall be disclosed by the census of 1890; that is, the 
ownership of all the lands of the country, with the mortgages resting 
upon them—the actual condition of the farming interests. Memorials 
coming from farmers all over the country—from Farmers’ Alliances 
and Knights of Labor—insist that this census shall give full attention 
to the farming interests. This demand has been reasonable; and, in 
sympathy with the demand, I now press this bill. 

The discussion in the Senate on this question was very elaborate. 
The bill now before the House for consideration calls for an appropri- 
ation of $1,000,000; and this is made necessary 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 


Mr. DUNNELL. I prefer to make my statement first; I think it 
best that I should do so. 
I only desired to ask whether the million dol- 
posed to be appropriated by this bill is thought to be necessary 
is purpose by the Superintendent of the Census. 


Mr. McCREARY. 
lars 
for 


Mr. DUNNELL. I have here a letter from the Superintendent of 
the Census which shows the necessity for this appropriation. Under 
the original act there was no provision for a house-to-house canvass 
upon the question of farm ownership and indebtedness. The Super- 
intendent under the original appropriation would be compelled to rely 
upon record searches, to be made by those intrusted with the work of 


enumeration, supplemented by special agents working under large re- 


strictions. It was represented by the Superintendent that this would 
not only interfere with the enumeration of population, but would be 
unsatisfactory in its results, and therefore this bill was prepared. 

I desire to submit a letter addressed to me by the Superintendent of 
the Census, disclosing the necessity for this appropriation if this house- 
to-honse canvass is to be entered upon. After this letter has been read 
by the Clerk I will make one further statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washingion, February 10, 1890, 

My Dear Sim: In response to your request for further information as to the 
scope of the present undertaking of the Census Office in regard to the recorded 
indebtedness of private corporations and individuals, and in regard to the — 2 
of the “farm and home bill that has been by the Senate aud is now in 
the hands of the Census Committee of the House of Representatives, I beg to 
lay before you the following statement: 

e censys act approved March 1, 1889, calls for statistics of recorded indebt- 
edness, and, in its language and intent, requires that these statistics shall be 
obtained from records, or, at least, shall have their essential origin in the rec- 
ords. The sum of $250,000 was added to the census ot eh hen mia for this pur- 
pose, though it was not set apart for any specific object; the plan of investiga- 
tion has been obedient to this, and has compelleda restriction to such endeavors 
as will procure the largest amount of information at a moderate cost, 

The limitation of this investigation in the matter of expense and to records as 
ils prineipa and fundamental feature, necessarily excludes such statistical labor 
as willascertain and preserve the individuality of farm and home owners, which, 
as I understand it, is the essential object sought by those who urge this legisla- 
tion. While it has bech shown in the lettertoSenator HALE of December 16, 1589, 
thatit will be ible to discover with reasonable accuracy the number of acres 
of farm land that are mortgaged, the present investigation can not discover the 
number of mortgaged farms, the number of farm tenants and of farm owners, 
nor identify home holdings beyond an insignificant proportion. 9 city 
land upon which thereare nodwellings and upon which there axe buildings oo- 
eupied for business and manufacturing purposes is inextricably mixed with 
land upon which there are homes, and the same is true of the ownership and 
tenancy of homes and farms. 

The investigation 5 by the census act is much broader than that 
of the bill now pending, and will supply information of a general character in 
regard to all the real estate of the country, including farms and homes, but 
from which they areinseparabie. Thougha resortto records may discover farm 
lands, it can not, as I have already verbally explained to the committee, identify 
farms and homes nor the owners of farmsand homes, On the other hand, the 
information called for by the bill now pending requires the Census Office to 
take acoount of every one of the 13,000,000 farms and homes of the United States 
asa separate real-estate holding, whether owned or hired by its occupant, In- 
quiries must be made separately regarding each one of these, and its identi 
must not be Jost from beginning to end. This identification can be the r b 
only of a special house-to-house canvass, and vious experiences in this kind 
of statistical undertakings, as explained in the letter to Senator yof 
ber 3, 1889, warrant the belief that this canvass must be supplemented by other 
methods of procedure before anything fairly complete can be obtained. 

It would be a misfortune and a discredit to the census to go intoa costly work 
of great proporons and some uncertainty without a large provision for its ex- 
pense and the assurance that the plan of work may include N resort known 
to competent statisticians, The labor of enumeration will undoubtedly need 
to be supplemented by that of searchers of records, which must be done in every 
real-estate record district in the country. This would be exceedingly costly at 
the best, and under as favorable results as are likely to be got from enumera- 
tion may slone consume the 3 portion of a million dollars. 

The management of the fiel@-work will employ a very large number of clerks, 
and this number must be considerably increased when the tabulation of results 
is attempted, so that an office force of several hundred persons must be em- 
ployed, at an expense that may equal that of the field-work. 

A conservative estimate of the cost of the collection of farm and home statis- 
ties, as intended by the bill now under consideration by the Census Commit- 
tee of the House, by means that give promise of reasonable Maier a can 
not, as stated to you in a memorandum for that committee, place this cost at less 
than $1,200,000, and the conditions would have to be very favorable indeed to 
keep the cost from exceeding this amount, A want of sufficient provision for 
this investigation would Jeave it partly done, without trustworthy and intelli- 
gent conclusions, and very likely in such shape that they would be mislead- 

ng. 


Very respectfully, 
ROBERT P. PORTER, Superindent of Consus, 
Hon. M. H. DUSNELL, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I had agreed to yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DOCKERY ] to offer an amendment; but before doing so I wish 
to read a letter which I have received this morning from the Superin- 
tendent of Census: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Census OFFICE, 
Washington, February 14, 1890, 

My Dran Mr. DUNNELL: The population schedule is ready for the printer, 
and I have included on it the four questions necessary to secure data for this in- 
formation. The Public Printer has stated how much time is uired to print 
these schedules. The time will be up next week and I must send the sop down, 
If this schedule is afterward changed it will involve an expenditure o „000, 
the Renee alone costing $45,000, I should not feel justified in sae the work 
on these schedules longer than the beginning of next week. All that I want to 
know is whether the inquiry is to be made or not. One hour after I know that 
the schedules can go to the printer, 


Ve pectfully, 
Page 15 ROBERT P. PORTER, Superintendent of Census, 
Hon, M. H. DUNSELL, 
House of Representatives. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri, who desires to offer 
an amendment with the view of perfecting this bill, will see that the 
blanks to be used are all made up; and it is very desirable that this 
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bill shall pass or be defeated promptly, so that the Census Office may 
go on with its work and the Public Printer may do whatever workis 
required of him. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask, for my own information and 
for that of the House, whether, while providing for ascertaining the 
amount of mortgage indebtedness on farms, you provide also for ascer- 
taining what proportion of that mortgage indebtedness has been ex- 
tinguished and what percentage of real debt still remains? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Yes, sir; that is provided for by the office. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock RTL]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What time does the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Oh, well, five minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offer as an additional section the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the provisions of sections 13, 14, 15, und 16 of “the act to provide for tak- 


ing the Eleventh Census and subsequent censuses,’ approved March 1, 1889, shall 
apply to the provisions of this act. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of the reasons which 
impel me to offer this amendment I have to say that the bill under 
consideration which comes to us from the Senate is not an amendment 
to the original act authorizing the taking of the eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses—— 

Mr. DUNNELL. Simply an enlargement, 

Mr. DOCKERY. An enlargement; but it is not in the form of an 
amendment to the original act; and the defect of the bill therefore lies 
in the fact that it fails to provide penalties for the malfeasance of of- 
ficers in connection with the work to be done under its authority, and 
also fails to provide penalties in the event of the refusal of individuals 
or corporations to respond to inquiries. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman will remember that penalties are 
provided in the original act. y 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; but they can not apply to the provis- 
ions of 1 act, for the reason that this is not an amendment to the 

iginal act. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, knowing that the distinguished gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. DuNNELL], the chairman of this committee, is in 
hearty sympathy with the purposes of this bill, authorizing, as it does 
in express terms the ascertainment of information that the farmers and 
labor organizations of the country have demanded, I submit to him that 
this legislation ought not to be rendered inoperative and ineffectual 
by a failure to apply the penal provisions of the general statute. If 
this amendment does not prevail, the whole scheme becomes voluntary, 
not only as to the officers charged with its enforcement, but also in its 
relations to persons or corporations from whom the information must 
be secured. The country desires to know the extent of the mortgaged 
indebtedness of its farmers, but it can not be obtained by a mere legis- 
lative request, which it must be conceded is the effect of the proposi- 
tion presented by the Senate. The bill carries an appropriation of 
$1,000,000, but I do not object to that amount or to any increase if 
such should be found necessary, provided always that the inquiry 
is to be thorough and effective. When this question was being dis- 
cussed in the Senate, Senator SHERMAN, of Ohio, who opposed the bill, 
emphasized the futility of its yoluntary features in the following lan- 
guage: 

In some cases the answers will not be made, because many persons who are 
in debt will not choose to disclose their indebtedness; persons who have pur- 
chased property and have not paid for it will not care tostate the fact. It seems 
tome itis futile. It only prolongs and delays the result of the census without 
being of any practical use. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the information we seek will beinyaluable in the 
investigation of economic questions, unless its accuracy and sufficiency 
rest under the suspicion which is inevitable if we do not provide pen- 
alties for malfeasance of officers and the punishment of individuals or 
corporations failing or refusing to respond to the inquiries authorized 
by the bill. With this view I have offered the amendment which ap- 

ies to this measure the penal provisions of sections 13, 14, 15, and 16 
of the original census act. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in fullsympathy with the Superintendent of the 
Census in his desire, as expressed in the letter just read, to expedite the 
census work; but, sir, the adoption of this amendment should not oc- 
casion a delay to exceed three days. If the bill, as I hope to see it 
amended, passes the Honse to-day it can gointo conference on Monday, 
so that by Wednesday next at furthest it may becomealaw. Theadop- 
tion of the amendment, therefore, can entail no delay of any moment, 
and without it, as I have heretofore stated, the whole scheme is vol- 
untary and a wanton waste of the public money. If this statistical 
information is to serve any useful public purpose, it must thoroughly 
and accurately take in the full scope of the proposed investigations, and 
it is utterly fallacious to suppose that this ean be done without the 
power to enforce the requirements of the bill either upon officers or peo- 
ple. It has been stated elsewhere that this inquiry is ‘‘inquisitorial ’’ 
in its nature and deals with the private affairs of individuals. I may 
say in answer to this criticism, Mr. Speaker, that it does not go to the 
extent of other provisions of the general census act, but is primarily 
8 to supplement the existing law for ascertaining the recorded 
indebtedness of individuals and corporations, matters of public record. 


Mr. McCREARY. Before the gentleman takes his seat I wish to ob- 
tain from him, as he is a member of the committee, some information 
which I have failed to obtain thus far. Iam in favor of the object of 
this bill, but I wish to know whether, from any examination which the 
gentleman has made, it appears to be necessary that we should appro- 
priate as much as $1,000,000 for this particular work? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is in error in assuming that I am 
a member of the Census Committee. Iam not, but will say, in reply 
to his inquiry, that the amount is estimated by the Superintendent of 
the Census, and believing him to be a very capable officer I am quite 
willing to risk his judgment in respect to the expenditure involved. 

Mr. McCREARY, The whole cost of taking the last census was 
$5,000,000. It is now proposed to expend $1,000,000 in obtaining this 
particular information. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The Superintendent of the Census has been before 
the committees of the Senate and the House and has demonstrated 
very clearly the necessity for appropriating this sum of money. The 
debate in the Senate disclosed indeed almost a necessity fora largersum. 

But it was understood this amount might be appropriated and a 
further amount might be called for. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery] must be aware there will be special agents appointed 
and they must act in harmony with the provisions of this bill. I do 
not object to the amendment. No one desires to have this an imper- 
fect bill. Iam in sympathy with it as much as he is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
a question regarding the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. I understand it provides that, as to parties 
refusing to answer interrogatories, pains and penalties may be inflicted; 
that its effect will be to make subject to indictment in a United States 
court any one refusing to reveal the extent of his indebtedness. Now, 
will the gentleman inform the House where he finds any authority for 
the American Congress to compel any private citizen to disclose the 
amount of his indebtedness and if he refuses to indict and sentence 
him for such refusal ? 

Mr. DUNNELL, Provisionsinthesection enumerated in the amend- 
ment provide under general law now penalties attached to individuals 
who shall fnil to disclose and make answer to such inquiries as are pre- 
sented to them. There cau be no harm done, in my judgment, by the 
adoption of theamendment, It is in harmony with the original act, to 
which this is supplementary. s 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Butifthat amendment be adopted to your bill 
and your bill then passes, will it not be possible for a United States 
census official to ask you or to ask me the amount of our individual 
indebtness, and in case we refuse to have us brought before the United 
States court and indicted and sentenced for such refusal or even neglect? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It may be as in the case of corporations. There 
is no reason why a private individual should be exempt. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wanted to know the extent to which this is 
intended to go. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I promised to yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Georgia, who is a member of the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Minnesota, chairman of the 
Committee on the Census, has caused to be read at the Clerk’s desk ex- 
planation of the necessity and importance of action on this bill. He 
has been urging it for ten days. Delay has been disadvantageous, and 
he is now again urging action on this House. The Senate passed this 
bill almost unanimously, with possibly only 3 or 4 votes against it. 
There seemed to be an agreed opinion in the Senate that the interests 
of all classes in this country, who are demanding this information, 
should have their wishes complied with by the passage of this bill. 

The question of penalty to be imposed upon persons who refuse to 
testify to their indebtedness was considered by the committee, was con- 
sidered in the Senate, and was regarded as inquisitorial. It was thought 
improper the Government should send all over the country amongst 
citizens and officers who might go to the citizen and on the peril of 
finding an imprisonment compel him to disclose his private affairs, 
This has been the settled opinion, so faras we gathered it, in the Senate. 
Jam sure it has been gone over in the Committee on the Census, and 
for one I am not willing to turn this inquisitorial power loose in the 
land. It may not be absolutely accurate. Weshall not know with 
mathematical certainty when we have got the information that we have 
obtained a completestatementof indebtedness, but we will have approxi- 
mation sufficient for all practical purposes, I think we had better stop 
there rather than to start an inquisitorial system in this land which 
will give offense to the country. 

Again, I believe we ought to pass this bill now. We onght to pass 
it instantly. If it is meritorious it ought to be done at once, and I 
trust we are not to delay this question by acting on this amendment 
and sending it back to the Senate. It is not likely that the Senate will 
consent to this inquisitorial proposition. Not at all. So when it goes 
back to the Senate it is likely to be rejected. We do not know when 
we get into this controversy how long it will last. Every day but adds 
to the unfortunate delay. And while I dislike to oppose the amend- 
ment offered by my friend from Missouri, I think if we insert this amend- 
ment into the bill it will never be agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1355 


Mr. BLAND. Are not mortgages public matters? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thank my friend for his question. They are mat- 
ters of record. 

Mr. BLAND. Are not these mortgages in the States matters of pub- 
lic record? 

Mr. BLOUNT. You may say you are not content with this record. 

Mr. BLAND. There may be matters outside of the record as to the 
value of the property. ' 

Mr. BLOUNT. The object is to get any information that you may 
desire. But a mortgage may not express accurately the status of the 
indebtedness, 

Mr. BLAND. But, as far as the objection of the gentleman fiom 
Georgia is concerned, the whole census is inquisitorial. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Oh, no; not to that extent. 

Mr. BLAND. Undoubtedly; to a certain extent, at least. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Besides that, let me say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the mortgage may be partly paid. In that event the rec- 
ord would not show it. ti 

Mr. BLOUNT. That may be very true; but I doubt whether ina 
matter of private relations the Government has the right to extort or 
can extort the information that is songht to be obtained by this amend- 


ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A man would be only too glad to communi- 
cate the information if he had partly paid off his mortgage. Suppose, 
for instance, that the record disclosed the fact that there is an encum- 
brance on his place for $1,000; he would be very glad to be able to 
show that $500, for instance, had been wiped out. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘That may be very true; but why do you puta pen- 
alty in to compel it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We want the penalty on the enumerators to 
compel them to perform their duties. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That may be all very well; but this goes a great 
deal further than that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is only the penalty of the general law, 
nothing added to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman will find on an examination 
that this goes much further than that. 

Mr. DUNNELL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask the gentleman from Minnesota to yield to me 
for a few moments, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, if this measure is, as my friend from 
Georgia charges, an inquisitorial measure, we ought not to pass it at 
all, but should stop right where we are. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis inquisitorial as to the amendment I believe. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, the amendment only seeks to enforce the law. 
It does nothing more than the law itself, and, if the amendment is in- 
quisitorial, the law must be. 

Now, we learn in the very horn-book of the law, those of us who 
were reared as lawyers, that every prescription of law is absolutely nu- 
gatory without, as the law-books term it, the sanction. In other words, 
you must have the penalty to enforce it. You must do this, and this 
shall follow as a penalty in case you violate the law. Every lawyer 
knows that. It is idle, it is useless to say that such and such shall be 
the law, unless at the same time you say such also shall be the penalty 
if you violate the law. 

Now, there can be no inquisitorial provision discovered in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. That inquisition, if any ex- 
ists in the bill, is in the provision pointed out by the report of the com- 
mittee. But, for myself, I do not think it inquisitorial. I do not think 
it a proper term to apply to it. I agreed heartily with the bill as re- 
ported. I think it eminently wise and proper and that it should pass, 
for I believe that there are times when the Government has, as it seems 
to me, the right to go into the private business of the citizen. 

Suppose, for instance, that we are proposing to re-enact the income 
tax which we had in force some years ago, and many governments have 
it yet. The citizen is required under the provisions of that Jaw to 
state his income, how much he receives in excess of his expenditures; 
and, in order that the Government may derive the information on which 
to base the tax, these questions are submitted to the citizen and he 
must answer truthfully. It is necessary in order to raise the revenue, 
and the Constitution has authorized the Legislature to impose such a 
tax asthat. No W 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has consumed his two 
minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, it does seem to be a very strange thing when, 
in considering bills of this character, a bill involving an expenditure 
of more than a million dollars, I can not have more than two minutes 
in which to express myself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Texas will be permitted 
to proceed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman will realize the importance of get- 
ting the bill through promptly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, And besides that, at 2 o'clock we have 
a special order of business. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Therefore, I think it necessary that we should get 
this through before that time. 

Mr. MILLS. I understand. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] desires to 
have a single moment. 

Mr. MILLS. All right. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I hope that this bill will pass as it comes 
Som the Senate. I think the amendment is inquisitorial in a large 


egree, 

Now, this will be the most memorable census return that has been 
made since the foundation of the Government, and if there is any one 
thing desirable in connection with it, it is to haye an accurate table 
showing the recorded indebtedness of the people of this country as pro- 
vided for in this bill. 

We were told by the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] two years ago and by the late General Weaver from my own 
State that in eight or nine of the States in the western part of this 
country the farm lands were mortgaged to an amount from $600,000, - 
000 to $800,000,000 in each of these States, and that you could not 
walk from one State into another withont wading ankle-deep in mort- 
gages. I did not believe it then and I do not believe it to-day. I think, 
therefore, that the information sought to be obtained here is eminently 
proper and hope the bill will pass the House as it came from the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have agreed to yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON ], who is a member of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it does seem to me that somebody who is not 
on the committee might have a chance. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Illinois will be recognized in 
a moment, I have no doubt, if he will only be quiet. [Laughter.] 

TheSPEAKER. If the House will be more in order it will be much 
easier to recognize gentlemen who do arise. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been presented in 
compliance with the demands of the Wheel and Alliance, of the Farmers’ 
and Laborers’ Union, of the Grange, and in fact of nearly all the labor 
organizations in the United States, Thousands of letters and petitions 
and resolutions have come to the members of this House demanding 
that this additional inquiry shall be included in the census. 

The object of this investigation is to ascertain to what extent the 
homes and farms of the people are mortgaged, where those mortgages 
are held, and what rate of interest they bear. It is evident to the 
farmers that as a class they are not prosperous. Their crops in many 
States, when marketed, do not sell for enough to pay the cost of pro- 
duction. Notwithstanding the greatest economy and the denial to 
themselves of all luxuries the agricultural classes, if not yearly grow- 
ing poorer, at least are not adding anything to their savings. 

There is a reason for this. In my opinion the cause is due to the 
heavy and unnecessary burden of taxation which the present tariff sys- 
tem imposes on the people. I shall not, however, inject a discussion of 
the evils and fallacies of the protective theory into this debate. Sufice 
it so say that the burden of mortgage debts in the Northwest, the 
West, andthe Southwest is growing, and it is confidently believed that 
those who take these mortgages, and who after a few years of crop 
failures and foreclosures will eventually become the great non-resident 
landlords of this country, are the protected barons of the East. 

It is asked, what good will it do to get this inſormation? I say it is 
always well to open the eyes of a people to their true condition, so that 
they may intelligently search for the source of the evil which threatens, 
and, when found, correct it. 

It is urged that no man will answer questions as to how much he 
owes. That remains yet to be seen. I believe that those who have 
with such unanimity demanded this information will give it when asked 
by the enumerator. 

The plan for getting this information—as stated to the Census Com- 
mittee by Superintendent Porter—includes both a house-to-house can- 
vass by the enumerator, who will ask certain questions on a prepared 
schedule when he takes the population statistics, and also an investi- 
gatiofi of the records by a special agent in each county in the United 
States. These special agents will note the mort; , deeds of trust, 
etc., on homes, city lots, and farms which have been recorded during 
the past ten years, and the interest they bear, and will also, both from 
the records and by inquiry addressed to the individual, ascertain what 
amount has been paid on these mortgaves. 

A comparison of these two sets of independent inquiries will disclose 
the true result, the amount of mortgage indebtedness now outstand- 
ing on homes and farms, and the proportion which that bears to the 
actual value of the property. This will not be absolutely correct, as 
has been stated, but it will be sufficiently exact for all practical pur- 
poses. No information given in the census is absolutely correct. Not 
even the answers returned as to the age, births, and deaths of the pop- 
ulation, but that does not vitiate the work. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] asks if the Super- 
intendent of the Census thinks a million dollars necessary to do this 
work. Superintendent Porter informed the committee that it might 
require even a greater sum. 
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There are about seven million farms in the United States, and at 
the ordinary price of 5 cents paid each enumerator for filling out the 
mortgage-debt schedule and putting the prescribed questions to each 
farmer this branch of the inquiry would cost say $350,000. I do not 
know the exact number of city homes and town lots. They must at 
least equal the number of farms. Hence to obtain this information 
would cost another $350,000, making $700,000 in all. In addition, 
special agents, men of ability, must be employed in each of the twenty- 
eight hundred counties in the United States, at a co:npensation fixed 
by the census law not to exceed $6 per day. 

Gentlemen can make their own calcalation as to the time and ex- 
pense required for this investigation. By the time they estimate it and 
allow for stationery, for clerk-hire in collecting and preparing for publi- 
cation these statistics after they are gathered, it will be readily seen 
that $1,000,000 soon vanishes. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the people have demanded this information, and 
as their faithful representatives it is our duty to see that they get it, 
let it cost what it may. Iam willing to vote $2,000,000 if it shall be 
found n to secure such facts and figures as will show the farmers 
where they stand compared financially with those engaged in the highly 
protected industries, 

The amendment offered by my friend, Mr. Docknnx, of Missouri, 
is eminently # prope and ought to be adopted. Its purpose is to apply 
the penalty clauses already in the census law to this bill. This bill is 
not anamendment to or asubstitute for the original act last Con- 
gress. Hence, unlessthe amendmentis adopted there will beno penalty 
attaching for the failure to enforce this law. There may be supervisors 
and there may be enumerators who, from some feeling of hostility to- 
ward this inquiry, would not enforce this measure. It isto reach these 
that amendment is offered. 

It is idle for gentlemen to assert that this measure is inquisitorial, 
and that it is songht to add this amendment so that a poor farmer may 
be dragged a hundred miles to a Federal court, indicted, fined, and im- 
prisoned for refusing to disclose his private business matters touching 
the amount of hisindebtedness. The wholecensus, and all its inquiries 
as to age, amount of corn or wheat raised, deaths and births, whether 
or not any member of the family is afflicted, mentally or bodily, is to 
that extent inquisitorial. The law already requires that these ques- 
tions shall be answered, and a failure or refusal to answer makes the 

so refusing liable to prosecution under sections 13, 14, and 15, 
and also renders the enumerator who fails or refuses to ask these ques- 
tions liable to severe penalties. y 

Nothing more, therefore, is asked for the enforcement of the inquiries 
regarding mortgage indebtedness than is already in the law, and I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Let the voice of labor, let the demand of the organized farmers be 
heard and heeded in this Hall. The farmers are terribly in earnest 
about this matter. Without regard to section or party they are united 
on it, and on several other important questions which will come before 
this Congress for settlement, and I warn the opposition to hear and 
yield in time, or otherwise look out; a political cyclone, compared to 
which a Dakota blizzard will be asa gentle zephyr, will sweep this coun- 
try at the election next autumn, and many aspiring statesmen will be 
buried beyond the hope of resurrection in the general wreck. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe this bill should pass, and 

in the form in which it came from the committee, and I believe 
that, sir, because its passage is asked for by a very large number of 
organizations of laborers and of farmers—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the recognitions are all on one side of this question, while under the 
rules it is provided that both sides shall be heard. The speeches have 
all been in favor of the bill, and I make the point of order that is not 
in order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But the gentleman from New York has been 


recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has been recog- 
nized and will be permitted to proceed, and then the gentleman from 
Iows can make his point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that this bill ought to pass. 
Its passage is asked by laborers, by farmers, by mechanics by the thou- 
sand. Nearly every farmers’ grangethat has met for months has passed 
resolutions asking that the Superintendent of the Census ascertain the 
number of our people who live in homes of their own and those who 
live in hired homes, the number of homes encumbered and those free 
from debt. This investigation is broader than the present law, broader 
than the investigation already begun by the Superintendent as to re- 
corded indebtedness, and to comply with these requests of labor organ- 
izations, of farmers’ organizations, of the toilers of the land generally, 
this bill has been framed and reported favorably by the committee. I 
believe, Mr. Speaker, the requests of these laborers, farmers, and me- 
chanics should be granted, I should so believe were the cost five mil- 
lions instead of one. 

And I believe, sir, it should pass in the form in which it has been pre- 
sented by the committee. Any amendment will make it necessary for 


the bill to be returned to the Senate, thereby causing a delay. Every 
day’s delay is a matter of importance and endangers the accomplish- 
ment of the result desired by the bill. 

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, the amendment is not at all necessary under 
the plan Which Superintendent Porter intends to adopt. That plan 
briefly is this: To include in the enumerators’ schedule about four 
questions which cover the points which this bill contemplates. The 
Superintendent assumes, and he has a right to so assume, that a ma- 
jority of our people will auswer the simple questions, Do you own 
your home?“ Is it free from debt?“ They do not ask the amount 
of the debt. That branch of the census is reached in another way. If 
the head of the family be away, the wife or a grown child would be 
able to answer these questions in most cases. Yet, it is assumed that, 
because of the refusal to answer the questions or of the absence from 
home of those who know the fact, a considerable percentage will still 
have to be reached. The returned slips of the enumerators are to be 
classified, and to all of those who have not made answer a letter of in- 
quiry will be addressed by the Superintendent of Census. Many who 
did not care to answer to the enumerator, who isa neighbor, or who 
were absent when he called, will respond to this letter. 

But the plan does not stop the inquiry here. When answers are re- 
ceived from as many as will answer, a special agent will be appointed 
in each of the 2,800 counties of the United States who will person- 
ally visit those whose condition as to ownership or indebtedness of 
homes is not known, examine records, or make any other investigation 
necessary to make this statement as full and complete as it is to make 
any inquiry. I believe this plan will be found to approximate perfec- 
tion. I believe the bill is better without the inquisitorial amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. I therefore trust the amend- 
ment will not prevail and that the bill will pass. 

11 DUNNELL, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON]. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time can the gentleman give me? 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman sees the situation. We desire to 
pass the bill before we come to the special order. 

Mr. CANNON, I think I can get through with what I desire to say 
in three minutes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this bill requires the Superintendent 
of the Censgs to ascertain, first, thenumber of persons who live on and 
cultivate their farms; second, the number who live in their own homes; 
third, the number who hire their farms; fourth, the number who hire 
their homes; fifth, the number of farms under mortgage; sixth, the 
number of homes under mortgage; seventh, the amount of the mort- 
gaged debt; eighth, the value of the property mortgaged; ninth, whether 
such farms and homes have been mortgaged for the whole or part of the 
purchase-money for the same or for other purposes; tenth, the rates of 
interest paid upon mortgage loans; and last, but not least, the bill ap- 
propriates the sum of a million of dollars to pay the expense. 

I do not see that this information can be gathered so as to be of prac- 
tical use. M are given for every conceivable p to secure 
the purchase-money, to secure debts, to secure future advances, for the 
purpose of indemnification, ete. A great many farmers, especially in 
my section in Illinois, borrow money on mortgage at low rates of inter- 
est to purchase additional land for themselves or their children, fre- 
quently having in shape of credits, corn, wheat, or other personal prop- 
erty, far more than sufficient, when placed upon the market, to pay oft 
the mortgages and leave a surplus. 

I believe in nearly all the States, especially in the West—I know it 
is so in Illinois—the people have, in lieu of sayings-banks, so-called 
building associations in which the members participate in the profits 
and secure a loan upon their homes. There is nearly a million of dol- 
lars thus loaned in my own town of Danville, IIL, of 15,000 people. 
Through these the great mass of laboring people and others own and 
are paying for their homes. 

It is practically impossible to gather accurately statistics in such 
cases without a great outlay. Gentlemen claim that there is a great 
demand amongst the farmers for this information. I have not hada 
single letter from a farmer in my distriet or elsewhere asking for this 
appropriation. Ihave had, on the contrary, many letters protesting 
against this worse than useless expense. It isclaimed by many that it 
is unnecessary and inquisitorial. Many of the writers vigorously pro- 
test against the useless disclosure of their private affairs. 

But worse than all, when this information is gathered, at great ex- 
pense, any one can see at a glance that it is not reliable and does not 
show the true condition of the country. It is true the bill only appro- 
priates a million dollars. But the Superintendent of the Census and 
gentlemen on the floor inform us that it is impossible to estimate what 
the cost of gathering the statistics will be. In my opinion it will cost 
many millions to do that work. Yet it seems that this bill is to pass. 
The Committee on Census seem to be unanimous for it, and many gen- 
tlemen believe their constituents desire that this information should 
be gathered. Idonot believe that there is any considerable sentiment 
amongst the people demanding this work at such t cost, and I feel 
itmy ay toat least protest against this appropriation and shall vote 
against it, 
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Mr. TILLMAN. This bill ought to pass, and the amendment pro- 
pan by the gentleman from Missouri and accepted by the chairman 

think ought to be adopted. The objection which the gentleman from 
Illinois makes to the passage of this bill might just as well apply to 
the whole census bill that was passed through the last Congress. You 
can not expect every man and woman to be unanimous in regard to 
anything. While a dozen or two of the gentleman’s constituents may 
have objections to this bill, I venture that a dozen thousand of them or 
more are much more heartily in favor ofit. Without this bill the origi- 
nal census bill would be defective. Imight say that thousands of peti- 
tions and letters have been written to members of Congress and sent 
to both Houses by Knights of Labor and by farmers asking that the 
statistics provided for in the bill shall be taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Demanding it. i 

Mr. TILLMAN. Les, demanding it. We can not get it precisely 
accurate, as asked for by the gentleman from Illinois, Nobody would 
expect to get precisely accurate information about population, manun- 
factures, or anything else. A mere approximation is all that is rea- 
sonably expected in any census. Without this bill and the amendment 
suggested it will be a mere declaratory law, which either the enumer- 
ators or the people can obey or not obey ds they like. Penalties ought 
to be attached, as suggested by the gentleman from Texas, so as to 
make the statute mandatory, if we propose to pass the law and expect to 
have it obeyed. If this amended bill should pass and be ratified and 
then give dissatisfaction to the people no one will beto blame but them- 
selyes. They have demanded it with no uncertain sound, especially 
from almost every quarter of the South and West. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am heartily in favor of this bill 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that all the recog- 
nitions are of gentlemen in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, am I recognized? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam heartily in favor of this bill. I 
do not contend that the data we will secure will be absolutely accu- 
rate; neither will any of the information that we miy obtain under 
the census law be absolutely accurate; but if they leave it to the 
law, as it passed the last Congress, giving us the recorded indebted- 
ness, it will be of little use without all this additional information, 

Mr. Speaker, this information is asked at our hands by the farmer 
and the laborer, and if it costs a million or more we should give it; 
and leb all the information in regard to mortgages in this country be 
obtained. My observation is that the farmers and the workingmen 
generally want this information. I have had resolutions from Farmers’ 
Alliances in my district appealing for this legislation, and I believe 
they ought to have the information. If we are going to take the 
Eleventh Census let us take itin a broad, comprehensive way that will 
make every interest in this country feel that they have had full, fair, 
and comprehensive consideration at our hands. 

The press of the country has, in my opinion, been filled with mis- 
statements and falsehoods touching the amount of farm indebtedness; 
then let us have the truth as far as we can getit. The truth should 
hurt no one. I earnestly hope that this bill may pass. 

Mr, DUNNELL. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have not had a single request 
from my district for anysuch legislation. I believe that the provision 
of the Constitution requiring an enumeration of the people been 
violated in its spirit too much already by putting into the census every 
conceivable notion and a great deal of matter of little practical value, 
and costing the country a great deal of money for large, ponderous docu- 
ments that few people ever read. There is no need for this expensive 
measure pressed upon us, which will cost more than a million dollars, 
for the reason that the law under which the Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus is now acting gives him the power and makes it his duty to ascer- 
tain the mortgage indebtedness; and the point that there are can- 
celed mortgages which do not appear upon the records is without force, 
because when a man pays his mortgage he generally gets it canceled. 
It being entirely useless and very expensive, I shall vote against it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The existing census law provides for ascertaining 
the indebtedness on farms, but does not provide for ascertaining the 
indebtedness upon the homes of townspeople. - 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ought to demand the previous 
question, but the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stone] is very anx- 
ious for a minute and I do not like torefuse him. I yield him one 
minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, will it be in order to ask that the 
special order for 2 o’clock be postponed not exceeding thirty minutes, 
in order to enable us to dispose of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order if no one makes any objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the special 
oror for 3 be postponed until 2.30, unless this bill be sooner 

0 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr, Speaker, I only wanted an oppor- 


tunity to congratulate the House and the people of this country upon 
the unanimity with which their representatives are rushing down to 
the footlights and announcing themselves in favor of measures advo- 
cated by the farmers of the country—since the farmers have organized. 
[Laughter.] I have seen no such demonstration here before since I 
have been in Congress, and I hail it as an indication of an ap 

good era for the farmers that every man upon this floor, with one single 
exception, so far as I have seen, seems to be unanimously, earnestly, 
enthusiastically in favor of anything that may be demanded by the 
organized farmers of America. [Laughter.] 

For my own part, sir, I am a farmer; I know what they have to 
struggle with and what they have to endure, and as for this amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri, I can see no special use 
in it; but I do not know that there is any objection to it, because I be- 
Neve that the farmers of America are in earnest to-day in desirigg to 
ascertain the real condition of the people of this country who labor, as 
compared with those who control capital 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. And who do not Iabor. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. And who do not labor, as suggested by 
my friend. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I said just now, I want to congratulate the coun- 
try at the beginning of the Fifty-first Co because this is prac- 
tically the beginning, as this is the first day we have had any rules 
under which to proceed. 

I want, Isay, to congratulate the people upon the fact that gentle- 
men here of every class, whether they are lawyers, merchants, bankers, 
or gentlemen who do nothing for a living, are all coming rapidly to the 
front in favor of this measure for the’ benefit of the farmer, hoping 
thereby to get his vote in the future for re-election. [Laughter.] I 
trust the bill will pass, sir, as there seems to be nobody opposed to it, 
(Laughter. ] 

[Cries of Vote! Vote! Vote!“ 

Mr. DUNNELL. I bave been requested to yield and I do now 
pee two minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucka- 
LEW]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW, Mr. Speaker, as I intend to vote against this 
bill, I will state, as far as time permits, two or three reasons why Iam 
opposed toit. If this bill is to pass it ought to have the sanction of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri, in order that 
it may have some appearance of going out as a law to be enforced. 
But why do you propose to gather this information? To accommodate 
the farmers? What good will it do the farmers of the United States 
to publish how much they owe? 

Is this bill to be passed in order to furnish an argument upon a tarift 
bill? That is a little too remote for anybody but an expert in the 
science of political economy. What good, then, is to be accomplished 
by pouring out this large sum of money which the bill proposes to ap- 
propriate and the additional deficiency which we shall be required to 
vote hereafter? Ialways distrust these bills that I am told have passed 
the Senate unanimously [laughter], and bills about which weare told 
when they come up that the whole committee favor them, because I 
think it probably indicates that the committcemen have not gone pro- 
foundly into the question, since human nature is such that in a com- 
mittee of thirteen almostany proposition develops differences of opinion. 

Now, sir, I believe, from my experience in professional life, that this 
bill can not and will not be executed so as to produce valuable and 
trustworthy results. Mortgages are not given merely for actual 
present indebtedness. Mortgages are en as securities; mo 
are given for future advancements. All the complicated concerns of 
commercial communities are covered by mortgages, and the intricacies of 
the proposed investigation are such that no ordinary man is competent 
to deal with them. z 

You will have to discard your ordinary census enumerators and select 
experts, and you must pay them largely, so we shall have a heavy out- 
lay of public money, aud in doing the work it will be impossible to audit 
the accounts between the mortgageors and mortgagees throughout the 
United States, or to ascertain all the collateral and complicated mts 
that enter into the settlements of mortgages. You can not do it, and 
itis simply fooling the farmers of the United States—if any of them 
want mortgages ennmerated—it is simply deluding them, to pass a law 
which can not be executed. I do not object to the amount of money 
that is to be appropriated; we are rich, and it is supposed that we have 
plenty of money, but I am opposed to voting money where I can see no 
possible benefit from its expenditure. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, Iam surprised that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW] should have made the remark that 
there is in this legislation an attempt to fool the farmers of the United 
States. I want to say to the gentleman that every agricultural organ- 
ization in the United States, north and south, east and west, that has 
held a meeting within the last six months has embodied in its resolu- 
tions the strongest demand that could be putin plain English that Con- 
gress should pass this bill. And if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
thinks that these organizations of the farmers of the United States do 
not know as much as he does about what their interests are he is very 
much mistaken. Some of these bodies that have metin the United 
States within the last six or twelve months have been composed of men 
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who would not be a discredit to the House of 


resentatives of the 


United States in experience and even legislative ability. not only 
know what they want, but they have come to and in no un- 
certain language demanded it. It is the duty of House of Repre- 


sentatives not only to pass this bill presented by the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Minnesota, but the amendment offered 
by my colleague [Mr. Dockery] ought to receive the vote of every 
member of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). The time of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I am obliged to the gentleman from Minnesota for 


his courtesy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota has 
ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. MANSUR, I ask the gentleman to yield to me. 

Mr. DUNNELL. For how long? 

Mr. MANSUR. For two minutes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Very well. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr, Speaker, the vote of my district last fall was 
something less than 42,000: I think Iam safe in saying that 30,000 
of those voters live upon the farm or are employed upon it. I have re- 
ceived various letters and communications from farmers of my district 
urging me to support this amendment to the census act—demanding, in 
fact, that the census shall show the aggregate as well as the particulars 
of the indebtedness of the farming classes. 

In the fall of 1883 one county in my district, the county of Sulli- 
van, had its condition investigated by agents employed by some of its 
citizens. The value of property in that county for that year 
was found to be a little over $1,850,000, exclusive of all personal prop- 
erty and exclusive of town lots; and upon this pro there were 
mortgages to the amount of $1,012,000, none of which were more than 
ten yearsold and apparently none satisfied of record. Inquiry was then 
made by townships, there being thirteen in the county, to determine 
where this indebtedness belonged; and the result showed that not more 
than $250,000 of it was held in the county and in the State of Mis- 
souri, while more than three-quarters of a million was owned east of 
the All ies. 

Mr. D ELL. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, in the moment allowed me I will 
say that I heartily favor the bill reported by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota for the collection of statistics of farm mortgages and indebted- 
ness. Farming interests are the basis of our prosperity, and every 
effort should be made to collect whatever statistics will shed light on 
their condition or aid them. 

The farmers of our country are demanding that the extent and nat- 
ure of mortgage indebtedness, together with the question where the 
indebtedness is held, shall be investigated and the results disclosed by 
the census. I favor most heartily this bill, and hope that for the pur- 
pose of making it more thoroughly effective the amendment offered by 
my distinguished colleague [Mr. DOCKERY] may prevail. 


LEAVE TO PRINT, 


Mr. DUNNELL. Lask unanimous consent that members desiring 
to submit remarks on this bill may be allowed to print them in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that members desiring to do so may publish re- 
marks in the RECORD on this bill. The Chair hears no objection, and 
leave is granted. 

Under the above order the following remarks were filed: 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the law for taking the Eleventh Census 
already provides for ascertaining the mortgage indebtedness. The tak- 
ing of this from the records is likely to be grossly misleading. Many 
mo; have been paid in whole orin part and no release entered of 
reco Either this question should not be gone into at all or it should 
be so examined as to give us the truth. By this bill a direct inquiry 
will supplement the search of the mortgage records, and, although it 
will not give the exact truth, it will come much nearer than any ab- 
stract of the record alone. 

The West is interested in getting at the real truth in this matter. 
It is always well to look the actual facts in the face. The mortgage 
indebtedness of the West is unquestionably large, but that it has been 


grossly ex rated, I have no doubt this census, if properly taken, 
will clearly show, and without the present bill the amount will appear 
much beyond the truth. 


Let the farmers of the country have the statement of their actual 
condition by all means. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, the rules of procedure ought to have 
been settled during the first days of the session, while the Speaker was 
arranging the personnel of the several committees, so that when the 
co! ttees were announced the House would have been ready to pro- 
ceed with its work. This was the orderly method of doing business 
which we were sent here to do. But instead of this we have been un- 
dertaking to legislate without rules, under what will go into history 
under the name of Reed’s parliamentary law, which, clothing the 


Speaker with dictatorial a make him the autocrat of the House 
and give him sole charge of all legislation. But the majority, who in 
caucus had determined upon this mode of procedure and who by their 
votes here backed the Speaker in every ruling however arbitrary by 
which he sought to override all the rights of the minority, after two 
months’ trial, ascertained that public opinion was denouncing their 
course and that even under the Reed rulings the minority were not se- 
curely shackled, but had found out a way by which they could retard 
legislation that was obnoxious to them; that it took longer to turn out 
a Democrat and seat a Republican under general parliamentary Jaw 
than under an orderly system of rules; and this is why at this late 
day in the session we are engaged with discussion of rules. 

‘These rules give to the Speaker all the powers that he arrogated to him- 
self under his exposition of general parliamentary law, and deprive the 
minority of all the rights they have been exercising since the founda- 
tion of our Government, and which, under what we think was a proper 
construction, were guarantied to them, whether Whig, Democrat, or 
Republican was in the majority, by that great safeguard of our lib- 
erties. 

Why is it that the Republican party, who even under the old rules, 
which gave to the minority all the rights that we contend for, havea 
sufficient majority to pass any law that they believe ought to pass, and 
who, as was proved in the Jackson-Smith contest, are able to muster 
that majority whenever it is n „have determined to do away 
with the old rules, and in caucus instruct the Speaker to assume the 
imperial robe, and with his ipse dixit override the Constitution and 
squelch the Democratic minority, they, the Republican majority, stand- 
ing as one man to back him inall his arbitrary and tyrannical rulings? 
Why is it that they are now trying to put upon usa code of rules which 
in direct terms take away from the minority every semblance of their 
rights, by use of which the Treasury has been guarded and our form of 
government preserved against the attacks of political parties, who, com- 
ing into power, in the first flush of victory imagine that they have the 
world in p sling, but have been brought to their senses by running 
against the convictions of a conservative minority and induced to stop 
and consider? Minorities are not able to say Thus far shalt thou go 
and no farther,” butsimply Hold on, go slow, and think what you 
are about to do while you go.” 

These rights which the minority contend for, and which have always 
been aceorded to them heretofore, do not prevent the e of any 
measure that ought to be passed. They only retard fegislation and 
give the majority time to cool and think and the country time to think 
whether the retarded legislation ought to become law. A 

Why is it that these rights, which, according to our construction of 
general parliamentary law and the Constitution, belong to the minority, 
are now to be taken from us? Our construction is the same that has 
been acquiesced in ever since that Constitution was framed; acquiesced 
in by those who with the pen of inspiration so wrote that fundamental 
law as to insure protection to all, minorities as well as majorities, and 
who intended to so do; acquiesced in by those great statesmen to whose 
keeping these patriots delivered that palladium of our rights, who jeal- 
ously guarded it and in turn delivered it to the generation who have 
just preceded us. 

Our Construction is the same which was held a few years ago by the 
most eminent statesmen of the present day, among whom are to be 
found the names of men high in the councils of the Republican party, 
whose opinions have frequently been alluded to and quoted during this 
debate—Garfield, Blaine, Conger, and HAWLEY, and even the present 
Speaker of the House before his elevation to his present dignity and 
until, at the dictation of his party caucus, he changed his opinion. 
These rights the Republican minority have always been protected in by 
the Democrats when they held the majority in this House, and they 
made use of them no longer azo than the Fiftieth Congress. Why is it 
that now for the first time the minority is to be deprived of the exer- 
cise of these rights? There must be some extraordinary emergency 
that demands this extraordinary change of policy, this sudden change 
of opinion as to the proper construction of the Constitution. Do the 
majority wish to rush through some legislation without giving their 
own party and the country time to reflect upon it, having bound the 
minority hand and foot so that they can neither kick nor scratch or in 
any other way impede their action? 

Some have suggested that the majority desire to loot the Treasury; 
but I can not believe that the entire Republican party in this House are 
so intent upon emptying the Treasury as to meet in caucus and agree 
to violate the Constitution and break all the precedents that have here- 
tofore secured the rights of the minorities for that purpose. No, there 
must be some other incentive driving them to this desperate deed. 
Possibly the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] gave the clew to 
the motive which actuates the majority of this House when he said 
that there was need for election laws and that the Republicans wanted 
a show for the black ally, thereby intimating that the Republican 
party thonght that in some way they were not receiving the strength 
which they imagined would be theirs forever when they conferred upon 
the negro in the Southern States the right to vote. But, be that as it 
may, I want the Republicans to realize that when they have fastened 
shackles firmly upon the minority it is notonly the Democratic minority 
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that the shackles fit, but that the Republican minority will 8 
as incapable of preventing legislation obnoxious to them as a Democra‘ 
minority, provided that legislation proposed meets the approval of 
the Speaker. You will find that he is king over Republican minorities 
too when they attempt to revolt against his will, And whether the 
whole of the Republican majority desire to waste the surplus in ex- 
travagant legislation or not, the end of it will be that the greedy lobby 
will be turned into the vaults of the Treasury, and after they have 
rifled them they will come to you asking for more. 

When you take down the barriers for one purpose you leave them 
down for all. When you deprive us of our rights for the p 0 
passing an election law or for any other special legislation, you deprive 
yourselves of the power of protecting yourselves in other matters, in 
which some of you may be in the minority. Measure after measure 
that many of you know ought not to pass, but which you feel compelled 
to vote for, will become law for lack of a minority with rights to retard 
it, until Uncle Sam’s pocket-book is emptied and his pockets turned 
wrong side out and it becomes necessary to raise more taxes from the 

ple who are now already overtaxed. The Southern cotton-planter 
is unable to pay more taxes than he now pays. He can hardly keep his 
head above water. Is the Western wheat-grower in any better fix? 
How about the Kansas farmer who finds his corn more valuable for fuel 
than for anything else. Can he pay more taxes? This is the legiti- 
mate outcome of depriving the minority of their time-honored rights. 
No matter with what good intentions yon start, projects will come up 
for consideration from which you can not withhold your support, and 
which, when you have assumed all power, leaving to the minority the 
poor use of being counted to make a quorum whenever the Speaker 
deems it necessary to so count them, deplete the Treasury, increase ex- 
penditures to untold millions, and increase taxation proportionately. 

You know who pays the taxes: the laborer and the farmer. The 
capitalist out of his abundance pays but little. ‘The masses, who use 
the articles which are increased in price by our system of taxation, 
high protective tariff, and internal revenue, pay the larger part of the 
taxes out of ‘their labor, their toil, their sweat. The farmers in my 
State have made poor crops and gotten small prices for their products 
for several years. They are this year in worse condition than they 
have ever been in my recollection. I hear that farming is unprofita- 
ble iu other parts of the Union; that farms are be abandoned in 
some of the New England States; and that in the great West the farm- 
ers are in constant dread of losing their homes by foreclosure of mort- 
gages, and a the murmuring of laborers out of employment can be 
heard allover the land. These people do not want an increase of taxes. 
Think of these before you vote upon the rules. Balance your duty 
to the tax-payers of the country against your party allegiance before 
you take off the guards from around the Treasury, call off the watch- 
dog, unlock the vaults, and invite the boodler to the feast by depriv- 
ing the minority of their rights, The proposed rules are but a new 
edition of Rerp’s parliamentary Jaw, copper fastened. I shall vote 
against their adoption. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the objects sought by this 
bill are far-reaching and of vast importance. The request has come to 
us from all quarters of the country that the census investigation shall 
furnish the information called for. If the information is to be secured 
at all, is it not also desired by the country that such information shall 
be correct? But are we to cast a reflection on the honesty of the indi- 
vidual citizen by imposing a penalty? I would, for the purpose of see- 
ing the bill pass, agree to the amendment, but I also believe that when 
this information is asked by the enumerators it will be given even with- 
out imposing a penalty in case of prevarication. 

I am heartily in favor of the bill as reported—am not a new convert 
to the idea of furnishing such information, either. I desire as far as 
possible to serve all my constituency. Years ago I advocated the mak- 
ing of the Agricultutal Department a Cabinet position. I am on record 
in my district as having publicly advocated this idea, and am glad that 
I have lived long enough to see the Secretary of Agriculture a Cabinet 
officer, standing beside the President of this great country. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the bill as reported will pass, and shall 
cheerfully support and vote for the same, and at the same time I desire 
to enter my protest against casting any reflection on the honesty of that 
great body of our citizens who are the wealth-prodacers and supply- 
farnishers. I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to see Congress at last giving 
some attention to the wishes of the farmers of this country. Soon after 
the meeting of this session I received many petitions from the various 
farmer organizations in my district demanding this legislation. They 
know that from some cause the products of their farms do not pay the 
cost of production; they know that from some cause there is a great 
scarcity of money amongst them; they know from some cause that the 
great bulk of the money in this country is either in the United States 
Treasury or controlled by Eastern capitalists in banking, manufacturing, 
trust, and loan associations. They also know that unjustand overtaxa- 
tion is the direct cause of the large surplus now piled up in the Treasury, 
and they believe that the large fortunes amassed in the East are being 
used hy trust and loan companies to procure mortgages on their homes 
at a large rate of interest, commission, abstract fees, etc., looking finally 


to their loss at forced sales, and by that insidious process the South 
and West will become a country of lords and tenants, they being the 
tenants; hence they demand t the Eleventh Census show as near 
as may be number and amount of farm mo: rate of interest being 
paid, and the number of people who have and who do not have homes 
of their own. 

Mr. Speaker, in obedience to their wishes, I presented each and all 
petitions sent me on that subject and introduced a bill to so amend 
the census law as to have the facts procured. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall give this measure my hearty support and 


f| also the amendment offered by my friend, Mr. DOCKERY, of Missouri. 


I think, sir, that there ought to be a penalty and a severe penalty im- 

upon any supervisor or enumerator for neglecting to make an 
honest effort to procure these facts, and a greater one upon individ- 
uals or corporations for refusing to make known the true condition of 
any and all mortgages held by them. The objection made by some 
that it is inquisitorial and wrong is without merit. This part of the 
law is no more inquisitorial than any other part of the census law, for 
all census law, either State or national, with almost all our revenue 
laws, is to some extent inquisitorial, and the loan and trust corpora- 
tions of this country ought not to be allowed to dodge the effect of this 
very important measure. 

The farmers of this country know and feel that something is wrong, 
and they are becoming alarmed, and well they may be; for, unless they 
look closely into public affairs and place men in power that will re- 
lieve them from the over and unjust taxation that is now imposed 
upon almost every article they consume, from the salt that goes in 
their bread to the wagon in which they haul the produce of their labor 
to market, and give them the benefit of the best market for their prod- 
uce, they will not only be without money, but without homes also. 
I hope, Mr. S. er, this bill with the amendment will pass at once. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested by labor organ- 
izations of my district to favor the matter provided for in the Senate 
amendment. The information which will be obtained under the bill, 
with this proposed amendment, must become a valuable guide to us here 
and can not fail to be of benefit and advantage to those we represent. 

So many millions have for years been taken by unjust taxation from 
the workingmen of the country that now we can well approve of the 
spending of one of these millions in gathering, among other things, infor- 
mation that these workingmen have in no uncertain tone said they want. 

Tam in favor of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am earnestly in favor of the pas- 
sage of the pending bill, including the amendment proposed by the 
honorable ‘gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], by whom I was 
consulted in the preparation and formation of its text. The bill would 
be utterly worthless without this amendment, for any person could re- 
fuse to give the desired information who might see fit to do so and no 
penalty would be provided for such refusal, and every enumerator might 
refuse to collect the information and no penalty would attach. But 
with the proposed amendment the information desired will be given 
and the census will be complete, thorough, and reliable. The farm- 
ers of my district demand this information, and their demand is just, 
reasonable, and proper. My constituents are mostly farmers, and it 
affords me great pleasure as their representative on this floor to raise 
my voice and add my vote in favor of the passage of this bill. Let it 
be passed by a yea-and-nay vote, so that the farmers and workingmen 
of the country may see who of their representatives are willing to 
respond to their just demands. 

Mr, SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill, providing for ascertaining 
the amount of mortgage or recorded indebtedness and the number of 
our people owning their homesor farms, ete., is one in which great inter- 
est is taken by our people. 

Labor organizations and farmers’ alliances have, with great unanim- 
ity, expressed a desire that these things should be ascertained and in- 
corporated in the Eleventh Census. 

These organizations and the people of whom they are representa- 
tives are entitled to consideration at our hands, The changes occur- 
ring and which have occurred in our financial and industrial ms 
and interests are numerous and great. The rapid development of our 
new Territories and States, the growth of railroad and other corpora- 
tions, the more general use of machinery, have created conditions and 
produced changes hard to realize the actual results of. 

The highest object of alegislator is to secure the general public good. 
The efforts of the honest, earnest people, who labor on the farms, in the 
shops, and mines, to secure and retain for themselves the legitimate 
fruits of their labor, should be supplemented by our efforts, To in- 
telligently enact laws which may benefit this great part of our people- 
the information contemplated in this bill must be obtained. The in, 
telligence which does or should dominate labor and industrial organ- 
ization calls for this information. Among these le are men as wise 
and philosophical as any in the country. Many believe that conditions 
under present laws are such that the man who labors with his hands 
has not an equal show for securing for himself a home that he would 
have were conditions and laws changed. I believe that the country 
ought to know the things provided for here. This great Republic has 
possibilities for prosperity of all industrious men. 
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The Republican is sa He for legislation and will be for 
conditions existing by reason of those laws. That party does seek and 
always has sought to promote the interests of the poor, endeavoring to 
better their fortunes by honest industry. It desires to give them a 
chance, the best chance possible in the struggle of life. Noother party 
has attempted to do for those who labor for their bread what the Re- 
publican party has done. I am glad that this is not before us as a party 
question. The world moves. The demand fora chance for the man 
has spread abroad, The Emperor of Germany has just summoned a 
council of state for the consideration of questions similar to those con- 
templated in this bill. ` 

I desire that the bill may pass and that future Congresses may have 
this information on which to base legislation. Capital can take care 
of itself, as a rule. It is the debts and homes of our people that we 
want to know about. If they are unable to pay, with industry and 
economy, the debts on their homes and farms, let us know it and find 
the cause, If such be the fact, the conditions are wrong and should 
be righted. Let us put ourselves or our successors in condition to know 
how to apply the remedy so as to give to labor its just reward; to the 
man who produces the bread for the world, the opportunities which 
of right are his. I trust that the bill will pass. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, the bill now under consideration to 
ascertain the statistics of thecountry in regard to mortgages, Iam told, 
calls for an expenditure of $1,000,000. I confess that I have some mis- 
givings as to whether this play is worth the candle. I confess to some 
misgivings as to whether or no this vast sum of money might not be ex- 
pended to better advantage in some philanthropic or publie work, in 
the direction of the Blair educational bill, ſor instance. But this legis- 
lation is demanded by so large a number of our citizens that I do not 
feel at liberty to disobey their requests, and I shall record my vote in 
favor of the bill. But I am most earnestly and emphatically opposed 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia. I regard 
it as 8 and in its practical workings it will be found obnox- 
ious and offensive to the farmers of the country. This amendment, as 
I understand it, imposes a penalty of $100 upon the farmer, or his wife 
in his absence, who refuses to correctly answer the inquiry of the cen- 
sus taker in regard to their indebtedness. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the 
farmer should be absent and his wife should refuse to answer the in- 
quiry in regard to how much mortgage there was on the farm, she may 
be dragged before a United States court and fined $100. What busi- 
ness man, what merchant or manufacturer, would desire to disclose his 
indebtedness and would not feel insulted and outraged by a démand 
from a Government census-taker that he should state how much he 
owed and towhom? Are the farmersand their families any less sensi- 
tive to such publicity ? 

The census of the United States, which is taken every ten years, inthe 
very nature of the case is only approximately correct; an approximate 
statement of mortgages and farm indebtedness substantially correct for 
all practical purposes may be obtained from the county records and such 
voluntary statements as the farmers might choose to make. But I re- 
gard this amendment, which allows the census-taker to demand a state- 
ment of his mortgage indebtedness, undera penalty, for refusal or inac- 
curacy, of a fine of $100, as inquisitorial and an outrage upon the rights 
ofan American citizen; and I sincerely hope this House will have the wis- 
dom and the patriotism to vote down the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia. One million dollars seems to be a large sum to expend 
upon a single item of the census. ‘There is another committee of this 

ouse that will shortly come here with a bill asking for permission to 
make inquiry into the relations of the alcoholic-liquor traffic to pauper- 
ism, crime, insanity, and morals of the people. We will ask for this com- 
mission to make inquiry into the relations of thealcoholic-liquor traffic 
to taxation, and the relationof this traffic to the farm mortgages of the 
country will be a legitimate and proper inquiry, and, were it thorough 
and exhaustive, it might disclose the relations of the drink traffic to 
mortgages upon the homes of the people that would be simply astound- 
ing and appalling. I say the Senate and this House will probably vote 
$1,000,000 for this one single item of the census. Let no man who votes 
for this bill refuse to appropriate the insignificant sum of $50,000 or 
$100,000 for the vastly greater and more importantinquiry which will 
come before this House for consideration, I trust atan early day, namely, 
the relations of the drink traffic to the people of these United States. . 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, In the few moments allotted to me I am 
unable to do more than call the attention of the House to the import- 
ance of this bill tothe farming constituency which I represent on this 
floor. Notwithstanding, Mr. Speaker, the increasing wealth of this 
nation, notwithstanding the large amount of capital invested in her 
railways and their increasing mileage year by year, and, further, sir, 
notwithstanding the steady increase of the population of our cities, 
there is a ery of distress which comes up, and will not down,“ from 
the bed-rock of our social system, the farming community, which 
can not be passed unheeded by the Representatives of the people. 
‘There are various theories as to its cause, but the fact still exists and 
is admitted by all. 

Gentlemen may differ as to the cause and the remedy, but why should 
not the information asked for in this bill be granted? The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania says it will not be strictly accurate. Grant thatit 
will be so, it will approximate the trath, and I fancy the information 


will be as near the truth as the ages of people, which is accepted as ` 


sufficiently accurate for all practical purposes. The gentleman from 
Vermont, now standing near me, asks, ‘‘ What good will the informa- 
tion do when obtained? I will answer the gentleman. It will lo- 
cate the trouble, if it is local, and, if itis general, the information will 
instigate inquiry, which must eventuate in good to the great masses of 
the farmers throughout our land. It will cause those in charge of the 
* governmental structure’? to examine the foundation, to repair dam- 
ages, so that the superstructure shall be again firm and immovable. 

Sir, sach information will be advantageous in locating this great de- 
pression and in satisfying the farming community of that fact, and I 
doubt not, sir, that a remedy will soon be found. If this depression is 
general it will be a comfort for the toilers of the soil” to know and 
feel that this depression results from no especial fault of theirs. 

It is not often, Mr. Speaker, that this hardy, brave, and self-reliant 
portion of our people unite in a request to Congress. And, sir, there 
are few members in this Hall who do not have in their desks petitions 
from individuals or assogiations of farmers requesting or instructing 
their respective Representatives to advocate thismeasure. Why should 
not their request be granted? Has any good reason been advanced 
against this bill? If so, I have not heard it, and I believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that the bill will be passed by a handsome majority, and I regret that 
I have not more time, so that I might give this subject that attention 
to which it is justly entitled. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. I now move the previous question on the amend- 
ments, and the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as an additional section the following: 

“That the provisions of sections 13, 14,15, and 16 of the ‘act to provide for tak- 
ing the Eleventh Censusand subsequent censuses’ approved March 1, 1889, shall 
apply to the provisions of this act.’ 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 98, noes 63. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I demand the yeas and nays. I do not 
know why a farmer should be compelled to expose his indebtedness un- 
der penalty of imprisonment any more than a merchant or other busi- 
ness man should be obliged to do so. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope that the yeas and nays will not be ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 21 voting in favor thereof. 

So the amendment of Mr. DOCKERY was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the passage 
of the bill) said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE, Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 134, noes 25. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


183, nays 25, not voting 120; as follows: - 
YEAS—133. 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind Henderson, N.C. Norton, 
Allen, Mich. Cothran, Hermann, O'Donnell, 
Anderson, Kans, Covert, ill, i O’Neall, Ind. 
Anderson, Miss, Cowles, Hitt, Outhwaite, 
Atkinson, Craig, Holman, Parrett, 
Baker, Crisp, Hooker Paynter, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Tex. Houk, Payson, 
Banks, Cummings, Kerr, Pa Peel 
Barnes, Cutcheon, Ketcham, Pendleton, 
Bartine, n, Kinsey, Perkins, 
Barwig, Davidson, <napp, Perry, 
Belknap, De Haven, N. te: 
Bland, Lano, La Follette, Pickler, 
Bliss, Dingley, Laidlaw, Pierce, 
Blount, Dockery, Lane, Price, 
Boatner, Doliiver, Lanham Quackenbush, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dunnell, Lawler, Raines, 
Brewer, Dunphy, Laws, Ray, 
Brickner, Edmunds, Lee, Richardson, 
Brookshire, Evans, Lester, Ga. Rife, 
Browne, Va. Farquhar, Lewis, Robertson, 
Buchanan, N.J, Flick, Lind, Rowell, 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Maish, Rowlan 
Bullock, Fowler, Mansur, Russell, 
Bunn, Frank, Martin, Ind. Sawyer, 
Burton, Gear, in, Tex. Sayers, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McCarthy, Scranton, 
Caldwell, Gest, McClammy, Sherman, 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, McClellan, Simonds, 
Candler, Mass. Gifford McCord, Skinner, 
Carlton, Goodnight, McCreary, Smith, III. 

rter, Grimes, McKenna, Springer, 
Caruth, Grout, McMillin, Stephenson, 

te, U. McRae, Stewart, Ga. 
Chipman, Hansbrough, Mills, Stewart, Tex. 
Clarke, Ala. e, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Clements, Hayes, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Clanie, Hay 5 Morrill, Stone, Ky, 
Cobb. Henderson, III. Morse, Stone, Mo, 
Comstock, Henderson, Iowa Niedringhaus, Struble, 


Sweney, b Tmas Ohio 
ey, Turner, Ga. Wike, Wilson, Mo. 
Taylor, Tenn, Jenabl iley, Wise, 
Tillman, Walker, Wilkinson, Yardley. 
Townsend, Colo. Walker, Mo. Willcox, Yoder. 
M ashington, Wu 
NAYS—25. 
A Caswell, Moore, N.H. Smyser, 
Andrew, Conger, utchler, Stockbri 
Bayne, Dibble, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Browne, T. M. Finley, Payne, Vandever, 
Buckalew, Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, 
Campbell, Lehibach, Reed, lowa 
Cannon, Miles, Scull, 
NOT VOTING—10. 
Alderson, in, Magner, Shively, 
Allen, Miss, Culbertson, Pa. Mason, ith, W. Va. 
Arnold, izell, McAdoo, Snider, 
kwith, Darlington, McComas, Spinola, 
Belden, Y, McCormick, Spooner, 
Bergen, Elliott, McKinley, Stahinecker, 
Biggs, Ellis, Milliken, Stewart, V 
Bingham, Enloe, Montgomery, Stump, 
Blanchard, Ewart, Moore, Tex Taylor, M. 
thman, Fitch, Morey, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Fithian, Morrow, Taylor, J. D. 
Bowden, ood, Nute, omas, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, Oates, Thompson, 
Brosius, Forney, O'Ferrall, er, 
Brower, unston. O'Neil, Mass, Turner, N. Y. 
Brown, J. B. Greenhalge, O'Neill, Pa. in, 
Brunner, Grosvenor, Owen, Ind Van Schaick, 
Burrows, Harmer, Owens, Ohio Wade, 
Butterworth, Hatch, Penington, Wallace, Mass, 
Carlisle, Haynes, Phelan, Wallace, N. Y. 
Catchings, Heard, Post, D, 
Cheadle, Hemphill, uinn, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cheatham Herbert, Randall, Mass. Wheeler, Mich. 
Clancy, Hopkins, Randall, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Wis, Kelley, Reilly, Wickham, 
ell, Kennedy, Rockwell, Wilber, 
Coleman, Kilgore, Rogers, Wilson, Ky. 
Compton, Lansin; Rusk, Wilson, Wash. 
Connell, Lester, Va. Sanford, ‘Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Lodge, Seney, Wright. 
So the bill was passed. 


The following pairs were announced for the rest of the day, on polit- 
ical questions: 

Mr. Hatcr with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. StAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Dokskx with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. PENINGTON. 

Mr. BoWDEN with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. JOSEPA D. TAYLOR with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE, until further notice, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR with Mr. OATES, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. HọPKINS, of Illinois. 

Mr. Burrows with Mr. SENEY, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Brads, is absent on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to state that I voted for this bill, not 
regarding it is a political matter, and I believe that Mr. THOMPSON, 
with whom I am paired, if present, would vote as I did. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. My colleague, Mr. ENLOE, is away on account 
of sickness. If present, he would vote for the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. My colleague, Mr. RoGErs, is 
absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. HOUK. I desire to say that I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. ENLOF, for to-day; but if he were present he would vote in the same 
way, and I have therefore voted in the affirmative myself, not regard- 
ing this as a political question, 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague, Mr. J. B. Brown, is detained from 
the House by sickness. 

Mr. SAYERS. My colleague, Mr. MOORE, desires me to state that 
he is absent on business connected with the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. MCKENNA, My colleague, Mr. MORROW, is detained at home 
by sickness. i 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). The Chair can not en- 
tertain a request to record a vote after the second roll-call. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I wish to state that I was in the committee-room 
during the roll-call, but if present I should have voted in the affirm- 
ative on this bill. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be permitted to 
record my vote. f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule, the Chair is compelled 
to hold that the gentleman has not the right to have his vote recorded, 
The Chair will call attention to the rule. 


The first clause of Rule XV provides that after the second roll-call, 


the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce 
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a pair. The Speaker of the House has already decided this question, 
and the present occupant of the chair believes that decision was correct. 

Mr.O’FERRALL. Then, I desire tostate, Mr. Speaker, that Ishould 
have voted in the affirmative if permitted to vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasosa ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 3298) for 
the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamers 
Trenton and Vandalia and the stranding of the United States steamer 
Nipsic, at Apia, Samoan Islands; when the Speaker signed the same. 

ADMISSION OF WYOMING. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire, by consent of the gentleman 
having charge of the special order for to-day, to make a report from the 
Committee on the Territories, for the purpose of asking unanimous con- 
sent that it be ordered to be printed and recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. What is it about? 

Mr. BAKER. On the admission of Wyoming. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 982) to provide for the admission of 
the State of Wyoming into the Union, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to be printed, with the accompanying report, and recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate was received, by Mr. McCook, its Secre- 
tary, announcing that the Senate had passed the following concurrent 
resolution; in which concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 


dent be, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time as fit occasions may 
arise, negotiations with any Government with which the United States has or 


may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or disputes aris- 
ing between the two Governments which can not be usted by diplomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration and be peaceably adjusted by such means, 


It further announced that the Senate had passed joint resolutions and 
bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

. Joint resolution (S. R. 4) authorizing the acceptance by Dr. W. J. 
Hoffman of certain decorations from foreign powers; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 38) to regulate the printing and distribution 
of public and private bills and joint resolutions; 

A bill (S. 1201) in relation to oaths in pension and other cases; 

A bill (S. 88) to prevent the obstruction of navigable waters and to 
protect public works against trespass or injury; 

A bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases 
from one State to another, and for the punishment of certain offenses; 

A bill (S. 202) to increase the endowment of the Louisiana State Uni- 
versity and Agricultural College; 

A bill (S. 210) to provide for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Eau Claire, State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (S. 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and employés 
in the customs service of the Government who receive per diem com- 
pensation; 

A bill (S. 288) to refund to the State of West Virginia the money 
paid tb officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regiment of West 
Virginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 304) defining the positions and salaries of assistant astrono- 
mers at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S, 325) for the payment of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, Har- 
rison & Fishback for legal services; 

A bill (S. 361) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Sedgwick mili- 
tary reservation, in the States of Colorado and Nebraska, to actual 
settlers under tlie provisions of the homestead laws; 

A bill (S. 390) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised 
Statutes, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 463) making appropriation for the construction of a first- 
order light-house on North Head, Cape Disappointment, in the State 
of Washington; 

A bill (S, 464) for the construction of a United States revenue cutter 
for the service on the Pacific coast, with headquarters at Astoria, 
Oregon; 

A bill (S. 547) for the construction ofa bridge across the St. Croix River; 

A bill (8. 567) to continue the publication of the supplement to the 
Revised Statutes; 

A bill (S. 1083) to amend the act to give the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad, in the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War; 

A bill (S. 1396) relating to the lands in Colorado lately occupied by 
the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians; 
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A bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
the Bœuf River, Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 1607) to correct the patent to John Sechler of certain lands 
in Bent County, Colorado; 

A bill (S. 1629) to amend section 4414, Title LXII, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. Regulations of steam-vessels;™ 

A bill (S. 1859) providing for the acquisition of land for town sites 
and eommercial purposes in Alaska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1892) to restore telegraphiccommunication between Tatoosh 
Island and Port Angeles, Washington; 

A bill (S. 1940) for the erection of a bronze statue of Spencer F. 
Baird, late Secretary of the Smithsonian Institation; 

A bill (S. 128) for the relief of Frank N. Kress; 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Assistant Engineer Howard D. Potts, 
United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 131) for the relief of Jabez Burchard; 

A bill (S. 137) for the relief of E. D. Crozier, executrix of the last 
will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 287) for the relief of the legal representatives of Lewis W. 
Washington, deceased; 

A bill (S. 292) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer; 

A bill (S. 309) for the relief of Thomas Chambers; 

A bill (S. 381) for the relief of soldiers and sailors who enlisted or 
served under assumed names while minors or otherwise in the Army 
or Navy during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 394) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of 
the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of Thayer 
Bros., and others; : 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Alfred J. Worcester; 

A bill (S. 502) for the relief of L. J. Worden; 

A bill (S. 596) for the relief of H. A. Myers; 

A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen; 

A bill (S. 888) for the relief of George K. Otis or his legal repre- 
sentatives; 

A bill (S. 990) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot; 

A bill (S. 1007) for the relief of Col. Daniel McClure; 

A bill (S. 2652) for the relief of Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake, N. 


Dak. ; 

A bill (S. 19) to penson Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850; 

A bill (S. 123) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; 

A bill (S. 133) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman; 

A bill (S. 252) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (8. 283) granting a pension to M. J. Fogg; 

A bill (S. te granting a pension to David H. Lutman; 

A bill (S. 578) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma Dill; 

A bill (S. 609) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Tittle, widow 
of Ephram Tittle; 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (S. 765) granting a pension to Daniel A. Culman; 

A bill 2 783) granting a pension to Esther A. Jackson; 

A bill (8. 55 granting a pension to Nicholas Moy; 

A bill (S. 802) granting a pension to Oliver H. Judd; 

A bill (S. 1022) granting a ion to the widow of the late Com- 
mander Samuel H. Baker, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 1213) granting a pension to Catharine M. Lee; 

A bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive; 
and 

A pill (S. 1983) granting a pension to George B. Smith. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. s, 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Affairs 


dian 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House we have now reached the 
time fixed for the consideration of resolutions to be presented upon the 
late Mr. Townshend, of Illinois. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present reso- 
lutions, which I send to the desk, and ask their adoption at the con- 
clusion of the ceremonies fixed for to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now ey ee that appropriate 
honors may be paid to the memory of Hon. Richard Wellington Townshend, 
late a Representative in Con: from the State of Illinois. 

Thatin the death of Mr. Townshend his district and State lost an able and 
faithful public servant and the country a legislator and statesman who stood 

in its councils, 
t as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the House, 
at the conclusion of these ceremonies, shall adjourn. 

That the Clerk transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, these resolutions are 
2 for the consideration of this House, that we may pause in our 
egislative proceedings and pay a proper tribute of respect to the memory 
of the deceased. frequently has the messenger of death called for 
members of the present Congress that we are more deeply than ever 
impressed with the thought that the paths of glory lead but to the grave. 


Among these thus summoned from their high positions of public trust 
during this short period appears the illustrious name of my worthy 
predecessor, Hon. Richard Wellington Townshend, late a distinguished 
Representative from the Nineteenth district of Ilinois. Mr. Town- 
shend, after a brief illness, died at the Riggs House ia this city on the 9th 
of March last, leaving his wife, a daughter, and a son to mourn the 
irreparable loss, i 

Although a stranger upon this floor, I feel that I would be untrue 
to the people I have the honor to represent should I fail to rise and 
record their high appreciation of Mr. Townshend as their neighbor, 
their friend, and Representative in Congress. Mr. Townshend was born 
in Prince George's County, Maryland, on the 30th of April, 1840, came 
tothe city of Washington at the age of ten years, and was here edu- 
cated at public and private schools. While serving as a page in this 
House he made the acquaintance of Judge Samuel S. Marshall, then 
a prominent member of Congress from the State of Illinois and who 
eroaa proved to be a very dear and valuable friend to Mr. Town- 

end. 

Judge Marshall, attracted by the ability and energy of young Town- 
shend, induced him to go to Illinois, which he did in 1858. After hav- 
ing taught school for a short time he studied law in the office of Judge 
Marshall, at McLeansborough, was admitted to the bar, and soon began 
its practice. From 1863 to 1868 he was clerk of the circuit court of 
Hamilton County; from 1868 to 1872 he was prosecuting attorney for 
the twelfth judicial cirenit of Illinois, embracing nine counties, and it 
was in this position that he became so well and favorably known through- 
out his district. He was at onee recognized as an able lawyer, an effect- 
ive advocate, and fearless prosecutor. So successful was he in his con- 
vietions that the criminals arraigned in his courts always dreaded his 
prenos before thejury. In 1864, 1865, 1874, and 1875 he was a mem- 

of the Democratic State central committee. 

In 1872 he was a delegate to the Democratic national convention 
at Baltimore. In 1876 Mr. Townshend was elected to the Forty-fifth 
Congress as a Democrat by a plurality of nearly 4,000 votes, notwith- 
standing the Democratic nominee two years previous had been defeated 
by an independent candidate. He was re-elected to the Forty-sixth, 
Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Con- 
gresses. Thus did the page and student of Judge Marshall soon be- 
come his worthy successor at this Capital. 

Mr. Townshend brought to his duties in this House that same in- 
tegrity, energy, and courage so conspicuons in all his official life. While 
others may have been more able and prominent in the legislation of 
this body, none were more honest, none were more industrious, none 
were more faithful in the discharge of their duty as public servants 
than Mr. Townshend. 

But I leave it to those who were associated with him in this Chamber 
to speak more fully of his services as a national legislator. As one fresh 
from his district, I wish to assure his brothers in this House of the high 
regard in which he was held by those people to whom he had given so 
many years of useful service. They found in him many noble attri- 
butes to admire and remember. In his great kindness and gratitude 
to his constituents how often he went outside the ordinary province of 
a Representative to serve their privateinterest. I doubt that there was 
ever a Representative in this Hall who within the same length of time 
did more real, hard service for his constituents than Mr. Townshend. 
Nor do I believe that any member was ever nearer the hearts of the 
people he represented. No Representative had more of the confidence 
and love of the people of his own Congressional district than Mr. Town- 
shend. And as an evidence of such regard his constituents kept him 
in Congress for over twelve years by almost a unanimous choice, and 
their deepest regret was that he could not live to serve them longer in 
the place he had filled so well. 

His death was such a sudden and unexpected shock to his constit- 
uents that they scarcely yet realize that he is gone, that they shall see- 
his friendly and familiar face no more forever. Well do Iremember that 
melancholy hour in which his district received the sad news that Dick 
Townshend wasdead; it brought a grief to every heart, a gloom to every 
brow. His constituentsinall parts of the district, regardless of political 
sentiment, assembled in multitudes to mourn the loss of a friend and Rep- 
resentativedeartothemall. And especially did theold soldiers weep in 
their deep affliction, for they felt that in the death of Mr. Townshend 
they had lost a-trne friend and tried champion, always responsive to 
their appeals, always liberal to their cause. There was a common feel- 
ing throughout the district that there was no one to take his place. 
The able and efficient manner in which he had performed every duty 
in this high office could only give additional embarrassment to his suc- 
cessor in this new field of service. 

Death is always an unwelcome messenger, but especially when he 
calls from among us one so devoted to his family, so attached to his 
friends, and so useful to his country. 

How unfortunate for his constituents that he should be so suddenly 
taken from their necessities at the very zenith of his usefulness, and 
with what significance can we say, in the language of another, We ex- 
pect the sun to go down in the evening, we expect the flower to wither 
in the fall, we expect the stream to be frozen in the winter, but that 
the sun should go down at noon, that the flower should wither in the 
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summer, that the stream of life should be frozen before the chill of old 
age had come upon it, this is sad;’’ but this is the case of our departed 
brother. At the meridian of life, with a future full of promise, he was 
summoned to his Master. 

There is a lesson in the life of Mr. Townshend that appeals to the 
ambitious young men of the country. At one time a poor orphan 
upon this floor, without any capital save his young ambitious mind, 
westward he went his way in search of wider fields for future glory, 
and by persistent industry and a faithful adherence to public duty he 
soon returned to this same Hall as one of its most useful members. 
Let the pages of this House and the young men of the country, with 
that same kind of pluck and energy, endeavor to foliow so bright an 
example in whatever vocation they may select, for— 


The heights by great men reached and kept 
Were not attained by sudden flight, 

But they, while their companions slept, 
Were toiling upward in the night. 


In the death of Mr. Townshend his family lost a devoted husband 
and a loving father, whose presence always made home supremely 
happy; his neighbors, a kind and courteous friend, whose warm heart 
and cordial band they were always glad to meet; his district and State, 
an able and industrious Representative, who was true to every trust. 

Upon the loss of such a husband, such a father, and such a friend, 
how sweet is the thought that there is no death. 

The stars go down 
To rise upon some fairer shore; 

And bright in Heaven's jeweled crown 
They shine forever more. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Townshend is gone; gone from the glories of 
this life to the crowning glories of eternity; gone from his seat in this 
Hall to a higher and happier seat in the halls of immortality, but his 
memory still lives and will continue to live in the hearts of the people 
he represented so long, so faithfully, and so well. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I can not permit this occasion to pass 
without adding my tribute of respect to the memory of Richard W. 
Townshend and expressing my great esteem for his virtues and worth 
as a man and of the value of his services as a Representative of the peo- 
ple. I was not a member of this House during the first two terms of 

is service. I first became personally acquainted with Mr. Town- 
shend at the opening of the Forty-seventh Congress, although I had 
known him well before that time by reputation. During the sessions 
of the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses we were associated to- 
gether on the Committee on Appropriations, and during this period I 
became not only intimate with Mr. Townshend, but we became warmly 
attached to each other, and it is a great pleasure to me to remember 
that that attachment and the kindly sentiment which existed between 
us continued uninterrupted during his life. 

Mr. Townshend was in many respects a very remarkable man. His 
energy, mental and physical, seemed inexhaustible. He had at dif- 
ferent times the control of very important bills under the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Appropriations, which, as chairman of subcom- 
mittees, he managed on the floor of the House and on committees of 
conference. He was painstaking, careful, and judicious in the prepa- 
ration of his bills. He became thoroughly conversant with all the de- 
tails, and when he came upon the floor of the House, as gentlemen who 
served with him will remember, he was a complete master of the sub- 
jects presented and always prepared to defend every detail. 

Mr. Townshend, while one of the most affectionate men Lever knew, 
a man of kindly impulses, affectionate and generous nature, was at the 
same time exceedingly positive in his convictions. In debate he never 
sought to placate his adversary or avoid antagonisms; he neither gave 
nor sought quarter. He presented his views forcibly and fearlessly, 
never hesitating to express his convictions, no matter what hostility 
they might provoke, and yet after a heated debate he never hesitated, 
in a kindly spirit, to meet his opponent and erase forever any ill-feel- 
ing the debate may have engendered, an admirable quality alike of 
head and heart. As a member of the Committee on Appropriations 
and afterwards as chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of this 
House, Mr. Townshend rendered very valuable services to the country. 
He participated in debate upon nearly all of the great questions which 
arose during the whole time he was a member of the Honse. 

He was a man of large views. His friends may claim for him that 
he was possessed of real breadth of statesmanship. And in evidence 
of this he was at an early hour an advocate of the policy of uniting 
together in an American Zollverein, an American commercial union, 
all the states on this continent from Behring Sea to the farthest ex- 
treme of South America. 

I believe he brought into Congress the first well defined expression 
of such a policy in the form of a bill proposing a congress of all the 
states of America, with a view of freer commercial relations and break- 
ing down all the barriers and restrictions on trade and commerce be- 
tween the nations of this continent: This measure was pending in 
this House at the time the last Congress expired. I have before me 
the bill introduced by him as far hack as the 4th day of January, 1888, 
in which his views are carefully and fitly expressed. It has been said 
that Mr. Clay during the period of his public service suggested such a 
convention of representatives of all the states of America, It is well 


known that. the pent distinguished Secretary of State made a sim- 
ilar suggestion during the administration of Mr. Garfield; but so far 
as I am aware Mr. Townshend was the first who brought it in a deñ- 
nite form into the Congress of the United States. It would have been 
gratifying to him and it would have been a source of gratification to 
his friends had he lived to see the present meeting of a congress of the 
American nations on the general plan that he suggested, but not so 
comprehensive, not so broad, as that which he sought to accomplish, 
though still in the same line as his policy expressed. 

Mr. Townshend’s death in the very vigor of manhood, when his manly 
powers were just fully developed, wasa very sad event. It is impossible 
for us to understand the ways of Providence, but we must feel that the 
Being who guides and directs the whole frame of nature cares for all of 
His creatures and doeth all things well. We humbly bow to the de- 
crees of the all-wise and merciful Ruler. And yet the providence by 
which, in the very vigor of manhood, the very period of life of the 
greatest usefulness to his family, his friends, and to his country, the 
hour of departure of our friend came, is inscrutable to us; but I hope 
and believe the hour will come when we shall all see that all of the af- 
fairs of this world and of the universe are directed by an all-wise and 
merciful Father. 

Mr. Townshend’s record in this House is honorable and valuable, 
without a blemish, and it is pleasant to remember that it will endure 
on the records of Congress as long as our race shall survive. Peace to 
his dust; honor to his memory. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, death, passing all barriers and scorn- 
ing all human resources, has entered the House of Representatives and 
removed from its ranks one of the oldest in service of us all. 

Richard W. Townshend was born in Maryland, but became a resident 
and Representative from the State of Illinois. He was pre-eminently 
and always a citizen of the great Republic, and during twelve years of 
continuons service illuminated the debates of this Hall and shared the 
burdens of its committees with indefatigable zeal for the public good. 

He began his life (if it may be so described) where others of this and 
the co-ordinate branch of Congress began theirs: asa page in the Capitol. 

His brightness, earnestness, and ability attracted the attention of the 
Hon. S. S. Marshall, then a Representative from a southern Illinois dis- 
trict; and seeing the capacities of young Townshend he invited him to 
make his home in the West. In the West Mr. Townshend studied law, 
and speedily embarked in business enterprises which identified him 
with some of the largest operations in his section of the State. In those 
business enterprises he met full measure of suecess; and here, too, 
awaited him that greatest success which can befalla man: he meta true 
woman, who became his bride, and who survives him to-day, supported 
by her children, the sorrowful witness of these obsequies. 

For an instant I turn from the dead to the living, that I may record 
the gracious and fragrant act of Hon. Mr. WILLIAMS, his successor on 
this floor. No more gracious personal act could have heen done than 
when Mr. Townshend’s successor, knowing the desire of his heart, ap- 
pointed his son to the Military Academy. 

In the name of Mr. Townshend’s friends and his family; in the name 
of the widow whose lot he has softened, I thank his generous successor 
for his thoughtful act. Of such are the beautiful deeds that soften 
sorrow and make us proud of our kind. 

But from the pleasures of domestic life and from the engrossment of 
private business, Mr. Townshend turned with natural aptitude to pub- 
lic affairs, and in the year 1876 was elected a Representative from what 
is now the Nineteenth district of his State. Himself a young man, he 
entered this Hall when gigantic presences filled it and voices were 
heard here that sounded to the remotest bounds of the nation. Some 
of those strong men remain with us, some have joined the silent ma- 
jority, and others have been transferred to the Senate Chamber, But, 
with and among all of these, Townshend took part as the brave, bright 
man that he was, and speedily won their confidence, affection, and re- 


rd. 

055 characteristic which was impressed upon all who met Mr. Town- 
shend was his indefatigable industry in his public duties. I know of 
no man who so ceaselessly went to and fro in the interests of his con- 
stituents or who so untiringly labored for the good of those who had 
elected him; no man bore more closely to heart the claims, the sorrows, 
and the rights of his constituency. His life has been a complete refu- 
tation of the idle statement that an American Congressman is a person 
of ease and luxuriousness. 

Mr. Townshend’s life was a never-ending round of toil; toil that met 
him when he went among his people; toil which accompanied him to 
Washington; toil that environed him by day and by night; he listened 
with dutiful regard both to the plaintive ery of the solitary suppliant 
for justice and to the solemn and imperious demand for recognition of 
the great interests and issues of his times. 

His was the typical life of the member of this House. At his door 
in the morning stood clamorous need and claimed his aid; through all 
the day it stalked by his side from Department to Department, be- 
grudging him the time he spent in hasty meals, and at night, invading 
the precincts of his home, it scourged him to his couch with its words 
of trouble and fretful reproach. 

To the multiplicity of such labors and cares—which have aged and 
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burdened many of us—is due his final taking off; and in the prime of 
manhood he fell a sacrifice beneath the burdens of his bigh office, as 
distinctly as though he had perished upon the front line of battle. 

Mr. Speaker, the same sacrifices are made to day in the Hall of this 
House. Men come here as did Mr. Townshend, full of hope, broad 
aspirations, country-loving desires, and of the noble ambition to stand 
well in the affections of their countrymen. Around them gather ten 
thousand cares. Righteous ambition is dimmed by the multitudinous 
demands of exacting private interests, which will not be neglected or 
deferred, and at the end of many careers that opened with high and 
proud hopes, strengthened by ardent friends, full of augury and kind 
omen, is a broken life and energies, exhausted by bearing petty burdens. 

For this condition of affairs the Representatives must and will pro- 
vide efficient remedy, trusting to the great and thoughtful citizens back 
of them for appreciative consideration. And surely the 60,000,000 who 
constitute this greatest ofnations, a nation of boundless resources, whose 
Treasury is overflowing with wealth and whose only dangers arise from 
abundance, will not always deny to the public servants the a‘d their 
offices imperatively demand. 

But during his career and in the midst of his arduous and exacting 
cares Mr. Townshend kept a steadfast eye upon the larger interests of 
his country. He helped to settle the mighty issues that grew out of 
our troubles and war; he helped to frame the laws upon which the Re- 
public's speading domain stands; and looked with a far-seeing eye to 
the important future that was to give the opportunity for a great conti- 
nental union, where, unembarrassed, trade and liberty of commerce might 
seek their higher development. And so, for years, he devoted himself 
to a study of the relations existing between the United States and the 
other states of this continent, bringing forward bill after bill and meas- 
ure after measure to secure an American federation, the result now 
happily within our attainment. - 

The record of Mr. Townshend’s labors and his speeches upon this 
subject have been indelibly carved upon the granite tablet of our his- 
tory, and, whoever may bear this subject forward to fruition, it will be 
found that the master hand of the dead Representative worked upon 
its foundation and helped to make it secure. 

Personally I knew him from the opening of the Fiftieth Congress. 
I found him in every relationship, private or public, a kindly, genial 
gentleman; glad to give me the result of his experience; glad to ad- 
vise me when I should require it; glad to listen to me whet I desired 
to speak. I found him the counselor and friend, and always able and 
sagacious. He welcomed me into these halls, did what he could to make 
the path of legislation smooth for me, and extended to me every cour- 
tesy and facility. 

He whose past we review this day was devotedly attached to the 
principles of his great party; for them and it he wrought ceaselessly, and, 
while we differ in our estimate of those views, we all accord him a prom- 
inent place in their advocacy. 

Through the great organization he loved, he saw advanced his coun- 
try’s glory and increasing fame; he was one of its leaders and helped 
to create its power and extend its usefulness. Higher than party with 
him was his country, and he loved the Union with a lover's love, and 
rejoiced in its growth and power. 

And now we leave him to his deep repose; no more an actor in these 
scenes, he has joined the ranks of the immortal, awaiting the reward 
of toil, and thought, and speech, in the great hereafter, which is with 
God. The considerate judgmentof his peers and former associates as- 
signs him a noble place among the thousands who have here wrought 
with singleness of Rupee for the public good; in the memory and af- 
fections of the people he served he will live while any of this genera- 
tion survive; from his place of rest he will see that his patriotic devo- 
tion to the cause of his country and his kind will be rewarded by the 
greatness of the one and the continued regard of all. 


[Mr. CANNON withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, asthe Representative of the Congres- 
sional district and a resident of the county in which Richard Welling- 
ton Townshend was born, I enter the list of those who propose to do 
honor to his memory by these memorial ceremonies, impelled by the 
obligations of a melancholy duty, as well as by the impulses which the 
partiality of personal regard inspires. Maryland cherishes the mem- 
ory of her worthy sons with the tenderness and constancy of maternal 
love, and as she points with the pride of a Roman mother to her pre- 
cious jewels, in the long roll of her cherished ones, she recognizes the 
name of him whose virtues we commemorate to-day. 

In the bright morning of life he left the State of his nativity, never 
more to return to it asa resident; but, sir, before doing so he had im- 
bibed from the moral and social atmosphere which surrounded him at 
the place of his birth the impress of precepts and the influence of the 
example of men who measured their conduct by a code of ethics as 
high and correct as any probably that ever obtained in any community 
in this country. 

I venture in this presence the assertion that in nosection of the origi- 
nal thirteen States was the standard of manhood and the touchstone 
of men’s conduct more elevated and exacting than in that section of 
the State of Maryland in which his life began. 


Among those men, to falter where courage was required was to for- 
feit the respect of his fellows, high and low; te equivocate was to sac- 
tifice the esteem of his neighbors; to seek to prosper by the arts of 
modern (so-called) smartness was to incur the condemnation of all 
whose good opinion was worth possessing; to take advantage of the 
weak or impose upon the defenseless was to provoke the contempt of 
all. These were with them as the lawsof the Medes and Persians, im- 
perishable and never to be violated with impunity. 

It was in this school that our departed friend learned the first and 
most enduring lessons of his life, and their controlling influence char- 
acterized and marked with emphasis his conduct in his intercourse 
with all men, Sir, there are two considerations which suggest them- 
selves in this connection in which I speak which it may not be amiss 
to record. F 

In no era of recorded history can there be found a type of manhood 
which compares with that developed and displayed by the men of this 
country during the first fifty years of our independence as a nation. 
This was the product of a combination which, under the circumstances 
which procured it, made the result both natural and certain. 

The simplicity of a stern dignity which rebuked alllevity, the ear- 
nestness of convictions unyielding and unconquerable, the intensity of 
abhorrence of tyranny, which went to the extreme of persecution for 
repression sake, as illustrated by the intrepid Puritan of the North in 
contact on the tented field and in the forum of high debate in support 
of a common cause, with the chivalric courage, the courteous bearing, 
the generous sympathy, the unselfish heroism of the gallant Cavalier 
of the South, begot astyle of manners and a code of morals out of which 
grew a type of manhood which the world has never seen surpassed. No- 
where was this type more strongly marked or more robust than in the 
middle latitude of the old thirteen, where our Jate friend first breathed 
the air of heaven. 

And now, sir, as to the second thought which occurs to me—another 
class of notable men, and of which class Mr. Townshend was a repre- 
sentative specimen. Sir, it is the strongest and boldest of the hive 
which ventures farthest and remains away longest. Soit has ever been 
the strongest and boldest of the youth of the Eastern States who have 
shaken the dust of their native hills from their feet, severed the ties 
of home and kindred, aud ventured to breast the billows and challenge 
the chances of fortune in the undeveloped West, Southwest, and North- 
west. And behold the marvelous result; not only mighty empires 
springing into being as by magic, but empires peopled with a race of 
men who have been and are giants in their day and generation. 

The Atlantic Coast States still have, and ever will have while free 

American States exist, their men of mark, tall and imposing oaks in 
any forest; but the West, Northwest, and Southwest, in the personsof the 
descendants from this stock, is ornamented with whole forests of such. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the distinguishing characteristics of Richard W. 
Townshend were such as would have won for him distinction and suc- 
cess in any locality or community. 

Generous almost to a fault, courageous, persevering, true to trusts 
and to friends, self-asserting, and having well-grounded convictions, 
while in his intercourse with his fellows he accorded to all, high and 
low, the generous courtesy which is their due, he walked with head 
erect and demanded and commanded at all times the consideration 
which was his due, 

le treated with passionate contempt the truckling spirit of those 
who would fawn upon or flatter the creature of ostentatious wealth. 
He respected merit wherever found and loved the people. 

Never, sir, in the history of this House did any member ever devote 
himself with more untiring zeal in the discharge of every duty attach- 
ing to the position, and a contented and generous constituency esti- 
mated him at his real value. With an enlightened conscience he re- 
spected sacred things, he interpreted the Constitution as meaning what 
it said, and relied upon the enforcement of democratic principles as the 
only guaranty for the perpetuation of liberty 8 by law,“ and 
was an enthusiast in his creeds, because he believed the converse of these 
propositions meant the ultimate triumph of infidelity, despotism, and 
anarchy. Well trained and vigorous, he was armed for the defense of 
his principles. 

Standing thus at the zenith of his worth and in the prime of life, 
the fell stroke of the fatal destroyer came. When the sun of his life 
shone brightest it paled suddenly and disappeared forever. Forever, 
did I say? Nay, sir, let us hope only to reappear in a purer ether to 
shine with imperishable glory in the world eternal. With this hope 
let the unavailing tear be dried. And who would relinquish this hope? 
Whyshrinks the soul back upon itself and startles at destruction? Are 
we but as the beasts of the field and the grass that withers? Is it to 


live, to die, and be buried that we were created and endowed with 


Godlike attributes? Are the vain pomp and glory of this world ” 
the acme of human hopes? Is the fear of falling into naught” or 
the ‘‘dread of something after death” to chill our efforts or dwarf our 
aspirations? II so, then hope bids the world farewell, our civilization 
is a mockery, and the maxim of the fool, ‘‘ Let us eat, drink, and be 
merry,” the summum bonum of human happiness and the ne plus ultra 
of human wisdom. 

But, while that which we know is little, are we not of nobler 
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substance than the stars?” and “have we not faculties while they have 


none?“ 
Dust thou art, to dust returnest, was not spoken of the soul. 


Whether in ignorance and groping in the midnight of brutish savagery 
or on the highest peaks of intellectual attainments, man has not and 
peyer will renounce the hope kindled by the spark of divinity within 

im. 

Why weep, then, for him who serenely to his final rest has passed, while 
the soft memory of his virtues yet lingers, like twilight hues when the bright 
sun has set? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I can not it this 
occasion to pass without paying some tribute of respect to the memory 
of my late colleague and friend, Hon. Richard W. Townshend. For 
twelvesuccessive years Mr. Townshend and myselfserved together in this 
body as tatives from the same State; and during all that time, 
while differing as we did, and sometimes widely, on political questions, 
yet our personal relations were ever of the most friendly character. And 
to-day, looking back over our long association here, I well remember 
many acts of kindness which I received from his hands; for all of us, 
Mr. Speaker, have it in our power at times to assist each other in the 
performance of our varied and oftentimes perplexing duties as mem- 
bers of this body; and it gives me pleasure to say on this occasion that 
` Mr. Townshend was, during all of our association in the public sery- 
ice, my personal friend, and that I never appealed to him in vain for 
assistance when it was in his power to render it. Grateful, as he was, 
for favors received, Mr. Townshend was ever prompt and ready to re- 
turn them when the opportunity was offered. 

Mr. Speaker, Richard W. Townshend was, to a great extent, the 
architect of his own fortunes. At the age of ten years he was attend- 
ing school in this city, and I have been informed that in his boyhood 
he was a page in this body. At the age of eighteen years he went with 
Hon., Samuel S. Marshall, for many years a distinguished Represent- 
ative in Congress from the State of Illinois, to that State and read 
law in his office. He was a little later elected clerk of the circuit 
court of the county in which he lived, and served in that capacity for 
several years. Then he was elected State’s attorney, and served for a 
time in that capacity. In 1866 he was elected a Representative in 
Congress from the State of Illinois, and served as such to the day of his 
death, having been successively elected a member of the Forty-fifth, 
Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and 
Fifty-first Congresses, but departed this life just after the expiration 
of the Fiftieth Congress, 

But it is not my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to speak at length of the 
public service of my late colleague on this occasion. That will be bet- 
ter done, I am sure, by others. I desire, however, to add my testi- 
mony to the fidelity and ability with which he served his constituents 
and his country, to his kindness of heart, and to the warmth and sin- 
cerity of his friendship. Richard W. Townshend, Mr. Speaker, was 
an earnest, able, and faithful Representative, always active and ener- 
getic in the discharge of his public duties and in doing whatever he 
believed to be for the best interests of his constituents and thecountry. 

He was not, in my opinion, a strong man physically, but he was a 
man of great mental activity and of more than ordinary ability, and 
during his long service here he served his constituents not only with 
great fidelity, but with untiring, unceasing energy and industry. 

Mr. Speaker, it was with deep sorrow and regret that I heard of the 
iilness and death of my friend and colleague, and to-day my heart is 
full of sorrow and sympathy for his bereaved widow and daughter. 
Cut down, as he was, in the vigor of his manhood and in the midst of 
his activity and usefulness, his decease is deeply deplored by his con- 
stituents and friends and by the State which he represented in part 
with distinguished ability for so many years asa member of this House. 

But he is gone, Mr. Speaker, and how soon we shall follow him none 
ofus know. But we do know that death has been busy with the mem- 
bers of the Fifty-first Congress, and that some of the most distinguished 
and useful of our associates have been taken from us. We can not to- 
day speak of the death of Richard W. Townshend without remembering 
that the lamented S. S. Cox, Judge Kelley, and others have since fol- 
lowed him to the undiscovered country from whose bourn no tray- 
eler returns.“ 

It is sad, indeed, to think that the voices of these distinguished men, 
heard so often in these halls during my service here, will be heard no 
more forever. They were able and faithful Representatives and publie 
servants, and it will be well for us if we imitate their virtues and dis- 
charge our duties here with the same fidelity and honesty which char- 
acterized them in their long and faithful public service. Then it can 
be said of us, as I am sure we may all say of them, Well done, thou 
good and faithful servant.” 


[Mr. HOOKER withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, success among men is not measured 
so much by the absolute elevation that is gained asitis by the distance 
traveled; not so much by the honors that are attained as by the obsta- 
cles which are overcome and by the character which is 98 in 
overcoming those obstacles. Some men are born with all the adventi- 
tious aids of wealth, of powerful friends, of influential connections. To 


such there is no excuse for not succeeding, except the want of ability 
to succeed. But others are obliged to contest every inch of ground and 
grow strong with battle; and in such, courage and vigor are developed 
by the conflict. Of this latter class of men, Mr. Speaker, men who 
have grown strong by conflict, was Mr. Richard W. Townshend, our 
deceased colleague, in whose memory we speak to-day. 7 

It is not necessary for me, sir, to repeat the history of his life. I 
shall merely recall some of the steps of his progress in order that we 
may thereby measure thestrength of his character and the power of his 
will. Born in an adjoining county of Maryland, almost if not quite 
within sight of the Dome of this Capitol, he was at two years of age, 
by the death of his father, left an orphan, the youngest, but one, of 
nine children. With his mother he removed while still a child to this 
city, in order that the children might enjoy better advantages for an 
education than could be obtained in the country where they were re- 
siding. It was here in this Capital that he gained whatever schooling 
he received. While stillin early life he became a clerk in Shillington’s 
book-store in this city, which then occupied the corner of Four-and-a- 
half street and Pennsylvania avenue, and it was there that he met and 
became acquainted with the great statesmen of the day about the time 
of the great agitation over the repeal of the Missouri compromise and 
the enactment of the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 

It was there, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Townshend was accustomed to 
hear the voices of such statesmen as Douglas and Cass and became in- 
spires with the hope and purpose that he might himself participate in 

e conncils of the nation. Ata later date, through the assistance of 
one of the honorable Representatives of the State of Illinois, he received 
an appointment as page upon the floor of this House, during the Speak- 
ership of our venerable colleague who but a few moments ago sat here 
upon my right, General BANKs. Through the advice and counsel of 
Hon. S. S. Marshall, of Illinois, he was induced, like many other young 
men of the day, to try his fortunes in the great, growing, and inviting 
Western country, and with Mr. Marshall he went to Illinois, and after 
a temporary stay at Cairo he settled at McLeansborongh, where he re- 
mained until 1873. Four years after his movement westward, having 
occupied himself mainly in teaching and the study of the law, he was 
admitted to the bar of that State, and his next step in the progress of 
life was his election as clerk of the county in which he resided, and, on 
the expiration of his term in that office, he was elected ting or 
State’s attorney for the twelfth judicial district, comprising, I believe, 
some six counties. At the end of that period of service, having re- 
moved in the mean time to Shawneetown, which remained his home 
until his lamented death, for some four years he engaged in the busi- 
ness of his profession as a practitioner of the law and also in the bank- 
ing business. 

But the industry which he had displayed in the offices to which he 
had already been called pointed to him as a man fitted for a higher and 
wider sphere of action, and so in 1876 the constituency of that Con- 
gressional district called upon him to become their standard-bearer as 
the representative of the Democratic party and to come to this Capital 
as their Representative in Congress, At each successive election after 
that date he was again and again returned until death took him from 
the scene of usefulness and activity which he so well occupied. 

I have thus, Mr. Speaker, very briefly recounted the outward aspect 
of his life and growth, not so much to dwell upon his several succes- 
sive stages of activity, as to indicate thereby the growing and inereas- 
ing confidence which the people with whom he came in contact reposed 
in him. ` 

In this House he was called to various fields of activity. He served 
upon the Committee on the Judiciary, and for a number of terms upon 
the Committee on Appropriations, and finally as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It was not until the Forty-eighth Con- 

when I took my seat in this body, that I became personally ac- 
quainted with Mr. Townshend, and not until the Fiftieth Congress that 
the acquaintance ripened into anything that could be called intimacy 
between us. We sat upon opposite sides of this Hall. Our opinions 
differed widely and very frequently clashed, and yet I learned to know 
Mr. Townshend as a man of earnest, strong conviction, fearless in the 
expression of what he believed to be right, and one who always had the 
courage of his convictions. - 

At the organization of the Fiftieth Congress it became apparent to 
the then Speaker of the House that Mr. Townshend was entitled to an 
appointment among the higher or more important chairmanships of the 
committees of the House. The gentleman who would have been the 
senior member on the Democratic side of the Committee on Military 
Affairs in the Fiftieth Congress was General WHEELER, of Alabama. 
But I presume that the fact that his colleague, Colonel HERBERT, also 
of Alabama, was already at the head of the great Committee on Naval 
Affairs was the reason why another was selected to fill the chairman- 
ship of Military Affairs, and that honor and responsibility fell upon our 
lamented colleague. 

It was, perhaps, as has been indicated by my friend, General Hoo! 

a bold thing for a man who had seen no military service and who ha 

never served on the Committee on Military Affairs, to accept the chair- 
manship of that very important committee, amongst associates com- 
posed almost entirely of military men, and numbering among them 


such veterans as Generals HOOKER and SPINOLA; and especially was 
this so when we look back at the long line of i soldiers who 
have served at the head of that committee since the beginning of the 
late war, The first of these was General Robert C. Schenck, a major- 
general of volunteers. He was succeeded by the lamented James A. 
Garfield, a major-general of volunteers and afterwards President of the 
United States. Then came General John A. Logan, of Illinois; General 
Jobn Coburn, of Indiana; General Henry B. Banning, of Ohio; General 
W. A. J. Sparks, of Illinois; General T, J. HENDERSON, our distin- 
ished colleague who has just spoken; Maj. Gen. William S. Rosecrans, 
a long time at the head of the Army of the Cumberland, and Gen- 
eral Edward S. Bragg, of Wisconsin, the gallant commander of the Iron 
Brigade.” These were the men who had held position as chairmen of 
the Committee on Military Affairs from 1861 until the beginning of the 
Fiftieth Congress, and to this illustrious line our friend and colleague, 
Mr. Townshend, was called. I must confess, Mr. Speaker, that for one, 
serving then my third term on that committee, I felt some misgivings 
as to his success in carrying the burdens which this appointment im- 
, not from any want of confidence in his ability, but from a dis- 
trust of his familiarity with the affairs of that important committee 
and with the special line of legislation intrusted to it. 
But all such apprehensions were soon dissipated. He assumed the 
ition to which he was assigned with confidence in himself and in 
Ris ability to meet every just requirement, and with an industry, a 
modesty, a discernment, and an impartiality which very soon gained 
him the confidence of every member of that committee. Strong parti- 
san as he was in party contests upon this floor, within the committee- 
room no member of that committee could ever have discerned to which 
political party he belonged. He applied himself at once and in earnest 
to acquire the necessary knowledge and familiarity, not only with the 
duties of the office, but with the great questions that came before the 
committee, until he made himself master of the situation. We all 
shall remember the earnest fight Mr. Townshend made for what he 
believed to be the just rights of his committee in the Fiftieth Congress. 
I refer to the matter of sea- coast defense. His committee had reported 
a bill upon this subject which was npon the Calendar; and when it 
was proposed to take this jurisdiction from his committee and transfer 
it to another we shall ever remember the vigor, the earnestness, and 
the cou with which he contended for what he believed to be the 
right. e shall also remember another fight which he made in the 
Forty-ninth Con upon the Mexican pension bill. His name will 
be ever intimately connected with that legislation. 
were other measures that were very dear to his heart, one of 
which has already been alluded to: the bill to bring about a conference 
or congress of the American nations. I can not say that the idea origi- 
nated with him. I believe that honor belongs to Henry Clay, and aſter 
him to Stephen A. Douglas, of his own State; but it has had no warmer 
friend and no more zealous advocate in Congress since I have had the 
honor to be a member of the House than was our colleague, Mr. Town- 
sbend, 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to have had this opportunity to bear my testi- 
mony to his fidelity and patriotism and to render this inadequate 
tribute to his character and work. 

Our eulogies will not be long remembered, their breath will pass like 
the perfume of a fading flower, but his work will abide and his mem- 
ory will be cherished long after the last echo of our praises shall have 

into oblivion, 

Mr. Speaker, it is no light responsibility to bea member of this House. 
When we consider the number and the breadth of the questions which 
are here to be discussed and decided, the responsibility is indeed a great 
one. To take charge of one of the great committees of this House is a 
larger responsibility. But when you come to test the real power of a 
man, it can best be done when you try his hold upon the people from 
whom he comes, and the fact that Mr. Townshend was returned to this 
House by a great constituency that knew him well for seven successive 
Congresses is sufficient and adequate evidence that he came close to the 
heart of his people. He was a gentleman in his bearing, always urbane, 
always friendly, and whenever he went among the people he hada 
friendly word and a cordial grasp of the hand for every one. 

I shall remember with pleasure, and with pleasure only, my associa- 
tion with him on the Committee on Military Affairs. But he has gone 
from us. Ishall never forget the last time that I met him. Appar- 
ently in the fullness of health and in the zenith of a successful career, 
I met him at a reception which was given in this city to a former Vice- 
President of the United States, Hon. Hannibal Hamlin, of Maine. We 

that night for the last time; and almost before I was aware that 

e was ill, came the stunning intelligence that he had passed away. 
Having tarried in the city after the adjournment of Congress, it was 
my fortune to be one of those who bore him to his last resting-place. 
or the romantic and picturesyue banks of Rock Creek we laid him to 


After work well done, 
After battle well won. 


A patriotic citizen, a clean-handed and far-seeing statesman, a loving 
and affectionate father and husband—in the b est and fullest sense 
of the word a good man—we laid him tohisrest. May he sleepin peace. 
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Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, we withdraw for a short time from the 
exciting scenes of legislative strife to pay the last sad rites to a departed 
brother, It is fitting that we should do this; n so when in 
honor of a man and faithful public servant. Our late brother 
merits our highest homage, for he adorned every public station he was 
called upon to fill. 

I first met him at the opening of the Forty-fifth Congress, his first 
appearance here as a Representative. Our acquaintance soon ripened 
into a warm personal attachment which continued unbroken until 
death removed him from our midst. At the end of the Forty-fifth 
Congress I retired from pane life, and returned to it again at the Fif- 
tieth Congress. My old friend, who had been here uninterruptedly 
all the time, cordially welcomed me back to this Hall, and for the two 
sessions that we served together in that Congress he was my daily com- 
panion, His death, therefore, was to me more than an ordinary loss, 
A friend whose adoption I had tried and whom I had grappled to my 
soul with hooks of steel has passed from time into eternity. I dare 
not trust myself to dwell longer upon my personal relations with him. 

The road to public station in our country is opened to all. The op- 
portunity to reach it is afforded by our free institutions; but for this 
very reason genuine merit is most certain to win, and therefore it is 
safe to conclude that the man who succeeds in public life is the one 
who most deserved success, The people, who are the fountain of power 
in this country, are not slow to discern the merits of a competitor for 
public honor. This is strikingly illustrated in the career of Mr. Town- 
shend. Without the advantages of a thorough education, he rose by 
gradual steps from the position of a page in this House to the exalted 
office of Representative in Congress. The bald summary of the princi- 
pal events of his life as given in the Congressional Directory will give 
you the successive steps of his ascent, and I will read it, for it is replete 
with instruction: 

Richard W. Townshend, of Shawneetown, was born in Prince George's 
County, Maryland, April 30, 1810; came to Washington City when ten years of 
age, and was there educated at public and private schools; removed to Illinois 
in 1558; taught school in Fayette County; studied law with g. S. Marshall at Mo- 
Leansborough; was admitted to the bar in 1852, and has since practiced; was 
clerk of the circuit court of Hamilton County 1863-1868; was prosecuting attorne: 
for the twelfth judicial circuit 1868-1872; removed in 1873 from McLeansboroug! 
to Shawneetown, where he was an officer of the Gallatin National Bank; wasa 
member of the Democratic State central committee of Ilinois 1864, 1865, 1874, and 
1875; was adel e to the national Democratic convention at Baltimore in 1872; 
was elected to the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Forty- 
ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, and was re-elected to the Fifty-tirst Congress, 

Such continued preferment by his constituents is the best evidence 
of his worth. He was their trusted servant, and the longer he con- 
tinued in their service the stronger became their attachment for him. 
What a touching spectacle was presented in his district when the sad 
intelligence of his death reached it. His grief-stricken people assembled 
in the churches, in the court-houses, in the school-houses to do honor 
to his memory, andin solemn language gave expression to the love and- 
esteem in which they held him and the deep sense of the loss they sus- 
tained, No higher testimony could be produced of the deep place he 
occupied in the hearts of his people. 

I have no doubt that it was fortunate for Mr. Townshend to have 
commenced life in a book-store in this city, as he did, for whilst there 
he acquired an insatiable thirst for English literature, a passion that 
never deserted him during his active and busy life. There it was that 
he laid the groundwork of his future success. In that little store he 
formed the acquaintance of some of the great statesmen of those days, 
and their ex@mple filled him with high and laudable aspirations. As 
he once told me, he left his humble station here to seek his fortune in 
the West with the firm resolution that he would return to the Capital 
of his country as a Representative in Congress. He had read much, 
and inwardly learned and digested what he had read. He was, there- 
fore, according to Lord Bacon, botha full and a ready man, and such un- 
doubtedly he was. 

The personal characteristics of our brother were all calculated to con- 
tribute to his success in life. So thoroughly did he, under all circum- 
stances, maintain his integrity, that suspicion never dared to whisper 
his name. He wasalwaysactuated by the highest sense of duty. Ex- 
pediency could not swerve him from itnor part, advantage induce him 
to abandon it. To him its call was always impe ative. He was an 
indefatigab'e worker. He had the genius of methodical application, and 
that enabled him to do the work of two ordinary men. Great labor is 
the price of success, and he paid to the very farthing its exacting price. 

He often participated in the discussionsof this body, and his addresses 
give evidence of the great care and research he bestowed upon their 
preparation. He possessed many of the highest qualities of the orator, 
He was gifted with a singularly melodious voice. Clear as the notes of 
a lute, it could be distinctly heard in every part of this Hall. Though 
he knew no other language but his mother tongue, of this, however, 
he was a master. To these qualities he added a most agreeable man- 
ner. His delivery was easy and graceful. He was highly endowed 
with the faculty of impromptu speaking, and hence he wasa ready and 
forcible debater. 

He was cut down with his armor on in the very prime of life. To what 
honors he would have reached had he lived another score of years no 
one can conjecture, When we contemplate the wonderful success he 
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already achieved and his great resources, we can not doubt, to borrow 
the language of another, That in his left hand would have been un- 
counted. riches and abundant honor, if only length of days had been 
given to his right.” 

Mr. Speaker, all that was mortal of poor Dick Townshend lies be- 
neath thesod, but the immortal lives and whispers to ear and heart in 
the old sweet, gentie tones of the joy of a coming reunion. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, it is said that in life we are in the midst 
of death. At the end of every life there is an open grave. Life passes 
through us; we do not possess it. It is the offspring of death, and one 
life is but a gleam of time between two eternities, 

There is nothing of which we are so fond and withal so careless as 
life. God is the Giver, and life is with usa partnership, and the great 
problem of life is to make the ideal real, and connect the divine at the 
summit öf the mountain with the human at the base. It is written 
that all men must die.” No lawyer has ever yet perfected an appeal 
or sued out a writ of error from the judgment which dooms us to death. 
From it no appeal lies, 

The mandate and sentence are issued from a court of last resort. 
People come and go as the grass of the field or the leaves of the forest, 
and the countless millions that throng the world to-day and dispose of 
its business will to-morrow melt as snow before the meridian sun. But 
is this all? Is death to bethe end? The grave without hope? If there 
is no morning to dawn upon the night of death’s sleep then sorrow has 
no consolation and life is without a meaning. Can we only agree with 
the poetess when she says: 


Life, I know not what thou art, 

But I know that thou and I must part; 

And when, or where, or how we met, 
‘ Town to me 's a secret yot, ‘ 


Tis hard to when friends are dear; 
Perhaps ‘twill cost a sigh, a tear; 
Then steal away, give little warning; 
Choose thine own time, say not good night, 
But in some brighter clime bid me good morning. 


In the beautiful drama of Ion the instinct of immortality, so elo- 
quently written by the death-devoted Greek, finds a deep response in 
every thonghtful soul. When about to yield his young existence asa 
sacrifice to fate, his beloved Clemanthe asks him if they should not 
meet again, to which he replied: I have asked that dreadful question 
of the hills that look eternal; of the streams that flow forever; of the 
stars among whose fields of azure my raised spirit has walked in glory. 
All were dumb. But while I gaze upon thy face I feel that there is 
something in that love that mantles through its beauty that can not 
wholly perish. Weshall meet again, Clemanthe.““ It was asked many 
generations ago, If a man die, shall he live again?“ Later on it was 
answered by the blessed Master, who said: He that believeth on Me 
hath everlasting life.” f 

It is not all of life to live, nor all of death to die, and every man has 
lived long enough who has gone throngh life with an untarnished char- 
acter, Soit was with my friend Richard W. Townshend. Hedied like 
a hero; he fell at his post, contending forthe right. What better ending 
of a human liſe could there be? Mr. Townshend was himself and no one 
else; he no imitator; he said and did what no one but Richard W. 
Townsend could say and do. Such a character as his could not be con- 
structed or put together. It needs first of all a principle that is animated, 
and one, therefore, that is animating. It wants au impulse, glowing, de- 
termined, and passionate, and these were in an eminent de- 
gree by Mr. Townshend. 

The last time F saw him in this Chamber he was engaged in a pro- 
tracted debate with that distinguished statesman and prince of parlia- 
mentarians, now unfortunately absent from this House, Mr, RANDALL, 
of Pennsylvania. That evening, as we shook hands and parted at the 
door of this Chamber, I congratulated him on the splendid effort he had 
made in the defense of his committee. He told me he was very tired, 
and thus we separated for the night. The next morning he was taken 
sick, and in a little over one week from that time, when, at my home in 
Illinois, his friends wired me that he was dead, I could scarcely be- 
lieve my senses; yet it was true. I could only see him as be con- 
tended on this floor for more than two hoursin debate in that memora- 
ble contest that I have mentioned, in the full meridian of his manhood 
and in the very zenith of his power. He had taught school when a 
5 man in one of the counties in the district which I now have the 

onor to represent on this floor, and he was very well acquainted there, 
and when it became known that he was no more every head was bow 
in sorrow and every heart went out in loving sympathy to his heart- 
broken widow and his orphan children. He was well known all over 
the State of Illinois, but more particularly in the southern part, where 
he resided, and in the Nineteenth district of that State, which for so 
many terms he represented on this floor. 

He moyed to Illinois when he was but eighteen years of age, and with- 
out money and by his own exertions he rapidly rose to eminence and 
was in the true sense of that term a self-made man. From a clerk in 
a book-store to a page in Congress; from a page to a school teacher; 
from a teacher to a lawyer; froma lawyer to a clerk of a circuit court; 
from clerk of the circuit court to prosecuting attorney for the twelfth 
district of Illinois, and from prosecuting attorney to a seat in Congress, 


to which place he was five times re-elected. He was a true embodi- 
ment of American progress and manhood and an example to every as- 
piring, moneyless young man in this nation, as to the boundless possi- 
bilities that are open before him. 

In what country in the world could a child of poverty have risen to 
the highest honors of the state? In what land and under what civil- 


ization but our own could like results be accomplished? And, Mr. 


Speaker, pardon me for the allusion when I say that the great State 
of Illinois has contributed its full quota of such men to the nation 
and to the world, prominent among whom were a Douglas and a Lin- 
coln. But death has no respect for greatness, The strong and brave 
are stricken down side by side with the feeble and the timid. The 
rich and poor, peasant and king, are subject alike to his fatal shaft, 
It isso ordered by our heavenly. Father, and I bow my head in hum- 
ble submission, and on this occasion I pay my simple but heart-felt 
tribute of respect to the memory of my departed friend, one whom I 
could always trust and whose conduct was uniformly marked by dig- 
nity, courtesy, and kindness. 

His friends and associates, the members of this House, the whale peo- 
ple of the State that he loved and served so well, have joined in lament- 
ing his death and honoring hismemory. Oh! that my confused mind 
could conceive and my poor stammering tongueexpress in some fitting 
words the deep sense of the loss my sad heart feels at the death of him 
we mourn to-day. But Jam cheered when I see that my colleagues 
here to-day, who knew our departed friend more intimately than I, have 
done ample justice to his memory in their eloquent eulogies. We know 
that the mortal body of our friend lies in the silent city of thedead; but 
thatis not death, for the immortal soul is safe in the abode of the blessed, 
beyond the reach of praise and censure, where it shall enjoy a state of 
eternal felicity forever. 

There is no death! The stars go down 
To rise upon some fairer shore, 


And bright in heaven's jeweled crown 
They shine for evermore, 


There is no death! But angel forms 

Walk o'er the earth with silent tread 3 z 
They bear our best loved things away 

And then we call them dea 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr, Speaker, death, though no more 
mysterious than birth, is the most fearful word known to human 
speech. No matter what may be your religion, it brings terror to life's 
busy circle. 

Be you the trustful Christian, believing without a doubt in another 
state of existence where we can recognize the objects ofour earthly loves, 
or be you one who sees in death only the closing scene in life’s drama 
or tragedy, and hoping only for mental sleep and rest, with swift alli- 
ances with other forces, but all unconscious of the former self; believe 
or think or hope whate’er you will, death is the king of terrors,’’ 
and few, a sad, sad few, may bid him welcome. 

And yet death, always approaching, cold, relentless death, is ever 
just, and nature’s kindest messenger to man. 

It strikes the mighty leader in the battle’s front. It strikes the 
mightier leader in the field of thought. We see it entering the poor 
man’s home and leave a wife and little ones without a shield from 
poverty and want. The sweetest face, the brightest eye, and loveliest 
form are powerless, even for an instant, to keep back the falling blow. 
It touches the cradle and the pretty baby wakes no more. It walks 
through your city to-day, and to-morrow you are a stranger in your 
own home, 

We tax philosophy, call out the last reserve of courage, lean on re- 
ligion, and appeal to hope, and yet how hard it is to say amen, amen! 

And yet I do repeat that death, cold, seeming cruel, is ever just and 
kind, and tender as the mother’s kiss upon her baby’s face. - 

The last year, it seems to me, has been more than full of death’s an- 
expected visits. In twenty-five years the last twelve months have 
seemed to bring more than the usual number of destroying calls. I do 
not speak from authentic data, but yet it has been my observation that 


the blows, to an unusual extent, have fallen on the strong, the active, 


and those whose strength and years seemed full of promise for a long 
and active life. Of this class Hon. R. W. Townsend was a conspicuous 
example. He had left us even before we could believe that this active, 
vigorous, plucky man could really be in danger. Of all our number 
none seemed further removed from the assaults of fatal illness, His 
death leaves a great gap in our circle here, and who can estimate the loss 
of so devoted a husband and father? In this city his loss was deeply 
felt and profoundly mourned, 

He was an earnest, reliable, and warm friend of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Here is a great city, filled with a most intelligent and moral 
people, and yet without direct representation on this floor. Inter- 
ests pressing from home upon Representatives cause us to be indiffer- 
ent to the great wants of these people. Mr. Townshend was a bright 
exception to this rule, and never failed, by vote and voice, to fight for 
and defend the interests of the citizens of this District. 

He was not content with following others in legislation, though re- 
liable and never faltering in support of party issues. But he had the 
ability, industry, and ambition to enter large fields. I instance his 
investigations and elaborate speech touching Pan-American interests, 
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a speech that vouches for much hard work and ing investiga- 
tion. It showed that he was a man who comprehended extended 
American interests, and that he was in the advance guard of those favor- 
ing more intimate commercial relations between all the countries of 
North and South America. His activity as to interests that have 
called the great Pan-American Congress to our National Capital attest 
the progressive and aggressive bent of his vigorous mind. 
MIS CHARACTER. 

All will admit the integrity of our deceased brother. In his long 
term of service in this House whoever heard his integrity as a law- 
maker and as a man called in question? He leaves a spotless name 
to his descendants. 

He was a Democrat of the strongest type. He wasan uncompromis- 
ing partisan, and he fought for his party as if fighting for his life. In 
non-partisan matters he was kind and obliging to a degree worthy of 
imitation. 

Socially he had but few equals, Full of clean, generous mirth and 
a happy humor, he was always a rich addition to a social gathering. 
He had the true gift of conversation, which is to find points of agree- 
ment, and not points of difference. No man ever left a company of 
which Mr. Townshend was a pe feeling wounded by unkind or even 
thoughtless observations by him. He was ever the genial, warm- 
hearted, happy friend. 

He was a self-made man, and grew stronger because of the difficulties 
and single-handed struggles of early life. His success attested the 
opportunities in this Republic for pluck, courage, and ability to climb 
in spite of poverty and adverse early conditions, 

- He was a keen debater and a y talker. 

He was a close observer and quick to understand the paniis poles; 
and in an eminent degree possessed that industry so vital to suc- 
cess, whether in private or in public life. 

We have lost a strong man from our numbers, and one deserving the 
tributes this day paid to his memory. While speaking of Mr. Town- 
shend to-day we can not forget the lamented Cox, the lamented Kelley, 
and others who have so long been conspicuousas members of this body. 
I trust that we shall all take a lesson from the death of these distin- 


, guished men, and that at least we shall eudeavor, while we remain here, 


to di our public duties with the same fidelity which they ex- 
hibited, and with ihe same entire devotion to our constituents and to 
the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, no word can fittingly describe the 
calamity a family sustains when its head is taken. No human tongue 
can express the loss that a country sustains when a wise patriot falls. 
But these two impossibilities, Mr. Speaker, will not deter me from com- 
ing and, in my humble way, briefly, on this sad occasion laying my 

ering of affectionate regret and high appreciation upon the tomb of 
Richard W. Townshend. You have already been told how he struggled 
in early youth in Maryland and in this city, and how later on he went 
to the Mississippi Valley, the most marvelous valley of the whole earth, 
which Napoleon predicted when selling it to us would cause its possessor 
to be the greatest nation in the world. He went there and pitched his 
tent beside its most beautiful waters. 

It did not take a discriminating people, a people who loved a ‘‘ goy- 
ernment of the people, by the people, for the people, long to see that 
in Mr. Townshend they could have a fitting Representative and that 
with him could be safely lodged their dearest interests. So that we 
see his life epitomized by a statement that although he was cut down 
at the untimely age of forty-eight, although he had passed but twenty- 
seven years from his majority until his death, twenty-one of those years 
had been spent in the public service, and in all that twenty-one years 
eye hath not seen nor ear heard a single man who ever raised his voice 
against the intelligence, the integrity, or the industry of this man, 

And, Mr. Speaker, whilst I do not believe that for a free American 
citizen there ought to exist an aristocracy of any kind, while I believe 
that individual citizenship and individual worth are the things most 
to be lauded and most to be sought as characteristics of the citizen, I 
do hold that if there were one at the feet of which an American could 
properly bow, it would be found in a combination of such intelligence, 
integrity, and industry as were possessed by our lost friend. He was 
elected by the people a member of this House and sent here, and it was 
my fortune for ten years to be intimately associated with him. On 
committee, in the House, in the city, everywhere, he was the same man, 
the same great good man, the same man with two sides to his life, one 
of velvet, to be presented in love and affection to his family and friends; 
another, with a coat of mail and a mailed hand to be raised wherever 
right cried out, and to smite wherever wrong should be smitten. He 
served on the Committees on Revision of the Laws, Judiciary, Appro- 
priations, and as chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs. He 
and I were together on the first-named committee, and together worked 
on the Supplement to the Revised Statues of the United States, com- 
paring its provisions with the original statutes, and I found him ever 
vigilant and efficient. 

Of his public service here you have already been told. Those who 
have served here will agree, I think, that I do not overdraw the picture 
when I say that in all the earth there is no spot where it is so hard to 
succeed as on the floor of the House of Representatives of the United 


States. There is no other place in the world where all of the honors one 
may have deserved and won, where all of the distinctions that may have 
crowned him, and all of the intellectuality he may have evinced go for 
so little in the estimate that is made of him, and where he is put so thor- 
oughly upon his own resources to see what he can now do, as in this Hall. 
Many great intellects fail to achieve the success expected of them here. 
This trying ordeal Mr. Townshend met, and met successfully, He was 
recognized here as a leader and he deserved to be so recognized. He 
held to the sense of duty so beautifully expressed by Mr. Webster: 

3 conscience satisfied with the discharge of duty, no consequences can 

7 — of duty pursues us ever. It is omnipresent like the Deity. If we take 
to ourselves the wings of the morning and dwell in the uttermost parts of the 
earth, duty performed or duty violated is with us for our happiness or our mis- 
ery. If we say that darkness shall cover us, in the darkness, as in the light, 
our obligations are still with us. They are with usin this life, will be with us 
at its close, and in that scene of inconceivable solemnity which lies yet farther 
onward, we shall still find ourselves surrounded by a sense of duty, to pain us 
wherever it has been violated and to console us where God in his mercy has 
given us grace to perform it. 

This sense of duty our deceased friend lived by and died by. He might 
truly say, Mr. Speaker, as did the great cardinal of France when his 
“enemies” werementioned: ‘‘ [haveno enemiessave the enemies of the 
state. If it be true, as has been very beautifully said, that 

We live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths— 
then may ĩt be truly said that the life of our friend was a full one. At 
all times and under all circumstances he was the same painstaking, 
patient, intelligent public servant, knowing only the discharge of his 
duty, knowing only love to his country and love to his friends. 

It has been said, and truly said, that he had strong political convictions, , 
Yes; he was of those who had intelligence enough to have convictions, 
and boldness enough to avow them. This was only a result of his intense 
love of country and his anxiety for its good; but he had at the same 
time that feeling of brotherhood which rises above politics, which has 
been the comfort of us all, and without which ofttimes the bickerings 
and the hot contests of this Hall would be almost unendurable. Mr, 
Speaker, [know I voice the sentiment of every one who knew our de- 
parted friend when I say that no one who eyer served with him here 
does not have a bleeding heart this day for the irreparable loss his 
family and his country have sustained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, after all that has been said en this 
oceasion in reference to the life and character of our deceased friend 
and brother, it seems unnecessary for me to say anything further. But 
at the risk of wearying the House I must add my humble tribute to 
his memory. 

Richard Wellington Townshend was born in Prince George’s County, 
Maryland, April 30, 1840, and died in the city of Washington, in March, 
1889, having scarcely reached the age of forty-nine years. He came to 
this city when only ten years of age, and resided here until 1858, He 
then went to Illinois, being but eighteen years old at the time. 

In his choice of a home in Illinois he was largely influenced by Hon. 
Samuel S. Marshall, who was at that time a member of Congress from 
the district afterwards represented by Mr. Townshend. Judge Mar- 
shall was a member of this House from 1855 to 1859, and from 1865 to 
1875. He was one of the ablest members of this body, and is a gentle- 
man of the highest character and noblest impulses. Soon after he en- 
tered Congress he formed the acquaintance of young Townshend, who 
was then only fifteen years of age and was one of the pages of this 
House. 

A mutual attachment sprang up between the statesman and the page, 
which grew with advancing years, each year uniting them firmer than 
before in the bonds of friendship. Mr. Townshend studied law in Judge 
Marshall’s law office at MeLeansborough, and when the judge retired 
from Congress, after fourteen years of distinguished service, haying at- 
tained the distinction of leadership of his party in this House, it was his 
earnest desire that Mr. Townshend should succeed him. His wishes 
were gratified, and at the Congressional convention of his party in 1876, 
Mr. Townshend, then only thirty-six years of age, was unanimously 
nominated as the Democratic candidate for Congress. This, it will be 
remembered, was a Presidential year. 

Mr. Tilden was the Democratic candidate, and a tremendous effort 
was put forth by his party supporters to secure his election. It was im- 
portant that the ablest men in the party should be selected, in a time 
like this, to lead the party in the local Congressional contests. The 
selection of Mr. Townshend, at this important epoch in his party’s his- 
tory, for so responsible a position, was the highest testimony which 
could be given to his ability and his integrity. It is needless to add 
that he was elected. He proved worthy of the important trust con- 
fided to him, and was continued in Congress until the day of his death. 
He had at that time completed six terms of service and had entered on 
the seventh. He enjoyed the confidence of his constituents to the full- 
est extent, and, had he lived, would undoubtedly have remained in 
Congress as long as he desired to do so. 

His service in this House has been important and valuable to the 
country. His committee assignments attest the high appreciation of 
his ability by the Speakers and the House. In the Forty-fifth Congress, 
the first in which he served, he was assigned tothe Committees on Pat- 
ents and Private Land Claims; in the Forty-sixth, to the Committees 
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on Patents, the Revision of the Laws, and to the chairmanship of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department; in the Forty- 
seventh Co , to the Committee on the Judiciary; in the Forty- 
eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, to the Committee ety se rec 
and in the Fiftieth Congress, to the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

While a member of the Appropriations Committee he was chairman 
of the subcommittee on the army appropriation bill, and his earnest 
and able services on this committee and on the Military Committee are 
remembered and appreciated by those who served in the House at that 
time. He was always deeply interested in the measures under his 
management, and was quick to repel assaults and fearless in defense of 
the action of his committee. He did not hesitate to attack his assail- 
ants, whether on his side of the House or on the other. But he didnot 
indulge in denunciations, but hurled his facts and arguments at his 
opponents with a zeal and force that never failed to convince the House 
of the sincerity of his pu 

While in the heat of debate he appeared at times as if moved by pas- 
sion, yet he preserved the proprieties of debate, and never carried or 
treasured up personal resentments. His earnestness in debate evinced 


‘his integrity and the deep conviction of the justness of his cause. But 


socially his amiability and good nature won for him the good will and 
confidence of all who knew him. He was the soul of honor. He was 
incapable of doing a mean thing. He was kind to a fault, and lost no 
opportunity to serve his friends or respond to the demands of his con- 
stituents. His correspondence was very large, and generally carried 
on by himself without the aid of a clerk. He was a hard worker. 

Every request from his constituents was granted promptly and with- 
out waiting to be called upon. He flooded his district with documents, 
speeches, and official reports. He believed in furnishing information 
to the people on all the great measures pending in Congress. Upon the 
adjournment of each session he repaired to his home in Illinois and de- 
voted his time to public speaking in his district or in personal visits to 
friends in the several counties. His whole time, while in Congress, 
was given to the public service. 

In his domestic relations he was most happily situated. His faith- 
ful wife and affectionate children made his home attractive and inspired 
him with a laudable ambition to earn a reputation and leave behind 
him a name which they would delight to honor. He was attentive to 
their every want, and naught ever occurred to mar the happiness or dis- 
turb the sweet simplicity of wedded love. They were allinlove with 
each other, and exemplified that factin every word, thought, and act, 
In their great grief at his untimely death there must be some consola- 
tion in the reflection that in his lifetime there are no unpleasant mem- 
ories to disturb their minds or unkind words to add new pangs. On 
the contrary, his very name is dear to them; his memory will bring 
back the happiness of the past and willstrew with flowers the desolate 
paths of the future. 

To me Mr. Townshend’s death is a personal loss as well as a great be- 
reavement. He was my friend. We counseled with each other, we 
worked together, we sympathized with each other in defeat, and rejoiced 
together in success, I never could quite understand the mysterious 
providence which called him hence at a time when he could accomplish 
so much for the betterment of mankind and for the good of his country. 
But it is not necessary that I should understand it. 

God moves in a mysterious way 
His wonders to perform. 

He permits tyrants to be exalted upon thrones and permits His saints 
to be led to the block. He cuts down the great and good in the midst 
of their usefulness and permits the wicked to multiply their days. 
But His infinite wisdom is not to be measured by our ignorance. His 
designs are not to be criticised by our feeble minds. As well might 
we attempt to bind the sweet influences of Pleiades, or loose the bands 
of Orion.“ It is enough for us to know that He that created the uni- 
verse and guides the stars in their course, that counts the hairsof our 
head and notes the sparrow’s fall, will order and direct our ways so as 
best to accomplish His purpose. He has seen fit to take from us, from his 
family, from his constituents, and from his country, one whom we all 
loved and honored and whose death we all deplore. But to him who 
lives, as did our deceased friend, an upright life, death has no terrors 
and can notdestroy. He still lives in the hearts of his countrymen, in 
the sacred memory of his wife and children, in the bosom of his God. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolutions submitted 
by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, they were unanimously adopted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois (at 5 o’clock 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII the following executive communica- 
tions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker, 
as follows: 

ESTIMATES FOR WATERVLIET AND INDIANAPOLIS ARSENALS. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting communi- 
cations from tke Secretary of War relating to estimates of appropria- 


tions for the arsenals at Indianapolis, Ind., and at West Troy, N. Y. 
(the Watervliet)—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
MONUMENTS OR TABLETS AT GETTYSBURGH. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of War providing for the monuments or tablets at 
Gettysburgh—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting report of the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua in 1889—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

TRADE, ETC., BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND LATIN AMERICA, 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a copy of a report 
entitled Trade and Transportation Between the United States and Latin 
America, prepared by William Eleroy Curtis for the use of the dele- 
gates to the International American Conference—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

PRESERVATION OF ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior for preservation of abandoned mili- 
tary reservations for the fiscal year 1890—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

BUILDING FOR OFFICES, COMMANDANT ‘AND STAFF, MARINE CORPS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Navy for the erection of a building for the 
use of the commandant and staff of the Marine Corps—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

SURVEY OF SIPSEY RIVER. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letter and report con- 
cerning the survey of Sipsey River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

RELIEF OF NAVAL OFFICERS AND OTHERS. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy asking that certain naval officers and others 
be relieved of checkages against their accounts in the office of the Fourth 
Auditor—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

CASES BEFORE THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 

Letters from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
statements of cases and findings of the court in the following cases; 
which were severally referred to the Committee on War Claims: 

Cheslen J. Burnett vs. The United States; 

William G. Davis, administrator of Coleman Marshall, vs. The United 
States; 

M. W. Prewittand J. K. Gates, executors of James F. Gates, vs. The 
United States; 

Piety Priddy vs. The United States; 

William C. Davidson vs. The United States; 

Ella Bryan, administratrix of William A. Bryan, us. The United 
States; 

William Nuckolls vs. The United States; 

Jobn R. Reaves, administrator of Edmund Reaves, vs. The United 
States; 

Malinda Rogers, administratrix, vs. The United States; 

John S. Leary and Mathew N. Leary, jr., vs. The United States; 

Jacob H. Keedy vs. The United States; n 

Watson J. Wade, administrator, vs. The United States; and 

W. R. Webber, administrator of Mathew W. Webber, vs. The United 
States, 

NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF NEBRASKA. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 


from the Secretary of the Interior fora survey of a portion of the northern 
boundary of Nebraska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


SURVEY AND SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting draft of A 
bill to amend the second section of an act entitled ‘An act to reduce 
the expenses of the survey and sale of the public lands in the United 
States,’ approved May 30, 1862, and embraced in section 2399, United 
States Revised Statutes’’—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
ERPORT ON EXTRADITION, INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE, 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report of extra- 
dition proposed for the use of the delegates to the International Amer- 
ican Conference—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

SANITATION OF SHIPS AND QUARANTINE. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting reports on the san- 
itation of ships and quarantine, prepared for the use of the delegates to 
the International American Conference—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

PRINTING AND BINDING FOR HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Navy for printing and binding forthe Hydro- 
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graphic Office for the fiscal year 1891—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


REPORTS FOR USE OF THE INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE, 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of sundry 
reports prepared for the use of delegates to the International American 
Conference—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

TARIFFS OF AUSTRIA-HUNGARY, FRANCE, AND GERMANY. 
* A letter from the Secretary of State, responding to resolution of the 
House of Representatives of January 14, 1890, relating to the tariffs ot 
Austria-Hungary, France, and Germany, beet-sugar taxes, and export 
bounties, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
REPORT ON MODERN LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report on the 
modern light-house service prepared vor the use of the International 
American Conference—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

BOARDS OF TRADE AND OTHER COMMERCIAL ORGANIZATIONS. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting communications 
from the boards of trade and other commercial organizations of the 
United States with reference to subjects pending before the Interna- 
tional American Conference—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

USELESS PAPERS IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, relating to useless papers in the 
ts, with accompanying documents—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department. 
CLAIMS FOR WITNESS FEES. 
A letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, transmit- 

a letter from Joseph R. Dillin, of Nashville, Tenn., presenting 
claims of witnesses unpaid for their services in the middle district of 
Tennessee during the fiscal years 1883, 1884, 1835, 1836, 1887, and 
1888—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

SURVEY OF DETROIT RIVER AT GROSSE POINT. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports on the sur- 
vey of the Detroit River at Grosse Point, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of War for buildings for the shelter of troops de- 
tailed for the protection of Yellowstone Park—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE OF CHIEF CLERK, INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting communi- 
cations from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recommending the 
re-establishment of the office of Chief Clerk—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Interior Department. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting list of judg- 
ments rendered by the Court of Claims and calling for an appropria- 
tion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting communi- 
eation of the Attorney-General relating to deficiency appropriation for 
the repairs of old court-house at Fort Smith, Ark.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

LAND OFFICE AT PIERRE AND CHAMBERLAIN, s. DAK. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an esti- 
mate from the Secretary of the Interior for the opening of land offices at 
Pierre and Chamberlain, S. Dak.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT PHILADELPHIA. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, asking for an appropria- 
tion for repairing the custom-house at Philadeiphia—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 5 

SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior of a deficiency in the appropriation 
for the distribution of reports of the Supreme Court of the United States 
—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 

A letter frdm the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending additional 
appropriation for the United States court-house, post-office, ete., build- 
ing at Leavenworth, Kans.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

DEPREDATIONS ON PUBLIC TIMBER. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 


from the Secretary of the Interior of deficiency in the appropriation for 


depredations on public timber and for the protection of public lands— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SPECIAL STATISTICAL CLERK, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, asking fora provision in 


the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the em- 
ployment of a special statistical clerk in the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Treasury Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUBURN, N. Y. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an 
additional appropriation for the United States post-oflice, court-house, 
ete., at Auburn, N. Y.—to the Committee, on Appropriations, 

CUSTOM-HOUSE WHARF AT CHARLESTON, S. C. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an 
additional appropriation for the United States custom-house wharf at 
Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

INCREASE OF APPROPRIATION, QUARANTINE SERVICE. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an increase of appropriation for completion of the wharf for the United 
States quarantine station at Sapels Sound, Deboys, Fla.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

LIGHTS IN THE SHIP-CHANNEL OF MOBILE BAY. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting House bill 
No. 4665, to establish five lights along the ship-channel of Mobile 
Bay,’’ and recommending modifications in the same—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

ESTIMATES FOR LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that 
certain items in the estimates for the special works for the Light-Honse 
Establishment in 1890-91 be placed in the urgency deficiency bill—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

CLAIM OF JOSEPH REDFERN AND WIFE. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the claim 
of Joseph Redfern and wife, growing out of the leasing to the United 
States of houses Nos. 1719 and 1721 G street, Washington, D. C.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

NUMBER OF SUITS UNDER ALIEN CONTRACT-LABOR LAW. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a statement of the 
number of suits or prosecutions under the alien contract-labor law, in 
response to resolution of the House of January 28, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

DAMAGES TO SCHOONER RILLIE s. DERBY, ETC. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates 
from the Secretary of the Navy to reimburse the owners of the schooner 
Rillie S. Derby and barges Benefactor and Mayflower, for damages by 
collision with United States steamer Juniata—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

AMENDED ESTIMATES FOR INDIAN SERVICE, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting amended 
estimates for the Indian service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS. 


Under clause 3, Rule XXII, reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and referred to the several Calendars herein named, as fol- 
lows, namely: 

COURT OF PATENT APPEALS, . 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was recommitted the bill (H. R. 831) to create a court of pat- 
ent appeals of the United States, with amendments, accompanied by a 
report in writing thereon, reported said bill and amendments; which, 
with the accompanying report, were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE PILOTS, 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1003) exempting American 
coastwise sailing vessels piloted by their licensed masters or by a United 
States pilot from the obligation to pay State pilots for services not ren- 
dered, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report in 
writing thereon; which bill, amendments, and report were referred to 
the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS, 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably bills of the House of the following titles; which were seve- 
rally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5849) granting a pension to Catharine Sapp; 

A bill (H. R. 4181) granting a pension to Daniel Doty; 

A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney; 

A bill 85 R. 2012) granting a pension to William V. Cronk; 

A bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston; 

A bill (H. R. 49 4) granting a pension to George Faulk; 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to Margaret J. Fletcher; 
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reported 
back with amendments bills of the House of the following titles; which 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1282) for the relief of John Debart; 

A bill (H. R. 4021) to increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser; 

A bill (H. R. 3225) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Maulding; 

A bill (H. R. 4180) granting a pension to Mary E. Upton; 

A bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Mary Personeus; 

A bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of William D. Hummer; and 

A bill (H. R. 4129) to grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox. 


TIME AND PLACE OF HOLDING COURTS IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (S. 620) to provide for the time and place of 
holding the terms of the United States district courts in the State of 
South Dakota; which was referred to the House Calendur, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COPYRIGHTS. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3853) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights, a 
bill (H. R. 6941) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to copyrights; which substitute was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6786) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, to 
establish courts in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
order to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 670) to subdivide the judicial district 
of North Dakota, a bill (H. R. 6942) to divide the judicial district of 
North Dakota; which substitute was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

FRANK A. LEE. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. 
Lee; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


TERMS OF IMPRISONMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5940) to shorten the 
terms of imprisonmentin the jail and in the workhouse of the District 
of Columbia on account of good conduct during confinement; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CHRIST CHURCH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3296) vesting in the 
vestry of Christ Church, Washington parish, District of Columbia, all 
of the right, title, and interest of the United States of America in and 
to square south of square 1092, in the city of Washington, District 
aforesaid; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LANSING, MICH, 


Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 470) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Lansing, in the State of 
Michigan, a bill (H. R. 6943) for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Lansing, in the State of Michigan; which substitute was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, GALESBURGH, ILL. 


Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 200) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Galesburgh, III.; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SITE FOR CITY POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. d. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 407) to au- 
thorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in 
square No. 380 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for 
a city post-office; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHLAND, WIS. 

Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committeeon Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4652) for a public baild- 
ing at Ashland, Wis,; wh ch was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI AT CLINTON, IOWA. 


Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R, 1866) to amend and alter an act en- 
titled An act to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, 
Iowa,” approved July 16, 1888; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TRANSFER OF REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the revenue-cutter service 
from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department; which was 
refefred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

; JOHN C. FRÉMONT. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2349) authorizing the President to ap- 
point and retire John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United 
States Army; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BETIRED-LIST OF THE ARMY, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of the retired- 
list of the Army; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SITE OF FORT BLISS, TEXAS, 

Mr, LANHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of 
the site of Fort Bliss, Texas, the sale or removal of the improvements 
thereof, and for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings 
thereon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

GRADES OF OFFICE, SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 28) to effect a rearrange- 
ment of the grades of office in the Subsistence Department of the Army; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 475) to establish the office of As- 
sistant Secretary of War; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BREVET RANK FOR GALLANT SERVICES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 478) toauthorize the President to 
eonfer brevet rank on officers of the Army for gallant services in In- 
dian campaigns; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA, 

Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to procure and submit to Congressa proposal for the sale to the 
United States of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation, in 
Montana; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH LAKE TRAVERSE RESERVATION, S. DAK. 

Mr. GIF FORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3732) to accept and ratify an agreement made 
by the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux Indians, and to grant 
a right of way for the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway 
through the Lake Traverse reservation, in South Dakota; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FORT BERTHOLD AGENCY, NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 664) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
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with the Indians in Fort Berthold agency, in North Dakota; which 

was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DE HAVEN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 269) granting to the State of California 
5 per cent. of the net of the cash sales of public lands in said 
State; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS AND CREW OF BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 

Mr. RAY also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2234) for the relief of the owners, officers, and 
crew of the British bark Chance; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
J. F. BAILEY & CO, AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3913) granting jurisdiction to the Court 
of Claims, notwithstanding any statutory bar, of the claims of J. F. 
Bailey & Co. and others; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENT OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. LAIDLAW, also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3308) to open and set aside an order of the 
Court of Claims canceling a portion of a judgment against the United 
States remitted through mistake as to the facts in regard to the same 
57 claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court 

of Claims for such further action as said court shall find to be just and 
equitable; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 

and, with the accompanying repert, ordered to be printed. 
WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, or- 
dered to be printed: 


A bill (4. R. 1125 for the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased; 
A bill (H. R. 1121) for the relief of the Norfolk County Ferry Com- 


ar bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- 


erty, Clay County, Missouri; 
4 ‘pill (H. R. 943) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men 
of the Army for services actually performed during the rebellion; and 
A bill (H. R. 946) directing the payment of bounties to veteran vol- 
unteers who were promoted after re-enlistment. 
HEIRS OF THOMAS BLACK. 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas Black; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF DAVID B. SANDERS, DECEASED. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of 
the heirs of David B. Sanders, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mitteeof the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably bills of the following titles; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
ing reports, ordered to be printed: 

ill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr.; 
ill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others; 
ill (H. R. 2885) for the relief of Allard & Crozier; 

. R. 2876) for the relief of Samuel Fels; 

. 2456) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
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ill (H. R 2991) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of Sam- 
nel Rhea, deceased, and Joseph R. Anderson; and 
A bill 1 OL. R. 2885) for the relief of Matilda Cook. 
HEIRS OF JAMES A. GREGORY. 
neers STONE, of Kentucky, also from the Committee on War Claims, 
` back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2922) for the relief 
of the heirs of James A. Gregory; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee „ House, and, with the accompanying report,ordered to 
be 
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3 of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
back favorably bills of "the following titles; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying reports, ordered to be printed 
A bill (H. R. 2951) for the relief of the estate of Francis M, Murphy, 
deceased; and 


A bill (Œ. R. 597) to refund duties paid by the State of New York 
on arms imported in 1863, 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE LATE WAR. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 626) for the relief of certain soldiers 
and sailors of the late war; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WARREN HALL. 

Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2888) for the relief of Warren Hall; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3209) to authorize the Court of Claims 
io hear and examine the claims of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4286) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood; 

A bill (H. R. 2280) for the relief of the heirs of William Pitcher 
and Axel Hayford, and Samuel Otis, and George B. Ferguson; and 

A bill (H. R. 1160) for the relief of W. R. Albright. 

RANDOLPH WESSON. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1607) for the relief of Randolph Wesson; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS FOR USE OF CHURCH AND SCHOOL BUILDINGS, 

Mr. ENLOE, also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 5169) to authorize and require the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the 
payment of claims for the use and occupation of church and school 
buildings and grounds by the United States military authorities os 
Government purposes during the late war, and for other pu 
bill (H. R. 7009) to authorize and require the Secretary of War fe 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of claims 
for the use and occupation of church and school buildings and grounds 
by the United States military authorities for Government purposes dur- 
ing the late war, and for other purposes; which substitute was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report; ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS, 

Mr. ENLOE also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1610) for the relief of Hiram Johnson 
and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MURPHY. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2232) for the relief of Charles Murphy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favora- 
bly bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Honse, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5782) for the relief of D. P. Abbott, A. S. Keeves, and 
T. E. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1899) for the relief of Newton McCoy; and 

A bill (H. R. 1929) for the relief of George F. Roberts and others. 


JOHN FINN. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Gommittee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1649) for the relief of John Finn; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companving report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS, 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 

favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, or- 
dered to be printed: 7 

A bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of John T. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 1892) for the relief of William J. Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 1035) to refer the claim of the owners of the brig Tally- 
Ho to the Court of Claims, g 


JOHN S. LOGAN, ASSIGNEE, — 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 5588) for the relief.of John S, Logan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

D. H. MITCHELL. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr, SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2769) granting a pension to Isaac Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2770) granting a pension to Edwin S. Furman; 

A bill (H. R. 6825) granting a pension to Mary A. Wood; 

A bill (H. R. 5510 to increase the pension of Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 3636) granting a pension to William H. Brimmer; 

A bill (H. R. nee granting a pension to Abbie D. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4421) granting a pension to Horace B. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to Jane Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. seth granting a pension to Henrietta L, Arlin; 

A bill (H. R: 3381) for restoration to the pension-rolls of Nelson G. 


wards; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Delia W. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 3382) granting a pension to Lucy R. Olmstead; 

A bill (H, R. Ach granting a pension to Thomas Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 

A bill (H. R. 1043) granting a pension to Theresa Herbert; and 

A bill (H. R. 15) to pension Julia Fleming. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment bills of the following titles; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2767) increasing the pension of Jobn Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to Amasa Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 4749) for the relief of Elizabeth O. Gibson; 
A bill (H. R. 3955) granting a pension to Ann Ford; 
A bill (H. R. 3956) granting a pension to Ellen Shears; and 
A bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Mary Taffe. 
| 


BRIDGET CARROLL. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2302) granting a pension to 
Bridget Carroll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS, 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3262) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; and 

A bill (H. R. 1987) granting a pension to Mary A. Kinsley. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably bills of the following titles; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
ing reports, order to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; and 

A bill (H. R. 2824) granting a pension to Charles A. Platz. 

JOHN J. FREELAND. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 2828) for the re- 
lief of John J. Freeland, a bill (H. R. 7010) for the relief of John J. 
Freeland; which substitute was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, 

ELMER A. SNOW. 


Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension 
to Elmer A. Snow; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS, 


Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, 
ordered to be printed: 
A bill (H. R. 2132) to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring; 
A bill (H. R. 1875) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Graff; 
A bill (. R. 1873) granting a pension to Lavina Wright; and 


A biil (H. R. 6304) granting a pension to Frederick Bischer. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered 
to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1019) granting a pension to David A. Lippy; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky; s 

A bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellvain; 

A bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Anna E. Lambing; 

A bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober; 

A bill . R. 5886) granting a pension to David Deans; aud 

A bill (H. R. 3058) granting a pension to George L. Beighley. 

MARY BAILEY. + 

Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4046) to pension Mary Bailey; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MINNIE A. BAILEY. 


Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported - 


back favorably the bill (S. 217) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered 
to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2615) for the relief of Mattie W. House; 

A bill (H. R. 4495) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, 
late of Company I, Seventh United States Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3530) to grant a pension to Huldah Burton; 

A bill (H. R. 3901) to increase the pension of Stephen Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 16) to pension Hiram Wilbur; 

A bill (H. R. 4202) to pension Henry S. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 4854) to pension Green B. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 4787) granting a pension to George Dodge; 

A bill (H. R. 5488) to increase the pension of Mary M. Gibson, widow 
of Commander William Gibson; and 

A bill (H. R.3404) for the relief of John Curran. 

SAMUEL G. DORK. 


Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3536) to grant a pension to Samuel 
G. Dork; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. 8. volk. , 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2352) granting a pension to W. S. Yohe; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

-SAMUEL ADAMS. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3962) to increase the pension of Samuel Adams; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered 
to be printed: ~ 

A bill (H. R. 5162) granting a pension to W. R. Scurlock; and 

A bill (H. R. 5161) granting a pension to Robert Hill. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4589) providing the terms and 
places of holding the courts of the United States in the district of 
Minnesota, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill Es R. 4205) granting a pension to Isabella B. Stimple; 

A bill (H. R. 3108) granting a pension to Levi M. Lincoln; 

A bill E R. 2351) granting a ion to Allen McCowan; and 

A bill (H. R. 4821) to pension Eli J. Youngheim. 


R ities hgh oat s R 
` > ` 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


MATTHEW J. J. CAGLE. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 
ported back with amendment the bill R. 2356) granting a pension 
to Matthew J. J. Cagle; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CARTER, 
Mr, MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension 
to John Carter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 318) to amend paragraph 
3 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
ports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 880 granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Mary E. Nall, widow of Philip 
Nall; 

A bin (S. 810) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Talbot; and 

A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedal. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment bills of the following titles; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, 
ordered to be printed: 8 

A bill (H. R. 3584) to pension William Dunn for services in the In- 
dian war; and 

A bill { H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale. 

MARY ANN ALLAN. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4030) granting a pension to Mary 
Anu Allan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

$ FREDERICK N. KRESS. 

Mr. DOLLIV ER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2230) for the relief of Frederick N. Kress; 
which was ref to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, orđered to be printed. À 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF DAVID WALTER JONES. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 421) for the reliefof the legal representatives of David 
Walter Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolutions, delivered to the Speaker under clause 3 
of Rule XXII, were by him referred as follows: 


WORLD'S FAIR. 
By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: 


House shal! p: to select a site for the p fair in the manner provided 
in the resolutions heretofore reported to the House by said committee; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HITT: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 18th of February, be set a after the readi 
and approval of the Journal, for the consideration of House bills Nos. 6683 an 
6684, re! by the Select Committee on the World's Fair, and during said day 
general debate shall be allowed thereon; that on Wednesday, February 19, im- 
mediately after the reading and approval of the Journal, the House shall proceed 
to select a site for the proposed world's fair in the manner provided in the reso- 
lution heretofore reported to the House by said committee; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
FRANK B. GORMAN, 

By Mr. FLOWER: 

Resolved, That Frank B, Gorman be authorized toact as one of the chief 
of the House of Representatives from thisday, under the direction of the r- 
keeper of the House, and to receive compensation therefor at the rate paid 
other chief pages, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
until otherwise provided for; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION. 
By Mr. VANDEVER: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Landsin the United 
States be authorized to have printed such papers and documents for the use of 
gaid committee as it may be deemed necessary in connection with the j 
considered by the committee during the present Congress ; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


subjects 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; 
yan said bills were severally read twice and referred as follows, 
namely: 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 6945) to regulate the appointment 
of appraisers at the port of New York and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 6946) providing 
for the sale of navy-yard and United States naval hospital lands in 
the city of Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6947) to provide for the purchase of one or more 
submarine guns, one floating carriage with steam-power, detachable ex- 
plosive ram, and for other purposes—to the Committec on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6948) making. an ap- 
propriation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment, including the Smithsonian Institution, to participate in the Pied- 
mont exposition, to be held ab Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6949) providing for 
the erection of a building for the Central Dispensary and Emergency 
Hospital, in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 6950) regulating railway appli- 
ances—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 6951) to increase the appropria- 
tion for the erection of a public building at Paterson, N. J.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6952) to amend section 
1018 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6953) granting the use of certain 
real estate to the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., fora public park—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6954) tô provide for the purchase of a 
military site at Eagle Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6955) granting a pension to the un- 
married sisters of certain soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6956) to amend section 
790 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 6957) to regulate commerce among 
the several States, and to codify the law relating to bills of exchange 
and other commercial paper—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6958) to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. : 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6959) to regulate commerce among the several 
States, and to regulate the relations of creditor and debtor and the col- 
lections of debts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. f 

By Mr. CRAIN; A bill (H. R. 6960) to authorize the Eagle Pass 
Water and Supply Company and the Compafifa Proveedora de Aguas 
de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to connect their water-works communications 
across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 6961) to provide for allowance 
and payment of increase of pensions from date of application—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6962) to amend section 3 of an act 
entitled An act for the relief of certain volunteer regular soldiers of 
the late war and the war with Mexico“ to the Committee on Military 
Afai 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by requestof Mr. REED, of Maine): A bill (H. 
R.6963) for the erection of a publie building in the city of Saco, York 
County, Maine—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6964) to define 
the standing of officers of the Coast Survey during the late civil war— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 6965) granting right of way to the 
Red Lake and Western Railway and Navigation Company across Red 
Lake reservation, in Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6966) to authorize the construction of a bridge by 
Lake Superior and Pacific Railway Company. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 6967) for the relief of sailors and ma- 
rines in the United States Naval Homes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6968) for the relief of certain volun- 
teer soldiers whose names are not carried on the army rolls—to the 
Committee on Military A fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6969) granting a pension to army nurses—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 6970) to amend the pension laws by de- 

ing that muster into the service shall betaken as exclusive evidence 
that the soldier was sound at the time of service—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6971) to prohibit the manufact- 
ure and sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr, GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 6972) for the establishment of an 
Indian industrial school at Chamberlain, in the State of South Da- 
kota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 6973) to regulate the manufacture 
of vinegar made from grain—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: A bill (H. R. 6974) to establish certain ports 
of entry in the Territory of Alaska—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: A bill (H, R. 6975) to provide for an 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona—to the 
Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6976) to provide a 
summer residence for the President of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Joint resolution (H. Res. 96) providing for an 
immediate survey and estimate for the improvement of the St. John’s 
River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Joint resolution (H. Res. 97) to appoint a mem- 
ber of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) providing for the 
greater security of the public buildings in the District of Columbia 
and their contents from destruction or damage by fire—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan: Joint resolution (H. Res. 99) instruct- 
ing the Secretary of War to cause an examination to be made of the 
necessity, practicability, and approximate expense of tunneling the De- 
troit River at or near Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills, etc., of the following titles were intro- 
duced and referred as indicated below: 

. By Mr, ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 6977) for the relief of Lieut. F. 8. 
Bassett—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6978) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Edward 
Lee Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6979) for the relief of 
Martha G. Campbell, executrix—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6980) for the relief of Martha G. 
Campbell, executrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 6981) for the relief of Nimrod D. 
Keneaster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6982) to submit to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication the title of William MeGarrahan 
to the mineral and other interests of the Rancho ‘‘ Panoche Grande” 
tract of land, in the State of California, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 6983) for the relief of Morgan Everts— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6984) for the relief of Aaron Bell 
to the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6985) for the relief of Emma Love- 
lace and Stephen D. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): A bill (H. 
R. 6986) granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine), a bill (H. R. 6987) for the 
relief of Lincoln W. Tibbetts, of Portland, Me.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 6988) granting a pension to Samuel G. 
Robinson and Mary E. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6989) granting a pension to Mary Rush—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 6990) to pension John Rhubart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6991) to provide a pension for Follet Johnson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 6993) 

tinga pension to William K. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 

By Nr. O'FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 6994) for the relief of Albert 
Blaisdell—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 6995) for the relief of Isa- 
bella Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 6996) to increase the pension of 
David L. Stage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 6997) to increase the pension of 8. 
S. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6998) to increase the pension of Sylvester Root— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6999) granting a pension to S. O. Lord—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ( 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7000) a pen- 
sion to Angeline E. ahairea Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7001) granting a pension to Syntha Duglas—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7002) for the relief of James 
C. Anderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7003) granting an 
increase of pension to T. N. Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7004) granting an increase of pension to James 
Crippen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7005) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wolf—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7006) for the relief of George A. Hawkins—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7007) for the relief of Abram 
T. Shertzer—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New Vork: A bill (H. R. 7008) granting a 
pension to Thomas Shannon —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for 
the payment of the claim of John H. Hamlin—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

A bill (H. R. 6610) granting a pension to Lizzie E. Murray—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 2871) for the relief of Henry Ware—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BECK WITH: Eight petitions of silk-workers, etc., praying 
for the passage of H. R. 584, relative to the duty on silk to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Rey. Albert Donnell and others, of 
Eastport, Me., for a Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Papers in the claims of James W. Allen and 
Charles H. Dexter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Sarah Johnson, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition asking early completion of Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of Business Men’s Association of Dav- 
enport, Iowa, urging the establishment of foundry for heavy ordnance 
at Rock Island, IN.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Board of Trade of Eagle Pass, Tex., for 
the purchase of a military site at Eagle Pass—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Corpus Christi, Tex., relating 
to the improvement of the harbors on the coast of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of 24 soldiers of Garnett, Kans., for pas- 

e of pension Jaws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition aud proof upon the pension claim of Ann 
Burnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, for 
the improvement of Big Stone Lake and the construction of a reser- 
voir—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, memorial of Legislature of South Dakota, for pension legisla- 
tion recommended by the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, for the relief of 
settlers on the Crow Creek Indian reservation, in South Dakota—to the 
Committee on Indian A ffairs, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of : Petition asking that the Superin- 
tendent of Census be authorized and directed to collect data in relation 
teed electrical industry—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 

Sus. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of St. Louis Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing adjustment of question between United States and China—to the 
Committee on Foreign Afairs. : 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Eagle Creek Lodge, No. 1200, F. M. 
B. A., Coffey County, Kansas, asking for free coinage of silver, abolition 
of the national-banking system, abolition of trusts and combines, for 
liberal pensions to soldiers, forreduction and revision of the tariff, and 
for a law providing for the election of United States Senators by the 
people—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of George W, Hamilton and 36 
others, asking for the passage of a service and disability pension law 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition of members of Frederick Hanford Camp, 
No. 7, Sons of Veterans, for passage of service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL:; Petition of John E. Fletcher, that his claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Evidence in support of H. R., for relief of Gar- 
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field Post Association, of Wichita, Kans.—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Also, evidence in support of claim of Eva L. Webb for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Pratt County, Kansas, favoring serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of George M. Chapman, in claim for ex- 
penses as Indian inspector—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of George C. Sampson and 25 others, citizens 
of Cannonsburgh, Washington County, Pennsylvania, for the passage 
of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Education, 

Also, petition of 30 surviving soldiers and sailors of Fayette County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the per diem rated service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition of J. J. C. Slaughter, for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Papers to accompany the claim of 
James O. Earnest—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 17, 1890. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Jonrnal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. BECK presented the credentials of J. C. S. BLACKBURN, chosen 
by the Legislature of Kentucky a Senator from that State for the term 
begining March 4, 1891; which were read and ordered to be placed on file. 

FREE DELIVERY POSTAL SYSTEM. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of December 18, 1889, an estimate of the cost of extending the free- 
delivery system; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Poxt-loads, and ordered to be printed. a 

/> PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, “> 

Mr. DAWES. I present 240 petitions, signed by 10,040 or 10,050 
petitioners from Massachusetts and other States in the Union, repre- 
senting that in a single year more than 900,000 gallons of intoxicating 
liquors have been exported from the United States to Africa, demoraliz- 
ing the people of Africa and detrimental to all legitimate commerce 
with those ple, and praying that, under that section of the Consti- 
tution which authorizes Congress to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, that sort of thing shall be stopped. 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and I invoke their careful consideration of the subject and 
speedy action upon it. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a paper in the form of a letter to myself, 
transmitting a copy of a resolution of the Cotton Exchange of Memphis, 
Tenn., which is said to have been sent to me last summer when the 
Senate was notinsession. It isin the nature of a petition praying Con- 

to establish a navy-yard at New Orleans, La. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. IL present the petition of Abram S. Humphries, of 
Columbus, Miss,, praying Congress for the passage and enforcement of 
such laws as will protect loyal citizens in the rights of suffrage and for 
the preservation of the integrity of the fifteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The petitioner says that there are upwards of 2,000 voters in his county 
who have been, since the shotgun revolut on of 1875, deprived of all the 

rivileges guarantied to them by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, by armed forces who, in the execution of their heinous 
crimes, attain the acme of brutality, and that a similar state of affairs 
obtains in every county in Mississippi where any considerable number 
of those legally qualified desire to vote the Republican ticket. 

The petitioner further says thata so-called Legislature of the State of 
Mississippi has recently enacted a law to provide for establishing a new 
constitution for the State of Mississippi; that under the said act the 
time for establishing the constitution is fixed for the 12th day of Au- 
gust, 1890; and that the same is not to be submitted to the people for 
ratification. 

The petitioner further says that itis the avowed purpose of the Dem- 
ocrats of the State to employ such fraudulent methods as will deprive 
Republicans of representation in the constitutional convention; and 
that such provisions will be ingrafted on the organic law of the State as 
will reduce the Republican majority therein, more than 40,000 if fairly 
counted, to a helpless minority; and that by such prima facie legal pro- 
ceedings a vast numberof honest, industrious, and intelligent citizens 
of this Union will be deprived of those rights the exercise of which is 
necessary for the preservation of life, liberty, and property. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Oil City and 
Titusville, Penn., praying for the passage of the Blair educational bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of 130 members of the Farmers’ 
Alliancein the vicinity of Palouse City, Wash., praying that Congress 


define the rights of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to lands 
within the fifty-mile limit of its grants, and especially within the lien- 
land limit, and enact laws protecting the rights of settlers on such 
lands; which was referred to thé Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present the petition of Hon. J. W. Seaborg, L. D. 
Williams, John R. Goulber, and 36 others, residents of Pacific County, 
Washington, praying for the laying out and construction of two wagon- 
roads through the military reservation in that county, under the direc- 
tion of the Engineer Corps of the Army, and praying for an appropria- 
tion by Congress of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the same, I wish 
to accom the petition with a bill providing for the appropriation, 
and to have both referred to the Committee on Military ‘Affaire. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be so referred, and the 
bill will lie on the table until the order of the introduction of bills is 
reached. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of J. C. McCoy Post, No. 1, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Columbus, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of the per diem pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of John Gerber Post, No. 562, of 
Canaan, Ind., praying for cerfain amendments of the pension laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the New Albany (Ind.) Commercial 
Club, praying for the establishment of a navy-yard at Algiers, La.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have here the petition of 36,000 members of the 
Grand Army, and of those connected with the Woman's Relief Corps, 
praying for the enactment of a law giving pensions to army nurses and 
specifying the leading provisions of the law as they desire it to be. It 
is understood to be substantially the voice of the Grand Army and of 
the element of our countrymen who are particularly interested in the 
enactment of a law which I have specified. The signatures are, as I 
understand, confined mainly to the soldiersand their immediate friends. 
As the bill is pending, I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say in regard to this petition of 36,000 peti- 
tioners that the women of the country have petitions to the number 
of 4,000,000 petitioners for the passage of the educational bill, and I 
call the attention of the Senate to the bulk of this petition, so that 
they may form an idea by comparing them as to the bulk of the peti- 
tions for the passage of the school bill. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of the State board of 
agriculture of Michigan, praying for the transfer of the national weather 
service to the Agriculture Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of Gogebic 
County, Michigan, praying for the purchase of the Portage Lake Canal 
by the United States Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of many citizens of Fitch- 
burg, Mass., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2365, providing for 
the benefit of bounty for the soldiers of the regular service who served 
in the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Major Potter Post, No. 157, Grand 
Army of the Republic, department of Nebraska, and a petition of citi- 
zens of Bartlett, Nebr., praying for the passage of certain pension leg- 
islation, and particularly for the repeal of the limitation in the arrears- 
of-pension act; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
convention held in Lisbon, Ind. T., on February 8, 1890, and the peti- 
tion of William Adams and 103 other citizens of the Indian Territory, 
praying forthe passage of House bill 1015, to provide for town-site entry of 
lands in what is known as Oklahoma, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a petition of the Beatrice Electric Light Company, 
of Nebraska, and other firms and citizens in the United States, praying 
that the Superintendent of the Census be directed to collectgcertain 
data in relation to the electrical industry; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Census. 

He also presented the petition of Albert Donnell and 41 other citi- 
zens of Eastport, Me., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Merchants’ and Manufact- 
urers’ Club of Madison, Ind., favoring the erection of a public build- 
ing at that place; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Stoddard, Kimberly & Co., W. 
A. Beckley & Co., and 44 other firms and citizens of New Haven, Conn., 

raying that the Secretary of War be authorized to contract with Charles 
Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of improving the Har- 
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lem River, New York; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. i 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Wichita (Kans. ) Board of 
Trade, praying for the early completion of the public building at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Gardner Grange No. 68, of Kansas, 
praying for speedy action to control the 17 trusts and combines 
that are now forming all over the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of James B. McPherson Post, No. 87, 
department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
passage, with certain amendments, of: Senate bill 1094 and House bill 
No. 253, in regard to pensions; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, y 

He also presented the petition of certain citizens of the Indian Terri- 
tory, praying for the passage of what is known as the Plumb Senate 
town-site bill for Oklahoma; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kingfisher, Oklahoma, 
praying that No Man’s Land be included in any form of government 
established for Oklahoma; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of retail implement dealers of 
Topeka, Kans., praying that the raw material of which binding-twine 
is made may be placed on the free-list; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 794, of 
Tescot, Kans., praying that arrangements may be made to loan money 
to the farmers of the West at not exceeding 14 per cent.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR, I present a series of resolutions adopted by the Busi- 
ness Men’s Republican Association of the Nineteenth Assembly dis- 
trict of New York City, as follows: 


Whereas there are twenty thousand chiidren in the city of New York who 
ean not get into the public schools through lack of accommodations, and are 

compelled to roam the streets in ignorance and vice: 

Resolved, That the Business Men's Republican Association of the Nineteenth 
Assembly district unite with other citizens in condemning the city authorities 
for their gross neglect, in not providing suficient schools for the youth of this city. 

Resolved, That we fully indorse the Blair educational bill now before Con- 
gress, and urge its y passage by the National Legislature, 


I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of Henry W. Cressey Post, 
No. 42, department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, re- 
monstrating against the removal of the peace monument in the city of 
Washington, for the purpose of erecting upon its site a statue of Co- 
Inmbus; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Ife also presented the memorial of Fred. Pabst and other citizens of 
Wisconsin, e against the passage of any bill in to 
the observance of the Sabbath or any amendment of the Constitution 
so as to give preference to the principles of any one religion above an- 
other; which was refe to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

‘presented resolutions adopted by the Busi- 
ness Men’s Association of Davenport, Iowa, favoring the location of a 
foundry for the manufacture of heavy ordnance at the United States 
arsenal at Rock Island, III.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Typographical Union No. 
118, of Des Moines, Iowa, favoring the passage of the international copy- 
right bill; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr, McMILLAN presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Gogebic County, Michigan, praying for the purchase by the Govern- 
ment of the Portage Lake and River Improvement Company’s canal 
and the Portage Lake and Lake Superior ship-canal, their enlargement, 
improvement, and maintenance; also, for the establishment of harbors 
of refuge at the Lake Superior entrance of those canals; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCK RELL presented the petition of Aaron Bell, of Spring Gar- 
den, Mo., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2018, for his relief; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Mary H. Nicholson, widow 
of the late Rear-Admiral Nicholson, praying for an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Jewell Belting Company 
and twenty other manufacturing concerns of Hartford, Conn., praying 
for the construction of the Harlem Canal; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. REAGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1650) to repeal so 
much of section 3915 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
permits the Postmaster-General to have return requests printed on en- 
velopes, to report it adversely and to recommend the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. The report is accompanied’ by a lefter of the 


Postmaster-General, which is very full, upon the subject, and I ask that 
the report be printed. 5, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill being adversely reported will be 
XXI——87 


indefinitely postponed. All reports of committees are printed under 
th 7 


e rule. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed bythe Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back adversely the bill (S. 569) for the relief of the 
volunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry. The relief prayed 
for by this bill and by the petitions to the same purport is fully given 
by an act that was passed during the Piftieth Congress, at the first ses- 
sion, so that the passage of this proposed special law is not needed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, being adversely reported, will be 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 698) extending the privi- 
lege of the mail free of postage to historical societies, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1485) to authorize the leasing of the school and uni- 
versity lands in the Territory of Arizona, and for other purposes, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 2679) to authorize the leasing of the school and uni- 
versity lands in the Territory of Arizona, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 525) to establish two additional land offices in 
the State of Montana, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 1491) to establish a prison bureau, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 953) for the erection of a 
public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa, reported it with an amendment. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Select Committee on the President’s Message 
transmitting the Report of the Pacifice Railway Commission, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them adversely; and they 
were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1185) te amend an act entitled An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide 
for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to the United 
States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned; and 

A bill (S. 1555) to amend an act entitled An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 
1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide 
for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the consttuetion of certain of said railroads, and to secure to the United 
States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Select Committee on the President’s Message 
transmitting the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission, reported a 
bill (S. 2680) to amend an act entitled An act to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for 
postal, military, and other purposes, approved July 1, 1862; also to 
amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 
1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide 
for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain of the railroads, and to secure to the United 
States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill is accompanied by two reports, one touc 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company’s indebtedness, the other rela 
to the Central Pacific Railroad Company’s indebtedness. The latter 
was drafted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. I ask that 
these reports be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reports will be printed, of course. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire simply to say in relation to this matter, and 
to account for the adverse report of the two bills which have been in- 
definitely postponed, that the committee have finally succeeded to thei, 
satisfaction in consolidating these bills into one, and the measure whi 
is now presented to the Senate contains the terms of adjustment with 
both of the railroad companies, the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific. 

The reports have been unanimously adopted by the committee, ; 
bill, so far as the Union Pacific Railroad e e is concerned, has 
also been unanimously reported. I may almost say the same in rela- 
tion to the Central Pacific, but I ought perhaps to say that the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], who was recently added to the commit- 
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tee, thinks that the Central Pacific Railroad Company can pay the same 


amount the bill provides that the Union Pacific shall pay. 

Mr. BUTLER. The same rate of interest? 

Mr. FRYE. The same rateof interest—3 per cent. That is the only 
difference of opinion I know of in the committee touching these bills. 

The Union Pacific by this bill is required to pay 3 per cent. interest 
and its entire debt in fifty years. It is compelled to give a mortgage 
of all its property of every name and description. The committee finds 
that that property which the United States receives as additional se- 
curity amounts to a good deal more than the debt due to the United 
States, making the ultimate payment of the debt by the Union Pacific 
Railway Company as certain as anything human can be. 

The bill provides as to the Central Pacific Railroad Company that it 
shall pay its debt in seventy-five years, with interest at the rate of 2 
per cent.; but recognizing the present serious condition that the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company is in, the absolute necessity of building 
several very important bridges in California, and also of building some 
additional miles of railroad there, the committee determined that 1 

cent. of the 2 per cent. for the first ten years should be capitalized. 

t being done compels the Central Pacific Company to pay the first 
ten years about $600,000 or $650,000 a year; and there is no doubt it 
can doit. At the end of the ten years the bill compels it to pay abont 
$1,400,000 a year—quite a leap from $600,000 to $1,400,000, : 

Mr. PLATT. Beginning to pay the principal? 

Mr. FRYE. Beginning to pay some on the principal at the end of 
the ten years; but the committee found that between this day and the 
time when that increased payment would be required the Central Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, having settled with the United States, could 
fund at least $30,000,000 of its other indebtedness naw bearing 6 per 
cent. for from 4 to 4} percent, ; and that the saving in interest alone when 
this additional requirement was made would enable them to meet it. 
At the end of the twenty years the amount required of the Central 
Pacitic would be $1,700,000 annually until the final payment was made, 
which would be within the seventy-five years. 

These iwo roads, I am compelled to say, have not as yet signified 
their acquiescence in this bill. The Union Pacific did at the last Con- 
gress, in a bill which required the same payment, but IJ am informed 
now that the Union Pacific does hot think it can pay over 24 per cent. 
The committee, however, who have spenta great deal of time and pa- 
tience and care on this subject, having but one in view, and 
that to protect the United States Government without doing harm to 
the railroad companies, believe that the Union Pacific can pay the 3 
per cent. and pay the debt in fifty years, and have so d 

The Central Pacific officials have said that posh ibe gue not pay over 
11 per cent. of the debt of that road in one hun and twenty-five 
years, and one distinguished and important official in the road had a 
proposition entirely different, and not met by any of these bills. 

The committee recognized the difference in condition between the 
Central Pacific and Union Pacific, and the difficulties the Central Pa- 
cific would encounter which the Union Pacific would not. They have 
considered carefully the proposition made by the roads, and they unani- 
mously have arrived at the conclusion that the Central Pacific can pay 
its debt in seventy-five years with 2 per cent. interest, and have so re- 
ported in this bill. The Central Pacific road required, besides this, 
that in estimating the amountin the sinking fund to be deducted, after 
the present worth of the debt was found, itshould be allowed 6 per cent. 
interest. The committee have declined to make that allowance and 
have stricken that section from the bill. 

The Central Pacific Railroad Company gives a mortgage on all of the 
roads and property of every name and description of the Central Pacific 
system, which includes the road from 4 miles west of Ogden to San 
José and also two very important roads in California, the roads in Cali- 
fornia as paying powers being of very much greater value than the 
roads from Ogden west to San José. By them that was regarded as 
suficient security to the United States, and it was all of the security 
that any bill heretofore has provided for, but the Central Pacific system 
has been leased to the Southern Pacific for ninety-nine years, at a rental 
amounting now to about $1,750,000a year, Your committee could not 
see why the company would suffer in any degree by a requirement that 
that lease should be made additional security to the United States for 
the payment of this debt, and therefore they have incorporated in the 
bill a provision, first, that the United States shall have a mortgage on 
that lease; second, that the Southern Pacific Railroad directors and the 
directors of the Central Pacific Railroad shall assent to a modification 
of the lease, so that the full rents to be paid under it shall never, at 
any time, until this entire debt is paid, be Jess than the actual require- 
ments of this bill from the Central Pacific Railroad Company, thus mak- 
ing practically the Southern Pacific Railroad a guarantor to the United 
States of the pa; tof the requirement of the bill for the Central 
Pacific Railroad debt. If these provisions are accepted by the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, your committee are satisfied that the security 
for the payment of that debt in seventy-five years, with 2 per cent, in- 
terest, is am 

Mr. ident, the committee instructed me to ask that this bill, ex- 
ceedingly important, as a matter of course, and to evoke much discus- 


sion, be assigned asa special order for the 4th day of March, at 2 0 clock. 


Mr. PLATT. Two-thirds are required to make a special order. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from ge acta bill reported by him from the Select 


Committee on Pacific be made a special order for the 4th day 
of March, at 2 o’clock? - 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not believe that making the bill a special 


order will be of any service in expediting this matter. It will stand 
constantly in the way of business, The Senator can move to take up 
the bill at that time, and, if a majority are willing, as a matter of course 
it will then be taken up. 

Mr. BUTLER. We can not hear the Senator from Ohio on this side, 
there is so much talking in the Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Experience in the Senate has shown that special 
orders do not advance the particular measure proposed, but always 
stand in the way of other business. The Senator, it seems to me, 
would have a better prospect to get consideration of his bill by giving 
notice, as he has now done, that he will call it up onfthe 4th of March. 
My own experience has been that making a bill a special order is of little 
use, as itis a constant impediment to other matters that are pending, 
and it may interfere with the unfinished business in some cases, 

Mr. FRYE. It could not under the rules interfere with unfinished 
business, 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. It could not under the rules, but it often does 
practically. Ithink it would be better if the Senator would let this 
bill take its chances. There are other bills on the Calendar that are 
just as important, and a great deal more important, in my judgment, 
to the public interest. Ido not wish to delay the prompt considera- 
tion of this railroad settlement, but I shall object to making the billa 
special order unless it is ordered by two-thirds of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request for unan- 
imous consent. y 

Mr. FRYE. Iaminstructed, then, to move that this bill be assigned 
as a special order for consideration on the 4th day of March next, at 2 
oel. 

Mr. PLUMB. T hope the Senator will let me make an inquiry of him 
in regard to the bill as to a matter which I did not hear him express 
himself upon, and that is in reference to the amendment which I pro- 
posed to the bill requiring the Kansas Pacific Railway Company to pay 
the taxes which it equitably owes to the State of Kansas, I hope that 
in the consideration of this matter and in the putting of the very oner- 
ous burden upon these companies which the Senator says this bill puts 
upon them he did not hesitate to recommend to the committee and 
that the committee did not hesitate to adopt a measure which would 
require the doing by these companies of justice to the State of Kansas, 
upon the people of which the revenue forthe payment of this debtmust, 
in a large measure, be levied. I wish to ask if there is anything on 
that point in the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say in reply to the Senator from Kansas that 
the committee did not recommend the adoption of the amendment of- 
fered by him. 

I will withdraw my motion for aspecial assignment of the bill until 
further consultation with the committee, but, at the same time, I will 
give notice that I shall endeavor to secure the consideration of the bill 
on the 4th day of March, so that Senators wishing to discuss it on either 
side may understand at what time the matter may be before the Senate 
for consideration. 

Mr. TURPEE. I did not hear all of the explanation of the Senator 
from Maine, but I heard him use the word “unanimously.” I wish 
to ask him to what he applied the word. 

Mr. BUTLER. He gualified the expression. 

Mr, TURPIE. Did the Senator apply it to the report of the com- 
mittee or to the condition of the debt and security ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asked unani- 
mous consent that the bill be made a special order for March 4, at 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. TURPIE. I am speaking now of the Senator's remarks. I 
heard him use the word “‘unanimowsly”’ in his remarks, and I am ask- 
ing whether the word ‘‘unanimously’’ refers to the report of the com- 
mittee or to the statement therein of the debt and security. 

Mr. FRYE, I made the statement exactly that the Senator from 
Indiana made to me on Saturday, stating that he did not agree to one 
portion of the bill. I undertook to deal with entire justice with the 
Senator from Indiana. 

STENOGRAPHER IN THE MONTANA CASE. 

Mr. HOAR. I am instructed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to ask for the adoption of the following order: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, in the consideration 
of the rights of claimants totheir seats in the Senate from the State of Montana, 
be authorized to employ a stenographer, to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

I suppose regularly under the rule the resolution shonld go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate; but, as there is no question about it, I ask unanimous consent that 
it be ado now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
he has submitted. ‘ ` 
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Mr. HARRIS. And unanimous consent to waive the reference to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose so. Iwill state that this is merely an order 
for a stenographer, but in point of fact he has been already employed 
and done the work. It is an expenditure of $10 or $15 only. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, as it creates a charge upon the contingent fund, 
it would have to go to the committee, unless by unanimous consent a 
reference was waived. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the reason why I have asked unanimous con- 
sent, I suppose that unanimons consent waives that rule. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 2681) for the improvement of the 
Christiana and Brandywine Rivers and the harbor of Wilmington, Del.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merece. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2682) for the improvement of certain 
channels, rivers, and harbors in the State of Delaware; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2683) for the survey and improvement 
of the Murderkill River, Delaware; which was read twico by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2684) for the survey and improvement 
of the Mispillion River, Delaware; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 2685) to incorporate the Monu- 
mental Street Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2686) for the relief of the estate of 
William It. Boice, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2687) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary 
L. Scott, of Lincoln County, Kentucky ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2688) providing 
for the erection of a building for the Central Dispensary and Emergency 
Hospital in the city of Washington; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2689) making an appropriation for 
continuing the improvement of Indian River, Delaware; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2690) for the construction of two 
wagon-roads through the military reservation of Fort Canby, in the 
State of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2691) for the relief of Christian 
C. Wolfe, of Cowley County, Kansas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2692) to establish certain ports of 
entry in Alaska Territory; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

- ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2693) for the relief of F. C. Bulk- 
ley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

per, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 2694) granting the right of way to 
the Britton, Sisseton and Brown’s Valley Railway Company through 
the Sisseton and Wah m reservation; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2695) in relation to a farm 
for the Indian training school at Pierre, S. Dak.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2696) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Indians in Fort Berthold agency, in North Dakota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2697) to authorize the acquisition of 
certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 380, of the city 

olf Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city post-office; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2698) granting « pension to 
Johanna Loewinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 2699) for the relief of Mel- 
chisedee Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (3. 2700) for the relief of Albert 
Blaisdell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2701) concerning the rank and 
pay of certain officers of the Navy having served a full term as chief of 
a bureau in the Navy Department; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2702) for the relief of the Corn Exchange 
National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2703) for the relief of Rebecca P, Nields; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2704) to amend sections 2529, 2536, 
2544, 2728, and 2729 of the Revised Statutes, concerning the pay of cer- 
tain appraisers and assistant appraisers, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2705) to provide for the appointment of 
assistants to the chiefs of bureaus of the Navy Department; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2706) for the relief of D. H. 
Trefethen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2707) to define the 
routes of steam railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2708) defining certain acts of Congress 
for the relief of owners of real estate in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2709) for the relief of Garfield Post As- 
sociation of Wichita, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2710) granting a pension to Mrs, Eliza- 
beth Burnett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2711) for the relief of Frederick 
Barnard and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2712) for the relief of Theodore 
Sharts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents, 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S, 2713) to incorporate 
the City and Suburban Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2714) for the erection of a public 
building in Aurora, III.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2715) making an appropriation 
for the removal of snags and other obstructions from Lewis and Clarke's 
River, Gray's River, Astoria and Wood’s Landing route, and Prairie 
Channel, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO. BILLS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted three amendments intended to be proposed by — 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill (S. 538) to further increase the naval establishment; 
which I ask may be printed and laid upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Some weeks ago I offered an amendment to the bill 
(S. 2} to make and alter regulations as to times, places, and manner of 
holding elections for Representatives in Congress, and asked that the 
amendment lie on the table. I now move that the amendment be taken 
up and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I will 
state that the amendment contemplates the adoption of what is known 
hawk Australian ballot system as a part of that bill if it should become 
a law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina to refer the proposed amendment to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE PROCEEDINGS, 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Sonate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Sec- 
retary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the proceedi and 
final act of the International Marine Conference and the report thereon by the 
United States delegates printed and bound at the Co nal Printing Office, 
and that in addition to the usual number there shall be 2,000 extra copies for 
the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; for the 
use of the De ment of State, 1,300; for the use of the Treasury Department, 
09; and for the use of the Navy Department, 500 copies. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on erce be, and it is hereby, 


to l st her from time to time be necessary, to report such 
employ a stenographer from time to as may ben 7 
hearings as may be Had before said committee, and to have the same printed 
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Ay for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid ont of the 
: contingent fand of the Senate. 


ASSASSINATION OF W. B. SAUNDERS. 


Mr. CHANDLER, Isubmit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. t 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
any information in his on with reference to the recent assassination at 


possessi 
Sear Fla., of W. B. Saunders, United States deputy marshal for the district of 
or’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 


FEBRUARY 17, 


A bill (S. 940) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected in the county 
of Douglas, or in the county of Sarpy, in the State of Nebraska, and 
the county of Pottawattamie, in the State of Iowa, and to make the 
same a post-route; 

A bill (H. R. 24) to constitute Albany, N. Y., a port of immediate 
transportation; 

A bill (H. R. 3298) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamers Trenton and Vandalia and the stranding of the 
United States steamer Nipsic, at Apia, Samoan Islands; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 54) congratulating the people of the United 
States of Brazil on their adoption of a republican form of government. 


' eration of the resolution? 


Mr. CALL. I ask that the resolution be read again. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 


Mr. PASCO, Lask that the resolution may be printed and lie over 


until to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will be printed and lieover. 
SILVER COINAGE. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago I addressed a letter to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, requesting a statement in regard to the purchases 


of silver bullion, the number of ounces used, the cost, the number of 


standard dollars into which coined, the seiginorage or gain. I have 
just received in reply a letter from the Director of the Mint, giving a 
statement showing the number of standard ounces and cost of silver 
used, the number of silver dollars coined, and the seiginorage on the 
same, by fiscal years, from March 1, 1878, to December 31, 1889, which 
shows that the total number of ounces of silver used was 300,727,969, 58, 
costing $287,995,107.86, and coined into 349,938,001 standard silver 
dollars, and the gain or seigniorage was 861,942, 89g. 14. 

I ask that this letter and the table may be printed in the RECORD 
and then printed as a separate document, so that it will be accessible 
to Senators. x 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. 

The letter and table are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1890, 
Srm: In compliance with your request of the th ultimo I inclose herewith a 
statement showing the numberof ounces of silver of standard fineness (.900), 
and the cost of the same, used in the coinage of silver dollars, and the number 


of silver dollars coined and the profits thereon by fiscal years from March 1, 1878, 
to December 31, 1889. 


Respectfully yours, 
E, O. LEECH, Director of the Mint. 
Hon, F. M, COCKRELL, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Statement showing the number of standard ounces and cost of silver used, 
number of silver dollars coined, and the scigniorage on the same, by fiscal 
years, from March 1, 1878, to December 31, 1889. 


Number of 
silver dollars: Seigniorage, 
coined, 


3 772,075 | 3,433, 820. 

24, 409, 787. 28,111,119 | 3.701, 331.78 
24,133,257. 099; 3, 968, 672. 68 
24. 178.273.168 28.528.552 4.365, 278.84 
24, 075,054.00 | 29,838, 905 |- 5,763, 851. 00 
25, 343,272.39 | 33,266,831 | 7,923. 558. 61 
24, 810,740.68 | 82,718,678 | 8.407, 923.32 
24, 423,797.80 | 33, 793,860 | 9, 370, 062. 

11873, 180. 82 18,435,851 | 4,562, 170. 18 


e i 257,995, 107.86 | 349, 933, 001 | 61, 942, 893. 14 


E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BURBAU OF THE MINT, February 15, 1890, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. S. MARTIN, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 584) to modify existing laws re- 
lating to duties on imports and the collection of the revenue. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1181) to require the Superintendent of Census to ascertain the number 
of people who own farms and homes and the amount of mortgage in- 
debtedness thereon, with an amendment; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m farther announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
8 signed by the Vice-President: 

A (S. 2015) to amend and alteran act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa,“ approved 
August 6, 1888; 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE TOWNSHEND. 


The message also conveyed to the Senate the intelligence of the death 
of Hon. Richard Wellington Townshend, late a Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of Illinois. 


LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 11th instant from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting a copy of a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and accompanying draft of a bill to amend the first section of an act entitled 
An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the va 
rious reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States 
and 5 over the Indians, and for other purposes,” approved Febru- 
ary 8, é 

‘The matter is presented for the consideration and action of Congress. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 17, 1890. 


PREMISES FOR COMMITTEE-ROOMS, 


Mr. ALDRICH, I ask leave to submit a report from the Commit- 
tee on Rules. I report a resolution which I send to the desk as a sub- 
stitute for two resolutions referred to the Committee on Rules, one of- 
fered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], January 23, 
1890, and the other offered by the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
Moopy], February 5, 1890, I ask that the resolution now reported 
be read and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby authorized to 
lease during the present session of Congress the house, No, 32 B street, north- 
east, and to cause the same to be furnished for the use of the committees of the 
Senate: Provided, That the rent paid for the use of said house shall not exceed 
$165 per month, the expenses of such leasing and furnishing to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
under the rules. 


GERMAN EVANGELICAL CHURCH OF MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. _ Is there further morning business, 
Mr. SHERMAN and others. The Calendar, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If not, the Calendar will be proceeded 


with. 

The bill (S. 289) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evan- 
gelical Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va., was announced as the first 
bill on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, ordered toa third reading, and read the third time. 
A demand was made for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. When the bill was under consideration before I asked 
for the yeas and nays upon its passage. If it is permitted me to do so, 
I will withdraw the demand for the yeasand nays. I find that in various 
instances we have made compensation for the destruction of churches 
and school buildings. I do not think we have ever gone as far as we 
do in this case. But while I withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
nays, I wish to be understood as being against the bill. I think we 
are gradually working towards the peep of paying for property de- 
stroyed during the war within the Union lines, which is against all the 
principles of Government in relation fo the destruction of property by 
war. But I do not ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The demand for the yeas and nays is with- 
drawn. The question is, Shall the bill pass? [Putting the question. ] 
The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Task that the vote be taken again before I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are several Senators who do not understand 
precisely what the vote is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 289) for the relief of the trustees of 
the German lical Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va. 

Mr. S Let the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the trustees of the German Evangelical Church 
at Martinsburgh, W. Va., the sum of $2,500, out of any r the b 
not otherwise eee on account of the destruction of their church buil 
ing and its furniture on the 17th day of February, 1863. while the same was in 
the eee ofa portion of the military forces of the United States, aud through 
their carelessness, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass 

The bill was passed. 


HENRY G. HEALY, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ emoluments,” to strike ont 
as if actually mustered at that date” and insert from May 26, 1863, 
to August 4, 1863;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to muster into the service, to rank as lieutenant-colonel from the 
26th day of May, 1863 (the date from which he wasto take rank in commission), 
Henry G, Healy, late lieutenant-eolonel Sixty-üfth New York Volunteers, with 
all pay and emoluments from May 26, 1863, to August 4, 1863, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 153) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, - 

Mr. INGALLS. _I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over to the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX, 

Mr. PASCO rose. 

Mr. INGALLS. I see there is an amendment which may modify 
the bill so that I may have no objection to it. I should like to hear 
the bill read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendments be reported end let the Senate 
act upon them, and if the Senator from Kansas desires to object he can 
do so then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendments of the Committee on Claims 
are, in line 6, after the words sum of,” to strike out ‘fourteen’ and 
insert three, and in line 7, after the word thousand, to strike 
out eight and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the not otherwise 
appropriated, to Pearson C. Montgo" ery, of Memphis, State of Tennessee, the 
sum of $3,200, in fall compensation for property en from him for the use of 
and used by the Army of the United States. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr, PASCO. I ask that the bill be passed over, retaining its place. 
I should like to have an opportunity to have it considered without con- 
suming the time of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over, 

GEORGE FITZCLARENCE, 

The bill (S. 755) granting a pension to George Fitzclarence was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George Fitzclarence, late private in Company B, 
Washington Territory Infantry, and Company F, Fourth Regiment of 
California Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS DENNIS. 

The bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Thomas Dennis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Thomas Dennis, late private of Company A, One hundred 
and twelfth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JONATHAN: HAYES. 

The bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the nameof Jonathan Hayes, late of Capt. Alexander D. Cox’s 
company, Illinois Volunteers, Black Hawk war, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

M. CORNELIA BROWN. 

The bill (S. 758) granting a ion to M. Cornelia Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes oo t on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of M. Cornelia Brown, widow of Milton Brown, late 


first lieutenant of Company K, Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and captain of Company E, same régiment. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CATHERINE MORRIS. 
The bill (S. 818) granting a pension to Catherine Morris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Catherine Morris, mother of James A. Rich- 
ards, late private of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana In- 
fan 


try. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. MADDEN. 


The bill (S. 2079) for the reliefof George W. Madden was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing on the records of the War Department against George 
W. Madden, late a private in Company I, Thirty-third Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and substitute therefor ‘‘ absent without 
leave; enlisted April 7, 1863, for four years, in the United States Ma- 
rine Corps; discharged September 3, 1864, by order of Secretary of 
Navy, having been enlisted illegally; enlisted again in same corps 
September 4, 1864: honorably discharged September 4, 1868; re-en- 
listed November , 1868, and honorably discharged December 13, 1872, 
at Mare Island, California.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. FENTON. 


The bill (S. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of William H. Fenton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of War to cause the records of 
the War Department to be so amended as to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the service record of William H. Fenton, late a private in 
Company G, Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and to grant himan 
honorable discharge as of the date of May 27, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 


The bill (S. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recitesthat John Hollins McBlair, late a first lieutenant 
in the Fifteenth United States Infantry, was, by order of the President 
dated October 6, 1863, wholly retired from the service, and was after- 
wards, on April 8, 1864, ordered by the President to be retired for dis- 
ability incident to the service and to be placed upon the retired-list, 
and has ever since been borne upon such retired-list, up to November 
12, 1884, and has been regularly paid as suchretired officer up to April 
13, 1884, and the Court of Claims has recently decided that the order 
of the President of April 8, 1864, attempting to revoke the order of 
October 6, 1863, wholly retiring him and to restore him to the retired- 
list, was not operative. 

The bill proposes to suspend the provisions of law regulating appoint- 
ments in the Army by promotion in the line so far as they affect John 
Hollins McBlair, and to authorize the President if he so desire, in the 
exercise of his own discretion and judgment, to nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint McBlair to the same 
grade and rank of first lientenant in the Army of the United States in 
the infantry service, and to place him upon the retired-list of the Army 
as of the date of April 8, 1864, with the pay of his grade and rank from 
April 13, 1884, and with a full discharge from all liability for any sums 
paid to or received by him previously to the latter date. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report in that case, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following report submitted by 
Mr. CocKRELL, January 16, 1890: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 1070) 
for the relief of John Hollins McBlair, have duly considered the same, and sub- 
mit the following report: 

In the Forty-ninth Con a bill (S, 193) for the relief of this claimant, in the 
exact language of this bill, was favorably reported from this committee and 
pe by the Senate and House, and vet by the President on March 10, 


The veto message, after reciting the facts, contains the following: 

For about twenty years, and up to Spr 30, 1884, he remained upon the re- 
tired-list and received the pay to which this position entitled him. Quite recently, 
in consequence of a claim of additional pay which he e upon the Govern- 
ment, his status was examined by the Court of Claims, which decided that the 
action of the President in April, 1864, by which he sought to change the origi- 
nal disposition of the case upon the findings of the retiring board, was nuga- 
tory, and that ever since October, 1863, this officer had not been connected with 
the Army and had been receiving from the Government money to which he 
was not entitled. 

“If the bill herewith returned becomes a law it makes valid all payments 
made, and if its pu is carried out causes such paymentsto be resumed, 

“The finding of the retiring board seems so satisfactory, and the merits of 
this case so slight in the light of the large sum vanes & paid to the applican 
while the claims of thousands of wounded and disabled soldiers wait for justice 
at the hands of the Government, that I am constrained to interpose an objec- 
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© purpose of gran what a; 
Inthe Forty-ninth 

submitted the following re: an 

case. Senate Report No. Forty-ninth Congress, first session, is as follows: 
“In the Forty-cighth Congress n bill for the relief of said Jichlair was re- 


d general and wholesome laws for 


- ferred to the Senate 1 Committee, and by that committee referred to the 


Secretary of War, and the following letter, with a statement of the services of 
Lieutenant McBlair and a report of the Adjutant-General, in regard to his case, 


ved: 
“War DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington City, June 12, 1881. 

“Sin: The Department duly received Es letter of the 27th ultimo, inelosin; 
a copy of S. 2233, A bill for the relief of Lieutenant John Hollins McBlair,’ an: 
requesting to be furnished with a record of his services in the Army, and of his 
discharge or dismissal therefrom, giving all the proceedings and any subsequent 
application for reappointment or restoration made by him, etc. 

“Tn reply. I have the honor to invite attention to the inclosed report of the 
Adjutan neral, dated the 7th instant, and its accompanying papers, which, 
itis believed, afford the desired information in the case. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“S. V. BENET, 
“ Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, and Acting Secretary- of War. 


“Hon, F. M. COCKRELL, 
“Of the Committee on Military Affairs, Uniled States Senate,” 


* HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
“ ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, June, 7, 1884. 
“Statement of the military service of John II. McBlair, jr., of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office. 


“ He was appointed first lieutenant Fifteenth United States Infantry, May 14, 


He served with his regiment at Newport Barracks, Ky., from July, 1861, to 
September, 1861; was en route to and in the field in the Department of the Ohio 
to October, 1861, and sick with iment to November 13, 1861; on sick-leave 
and surgeon's certificate of disability to June 13, 1862; on duty in the office of 
the Commissary-General of Subsistence to some time in August, 1863, when or- 
dered before retiring-board in New York City. 

“He was wholly retired on account of incapacity for active service in the 
field, said oe neg 4 not resulting from any incident of service, by paragraph 
12, Special ers No, 447, War Department, Adjfiittant-General’s Office, October 
6, 1803, This order was revoked, and he was retired for disability resulting from 
Jong and faithful service, for some gay incident thereto, to date October 6, 
1863 b b H, Special Orders No. 143, War Department, Adjutant-Gen- 
eral's 8 ice, April 9, 1864. 

“He was on duty in the office of the Commissary-General of Subsistence 
from May 20, 1864, to April 1, 1866; unemployed to May 4, 1866; on duty as act- 

aid-de-camp on the staff of General Howard, Commissioner of the Bureau 
of , Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands, from May 5, 1866, to December 
$1, 1868, and on duty at the headquarters of that bureau to February 21, 1870; 
since the latter date he has not been employed on any military duty. 
“R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-Generai.” 


“ApruTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE, January, 1881. 


“Sır; I have the honor to return herewith the letter of May 27, 1884, from Hon, 
NI. of the Senate Committee on Mili Affairs, who incloses Sen- 
ate bill 2233, authorizing the President ‘toappoint John Hollins McBlair a first 
lientenantin the Army, and to restore him to the retired-list as of the date he 
has heretofore borne on said list,’ with request for information of record in the 
case, and a statement of the reasons, if any exist, why the bili should become a 


Taw. 

First Lieut. John H. McBiair, Fifteenth United States Infantry, was, upon the 
finding and recommendation of a retiring-board, wholly reti: from the serv- 
fee, by direction of the President, October 6, 1863, for incapacity reported by 
the board to be not incident to the service, under the provision of section 17, act 
of August 3, 1861, and the vacancy thus created was filled. Su uently the 
President, upon # review of the case, directed that the order wholly retiring 
Lieutenant McBlair be revoked, and that his name be placed on the retired-list, 
to date October 6, 1883. This was done by an order of April 9, 1864, six months 
after being wholly retired, since which date the name of Lieutenant McBlair 
has been, and is still, borne upon the Army records and register as a first lieu- 
tenant, retired. 

wt appears that this officerrecently presented a claim for arrears of longevity 

; that in the consideration of this claim by the accounting officers of the 

the question as to whether or not he was legally restored tothe Army 
e President's order of revocation of Apri 9, 1854, was referred by the Treas- 
ury Department to the Court of Claims, and that the court has decided, in effect, 
that Lieutenant McBlair was not legally restored. I inclose herewith a state- 
ment of Lieutenant McBlair's military service; a printed copy of the decision 
of the Court of Claims, above referred to, in which will be found the finding of 
the retiring board, the orders of retirement and revocation, the indorsement of 
President lincoln upon which the order of revocation was based, ete. 

“Tt is proper to add that this office has not received orders to drop Lieutenant 
Mohlatr from the ister, 

"Very res lly, your obedient servant, 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General, 


“The Hon. SECRETARY or Wan.“ 


“The opinion of the Court of Claims referred to in the report of the Adjutant- 

General is as follows: 
: “OPINION. 

“Weldon, J., delivered the opinion of the court. 

„The claimant was appointed first lieutenant in the Army on the lth day of 
May, 1261, and in September. 1563, was examined by a retiring board organized 
under the provisions of the act of August 3, 1861, Said board made the following 
report as the result of its examination: s. 

** After mature deliberation and careful consideration of his case, the board find 

that First Lieutenant J. H. McBlair, įr., Fifteenth United States Infantry, is inca- 

tated for active service, and that his incapacity does not result from any inci- 

tof the service, and the board recommend that he be wholly retired from the 
service with one year's pay and allowance.’ 

“And thereupon the President, on the 6th of October, A. D. 1363, directed 

“ ‘That he be wholly retired from the service with one year's pay and allow- 
ance, and that his name be henceforth omitted from the Army r.“ 

“November 28, 1863, the President during the recess of the Senate promoted 
William H. Heilman first lieutenant, to take effect from the 3d day of October, 
vice MoBlsir, retired. December 31, 1853, the President nominated said Heil- 
man to be first licutenant trom October 3, 1563, vice McBlair, retired. 

“April 8, — 2 2 President revoked the order made on the 6th of October, 1563, 
and t the claimant be placed on the -list as of the date at 


which he was dropped.’ On the Sth of A the name of the claimant was 
placed on the retired- list“ of that class in which the disability results from long 
and faithful service or some injury incident thereto, to date October 6, 1863. 

On the Ist of July, 1864, the President issued to Heilman a commission as first 
lieutenant, to rank from the lst day of October, 1863, he having been confirmed 
by the Senate on the 18th of April, 1864, Since April 8, 1854, the claimant has 
been borne on the retired-list of the Army as first Heutenaut. From May 1 
1864, to 1870 he was detailed to perform active duty in the commissary an 
Freedman’s Bureau. 

“The above statement of facts presents the substance of the claim as made by 
the findings of the court; and althongh cases almost identical have been decided 
at the present term, it may not be unprofitable to present further considera- 
tions in support of the conclusions of law reached in this and former adjudica- 
tions, Weare called upon in this claim to determine the power of the Presi- 
dent over the record of a case in which he has approved the finding of a retir- 
ing board by wholly retiring the officer from the Army and the nomination and 
appointment of his successor. 

Ve may 9 the decision of the question presented by this record with- 
out the apprehension that there is danger of an invasion of the constitutional 
prerogative of the President to command the Army and without the fear that 
the effect of any decision we may render can in any just sense interfere with the 
efticiency of the Executive in the administration of his office in the regulation 
of the Army of the United States. 

“The right of the President to command armies and direct the minutest move- 
ment of the soldier is very different from the exercise of the power of appoint- 
ment ofa person, by which the higher function of war is performed, through 
the instrumentality of officers of the more & The power «f appointment in the 
military service is not incidentto the Presidentas an exclusive power of his office, 
butis subject to the adyice and consent of the Senate, so that in its exercise there 
is called into requisition other volitions than the mere will of the President. 

Section 2, Article II, of the Constitution provides: 

The President shall, with the adyice and consent of the Senate, appoint the 
officers designated by the Constitution, and all other officers whose sppoint- 
ments are not herein provided for, hut Congress may yest in the President alone 
the appointment of such inferior officers as they think proper.’ 

Congress have not by law vested in the President the appointment of such 
officers as the claimant, so that it is reserved to the Senate and the President, 
by the failure of Congress to provide by law an exclusive power in the Executive, 


2 kon in the Army, placed on the retired-list, or wholly retired from the sery- 
ce. 


the President may determine. 
The name of the officer wholly retired from the service shall be omitted 
from the Army Kegin 
It will be seen by reference to section 1250 of the fo: ing statute that the 
report of the board is to be laid before the President * for his approval and orders 


in the case, 

Finding 4 clearly indicates that the report of the board wus placed before 
the President for his personal inspection and adjudication. He says, on re- 
view’ of the case, the President not being satisfied. The phraseology of tho 
order shows that the President had simply changed his mind upon the suffi- 
ren of the evidence to establish the fact that the disease was not incident to 

e service. 

The order of the 8th of April, 1864, revoking the order of the 6th of October, 
1863, retiring claimant from the Army, was not to correct a mistake of fact, but 
to correct an error of jadgment the President might have made in approving 
the recommendation of a board against the weight of evidence. 

“By finding 2, the board, ‘after mature deliberation and consideration,’ found 
the claimant ‘incapacitated for active service, and recommended that ‘he be 
wholly retired from the service, with one year’s pay and allowance.’ 

“Upon the report of the board, the President had the right to adopt one of 
three courses with the claimant: he could disapprove the finding and thereby 
retain the claimant in the active service, retire him from active service, or 
wholly retire him from the Army, as he might determine. He had a power to 
exercise in the disposition of the report, and his action thereon made in law 
the complete exercise of the full measure of authority provided by the statute. 
It is not a continuing power, but is performed to the extent of its existence by 
the one act of the President. 

Asa general rule where the law confers a power and the person on whom 
it is conferred acts under it, the power is exhausted, unless the same authority 
authorizes its subsequent exercise,’ (The People us. Town of Waynesville, 88 


, 470.) 

“Whenever a naked power is given ton public officer to doa single particu- 
lar act in a single defined case, it may be laid down as an axiomatic rule that 
when the net is once done the power is exhausted.’ (Runkle's Case, 19 C. Cis, 

“As was said by the court in Ex parte Randolph (2 Brokenbrough, 473, 474): 

“+I take it to be a sound principle that when aspecial tribunal is created, with 
limited power and a particular jurisdiction, that whenever the power is once 
execu the jurisdiction is exhausted and at an end—that the person thus in- 
vested with power is, in the language of the law, functus oficio, 

Examples might be indefinitely multiplied; these are suficient to illustrate 
that whenever a special jurisdiction has once executed the power with which 
it was invested, their power is at an end as to the subject in relation to which 
it has been executed,’ 

“The President having exercised the power given to him by section 1250 of 
the statate by ‘wholly retiring’ the claimant from the service, his condition, 
from the legal effect of that act, became that of a private citizen; he was then 
as though he had never been connected with the Army, 

"i Officers of the kind are nominated by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate; and if the petitioner ceased to be such an officer when notified that his 

ion had been accepted, it requires no argument to show that nothing 
col reinstate him in the office short of a new nomination and confirmation. 
Prior to the act of the 13th of July, 1866, the President could dismiss an offlcerin 
the military or naval service without the concurrence of the Senate, but he never 
could nominate and appoint one without the advice and consent of the Senate, 
as required by the Constitution.” (Dubarry’s Cuse, 4 Op, Att'y Gen., C03; 11 
Stat., 92; Mimmack es, United States, U. S., 437.) 

But it is insisted that the President must of necessity have control of the reo- 
ord, in order to correct mistakes which he might have made in acting without 


te 
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being sufficiently advised, and thereby insure to parties affected a guaranty 
that injustice will not be done*by hasty and inconsiderate action. 

Courts or officers, whether acting judicially or in a mere ministerial capacity, 
so long as they retain jurisdiction of a roa sancera remy haye complete control, 
within the purview of their power, to deal with it as their discretion or duty 
may indicate; but when it passes beyond the line of official authority, either 
by the duty intrusted having been performed or by the limitation of time, then 
too pore ceases and the mode of the execution es fixed and irreyooa- 

ein law. 

“itis a principle familiar to all that a court once adjourned ceases to have 
control of the substance of its decrees and judgments; and while matters of 
form may be matters of substance me crystallized into the force 
of judicial verity. 

“The finding of the board was pirori before the President according to the 

ulrements of the statute; the President approved it by wholly retiring the 
claimant from the ce—not only that, but months afterwards he promoted 
William H. Heilman in place of claimant ‘ retired,’ and not only these acts, but 
on the dist of December, 1863, he nominated Heilman first lieutenant in place of 
claimant ‘retired.’ These acts following each other are no doubtful confirma- 
tion of the recommendation of the board, which in this case went further than 
the law uired in the suggestion that the claimant be ‘wholly retired.” 

“The retired-list of the Army is regulated by itive law, being that form of 
just ier eee adopted by the policy of the Government towards those 
whose vigorous life is spent in the service of their country. Its regulation is 
necessarily very unlike the active branch of the service: ofie is power, the other 
. and gratitude, A code of written law may control one, but not 

other, F 

It is therefore no degradation of the position of the President to say, through 
the forms of judicial construction in passing on his executive acts with refer- 
ence to the retired list, that his power is regulated alone by acts of Congress. 

“If the President has the 5 to change his approval into disapproval, when 
does the right cease? If it is incident to him because of his high office, and be- 
cause of the very delicate and important functions inherent in him as the head 
of the Army, those conditions continuing as they must indefinitely; his right is 
measured only by the life of the officer. 

“If the President a right to revoke an order wholly retiring an officer, at 
any time and under all circumstances, then he must have the correlative right 
to change an order, putting a person on the retired-list to that of ‘wholly re- 


er right to review his own action, if it exists. must be subject to reasonable 
tations. 

It cannot be the exercise of a power dependent alone on the will of the Presi- 
dent. If it does exist and is governed by reasonable rules of limitation, we 
think to permit a change of the order after a andtwod — 
tions of such approval, Would be an unreasonable exercise of the right ot W. 

As to the power of the President in a case like the one at bar, we cite the 
following: Mimmack's Case (10 C. Ols. R., 584; 97 U. S., 437); McErath (12 C. 
Ois. R., 201, affirmed 102 U. S., 428]; Blake's Gase (14 C. Cls. R., 462, affirmed 103 U. 
B., 237: 17 C. Ols. R., 344); Miller Case 8 R.); Montgomery Case (19 C. Cis. 
R.); Bennett Case (19 C. Ols. R.); Palen's Case (19 C. Cls. R.); Runkle Case (19 


©. Cls. R.). 

“The retired-list is of comparatively recent origin, and for years the Arm 
endured through pono and surviyed in war, efficient in the hands of the Presl. 
dent for the maintenance of national honor and the due enforcement of the law, 
without the 
the se can in no 
the President as Commander-in-Chief of the e gine of 


` such 

mmander-in-Chief,and when a law is passed for the regulation of the Army, 

having that constitutional qualification, he becomes as to that law an executive 
officer and is limited in the discharge of his duty by the statute. 

“The department of the service called ‘retirement’ is a creation of the stat- 
ute, and he who claims right in it must depend for the measure of his claim on 
the terms of the law and such reasonable construction as may be justified by 
the intent and paren of the Legislature. 

“If injustice been done the petitioner he must seek that forum which is 
controlled alone by the Constitution. Courts must apply law as they find it. 
Bt A the counter-claim of the defendants we have said, in the case of Miller, 

Ols.: 

Wo therefore hold, for the purposes of this case, that he who, through the 
official act of the President of the United States, occupies an office under the Gov- 
‘ernment, is subjected to all the disqualifications of such office, performs all its 

duties, and is paid the emoluments thereof, can not be to return those 
emoluments to the Government, though the President's act may have been in 
reality unlawful and void and may afterwards be so adjudged by a court having 
jurisdiction of the question.’ 

In accordance with what we believe the law to be, as announced by the Su- 
preme Court in similar cases, and following the precedent of cases decided at the 
get it is the judgment of the court that the claim and counter-claim be 

missed. 

From the foregoing it is very clear that by the order of the President of Oc- 
tober 6, 1863, wholly retiring McBlair from the service, he became a civilian and 
could only again become an officer in the Army by appointment by the Presi- 
dent and confirmation by the Senate; and that order of the President of 
apa 8, 1864, was not an appointment in the Army and was not made with the 

vice and consent of the Senate. 

Had the President on that day nominated Lieutenant McBlair with the view 
of retirement, and had sent the nomination to the Senate, the Senate would 
doubtless have confirmed such nomination, and Lieutenant McBiair would 
have been placed upon the retired-list with rank and pay from that date, and 
this isall that in justice or right he is entitled to. 

“ Your commi therefore report this bill back to the Senate and recommend 
its passage with the amendments therein indicated, made to correspond with 

the statements of General Drum in tlte following note: 


“War DEPARTMENT, January 11, 1888. 
and the 
list and 
“R. C. DRUM." 


Your committee adhere to the views expressed in the foregoing report, and 
believe it is only an act of justiċe to restore the status in which this claimant 
was placed by dent Lincoln and remained forso many years unquestioned, 
and therefore report this bill back to the Senate and recommend its passage. 

Before the conclusion of the reading, 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw the request for the further reading of 
the report unless it is desired by some other Senator. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


„Hon. F, M. COCKRELL, Senate: 

“Lieut. John Hollins McBlair was last paid to include April 30, 
order of the Secretary of War to drop his name from the Army reti: 
register is dated November 12, 1854, 


ROBERT J, BAUGNESS. 


The bill (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 
Robert J. Ba d was considered asin Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to confer authority on the Secretary of War to cor- 
rect the record of Robert. J. Baugness, late a private in Company I, 
Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers, so as to remove the charge of deser- 
tion, and to direct the proper accountinz officers of the Treasury to pay 
to the heirs or legal representatives of Baugness the bounty and allow- 
ances that would have been due him had not such charge of desertion 
appeared against him on the rolls, 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BEITISH BARK CHANCE. 


The biil (S. 1296) for the relief of the owners, officers, And crew of 
the British bark Chance was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

By its terms the Secretary of State is authorized to draw his requi- 
sition upon the Secretary of the Treasury for the payment of $16,000 to 
the duly accredited representative of the Government of Great Britain 
at Washington, to enable that Government to pay the same to the own- 
ers of the British bark Chance, of the port of Sydney, New South Wales, 
to indemnify them and the officers and crew of the bark for abandon- 
ing their whaling voyage in the Arctic Ocean, in September, 1871, and 
rescuing from shipwreck ninety-six American seamen and transporting 
them to Honolulu. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA COLLECTION DISTRICT. 

The bill (S. 1658) establishing a customs collection district to con- 
sist of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur- 

was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not mean to object to the consideration of this 
bill, but I may desire, perhaps, to offer an amendment to it. If the 
Senator from North Dakota will allow it to pass over to-day, I ask that 
it may be over, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. À 

The bill (S. 1752) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes ofthe United States concerning the regula- 
tion of steam-vessels,’’ approved August 7, 1882 was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

COCKRELL 


Mr, rose. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to say to the Senator from Missouri that when 
the act was passed which authorized the inspection of foreign steamers 
and provided for certain officers to do it, it was necessary to provide 
for those officers on account of the fees for inspection being paid at that 
time by the parties whose vessels were i ted, and that was a fund 
made from which to pay the inspection of domestic vessels. Therefore 
this had to be separate; but now there is no such fund, from the fact that 
the other pays all inspection fees. Therefore we can dispense with all 
these offices without the slightest difficulty, and save $14,000 a yearin 
fees. They inspect only 247 vessels, and that labor is put on upon the 
Ss eae of hulls and boilers of domestic vessels, and their salaries, 

ya 
work done; so that the United Statessaves about $7,000 by the passage 
of the two bills, and these offices are mere sinecures anyway. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And those two sections, which are what author- 
izes them, are to be stricken out of the existing law? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOCATION OF INDIANS IN FLORIDA, 

The bill (S. 16) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to locate In- 
dians in Florida upon lands in severalty was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONUMENT TO JAMES MADISON, 

The bill (S. 1071) for the erection of a statue and monument to James 
Madison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides for the erection in some suitable place in the city of Wash- 
ington of a statue and monument to the memory of James Madison. 
The Joint Committee on the Library are authorized to contract for the 
statue and monument and to designate the site thereof. The sum of 
$40,000 is appropriated for the purpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADMISSION OF WYOMING. - 

The bill (S. 894) to provide for the admission of the State of Wyo- 


ming into the Union, and for other purposes was announced as next in 
order upon the Calendar. 


the other day, were rated according to the amount of 
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Mr. COCKRELL. We can not pass that bill under the five-minute 
rule. Let it retain its place on the Calendar. 
- Mr. PLATT. That is a very important bill, for the admission of 
Wyoming as a State, and if the Senator from Missouri thinks it can not 
be considered under the five-minute rule, as very possibly it can not 
be, I hope it will, without prejudice, retain its place on the Calendar, 
aud as it has been reached on the Calendar I will now give notice that 
at the earliest possible moment when the Senate can consider it I shall 
call it up for consideration. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without prejudice. 

SARAH ELIZABETH HOLROYD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 242) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and 
administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased. It provides 
for the payment to Mrs, Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and admin- 
istratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased, $1,000, in full con- 
sideration for the entire past and future use by the Government of the 
United States of the patented hook and eye for tackle-blocks of John 
Holroyd; buta full, sufficient, and legal transfer and license shall be 
executed and deposited with the Navy Department, for the Government 
p free of all charges of royalty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 235) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Will- 
iam E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United States 
of his invention relating to projectiles, for which letters-patent were or- 
dered to issue to him March 25, 1852 was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator who reported that bill 
why it was that the letters-patent were not issued? 

Mr. PLATT. Dr. Woodbridge applied fora patent, and a patent was 
ordered to issue, but there was then a rule in the Patent Office that 
when it was desired by the patentee to take out a foreign patent the 
applicant might deposit the patent which was ordered to issue here in 
the secret archives of the Patent Office and let it remain there until he 
had completed his arrangements for taking out the foreign patent. Dr. 
Woodbridge let it lie there some time, and when he came to call for it 
the Commissioner of Patents informed him that the rule hid been 
changed, and that a limitation had been put upon the time when it 
could remain there; he had had no notice of this limitation, and so the 
patent was not issued. 

Mr. DOLPH. Wasa patent issued to any one else for the same in- 
vention? 

Mr. PLATT. No patent was issued to any one else for the same in- 
vention, I think; yet Iam not sure that other patents were not issued. 

This is practically the same invention for which the Senate has two 
or three times passed a bill, or once at least passed a bill, to compen- 
sate Dr. John B. Readon the reportof the Military Committee. These 
parties both claim that they were inventors. All Dr. Woodbridge 
asks is to be allowed to go to the Court of Claims and to have it de- 
termine and ascertain whether he was the first inventor; and the bill 
provides for the trying of that question. If that question is determined 
in his favor the bill waives the claim that he is not entitled to any- 
thing because his patent was not issued, for the committee felt that it 
was not his fault that the patent was not issued. 

Mr. DOLPH. What length of time was the patent left lying in 
the archives? 

Mr. PLATT. From 1852 to 1861. 

Mr. DOLPH. Nearly nine years, and ifsome one in the mean time 

red a patent and the Government afterwards used the invention 
license from the patentee, I suppose that would change the case 
somewhat, would it not? Would it be right, then, that the Govern- 
ment should waive the fact that he did not receive the patent and over- 
look the fact that some one else received one? 

Mr. PLATT. I think that the invention was never patented to any- 
body else; but that modifications of it were patented by other parties I 
think is true. 

This is a matter which has been many times before the Committee on 
Patents, and although the case is somewhat at this time out of my mind 
I know that the committee has always felt that there was such equity 
in the case as that Dr. Woodbridge ought to be allowed, at least, to go 
to the Court of Claims to determine his rights. 

Mr. DOLPH. So that it places the Government in the position of 
having used a patent by the license of a patentee which the court may 
hold to be an infringement upon a patent which was never issued and 
should have been issued in 1852, 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think the Government has ever paid to any- 
body anything for the use of this patent, and it has never used it un- 
der a license of any other party. That is my present recollection of 


the case, except that it has made some compensation, or the Senate has 


a bill to make some compensation to another person as being 
the inventor of this improvement. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CLIFT, 


The bill (S. 150) for the relief of William Clift was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word dollars,“ to insert in full satisfac- 
tion of his claims; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to William Clift, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, the sum of $3,000, 
in full satisfaction of his claims for wood taken and used by the Army of the 
United States during the late war, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

W. H. WARD, 

The bill (S. 949) for the relief of W. H. Ward was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that the Senate Committee on Patents of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, by virtue of an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1883, referred to the Court of Claims the petition and claims of Will- 
iam Henry Ward (formerly of Auburn, N. V., but now of Monongahela 
City, Pa.) against the United States for a shell-molding machine, and 
also for the infringement and use of his bullet-machine patents (one of 
March 20, 1855, and the other of November 10, 1857, and num 
respectively, 12574 and 18616), and that it is objected that two of the 
claims are debarred judicial consideration by the court in consequence 
of section 1069 of the Revised Statutes, limiting the time within which 
claims are to be prosecuted before the Court of Claims, and one of the 
claims by section 3477, relating to the assignment of claims against the 
United States. 

The bill proposes to authorize the Court of Claims to examine all the 
claims of Ward set forth in his petition, notwithstanding the sections 
of the Revised Statutes referred to in the preamble, and when the facts 
have been found by the court to render such judgment thereon as law 
and equity warrant, without reference to the statutes of limitation or 
otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to this bill. I see in the second 
“whereas” it is stated that 

It is objected that two of said claims are debarred judicial consideration by said 
court in consequence of existing statutes, to wit, section 1069 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, limiting the time within which claims are to be 
prosecuted before the Court of Claims, and one of said claims by section 3477, 
relating to the assignment of claims against the United States. 

Now, I notice, in a hasty reading of the report, on page 2, that the 
report says: A 

It should be observed thatthe patent of March 20, 1855, is one which was origi- 
nally issued to one William B. Hartley, which was assigned by said Hartley to 
said Ward on the 6th day of October, 1874. ~ 

I see no propriety in allowing Mr. Ward compensation for the use of 
this patent by the Government prior to the assignment to him in 1874. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the date of the assignment? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Eighteen hundred and seventy-four, The prin- 
cipal claim is made because of the use of the invention during the war, 
and Mr. Ward was not the assignee at that time and had no right to 
that large interest. I suggest that the bill be passed over without 
prejudice on the Calendar until it can be looked into. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, 

CHESTER B. SWEET. 

The bill (S. 1439) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for paying to Chester B. 
Sweet, of California, $198.66, being the amount of the double minimum 
excess erroneously paid by him to the receiver of the United States land 
office, as double minimum excess on pre-emption cash certificate No. 
1298, Shasta, Cal., for lots 1, 2, 3, and northeast quarter of southwest 
quarter of section 7, in township 40 north, range 7 west, Mount Diablo 
base and meridian, made at Shasta, Cal., March 17, 1886. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to pay to James H. Smith, late postmasterat Memphis, Tenn., 
$407.82, in full satisfaction for money expended by him for lights nec- 
essary to, and used in, the post-office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. C. S. MARTIN, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment 
to the bill (S. 835) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors 
who are totally helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted 
while in the service of the United States, disagreed to by the Senate, 


agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SAW- 


5 Mr. YopER managers at the conference on the part of the 
ouse, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The messag 


e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 584) to modify existing laws relating 
to duties on imports and the collection of the revenue; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 


CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 


The bill (S. 928) for the relief of the legal representatives of Chaun- 
cey M. Lockwood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to authorize the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lock- 
wood to commence suit in the Court of Claims for extra mail service 
on route numbered 16637, extending from Salt Lake City, Utah, to 
The Dalles, Oregon, and the Court of Claims is to adjudicate the same 
upon the basis of justice and equity, and to render a final judgment 
therein for the value of such extra mail service performed; and from 
any judgment that may be rendered either party thereto may appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States; and the bar of the statute 
of limitations is not to avail in such cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT FORT HAYS. 


The bill (S. 964) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey 
to the State of Kansas certain lands therein was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That there is hereby ted to the State of Kansas the right to occupy, im- 
prove, and control for the p of a soldiers' home, to be established and 
maintained thereon by said State, two sections and one-half of the lands em- 
braced within the Fort Hays military reservation, to include the buildings lo- 
cated thereon, and to be selected by the governor of the State of Kansas according 
to legal subdivisions and contiguous, on condition that said State shall, within 
two years, establish such home, at which provision shall be made for the care 
and maintenance of officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines who have served in 
the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States, their dependent parents, 
widows, or orphans, and under such rules and regulations as said State may 

rovide; Provided, That the United States reserves to itself the fee and the right 

orever to resume possession and dispose of the said lands whenever it shall ap- 
pear that the State of Kansas is not supporting thereon such home. 


Mr. PLUMB, Lask that that bill may go over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have an amendment to su in view of a com- 
munication from the governor of the State, which I think may per- 
haps meet with the concurrence of the Committee on Public Lands. 

BREVET RANK FOR INDIAN SERVICE. 


The bill (S. 226) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
officers of the United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 
paigns was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in section 2, line 2, after the word date, to insert the 
word ‘‘only ;” in line 3, after the words from the,” to strike out 
date of the recommendation thereof by the department commander 
in each case, respectively“ and insert passage of this act: Provided, 
however, That the date of the particular heroic act for which the officer 
is promoted shall appear in hiscommission ;” so as to make the section 
read: 

Sy. 2. That such brevet commissions as may be issued under the provisions 
ofthis act shall bear date only from the 8 this act: Provided, 8 
That the date of the particular heroic act for w. the officer is promoted shall 
appear in his commission. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; and 

A bill (H. R. 5965) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

CENSUS REPORT OF PROPERTY-OWNERS, MORTGAGES, ETC. 

Mr. HALE, Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 1181. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1181) to require the Super- 
intendent of Census to ascertain the number of people who own farms 
and homes and the amount of mortgage indebtedness thereon, which 
was to add as a new section: 


Sec. —. That the provisions of sections 13, 14,15, and 16 of * the act to provide 
for taking the Eleventh Census and subsequent censuses,” approved March l, 
1889, shall apply to the provisions of this act. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. Davis, 
and Mr, BERRY were appointed. : 


LAND DISTRICTS IN WASHINGTON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock has arrived. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to have unanimous consent to call up 
Senate bill 2304, which is a very short bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington asks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 2304) to establish 
two additional land districts in the State of Washington. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the een 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2304) to establish two additional lan 
districts in the State of Washington, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 15, after the word line,“ 
to strike out of and insert between, and in the same line, after 
the word “‘ twenty-five,” to insert when extended; so as to read: 


Thence west along the line between townships 24 and 25 when extended to 
the Pacific Ocean. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, before the word Co- 
lumbia,’’ to insert the,“ and in line 8, after the word north“ to 
strike out ‘‘intersects’’ and insert when projected will intersect; ”™ so 
as to read: t 

That all that portion of the State of Washington beginning at a point on the 
northern bou of the State where the Columbia guide meridian, when pro- 
jected, willintersect the said northern boundary of the State; thence west along ~ 
said northern boundary to a point where the same intersects the summit of the 
Cascade range of mountains; thence south along the summit of said 
range to a poas where the fifth standard parallel north when projected will in- 
tersect said range. i 

The amendment was to. 7 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 4 


HARBOR OF GALVESTON. 


Mr. COKE. I ask leave to present a memorial from the house of 
representatives of Wyoming Territory, addressed to ‘‘ the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled,” 
The memorial is not long, and I believe under the rules is entitled to be 
read and go into the RECORD, which I ask may be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from Texas that the memorial be 
printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the reason for printing it in the RECORD? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a memorial of a Legislature. If 
there be no objection, it will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the memorial ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, A memorial of the Territory of Wy- 
oming. 7 

Mr. BLAIR, To what does it relate ?- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To Galveston Harbor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam in fayor of that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The memorial will be printed in the 
RECORD without reading, if there be no objection, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The memorial is as follows: 

Enrolled memorial No. 1, house of representatives, Wyoming Territory, 

To the Senateand House of tatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Eleventh Assembly of the Legislature of the Territory 
of Wyoming, would most res ully represent: 

That a convention was held in the city of Denver, Colo., in August, 1888, com- 
posed of representative men of the several States and Territories of the entire 
trans-Mississippi Valley, and at that convention a permanent interstate deep- 
harbor committee was appointed to urge upon the Congress of the United States 
liberal and sufficient appropriation for the construction of a deep harbor at 
some point on the Gulf of Mexico, That on October 1, 1889, a session of the in- 
terstate deep-harbor convention in furtherance of the construction of.such har- 
bor was holden at the city of Topeka, Kans., which convention was the most 
largely attended and thoroughly representative assembly that has ever been 
convened in the great West. In these conventions the leading and representa- 
tive men of Wyoming Territory have taken an active part. Boards of trade 
throughout our Territory, the constitutional convention of the Territory, by 
a haye unanimously adopted the sentiments of these deep-harbor 
conventions, 

‘The interest taken in these great conventions by our representative men meets 
with the unqualified approval of the people of this T: tory. 

It will give some idea of the wealth of the coun west of the Mississippi 
River, which must all have its nearest Atlantic port in the harbor we ask t! 
Government to construct, when vou are told that the ieultural lands are 
not half oceupied, and that the Rocky Mountain country is not only our par 
est source of gold, silver, copper, and lead, but contains, mostly undeve oped, 
the most extensive — of iron, of coal, and of oil. 

Wyoming Territory all of these sources of wealth in abundance, and yet 
her mining and cultural industries are still in their infancy, The Territory 
of Wyoming, unaided by Government assistance, laboring under all of the many 
a ntages necessarily incident to a Territorial form of government, has ar- 


rived at that stage of development when it is asking, as your memorialists be- 
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boar 
ve selected the harbor of Galveston, Tex., and recommended the immediate 
. e of $6,200,000 for the work. 

o end, therefore, that Wyoming, in common with its sister States and 
Territories in the trans-Mississippi 5 may be afforded better facilities for 
reaching the Atlantic sea-board, and that her almost unlimited resources may 
be more rapidly developed, that the railroad building now iy progress within 
her borders may receive a new and additional impetus: 

Your memorialists most respectfully and earnestly urge upon your honorable 
bodies the passage of the Galveston harbor bill and the appro ion of $6,200,- 
000, as recommended by the Board of Engineers of the War Department, 

STEPHEN W., DOWNEY, Speaker of the House. 
GEORGE T. BEOK, President of the Council, 
Usiren STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Wyoming: 

I, John W. Meldrum, secretary of Wyoming, do hereby certify that I have 

carefully compared the annexed and foregoing copy of enrolled memorial No. 
house of representativ: tab e Territory, with the original as filed in 
is office on the loth day of February, A. D. 1890, and find the sanie to be a true 


and correct transcript thereof. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the Territory, at Cheyenne, this 11th 
day of February, 1590. 

lamat] 3 JOHN W. MELDRUM, 


Secrelary of Wyoming. 
MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. S. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; and 

A bill (H. R. 5965) for the ailowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 

port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. The print of the educational bill is exhausted, and I 
ask an order for its reprint. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. 

BLAIR. Mr. President, before proceeding with the statement 
of facts with which I had been entertaining the Senate for some days 
up to last Tuesday, when the Senate asserted its right and usurped the 
power of doing something else for the remainder of the week, I wish 
to call attention to one or two general considerations bearing upon the 
subject of assistance or national aid to common schools. e is that 
during this session we have reported from the Pension Committee unan- 
imously, the members of that committee of both parties agreeing to 
the same, what is known as the dependent-pension bill, a bill which 
has been before the Senate and the country for, I think, some three 

in its substance, and now, from the unanimous report which 
it has received in committee, at least, and the entire absence, so far as 
I have heard, of opposition from either party, it is likely tosoon become 
a law. 

That bill must add to the pension expenditure annually a sum of not 
less than twenty and it may be thirty million dollars. The vast mass 
of this money necessarily must be distributed through the Northern 
States, where the soldiers and their friends mainly reside. Toward 
that amount of additional taxation, unanimously, by the assent of 
Democrats as well as Republicans, thus to be imposed upon the coun- 
try, not less than one-fourth, probably nearer three-eighths, certainly 
one-fourth to be within limits, must fall upon the Southern States, 
those States which, by reason of facts that it is unnecessary here to al- 
lude to, will receive because of their necessity the larger portion of the 


funds to be distributed should this education bill become a law. 


The sources or meansof taxation do not existin the South to a greater 
extent than one-fourth of the aggregate means of bearing taxation 
through the whole country. So itis fair to presume and to assert that 
not less than $5,000,000 is by this voluntary act of both parties, the 
South and the North harmoniously coincidingin effecting the measure, 
to be imposed upon our fellow-citizens of the South. 

The most favorable action on the education bill would carry no larger 
amount than that to the Southern States by the first year’s expenditure, 
which is $7,000,000, and at the very highest expenditure the amount 
going to the Southern States would be not more than nine or ten mill- 
ions, while the average during the entire period would but slightly 
exceed the amount of increased taxation which we are thus to impose 
upon the South by this additional pension legislation of the present 
session of Congress. N 

I call attention to this as a matter which seems to me of some im- 

tance for the consideration alike of the North and of the South. 
ere is no way in which the distribution of the expenditures of the 
Government, to be anything like an equitable distribution to the peo- 
ple themselves, can be effected to offset this greatly enhanced expendi- 
ture of taxation at the North unless it be by virtue of the provisions 
of this bill, which carries to the children of the South something in the 


way of compensation for the added burden which the South thus im- 
poses upon herself. 

I mention this fact here and urge it upon the consideration of Sena- 
tors, North as well as South, that if this be one nation, if this be one 
Government, if we be one people, there could be no stronger appeal 
made, not to the generosity, but to the mere naked justice of our great 
and wealthy section to herself, than to make this expenditure for the 
childhood of our common country, and especially for the children of the 
South, where the greater necessity exists. 

In speaking on this branch of the subject, the enactment of this law 
and its operation upon the North and the South, I think Iam justified 
in making a still further suggestion for the consideration, perhaps, par- 
ticularly of our friends on this side of the Chamber, and that is that 
the idea of the absolute necessity of the education of the children of 
the country, in all parts of it, has taken fast hold, as I believe, upon 
the people of the nation, and that, regardless of the particular means 
which shall be employed, this great end shall be accomplished; the will 
of the nation is that it will defend its own life, and it can defend that 
life in no other way than by educating and making intelligent the chil- 
dren who are to be the citizenship of the future. So this great funda- 
mental necessity will be accomplished and the necessary means will be 
used to that end. 

Now, here is a bill which undertakes to furnish the necessary means 
so that the States by and through their existing institutions and agen- 
cies may accomplish locally, without national interference, this great 
work. There is no provision in this bill which looks any further than 
to the most ordinary and necessary and no more than the prudent ex- 
amination into the manner of expenditure of the money which is taken 
by appropriation from the national Treasury. Having accepted the 
provisions of this bill, each State annually reports to the Government 
the manner of expenditure in order that it may be seen that each an- 
nual appropriation has been disposed of according to law, a formality 
which is made the basis of action for the next year in its subsequent 
appropriation. 

Mr. President, surely a measure of this kind, thus tendered to the 
States for the removal of the illiteracy which abounds within their 
borders in all parts of the country—as the evidence I have already in- 
troduced shows that itis required in the North as well asin the South— 
a measure of this kind thus offering to each State the means of acc hm 
plishing locally, without foreign intervention or the intervention of the 
National Government unduly or improperly in any way exercised, ought 
not to meet with rebuff. If it should, the paramount necessity of the 
education of the children would remain, and that end would inevitably 
be accomplished if there were resources in the national Treasury or 
might in the national arm sufficient to accomplish the end. But, Mr. 
President, I anticipate no such ultimate necessity. I believe that this 
bill will become a law and that in its beneficent local operation, under 
the administration of those immediately interested in their own chil- 
dren, the great end will be finally and fully attained. 

Now, Mr. President, after the manner of trying a case in court, I 
will proceed with the introduction of the evidence, First I will place 
on the record in connection with my remarks a petition telegraphed to 
me on last Friday from the East Florida annual conference of, I sup- 

Methodist ministers. It is in this language, addresssd to my- 
self, and dated at Gainesville, Fla., February 14, 1890: 
GAINESVILLE, FLA., February 14,1890, 
Hon, H. W. BLAIR: 

The East Florida annual conference, consisting of 120 ministers, representing 
over 10,000 communicants in this State, unanimously resolved to petition Con- 
gress to pass the Blair educational bill. Petition sent by mail. 

And they add: 

God biess— 


And that means the Senate— 


God bless and give you success, 
R. W. ARNETT., Bishop. 
« JOHN R. SCOTT, Secretary. 

Mr, HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from New 3 if he 
will allow me, if that is not the same dispatch that he read here on Fri- 
day as a telegram from the Legislature of Florida? 

Mr. BLAIR. Inever read any as from the Legislature of Florida atall. 

Mr. HARRIS. I certainly so understand the Senator, and I expect 
the RECORD willshow it; but I supposed it was a mere slip of the tongue. 

Mr. BLAIR, Lexpeet the RECORD will not show anything of the kind. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator to say at that time that it 
was from the Legislature of Florida. 

Mr, BLAIR. The Senator is certainly mistaken in that. I intro- 
duce it at this time to have it in connection with the body of my re- 
marks. I read it on Friday to secure the passage of a bridge bill which 
Iwas discussing. [Laughter.] I think it wasa bridge bill, Of course 
the Senator will understand that in receiving it I read it at the moment 
I received it, as is frequently the case in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iso understood, and I supposed the Senator had pos- 
sibly made aslip of the tongue, for I did not imagine that he intended 
intentionally to misread the telegram or paper he had received. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, I think the Senator will find that his misappre- 
sion was not general. I read it as from 120 ministers, and I imagine 


that is rather a different body from the mass of the Florida Legisla- 
ture. Ido not know but that the Florida Legislature may be gentle- 
men of as high character, but I added also that these repre- 
sented over 10,000 communicants, and it could not be possible that this 
was mistaken generally as a dispatch from the Florida Legislature, 
though that Legislature formerly memorialized Congress for the passage 
of this bill. 

I read now an extract from a leading journal of the State of Alabama, 
the Birmingham (Ala.) Age-Herald, of December 19, 1889. 

We could never discover the cause of objection to this bill, so violently urged 
in some partsof the South, but always considered it a very wholesome measure 
for this section. We still think so. The publie schools in the South are ver 
much in need of improvement, and the Statesare not able to make them as good 
as they shouid be. Government aid would be very acceptable, and is really 
needed to place the schools in a proper condition. The money to be distributed 
under the Blair bill on the basis of illiteracy would mostly come South. Some 
compensation of that kind should be given this section to recompense it for the 
large amount collected here to pay ions inthe North. The majority of 
Southern Senators have twice voted for the Blair biil. We hope they will do 
ao again, and Southern Representatives should force its passage in the House. 

I have received a telegram from the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union this morning, which is in session at Trenton, in theState of New 
Jersey, the State union there in session, in which they say: 

Trextonx, N. J., February 17, 1890, 
Senator Hexzy W. BLAIR, at the Capitol, Washinglon: ` 

Our hearts, hopes, prayers, are all with thee. 

FRANCES E. WILLARD, 
President National Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 

I have here also, under date of January 29, 1890, a communication 
from the parish superintendent of public instruction of Rapides Parish, 
Louisiana, addressed to the Commissioner of Education, in which hesays: 

LECOMPTE, LA., January 29, 1890, 

Drak Siz: Please accept my thanks for books sent. Louisiana is so far be- 
hind in education that we need help, and the majority of our people are anxious 
to get it in any legitimate way from our National Government. 

It is to be hoped that President s recommendation for our Congress 
to assist in the necessary work of educating her citizens will be carried into ex- 
ecution atonce. Politicians are opposed to the Blair bill, or one similar to it, 
for political purposes. 

aTr H. F. LONG, 
Parish Superintendent of Public Education, Rapides Parish, Louisiana, 
Hon. COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


That is under date of January 29, 1890, this year, it will be observed, 
and is from a school oficial of the State. 

Here, Mr. President, I will introduce in connection with my re- 
marks the resolutions which are before the Senate in the form of a pe- 
tition received by me late on Saturday, accompanied by a letter which 


is as follows: 
227 West SIXTY-SEVENTH STREET, 
New York, February 14, 1890, 

My Dear SESATOR: I herewith send you a true copy of the resolutions unan- 
imously adopted by our organization in the Nineteenth Assembly district, of 
yor Grantis a resident. It is high time thatthe people of this country 
should take a decided stand on this very important question. The youth of 
this country, who will be the future fathers and mothers of this Republic, will 
have just cause to curse usin our graves if we fail in our duty towards their 


p r education. 
PVishing vou every success in your laudable undertaking, > 


I remain very sincerely, 
* one 0 JEREMIAH MURPHY. 


Hon. Hxxnxr W. BLAIR. 

Jeremiah Murphy is one of the prominent leaders in what is known 
as the labor movement, the labor organization of the city of New York. 
‘The resolutions are as follows: 


Whereas there are 20,000 children in the city of New York who can not get 
into the public schools through lack of accommodation, and are therefore com- 
pelled to roam the streets in ignorance vice: 

That the Business Meu's Republican Association of the Nineleenth 
Assembly district unite with other citizens in condemning the city authorities 
for their gross negleot, in not providing sufficient schools for the youth of this 


é oleed, That we fully indorse the Blair educational bill now before Con- 
gress passage NALIO: 

D these 8 be sent to Senator Blair at the 
National Capital. 

I may say in passing, in this connection, that all the great labor or- 
ganizations and a multitude of the smaller suborganizations of the 
Sountry have from time to time passed similar resolutions, and the great 
organizations have repeated them the present year. 

1 8 5975 here just received the proceedings of the State Agricultural 
Society of Georgia and a copy of the principal address delivered before 
that society. The address is the semiannual address, delivered by 
Colonel Northen, the popular president of the society. After discuss- 
ing the general interests of the agricultural population with a great 
deal of vigor and intelligence—the whole is a very able address—he 
comes to the education of the masses, and alluding to the questions 
touching the interests of the people, of the agricultural classes and the 
rural classes particularly, he says: 

EDUCATION OF THE MASSES. 


Prominent among such questions and probably second in the classification 
Wo are now making is the education, the enlightenment, and elevation of the 


le. 

When asked why it is farmers are earnestly urged to grow their home neces- 
sities, the reply —— comes that they may make farming pay.“ When 
asked wh is important that farmers should reduce to the minimum the pro- 
duction of crops, and see carefully after the handling of products, the manner 


of shipping, the facilities for transportation, the control of markets, and the time 

of sale, it is promptly answered that the price obtained may make farming 

pay.” Pay, not ply in the accumulation of money and the reduction of 

Hebi, but in the increased power for usefulnessand for good; that the farmer 

may stand by the side of any other man in any other successful business and 
his whole duty to society and to the State. 

If farming does not pay, society is disordered; if farming does not ney, bast 
ness is w: ; if farming does not pay, government bepomesan anarchy and 
the liberties of the people are sold under cruel wrongs. 

Yet, if you have made farming pay by chaining the ambition of your child to 
the plow, it has been done at the fearful sacrifice of usefulness for money, If 

‘ou have made farming pay by displacing the church and school-house, it has 
done at the fearful sacrifice of morals, virtue, and truth to the baser ele- 
ments of selfishness. If you have made farming pay by shadowing your home 
with the blight of ignorance, it has been done tothe hurt of the community and 
to the damage of the state. 
THE DEMON IGNORANCE. > 

Brewster has well said: "Society may escape the pestilence and survive the 
famine, but the demon, Ignorance, with its grim adjutants, Riot and Vice, will 
pursue her into her most peaceful haunts, destroying her institutions and con- 
verting into a wilderness the paradise of social and domestic life; while the en- 
nobling truths of intelligent advancement make men contented and happy as 
well as quiet and obedient citizens.” 

A philosopher of no mean repute divides all governments into three classes: 
First. a superior class, who, by their intelligence, think, understand, and act 
for themselves; second, a middle class, who readily understand, when matters 
are explained to them; third, an inferior class, who never understand at all.” 
Wherever this last elass predominates there is a corresponding loss of personal 
character and national strength. 

In governments where the masses are machines, to be driven by the authority 
of the few; where the people themselves recognize no right but to work, to 
fight, and to die.” there is, possibly, no need to them of an intelligent under- 
standing of public questions; but where every man is a sovereign, controlling 
the destinies of the Republic, wise consideration would suggest a thorough un- 
derstanding of all public issues that are to affect the government its citizens 
are to control. A prominent problem for your solution, therefore, is the educa- 
tion of the people and the elevation of the masses. 


After these general propositions, conceded everywhere and very sel- 
dom so well stated as they are here stated, he proceeds to the matter of 
fact which I wish considered by the Senate, because it bears upon the 
main issue whether this national aid is necessary: 

EDUCATIONAL NEEDS OF THE EURAL DISTRICTS. 

The cities have supplemented the aid of the State, established excellent 
schools, and solved the problem of the education of their children. The largest 
towns, folio this worthy example, have strained themselvesin taxation and 
solved ped peon em of the education of their children. The rural disiricts are 
without ools and without their advantages. 

Here I wish to again call attention to the fact that the rural districts 
at the South include at least four-fifths of the population, so that this 
is an assertion that four-fifths of the population of the South are without 


proper school advantages. In fact, he says they are without schools 


and without their advantages.“ 

To impress the difference upon you, I have but to call your attention to the 
thrift of the cities and the towns and the debt and dilapidation of the country 
districts. The cities and towns control the wealth of the State, while the rural 
districts languish in decay. 

In my community there stands a disyrantled school-house, without a teacher, 
without s scholar, and without a purpose, asilent monument to progress of the 

an ill omen, pointing to the wreck of the future. Such abandoned school- 

onses I find in other sections of the State. Tear away these unsightly ghosts of 

our ee p eee and build anew, consecrated to the growth of the communi- 
ties and the honor of the State. 

In 1860 there were reported 45,000 grown-up white illiterates in this State. 
Now it is said there are 124,000, found mainly outside the cities and the towns. 
I do not mention these facts as a mortification to these unfortunates, nor do I 

resent them to you asa marx of your neglect, but as one of the common mis- 

fortunes that came to us in the deluge of disasters that overwhelmed all the 
le. Ii is a problem for your solution. It is worthy your study. your intel- 
8 and your united action. Great interests are suffering while we wait 
n the slow action of the State. By individual contribution and communit 
effort let us supplement what the State has been able to do and put a school- 
house in every neighborhood and bright, intelligent, and happy children in 
every home, 

He proceeds also to discuss the negro problem and the relation of edu- 

cation to its solution: 
THE NEGRO PROBLEM. 


Still another difficulty confronts the farmers of Georgia and the farmers at the 
South in the race problem. As farmers we arc more constantly in contact with 
the n of the State than any other class of citizens. it is true that 
more and prominence has given to this matterthan its impor- 
tance hss demanded, its frequent agitation and its political possibilities in the 
hands of the enemies of good government make it worthy your thought and 
your consideration. 2 

Let us understand that the negroes are not. primins responsible for the dif 
ficulties this problem may present. They are not with us asa matter of their 
own action; they were not freed under their rebellion ; they were not elevated 
to citizenship upon their petition, nor would they ever commit violence or share 
in riot. if not instigated by political intriguers, who seek power and place 
through the negroes’ misfortunes. Further, it is known that the negroes, as 
a race, do not ask social equality, and that they are content under the exercise 
of their rights in the government and their protectien before the law, as the 
authority of this State guaranties and itscitizens defend. Nor are those respon- 
sibilities — jp the people of the South. The only possibility, therefore, for 
problem of any kind whatever will bs found in the irritation and incendiary 
agitation by those who are willing to disturb society and disorganize the gov- 
ernment for personal ends and political power. Whenever it presents itself 
Sather fate hose ahga bring into use all our discretion, our patience, and our 

r judgment. 

It must be considered, not upon natural conditions, but upon possible contin- 
gencies, to be used for evil purposes. For these, the remedy will be found in 
the suppression of all lawlessness, under rigid enforcement by the courts and 
the exercise of great forbearance towards the negro because of his ignorance 
ope — lack of moral courage, that makes him ly subject to the plots of de- 

gning men. 


EDUCATION OF THE NEGRO. 
Again, the education of the n has gone far beyond his evangelization, and 
in that much he is wulslansed ana not adapted to duties demanded of him. 
In the interest of humanity, in the interest of society, as well as the interest of 
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d government, throw about him such safeguards and such restraintsas will 
fend him into better light and better purposes, and God, by the inspiration of a 
better life, will Himself solve a problem the mystery of which He has hidden. 

Under His strange providence we are called upon, the first nation in the his- 
tory of the world, to solve the problem of the vacet dwelling together of two 
races of distinct cha es and on nistic preferences. In His wisdom 
and ecomony, ever before, He has placed the nations apart. Here He has given 
us the responsible duty of working out His secret purposes, while we make for 
history the destiny of the government. The problem is not to be solved, there- 
fore, by evasion. Emigration is not the solution, as it can not be made com- 
pulsory and there is no indication that it will be voluntary. The negro is here 


and, permanently, a factor in the Southern States, His position, his relations, 
and iis rights will be adjusted by the people of the South if left to themselves 
upon the high plane of morals, humanity,and right. Education, culture, and 


character make civilization, progress, and power, No solution of this problem, 
looking to the subjection of these attainments to the baser elements, ignorance, 
stupidity, and vice, will be accepted by those who love good government, pure 
morals, and christian supremacy, 4 

Again, I reiterate for the benefit of the Senate the fact that this man 
was the gentleman selected to address this meetingof the farmers of the 
State of Georgia, and that he is therefore a witness speaking forthe whole 
State of Georgia, and Georgia isa State which claims to be and, for 
aught I know is, in advance of the mass of the States south of Mason 
and Dixon’s line. = 

Proceeding now from the point where I closed last Tuesday at the 
adjournment, when I had just read the statement of the representatives 
of the leading religious Protestant denominations of the entirecountry, 
and had also read their signatures and had called attention to their high 
and representative character, such men as Rev.-M. E. Strieby, D. D., 
American Missionary Association, Congregational; Rev. J. C. Hartzel, 
D. D., secretary Freedman’s Aid Society, Methodist; Rev. H. L. More- 
house, D. D., Home Missionary Society, Baptist; Rev. Sheldon Jack- 
son, D. D., Home Missionary Society, Presbyterian; Rev. J. L. M. 

D. D., agent of the Peabody fund; Professor C. C. Painter, Fisk 

University, Nashville, Tenn.; S. C. Armstrong, Hampton Institute, 
Virginia—from that point I will proceed with my statement of facts. 

“I call attention to these signatures, not only on account of the great 
personal worth of the men themselves, of the superior position which 
they occupy as individuals in the country, but on account of the rep- 
resentative capacity in which they have signed the memorial. It is 

r that I should observe here that there is a substantial combina- 

tion of all the great religious bodies of the country, at least inthe North- 
ern States, who have one specific purpose, and that is to urge upon Con- 
gress the appropriation of national money in the direction of genera) 
education. 

I wish now to quote a few of the more important statements made at 
the hearing before the Committee on Education and Labor. Superin- 
tendent Orr, of Gedrgia, addressed the committee as follows: ° 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the duty assigned me on this 
occasion is a very simple one. I have been laboring in this work in my State 
for the last ten years, 0 


I will observe that Superintendent Orr is now deceased. He could 
then speak with larger and more reliable authority probably from the 
standpoint of an educated, energetic, and patriotic Southern man upon 
this subject than any other man whatever in the wholecountry. Icon- 
sider his statements as of very special significance, and entitled not alone 
to the attention of the Senate, but of the entire country; in fact, all that 
I shall read, much to the weariness, I trust not to the disgust, of any 
members of the Senate, will be from representative men, who are much 
better authority on this subject than anything I might state. Mr. Orr 
said: z 

I haye been the representative of the department of education since 1872, T 
do not propose to detsin the committee by any lengthened remarks, I propose 
to give you, 9 some plain facts showing our condition, showing our 
necessities, showing the temper and spirit of our people, and I feel that when I 
do this, when I Dab batore you the condition of the State of Georgia, Ishall have 
given you a type of what prevails throughout the entire South. 

In the year 1860, when one of the honored Senators from my State, now pres- 
ent, was our chief executive, the tax returns, according to the documents in the 
office of the comptroller-general, summed up $72,000,000, After I entered the 
oftice which I now have the honor of filling I went to the files of that office for 
the purpose of trying to ascertain the aggregate value of property at the first 
return made after the war. I found it to be $170,000,000, The property of the 
State was thus reduced $600,000,000 in value. This made a great change in the 
condition of the State, as you may well know; but this does not represent fully 
the change. It lacks a good deal of it. 

I will put before you, gentlemen, s few other considerations which will show 
more fully the great change which was wrought. Everything that we had ac- 
cumulated during the four years of the unhappy struggle in which we en 
‘was invested in Confederate securities, and was held in the shape either of bonds 
or of Confederate currency. Thus what remained of the labor of four rs, 
after the devastation of your army and the support rendered ours, was blotted 
out in one hour. Hundreds, thousands, and tens of thousands of the best men 
in the State of Georgia were thus left in a condition in which, under the old 
postal laws of the United States, when postage was paid at the place of delivery, 
suy could not have taken a letter from the post-ofice. You will very readily 
understand, then, how we were situated as to our capacity to commence life 


in. 
Not rect A this, but the whole labor system of the country was thrown into dis- 


organization. The agriculturists had no means 8 to work again, and we 
are an icultural ople, as you well know. They had no capital to begin 
with, ey had to borrow, They had to give a lien upon the products of the 


Soil in order to enable them to pay the debts, and those who held the capitalex- 
acted exorbitant interest, Our farmers and agriculturists have been payin; 

from 50 to 100 per cent. for advances, Having their noses thus put to the grind- 
Soot ears bave been kept there up to the present time, for 3 intelligent 
man knows very well that farming can not be conducted successfully when the 
capital used in it costs such a percentage. The lack of resources and the utterly 
disordered condition of the labor of the country put us in a very helpless con- 


Let me glance for a few moments at certain other facts. We had in the State 
of Georgia two kinds of citizens, those who had always been citizens and a 
number of persons, very nearly equal, who had been made citizens as a result 
of the war. The last school enumeration, which was taken four years ago 
showed that we bad 198,000 colored school children in the State. The ent 
school population is 433,444. The difference will show you how many are col- 
ored; nearly half, you will see. 

Let mesay a few words about the colored poopie. They were made free with- 
out resources, They had no capital; they had no habits that would lead men 
when thrown upon their own resources to accumulate capital. They have been 
gathering capital gradually, until lam very glad to report that the last return of 
the property of the State showed that there were in the hands of the colored 
people of that State some $6,000,000 worth of property. I think the colored 
ple of my State have done nobly; I say it here to their credit. But the Sak I 
am now making is the immense burden which was put upon us. I do not give 
you an idea of that burden by telling you the number of persons who were sud- 
denly made free without resources. That does not give you an idea at all. 

There is no means of getting at the number exactly, but I think at least one- 
half of the white population was in the same condition, utterly wrecked, ruined 
financially by the results of the unfortunate struggle in which we had enga 
For one, I want to see the last remains of that struggle forever buried so deep 
that the hand of resurrection will never bring them up again. I think it be- 
comes us of this generation to begin to think about living for the future, to for- 
get the past. We have a great country, and here we must dwell; our poopie 
want to dwell with you in unity and mony. I know what I say; I have 
visited in the course of the administration of my ofice almost every county in 
the State of Georgia. I have made two hundred addresses to the people. I 
have stated to you the difficulties now. I know the condition; I know the 
spirit of the people, their present sentiment. I know it from mingling with 

nem in their cottages and in their cabins, for I have visited the colored man as 
well as the white man. I have mingled with all; I know their feelings. 

I want to say to you, gentlemen, that in the State of Georgia, under my ad- 
ministration of ten years, the entire loss of school fund will not 
thau about $6,000, 


I should like to have attention called to this fact; it might be em- 
phasized in the RECORD as a suggestion to those who think that school 
money will fail to be providently and honestly expended in the South. 
Indeed, I have never heard the complaint from any source that the 
school money of the South was not honestly applied for school pur- 

The only complaint I have ever heard has been that there was 
ack of sufficient money to go around, and that the white child, his 


foot up more 


‘parent paying 95 ora larger per cent, of the entire taxation of the State, 


fared better as a rule than did the colored child, although generally, as 
their laws require, the money is distributed fairly as between the two 
races. 

Here is Superintendent Orr, who testifies after his ten years’ experi- 
ence in the management of the schools of Georgia, a gentleman who was 
very prominent as a candidate for the position of National Commis- 
sioner of Education at the time the appointment of that officer devolved 
upon President Cleveland, that he has never known in his whole State 
a malappropriation of oyer $6,000 during the entire period of his ad- 
ministration, and I venture to say that no such record as that of hon- 
esty and of efficiency and of propriety in the administration of school 
money was ever made in any Northern State. 


In an administration covering ten years there has not been a single dollar 
misapplied, with that exception, that Iknow of. We aT to make it do the great- 
est possible aniount of good, We try to manage it with the greatest economy. 
We admit to our schools all who want to enter them. We commenced in 1 
with a school attendance of 48,000. We have gone gradually upward. My 
brethren here will excuse me for using the same illustration which I did before 
the association when in session. One of the fathers, a man contributed to us by 
New England, one of our most honored men in the early history of that State— 
Tallude to Abraham Baldwin—in speaking once of central power, illustrated 
it by that wonderful power known as the screw. He stated that at every revo- 
lution it gained a little and it held all it gained. I quote his illustration, not 
making the same application of it; I make a very different one. 

We have gained atevery revolution a little in Georgia, and we retain all that 
we gain, Weare movingsteadilyforward. Wecommenced with an attendance 
of 44,000 the first year, The second year we had 83,000, the next year 136,000, the 
next 156,000. I shall not follow the statistics along. Year before last (my year's 
work has not been footed hg word returns are not all in) we went u aschool 
attendance of 236,000, We have never failed to gain as much as 9,000 in any year. 
We pare gone over thatin attendance every year, and the colored people have 
proceeded pari passu with the whites in their attendance. They commenced 
with 6,000 and went up, according to the last return, to 86,000 colored children 
in our schools, There is no discrimination made; no man can afford to do it in 
an office in my State. So strong is the school sentiment in favor of the admin- 
istration of exact and equal justice that no man can afford to do it. Wearestrug- 
gling to do the very best we can with our limited means. 

I have read a deal on the subject of the school history of this country and 
of the different States, In addition to that, I have been giving my attention to 
this great subject of the education of the races for eleven or twelve years. Ihave 
been e whatever fell into my bands, and you will excuse me when I say 
that considering the circumstances in which we were placed, the great disadvan- 
tages under which we labored, the immense difficulties which we had to con- 
tend with--consideringall these things and considering the work achieved, I do 
not believe the equal of it has been done in any State of this Union in any time 
during the past. If it has, it is not within my knowledge. We have wrought a 
marvelous work, but we are unable to do atought to be done. We come to 
you and ask the interposition of the strong arm of the Government, the Govern- 
ment of your fathers and of our fathers, for we are one of the old thirteen. We 
stood shoulder to shoulder with 7 5 in that contest, and I want to say here to- 
day that if another contest shall arise our ple will stand by the people of 
New England and the people of the Middle States in supporting the power and 
the authority of the Government of the United States. 

Gentlemen, I do not know that I could state anything further that would be 
of service to you. I wish to add that I was greatly tified when my brethren 
here from New England, and from the great Northwest, and from the Middle 
States, and from the Southern States metin council, and when we sat down as 
brethren, and when we agreed almost unanimously upon every point to be sub- 
mitted to this committee for consideration. We are practically a unit, and on 
all of these recommendations the men from all portions of the country 

Now, gentlemen, begging pardon for taking up so much of your valuable 
time, and thinking that it is proper for me to yield to others who may have some- 
thing to say on this occasion, I shall conclude by asking, as I know I shall have, 
the candid consideration of this great question of the education af the masses, 
greater than questions of commerce, than questions of currency, than questions 
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of tariff, than questions of constitutional law—greater than any questions that 
statesmanship will have to contend with and settle, because we make the peo- 
ple, and without the poopie we can have kiar mar aa We make the men and 
women of the country. I shall say nothing further. 


This a voice from the grave. Not among the least of the illustrious 
services which this man rendered to his State and to his country is the 
fact that he has left on record this testimony which will be for all 
time. 

Representative Updegraff, now dead, asked this question, to which 
Mr. Orr responded: ` 

I would like to ask the honorable gentleman whether the average time of con- 
tinuance at school has increased? 

Mr, Orr. Oar last Legislature succeeded in adding about $100,000 to the fand, 
We shall! have this year very nearly $600,000 to operate with. We shall be able 
to run our schools in many of our counties absolutely free for four months of the 


er 2 year—that is my estimate—and in all of them paying the entire expense 
for three months. We are adding justas rapidly as we can. 


Before passing from this testimony, I wish to call attention to a fact 
which should be considered in connection with the statement of Super- 
intendent Orr, of Georgia. It will be noted that he says in that state- 
ment that in 1860 they had a certain amount of illiteracy, and they 
have been proceeding to the utmost of their power for its removal since. 
Colonel Northen’s address to the farmers of Georgia, just delivered, 
and from which I read earlier in my remarks to-day, shows that in 
1860, the year to which Superintendent Orr alludes, there were 48,000 
grown-up illiterate whites in the State of Georgia; and, notwithstand- 
ing this effort, continuous since that time, with the exception of the in- 
terruption of the war, and these great efforts which the State has put 
forth, that number of grown-up white illiterates has increased from 
the number mentioned to 128,000 grown-up white illiterates in the 
State of Georgia at the present time. 

I call attention to these facts as bearing upon the assertion which 
we hear about the Chamber and in the country at large, that the South 
is of herself overcoming this dangerous condition of illiteracy and needs 
no help whatever, although it is said that her efforts for relief are as 
strenuous as those which are made in any other part of the country. 

I should be glad to read in full the statement of Mr. Thompson, who 
is, I understand, the same gentleman who is now a member of the Civil 
Service Commission, and one of the leading citizens of his State, but I 
have so much matter here that I can not trespass upon the patience of 
the Senate and consume the time required to read the whole. It is 
enough to say, perhaps, that there is so much of this matter that if it 
were all printed ‘‘the world itself could not contain the books“ there- 
of. It is a case where the overwhelming mass of evidence, by reason of 
its enormous bulk, is liable very likely to be overlooked. 

At the same time Hon. Hugh Thompson, of South Carolina, was be- 
fore the committee and made the following statement from his stand- 
point asa prominent citizen of that State, and as superintendent of 
public instruction, I think, at that time: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,in presenting the view of 
South Carolina I shall ask to call the attention of the committee to three points: 
een: the State of South Carolina is now doing all in its power for pub- 

Secondly. That itis impossible in her impoverished condition for her to far- 


nish the means of education to the masses of the children; and 
RS That the aid we ask for, if granted at all, should be granted imme- 
to 


I have brought here some figures from the school returns of South Carolina 
which I wish to read, and as I have no set speech to make to the committee, I 
all be glad to answer any question that any member of the committee ma 
55 to ask. An interruption will not interfere at all with the line that I shail 


0. 

I call the attention of the committee first to the fact that in 1877, when I took 
charge of the department of education in South Carolina, the first thing I did 
was to call for a statement from the different counties of the amount of past in- 
debtedness, known as the school indebtedness. I was aware that it was 
but I was surprised to find when the returns came in that we had upon us a debt 
of 6210,00 due against the school fund. This debt at that time of $210,000 was 
supposed to be the full limit, but upon su uent investigation it turned out to 
be much larger, During the period from until the present time we have 
been attempting to pay off thisdebt. In some of the counties the debt has been 
entirely liquidated, and there are not more than one or two counties now re- 
maining in which there is any considerable debt to be paid. But that debt has 
hampered us in every move we have made to strengthen and develop our pub- 
lie-school system. In addition to that we have a debt of $191,800, known as ag- 
ricultural land ork There was not one cent of that money tobe found in the 
treasury; the last dollar of it had been misappropriated. fund, too, has 
been restored. 

The committee will observe, therefore, that we have paid a debt of over 
$400,000, money that ought to have been used for elementary and higher educa- 
tion, and that we have thus been hampered in our attempts to make the school 
system as strong as it might otherwise have been. 

The assessed valueof the properly of South Carolina wasy is reg Ay bev bet 
000. We have three sources of revenue from which our school-tax is derived. 
First, it comes from a constitutional tax of 2 mills on the dollar upon all the 
taxable property of the State. The amendment tothe constitution making this 
a part of the organic law of the State was adopted in January, 1877. Observe, 
gentlemen, that this is Fart of the organic law; it is not subject to changes by 
different Legislatures. e are glad to state that each year the income from 
this source grows larger and |. as the assessed value of property is raised. 

The second source from which we derive an income is from the poll-tax. 
There are in the State of South Carolina, on the books, 3 and the 

ll-tax there fs $1 a head. We have never succeeded in coll gore than 

114,000 from this source, owing to the fact that à large number of the voters of 
the State are entirely without property, and we can not enforce the collection 
of even the §1 per head. 

The source from which we derive our revenue is local taxation. This 

is becoming more and more in vogue each year, At each 
ro we different towns coming forward and asking 
mission to levy additional taxation, 


‘of its mili academy, appropriating $15,000 this year for that purpose, 


The misuse of the yao money during the first years of the school system, 
from 1868 to 1877, and especially the abuse of power under the local-tax laws, is 
one of the pas obstacies that the school men of South Carolina have had to 
contend with, because we are constantly met with the that the thousands 
of dollars that were wrung from the are 57 within the period named were mis- 
soppaa; were stolen and misappropr , and that this public-school system is 
only an engine of taxation, the money for which will not be carried into the 
channels for which it was intended. Ibelieve, though, that this spirit is rapid) 
passing away. As I said the other night before the association of su ntend- 
ents, I am convinced that if to-day the question of maintaining the public-school 
system of South Carolina were submitted toa vote of white citizens alone, bya 
very majority they would be in fayorof maintaining it and strengthening 
it and of developing it so far as may be in their power. 

I should like to call the attention of the committee, in orderto show what the 
State is doing in this respect, to a brief comparison of the taxes collected for the 
different p in South Carolina. The whole of the State tax, in round num- 
bers, is $629,000. The proceeds of the county taxes are about $800,000, making a 
total of nearly $1,500,000. The proceeds of the school and poll taxes, acco’ 
to the last returns of the comptroller-general, were $165,000. In other words, the 
school tax of South Carolina is about one-third of all the other taxes that are 
collected in the State, The school tax was $165,000, Of course the act- 
nal amount collected was a little less than that, being about $425,000, because 
there were a good many delinquent taxes. 

In addition to this the State now makes an appropriation of $24,000 for the Uni- 
versity of South Curolina. That university has two branches, the old South 
Carolina College, at Columbia, for the whites, and the Claflin College, at Orange- 
burgh, for the colored. The Claflin College is partly supported from benefactions 
1 benevolent persons at the North; but these two institutions for the higher 

nention of white and colored are maintained by the State at an annual cost 

about $24,000. In both these institutions instruction is free; no wW 
ever is made for tuition. In the Claflin school, at Orangeburgh, we havea normal 
department for teachers, which is each year turning out successive bodies of 
skilled and trained teachers, who are doing estimable work for the colored, In 
addition to this the State has recently made provision for the 8 
u this 
military my there will be supported now, as before the war, tWo cadets 
from each county, who pay nothing whatever. They are supi in full by 
the State, and they are required to teach two years in the publie schools of the 
State after their graduation. There will be another class of young men in the 
institution known as pay cadets, who will pay moderate tuition for themselves 
and will not be required to render any service. They will pay their way through 
the institution. ides that we have the normal institute, supported by 
State, this year an appropriation of $1,500 having been made for that purpose, 

You will observe, therefore, gentlemen, that we are appropriating now about 
$465,000 for elementary education in South Carolina and a little over $40,000 for 
higher education, making a total of more than half a million dollars which 
South Carolina is devoting to this purpose, with an assessed valuation of prop- 
erty of but $138,000,000. . 

I should like to call the attention of the committee to another comparison, 
The whole expense of the State government of South Carolina for the last year, 
inclusive of interest on the public debt, was $234,575. The expenses for the 
maintenance of the charitable institutions, there being but two, an asylum for 
the insane and one for the deaf and dumb, were $116, 164. Therefore the expense 
of public schools and of charitable institutions was $581,164. For these purposes 
South Carolina Lge prea gna two and a halftimes as much as she does for the 
whole expenses of her State government. For public schools alone she appro- 
pee twice as much as she does for all the expenses of the State government, 

mention these facts in support of the position which I take that the State is 
doing all she can for the maintenance of her public schools. 

I now desire to call the attention of the committee to the second point I make. 
which is that the State of South Carolina is unable because of her impoverished 
condition to give proper instruction to all classes of her people. Thescholastic 
population of the State—children between 10 and 16 years of age—as made by 
the returns of the county school commissioners in 1575 (I have been unable to 
get the returns of the census, which are more accurate, and I doubt not will 
show even larger figures than these) was, whites 35,678, colored 152,293, making 
a total of 237,971 children. The school attendance in South Carolina for the 
year 188081 way nes 61,339, colored 12,119, making a total of 73,458 at the 
public schools. The expenditure per capita of school 8 is $1,95, the ex- 
penditure per capita of school attendance $3.50. I call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that while these schools are free and open to all, and no dis- 
tinction is made on account of race or color, according to these returns 10 
are inaccurate, because I believe they are below the truth), we have 100, 
dren in the State of South Carolina whom we are unable to educate for the want 
of larger means. The number of public schools in the State last year was 3,057, 
the number of white teachers 2,026, the number of colored teachers 1,223, 
the total number of teachers 3,249. 

Taking the illiteracy of South Carolina shown by the return of the last census 
which I had an opportunity of observing last night, the ratio of white illiterates 
to the whole population is 7.77 per cent.; the ratio of colored illiteracy to the 
whole pop on is 33.09. I maintain that as far as controlling the whitei a 
in the State is concerned South Carolina is able, ready, and willing to contro 
it; and that she is equally ready and willing to control the colored illiteracy, but 
that it is beyond her power to do so. It is from this class of our citizens, a class 
to whom I claim that the State government of South Carolina in all its d 
ments has done full and ample justice, that the trouble comes. IbelieveI speak 
the sentiment of the majority of the people of the State when I say that we in 
South Carolina feel that the safety and prosperity of the State depend upon the 
education of that class of our citizens, I need not speak to you, gentlemen of 
the committee, of the limited opportunities that the colored —4 le have had 
heretofore for education, but you know that the absolute need for it now is such 
that ifthe United States Government does not hold ont a helping hand to us at 
this time we shall continue to send forth each year illiterate voters by thousands, 

Bear in mind, gentlemen, that one generation of these people has grown up 
without the 8 of education. This generation has got now the fathers 
and mothers of another generation coming along. Itis a well established 
a principle recognized by all, that to appreciate education is a consequence 
education itself. it ian therefore, for the State and for the General Gov- 
ernment tocome to the frontat this time, and tomake South Carolina and other 
Southern States what I believe the people of those States desire that they shall 
be, thoroughly educated. 

I will call the attention of the committec to the fact that there are now in the 
Southern States about 5,000,000 children ready and needing the oe 
of education, The expenditures of the Southern States under this head 
about $7,000,000, but little more than a‘dollarahead, It would take atthe lowest 
calenlation $30,000,000 to furnish the opportunities of education to our children 
in the South. Gentlemen, I say, as one knowing the spirit of the people and 
33 their limited resources, that we have not the means to furnish this 

toation, 

I do not propose to detain the committee with any argumentas to the right of 
the General Governmentto furnish the means for which we ask, Idesiretosay 
for my State, and I am s that I speak the sentiment of other States, that we 
do notcome here as mendicants in this matter. We do not come here asking for 
charity. We have put our own shoulders to the wheel; we are using all the 


“withheld now, if it is not granted now, as 
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efforts in our power, and we simply ask of this great Government that it will 
come to our aid now in the time „„ because if this aid is 

have shown, there are thousands of 
children whom we are unable to educate, and who need this assistance at this 
very moment, who will not be educated, 


Mr. Thompson concludes his statement as follows: 


T was told this morning, since I entered this room, by a gentleman to whom I 
was jntroduced, that South Carolina always liked to be in the front. As of old, 
South Carolina wants to be in the front in the matter of public education. It is 
for that reason we have come here, because we have not the means, as I have 
stated, to furnish this education ourselves, I believe itis buta few moments 

when some gentlemen from this side were called before a committee of the 
ouse of Representatives of Congress with regard to the deepening of the har- 
bor at Charleston and the improvement of that harbor. T great work is 
now going on under the charge of a distinguished engineer, a distinguished sol- 
dier, whose duty it was during the war to leave more imperishable marks upon 
the city of eston. He is there now in the quiet pursuits of peace, deepen- 
ing that harbor and giving to South Carolina an outlet for her trade and her 
commerce which she has so long needed; but, gentlemen, there is a need that 
South Carolina has, not second even to the deepening of the harbor of her great 
metropolis, Great as are her resources, wonderful as her power is when fully 
developed, the true source of her strength and of her power is in the brains of 
her people. It is for that p we are here to ask the Government to give 
her the means of developing the brains of her people,and we do ask that we 
may have an opportunity of coming tothe front and staying there, as one of the 
States of the Union, contributing our share to the civilization and the apa 1 
of this great country,and making South Carolina as one of the States of the 
Union, contribute her quota to make the people of this whole country once more 
free, prosperous, happy, and united. 


Mr. SS ge is from the city of Charleston, and the returns of tax- 
ation show that this same city of Charleston is subjecting herself to a 
higher rate of taxation for school p than the city of Boston, and 
the table, which I have already introduced in the course of my re- 
marks, shows this fact. 

T call the attention of the Senate to these particulars because they 
demonstrate that on the part of the State of South Carolina there is really 
being a very earnest and energetic effort made to educate the children of 
the State so far as can be done with the available revenues. 

I call special attention to the following statement made by Hon. J. H. 
Smart, then and for many years superintendent of public instruction of 
the State of Indiana, as that of one of the most distinguished educators 
of the country, and a Northern man whose associations have been such 
as to make him a conservative and reliable observer. Iam proud to 
claim him as a son of New Hampshire. He is introduced to the com- 
mittee, and proceeds to say: 

ADDRESS OF J, H. SMART, 


Mr, Dicxrysox,. I now present a gentleman eminent as an educator, a friend 
of education, who is here to represent the North. I refer to Hon. J. II. Smart. of 
Indiana, and Iwill say before he commences that Mr. Smart presided two years 
ago at the meeting of the National Teachers’ Association which met at Atlanta, 
and he knows well the spirit of the people of that country. 

Mr. Smart, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I shall detain you 
— pane pe gag to state a fact and to ex an opinion, a fact in reference to 

n of the South and an opinion in reference to their willingness to da 
what they can. 

It has been my fortune to be able to make several visits toa number of the 
Southern States, and on one of these, taken last summer, I was driven from onc 
of the popular summer resorts in the State of Georgia to the railway station, a 
distance of about 18 miles—a road frequently traveled, because this summer re- 
sort was largely visited by Southern people—by a negro who owned his own 
team, letting it to the hotel 8 and his own services during the summer 
months. informed me t he owned a little house and a small amount of 
Jand, that he rented 50 acres, and I found that he knew a good deal about the 
condition of things in his locality, I havo talked with several hundred negroes 
in the South as occasion offered, and I want to tell you some of the answers this 
driver gave to some of my questions on this ride. 

‘This man was thirty-two years of age and he told me that he had tried to learn, 
that there was a school within a reasonable distance, and that he had attended 
that school; but he confessed that he had not been able to learn very much. He 
wis a man of more than ordinary intelligence for one in hiscondition. Iasked 
him if he knew the name of the ident of the United States, and he said Mat 
be did not. I asked him if he knew the name of the governor of his State; he 
said that he did not. I asked him if he had voted for the President of the United 
States at the recent election; he said that he did vote. “Can you tell me for 
whom you voted? Fo, sir; I can not; I don’t recollect.” e hae know 
anything about England?“ Yes, sir; Thave heardsomething about And.“ 
“Ts it in the United States?!“ “Ido not know.” Is France in the United 

en “I can't tell you; I think it is.“) Did you ever hear of Governor 
Colquitt?” “Oh, yes; think I voted for him, Is he the man you spoke ofa 
moment ago?“ “No, he isnot the President of the United States.“ Did you 
ever hear of Garfield?" “Oh, yes; he was hurt,wasn't he; he wasshot, wasn’t 
he?” “Is not that the man you voted ſor?“ Tes,“ he thought it was. 

Now, this man, unable to read his ballot, is not a subject whose — A5 itis to 
obey, the sum ot whose political duties is found in the word obedience, but he is 
a soye , and the ballot is put into his hands, It has been put there by the 
national Congress. That man makes the lawthatgovernsme. Forty percent., 
as I am informed by Dr. Orr, of the voting population of this State are illiter- 
ates, there peng $0,000 of them. 

I related this incident to a number of Southern superintendents awhile ago, 
and I was told that it was a typical case, much to my astonishment, and that 
what I found here with this negro was to be found in thousands of cases in the 
other States. I believe that the State of Georgia is in danger, and not only the 
State of Georgin, but the State of Indiana, from this state of affairs—in more 
danger than ilone hundred thousand men were to land on the coast of Georgia 

equip for war—and thatthe State of Indiana will 
suffer from this condition of irs. 

Now, I want to orons the opinion that the Southern people are willing todo 
nll they can to cure this great evil and remove this great wrong, and, so farns I 
have o! the work that has been done, under existing circumstances, has 
been a marvelous work. The Southern people have made a heroic effort, cer- 
tainly in three or four States that I have visited, to do the best that could be 
done for these colored people. I want to say that ema om the length and 
breadth of the Southern States, without one seupan, o colored lo are 


given the same advantages that the white people are given, No notion 
whatever is made; and, so far as I was able tö find out, there is an almost unan- 
imous, certainly an 1 sentiment in favor of educating the colored 
children equally with the white children. 


A statement of this kind from a competent Northern witness, asuper- 
intendentofeducation, who has traveled in the State of Indiana and other 
Northern States, a man of New England origin, who has traveled largely 
through the South, as to the disposition of the people and their anxiety 
to secure the education of their children, and the fact that they 
administer their funds honestly, faithfully, economically, and judi- 
ciously—evidence of this kind ought to have some weight as against the 
loose talk of persons who know nothing about the subject, and who, 
without reason, without rhyme, and without sense, as it seems to me, 
blindly, in their ignorance of the truth, contradicted as they are by the 
evidence that comes from men intelligent upon the subject, say that if 
this money is sent South it will be malappropriated and wasted, 
when the South is to-day distributing and using at least three times 
the amount which she will receive from us. ‘This pittance will go into 
their funds, and if they do not waste the three-fourths what reason is 
there to suppose that they will otherwise than judiciously use it when 
it is slightly increased by our contribution from the national Treasury? 


He proceeds: 

And I believe, from what I saw, that we are able to trast the existing State 
organisations represented by these gentlemen; we aro able to trust them with 
whatever means we can appropriate, and I speak after some investigation and 
after deliberation. 

There is a pressing need, and these gentlemen have told you aboutit; there 
is no necessity for me to talk about it, but I want to express the feeling that I 
think exists in my own section of the country; that this appropriation ought 
to be made, not only for the protection of the people of the South, but for the 

rotection of the people of the North; that while we do not need it for ourown 

lliterates—for we ought to be able to take care of them ourselves—we need it 
because we suffer from an ignorant ballot, and we see danger in it, so that we 
join our brethren from the South in asking Con to make an adequate and 
speedy appropriation in order that this great evil may be rooted out, 


I have here the statement of Mr. M. A. Newell, then the saperin- 
tendent of public instruction for the State of Maryland, one of the most 
able gentleman ever engaged in the work of an educator in this coun- 
try. He said: 


Mr. Chairman and gat sie ss I am not here to-day to make any special plea 
in behalf of Maryland. Wethink that in a small way and in the course of time 
we shall be able to take care of our own people in the way of education. Iam 
here to show that, so far as Maryland is concerned, we are in absolute accord 
with the gentlemen who have already addressed you. Welook upon ignorance 
not us a local, but as a national question, and we consider it as much or nearly 
as much of an evil to have ignorance in Florida or Georgia as it would be to 
have itin Maryland or Pennsylvania. Vet think, Mr. Chairman, though you 
andthe gentlemen of the committee have studied this question long and deeply, 

ou are hardly aware even now of the immense mass of ignorance that is press- 

ng upon us not only in the South, but in the Middle States and in the North, 1 
ean hardly bring this more pointedly to your notice than by stating afew simple 
mots with regard to my own State, 

I have been at the head of the educational department of Maryland for four- 
teen years successively, and therefore I know all that I am going to say of my 
personal knowledge. We ood every year a million and a half dollars for 
common school education. We keep our schools open in most of our counties 
ten months in the year, in none of them less than seven months and a half, and 
an average of nine months of every year. Our teachers are reasonably well 
paid; they are properly se „and are doing their work as well as could be 
expected under the circumstances. All our surroundings are in favor of edu- 
cation. The people believe in it for themselyes, and they believe in it for their 
neighbors. And yet, Mr. Chairman, after sixteen years of a uniform State sys- 
tem, well supported, tolerabl 9 endowed, the last census reports 134,000 
illiterates in the little State of Sary and, 

Now, sir, the argument is, a fortiort, if, after sixteen years of hard and honest 
work, we haye not been able to wash out this black stain of ignorance, what 
chance have our friends in South Carolina and in Georgia and in Florida to 
deal with theirs? 

Mr. Chairman, I am old-fashioned enough to think still that the State ought 
to do nothing that the private individual can do as well, and I am willing to 
carry it further, and to say that the National Government should do ‘anne 
that the State government can do as well; but all history and all experience 
prove to us that the individual is not able to educate his children; he has never 
done it in the history of the world; the state must come in and aid him in the 
work; and I think we have proved abundantly that in our Southern States, nt 
all events, the State is not able to do the work of education. Therefore, I say 
it is the duty and the privilege of the National Government to comein and help 
the States to do that which they are willing but are not able to do. 


The above statement from the eficient superintendent of Maryland 
demonstrates not only the necessities of his own and other States, but 
the further fact that even with the prolonged school year an immense 
outlay is required to increase the accommodations, that the surplus 
school population now not reached at all may be brought in. 

Hon. D. F. De Wolf, superintendent for Ohio, spoke thus for Ohio and 
the central Western States: 

Mr, DeWotr, Gentlemen, there is one point that I should like to speak of for 
the State of Ohio, and I think for the Central and Western States, I bave min- 
gled with these ple for forty years; was with them during the great strug- 
gle that resulted in the reconstruction, so called, of the Southern States. Those 
States were a y tothe doctrines that were embodied in that reconstruction 
when they united in im ng on the Southern States a1 body of voters. 
They took the responsibility of imposing upon that section of the country and 
upon the United States a large body of voters. I do net know but that they did 
wisely, and I do not know but that they think they did wisely, but they think 


they assumed very great responsibilities, and I think they are ready now tocon 
— those retina. and to take what action may be necessary to mee: 
those es. 


These sentiments were at much greater length and with his usual 
extraordinary ability enforced by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] in the debate which took pee at that same session, and which 
resulted in the passage of this bill. 

Rev. Dr. A. D. Mayo, of Massachusetts, who is as well informed upon 
this subject as any man living, next addressed the committee, Dr. 
Mayo is well known throughout the country. His views have been ex- 


on many 


occasions, and they are those probably of the largest 
and perhaps the most accurate observer*in the Northern States upon 
this matter of the school condition of the people of the South: 


Rev. Dr. Mayo. Gentlemen of the committee, I suppose my brethren have 
asked me to say n word to you because for the last two years I have spent my 
whole time during the school year in visiting the schools of twelve of the South- 
ern States, from Virginia to 8 inclusive. During this time I have had the 
most ample opportunties afforded me by the State authorities, by teachers, by 
citizens, by pupils, by people of every class, to ascertain the condition of educa- 
tional affairs in that portion of the country, and I feel that lam in a condition 
to form intelligent opinions in regard to the several matters that will come be- 
fore you in this consultation. Of course time will not permit me to give thedata 
or the reasons for conclusions which I may express to you, hut eversince I — 1 
this work—and I would say that previous to that I had no personal knowledge 
of alfairs in the South, and never went through the South until two years ago— 
several conclusions haveforced themselves constantly upon my attention, 

In the first place, I am fully prepared to indorse that emphatic declaration of 
Dr. Curry, who perhaps better than any Southern man understands the educa- 
tional condition of the South, when he says that the illiteracy of the Southern 
States is absolutely appalling. By this Ido not wish to say that the leading 

of the Southern States are an ignorant people. I find them there avery 
cultivated people; I find a le equal to any people in the world; I find asa 
class the white people of the South are fully up to the people of any State ih 
the Union in natural capacity and force; but the condition of illi which 
exists seems to me absolutely appalling. And one little point I wish to call 
your attention to here: Not only is this illiteracy confined to the colored peo- 
le and the poor white people, but there is t danger, unless something can 
be done soon, that great numbers of the children of the better classes of white 
people in the South will be plunged into illiteracy. 

No class in the South suffered so much from the effects of the war as the re- 
speciable leading class of white ple in the South, and to-day there are hun- 
dreds of thousands of boys and girls growing up through all the Southern States, 
the sons and daughters of the leading people of those States, who, unless some- 
thing can be done very soon, will be doomed to grow upin ignorance. Perhaps 
the most pitiful thing that can happen to any State is,that it should lose what it 
has gained. While blacks and the rer whites are really better off in ed- 
ucational affairs than ever before, the children of the better classes of people are 
absolutely worse off than they ever were before. 


In connection with this statement made by Dr. Mayo, a Northern 
observer, I wish to call attention to the recent observations, the carefal 
and critical collection of statistics made by the lady from Macon, Ga., 
an agent of the Labor Bureau, whose extremely important statement I 
read to the Senate the other day, that in the factories of the South, in 
the manufacturing establishments, in those shops where female help 
was employed, she found large numbers of daughters of the patrician 
element of the South, reduced to penury by the devastation of the war, 
and for existence obliged to perform the ordinary labor of the operative 
of the North, and many were from that class of whom Dr, Mayo here 
speaks as being deprived by the losses of the war of the means of edu- 
cation, that very class which this woman finds thus employed, as it was 
predicted they would be by Dr. Mayo, the larger portion of them in ex- 
treme illiteracy. 

With the manners of princesses, many of them were unable to read 
or write, for it is impossible that the ingrained elegance and accom- 
plishments bred in them for generations should disappear with the loss 
of the education of a singie generation. Thus it is that large numbers 
of the old aristocracy of the South, ruined by the war, now find their 
descendants illiterate and engaged in the most menial occupations of 
life. All of this bears upon the question of necessity. It seems to me 
that the necessity is as apparent as water would be a necessity under 
the old Calvinistic theory of the future. Further: 


Now, to meet this condition of illiteracy it seems to me utterly idle to speak of 
anything but asystem of thorough elementary education afforded by the State. 
No church system of schools, no private system of schools can meet the exigency. 
There must be a system of elementary education, which includes the training of 
teachers; proper school-houses, and everything of this kind, in order to meet 
this great want. 

Another matter has forced itself very constantly on my attention, which bas 
heen alluded to before, which is this: Lam pretty well acquainted with the con- 
dition of education in our country and in other countries, and I have no hesita- 
tion in announcing to you, gentlemen, my con fon that never within ten 
years in the history of the world has an effort so great, so persistent, and so ab- 
solutely heroic been made by any Laie si the education of the children as by 
the leading class of the people in our thern States. 

Practically, within ten years every one of these Southern States has put on its 
statute-book a system of public schools; practically, within this time 


dis- 
trict of country in the South has received something that can be called a ool. 
‘This school public, as we may call it, consisting of officials, of school offi- 


cers, of superior teachers, of thoughtful pleall over the South, is to my mind 
the most forcible, the most persistent, the most devoted school public now in 
any part of the world. There is no body of superior teachers doing so much 
work forso little pay and under such great disadvantagesas in the South to-day. 
There is no minority of people . so hard to overcome this terrible calam- 
ity of illiteracy anywhere in the world to-day as in the South. I give this as 
the deliberate result of two years of observation in twelve States. 

Once more, gentlemen, it seems to me that in building up this system of ele- 
mentary education our Southern people have come almost to a halt. 


I have introduced evidence from the returns of the last Report of the 
Commissioner of Education demonstrating that not only is this the 
case in the South as a whole, but in the country as a whole, that the 
common school has come to a halt and no longer keeps pace with the 
necessities of the people. So, then, what was the observation of Dr. 
Mayo at that time is now officially shown to be the fact by returns col- 
lected from the entire country and among the official records of the 
Government. 

For the last ten years the school public has been workinginevery conceivable 
way to the attention of the people to this matter, and I believe to-day that 
the practicable limit of taxation is about reached. We way say ideally and ab- 
stractly that the Southern people can give more than they do foreducation; but 


practically, looking at them as we look at ew le in the world, I believe 
that the limit is reached. sgh i 4 


This isa Massachusetts witness. 


And what is the condition in which we find things there to-day? Perhaps 
$10,000,000 is expended through these States of the South for elementary educa- 
tion, and there seems to be just about money enough to put on the ground a 
system of schools which, while it isan improvement tothe and to the poor 
white man, is profoundly unsatisfactory and insufficient for the leading class of 
the white population of the South; in other words the introduction of the pub- 
licschool system has broken down the old-fashioned system of education by 
which the white people obtained their help and has introduced an inefficient 
system, so that a multitude of these people really have no good place to educate 
their children. fe 

Let me illustrate the state of things: Here isa town ora district that hasa 
thousand dollars, all told, for school purposes; with that thousand dollars that 
district can establish an insufficient school for three or four months in the year, 
with an inexperienced teacher, in an insufficientschool-house; a school which is 
not satisfactory tothe best people, which can notdothe work that should be done, 
That is the course of things all over the Southern States, in cities, in country 
towns, and in the country districts, and the crying want through all that country 
is that what these people now have shall be supplemented by enough to put a 
good school system at once on the ground. 

We must remember, gentlemen, that nine men out of ten in the South never 
saw what we call a publicelementary school. The thing that is necessary 
is to put for one year, for two years, for three years, in every district through 
that country a school that will be a fair representative of a publio school, that 
the people can see it; and once having seen it aud enjoyed its efits they never 
will give it up again. Now, it is utterly impossible for the average school au- 
thority to get the money to put such a schoolonthe ground. Give to that man 
another $500, another $1,000, and at once, without wearing himself out with im- 
portunity, he can put on the ground the school that the people need; a school 
that, lonad of being a school that satisfied nobody, is a school that satisties 
everybody; and once having seen that sehool for one year, for two years, for 
five years, for ten years, that people will be stim to great exertions and 
will never give it up. 

Let me illustrate this by one spectacle which T saw which will put you in full 
pasuson ofthis point. The little city of Goldsborough, N. C., about four 

usand people. Up toa year ago that city had no school in it which was sat- 
isfactory to any portion of the white inhabitants ofthe city; it had a poor publie 
colored school under the county authorities. 

Six months ago afew of the enterprising citizens of that city were able to put 
into operation a thorough white graded school. By the aid of the Peabody fund 
they were able to secure an e for a teacher, so that school took all the chil- 
dren in the town, Four hundred children were put into a good school-house, 

ed and organized; over them was put an expert teacher, and at ones it was 
shown to everybody in that town what could be done with a good graded school. 
I visited that town one day, and it was like going to a town that was under the 
effect of a religious revival; everybody was in a state of delightful excitement; 
everybody was asking me to see the school; people were coming from all parts 
of the coun to see it, and just because the agent of the Peabody fund could 
come in with his thousand dollars and give to that schoo! the expert which made 
it what it was. The battle was wor, the thing was done, everybody was satis- 
＋ und 2 whole region around about was being instructed and brought up to 

t work. z 

Such schools in county towns mean good schools in the country districts. 
What we ask of you, gentlemen, is to give to these school authorities eve: here 
through the South money enough to supplement what they are now doing; so 
instead of an insufficient school, as they have now, they can put on —— — 
at once s good l, which will satisfy the people, which will confirm them in 
their desire to sustain education, and which will give them a fair understanding 
of the benefits of the institution. 

Now, gentlemen, just one word moreand Iam done. 


I fully concur from my 
observation in all that has been said on several points. 


First, the South needs 
this moneyat once. It is an urgent case. Are you aware, gentlemen, that the 
average school life, reckoned by months, of the average boy east of the Alle- 
ghanics is four years; the average school life of the Western boy, reckoned by 
months, is three years; the average school life of the white and colored school 
boy in the South is less than two years; the avernge school life of the average 
Southern boy is not one year? 


In connection with that fact ought to be considered the inefficiency 
of the school itself as compared with those which are established in the 
older States or where the institution of the common school is open. 


This is the turnpike gate through which these children are strearning, and 
while you are debating and consulting on the feasibility of different methods, 
gencration after generation, you may say, re streaming through. 

What is to be done should be done at once to meet the great demand of the 


present. 

In the next place, money enough ought to be given to do the work at once, 
If the roof of your house is on fire and you areobliged to put it out by carrying 
water in buckets it does no sort of good to have a Jadder that reaches to the sec- 
ond story window. You are just as badly off as if you had no ladder. What 
you want is a ladder that reaches to the roof, that will take you a Dae the 
danger is. The school system of the South to-day does not reach full mag- 
nitude of the difficulty, Give enough at once to enable the school authorities to 
put a good school on the ground everywhere, and the difficulty is met, 

One thing more, tlemen. Iam acquainted with the State superintendent 
of instruction, I believe, in every Southern State. I am acquainted with the 
State school board, I think, of every Southern State but two br three. Ihave 
studied with great care in the records of all those offices their methods of distri- 
bution of money. I believe there is no set of men in this country who are hand- 
ling a moderate amount of money with greater economy, rx fidelity 
a eg hana It seems to me it would be a e in distribut- 


in t wer, 

Among the cities of the South, no city has done so much as the 1855 of Charles- 
ton. I know all those cities. Nocity has done so much with so little helpas the 
city of Charleston. We have to-day two representative men with us. e have 
the mayor of Charleston, who represents what has been done in that city. Wo 
have, in another citizen of Charleston, a young gentleman who is a fine repre- 
sentative of the kind of goung school men that we must rely on to do this work 
through the country. If your time and patience will permit, it will give me 

pleasure to introduce to you the mayor of Charleston, Mr. William A. 
urtenay. 


That was six years ago. It is a lamentable thought, it is a shame to 
our country, that this process has gone on, after the attention of the 
people was called to if, uninterrupted and increasing in its evil results 
during these last half-dozen years, so that to-day the demonstrations af- 
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forded us by most recent observations show that the evil as a whole is 
greater and not lesser. 

On that occasion Mr. Courtenay, who was the mayor of the city or 
Charleston, spoke as follows: 

Mr, COURTENAY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, having in view the great 
ressure upon your time, I can best show my appreciation of the honor you 
raat done my city by limiting what I have to say to a very brief statement of 

facts. 

I will say that about twenty-five years ago we commenced in Charleston the 
system of public schools which was then being spread over the country. There 
were, in 1860, four large, substantial brick school build of modern construc- 
tion, calculated to seat comfortably eight hundred f a-a each, which in the 
then condition ôf our affairs was ample for the children that were then being 
educated. One of these buildings was destroyed by the fire of 1861, so that when 
we resumed our school work in 1865 or 1886 we had three school buildings with 
an average 5 of eight hundred seats, and we took the Shaw Memorial 
School into our pablic-school system, which had been erected in 1865, making 
the same number of school-houses and about the same number of comfortable 
sittings. Wehave made an equal division of those school-houses—two are for 
white children and two are for colored children—and there are in the Morris 
street school (which is the colored school we have) eighteen hundred 
children packed into accommodations intended for cight hundred. 

That is ourschool situation to-day. We have been for five years woe asmall 
tax, andanew school building will be completed this year which will somewhat 
relieve the pressure, but we need really two or three more commodious buildings 
for school purposes, which we shall build in time, when we can raise the money, 

Now, gentlemen, in addition to the tax which is common all over the State 
of South Carolina, a constitutional tax of two mills, Charleston has paid during 
these m years an additional tax of from one to one and s half mills for 
the purpose of giving accommodations such as we have to give in these ver: 
crow school-houses to a portion of the children of the city. I need not tell 
you that what was intended to accommodate 3,000 children will not accommo- 
date 6,000, and that, although there are over 4,000 children crowded into the 
schools, there are children who can not get a place inside the school-house to 
stand or sit, and are, therefore, not being educated. We have a very large city 
debt, and we have a large amount of charities to distribute every year, orphan 
houses and hospitals; the expenses of the city government are very nearly as 
moch as those of the State; we have reached the limit of taxation ; and we look 
naturally to the United States Government to come to the assistance of the city, 
the State, the South, and the country generally in illiteracy, and make some 
provision by which this great trouble can be cured. 

I made a rough calculation hastily this morning without the data to make it 
accurate; but Lassert here that the city of Charleston has paid for education over 
and above the State taxation since the close of the war somewhere between four 
and five hundred thousand dollars, and we will continue to do the best we can 
under any circumstances. But in view of the great burdens which are pressing 
upon us in many ways, because of the want of improvements in ourcity,and our 
pe charities, which take from fifty to seventy thousand dollars a year—nearly 

0 percent, of the whole income—we feel that we can with some confidence come 
here and express our opinion, incommon with all other sections of the country, 
for material and important aid. 

If the gentlemen of the committee will be kind enough, Ishould like my friend 
Mr. Bryan to occupy the remainder of my time. 


Mr. Bryan next addressed the committee. No man ever made a 
stronger, more vigorous, and more pathetic appeal for aid or for assist- 
ance of any description than did this young gentleman of great ability 
from Charleston, S. C. 


Mr. Onn. Mr. J. P. Kennedy Bryan isa young gentleman who has been re- 
ferred to, the son of the United States district judge for South Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN. We shall be happy to hear Mr. 7 8 

Mr. BY AN. Mr. Chairman, I would hardly deem it in this presence, with so 
much gathered wisdom and experience, proper for me to be heard here, were it 
not that the subject-matter which the committee is now considering is one that 
appeals and has appealed to me for years, young as lam, and one that is, Ithink, 
the first in the mind and the heart of the youth of theSouth. The burden of this 

uestlon, the shoulders upon whom it is to fall, are those of the youth of that 
Southern country, who now wish to control its destinies and who now, for weal 
or for woe, await the decision here at this Capitol. 

After what has been said by my friend Dr. Mayo, after what has been said by 
gentlemen from Massachusetts and from Indiana, after what bas been said with 
regard to the State at large 4 my friend Colonel Thompson, I need hardly 
apoak; and I would not speak but that { think by giving you a pers image 

the city of Charleston in facts and figures, that concrete thing, I can show you 
that even municipal sid added to State aid, with all the agencies of private edu- 
cation, in an old community, and aid coming from the city that doubles the 
State led before a tide that we can not meet nor control. 


wa: 
lating to that community, because those facts and figures will bring home the 
question in its reali 


four thousand white e ildren, besides large private schools, which posts d err all 
ose 


ored. There is an sqan division of the school facilities. Todo that, the city of 
Charleston has to add to what the State revenue is for schools just as much again, 
It pays this year $72,000 in a city of 50,000, in which there are 23,000 whites and 


th nicipalit h the gy 

emu 5 en there 
arid by the report of 

of Boston, we pay 4 a ratio one-third 


sam irit 
— we zot at the facts and the and he ssid it is the duty of the city, 
simply as a representative city of the South and on behalf of all, to reveal 
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country this terrible and appalling condition; to say to them, here is a national 
calamity; it is common in its origin to the people of this country; it is equally 
common in its evils and in its effects, We thought, and the city of eston 
and all the men there think to-day, that the National Governmentalone can help 
us—not to do for us, but simply help us in that which we can not do. Ifthe tax 
goes above 3.5 per cent. it is a dismemberment of society. We simply ask you 
to bold up our ds; we simply ask you to roll back that tide. ere it will 
sweep we know not, and I, in all deference, do not think that all the wisdom 
bere can tell us where it will sweep. We ask you, do not let itoverwhelm us 
and you. We thought and were led to believe that that Government which, 
under the power of the Constitution, has the right to panos for the public de- 
fense, referring to the time of war (for surely that wasin the mind of the framers 
of the instrument), would come to our assistance in this time of 5 

We were led to believe that that Government which, when the crisis came 
from the Mississippi Valley under the most awful deluge of the last five decades, 
sent immediately and within a day aid to those people asking for bread—we 
were led to believe that that same Government, petok on the same principle, 
would send to a more hungry ple, who, if unfed, the worse will be the dis- 
aster, that bread of national life which they ask. We were led to believe that 
that Government which, when pestilence struck this country, in one day raised 
the means and sent broadcast over the land succor where small-pox or yellow 
fever struck, would send some relief toa more awful pestilence t is working 
in the body-politic. We were led to believe that that Government which, in its 
beneficence, enon, Sn the general welfare of the agricultural interests of this 
land, sends from this national center good seeds in order that the labor of the 
husbandman may prosper and that he may gather fruit and an abundant har- 
vest—that that same Government, on that same principal of general welfare, 
would give us not only good seed, but some seed to plant in this waste. 

Gentlemen, it is only because the city of Charleston furnishes you such an ex- 
ample, it is only because I think we feel it as an old community, and we know 
what this thing means and what is threatened all the time—it only because it 
is a representative city in that regard ofall our Southern communities that I have 


spoken. 

I think, I feel, in fact I know, that it is in the mind and the heart of the assem- 
bled representatives here from this land to help. Iam sure we have notcomeand 
told our simple story in vain. We look for aid, and we expect it, and we trust that 
from that seed of national aid shall come great and abundant harvests that will 
overflow here in good government, in peace and prosperity, years and years to 
come. 


Hon. B. G. Northrop, then secretary of the board of education for 
Connecticut, so well known for his life-long and very important services 
in the cause of education, in placing certain valuable statements before 
the committee urged an immediateappropriation. I read his remarks 
because he is a New England man and a representative man, as truly 
a representative of the opinions and feelings of educators in that portion 
of the country as any man can be. 


Dr. Dickrssoy, Mr. Chairman, I now present Hon. B. G. Northrop, secretary 
of the board of education of the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. NORTHROP. I desire to lay on your table, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, a paper containing extracts from the speech made at Atlanta by 
ex-Governor Brown on the eve of his election to the Senate, an extract from 
Ho pe of Robert O. Winthrop at the Yorktown celebration, and in full a 
sp of Rev. Dr, Curry, bearing all entirely on this subject. And while I am 
up I may say that this is not a new measure, but when friends of the measure 
have p it before members of Congress in former years the objection has 
been Lou can not force schools on any community; schools must answer to 
local public sentiment, and that ic sentiment does not exist.” That was the 
former argument. Now I say in addition to the proofs presented by gentle- 
men from the South as to the interest, you have in that peper, I think, a most 
remarkable demonstration of the interest taken, by the fact that ex-Governor 
Brown should make such a speech on eve of his election, and it is a more 
remarkable fact that on the basis of that speech advocating this measure, advo- 
une free oa schools for all classes, he should be elected to the Senate of 
the United States by so large a majority. It demonstrates the new era in the 
South. I think that if the plan of giving $15,000,000 for this object is carried out 
now it will be worth morethan $20,000,000 will be twenty years hence, The case 
is urgent; the need is immediate, Á 3 A 


I must say that this measure, Iam confident, will suit the North as well as the 
South. I have in this 2 have handed you ted the sentimentexpressed 
the Connecticut Sta rd ofeducation most heartily, and also other expres- 
sions of Northern sentiment; and may I mention in the briefest form ove other 
fact showing the great change that has occurred within the past year? Thissub- 
ject was advocated ably before our association at its meeting in New York, one 
pa by ex-Senator Patterson, now the superintendent of education in New 
am He advocated then that 3 should be distributed by a largo 
number of Federal officers in all the States. That met but one dissent at that 
meeting a yearago; that is to say, a majority of this association seemed to favor 
his plan, but one objecting. At this meeting every member of the association 
has expressed his views in favorof the plan of distributing the money through 
existing local officers. We are a unit on that point. 


I think I ought to call the attention of the Senate to the great edu- 
cational associations of the country, one of them having annually a 
session at which are in attendance from ten thousand to fifteen thou- 
sand, and I have just received a notice that there will be from ten 
thousand to twenty thousand in the convention which is to assemble, 
when warm weather arrives, in St. Paul, and the American Institute 
of Instruction, the other great educational association of the country. 
These teachers, these practical men, who, years ago, before they had 
come fully in contact with the strong, earnest, and vigorous manner 
in which the best citizenship of the South is administering the school 
system there, began by favoring the introduction and administration 
of fands under national supervision for the maintenance of a system 
of national schools, have to a man, so far as I know, reversed their 
former opinion because they have seen that in this later time the school 
system of the South in proportion to its means is as vigorously and as 
honestly administered as the older system of the North, and that there 
is no occasion for the intervention of Federal power any further than 
to see that the funds which may be furnished are annually accounted 
for and shown to have been expended in accordance with the law un- 
der which the appropriation is made. 

I have testimony of this kind from a profession of now 400,000 in 
this country, whose specific work it is to educate and to administer 


the funds which educate. I think their testimony upon a point of this 
kind might well weigh preponderatingly with the Senate and deter- 
mine its judgment upon a subject of this description. I know it has 
modified my own original views somewhat, and I am entirely satisfied 
that the bill in its present provisions is in the best possible form to ef- 
fect the object for which the appropriation is made. 

Here is a resolution of the Connecticut State Board of Education: 


Resolved, That in view of the necessity of education to the perpetuity of free 
institutions, and of the greatand disproportionate burden which adequate pro- 
vision for universal education would impose on some of the Southern States, 
this association expresses its conviction that it is the imperative duty of the 
National Government to extend to those States in which the burden and the 
danger of Hoa are greatest such pecuniary sid as shall enable them to pro- 
vide that all the children and youth within their borders shall receive at least 
an elementary education, 

The State board of education has formally expressed "its hearty approval of 
the sentiments of the above resolution, and its earnest hope that the influence 
of Connecticut in the National Congress and elsewhere may be exerted in favor 
of the adoption of some equitable and eflicient means for the accomplishment 
of the end proposed.” 


I have here a letter in reply to one addressed to Colonel Rogers, 
superinteudent of public schools of New Orleans, by myself, in which, 
mentioning the fact that Dr. Bicknell, one of the most able, active, and 
earnest advocates of national aid to public schools, had understood him 
to say that he should not know what to do with a large sum if he had 
it, and that it might be lost or stolen, I requested him to present his 
views in full for publication. This is his letter: 


New ORLEANS, March 6, 1884. 

Dear Sm: Your favor of the ad instant is just to hand, and I hasten to Teo 

My friend Colonel Bicknell has evidently mistaken my views in regard to 
national aid for education. Our conversation upon thesubject was fragmentary 
and of a personal character. So far as I can recall the words used by me they 
had no reference to the main issue, but were incidental to a feature of the sub- 
ject, designed to show the necessity for a cautious, well regulated, systematic 
expenditure of a large sum of money in a large city where school attendance 
was voluntary, and where the object was to bring in the large class of children 
who are now beyond school influences. I certainly never intended to intimate, 
directly or indirectly, that if any part of this national aid was to be expended 
in Louisiana by our State and city authorities it would, by reason of such form 
of disbursement or indeed for any cause, be wasted or stolen.” 

Officially I can bor, gaa for New Orleans, In twenty-five years past con- 
nected with educatio: work in this city I can not be entirely ignorant of the 
condition of affairs in other parts of the State. 

For several years I have had a growing conviction that if we are to give pub- 
lic education to all classes of our educable population we must have outside aid 
from some source. I believe that this is the opinion of the great majority of 
persons who are familiar with the situation. With those who are engaged in 
educational work I know of no difference of conclusion as to the necessity of aid. 
You are furnished with the statistics of illiteracy, It is not necessary to repeat 
them here. They are not mythical. Those who are en; in the work of 
education know that illiteracy is a present factor, and that statistics simply re- 
veal on ainen is done or not done and how insufficient are the means at our 
comman 

Our school population in New Orleans between 6 and 18 years of age was 
6] 456 by census of 1880. For the year closing December 31, 1881, the whole num- 
ber of pupus enrolled in our public schools was 24,401; average daily attend- 
ance, 14,566; 8 roll, 17,027, Our school population has increased, while 
school attendance has diminished. For the current year our total enrollment 
will not exceed 17,000 and our average attendance will fall short of 13,000 pupils, 
Estimating the number of children in private and parochial schools in this city 
at 10,000 and the number over 12 years of age who are engaged in some in- 
dustrial pursuit at 10,000—a large estimate—and there are about 36,000 children 
and young persons of educable years who are not in any school, of whom about 
26,000 can not be accounted for as either attending school or industriously em- 
ployed. We are confronted with the fact that instead of overtaking ignorance, 
as it exists among the young persons in our midst, we are losing ground, and 
that to an alarming extent, since not only do we not keep with the in- 
crease in our population, but our school attendance has steadily declined, 

The chief cause of this dec: attendance arises from the insufficiency of 
our school revenue, For the proper care and instruction of an average roll of 
17,000 children, including cost of supervision, instruction, buildings, supplies, 
ete., we need an annual expenditure of $270,000. implies a session of nine 
or ten months, necessary in acity system, yearly salaries of employés,etc. Our 
entire revenue, from all sources, falls short of ,000. A constant pressure of 
financial restriction and curtailment naturally tends to contract the usefulness 
of the schools. year, 1883, our session was uced from ten to seven 
months, all teachers haying been discharged from service and the schools closed 
during three important ool months. For several years past the teachers 
ha ve not been paid for twoor three months of the year, and have held our school 
system together by their unrequited labors during that period) 


Mr. President, I challenge the history of the world to produce a fact 
more honorable to humanity than the noble self-devotion of this body 
of instructors of youth or more disgraceful to a great people than the 
neglect of both State and nation which rendered their self-sacrifice 
necessary. - 

Notwithstanding the fact that the city of New Orleans has entered upon a pros 
perns era, those who control its finances maintain that they are giving as much 

o education as can be spared from the general revenues, I do not propose to 
question the correctness of their statement or the wisdom of theirpolicy. I only 
know that we do not get enough and that those who make the appropriations 
say they can not give us more. I know also that it follows from this want of 
money that our schools are not doing all the work which they might otherwise 
do, and that more and more children are growing up in ignorance and idleness, 
with stronger inducements to immorality and vice. 

We have between three thousand and four thousand colored children in our 
public schools. They share equally with the white children inthe privileges of 
education. They are instruc Sp age pa eane have good buildings, and 
their condition is as favorable to their progress as an other classof pupils, The 
city government has not been able, since the war, to increase the amount appro- 
priated in former years to one race only, and, as the colored people pay but a 
small part of the cost of education, it follows that the colored pupilsin the schools 
are mainly instructed at the expense of the whites, and that the children of the 
whites haye been put on short allowance to make provision for the other class, 

I kuow of no fee) ne, Sages Si predan to the education of the negro. On the con- 
trary, there is a growing opinion, so far as I can judge, in ſavor e to 
that class of our people the fullest and fairest opportunities. The kindly spirit 
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which characterizes the relation of the two races in this city and State extends 
to their respective schools, There are no contentions or animosities, Teaehers 
of syed ang are sent sometimes to the schools for colored pupils, or, again, 
to the tes, and I know of no hardship to which the colored pupils are ex- 
posed, by means of insufficient funds, in which the whites do not equally share. 

We certainly do need aid for public education in the city of New Orleans, and 
if we had the money e could make good use of it. I believe if its distribution 
was intrusted to our State and city authorities itwould be wisely expended for 
the equal benefit of all classes and conditions of our school population. 


The rot . eee could be strengthened and enlarged, Additional schools 
could be opened in portions of the city where they are much needed. The city 
school board has had before it for some time past applications from remote sec- 


tions of the city asking for schoo! privileges where none exist for either white 
or black children. Nothing but the want of funds has prevented the board from 
complying with the requests. Even under our purely voluntary school attend- 
ance I believe that several thousand pupils could be at once, within three months, 
added to our school attendance if means could be provided for their efficient sup- 
port, and I think it would follow therefrom that the usefulness and influence of 
the schools would steadily increase, so that we would be able to reduce the bulk 
25 8 by permanent progress in the intelligence and virtue of all classes 
of society. 

So far as the condition of public education in Louisiana, outside of New Or- 
Jeans, is concerned, it seems to me of even pes importance that we should 
have outside assistance if we propose to make any advance in overtaking illit- 
eracy. The total school population of the State is 273,815. From the last pub- 
lished report of State Superintendent E. H. Fay, the attendance in all the pub- 
lic schools of the State, including the parish and city of Orleans, in 1880 was: 
Whites, 31,642; colored, 22,670; total, 54,312, or less than 20 per cent. of the school 
population. Outside of New Orleans, in 57 parishes, there were 819 schools with 
16,326 white children and 17,075 colored children. The sverge of - 
ers was $25.62 per month. Six parishes reported, Noschools for want of funds,” 
Nineteen parish boards report a session of 3 months or less, The aggregate of 
all months reported from all the parishes was 144. 

For 1881 there was an increase in the whites and a decrease in the number of 
colored pupils. The last Legislature, 1882 (we have biennial sessions), appro- 
priated one mill on the dollar for public education, Upon an assessed valuation 
of the perty of the State of $200,000,000, this would give, if all collected, $200,- 
000. Under the State constitution and legislative enactments this school fund 
is charged with certain specific appropriations aggregating about $90,000, all of 
which must be paid before any sum ean be given to free public schools. 
these deductions and allowing for the non-collection of taxes, we estimate the 
amountallowed for free public education at about $1 cents per capita on school 
population. The amount is too small, and we are looking to the next session 
of the Legislature, May next, for a more liberal policy. 

Nevertheless, we are not confident of any very great increase in our school 
appropriations. A constitutional amendment, to be voted by the people, may be 
necessary before there can be an efficient school system for the State. The power 
to impose a local tax for education must be conferred upon parish authorities, 
At best the relief must be partial. The relations of the capital and population 
of the two races are such that a system of public instruction which is intended 
to meet the wants ofthe entire educable population, and which shal! be sustained 
by a revenue derived from the property of the State, is beyond all present pos- 
sibilities. Such a tax could never be imposed with the consent of the people. 
It could not be collected, if authorized, without breaking down every industry 
and virtually confiscating the property of every planter and merchant in the 
State. To give six months’ instruction to 200,000 young persons in the primary 
branches of a common-school education would require 5,000 teachers and an ex- 
penditure of a million dollars, 

The friends of education do not contemplate a scheme so impracticable, We 
know that time and patient effort are needed to build up any great enterprise. 
We think that it is possible to strengthen and enlarge our present system of 
public instruction, so that it may be put in the way of ultimately accomp! 
the great objects which it contemplates. 

What would national aid do for Louisiana? 

It would enable parish school boards to open schools where there are none now 
for want of funds; it would proiong the session of schools which are now 5 
open for one, two, or three months only; it would draw large numbers of chil- 
dren from idleness and ignorance tothe school buildings, and it would enable 
school boards and other authorities to employ trained, competent teachers, who 
should be paid reasonable salaries with a regularity and promptness which se- 
cure cheerful and skillful service. 

In rural parishes the services of young persons over twelve years ofage are use- 
ful to the planter during several months of the year. From four to six months 
may be devoted to systematic school work, and if this should be continued only 
four or five years the seeds of a better life would be planted and important re- 
sults would follow to the individual, to society, and to the country. Ina well 
conducted school there may be acquired, by the average child, white or colored, 
during the period named, ability io read and write; to understand and perform 
the ordinary examples of arithmeticas needed in common business transactions: 
to know something of the geograph and history of the country; to acquire 
habits of order and industry; to distinguish between right and wrong in the 
duties of life, with such moral lessons as grow out of every well regulated school- 
room. 

When opportunities for securing these results are within the reach of all 
classes—the poorest and lowest, as well as of the children of the more favored 
classes—we may reasonably expect a useful, honorable, and an intelligent citi- 


zenship. 

Without education, we have unskilled labor, a discontented class of society, 
thriftiess, heedless, with brutal passions and degrading vices, ready, when ro 
by fanaticism or demagogism to hurl against the of society or the best 
institutions of the country a compact and powerful voting minority which al- 
2 holds the balance of power between the two great political parties of the 
country. 

At no period in the history of Louisiana has there been manifested a 8 
interest in the subject of education than at the present time. This. I believe, is 
generally conceded by the 1 public men of the State. The subject enters 
largely into the present political canvass. An educational society has been 
formed in New Orleans, which already has a large membership of leading mer- 
chants and representatives of all trades and professions. Branch organizations 

ve been established throughout the State. The fundamental principle of the 

ety is free public education to all classes of children without distinction of 
race. We hope, by means of aroused public sentiment, to secure for public 
schools their full share of the resources of the State, but Ii ne that the most 
sanguine friend of public education can not hope to mate y change the fig- 
ures of illiteracy now resting upon the good name and 8 of the State 
without the use of more abundant means that can be now drawn from the gov- 
ernment or the people of Louisiana in the present condition of public and pri- 


vate rs. 
Asking to be excused for the length of this communication, I remain, dear sir, 
Yours, respectfully, 
ae 8 0. ee Orie 
perintendent Public Schools, New Orleans, 
Hon. H, W. BLAIR, $ 
United States Senate. 
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Ihave a great deal more of the same kind of matter extending all 
over the State, showing in other portions of the State the conditions to 
be worse than in that immediate vicinity, fortifying the assertion 
which I made a few days ago that great masses, millions of people, 
can not in reason be expected to have greatly changed their situations 
without the application of means to effect the change, and that the 
demonstrations of the census of 1880 and the testimony of these relia- 
ble witnesses, whose business it is to know the truth, rendered several 
years after, most substantially represent the condition to-day. 

I say, as fortifying that suggestion and as a reply to the pretense that 
we have passed beyond this danger point, and that the South is now 
educating the people as well as the North, or as well as they need to be 
educated, is the fact that the most recent general returns of the Bureau 
of Education, which I have alluded to, contradict that assertion; and 
further, which is the point I desire to arrive at, the secretary of state 
of this same State of Louisiana has informed me by a letter which I 
have hitherto given to the public that at the Jast election in the State 
of Louisiana the illiterate vote of that State, both white and colored, had 
increased since 1880, and at that election it was greater than it was ever 
known to be before, showing that these causes are still operative with 
all their old time virulence and with increasing power; that the remedy, 
if there be a remedy in this faint, weak school system which is doing 
what little it can, is wholly inadequate, and that unless there be an ar- 
rest of the existing progress of affairs we must inevitably become an il- 
literate and a ruined nation. I do not know that it is any matter. This 
Senate does not seem to think it is. If it comes to be a serious matter 
in the future, I wash my hands of it. These facts will be in the REC- 
ORD, ‘to the deep damnation” of those who do not heed them. I will 
put in a little Shakespeare with this other written matter. 

On Saturday, February 16, 1884, a joint session of the Senate and 
House committees having in charge the subject of national aid toschools 
was held in the room of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor. 

Dr. Orr and a committee of the superintendents of public instruction 
of the States; Dr. Thomas W. Bicknell, president of the National Ed- 
ucational Association; Professor Painter and others, composing a com- 
mittee of the department of superintendence of the National Educa- 
tional Association, were present and addressed the committee for four 
hours. 

The proceedings are published in Senate Miscellaneous Document 
No. 55, Forty-eighth Congress. 

I respectfully refer the Senate to these addresses, voicing the univer- 
sal sentiment of all of the country, and coming from some of our 
ablest, best-informed, unselfish, and patriotic men, whose express busi- 
ness it is to know whereof they speak, deploring this all-pervading na- 
tional evil of popular ignorance, demonstrating the necessity of national 
aid, and beseeching, not to say demanding, as our first duty, its be- 
stowal as the only adequate source of relief. It is impossible to at- 
tempt even a synopsis here of what they said. 

Permit me here to add the memorial of the American Social Science 
Association, than which the opinion of no body of men whatever is 


more entitled to respect by the American Congress or the American 
people, 
P AMERICAN SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION, 
Boston, 28,1 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

The American Social Science Association, impressed with the danger involved 
in the existence of a ap number of illiterate voters in the population of this 
country, as revealed in the last census, for the proper enlightenment of which 
class of voters many of the States are unable to make adequate provision, and 
believing thata government resting on the suffrage of the bag org of the 8 
can not preserve itself from corrupt influence nor secure a high decree of civil 
freedom unless education is generally diffused among all classes of voters, and 
further believing it to be within the constitutional power of Coagress to provide 
in this manner for the safety of the Republic, and that the enfranchisement of 
the freedmen. imposes an especial obligation upon the Government to qualify 
them for a safe discharge of the new duties devolved upon them, would ear- 
nestly pray that your honorable body will take promptand efficient measures to 
avert ikose dangers; that money ra’ from such sources as your honorable 
body may in its wisdom deem best shall be distributed, for a limited period, to 
the common schools of the States and Territories, on the basis of illiteracy. and 
in such manner as shall not supersede norlinterfere with local efforts, but rather 
stimulate the same and render them more efficient; said moneys to be distrib- 
uted undersuch guaranties as shall secure their application to the object herein 
named, with equal justice to all classes of citizens. 

Prepared by order of the American Social Science Association by the council 


of the Association, 
ğ $ FRANCIS WAYLAND, President. 
Attest: 
F. B. SANBORN, Secretary. 


These petitions are not gotten up in the way that petitions are gotten 
up for a new highway. They are signed by men whose signatures are 
meant to indicate responsibility. - 

There is no use in reading all that evidence [exhibiting a bundle of 
papers], and that is but a fragment of the testimony I am in possession 
of. I suppose the better this case is proved the more it is likely to be 
disbelieved. I see in the public prints that I am destroying this bill 
by showing the necessity of its enactment into law. I give notice to 
those uneasy newspapers that I think I know better than to go to the 
jury before they get the evidence and then afterwards when a wrong 
verdict is rendered be met with the criticism, ‘‘ You might have won 
your case if yon had only put in your evidence.“ The responsibility 
in this case will be on the jury if there is a wrong verdict. 


T have here astatement by the Rey. Dr. Curry, to whom I have been 
referring, a part of his statement being historical as well as the whole 
of it pertinent to the merits of the case: 

He is the general agent of the trustees of the Peabody fund, whose 
services to the country in the discharge of a great trust have already 
fixed his rank high among its benefactors. He has addressed a memo- 
rial to the Congress, which I take this means of placing more conspicu- 
ously before the Senate and the public. Iam ata loss to comprehend 
the motives which can refuse the necessary assistance to educate the 
classes for whom Dr. Curry, in his representative and personal capacity, 
makes this argument and appeal. I will read it: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

Your potions, the general agent of the Peabody education fund, would re- 
spectfully represent: 
That in March, 1880, the trustees of the Peabody education fund submitted a 
memorial to Con on “the vital necessity of national aid forthe education of 
the colored population of the Southern States, and especially of the creat masses 
of colored children, who are growing up to be voters under the Constitution of 
the United States.“ They accompanied their memorial by a report which had 
been prepared by a committee of their body, consisting of Hon, Alexander H. 
H. Stuart, of Virginia, Chief Justice Morrison R. Waite, of Ohio, and Hon, WILL= 
TAM M. Evarts, of New York. 


Senators will observe that our distinguished friend, Hon. WILLIAM 
M. EVARTS, now a Senator, was in at the very origin of this education 
bill, and, as I understand, had more to do with the instrument which 
was submitted than anybody else, 


The attention of Congress is invited anew to that very able and conclusive 
paper, Since the presentation of that memorial the subject of national aid has 
asstumed larger proportions in the public mind and in the public conscience. 

The census of 1850 exposes a fearful amount of illiteracy in the United States. 
As might have been expected, foran obvious reason, that illite exists largely, 
disproportionately, in the lately slaveholding States. In ante be lum days the 
negroes were not edu . Since the abolition of slavery—a fact Whien no sane 
man would undo—the South, although making patriotic and self-sacrificing 
efforts in that direction, has failed, as all familiar with her pecuniary condition 
could have foreseen, to providý universal education for her people, The history 
of our country, prolific in instances of exalted patriotism and ready adaptation 
to local and onal exigencies, furnishes no exhibition of these virtues supe- 
rior to the attempt of the Southern States to meet the unfamiliar and difficult. 
but cheerfully assumed, obligation of giving rudimentary instruction to all 
classes, irrespective * of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” The 
history of public schools in those States is a chapter of peculiar interest in the 
general history of our institutions and civilization. The credit due to an im- 
poverished le, bravely struggling to do their in the new and stra: 
environments, 888 by religious bodies and individual citizens of the North, 
who, comprehending the needs of the young, have eronsly and munificent! 
contributed money to supply them with the m ofeducation, Hard experi- 
ence has demonstrated the inability of the Southern States, unaided, to sustain 
the heavy burden of universal education, If illiteracy is to be removed or pre- 
vented in the future, the States must receive liberal and prompt aid from the 
General Government, 

This aid should be rendered in on ines eh with the school systems of the 
States, Those 3 varying in details, but generally copied from the systems 
which exist in the Northern States, are the outgrowth of the convictions of the 
people. Year by year they are being adapted tothe wants and peculiarities of 
communities and States, Constitutions command free schools; statutes estab- 
lish and provide for them; State and local officers administer; State revenues 
are increasingly supplemented by local taxation. No organized opposition to 
public schools can be found; political parties are zealous to declare their pur- 
pose to sustain and perfect; press associations approve and newspapers give 
their valuable — by eee invite educators and advocates of free 
schools to address them; the people are willing and eager to be informed and 
to adopt improved methods of instruction and school management. With proba- 
bly the most extensive acquaintance with school officersin the South possessed 
by any man in the Union, acquired by personal intercourse with them, I make 
bold to affirm that no de ents of government have better qualified, more 

patriotic, more trustworthy, more enlightened administrators. What is needed 

or success in making education universal is not severe Federal 1 
subordination of State schools to central authority, but a well guarded and ade- 
quate appropriation of public money, 


This isa Southern man who calls for a well guarded and adequate 
appropriation of public money, and he is one of the firmest advocates 
of this bill, with all its minutis of provision. 

Of the extentof the illiteracy your honorable bodies, having ready access to the 
latest census returns and to careful compilations of school statistics, need not to 
be informed. On the dangers of this illiteracy it would be superfluous to en- 
large. The basis of our free governments is intelligence and integrity. Free 
government presupposes intelligent self-government. The mere possession of 
power by the people is no assurance or guaranty of good government. Civil 
government can dispense with arbitrary restraints and with physical power; 
can allow the possession and enjoyment of personal liberty just in so far as the 
citizens impose, voluntarily and intelligently, restraints upon themselves. Free 
governments, governments of the people and by the people, allowing and se- 
curing the largest measure of individual freedom, are compatible only with pop- 
ular education, It is idle to hope forfree government or republican institutions 
apart from free schools. 

From the act of the Continental Congress on the 20th of May, 1785, for the dis- 
position of the lands ceded by Virginia and the other States, to the present time, 
the United States is committed to the principle that“ popular education is the 
only safe and stable basis for 8 and tothe policy of using Govern- 
ment property in aid of public schools. hat was a privilege and duty in the 
past has now become an imperative obligation. The general argument for Con- 
gressional intervention to remove or prevent illiteracy becomes stronger when 
applied to the negroes. As is stated in the report to which attention has been 
called, the production of the pen of an honored and venerable statesman of Vir- 

inia, they arean “exceptional class of our population,” and as such have pecul- 

ar claims on the justice and bounty of the Federal Government. 

Their ancestors did not come voluntarily to this country seeking to better their 
condition, as come the immigrants who by thousands are now flocking to our 
shores, They were brought forcibly as slaves and were held as such priortothe 
Revolution by the connivance and direct action of the mother-country and under 
theauthority of the laws ofall the States. When the War for Independence closed 
slavery existed in all the Colonies. The Federal Constitution sanctioned the 
institution. In the exercise of its discretion the Federal Government emanci- 
pated the slaves, elevated them to the dignity of American citizens, and invested 
them with the right of suflrage. Slavery is but half abolished, emancipation 
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is but half completed, while millions of freemen with votes in their hands are 


left without education," The new citizens need to be made to comprehend the 
duties of citizenship, to be taught the nature and benefits of the political rights 
they enjoy. From manumission and enfranchisement there is on the part ot the 
Government a resulting obligation to secure to those suddenly exalted to citi- 
venshipands e that amount of education which is necessary to enable them 
to di rge intelligently the new duties devolved. 

Inter arma leges silent ia ed in times of extreme peril as a maxim, 
When the national life is endangered the Constitution yields to a liberal inter- 
pretation. The latitude is not because of war, but because of the crisis which 
war sometimes creates. {f the necessity be as great, the peril as imminent in 
time of peace as in time of war, then with equal reason may be invoked the 
principle, salus reipublicæ est suprema lex. That masses of ignorant voters con- 
stitute a national peril, justifying n resort tothe extreme medicine of the Con- 
stitution,” it would be an insult to your honorable bodies to argue. 

The evils of ignorant voting can not be exaggerated, Four Presidents in suc- 
cession, with increasing emphasis, have invited the attention of Congress to 
legislation on thesubject. State Legisiatures, educational conventions, religious 
assemblages, public press. and private citizens swell the demand for immediate 
and effective measures of relief, 

It seems that each generation must pass through its own trials, as each person 
must be disciplined for his own improvement and growth. We reap the fruits 
of the sacrifices and achievements of our ancestors, but for ourselves we must 
endore trials and meet responsibilities, Our Republic is a holy trust. Much as 
our fathers did, none the less are we required to do, Free institutions are still 
an experiment. They are on trial before the world. No peril is greater, more 
insidious, more pervasive, arouses more the rehension of the patriot, than 
the illiteracy of citizens. Fortunately the evi remediable, the remedy 
is in your hands. 

Your petitioner earnestly invokes your intelligent and continuous attention 
to the dangers which come from so much illiteracy, and trusts action, prompt 
and adequate to meet the emergency, will be had before your adjournment. 


J. L. M. CURRY. 
Ricumonxp, VA., May 17, 1882. - 


I may add as a more recent expression from Dr. Carry, the agent of 
the Peabody fund, what he says in a letter: 


A letter before me from one of the best scholars and most active school men 
in the South says: “The argument is unanswerable. Here we stand face to 
face with the necessity. All over this State the taxes of the white people can 
not be made to suffice for the education of both white and colored; with the ut- 
most good-will, the resources are deficient. Nothing but national aid can solve 
— Apap sen ere it there is great danger that the effort may be aban- 

med in despair, 

That last sentence is unspenkably important. If this Congress adjourns 
without the aid, I shall almost surrender hope in reference to the future of our 
country. May God save our land. 


I may say that Dr. Curry has written several statements to the same 
effect, with increased urgency, during the last few months, some of 
which I will later on lay before the Senate. 

There is in this connection, too, a very vigorous and important me 
morial from the Union League Club of New York City, which has been 
from the first a very strong advocate of national aid to education. That 
club comprises over sixteen hundred of the igs REE of the United 
States, residing in all parts of the country. Probably no body of men, 
unless it were the several loyal sovereign States, did so much as the 
Union League Club of New York to preserve the Union in time of war, 
or since the war has done so much to make it worth again preserving, 
by their wise and patriotic endeavors to reconstruct the Government 
upon principles which are indispensable to its prosperity. I therefore 
introduce the following from their memorial to Congress, presented by 


Senator Miller in the Forty-eighth Congress: 
Tun Uniox LEAGUE CLUB, New Yor, February 10, 1882. 

Dean Sin: The following report was accepted and the appended resolution 
unanimously adopted at a regular meeting of the Union League Club, held on 
the 9th of February, 1882. 

Po he Sin you to present them to Congress, as being the respectful petition 
club. 

Very few subjects equal in importance that of elevating the illiterate voteis 
in the United States to the condition required for the proper enjoyment and pro- 
tection of universal suffrage. 

It appears from the census of 1830 that of the total colored population over 47 
per cent. are unable to write. Of the total white population nearly 7 per cent, 
are unable to write. These percentages are much higher in the South. Those 
unable to write in Alabama are, whites, nearly 17 per cent.; colored, over 53, 
In Georgia, whites, nearly 16 per cent.; colored, over 54. In North Carolina, 
whites, over 22 per cent.; colored, over 51. In New Mexico, whites, 49.5 per 
cent.; colored, 69.5. In many of the States the means for instruction are con- 
fessedly insufficient to cope with this great evil. 

The want of education and of consequentability to use the suffrage so as to 
protect the voter from fraud, violence, and misdirection, and our free institn- 
tions from peril, has caused the introduction into the Senate of the United 
States of a bill entitled “A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools.” 

The Secretary of the Interior, through the Bureau of Education, is charged 
with the administration of the act, aided by a commissioner in each State, to be 
3 by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
The commissioner thus appointed isto actin co-operation with the State author- 
ities in which he is located. In Territories this commissioner is charged with 
the general supervision and control of public education. 

All payments under the act are to be made by Treasury warrants directly to 
the person in each State or Territory who renders service, on vouchers to be ap- 
provon by the local authorities, the Commissioner, and the Secretary of the Inte- 


or. 

It will be scen, therefore, that the amount payable in any State or Territory 
can neither be diverted nor squandered, but that careful provision is made for 
the application of it directly to the purposes of education. The bill is compre- 
hensive as well as guarded, and is to continue only for the length of time sup- 
posed to be required for stimulating the most sluggish of the States into the req- 
uisite activity. 

The condition of the Treasury, with a large annual surplus, tempting to use- 
less schemes of extravagance, would seem to bea favorable time for the adoption 
of a measure to secure the enlightenment of the uneducated and the safety of 
our republican form of government, 

The Constitution, in express terms, provides, section 4, Article IV, that “The 
United States shall guaranty to cach State in this Union a republican form of 
government.” The powers necessary to carry out this guaranty are implied 
and are therefore complete. By the act of the National Government a large 


body of illiterate men bave been suddenly raised from the condition of chattels 
into that of freemen and voters, without ay Faye soiree for the high duty 
which admission to the suffrage involves. extraordinary measures re- 
sorted to in States where the danger from this source is most conspicuous, often 
leading to bloodshed and anarchy, would seem to impose on the General Gov- 
ernment the immediate duty of seeing that the republican form thus threatened 
by the two evils of illiteracy and violence shall be preserved. The necessary and 
proper means for this consists in such a wide diffusion of the benefits and bless- 
ings of education as wiil secure the requisite intelligence and patriotism. 

oe hrsti e of political reform recommend the adoption of the following 
resolution, 


GEO. B. BUTLER, Chairman. 
S. M. BLATCHFORD, Secretary. 


Resolved, That the Union League Club heartily approves of the scope and ob- 
ject of the bill introduced into the Senate of the United States by Hon, Hnxnx 
. BLAIR, of the State of New Hampshire, entitled “A bill to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools,” and that the president 
and secretary of the olub be directed toaffix their names to this report and reso- 
lution as being the respectful petition of the club to the Congress of the United 
States in favor of the passage of the bill. 
We have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
WM. M. EVARTS, President. 
DAVID MILLIKEN, In., Secretary. 


Hon. WARNER MILLER, 


The following isan imperfect list of the petitionsand memorials pray- 
ing for aid for the common schools on the basis of illiteracy in the Forty- 
eighth Congress: 


Citizens of Romney, W. Va. 

One hundred citizens of Circleville, W. Va. — 
Citizens of Jackson County, West Virginia. 

Citizens of Nicholas County, West Virginia. 

Citizens of Webster County, West Virginia. 

Resolntions of the Legislature of Rhode Island. 

Citizens of Ottawa, Kans. 

Citizens of Spring Hill. Kans, 

Citizens of Mound Valley, Kans. 

Citizens of Jefferson County, West Virginia, 

Citizens of Lewis County, West Virginia. 

Citizens of Wayne County, West Virginia. 

Citizens of Monongalia County, West Virginia, 

Citizens of Jackson County, West Virginia. 
Citizens of Upshur County, West Virginia. 
Citizens of Mason County, West Virginia. 
Citizens of Morgan County, West Virginia. 

‘Telegram from the Saratoga educational convention, 

Citizens of Blount County, Alabama, 

Citizens of Tuscaloosa County, Alabama. 

Citizens of Baldwin County, Alabama, 

Citizens of Colbert County, Alabama. 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama. 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama. 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama. 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama, 

Citizens of Fayette County, Alabama. 

President of the board of education and many prominent citizens of Nashua, 


* 
Memorial of the National Educational Association. 
Memorial of the State officers and nearly every prominent citizen in the State 
of South Carolina. 
Petitions of citizens of Louisiana, 
Petition of citizens of Wilkinson County, Mississippi. 
State board of visitors of the State Agricultural College, New Jersey. 
State board of visitors of Rutgers College, New Jersey. 
Citizens of Edgecombe County, North Carolina. 
Cilizens of Drew County, Arkansas. 
Citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, 
Citizens of Gilmer County, Georgia. 
Citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, 
Citizens of Keyser, W. Va. 
Faculty of Hiram College, Ohio. 
Citizens of Medina County, Ohio. 
Governor and all the State officials of Obio. 
Mayorand city officials of Portsmouth, N. H. 
Citizens of Grafton County, New Hampshire. 
Citizens of New London, N. II. 
Prominent citizens of Rockingham County, New Hampshire, three petitions, 
Petition of president of Johns Hopkins University ef al. 
Memorial of the American Social Science Association. 
Citizens of Merrimack County, New Hampshire. 
Petition of the faculty of Straight University, of Louisiana. 
Petition of citizens of Iowa. 
Resolutions of the Louisiana Legislatures. 
Memorial of the Union League Club, New York. 
Petition of citizens of Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, 
Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo. 
Petition of citizens of Monroe City, III. 
Resolutions of Teachers’ Institute of Soath Carolina. 


N 


I have a mass of citations which I desire to place in the RECORD at 
the present time so that they may fall conveniently under the eye of 
the Senate. They are facts which I introduced in the debates at former 
sessions and which I have not cited in the matter already placed be- 
fore the Senate at the present session. 

I first call the attention of the Senate to a simple matter of evidence. 
It is not a repetition of the arguments or speeches of the olden time, 
but is to be found in the debate of 1886, at page 1481 of the RECORD 
of that year. I introduced the following: 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY AND SUPERINTENDENT 
Boanb oF Px SCHOOL DIRECTORS, PARISH OF TERREBONNE, 
Houma, La., February 8, 1886, 


Dean Sre: I take the liberty to write t> you on the subject of the educational 
bill now pending before Congress, known asthe “ Blair bill.” We ple down 
in this little spot of the American Union would hail the passage of your educa- 
tional bill with joy and gratitude. Among all classes, conditions, and colors of 
our people—in my parish, I speak at least, and I suppose it is so elsewhere— 
your name and efforts are favorably spoken of. 


Ee 
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He goes on with some comments in regard to the general expression 
of the people in favor of the pending bill, and then hesays further: 

Tt is the interest of the 8 and demagogues to keep the masses in il- 
literacy so that they may the better play and work upon their ignorance and 
pa and I am happy to say that in my section a rapid forthe best 

taking place amon colors of our people. They are appealing almost on 
their knees for schoo In my parish there are over five thousand children, 
white and colored— 

I ask tne special attention of the Senate to this ſuet 
over five thousand children, white and colored, of school age. Last year our 
school board established tweny-six schools—one teacher to each school 
throughout the parish, of which fifteen were for white children and eleven were 
for colored children; the schools were kept open five months. This year we 
hope to be able to open at least thirty free schools—seventeen white schools and 
thirteen colored schools—and keep them open at least six months, Even with 
that number of schools— 

And to this point I wish to call the especial attention of the Senate as 
bearing on that great region outside of any school privileges whatever: 

Even with that number of schools there is not enough for half of the children. 
We have no school-houses, We have a good corps of teachers, white and col- 
ored. Our revenue is from the State and parish only. I hope and trust that 
= bill will pass, Senator R. L. Grason is from my parish and can and will 

out my assertions on the school question. I would like very muchto read 
the debates and see the votes on the final passage of the bill. 
With sentiments of high respect, I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

: II. C. SIDNEY. 


Senator BLAIR, Washington, D. C. 

I read this as coming from one of the school officiais of Louisiana. 
Here are remarks offered by Professor Hogg, the leading educator of the 
State of Texas. I call the Senators from Texas to vouch for the truth 
of what I say, that Professor Hogg is as prominent an educator and as 
reliable a citizen, save the Senators themselves, as lives in the State of 
Texas. Am I not right? 

Mr. COKE, Professor Hogg is a very nice gentleman, a very intel- 
ligent man, and he is engaged as an educator there and has been for 
some time, but he lacks a great deal of being a leading educator there. 
The superintendent of public instruction of that State and all other 
leading educators there are opposed to this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that is because the Senator 
and his colleague are opposed to it. The people of Texas, the teachers 
of Texas, are in favor of this bill, and that I assert without undertaking 
to come in collision with the observation of the Senator from Texas him- 
self, because his observation has not been so largely among those who 
are interested in and anxious for the benefits of this bill. 

Mr. COKE. I will say for the information of the Senator that the 
Legislature of Texas has instructed the Senators and requested the Rep- 
resentatives to oppose the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not doubt that. 

Mr. COKE. They represent the people of Texas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave said a great many times that there is in the 
South the old aristocracy, of which the Senator is a most important, 
vigorous, and respectable representative, much more so than the aris- 
tocracy itself, which undertakes to govern the South, which produced 
the trouble that came near ruining the country, and the members of 
that aristocracy ought to thank God and the country that they are now 
allowed to participate in the Government. They are opposed to the 
education of the masses. They are determined that the masses shall 
not be educated. The only solution for the race problem (which is a 
white problem as much snd more than it is a black one) is education 
and elevation, which has made the difference between the Anglo-Saxon 
and the darky, and they are determined that it shall never be applied 
at the South. That is their determination, because as you distribute 
the sovereignty their representation is gone and somebody will be here 
representing them in these seats of power and in all other seats of power. 
That is the difficulty with that portion of the Southern men who are 
in domination in the Southern States to-day, controlling the Legislatures 
which here and there are objecting to the education of the masses of 
their people. On the other hand, there are men down there who can 
see the light, who knew, the difference between light and darkness, and 
who comprehend that something has happened in this country in the 
last twenty-five or thirty years, that the war meant something, and 
that there is hope for the future only in one direction, and they are 
walking that way; they support this bill. 

The tor is a dominating factor in the State of Texas, and the 
educator who holds the political office of superintendent of education 
in that State thinks just as the Senator does about this measure; yet I 
have right here a mass of information coming from that superintendent 
showing that in the State of Texas to-day there are means of education 
existing only to such an extent as to give one-half, perhaps, of the or- 

and appropriate education to the children of that State. s 

Mr. COKE. Does the Senator mean to say 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam speaking to the Senator, and trying to explain 
to him how it is that he is against this bill; and he must be against this 
bill. He always will be against this bill, and necessarily will be until 
we have washed out what we fought against and what we thought we 
had conquered as the result of the war, establishing new principles and 
a republican form of government instead of the aristocratic form. Until 
that time arrives the Senator will always be apoasa to this bill. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I want it understood that I respect the Senator just 


as I do the memory of John C. Calhoun and any other of the great men 
who produced the war in which were slaughtered a million men North 
and South for bad principles and in supportof atyrannical government, 
for an aristocracy is the worst government on the face of the earth. I 
expect the Senator to oppose this bill and I expect his colleague to op- 
pose this bill. I expect a great many Southern Senators whose power is 
built upon that aristocracy which owned the land and owned the labor 
only a few years ago to oppose this bill. But when revolutions are 
undertaken they never turn backward. If there is to bea millennium, 
we are going ahead, we are going to educate the poorest child in this 
country, North and South alike, and this educational bill is the enter- 
ing-wedge, I tell you if this bill passes the Senator will represent a 
new order of things or he will represent no order of things in a very few 
years, even from the State of Texas. I have that love for the Senator 
(and he knows how I respect him and admire him) that leads me to 
beg of him the indulgence of entering this warning in season so that 
he may continae in the leadership of fis people under this new order 
of things as vigorously and as honorably as he has done in the past. 

Mr. COKE. I asked the courtesy of the Senator to put in a word 
a moment ago, but he did not grant it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wanted to put in one myself then. I cheerfully 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to say that the State of Texas spends two or 
three times as much money in education as any other State in the South, 
and not many of the States in the North spend more than she does. 
She has a school system that will compare favorably with the school 
system of any other State in the Union. Texas expends within the 
near neighborhood of $5,000,000 a year for common-school education, 
and she has a system of schools that covers the entire State, and is 
educating as many children in proportion to population as the school 
system of any other State. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why is Texas opposed to other States, unable to do 
that for themselves, receiving from outside sources, as a matter of ne- 
cessity, the assistance which will enable them to compare favorably 
with Texas? Ifsheisall-sufficientand beyond need herself why should 
she object to those receiving aid who do need it? 

Mr. COKE. Does the Senator desire an answer to that? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not desire to yield the floor for any length of 
time. Isuppose the Senator designs probably to make a speech on 
this bill; but I certainly do not shrink from an answer if the Senator 
desires to make it. The Senator will bear me witness that I am pro- 
ceeding with great hurry and trying to comply as well as I can with 
the frantic anxiety of this body to listen to me. Owing to the pressure 
on the part of the Senate to hear what I am saying (which perhaps is 
much their preference to listening to the eloquence of anybody else in 
this body), I ought to proceed; but if the Senator wishes to answer the 
question now I certainly will yield. If not, I will go on, as of course 
there will be subsequent opportunities in this debate. 

All this oceurred from the fact that I asked a certificate of good moral 
and intellectual character for Professor Hogg, who, I will say, isa Vir- 
ginian by birth, a most gallant Confederate officer, a lawyer, as I recol- 
lect, at all events a gentleman of liberal education, who settled in Texas, 
has been there for quite a number of years, has been superintendent of 
schools for the city of Fort Worth, has traveled and lectured all over 
that State and in many other States in this country upon the subject 
of education, and who is the best informed and most inveterate edu- 
cator that I know anything about in the State of Texas. There may be 
others there, but certainly no man has been so prominent among the edu- 
cators of this country from the State of Texas as Professor Hogg, a gentle- 
man always prominent in the meetings of the large educational associa- 
tions of thecountry. I havestatements from him which I willintroduce. 

The following resolutions and remarks were offered at the convention of ed - 
ucators Wednesday by Professor Hogg, of this city: 

“THE STATE UNIVERSITY. 

“Resolved, I. That the school system suited to Texas should embrace all arms 
ofthe educational service—primary, liberal, technical, and professional—recog- 
nizing the labors of the private as well as State institutions, 

“Resolved, 2. That appreciating the desire on the part of the regents and fne- 
ulty of the State University, the head of our public-school system, to become 
more closely allied to our lower schools, we commend it to the consideration of 
our teachers, and to pupils seeking liberal and higher instruction, to prepare 
themselves to enter the several schools of the same, 

“FEDERAL AID. 


“ Whereas the perpetuity of a government of the people, forthe people, and 
by — poopie presupposes as an essential condition the education of the whole 

ople; an 
bai Whereas such education requires an outiay of | sums of money; und 

*“ Whereas since the war our voting population has been largely increased by 
the addition ofsix millions of enfranchised citizens; and 

* Whereas this has been done at the close of a most disastrous civil war, im- 
poverishing wholly one section of our country: Therefore, 

“ Bettresolved, I. That the Texas Association of City Superintendents assem- 
bled in convention do indorse the bill before Congress known as the Blair bill, 
or some other just and wise measure extending to the whole country Federal 
aid in behalf of the education of all the children of the respective school ages 
upon the basis of the illiteracy of the people. 

“Resolved, 2. That we request our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
to vote for such a bill. 

SF „3. That our secretary be instructed to send each member of the 
Texas delegation a certified copy of these resolutions. 

“ALEX, HOGG, Chairman, 
“W. A. BANKS, 
"D, F. HUGHES,” 


K ROPE Sa o | 


The resolutions in to this matter were sent to me by Professor 
Hogg. Iask Senators to note that this is the voice of an Association 
of City Superintendents for the State of Texas, and also to note the fact 
that the cities, as a rule, in the South as in the North, have far greater 
school privileges than the rural districts outside. 

I am afraid Texas is a pretty bad State in the matter of education if 
you really get there and find out the facts. There is a great deal of 
evidence to the effect that not more than half the school children are at 
school at all, and I have never yet been able to ascertain whether that 
million dollars the teachers were behind in their salaries two years ago 
has yet been made up. I have never been notified to that effect, and 
I have here some little evidence which tends to show that the teachers 
in Texas have not been paid; but a great many of them are selling their 
certificates at a very large discount in order to get the necessaries of 
life. a 
Mr. COKE. Does the Senator want an answer to that now ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that there can be any answer to an 
assertion of that kind. I submit that the Senator had better answer 
the teachers. He had better write to those teachers who are wanting 
the money represented on their certificates, and perhaps forward the 
money. 

Mr. COKE. Every teacher in Texas has been paid in full and there 
is now in the treasury a surplus of the public-school fund of some 
$300,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am afraid not. I am afraid the Senator has been 
misinformed in some way. Either the Senator is misinformed or I am, 
and I have looked this business up. The Senator has been looking up 
the Mills bill and other things and has neglected this matter of educa- 
tion. I have a colored man’s letter in my pocket somewhere on this 
same subject. He is a teacher. [Producingletter.] That is about the 
Jesuits’ interference in this matter; I guess I shall not put that in. I 
get rather harshly used whenever I allude to that topic. Here is 
another letter, one from a colored teacher. They do not seem to want 
to have their names used. I suppose that in the delicate way which 
characterizes Southern dealing with the colored people; they fear that 
some of the boys’’ will come along and knock off their hats and 
amuse themselves in other ways. This person had written to me sey- 
eral times, He seems to be a colored teacher. 

Mr. GRAY. How does the Senator know that he is colored? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know. His letter is written about as well as 
though it came from a white man, but somewhere in the letter he 
makes an allusion which satisfies me that he is not as white as the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. The letter deals with this matter, and later on I 
will introduce it if necessary. 

But I notice that nearly all these people write you the information 
and then do not want their names used. It is the most astonishing 
thing in the world, this modesty of the Southern correspondent on a 
subject of this kind, especially colored people, but a great many of the 
whites as well. I do not understand it; and the worse their testimony, 
the worse the state of things to which they testify in their letters, the 
more anxious they seem to be not to have anything said about it. Ido 
not understand that. I am a good deal of a Democrat myself. If it 
‘was not for this partiality to common schools, I am inclined to think I 
should be a pretty thorough-going Democrat; but what I do not un- 
derstand is how these people should be so fearful to write me their 
names when they send correspondence to a Northern man from the few 
dark places in the South. There is a great deal of testimony that might 
be available but for the injunction *‘Do not let them find out my 
name.“ x 


5 in regard to the State University were adopted with but little 
on. 

Su ntendent Hogg asked and was granted permission, since he had given 
up his place upon the regular programme, poe the subject “The proper or- 
ganization of ourschool system,’' to explain his position in regard to Federal sid, 

Said he: The great Montecuculi has said, If you are preparing for war and 
expect to become victors, you must haye three necessary things; First, money; 
secondly, more money: thirdly, much more money.’ We need,” continued 
Professor Hogg, in this war that we are waging against illiteracy, ‘money, 
more money, much more money.’ Give the sinews of war, and the generals, 
majors, and brigadiers wiil be found; that ‘the organization of schools,’ that 
8 superintendents would be found by hundreds and teachers by thou- 
sands; that there were before him men and women, too, who only needed posi- 
tion to show their abHity to organize.“ 

he knew he was espousing a cause unpopular in political circles, but he 
proposed to show the need of this aid, the justness of it, and the constitutionality 
of it. He quoted, and, said he, vou can find what I say, from a speech made 
apon the rostrum of his alma mater, the University of Virginia, last July, by 

on. Charles E. Stuart, of Alexandria, Va., an eminent man, where the const 

tutionality was derived,” and said he, “The father of the Virginia University is 
also the father of this Republic. The university has been a success. Let us 
make the Republica success.” He regretted that even Dr. Dabney knew so little 
about Mr, Jefferson as not to know his connection with the Epi: Church, 
that he continued to on the hackneyed, threadbare legend, infidelity, 
his opposition to the christian religion. 4 

But,“ said he, that is a dead issue, doctor.” Where did the State get the au- 
thority to give the sixteen sections to poper education; from where did the 
eonstitutional authority come to give $100,000,000 to the agricultural colleges? 

It was a remarkable fact that Senator COKE was the governor receiving this 
nid for Texas; that he organized the college and put it into actual operation. 

institutions are for the select few—still, when the millions of ignorant 
children beg for bread they are givena stone. “The constitutionality of the 
bill!” Said he: The opposers of this bill tell you it tends to centralization ; it 


breaks down the authority of the States. It poses to create in 9 
a bureau of control, to send down into our midst their own teachers,” 


5 


“I ask the association to read the clauses of the bill: “ Section 5. That, to en- 
title them to receive aid under the terms of this act 
Referring to the agricultural college act— 
the several States and Territories shall comply with the following provisions: 
90 They shall designate the officers to whom shall be paid, and by whom will 
disbursed, the sums annually apportioned under this act, 

Said he: “Why do gentlemen try to deceive the public? For my pari, I in- 
tend to see the children of Texas, of the South, of the whole country, have their 
. er birthright. an opportunity to be educated, Texas can not do it, and she 

s the most favored of the Southern States. But last year it was heralded all 
over the State that the per capita appartionment to the children wasan increase 
of 20 cents, 4 per cent. increase on the funds, Nothing was said about an in- 
crease in the scholastic population enrolled, to this, of 25 per cent., au increase 
of over sixfold.” 


So that with an increase of 4 per cent. in expenditure there was an 
increase in enrollment of 25 per cent. in the State of Texas, 

Here are resolutions of a large convention of teachers of the State of 
Texas, as follows: 

Resolved, That we, Texas teachers and superintendents, thankful that we have 
the opportunity of studying the relations of cducation in the different States of 
the country, at home and abroad, and of meeting and conferring with the rep- 
resentatives of education, rejoice in the aid thereby to be received by ourselves 
in oe 3 ee eee — bg Sir ayaa . 3 6 

esolred t w hearts full of gratitude for the prospective great fun 
be realized in behalf of education in our State, and happy that the present in- 
comes for education are solarge, yet we must confess the inadequacy of present 
means for the immediate necessity for providing new school-houses and paying 
well qualified teachers to instruct the children now really in school, 

Resolved, That in view of these facts, and in the presence of the illustration of 
the progress of education in the more favored States, and sensible anew of the 
embarrassments to education in those States suffering from the largest illiteracy 
and possessed of the least per capita school fund for immediate use, we Texas 
teachers embrace this opportunity to offer our profound conviction of the ne- 
cessity and wisdom of providing immediate national aid for education. 


There is a good deal more. I was about to read from the New Or- 
leans Picayune, but perhaps I may as well omit that. I will read from 
my dear old friend, the Boston Herald, which advocated this bill for 
years, but for the lastone or two years, as I am sorry to say, hasaban- 
doned it. It discusses the matter in this way: 


We do not think the experience of other States which received Federal aid 
was similar to that of Connecticut. 


There had been some talk that Connecticut got help, and it got into 
rather bad hands, It seems that was years ago; and since she has left 
off receiving aid there are most lamentable accounts of the condition of 
education in that State, which I have already placed before the Senate. 


We do not think the experience of other States which received Federal aid 
was similar to that of Connecticut. Some of the Western States made excellent 
use of their land grants, and the income of the United States deposit fund in 
New York, which is distributed among the schools of the State, has never proved 
so great a detriment to the cause of education that the people proposed to give 
it up. The Southern case is nota parallel one, however this may be. In the 
first place, there never was a time when any of the Northern States was not 
fully equal to the task of supplying common-school accommodations and in- 
struction to all the children, without outside assistance. The property and the 
eee and teachers increased in regular ratio to the increase of popula- 
tion. 7 


I do not admit that they have done it, but this is the Herald’s talk 
when it was in its senses. 

Our contemporary will concede that this has not been the case at the South, 
Emancipation, the act of the nation, added one-third onmore to the school pop- 
ulation of the former slave States, and that after two-thirds of the property of 
that on, reckoning the slaves as part of it, had been destroyed by war. 

The freedmen and their children had been kept in compulsory ignorance under 
the authority of the national Constitution, which recognized and protected sla- 
very. It was, therefore, physically impossible for the people of the Southern 
States to assume the task of educating this mass of ignorance. Rev. Mr. Mayo, 
an excellent authority on this question, says that there are now in sixteen 
Southern States 4,000,000 white and 2,000,000 colored children and youth of school 
age, of whom not one-third can be said to be in any effective school.” Seventy 
per cent. of the negroes over ten years of age are illiterate, and the ratio of illit- 
eracy for blacks and whites alike is increasing. And this in spite of the fact, to 
which Mr. Mayo bears testimony, that no people in human history has made 
an effort so remarkable, all circumstances considered, as the poe of the South 
have done during the past fifteen years, in what they have already done for the 
schooling of their children.” Last year the Southern States raised no less 
$17,000,000 for school purposes, of which nearly one-third was for the education 
of their former slaves, In many of the States the school tax is higher in pro- 
portion to the property than in Northern States that maintain.a splendid school 
system. And yet more than one-half the children of school age are growing up 
illiterate or without primary instruction that is worthy of the name. 


This is from the Boston Herald, a paper that is going to be cited a 
little farther on as against the education bill. There are secret influ- 
ences that affect the press sometimes. 

I have here a table which I will introduce, to be found at page 1485 
of the RECORD, from which I have read: 

Items respecting the serplus revenue deposit of 1837, and the educational use 
made by each State receiving a part thereof, 

There are Senators here who want this table, and I call their atten- 
tion to it. It was a pretty difficult table to get, and the information 
can hardly be found elsewhere without great effort. It shows the 
amount received by Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, ete., 
all the States, twenty-six States, amounting in a single lump payment 
to $28,181,644.91, while the first payment under this bill would be 
only $7,000,000, with four times the population and at least eight times 
the wealth that we had at the time that distribution was made. Yet 
this whole amount, precipitated upon the States in a single year, has, 
with the exception of a very few States, been so utilized that it has be- 
come probably of more actual benefit in this country than the expend- 
iture of any other sum of twice the amount that has been paid out since 
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the foundation of the Government. It is the foundation of the New 
York school fund and of various other school funds, and everywhere it 
has gone into the brains and been invested in the souls of the children 
of this country, and is telling now and will tell forever for the devel- 
opment and the glory of our country and for the benefit of humanity at 
I wish this table, with the use to which the fund was applied 
in each State opposite the names of the States and the amount they 
received, printed in the RECORD. 
The table is as follows: 


Tems respecting the surplus revenue deposit of 1837 and the educational use 
made by each State receiving a part thereof.* 


Names of States 
receiving parts 


Amount re- | Remarks as to the edubational disposition of 
of the deposit. ved. 


cei the moneys received. 


$669, 088.95 | Eight per cent. interest, and since 1877 4 per 


cent. interest annually for public schools, 
— 286,751.49 | Wasted. r 
Connecticut. 764, 670.60 | Principal deposited with the towns; “ till 
1835 about $33,000 interest was yearly ex- 
pended for schools; since then whole in- 
come so spent. 
286,751.49 | Annual interest divided iy between the 
three counties, about $5,000 for each, 
1,051, 422.09 | One-third of income set aside for common 
schools; 3 finally lost. 
477, 919.14 | Six per cent. annual interest on $335,592.32 al- 
loted to public sebools, 
Indiana $60, 254.44 Half the amount now forms part of the pub- 
lio-school fund of the State. 
Kentucky. . ..] 1,483, 751. 39 eee apart for the support of public 
schools, 
Louisiana. . 447,919. 14 | $95,197.75 paid to three colleges and one female 
seminary; rest paid bank debts, etc. 
Wanne 958, 888.25 Distributed per capita to the population, ex- 
cept $6,000. (Bourne, page 73.) 
Maryland . . 055. 838.25 | $691,387.25 reserved for school fund, at 5 per 
cent, interest; principal exhausted 1841. 
Massachusetts. . 1,335,173.58 All but $2,500 distributed to the towns as 
funds, the interest usable as thought best. 
Michigan. . AR 236,751.49 Wasted. i 
Mississippi $82,335.30 | Wasted. 
8 $82,835.80 | Principal -+ $117,664.70 accumulated interest 
form a half million of the school fund. 
New Hampshire. 669, 086.79 | Mostly distributed per capita; about $1,800 
annually distributed for schools. 
New Jersey. 764, 679.60 | Lent to counties; since 1866, about $30,500 to 
$33,000 yearly interest nt for schools, 
New Vork . 4,014,520.71 | Apportioned to counties; interest, after restor- 
ng losses of principal, spent for education, 
North Carolina. 1,433,757.39 | All but $100,000 invested as common-school 
fund ; lost since 1861. 
Ohio e sevens] 2,077, 260.34 | Apportioned to counties, whose loans there- 
rom, at 5 per cent. interest, were to make 
income for the common schools. 
Pennsylvania. .. 2, 867,514.78 | About $800,000 invested for public schools, 
Rhode Island. 382, 335, 30 8 ee since 1959 as the permanent 
ool fund. 
South Carolina. 1,051, 422.09 | Invested chiefly in railroads. * 
Tennessee. 1.433.757. 39 Annual interest, $118,000, 8 at first 
for schools and academies; principal lost. 
Vermont 669,085.79 | Deposited with the towus; income gen- 
erally used for common schools, 
Virginia. . .. . 2, 198,427.94 | Wast as bank capital, ete. 
Twenty-six 
States. 


in addition, Bourne's History of the Surplus Revenue of 1837, pages 122, 
123. e book appeared in Now York; Putnams: 1885. 


Mr. BLAIR. Thatis the kind of self-help which did a great deal of 
good, and there can be no more emphatic reply to all these absurdities 
about weakening education by furnishing the means of receiving it to 
the child, who otherwise could not get itatall, than thissame bill. The 
idea which has been advanced in reference to the State of Connecticut 
of their receiving a little money is not believed, but the uttermost ab- 
surdity of it is replied to by the educators of the country and replied 
to by the experience of every other portion of the United States, if it 
is not denied by the experience of Connecticut herself I refer to this 
because it always comes up in the debate sooner or later, and I call the 
attention of the Senator from Connecticut to this general subject and to 
the data which I havealready furnished of the condition of education in 
his State, and to the letter of Dr. Harris upon the subject of self-help, 
and to this table, which shows how the school systems of other States 
have, some of them, been almost created by this same expenditure, far 
more lavish in 1836-1838 than is proposed by the provisions of the bill 
before the Senate. 

The debates of 1888 contain some very important matters of fact 
which should be reproduced, and they are so very recent that it will 
require an amount of effrontery which I do not believe any member of 
the Senate possesses to say that they are not relevant to the existing sit- 
uation. 

On page 268 of the Rycon of the first session of the last Congress, 
when the bill was last under discussion and passed, there is a report of 
the committee, which I will ask to have copied into my remarks, a col- 
umn and a little over, the general report of the committee upon the 
bill. ‘There is no formal report of the committee at this session. 


The report is as follows: . - 
Although the committee believe that no measure of greater, if there be any of 


equal, importance will e the attention of the Senate during the 

they have not deemed it necessary to enter upon a general discussion of the 
merits of this bill or to enlarge upon the serious nature of the public emergency 
which requires its entintolaw. The records of the last ten years are re- 
plete with exhaustive debates in both Houses of Congress, which, with numer- 
ous reports of committees and the general discussion of the subject throughout 
thecountry, afford sufficient data for the formation of opinion without more than 
the statement of a few general considerations at this time. 

The o bill providing national aid for the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools was introduced in the Senate December 6, 1881, dur- 
ing the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. It was fayorably reported 
by the Committee on Education and Labor, but not acted upon by the Senate 
SOROR Congress, 

The bill was again introduced early in the Forty-eighth Congre aad being 
again favorably reported by the Committee on Education and Labor, after a 
3 and memorable discussion of several weeks’ duration, was passed 

y the Senate on the 7th day of April, 1834, by a vote of 33 yeas to L nays, but 
failed of consideration by the House of Representatives during that or the fol- 
lowing session. 

A the Senate passed the bill during the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Con , on the 5th day of March, 1886, after an exhaustive debate of three 
weeks’ duration, by an increased majority of 36 yeas to II nays, Strenuous ef 
forts were made during both sessions of the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
grossos 5 55 . consideration of the bill and of like measures by House, 
whic! 1 

Your committee again, for the fourth time, report the bill to nid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools" favorably to the Senate, 
and unanimously recommend its pengi: The form of the bill remains tho 
same as that in which it was last passed by the Senate, with the exception of a 
„3 to the eighth section, made to remove a possible ambiguity 
of ex on. 

This measure was devised and has been pressed during these four Congresses 
to secure the removal of the alarming and increasing evil of illiteracy and its 
baneful consequences, and not as a means of expending surplus revenues, al- 
though their existence removes all excuse for failure to it. The evil and 
the bill are both much older than the surplus, and in the belief of the commit- 
tee the bill should become s law even ifit were necessary to impose additional 
taxation in order to provide means for the necessary expenditure. 

The sum of money ufred to carry into execution the provisions of the bill 
will average less than $10,000,000 yearly during its full term of cight years, and 
each year's expenditure is to be appropriated in the usual manner for the fiscal 
year during which the disbursement is to be made, so that there is no occasion 
to set apart a reserve or fund in advance. 

If. however, it should be thought wise to set apart from the already accumu- 
lated and rapidly increasing surplus of over $100,000,000 the seventy-nine mill- 
ious, Which is the total amount of expenditure contemplated during the full 
cight years’ period of proposed expenditure, the money is in the Treasury. 

This course. however, is not recommended, as the annual sum required will 
be less than one-fifth the ordinary expense of the Army and Navy, no more than 
the usual river and harbor appropriation, not exceeding the cost of two of the 
great fag haan pan the building of which is considered a mere trifle and the use of 
which is problematical, one-cighth of the annual payment for per ions, and not 
more than one-thirtieth of the ordinary ex 
nual appropriation for schools contemplated by this bill is of sosmall an amount 
that it can not seriously enter into the scheme of any pro repeal or modi- 
fication of the revenue laws, and would not be felt in the great mass of the 
three hundred millions of yearly national expenditure. 

The money annually appropriated is to be divided among the several States 
upon the basis of their relative illiteracy as shown by the census of 1880, that 
being deemed, on the whole, the best available test of relative necessity as be- 
tween the States; but when once in possession of the State the expenditure is 
to be made by the State for the support of common schools in connection with 
its own school money in such manneras to produce an equalization of common- 
school advantages to all children of school age in the State. 

Separate schools being the choice of both white and colored citizens in some 
parts of the country, it ree in the bill that no discrimination in the use 
of school money shall exist in favor of either class of pupils. 

The gradation of the amount from $7,000,000 in the first year, when it may be 
reasonably supposed that a smaller sum can be economically utilized than after- 
ward, to $15,000,000 in the third year, and its diminution from that sum $2,000,000 

early to the last year of the eight years’ term, when the expenditure will be 

.000,000 only throughout the entire country, and will not then constitute one- 
thirtieth of the total expenditure of the country for the support of common 
schools, and probably not one-tenth of the then expenditure for that purpose 
in any of the States, will, in the belief of your committee, leave the school sys- 
tems of all the States and Territories vigorous and wholly self-dependent, so 
that there will be no occasion for further aid from the General Government. 
It may be further observed in this connection that the Speer of not 
exceeding one-tenth of the amount at the will of the States for the instruction 
of teachers will provide a body of teachers well qualified for their work, which 
is the most essential condition of good schools, and with the provision con- 
jointly made by the States from their own funds the establishment of adequate 
permanent traming-schools for teachers in the States for the future will be 
secured, The small fund provided to assist in building cheap but model school- 
housesin poor and sparsely settled districts will furnish the whole country with 
the much-needed pattern after the principles of which every district should 
copy in time to come. 

his is a most beneficial and important feature of the bill. 

The necessity for national aid in the establishment and temporary zap rt of 
common schools, which was so startlingly demonstrated by the census of 870 and 
by the still more appalling returns of 1880, is proved by the observation and 
opinions of the great mass of educators and others most competent to testify 
upon the subject to be increasing and not diminishing. 

Here and there improvement is apparent, but the great mass of the illiteracy 
of (he country is untouched. Illiteracy grows with the country and keeps full 
pace with our general increase. 

The increase of population adds continually to the number who require edu- 
cation, while the means of education are notand can not, and therefore will 
not, be provided without e assistance from the funds of the nation, 
whose general welfare depends upon the intelligence and virtue and the con- 
sequent homogencous diffusion of prosperity and happiness among the whole 
people. Even if the evil could, after generations of struggle, be overcome by 
the localities where it chiefly prevails, it is wrong that this rich and powerful 
nation should withhold the assistance which would remove it within the next 
ten years. 

It must be admitted that intelligence is as indispensable to the continued ex- 
istence of the nation as to the continued existence of the States, and that the 
ao of self-defense may be invoked, if it be necessary to perpetuate the 

fe ol s 

Fortunately, the tremendous struggle and sacrifices of that portion of our 
common country which specially suffers from the consequences of conditions 
for which the nation was responsibleand which are now happily away, 
to educate the children of all classes and races, demonstrate that only a pittance 


uses of the Government. The an- 


of aid, if sensonably given, and that pittance gage Bes its nature, will be 


required to secure a e eso tte efficient, and sufficient system of common 
schools in all the States, forever independent of other than local support. 

The entire amount appropriated by this bill is far leas per capita than the 
money distribution by the General Government in 1836, and not one-tenth in 
value of the great benefactions of public lands to be converted into money topon 
which rest the public-school systems of the mighty States in the great ey 
and of the majestic Common wealthbs which lie beyond. 

Nor should the necessity of 3 the educational development of our 
people in connection with the successful solution of the labor and industrial 
problems, which constitute the most serious of all our „ questions, be for- 
gotten; and this aspect of the subject is one which will soon compel the atten- 
tion of many who now carp atthe education bill as an intruder upon the domain 
of national legisiation. 

The temporary aid to common schools proposed in this bill should have been 

_given at once upon the close of the civil war. To bestow it now is but to per- 
form a long-deferred obligation, the neglect of which has already greatly en- 
hanced grave perils to the nation. 

Every month thousands of illiterate youths are pumos beyond the reach of 
educational influences into the great mass of American citizenship, and cursing 

land and the world with their contribution to an ignorant and corrupted 
sovereignty. 

And who shal! estimate the evil consequences which will befall us from the 
continuance of that Jow and unfortunate motherhood which, under the influ- 
Soro illiteracy and ignorance, is now bearing one-fourth of the children of the 

epublic? 

Will not the American nation at least give common intelligence to the moth- 
ers of the generations yet to be? 

If there be no sentiment of patriotism which can stir us to action, the instinct 
of self. preservation. which confersa certain degree of wisdom upon brutes even, 
ought not longer to be outraged by our suicidal delay, 


Mr. BLAIR. There is a passage in my remarks on that occasion in 
which I summed up something of the memorials which had been placed. 
before Congress in support of this bill. I have not presented the Senate 
any such summary at the present time. I will read a few lines: 


In support of this measure I desire to state a few facts as to the extent of the 
public expression of the country, In the first place have been the memorials 
of the trustees of the Peabody fund and the representations of the superintend- 
ent, Mr. Curry, and others as to the practical administration of that fund The 
names of Hon. Robert G. Winthrop, of the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], 
of a former President of the United States, and many other eminent names con- 
nected with that great trust have been repeatedly before Congress recommending 
this or some measure tantamount to this in effect, 

Nearl every religious organization of the country has at one time oranother 
memorialized Congress to pass this, or substantially this, bill. The Methodist 
denomination, the Presbyterians, the Congregationalists, nearly all the great 
religious denominations of the country have, at one time or another, exp 
their empbatic approbation and their earnest desire that this bill, or a measure 
of this description, might become the law of the land, 

The teachers’ associations of the country, representing the number of three 
hundred thousand teachers professionally teaching throughout the country, 
who are embodied in varions associations, have practically as one great body 
memorialized Congress time after time to pass this bill or something of this de- 
scription. This very last yeor the educational association which metat Chicago, 
3 thousand fonora : rs — ere . upon 

ts sessions, strong resolutions urging the passage ol 

One teachers’ association, more largely located in New England and holding 
its session at Burlington, in the State of Vermont, also memorialized in the 
same direction. Most of these great associations vf ate committees to urge 
the passage of this bill upon Congress. This is not their primary or original ac- 
tion by any means. It is simply a continuation of their earnest entreaty and 
their protest to the country that something of this kind should be passed as im- 

e eee by ne public good. 3 have Bemi — 
mgress for some four, five, or six years in on, at every Congress 
which this bill has been considered. 0 

Innumerable petitions have come from various localities throughout the coun- 
try, from great semi-political organizations, great organizations representing 
the industrial movement among the working-people. Their petitions have 
been made known to Congress more than once, and to the present Congress as 
well asto former Congresses. The Knights of Labor have done this; the Fed- 
eration of Labor have given expression to the same sentiments; and the great 
organization known in the country as the Woman's Temperance 
Union rir ne has done this, has done it at the present Congress, did it at 
the last Congress and in the Congress preceding. They were pressing and em- 
punina urging, as they are in this Congress in the same way, the passage of 

e i 

That is an organization which represents 200,000 of the Christian women of 
this country, largely the Christian motherhood of this country, more influential 
in the various churches of this country than any other one element which ex- 
ists among them. They look on this measure as important with reference to 
their own special work, for it is an institution having a broader basis than 
simply the promotion of the one cause of temperance, for they promote that 
cause by their action simply because it reaches out beyond the one great crime 
and evil which they assail, and has to do with the general development and 
elevation of the nation and of mankind, and in order to attain that result they. 
more than almost any other people in this country, realize that common-schoo! 
education is the salvation of this nation and of all nations. 

So then, this bill, introducing where it does not already exist and rendering 
efticacious the institution of the common school wherever it is already partly 
33 and 8 in Operation this bill. I say, giving to the whole country as 

t will be able to do, in connection with contributions and with support already 
available, the common-school system, establishing it firmly, so thatit may main- 
tain itself for all time by the vigor and support of the local community—this bill 
rei realize to be the one indispensable ational public measure to the support 
and enactment of which they should give their primary concern. 

And more in the same direction which might be important. Then 
Task to introduce from page 514 of the same RECORD this: 

In the State of New York, the recent report of the superintendent of educa- 
tion, Mr. Draper, shows that the actual condition of the common schools of the 
State is not improving; that the actual attendance is lessening rather than in- 
creasing. Not expecting to speak, I have not brought the document with me 
and I have it not here, but I desire at some time, before the debate is closed, to 
read what Mr. Draper says upon this all-important subject, as to the condition 
of common-school education in the great State of New York. 

In regard to the State of Connecticut, I have here the of the gover- 
nor of that State, which I will read if it mes necessary,in which he gives ut- 
terance to what should, I think, be looked upon as an alarming complaint of 
the actual condition of common-school education in sections of that wealthy, 
that noble, that distinguished Commonwealth. 5 z 


> 
At the opening of the debate, after the reading of the report, I read to the 
Senate a statement of the son of Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston, president of Tu- 
lane University, in the State of Louisiana, I suppose him to be as competent 


an educational authority as any gentleman who lives in the country, and he is 
Ei coattitton of AA a tn thee Bosak SOO mech SOELA leh Cir 
to its condition in his own State. = 5 * 4 i 

This letter I desire to introduce at a later time, however, as I have 
a recent communication from him, but 1 ask to have introduced at this 
point and printed a letter received from the Hon, William O. Rogers, 
recently the superintendent of public schools in the city of New Or- 
leans. Let it be copied into the RECORD precisely as it appears on 
pages 514 and 515 of this volume. 

‘Lhe matter referred to is as follows: 

My Dear Sır: Delay in answering your favor of the 19th instant has not re- 


een poe u lack of interest in the subject, but from other causes beyond my 
control, 


5 and country newspapers, and have come to the conclusion that na- 
tional ai 


The city of New Orleans fairly represents what is done in other cities of the ~ 


South in the way of education. We have better schools for those who can psy 
for instruction, with a moderate increase in the attendance. There has been a 
very decided increase in the number of pupils attending the public schools, but 
the sessions have not been lengthened, but rather shortened, and the aggregate 
sum disbursed is actually less. 


T should say here, ge; that the schools in that State have never 
averaged three months in the year, and every one can see that a child 
would forget in nine months, possibly, more than he can learn in three. 


‘eachers have more work to do, receive less pay for it, and have fewer facili- 
ties for the accomplishment of their work than formerly. 

I ask attention to this statement, that teachers have more work to do, 
receive less pay for it, and have fewer facilities for the accomplighment 
of their work than formerly. The teacher, of conrse, is the essential 
element in the school. Then Mr. Rogers proceeds: 

The city school board, in a report to the city government, under date of De- 
cember 13, 1887, says: 

Our schoolsare now crowded, the number on roll being 18,341. The pressure 
upon the primary departments is excessive. Sixty of the rooms contain over 
sixty pupils each, five contain over one hundred each, and numerous applicants 
for admission have necessarily been refused for lack of school accommodation. 
Seven more schools and twenty-seven more teachers are needed to relieve exist- 
ing e re. Neuer still more will be needed to encourage the healthful expansion 
of our schoo 

We believe itis well known to all intelligent citizens of New Orleans that 
our public schools have received inadequate support; that our school-houses 
are insuflicient in number and size; that many of them are unattractive, dilapi- 
dated, and even, in some cases, unsafe. It is well known also that our able and 
faithful teachers are poorly and irregularly paid. Itis too generally believed 
that this state of affairs is the natural and inevitable result of the poverty of our 
city. it is true that our city is heavily burdened and the necessity of economy 
is obvious, pas =e SV that the education of our children is of — serie im- 
portance, and that no American city can enjoy permanent prosperity w ute 
well-sustained system of public schools. 

To carry on the schools during the present year we have been compelled to 
deprive our teachers of their vacation salary; to overcrowd our rooms and 
overwork our teachers; to herd our children in buildings badly furnished, di- 
lapidated, and insufficient, * * * If our schools do notreceive a much larger 
eee for next year it will be impossible for them to continue even upon 

è present monious basis. 

The city appropriated $171.000 for the support of the schools during 1887. About 
$35,000 was received from other sources, making a total of $206,000, The school 
board makes a careful estimate of its requirements, showing that the sum of 
$357,852 is needed for the proper support of the schools during the coming year. 
There will be little or no increase, however, over the revenue of 1887 for 1888, 
it being claimed that the amount appropriated is all that the city can apply to 
education and meet its obligations in other directions. 

A lack of over $150,000 of the $357,000 needed in that one city. 

Of the entire attendance in the city public schools about 20 percent. are colored 
children. Inseveral of the schools the teachers are all colored, and perform their 
work with great satisfaction. The colored schools receive a rp area et oe 
of the public funds, have good school-houses, and share alike in all the ties 
of school instruction, 

The following is from the report of City Superintendent Bettison, January, 


1886: 

According to the census of 1590, the number of children in New Orleans from 
six to cighteen years of age was 61,450," 

From six to eighteen years of age, Senators will observe, the period 
during which most common-school education must be received. 


“Allowing 10 per cent. for increase of population, there would now be 67,595 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


children between six and eighteen, the legal school age in our State. If the 
following estimate is correct or nearly so, it shows that our schools could easily 
expand under proper support so as to include 50 per cent. more than their 
present number: 

Number of children in public schools 


Number of children in private schools... 
Number of children in stores, offices, ete .. 
Number of children at home or on the stree 


67,595 


r E S RA e 3 


The whole number between six and eighteen years of age. 


1 123 support to the public schools, such as national aid would give, 
would add 50 per cent, to the school attendance in the city, still greater advan- 
tages would accrue to the pubiic schools of the rural parishes of the State.” 

According tothe report of State Superintendent Warren Easton, there are large 
parishes— 

I ask the attention of the Senate to this— 
there are large parishes or counties in which no public schools were held last 
year, in consequence of insufficient funds. In many parishes schools are re- 
ported as open two, three, and four months of the year. The average session for 
the entire State has been for whites 5 months; colored 4.91 months, 

The school population for 1899, in the State, was 139,661 whites; enrolled in 
schools 32 per cent. Colored 134,184, enrolled 20 per cent. For 1885 the enroll- 
ment is reported: white 59,654; colored 41,414. Total 101,068, 


One hundred and one thonsand out of a total of 260,000 or 270,000. 


The increased enrollment as compared with the increase in school popula- 
tion indicates how earnestly the State is trying to reduce the burden of illiteracy 
but the results show, also, how slow the progress made and how difficult, if 
not impossible, it will be for the State, unaided, to educate its entire school pop- 
ulation, or so far to decrease illiteracy that it shall not be an evil in the present 
and a constant menace against peace and prosperity in the future. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. O. ROGERS, 


y 
Ex-Superintendent of Public Schools, New Orleans, 

As containing a t deal of valuable matter touching the condition 
of education in the Northern States, and especially in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, where there are 108,000 illiterates, if I recollect aright, I 
ask to have inserted a letter from E. C. Carrigan, of the Massachusetts 
State board of education, a gentleman who in his brief life rendered as 
much service to mankind and was as useful in his day and generation 
as almost any American citizen with whom I have been acquainted. 
He is the author of the night-school system of the State of Massachu- 
setts and of many of the important educational statutes of that State. 
He was not only the author, but he was practically the enactor, be- 
cause by means of his indefatigable efforts the subject was continually 
impressed upon the attention of the Legislature of that great State 
until it was law. His death was a calamity to the whole country. 


The letter referred to is as follows: 

Boston, January 7, 1888. 
Dear Stn: In answer to your inquiry as to the laws of Massachusetts relating 
to illiteracy and evening schools, I would respectfully refer you, first, to the 
Acts and Resolves of the Legislature of 1837, a copy of which I sentto your ad- 
this day by mail. As you will observe, the statute. chapter 433, acts of 1887, 
has been in force but a few months, nevertheless the effect of its provisions has 
been most salutary, and the reports from the cities and towns affected by this 
enactment are most gratifying. To the thousands of unfortunate people who 
are brought into our common schools by its operation it will prove a precious 

boon. slis provisions, as was intended, are far- ng. They search the sho’ 
and factory, mil! and manufactory, alike, and bring the neglected children of il- 
literate paren’ immediately under the guardianship of the State, thus com- 
pana the needy to come in and partake of the free offering of a generous pub- 
io, ugh many questioned the wisdom of extending our school age from 
fourteen to twenty-one years of age by special legislation, I doubt if there is to- 
day n manufacturer or other citizen interested in the welfare of the Common- 
wealth who is not in hearty accord with the most rigid enforcement of the act. 
The lature of 18%, as fore may know, failed to enact the bill. It passed the 
house, but was killed in the senate. Last year the matter was again brought 
tothe attention of the General Court, Asa member of the State board of edu- 
cation, I urged remedial legislation looking to the education of all illiterate 


minors, 

The ature considered the expediency of prohibiting the employment of 
minors who could not read and write in the English language, restricting the 
law to cities and towns wherein evening schools were maintained. The object 
of the measure was to compel all illiterate minors to attend day or evening 
schools. From the extent and increase of 3 in manufacturing centers 
the necessity of further legislation was apparent. By the State census of 1885 it 
was found t, though Massachusetts had maintained her liberal appropria- 
tions for general education, for technical and industrial schools, for normal in- 
struction, had extended her evening-school system to include secondary studies, 
and, in a word, bad materially advanced the standard of schools and colleges, 

were 122,263 persons ten years of age and over illiterate, The total popu- 
lation of the State by the census of 7885 is 1,942,141, The population ten years 
of age and over is 1,581,961, making the percentage of illiterates ten years ofage 
and over 7.73. An analysis of the census by cities and townsshowed an alarin- 
ing increase in illiterates from immigration and the importance of immediate 
action by school authorities. 
as or examples will sufice to show the distribution of illiteracy throughout 

te: 


Total | tick ten | atesten 
0 onten | a n 
Cities. popula- | yearsof | yesrsof F nosas 
on, | ageand | ageand ge. 
over. | over. 
22,356 7.00 
5,656 10. 78 
2. 942 9. 37 
9,143 20. 6 
3,498 12.70 
598 8.25 
3,485 15.99 
1,086 9.55 
1.749 18.70 
1.081 12. 45 


Of the total illiterates 8,297, or 6.79 per cent., were born in Massachusetts; 5,601, 
or 4.58 per cent., were born in other parts of the United States, and 108,385, or 
$8.63 per cent., are foreign-born. ‘These statistics convinced the most indifferent 
of the importance of a more rigid compulsory school law, and the senate by a 
unanimous vote, and the house by a vote of some 6 to 1, enacted the bill—chapter 
433, acts of 1887. Early in November, as chairman of the committee of the State 
board of education on evening schools, I issued a circular letter to the superin- 
tendents of schools in the State, and from their reports lam more than satisfied 
that we havent last reached a solution of the problem of illiteracy in Massachu- 
setts, if not in the country. In many of the cities the eyening-school attendance 
has increased fivefold, while in Fall River, the most illiterate center in the State, 
out of the 1,526 children unable to read and write in any language, ! 492 are now 
attending school, the remaining 36 having been exc from school attendance, 
as provided for in the act. Fora further observation on this branch of the sub- 
ject I beg to refer you to the inclosed letter from the superintendent of the public 
schools at Fall River, and, if you have them, the last school reports of cities in 
Massachusetts of 20,000 or more inhabitants, As to the policy and purpose of 
the State board in the matter of State and national illiteracy I can speak but 
for one member. 

On the matter of State illiteracy (the enactment of the act of 1887, which is but 
adding another link to our chain of school legislation in the line directed by ite 
first colonial act of 1642), the statute itself is an answer. Our schools, like the 
highway, are open and free to all. Weare ually making the system dual. 
Under the permissive statute of 1957 all cities and towns were empowered to 
appropriate money for evening schools, In 1883 the Legislature enacted a law 
compelling all cities of 10,000 inhabitants to establish and maintain free even- 
ing schools, In 1886 the lature provided for the permanent establishment 
of evening high schools in cities of 50,000 inhabitants, which includes Boston, 
Worcester, Lowell, Cambridge, and Fall River. The last act was the one re- 
ferred to, which provides for the scmapulecry. education of illiterate minors, As 
adult illiterates are, as a ule, ashamed to attend school, it is all-important to get 
the minors interested, and the earlier we begin the Jess difficult is the work of 
educating this class. Ten years’ experience as head master and inspector of 
evening schools convinced me of the 5 of an early classification. * 
When once the ice is broken and the pupil feels at home, there is no difficulty 
if the teaching is erficient and the teacher sympathetic and faithful. The com- 

lling of all illiterate minors to attend school, as provided in act of 1887, will 

avea t influence on the family of the minor. It will not only educate the 
minor, but the older brothers and sisters,as well as the parents, will be found 
crowding the classes. But the history of education clearly shows that nothing 
less than a mandatory statute in the first instance will reach this class of our 
ted efforts have been made by the Stateand muni- 
cipalities to bring adult illiterates into evening schools. Yet with the multiplio- 
ity of methods, with the co-operation ofeleemosynary and associations 
in the maintenance of special tuition for persons unable to read and write, illit- 
from year to year increasing until we are now compelled to in- 
terpose the most rigid provisions of law ever enacted for the purpose of educa- 
tion. In conclusion let me my that having studied every phase of the illiteracy 
Kovien from a State and national view, I find but one conclusion, and that is, 

f we ever expect to see illite stam out, the nation and State must unite 
in the crusade. The public g and all persons conversant with the history of 
education demand national aid. 
d by Horace Mann, Public sentiment exceeds and excels the 
We have plenty of sentiment; let usnow havethe law. Onceadelegate 
from this State to the interstate educational convention in Kentucky in 1883 and 
as chairman of the Federal aid committee of the American Institute of Instruo- 
tion, I have been most earnestly interested in this great question, and though I 
may differ from some of the promoters of Government aid to schools, I believe 
it is the first duty of all in in the future of the nation to do everythin, 
within the limits of the Constitution to 5 the work of the seve 
States which are so heavily burdened with illiteracy. For one I should be happy 
to distribute the amount which may come to Massachusetts, though our State 
is not burdened with taxes for education. Let the States take pro rata as pro- 
vided in this bill. There should be no distinction. Iam convinced that the 
South is doing all it can to establish and maintain a general school system, but 
if twice the amount were appropriated by the densely illiterate States the illit- 
eracy would not be substantially reduced. If Massachusettsin 1887 is compelled 
to protect herself from an illiterate growth, what can we say of the States in 
the black belt? Massachusetts hasset the example; let other States imitate the 
example or give a better one. Our schools are our safety. They are the prop- 
erty of no party and never should be dragged into politics, but should be the 
pride alike ofall parties. There should be no difference in the common-school 
standard of Massachusetts and Mississippi. For the general welfare all the 
children should be given a thorough training in the fundamental elements of 
the branches of common learning, Year by year thousands of minors reach 
their majority totally ignorant of their letters, The older the more difficult ia it 
to bring them to their ks. This is the experience of the world, and in the 
language of the commissioner of education for Scotland in his work on Eng- 
lish education, State and Education, the state, the nation, in directing educa- 
cation, hasonly stepped into its proper place. As chairman of the national edu- 
cational committee of the American Institute of Instruction I take pleasure in 
calling your attention to the last act of the directors of the institute, their reso- 
lution for aid to common schools, which you will find herewith inclosed. ITI 
ean be of further service in the consideration of this all-important measure, do 
me the honor to command me, 

Very truly, yours, 


population. Since 1849 re 


E. C. CARRIGAN, 
Of the Massachusetts State Board of Education, 


Hon, H. W, BLAIR, 
Chairman Committee on Education, etc., U. S. Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BLAIR. Talso ask that the extracts from the message of his ex- 
cellency Phineas C. Lounsbury, governorof Connecticut, to the General 
Assembly of 1887, be inserted inthe RECORD, It is on page 517 of the 
same volume. I will read a short extract from it: 


At the close of the last fiscal year the principal of the school fund amounted 
to $2,022,204.27, a loss from the previous year of $7,919.47. A partof this losscame 
from the foreclosure of certain old mo: and the rest was the result of the 
readjustment of the stock of the City Bank of Hartford. The people of the State 
feel a natural pride in keeping the capital of the school fund unimpaired, and 
any appropriation made for this purpose would work no injustice to any one 
and would probably meet with general prpeoval. 

The total amount of money raised in the State during the last year for the sup- 

rt of the common schools was $1,663,019.17. Of this sum about $759,000 came 
rom town taxation, about $448,000 from district taxation, about $114,000 from 
the earnings of the school fund, nearly $48,000 from the town deposit fund and 
local funds, about $228,000 were appropriated by the State, and the balance of 
about $66,000 came from voluntary contributions and other sources. 

The number of children between theages of fourand sixteen was 152,166. The 
number of scholars registered in the schools was 125,539, but of these many at- 
tended school only a few days and many more only the sixty days required by 
the law. The number of the children that did not attend school at all was 


1890. 
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The governor proceeds: 

These are the figures and the facts, but no report of your able school board, 
no statistics of the census, could show the frightful amount of illiteracy that is 
existing all over the State, 


This is Connecticut. 


Within the last ten years thousands of boys and girls have passed beyond the 
limit of their schoo! life, have gone out into the world, and to-day they are virt- 
ually unable to readand write. These children were not to blame, forthey went 
to school all that they were sent, all perhaps that they were permitted to go. It 
was a few days in each of afew years, They learned all that they had the time 
to learn, their letters, to read a few short sentences, to write their names; but 
any ordinary printed book is to them a sealed mystery, avd any document to 
which they may sign their names is as far beyond their ability to decipher as 
though it were written in Sanskrit. Forthisignorance, which must darken and 
eadden all their lives, this Commonwealth is to blame, for it was the inevitable 
result of faulty legislation and of inefficiency in enforcing that legislation which 
was good, The number of days of compulsory attendance was set at sixty, 
when the most that could reasonably have been expected was that some schol- 
ars would learn more in sixty days of the year than they would forget in the 
remaining three hundred, Worse than that, the State failed to lift its strong arm 
to put into the hands of all its starving children even this poor crust. 

hen the question comes home to you, How can the growth of this illiteracy 
be checked? 7 8 it can not be done by a course which weakens and ce 
the back districts, In every center of population you may build a graded school, 
but this will throw its light for only a mile or two from the village n, and 
then, if you do nothing more, there is left beyond a wilderness of 3 
denser and darker than it was before. It can be done only by a legislation which 
cares for every child, and which is enforced, not by toad authorities, not by 
town boards, but by your own State board, with all the dignity and the power 
of the Commonwealth behind it. 

In my judgment, the number of days of compulsory attendance should be in- 
eee to one hundred and twenty. No experien teacher believes that any 
ordinary child can e a reasonably good common- school education in less 
than one hundred and twenty days of continuous schooling ineach year. The 
length of school required by law should also be increased, 

Itis now fixed at twenty-four weeks in the year, and many of the districts 
have no more, In all cases it is resulting in lack of education, and many ts 
are bitterly complaining that the State provides, that is, virtually permits, only 
six months of schooling for their children, while the children of their neigh- 
bors are enjoying all the advan that forty weeks can give. Tosome of the 
weaker districts, the State might justly give additional aid. From some of the 
stronger ones a little might be taken away of that which is granted now. 

The question of education involves an obligation between the State and the 
children, and the responsibility for attending school should be brought as closely 
tothe children as possible; that is, it should be placed on the parents themselves, 
If the parents are too poor tosend their children to school, there should be some 
sure and definite source of relief. If Sey. are too shiftless, the penalty should 
be so sharp that a single application will rouse them to a sense of their duty. 
If poverty and shiſtlessness together form an insuperable barrier between the 
home and theschool-house, let the children be taken away. This penalty might 
seem severe, but its prompt application in asingle score of cases would add 10 
per cent. to the average school attendance of the year, would bring a blessing to 
thousands of homes, and the greatest blessing of all to the children thus taken 
away. 

But, whatever may be the legislation, its violation should be sought and the 
penalties enforced directly by the Stateitself. Local authorities would be well- 
nigh worthless, for, with some shining exceptions, they ain as shiftless as 
the worst of parents. A few agents, chosen for their special fitness, working 
under the direction of some common head and held responsible for the thor- 
oughness of their work, could cover every district in their investigations, and 
the total expense would not exceed afew thousand dollars a year, Inany event 
the benefit to the schools and the children would be incomparably greater than 
the cost, In the confidence that your wisdom is equal to your responsibility, I 
commend the whole subject to your serious consideration, 


In various parts of my own State to-day this evil is increasing, more 
money is needed, and schools are being largely neglected. This dis- 
course by the governor of Connecticut in regard to his State, I empha- 
size because it comes from so high an authority; but itis simply illus- 
trative of a condition which is coming to prevail largely in many of 
the Northern States. The statement which I gave the other day from 
Miss Graffenried shows how in Maine and in New Hampshire and in 
Massachusetts and in Rhode Island, as well as in Connecticut; in New 
York, and in other States, there is really occasion that we should wake 
up from this condition of self-complacency, and if we have the money 
we should use it, as we do not now use it, in removing the increasing 
illiteracy of our own States. 

On page 518 of this same volume of the RECORD there is a letter from 
J. C. Scarborough, formerly State superintendent of North Carolina, a 
very important letter, showing the condition in that State, which I 
will ask to have inserted, and I hope that it may be read in connection 
with the condition of education in that State. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

SELMA, N. C., November 28, 1887. 

My DEAR Sir: Your letter of November 19, inclosing copy of letter of June 
16, 1887, was received here four days since. I have since my retirement from 
the office of State superintendent of education been on a farm 30 miles distant 
from Raleigh, and while I am none the less interested in education for our peo- 
ple, my mind has been employed mainly on the question of meat and bread for 
self and family. I have been chairman of the board of education for Johnston 
County for the past two years, and my special efforts have been directed to the 
improvement of the schools for the county. And here comes in what of infor- 
mation Ihave on the subject which will be of practical use to you in the proper 
presentation of the question of temporary aid from the national Treasury to 
education fof the people in the public schools. 

Johnston County, North Carolina, has a population of 30,000, in round num- 
bers, now. Of these the proportion of white and black people is about as 2 to I, the 
blacks being a fraction over one-third of the population. The school age in 
North Carolina is from six peers of age to twenty-one years. One-third of the 


population is emb: aced in this age, so that we have 10,000 children of school age, 
6,500 whites, 3,500 blacks. 


We levy for school purposes this year 21 cents on each $100 valuation of pro 
erty. Of this the Legislature provides for a direct levy of 12} cents on the. $100 
and the county levies 8} cents on the $100. 
We also get $1.66 on each poll this year for schools. We also get about ye 
certainly not N $2,000, from the license tax on retail liquor dealers, 
forfeitures, and penalties from the courts. Andall told, 


about $500 from fines, 


from all sources, we will not get for schools in m 7 77 (Johnston) for the 


school year beginning December 1, 1887, any over $17,000 (I fear less than that), 
This to pay the expenses of the system and to provide school facilities for 10,000 
children of schoel age. With this sum for this number of children, scattered 
over a territory of 700square miles, our board of education for Johnston County, 
of which I am at present chairman, will be expected to continue the public 
schools in the several schoo! districts for white and for black children an aver- 
age term of ſour months. We can not copy Peay the wonderful feat ata higher 
average salary per month of twenty school days for the teachers than $30. 

Now, sir, when I tell you that Johnston County is an average county in popu- 
lation and wealth(?) and is quite above the average county in what she is at 
present doing for her public schools, you have the outlines of a picture you can 
easily fill up for the State of North Carolina. Many of our school districts are 
yet without school-houses, and many of those having houses have very inferior 
and poorly furnished houses. 

Asto education in private schools in Johnston County, 600 pupils will cover 
all who attend private schools at any time in any year for the past five. 

Our 1 are r. but are struggling to better their condition. The blacks 

y but little of the taxes for schools, except as any tenant's work makes the 
ndlord or the employer able to pay taxes. They have equal benefits from the 
school-fund with the whites. 

We can not, in our condition at this time, meet the demands by paying taxes 
suficient to have an efficient school system. If we shall be left to solve the 
problem ourselves, the great mass of the present population of school age and 
of those coming after them must beyond the reach of the achools and the 
benefits of education, and be left for their natural lives in the darkness of igno- 
rance, If is to be, I trust then only in the mercies of a kind Providence to 
save us from the ruin which ignorante and a conseqnent want of patriotism must 
bring upon the 8 

I wish I were in condition to serve you better than in this communication. 


Very truly, yours, 
J. OC. SCARBOROUGH, 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BLAIR. Here isa letter from a colored teacher: 


Allow me to interchange a few thoughts upon the necessity of the passage of 
the Blair educational bill, as I see it brought before Congress again. I do not 
argue in its favor from any personal motives ox aims, but because I have always 
7 m the BOGIN epents Toki 

ve e prosperity of the people of the South depen: tly upon 
education, The system of public education in the South is on the 8 
and except the National Government will give aid to the r people of the 
South we have a serious apprehension to fear the system will soon a mere 


m. 

The appropriations are so small that our schools can hardly last longer than 
three or three and a half months, and first-grade teachers get $20 or $25 per 
month, from which they must board and clothe themselyes and families. Such 
wages are degrading to sucha high and noble calling, a calling that must shape 
the destinies of generations. And another fact is, the teacher's task is not such 
an casy one as some may think. Teachers are often subject to exposure and 

fice, Our school-houses are too small by far; a school-house will hardly 
seat fifty children where a hundred and fifty belong. The ple are taxed to 
the full extent, yet the schools greatly need aid. I sincerely hope both branches 
of Congress may pass the Blair bill“ early in its session. The people are anx- 
3 waiting to greet its passage that it may enhance prosperity and educa- 
on. 
I am, yours for success, 


MAnson, N. C., January 9, 1888. 


L also ask to have inserted extracts from a letter of Hon. S. M. Finger, 
superintendent of schools for the State of North Carolina, in May, 1887, 
addressed to me, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


Your favor of the 20th ultimo came duly to hand. I send you a copy of my 
last report, on the first pages of which you will find asummary which will, in 
brief, give you the exact condition of our school system. We have an average 
of just about three months’ terms per annum for both races, 

yond this we can not advance soon, both because of the inability of our peo- 
ple to bear heavy taxation and because we have in our constitution a limitation 
of taxation, 66} cents on the $100 of property and $2 on the poll for all purposes 
of a general nature. 

Money flows into the national Treasury far beyond the needs of the Govern- 
ment. It is distributed with lavish hand to pay pensions, cte.: but as yet no 
measure of national aid to schools has been passed. In the light of history 
this to me is simply remarkable. Knowing the struggle the South has in her 
poverty and what she is doing in the matter of education, it would seem that 
every Northern member of Con oughtgladly toextend aid from the United 
States 8 and that, too, through our State systems, without restrictions. 
Why any Southern member who is in fayor of public education should oppose 
this measure is beyond my comprehension, all arguments about its unconstitu- 
tionality to the contrary notwithstanding. Just now national aid would seem 
to be just the measure to help us in our time of financial need. If the Assembly 
can do cee beans to secure the passage of this measure, they will do the State a 
great service. 


Mr. BLAIR. I also ask to have inserted a statement by William 
Carpenter, and also one by Thomas A. Walker, principal of the public 
school at Oak Level, Va. 

The statements referred to are as follows: 


DEAR SIR: a, 2 an entire stranger to you, I take the liberty, as an admirer 
of your efforts in behalf of education, to ask you for a copy of the educational 
bill. I understand one clause is “that none of the funds shall be used in any 
but puhlie schools.“ The laws of Tennessee allow school directors to use the 
school funds in connection with private schools, so that we have a good man: 
sectarian schools here with the publie school». I expect the parties interes 
in there schools are now opposing your bill, which in this State would include 
the clergy and most of the politicians. There seems to be something opposi 
it more than what is seen in Congress, The masses of the people are for it, an 
I hope it will be passed, as it is in that manner—at leastas it is time the present 
way was broken up. 

Yours, 


A COLORED TEACHER, 


WILLIAM CARPENTER, 


: DECEMBER 20, 1887. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate: 

Isend you a petition to the Senate of the United States for national aid to ed- 
ueation, signed by 100 citizens of Henry County, Virginia, praying for national 
aid to education. These signers haye asked me to urgently uest you not to 
abate your efforts in trying to secure the passage of the Blair bill during this 
session Lar Congress, Do everything within your power to have your great bill 
passed at once, 


Aer EN SS 
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We caro but little about the tariff. 
The average pay of teachers here is only $29.20 per month. This isstarvation 
wages, and itis rapidly driving well qualified teachers out of the profession of 
g. No teacher can afford to qualify himself for teaching and then teach 
for this pittance. Thestate of our public schools is deplorable, and that of our 
school-houses worse. We have but very few school-houses fit to teach in, and 
no money to build better ones. A great number of our children are growing 
up in ignorance, and we have no schools for them. We humbly beseech you 
and every otber true patriot in Congress to come to the rescue of 9 
and have the Blair bill passed at once, and thus help us to banish the illiteracy 
which, like a cloud, is overshadowing our Southern land. 

Can we not do something to enlighten the 6,000,000 illiterates we have in our 
Jand when we have a Treasury overflowing with surplus money? Shall we per- 
mit e sermons voters to go to the polls and vote when they are not able to 
read the ots which they cast? I pray God that such a state of things may not 
exist much longer. 

What is 1 bill passin, 
3 it will become a law? A few lines 


ved by 
Your humble servant, 


this session of Congress? Do 
m you will be thankfully re- 


THOMAS A. WALKER, 
5 Principal Public School, Oak Level, Va. 
Mr. BLAIR. On page 625 of the same volume of the RECORD there 
is more Texas matter. Here is something that nobody can contradict, 
because it is under the hand of O. H. Cooper, the superintendent of the 
State, who is the authority which the Senator with whom I have just 
been in a colloquy has cited to the Senate. He writes under 


date of January 5, 1888, as follows: 
AUSTIN, TEX., January 5, 1888. 
Dran Str; I have read with interest your letter of January 2, setting forth the 


embarrassing and vexatious delays which you in common with many other 
faithful and earnest teachers in Texas suffer year after yearin collecting your 


wages after you have done your work. The cause of this trouble is ond the 
reach of the executive officers of the 8 It lies in the defective laws 
regulating the school finances. Let the teachers agitate this snb) until our 


lawmakers understand that the time can not longer be postponed when the finan- 
cial administration of the school system must be placed on a sound and correct 
business basis, Public opinion needs to be enlightened on the defects in our 


| system. f 
O. H. COOPER. 


This, from the highest educational authority in the State of Texas, 
would seem to indicate that the explanation of the Senator we had 
this matter up before—needed explanation: itself. 

At page 11 of the report of 1888 Mr. Baker, of that State, says: 

Another evil consists in the unreliability and, in many instances, absurdity of 
the statistics furnished by county judges, when furnished at all, 

I ask attention to this in connection with the statistics relied upon 
by the New York Post, and disseminated by its burean of mendacity, 
to which I alluded the other day, which seems to be conducting the 
opposition to this bill and furnishing the Senate and the country gen- 
erally with its lies as a basis for legislation. 

A few specimens culled at random will give a better idea. The official reports 
show that for the scholastic year ending August 31, 1885, Webb County had an 
average school term of four hundred days, aud that the tuition of the children 
of that county cost between $20 and $21 per month— * 

That is apiece - that actually got into their returns whereas in that 
State where the highest cost obtains of any in the Union, Massachusetts, 
that cost has never been fixed at more than $22 the entire year; but in 
Webb County, Texas, according to their returns, it seems the schools 
cost per month the same amount— 
while the tuition in Hopkins County only costs IA cents per month 


That is in the same State; which shows how these returns are made 
up, either carelessly or doctored for advertising purposes or other pur- 
poses, or made from stupidity. Heaven knows what is the explana- 
tion. 


Twenty dollars and $21 in the other county— 


that Red River, with a scholastic population of 4,085, had an s daily at- 
tendance of only 43 and a total daily attendance of 199,583; W Runnels 
wagner “es an average daily attendance of 152 and a total daily attendance of 


only 1 

Gra County, with a scholastic population of 6,832, had an average daily 
atte: of only 56, although she had 102 schools; and Shelby, with a popu- 
lation of 2,051, had an average daily attendance of 34. 

The total daily attendance is from 100 to 120 times ter than the average 


daily Arisan — but in Liberty County last year they tallied with each other, 
The total daily attendance in Montgomery County was 1,801, Lehn 1 — — 
attendance 1,801, with 583 pupils studying natural philosophy; while Ellis 
County, wit!) a scholastic population nearly twice as only 12 study- 
ing natural philosophy, Travis County only 3, and Austin Gity 31. 
ow. if the Legislature of the State were to appropriate enough money for a 
six-morths term at the same rate as the actual cost of the Webb County schools 
for 1884-85, it would take about $13,000,000. 
Which is more than is expended in all the Southern States, leaving 
out Missouri and Maryland. 
There is considerable more of the same matter, which I will ask con- 
sent to have inserted, because I hunted it up with some difficulty, and 
it throws light upon the unreliability of many of the school returns 


erally throughout these greatsections of the country, and thereisnothing 
so unreliable as an average in any event. 

Here is a school of nine or ten months in a city and in the conntry 
a school of a day or a single month, if you please. You put the two 
schools together and they average four and a half months, and they say 


“Why, that State has schools for four and a half months long, when, 
as a matter of fact, there are good schools supplied though it may be 
for but a quarter or a third of the children, and the rest are in utter 


darkness, and it is these who are without remedy that this bill under- 
takes to reach. 
I continue to read from Mr. Baker’s report in regard to Texas: 


On the other hand, if the appropriation was made on the Hopkins County 
basis, it would only require $89,996,71 to maintain the schools of the State for six 
mo 


* s * $ s 7 * 
Nothing ap g a complete diagnosis of our school affairs can be 
had until the Legislature estab! a school system, and it seems to me that 


the first step towards the establishmentof a system would be the creation of the 
office of county superintendent of schools and the complete annihilation of 
county judges, treasurers, assessors,and boards of examiners as school officers 
anda e of their duties into the office of county superintendent. In this 
officer the State would have a responsible agent, cha: with the duty of keep- 
ing accurate accounts, of obtaining thoroughly reliable statistics, and adminis- 
tering the school affairs of the State honestly, intelligently, and in accordance 
with the best business methods. 


He goes on making further usefal suggestions, showing that he is a 
competent officer and that he realizes the nature of the difficulties he 
has to engage with, Hespeaks further of the failure of officers to make 
reports at all. He says: 


An inspection of the accompanying tables will show that several county 
judges, county treasurers, city superintendents, and city treasurers have failed 
to make reports to this department as directed by law. I have used every ex- 
ertion to secure these reports The lature can not be accurately informed 
of the condition of affairs unless the o rs of government make prompt and 
faithful reports to the proper departments, 


He deals with the matter of taxation, and in conclusion he says: 


In this connection it may be well to state that many districts and committees 
are practically without schoo!-honses. The schools are being taught in rented 
houses, in dwellings, in church houses, and public halls. The time has arrived 
for looking these matters squarely in the face, and the situation demands pro- 
vision for present needs and active preparation for future wants. 


I now ask to have what I have marked in pencil on the first column 
of page 626 and on page 627 of the same volume of the RECORD inserted. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator stated that three times before. I have here the last 
Report of the Commissioner of Education, the on for 1485—86. I desire to in- 
troduce some matter from this as bearing on the al statistics which are 
said to falsify everything that has ever been introduced in this debate before. 
I have taken some tables to be found in this report of the present Commissioner 
of Education, who is strongly in favor of the enactment of this bill into a law, 
basing that on his knowledge of the condition of the South, that it is and still 
continues an actual necessity. This report contains tables which are founded 
upon a 8 or idea that I have never seen embodied in any other report, 
and one which most excellently exhibits the actual condition of education as it 
is proceeding throughout the country. 

Assuming that cient education is to be obtained in the common schools 
between the ages of six and fourteen inclusive, these tables are constructed in 
such a way as toshow the proportion of the attendance that actually took place 
between those agos, and also including the additional attendance of those who 
are younger and those who are older, and the ratio of that actual and total at- 
ten to the total number of those between the ages of six and fourteen, I 
find that the ratio of attendance in 1485 and 1886 to the population between the 

of six and fourteen was, in several of the States, what I shall proceed to 
ive. They have not been able to obtain the returns ot all the States, and I take 
those which illustrate the actual situation best. i 

I wish first, however, to call attention to the fact that in every State there will 
be those attending the sckools who are less than six and there will be others 
attending the schools who are over fourteen years of In fact, in some of 
the Southern States it is still the truth that colored people, and I think perhaps 
some of the white people, are attending the schools who have attained their 
ne In Alabama there are 46.75 per cent., that is to say, less than one-half, 
including all that attend school of the population between six and fourteen. 
The actual attendance is 46.75 per cent, of the number who are there in thatState 
between the ages of six and fourteen. 

In Florida—and I call attention to Florida because that isa State which has 
been contrasted with New Hampshire, and it has been alleged in statistics, 
which have been cited by the three Senators who have a: inst this bill, 
that education is as advanced now in Florida as in the State of New Ham 
shire—in Florida the proportion of all who attend school to those between 
and fourteen is 50.64 per cent., or on In Louisiana it is 33.43 per cent.; 
that is to say, one-third as many attend school as there are those within the 

te between six and fourteen. 
n Maryland the ratio is 49.4 per cent., less than half; in Mississippi 65.51 per 


84.89 per 

cent.; in New York, 71.25 per 
cènt.: in Oregon, 81,67 per cent.; in Pennsylvania, 74.60 per cent.; in Vermont, 
85.59 per cent.; in the District of Columbia, 68.07 per cent.; and in Dakota Ter- 
ritory, 80.82 per cent 

Mr, Cox, What about Texas? 

Mr, BLAIR. I think Texas is not given. There are no returns from Texas. 

Now, in the matter of expenditure in the several States, as between the 
Northern States and Southern States and the actual necessity for nid. it appears 
that in 1855-86 in Alabama, with a 53 of 1,467 there was an expend- 
iture of $741,244; in Wisconsin, with a population of 1,563,423, there was an ex- 
penditure of $3,645,100; in Arkansas, with a population of $35,058. there was an 
expenditure of $866,592; in Nebraska, witha population of 740,645, there was an 
expenditure of $2,350,869; in Louisiana, with a population of 1,008,951, there was 
an expenditure of $450,030; in California, with a population of 1,001,293, there 
was an expenditure of $3,505,931; in Florida, with a population, of 333,406, there 
was an expenditure of $385,800; in Vermont, witha population of 333,155, there 
was an expenditure of $609,515; in Georgia, witha population of 1,694,809, there 
was an expenditure of $711,990; in Iowa, with s population of 1,765,239, there 
was an expenditure of $4,660,000; in Kentucky, with a population of 1,801,831, 
there was an expenditure of $700,790, while in grata deers a population of 
1,912,181, there was an expenditure of $4,332,968; in M ippi, with a popula- 
tion of 1,287,458, there was an expenditure of $340,776; in Minnesota, with a popu- 
lation of 1,117,798, there was an expenditure of $2,371,990; in North Carolina, 
with a population of 1,525,341, there was an ure of $671,116; in Kansas, 
with a population of 1,284,809, the expenditure was $3,849,017; in South Carolina, 
with a population of 1,085, there was an expenditure of $425,903; in Con- 
necticut, with a population 670,907, there was an expenditure of $1,791,066; 
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723,996, there wasan expenditure of 
1 of 1,942,141, there was an expend 
witha eee aoe spent $5,214,198, whi 
on, 

ther 8 schoo! expenditures for 1885 and 1888 in most 
of the Southern States. I do not know but that I have them all. Here is the 
list. I have all with the exception of Missouri, Maryland, and Delaware. Mis- 
souri has a large fund, and her expenditure, I tae is nearly $5,000,000 year]; — 2 
This report makes the entire expenditure for all school purposes throughout t 
country $111,394,927. That is much the largest estimate I have ever seen. Ido 
not know peor it can be authenticated. 


Mr. Bram. I will simply —. in aii to this e in ‘Texas that I do not 
want this to 6 to an interstatecontroversy. I suppose that the State 
of Texas is doing what it can, and I find no fault; but Ido state t that the Sena- 
tors fail to appreciate the actual difficulties with reference to the education of 
their own population, and I submit these figures, these complaints, and the fact 
that at least twice the ers of the State in convention have resolved strongly 
and earnestly for the enactment of this bill into a law on the ground that funds 
= 3 in Texas. I do submit those facts to the consideration of the 

nate. 

I was about to give the expenditure in the States which I enumerated in the 
year 1885-'86, being the last returns that are available to us. Those States con- 
tain over 17, 000, 000 population, not one-third, but 8 one-third of the pope 
Jation of this country; and it isa well known fact th: at, 8 population 
from natural causes increasing more rapidly in the South than in the Bor, 
so that I think it is no more than fair to presume that at least one-third of th: 
educable population of the country is to be found in the States which I hate 
enumerated, and the aggregate of expenditures, according to these latest re- 
turns in those States, is . while the total expenditure for the whole 
country is 111.304.927, all these returns coming from the same authority. It 
should be understood still further 

Mr. ReaGan. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr, BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that in 
some of the States he enumerated there aré laws which authorize localities, 
school districts, to vote moneys by taxation for school purposes. as 


Mr. Bam. With reference to the condition of Louisiana I finda 
quotation from Governor 8 which I will read, in addition to that which 
has already been placed in the possession of the Senate ee, to the condition 
of education in that State. He says in an ad very 

Wich an increasing population ilHteracy increases in poate greater than the 
increased pope And this is 5 true of this State. for every year 
we are drawing from the illiteracy of South Carolina, Geo: Mississippi, and 
Alabama by the introduction of colored laborers. This illiteracy among the 
masses has not escaped my attention. In the address I delivered before the 
State Educational Society, at Monroe, in August, 1855, I said: 

“* We will have to go beyond the common school and the universit „among 
the masses of the ple and educate them, first, as to the necessity for the es- 
tablishment of of public schools, the sacrifices to be made for bare ek grea and 
show that it is the best investment that the people can make—leading to econ- 
omy in government, the lessening of crime, the creation of new industries, the 
accumulation of wealth, and the of taxation; and educate , 560- 
ondly, to the proper understanding of the rights and duties of citizenship, the 
functions of government, and the appreciation of free institutions. Iam safe in 
saying that not one-half of the voting population of Louisiana have any knowl- 
edge whatever of these subjects, yet they are eligible to the highest office in the 
ner sit as jurors, and determine questions affecting property, liberty, and 

e.“ 


Mr. BLAIR. Isuppose, Mr. President, that perhaps I had better give 
way. Ido not think that I can get all these citations in as they ought 
to be to-night, and, if it is agreeable to the Senate, I will now yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That being the case, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) 
= Sess adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 18, 1890, at 

0 m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 17, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of the session of Saturday last to be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr, CANNON (before the reading was concluded). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reading of the Journal may be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent 

Mr. CARLISLE, I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
to yield to me for a moment, 

Mr. CANNON. I am simply asking unanimous consent that the 
further reading of the Journal may be dispensed with. The matter re- 
maining relates merely to the filing of reports. If this request be 
granted, I shall be glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CARLISLE, , If the remainder of the Journal contains nothing 
more than reports ; 

The SPEAKER. Nothing more than reports of committees. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘Then I have no objection. On the motion to ap- 
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prove the Journal, which I understood the gentleman from Illinois was 
about to make, I ask the gentleman to yield to me fora moment. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, ever since the 29th of January this 
side of the House has been protesting every morning against the ap- 
proval of the Journal upon the ground that it contained an entry made 
by the direction of the Speaker, in the absence of rules, showing the 
names of certain members as present in the House upon a roll-call and 
declining to vote. 

On Friday last, however, the House adopted a code of rules, and in 
one clause of those rules it is provided that— 

On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the names 
of members sufficient to make s quorum in the Hall of the House who do not 
vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and reported to 
the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be counted and an- 
nounced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business, 

It will be seen that this clause contains two distinct propositions, the 
first directing the Clerk how to make the Journal of the House, the 
second authorizing the Speaker to count the names thus entered on the 
Journal for the purpose of making a quorum to do business. No one 
questions the right of the House to direct its Clerk to insert in the 
Journal any matter the House chooses to have inserted concerning its 
own proceedings, and the Journal which has just been read is therefore 
made up in accordance with the direction of the House and is the an- 
thorized Journal of the House. I can therefore see no reason why it 
should not be approved. x 

Against the second clause of this rule, which authorizes the Speaker 
to count, for the purpose of making a quorum to do business, the names 
of members not voting that have been entered on the Journal, we pro- 
test and shall continue to protest, because we believe it to he unau- 
thorized by the Constitution. That, however, isa question which does 
not affect the correctness of the Journal. It is, moreover, a question 
which can not be finally decided in this House but must go, when a 
proper case arises, to some other forum; and I desire to say that it isthe 
purpose of this side of the House, when a proper occasion is presented, 
to see that this question shall be made in some form which will en- 
able the proper tribunals of the country to pass upon it finally and 
decisively. 

I hope that the Journal will be approved without a call of the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be considered 
as approved. The Chair hears no objection. 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS, 


Mr. CRISP. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will 


roceed. 

p Mr. CRISP. By the second clause of Rule XIII as amended in the 
House it is provided that reports of committees when handed in to the 
Clerk shall be entered upon the Journal and published in the RECORD. 
I desire to call attention to the fact that the published proceedings of 
Saturday, as given in the RECORD, contain no reference to the filing of 
any reports; and the House, so far as the rule goes, was uninformed, © 
until the reading of the Journal by the Clerk, that there had been any 
reports made. 

I desire to ask the Chair whether it was not contemplated by this rule 
that where a report is submitted, for instance, to-day, it should appear 
in the Recor of to-morrow morning. Now these reports were sub- 
mitted on Saturday, according to the Journal; and I presume of course 
that is correct; yet the RECORD contains no notice of them; and thus 
we have no information from the RECORDas to what bills were reported 
on Saturday, though there may be a motion made this morning to fix 
a day for the hearing of any of those bills reported on a previous day. 
I wish to ask the Speaker whether the rule did not contemplate that 
these reports should appear in the RECORD as of the day when they 
were made, so that we might have notice of them the next morn- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman from 
Georgia is entirely correct in the proposition he has made, These re- 
ports should have been entered in the RECORD for the very purpose in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Georgia, and the Chair has no doubt it 
will beso done in the future. 

But in the establishing of a new practice it very often happens that 
mistakes are made, and it is very likely itso happened at this time, be- 
cause the reports having been delayed for a considerable period of time 
there were a great many of thementered, and, notwithstanding the in- 
terposition of another day, it was not practicable to get the work done in 
time. The Chair does not know where the fault lies, if there bea fault 
in the matter, but will investigate it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that these reports be printed 
in the RECORD to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done. 

Mr. CRISP. Isapposed the view of the Chair was exactly as has been 
stated; but, inasmuch as this is the new practice, I desired to bring it 
to the attention of the House, so that there might be a definite ruling 
in regard to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is glad that the gentleman from Geor- 
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has called the attention of the House and the employés of the 
ouse to the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair allow a word to be said in justifi- 
cation of the stenographers of the House? 

The SPEAKER. There has been no reflection made upon anybody, 
nor does the Chair know that there should be any in regard to the 
matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I only wish to say that no reflection should be 
made upon the stenographers in this respect, because under the new 
practice these reports are handed in to the Clerk's desk and there jour- 
nalized, and they do not come into the hands of the stenographers at 
all. It is made the business of nobody to furnish a copy of these pro- 
ceedings to the Recorp for publication. There should be a rule re- 

uiring some officer of the House to supply these matters to the RECORD 
for publication in the proceedings of the session of the day. 

The SPEAKER. There will be some arrangements made in regard 
to the matter, so that the House shall have the information each morn- 
ing contemplated by the rules in regard to these reports, 

EXPLANATION OF A VOTE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask the privilege of 
making a correction. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to make a correction in 
the RECORD? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am recorded as having voted on 
the last yea-and-nay vote taken on Saturday, although it was an- 
nounced on the first vote that I was paired with the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], which was correct. I had supposed, 
however, that this pair was transferred to Mr. Hopkins, who was ab- 
sent from his.seat, and under that impression I voted; but I wish the 
privilege of withdrawing my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the Journal 
changed in that respect? ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I should like the vote to be with- 
drawn if practicable, 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the explanation made by the gentleman, 
inasmuch as the result is not changed, will answer all purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I only wanted it to appear that I 
did not violate my pair. 

PRINTING THE DIGEST. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the Digestand Manual of the present session be 
printed and bound for the use of the House.“ $ 

The egmmittee to whom was referred the House resolution to print 2,500 cop- 
les of the Digest and Manual have considered the same, and report back the 
same with recommendations that the resolution be adopted. 

The estimated cost of printing 2,500 copies is $2,946.70, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

~The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING THE RULES. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire also to submit another priv- 
ileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the code of rules just adopted bo printed, and that 1,000 addi- 
tional copies be printed and delivered to the Clerk.” 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the House resolution to 
priut 1,000 additional copies of the code of rules, have considered the same and 
re back the resolution with the recommendation that it be adopted. 

o estimated cost of printing 1,000 copies is $21. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INCREASE OF CERTAIN PENSIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 835) toincrease the 
‘on of certain soldiers and sailors who are totally helpless from in- 
uries received or disease contracted while in the service of the United 
States, with House amendments disagreed to by the Senate, and a re- 
quest of the Senate for acommittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the request of the Senate for the appointment 
of a committee of conference. $ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announcei the appointment of Mr. MORRILL, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. YODER as conferees on the part of the House. 

PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, ETC. 
Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Ir- 
of Arid Lands, I submit a resolation at this time, for which I 
immediate consideration. 
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The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. ; 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it be read subject to the right of objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands have author- 
ity to procure the printing of matter coming before them for consideration, 
pe Kas such documents as may be required in the prosecution of their investi- 
En le 

Mr. RICHARDSON addressed the Chair. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the resolution just read 
is not in the usual form of such resolutions, and that it would authorize 
this printing to be done outside of the Public Printing Office. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Such was not the intention of the committee. 

Mr. RICHAKDSON. Mr. Speaker, I was going tosay to the gentle- 
man from California that the resolution already introduced by him and 
having the same purpose in view is before the Commitiee on Printing, 
and has been considered. It was considered by the committee this 
moming 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam anxious to get this authority. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The committee will speedily take action on 
that resolution. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Then I will substitute that resolution for this. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER., Objection is made. 

Mr, CANNON. Let us have the regular order of business, Mr. 


Speaker. 
HOUSE REPOKTS. 


Mr. CRAIN. I present the following resolution and ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer is required to mail to the city address of 
each re on their request, a copy of each House committee report as soon 
as printed, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and the ques- 
tion is upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would liketo hear the resolution read again. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I desire to amend the resolution. That was the 
law in the Forty-sixth Congress. It was found that it exhausted the 
entire supply in the document-room, with the exception of twenty copies, 
and in a very few days those were exhausted on members sending for 
them. Therefore I think it would be better to have the law fixed as 
it wasin the last Congress: that they should be furnished on the request 
of members. 

The SPEAKER. That is the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Allright, then. 

The resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CANNON. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Task, on behalf of the Committee on War Claims, 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw 
that demand for a moment. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be authorized to print in pam- 
phlet form the argument of the governor and attorney-general before the 
committee of this House in relation to the bill to pay for the destruction of 
property in the border counties of Pennsylrania in the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. THOMAS. That will have to be amended. It was the gover- 
nor and attorney-general of the State of Pennsylvania who made re- 
marks before the Committee on War Claims in relation to that matter. 
It involves a large amount of money, is of interest to the country. 
The committee could then have the matter before them, and it would 
also furnish the information to the members of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr, CANNON. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
what will be the probable cost ? 

Mr. THOMAS, Not to exceed 850. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that if the cost should exceed $500 it would require a concurrent res- 
olution. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that it ought to go to the 
Committee on Printing. We have got a Committee on Printing and it 
is privileged. i 

The SPEAKER. The point is well taken, and the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CANNON. I now demand the regular order. 

DUNCAN MARE VS. UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will yield 
to me for a moment. I want to present a matter for reference to the 
Committee on War Claims. I want to have findings of the Court of 
Claims printed and referred to the Committee on War Claims. Itisa 
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matter which will require unanimous consent and will be done within a 
moment. The findings were sent to a former and have not 
been printed. It isan executive document of only about twenty lines. 
The SPEAKER. .The gentleman from Tennessee asks for a refer- 
ence of the following findings of fact in the Court of Claims, which the 
Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Findings of the Court of Claims in the case Duncan Marr vs. The United States, 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, I demand the regular order absolutely. 

The SPEAKER. This being the day, under the rules, for the sus- 
pension of the rules, preference to be given to a committee, if there are 
any committees that desire suspension of the rules, the Chair will call 
the roll of committees for that purpose. 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

FRANK A. LEE. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. On behalf of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill H. R. 5674, 
a bill for the relief of Frank A. Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Frank A. Lee, of New Orleans, La., out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100, it being the amount of 
one note of $100 of the Republic of Texas: Provided, That the said Lee shall first 
surrender said note to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The question was taken on the suspension of the rules and of 
the bill; and the Speaker announced that, two-thirds having voted for 
the suspension of the rules and passage of the bill, the bill was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures was called. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to reserve the right of the committee, and 
that it shall not lose its place.in the call. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not mean to decide by making the 
call that such a course must be pursued in the future. 

Mr. CONGER. I simply do not want to lose the right under the 
rule if the roll was to be called every time. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 

Mr. LANHAM addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] has 
a bill from the Committee on Military Affairs on which he desires to 
request suspension of the rules and passage of the bill. 


FORT BLISS, TEXAS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, Texas, 
the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, and for a new site and 
the construction of suitable buildings thereon, and to suspend the rules 
and put the bill upon its passage with the amendments suggested by 
the committee. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Texas has not by any statement yet made been au- 
thorized by the Committee on Military Affairs to move to suspend the 
rules to pass that bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will state this to the gentleman from Illinois: 
that the Committee on Military Affairs have authorized me to request 
immediate consideration of this bill; and, furthermore, if the gentle- 
man will hear me, I have seen members of the committee informally, 
and I assume that I have authority conveyed in this way from a sufi- 
cient number of them to authorize me to move to suspend the rules to 
pass this bill. The bill has been carefully considered by the commit- 
tee and has been unanimously reported favorably, 

Mr. CANNON. A word upon the point of order. Just take the gen- 
5 own statement, as to the correctness of which I have not any 

oubt—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order, if insisted upon, is well taken. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon the point. : 

Mr. CANNON. I mustinsist upon it. This bill should be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry of the Chair. In the event that members of the committee have 
given their assent to this proceeding, is not that sufficient? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is. It must be the 
action of the committee as a committee, if objection is made. 

Mr. LANHAM (to Mr. CANNON). What is your objection? 

Mr. CANNON, I think the bill onght to be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole; that is all. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. In case a com- 
mittee, before the adoption of the rules, should have unanimously au- 
thorized a member to ask for the immediate consideration of a bill, I 
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wish to inquire whether that would suffice to bring the bill up for con- 
sideration under the rule to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
consent that I may move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not at this time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think I can promise that the consideration of it 
will not require exceeding ten minutes. I think that after a brief ex- 
planation which I can make there will be no objection to the bill, and 
very little time consumed in disposing of it. 

Mr. CANNON. On the contrary, I must say in justice to myself 
that the bill is quite an important one. It provides for a new military 


Mr. LANHAM. That is true. 

Mr, CANNON. And makes an appropriation of $150,000, It pro- 
vides also for the sale of a reservation, and it is such a bill as ought to 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LANHAM. I want to say to the gentleman that I believe it is 
probable that the sale of the old post will bring in nearly enough money 
to pay for the new one, so that there will be practically no considerable 
expenditure from the Treasury. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted I will make 
a brief statement as to the precise status of this bill. It was consid- 
ered by the Committee on Military Affairs before the completion of the 
consideration of the rules. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] 
was, by a unanimous action of the committee, authorized to ask con- 
sent in the House forthe immediate consideration of the bill. There 
has been no meeting of the full committee since the adoption of the 
complete code of rules, and the matter of suspension of the rules was 
not considered by the committee; but informally, as the gentleman 
has said, members of the committee have assented that he should con- 
sider himself authorized to move a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the Chair does not see how 
the bill can be admissible. 


ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES BEFORE REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES, 


The Committee on the Public Lands was called. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the Committee on Public 
Lands, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3719) providing for the compulsory attendance of witnesses be- 
fore registers and receivers of local land offices, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to demand a 
second, I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois, whose statement I 
was unable to hear clearly on account of the confusion in the Hall, 
whether he is authorized by the Committee on Public Lands to move 
to suspend the rules and pass this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I am not authorized by any formal action of the 
committee; only by general assent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I make the point that the bill can not be 
considered in this order of business. I think it is too important a bill 
and confers too great privileges to be considered otherwise than in the 


way. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. 
“ SIOUX INDIANS, DEVIL’S LAKE AGENCY. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs was called. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to call up for consideration at the first possible 
opportunity the bill which I send to the desk. There is an emergency 
which demands the immediate consideration of this bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake agency, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman does not state that 
he is authorized to move to suspend the rules. I make the point that 
the rule must be strictly enforced. I do not know what the bill is, 
but as we have rules we may as well try to live up to them. 

į The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr, PERKINS. I hope the gentleman will permit the bill to be 
read before he makes objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think this rule is of so much importance that 
it had better be enforced strictly. 

The SPEAKER. The point is well taken. If the gentleman [Mr. 
PERKINS] desires to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
this bill, an opportunity may be given after this order of business. 


TEMPORARY GOVERNMENT FOR OKLAHOMA, 


The Committee on the Territories was called. . 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I move the suspension of the rules, 
and the adoption of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that so far as tha 
gentleman’s statement has gone it does not appear that he is authorized 
by his committee to move to suspend the rules. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman states, as the Chair understands, 
that he is authorized by the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not hear that statement. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, February 18, 1890, after 1 o'clock and 30 minutes, be 
set apart for the consideration of Senate bill No. 895, entitled “An act to provide 
a temporary Ne for the Territory of Oklahoma,” already reported 
favorably with an amendment by the Committee on the Territories, and that this 
order continue from day to day until the bill is disposed of, not to interfere with 
the order py pron} to the consideration of the resolution and report of the 
World's Fair Co tte. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word with reference 
to this subject. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I believe the gentleman’s motion 
has not been seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a second? 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not understand the gentleman to say that 
he was authorized by the committee. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Lsaid that the Committee on Territories have au- 
thorized the presentation of this resolution. 

Mr, BURROWS. But was the gentleman authorized by the com- 


mittee to move to d the rules? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Iobject to discussion, Mr. Speaker, unless asecond 
is demanded. 


Mr. SPRENGER. No one has demanded a second, I believe. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the point of order has been made 
that no motion for a suspension of the rules can be acted upon here to- 
day unless the committee having the bill in charge has instructed that 
a suspension of rules be moved. I am unable to find any such regula- 
tionin aie rules. Rule XXVIII, to which reference has been made, pro- 
vides that 


No standing rule or order of the House 


The SPEAKER. The point whichthe gentleman from Maine is now 
making is not in order at present. 

Mr. CANNON, Lask for the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The regular order can not be demanded againsta 
point of order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is not in order at pres- 


ent, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If another gentleman has the floor, I will de- 
fer — 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thisquestiondoesnotapply tothe pending matter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwilldefer and take my privilege at a later time 
when I can command it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, as gentlemen know, the Senate—— 

The SPEAKER. The motion for a suspension of the rules will be 

ed as seconded if there be no objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand a second. 3 

The SPEAKER, The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Jowa [Mr. STRUBLE] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN]. As many as are in favor of seconding the motion to sus- 
pend the rules will pass between the tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—yeas 163, noes 18, 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. On this question forty minutes’ debate is allowed 
by the rules, one-half of that time on each side, The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr, STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen are aware that during the 
last week the Senate of the United States passed a bill providing for 
the organization of a temporary government for the Territory of Okla- 
homa. For some weeks previous the House Committee on the Terri- 
tories had under consideration a bill to organize the Territory of Okla- 
homa, to establish courts in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

This bill, after very full and careful consideration and after 
hearing of a numberof gentlemen residing in Oklahoma and in various 
parts of the Indian Territory, was ordered to be reported favorably to 
the House: and it was reported on Saturday last. This morning the 
bill passed by the Senate was taken up by the Committee on Territo- 
ries and considered. A report was directed by the committee to be 

recommending the substitution of the House bill, which was re 
ported favorably some days ago, for the Senate measure. That report 
was made this morning; and the Committee on Territories, in view of 
the urgency of the case, the condition of things in Oklahoma making 
it particularly desirable that a law be soon by Congress afford- 


` ing the people in Oklahoma at the earliest practicable moment civil 


government, adopted a resolution directing the chairman to move a 
suspension of the rules for the pending resolution. 

The President of the United States in his recent message called the at- 
tention.of Congress to the condition of affairs of which I have spoken. 
He referred to the number of people supposed to occupy that Territory, 
the admirable way in which they have conducted themselves in respect 
to the observance of good order, and urged upon Congress that speedy 
action be taken to afford them authority to organize a temporary gov- 
ernment. Mr. Speaker, it is thought that nearly one hundred thousand 


people have gone to Oklahoma Territory for settlement under the 
mation of the President of April 22 last, opening this country to the 
people. The people now composing the cities and towns have in a very 
high degree vindicated their character as law-abiding citizens by estab- 
lishing for themselves, as best they could, even without law, the forms 
of municipal government, They are endeavoring to conduct their af- 
fairs in such a way as to maintain peace and to prepare the way for the 
adoption, as soon as possible, of forms of procedure authorized by law. 
So far, it must be said to their credit, they have achieved a great suc- 
cess, 

But, as gentlemen well know, there have lately been indications of 
friction; there have been indications of possible lawlessness, indications 
of a possibility that these peaceable and orderly conditions may give 
way, if Congress does not act promptly, to those less orderly and less 
desirable from all standpoints. In fact, as is well known, a number of 
conflicts of a serious nature were only prevented by the interference of 
the military. 

In view of these facts, Mr. Speaker, as well as in view of the inter- 
ests of the Government involved in the question, the Committee on 
Territories desire to haye this resolution adopted, that we may enter 
upon the consideration of this important measure to-morrow and con- 
tinue to consider it until final action of the House be taken upon it. 

Mr. Speaker, I now desire to yield to any member of the committee 
who may wish to add anything to what I have said or to any other 
gentleman who may desire to address the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], my colleague on the committee, as much of my time 
as he may desire to the extent of my privilege. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention briefly to 
the pending resolution (which has received the sanction this morning 
of the Committee on Territories) to suspend the rules and fix a day for 
the consideration of what is known as the Oklahoma bill. It is well 
known to members of the last House that when the Fiftieth Congress 
adjourned we failed to provide a Territorial government for that part of 
the country, although we opened to settlement a large portion of the 
public domain. People have gone in there, and they now have no 
government over them except such local government as they have them- 
sel ves established. The object of this bill is, in the first place, to carry 
out the recommendation of the President urging immediate action on 
this question, and, secondly, to meet the imperative demand of the people 
in that locality forasettled government. There is no bill now before 
Congress the of which is so earnestly desired and upon which 
there should be more prompt action than this measure. I hope there- 
fore that this proposition to fix a day for its consideration will be passed 
at once without debate. 

[Cries of Vote! Vote! ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there is one objection which can be 
urged against this resolution; that is, the exception which is embodied 
in the resolution in favor of other business. This exception should not 
have been made. The resolution by its terms excepts other matters and 
gives them precedence. I think that in reference to a measure so im- 
portant as this, the people of Oklahoma needing government so badly, 
you ought not to provide in the resolution that the world’s fair or any 
other measure should be permitted to set this bill aside. 

I have thought it proper to make thisstatement. Iam most heartily 
in favor of the bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma. We did in- 
justice to those people by the slip-shod manner in which we permitted 
the Territory to be organized originally. We ought to make haste to 
repair that wrong; and whenevera bill is presented here which does that, 
I think I speak the voice of members of the House generally when I 
say that it will meet no opposition here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state to the gentleman that we will try to 
keep it ont of the way of that measure and keep it out of the way of 
all other matters of importance. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, I hope for myself that you will not get out 
of the way of the world’s fair or any such proposition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Lask that the resolution be again 
reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would ask if there has been any time for the 
consideration of the world’s fair fixed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not yet, but I understand a proposition will be 
presented to-day, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will it be subject to the control of the House? 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘This expressly reserves the consideration of the 
world’s fair fromit. It can not antagonize that measure. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House does not make the world’s fair 
order to-day, it will not stand in the way ef tbis. 

The SPEAKER. Tue question is on the suspension of the rules and 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to, there being two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move to reconsider—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is not required on a two-thirds vote. 
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FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS, 


The Committee on War Claims was called. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on War Claims to move to d the rules and pass the bill (H. 
R. 5965) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the account- 
ing officers of the United States Treasury Department, with an amend. 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., Tnat the Secretary of the Treasury be, aud he is hereby, au- 
thorized and uired to pay, upon the requisition of the Secretary of War, with- 
out further audit, allowance, or restatement of the claims by the accounting 
ofilcers, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the 
several persons in this act named, or to their legal representatives in case of 
their death since the allowance of their claims by the accounting officers, the 
several sums mentioned herein, the same being in fall for and the receipt of the 
same to be taken and accepted in cach case as a full and final discharge of the 
several claims examined and allowed by the proper accounting officers under 
the provisions of the act of July 4, 1854, since January 17, 1889, namely: 

TENNESSEE, 

To William S Cockrum, McNairy County, 


$52,50. 
To John B. Davis, agent for the heirs at law of William Davis, deceased, Put- 
nam County, $21.67. 
8 Thomaa H. Huffaker, administrator of George Huffaker, deceased, Knox 
unity, 
To Thomas W. Meador, Mrs. C. E. Douglass, W. J. Meador, and Mrs. E. J. 
Meador, widow, heirs at law of John Meador, deceased, of Campbell County, 


$75.85. 
To J. S. Lindsey, administrator of Grandison Queener, deceased, of Campbell 


Count 
To J-F. Rives, sr., administrator of Archibald Sutton, deceased, of MoNalry 
ty, Tennessee, $570. 
WEST VIRGISIA. 
To C. W. Wisner, administrator of Charles Ridenour, deceased, ot Berkeley 
ty, $500, 
if KENTUCKY, 


To the estate of Horatio P. Allen, deceased, of Warren County, $12). 
To S. A. Byron, administrator of Samuel Chastain, deceased, of Clay County, 


To x ey Humphrees, of Adair County, $35.25, 
To John M. Lambert, administrator of Caroline Pool, deceased, of Union 
County, $150. 
To A, R. Scott, of Shelby County, S100. 
To Harry Stucky, administrator of Samuel F. Tucker, deceased, of Jefferson 
County, $103.70. 
KANSAS. 
To P. C. Morrell, of Bourbon County, $150. 
MISSOURI. 


To J. R. Phillips, Sallie Frances Johnson, Alice Mallony,and William L, Phil- 
lips, heirs at law of John H. Phillips, deceased, of Monroe County, $26, 


ont. 
To Lee Coffeen, administrator of Goldsmith Coffeen, deceased, of Warren 


* $85, 
To Jucob Tener and Dynes Tener, executors of Jonathan Tener, deceased, of 
Adams County, $30. 

INDIANA. 


To Almet Wilson, administrator of Moses Wilson, deceased, of Jennings 
County, $100. 
MARYLAND, 


To Leonidas Jones, administrator of Warren King, deceased, of Montgomery 
County, 888.50. 
ARKANSAS, 


To Annie 8, Richardson, widow and administratrix of Benjamin F, Richard- 
son, deceased, of Jefferson County, 611,976.25. 

Mr. THOMAS. The committee have made a slight amendment in 
the forty-ninth and fiftieth lines of the bill, where $170 should read 
$103.70. I wish that amendment to be incladed in the motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman’s motion to 
include the passage of the bill as amended. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to know what these claims are 
or have some statement from the chairman of the committee as to the 
basis of the claims. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a second? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not; but I would like the gentleman to 
make a statement as to how these claims have been audited. 

Mr. MILLS. Let a second be considered as ordered by unanimous 


consent. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can make his 
statement. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is framed on the report from 
the Secretary of the Treasury made to the House on the 17th of Jan- 
nary, 1889, as well as Treasury reports made since that time. It is 
under the law of Congress approved June 16, 1874, in relation to 
what are known as to the 4th of July claims. That act provided— 

That the Quartermaster-General, the Commissary-General, and the Third 
Anditor of the Treasury shall continue to receive, examine, and consider the 
justice and validity of such claims as shall be brought before them under the 
act of July 4, 1854, and the acts amendatory thereof; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make report of each claim allowed by them at the commence- 
ment of each session of Congress to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, and lay the same before Congress for consideration, 

Now, these officers, the Quartermaster-General, the Commissary-Gen- 
eral, and the Third Auditor of the Treasury, have examined these claims 
and made their report to Congress. It has been laid before the Com- 
mittee on War Claims under the 4th of July bill—claims arising for 
supplies, commissary stores, etc., furnished to the Army during the late 
war—and the Committee on War Claims, after careful consideration of 
the report and examination of the printed evidence accompanying the 


same, have framed a bill allowing what these officers said was right and 
just, and I think there can be no possible objection, because the matter 
is strictly within the provisions of this act. 

I ask that a second may be considered as ordered. 

ME ti of Iowa. I shall not make the point and demand the 
second. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Jowa that 
these claims, or claims of this class, have al ways heretofore gone through 
the House pro forma. This is the smallest bill that has been presented 
for the payment of such claims by any member of this body. They 
are examined with a great deal of care, and, as a rule, when the bill 
comes before the House for consideration no resistance is made to its 


passage. 
The question being taken, the motion of Mr. THOMAS was agreed 
to; the rules were suspended, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, and 


the bill passed. 
a ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 584) to modify existing laws relating to duties on im- 
ports and the collection of the revenue. 


ADDITIONAL MEDICAL EXAMINERS, PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules be suspended and 
the House consider and adopt the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution authorizing the appointment of thirty medical examiners 
for the Bureau of Pensions, fixing their salaries and appropriating money to 
pay the same. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the committee has not authorized a suspension of the rules for the pas- 
sage of this joint resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggestto the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts that there are only one or two other committees which 
will probably report measures to-day, and the Chair will no doubt 
recognize the gentleman to make an individual motion for suspension 
after they have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the resolution for a 
few moments, and perhaps there will be further opportunity to offer 
it during the day. 


Mr. BANKS, I will withdraw it for the present. 


PROPOSED WORLD'S FAIR, 18%. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed 
by the Committee on the World’s Fair to move a suspension of the rules 
and the adoption of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resotved, That Thursday and Friday, February 20 and 21, after the roval 
of the Journal, be set aside for general debate on bills H. R. 6833 and 6984 
and that the vote be taken on Monday, February 24, in the manner rescribed 
by the resolution submitted with the committee's report, unless the House shall 
have determined by vote that a world's fair shall not be heki. 

Mr. MILLS, On that I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. MILLS and Mr. CANDLER, of Mas- 
sachusetts, as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, noes 8. 

Mr. KILGORE, Myr. Speaker, I make the point of order that no 
quorum has voted, 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House), The Chair finds 172 
members preseat, and, there being a quorum present, the motion to 
suspend the rules is seconded. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that the rule prescribes 
tellers as the method of ascertaining the presence or absence of a quo- 
rum and to determine whether or not a majority of the House vote to 
second the demand; that it is not competent for the Chair to count the 
members present to make a quoram and second the motion. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman cite any portion of the rule 
which requires tellers to show the presence of a quorum? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will read, in response to the Chair’s request, 
Rule XXVIII, which provides: 

1. No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day's notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended ex- 
cept by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, except to fix a day for the 
consideration of a bill or resolution already favorably reported by a committee 
on motion directed to be made by such committee, which shall require only a 
majority vote of the House; norshall the Speaker entertain a motion to suspend 
the rules except on the firstand third Mondays of each month, preference being 
given on the first ä individuals and on the third Monday to committecs, 
and during the lest six days of a session, 

And this clause, to which I wish particularly to call attention: 

2. All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
be seconded by a majority by tellers, if demanded. 

Seconded by a majority by tellers, if demanded. 

The SPEAKER, Is there any other suggestion that the gentleman 
desires to make in regard to this matter ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. My point, Mr. Speaker, is that clause second of 
this rule expressly provides that it shall be seconded by tellers if de- 
manded, and when the point is made that a majority by tellers has not 
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seconded the proposition, then it is not competent for the Speaker to 
make a quorum by his gavel or by his pencil. It can only be ascer- 
tained by the tellers. ) 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair is of the opinion that it is seconded 
by a majority, when it is seconded by 140 to 8. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, this is no quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman claim that it must be a ma- 
jority of the whole Honse or just a majority of those voting ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point that a quorum mast vote upon 
this when the question of no quorum is raised. It is one of those fhings 
that can not be done except by a quorum; and the rules provide that 
by tellers is the method for ascertaining the result of the vote. The 
point I make is that the Speaker when he counts is going beyond the 
method provided by the rule. The rules provide one instance in which 
he can count a quorum, but not this. A well known rule of construc- 
tions is that the enumeration of one thing is the exclusion of another. 

Mr. MILLS. The Speaker does not know how many of those whom 
he has counted voted or who did not vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not undertake to state that; but 
stated that 170 members were present by actual count, The motion 
to suspend having been seconded, debate will now be in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is 
no rule that permits the Speaker to count except where there has been 
a vote by yeas and nays, and the rule proyides how the Speaker shall 
do it then. There is no provision at all under the rules for the method 
by which the Speaker has ascertained the presence of members here to- 
day. ‘There is this further argumentative on the question, that there 
is no way of verifying your count; none whatever. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in addition to what the gentleman 
from Tennessee has said, I desire to say that this rule does not seem to 
provide for a count by the Speaker at all, inasmuch as it provides for 
a count by tellers. 

The SPEAKER, It provides for a count of those who vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Speaker, the rule having decided how 
the count shall be made, it seems that there must be some express 
authorization before the Speaker can count a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. He may count those who voted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But you go beyond the letter of the rule. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 

received, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

THE WORLD'S FAIR. 

' Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me, if the Chair will permit an addi- 
tional observation, that nothing can be more specific and definite than 
clause 2 of Rule XXVIII, and puts it beyond the necessity or power of 
construction, because it plainly and expressly says that all motions to 
suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, be sec- 
. onded by a majority, and by tellers, if demanded. i 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and fourteen to eight would seem 
to be a majority. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, the point was made that no 
quorum had voted; and neither you, Mr. Speaker, nor any living min 
can assume to announce that the men you have counted were here 
yhen the vote was taken; and they would have no right to vote except 

"they were present. 

The SPEAKER. It seems they had a right to vote by tellers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Butif they were not in the Hall—if they were 
not in the Hall when the tellers dispersed they could not. How do you 

~ know that they were in the Hall? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairannounced tothe House that there were 
present 172. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But yourcount was made subsequent to that vote. 

The SPEAKER. - But no one was counted who was not in the Hall 
at the time. 

Mr. BLAND addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman seems to confuse this matter. It 
is a matter that is plainly open to the House. Members can pass be- 
tween the tellers if they desire to act upon this question, and if they 
do not desire to act upon this question and go between the tellers, but 
are present, they are presumed to acquiesce in the result attained. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, you could not undertake to 
say that every one you counted was here in the Hall when the tellers 
d At least I assume you would not. Nobody but the tellers 
have the right to make the count, and you can not supplement their 
report in that way. ; 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to inquire how it happens that the tellers have 
left the floor before gentlemen have voted. 

The SPEAKER. Because the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
withdrew the request for a further count. 

Mr. BLAND. Fora further count by tellers? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, 

Mr. BLAND. How ean one gentleman in that manner discharge 
tellers before other gentlemen have had an opportunity to vote? 


the 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman could not, if any other gentleman 
had in Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to vote? If 
he does the tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. BLAND, Iam ready to vote, and I challenge the right of the 
Speaker to send those tellers off the floor until gentlemen have had an 
opportunity to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. Well, it has been too much the custom of the House, 
when the demand for a count was withdrawn, for the gentleman to make 
criticism of it. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist on my right to have the tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Then the tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a suggestion on this 
point. It seems to me that this difficulty has arisen by the Speaker 
assuming to do what the rule requires the tellers to do. The rule re- 
quires a majority to be shown by tellers, one being chosen from each 
side of the House, and the decision of the tellersis to determine whether 
there is a majority present, or a quorum present, and whether the motion 
is to be seconded; but the Speaker appeals from the decision of the 
tellers and appeals from the rules of the House, and he looks over the 
House and determines by his own actual count that a majority is pres- 
ent, although the rule provides that the tellers shall determine whether 
a majority is present. 2 

[Cries of Ob, no!“ on the Republican side.] 

The majority has just made rules for the House, and now they refuse 
to abide by those rules. The Speaker has no jurisdiction to determine 
whether there is a majority here or not under this count. The tellers 
are to determine that, and the Speaker is simply to announce the de- 
termination made by the tellers of the question whether there is a ma- 
jority present or not. This is a rule that is provided in order to insure 
fairness to both sides. It gives a judge from each side to verify the 
count, and on the determination made by those two judges, selected 
under the rules of the House, the Speaker must decide whether a ma- 
jority is present. But in this case the Speaker goes beyond that, and 
you might as well have no tellers at all if the Speaker can count and 
say that a majority is in favor of or opposed to a proposition by counting 
gentlemen in their seats. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say a word, and I ask 
the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] while I say it, 
because he seems to be in earnest about his position. The rule is as 
follows: 

All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
be seconded by a majority, by tellers if demanded, z 

A majority of what? 

Mr. MILLS. A majority of the House, of course, 

Mr. CANNON. A majority of the members elected ? a majority of 
a quorum? or a majority of those voting, a quorum being present? 

Mr. MILLS. The Constitution settles that question. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly, the Constitution settles the question 
as to what is required to constitute a quorum, and the House, in this 
interlocutory proceeding, before the vote is taken on suspending the 
rules, has provided that the motion shall not be put to suspend the 
rules and test the sense of the House unless a majority vote in favor of 
such suspension. 

Mr. MILLS. What majority? 

Mr.CANNON. Sothatitisnotaconstitutional question at that point. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman permit a question? - 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish my statement first. The only place 
where the Constitution comes in at this stage is as to whether it is sat- 
isfied by the actual presence in the House of a quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. How are you going to determine that? 

Mr. CANNON. The rule does not say that a quorum shall vote. It 
does not say that a majority of a quorum shall be necessary to second 
this demand before the motion shall be put. But it does say that the 
vote shall be taken by tellers, ‘‘by a majority, by tellers if demanded.” 
Now, in this case it was demanded. One hundred and fourteen gen- 
tleman passed between the tellers demanding a second and 8 passed 
through against a second. That made 122. Then the Chair, as it was 
his duty to do as I understand his duty, counted the members in the 
House and found more than a quorum present, That is an entirely 
different question from the vote on the tellers, namely: Was there and 
is there now a quorum in this House under the Constitution? If so, 
the House is ready to do business, and the 114 members are sufficient 
on the demand. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman answer me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Les, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. Was the vote that we were taking just now ‘‘ busi- 
ness? Was it the transaction of business?“ 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLS. And the Constitution provides that it shall require a 
quorum to transact business. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, a quoram was here. 

Mr. MILLS. As determined by the tellers? : 
Mr. CANNON, And the quorum has been here all along. Neither 
the Constitution nor the rules provide that a quorum shall pass be- 
tween the tellers ; and this is no new power that the Speaker has exer- 

cised. Ever since—— 
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Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish my sentence, Ever since Ihave been 
in Congress I have from time to time seen every Speaker count the 
House to see whether there was a quorum. Isaw the last Speaker, Mr. 
CARLISLE, time and again count this House to ascertain whether a 
quorum was present; and so with every other Speaker 

Mr. MILLS. Not when tellers were ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Why, sir, the rules of former Congresses in various 
placeshave ME e this count; and general parliamentary usage 

Mr. CARLISLE, The gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the gentleman remember any occasion to 
which he can refer when I counted the House to see whether there was 
a quorum present or not? 

r. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. I have a very clear recollection on that point. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think not. The only occasion I ever remember 
when the point of no quorum’ was made when no vote had been 
taken was ediately after the assembling of the House in the morn- 
ing and when the Journal was abont to be read; and therenpon the 
Chair cansed the roll to be called to ascertain whether a quorum was 
present or not. The Chair did not count, but caused the roll to be called. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I have a distinct recollection of seeing the 

tleman count to ascertain Whether 

Mr. CARLISLE, Can the gentleman name any occasion when I 
made a count ? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman says he did not, then I am mis- 
taken. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, will the gentleman from IIIinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] ahswer my question? The only clauseof the present rules which 
gives the Speaker the right to ascertain by count whether a quorum is 
Present, outside of the vote, isclause3 of Rule XV. That clause pro- 
vides: 


3. On the demand of any member, or at the su; tion of the Speaker, the 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House who do 
not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and reported 
to the § er with the names of the members voting, and be counted and an- 
nounced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business, 


Mr. CARLISLE. There is another clause, which was in the previous 
rules, providing that after the previous question has been ordered there 
shall be no call of the House unless the Speaker upon a count ascertains 
that no quorum is present; but it never happened that I was called 
upon to make a count under that rule. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, twocases having been provided for by the pro- 
vision which I have read, the rule of interpretation comes in that the 

ression of one case is the exclusion of any other. 

. CANNON. Let me answer the gentleman’s suggestion, and I 
hope Ishall be permitted to proceed without interruption. I read from 
clause 2 of Rule XVII: 

A call of the House shall not bein order after the pronious guon is ordered, 
unless 5 shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker thata quorum is not 
presen 

That rule did not originate the power of the Speaker in his count of 
the House. The rule is a mere recognition of a universal rule under 
common parliamentary law in this House, in State Legislatures, and in 
all deliberative assemblies. Here we have by express rule adopted com- 
mon parliamentary usages, and under common parliamentary usages, 
under the practice of this House and of all deliberative assemblies in 
this 1 and in Great Britain, the Speaker is always at liberty to 
count the House to ascertain the presence of a quorum, and the rule 
providing that the names of members shall be noted on the Journal 
applies only when the yeas and nays are ordered, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow mea ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to call attention to two provisions of the 
rules to which I think reference has not been made. As we all know, 
it has been the practice at times upon a roll-call for members to abstain 
from voting, and thereby disclose the absence of a quorum. The ob- 
ject of the new rule in relation to voting was, as I understand, confined 
or directed to that situation, It is provided that in such a contingency 
the Speaker, on his own motion or at the instance of a member of the 
House, may cause the absentees to be noted and have their names en- 
tered on the Journal. I will read two clauses of the rules in this con- 
nection: . 

On the demand of ta member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, be- 
fore the second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members sufficient tó 
make a quorum in the Hall of the House who do not vote shall be noted by the 
Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and e to the Speaker with the names 
of the members voting, and be counted and announced in determining the pres- 
sence of a qorum to do business. 

It will be observed that under this provision there is not only a count 
provided for, but the names of members are to be distinctly noted, 
whereby eertainty is to be attained. 
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Then again the rules provide: 

Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which shall consist of one 
hundred members, the chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon 
the committee shall rise,and the chairman shall report the names of the ab- 
sentees to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call 
a 3 shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting with- 
out further order of the House. 

Now, sir, I maintain that the particularity in these clauses as to the 
mode of ascertaining a quorum by a count on the part of the Speaker 
in connection with the roll-call, together with the absence of any ex- 
press authority delegated to the Speaker in any other connection than 
the roll-call, carries with it the idea that there was no contemplation 
by the framers of the rules of the power exercised by the Speaker this 
morning in counting members when there appeared not to be a quorum 
on the count by tellers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think an examination of the debates upon these 
rules will disclose the fact that where the matter of counting members 
present with the view of making a quorum was contemplated by the 
rules it related only to roll-calls. It was never in the mind of any gen- 
tleman on this floor, so far as I know, so far as the debates indicate, or 
so far as the language of the rales shows, that the power exercised by 
the Speaker this morning should be exercised. 

Then whence comes the power? Why, the gentleman from Illinois 
says under the general parliamentary Jaw. I thought, Mr. Speaker, 
that when we adopted the rules of the House the other day we got rid 
of all that. I thought this was our code, and not the general parlia- 
mentary law, and that it was not to be supplemented, when any addi- 
tional powers were wanted, by running back to the fountain of general 
parliamentary law and selecting from that whatever additional powers 
might be thought necéssary. 

Mr. CANNON, Now, I know my friend from Georgia wants to be 
fair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly I do. 

Mr. CANNON. Do we not, by express resolution, adopt as part of 
the rules of this House the general parliamentary rules? 

Mr. BLOUNT. In what particular? ; 

Mr. CANNON. Why, do we not adopt the rules of practice in Jeffer- 


son's Manual, ard do not they form the code of general parliamentary 


law from which such powers are derived? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know of any power which is conferred upon 
the Speaker by the manual to which the gentleman from Illinois re- 
fers which destroys the authority and force of the positive rules of the 
House. 

Mr. BLAND, What is general parliamentary law anyhow? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know. I have heard much about it lately, 
bnt I confess that I am utterly ignorant. It seems to be a very indefi- 
nite thing. It seems to be a convenient source where all powers not 
conferred by fhe rules of the House and the practice of the House in 
this country may be found; the place of resort to obtain additional 
powers. 

My friend from Illinois says that these powers have been always ex- 
ereised. The only thing, Mr. Speaker, about this assertion worthy of 
attention is the fact that my friend makes the assertion with his long 
experience in this House. Why, the gentleman knows and will re- 
member, if there is the slightest effort for that purpose, that in the past 
in all of the struggles in relation to a quorum, the one that the gentle- 
man has already cited in which General Weaver figured so prominently 
and other contests about a quorum, the power claimed has not been 
raised in regard to this matter of tellers. And the Speaker of the 
House never undertook to make such a count. Whenever there was a 
contest about a quorum on a vote, I never witnessed, and I defy the 
gentleman from Illinois to show a single instance, where the Speaker 
undertook to make a quorum by counting the House himself. There 
is no foundation whatever forthe claim. Now, further, Lask attention 
to the section just quoted in relation to the vote by tellers. 

The rule expressly declares that the vote on suspension shall be had 
by tellers, It is expressly designed manifestly that each side shall 
bave an opportunity to participate in the count, and that the tellers 
shall be appointed for that purpose, and they shall determine it. If 
this be so, if this is a right accorded, then how can it be taken away? 
There might be some plausibility about the Speaker having the au- 
thority to make an additional count when a roll-eall is had and members 
have failed to answer, because he could observe them and note them 
at the time. Butin the matter of tellers it would be impossible to 
keep their number in mind, those who pass through and those who 
did not pass through the tellers, and in the case where half a dozen 
members might enter the Hall and be about here after tlie vote by 
tellers and be counted by the Speaker he would certainly err. And 
go it is not only unauthorized by the rules of the House, but is calcu- 
lated to bring error into our proceedings, and I trust, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Chair will slowly come to a conclusion in relation to the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE was recognized. 

Mr. FLOWER, I ask that the tellers resume their places. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 


is recognized, 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, the question of counting a quorum after 
the yeas and nays have been called and announced without disclosing 
the presence of a quorum is the question that has caused so much dis- 
cussion in this body within the last three weeks, and which has been 
decided, as I believe, in accordance with common sense, the public in- 
terest, and the intent of the Constitution. But, although analogous 
in principle, it is historically and in practical effect a very different 

uestion from that which relates to the power of the Speaker to ascer- 
tae by his own count whether there is a quorum within the bar of the 
House for the purpose of ing any business at all, and when 
there has been and, as in this instance, can be no disclosure by the yeas 
and nays of the apparent lack of a quorum. 

The same assertion has been made in this debate which was brought 
forward so frequently in the debate on the Speaker’s power to count a 
quorum after a call of the yeas and nays had failed to disclose one as 
to the ancient or unbroken practice of the House, and on that point I 
want to say a single word, showing that the habit of the Speaker to 
count, whether the point of no quorum was made or not, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether there was a quorum within the bar, is 
nearly, if not quite, as old as the House itself, and has been exercised, 
as far as I can j by all S ers. 

If gentlemen will turn to the annals of Congress in the year 1807, 
under date of February 27, they will see that Mr. John Randolph was 
at that time engaged in fillbustering by means of calls of the yeas and 
nays in order to defeat the bill for the salt tax, and thus embarrass the 
administration of Mr. Jefferson, something which he was very fond of 
doing. He had called the yeas and nays on an amendment, I think (I 
quote from memory), and they had shown a quorum. The annals then 

on: Mr. Alston moved that a select committee be appointed.” 

en comes this sentence: ‘‘The Speaker counted the House, and an- 
nounced that there was no quorum within the bar.“ There is no in- 
dication that a point of order was made that no quorum was present, 
but apparently of his own volition the Speaker counted the members, and, 
having ascertained in this way that no quorum was present, announced 
that fact to the House. Efforts to bring in the members were then 
made, without success. Gentlemen then said that those who thus had 
deserted their duty ought to have their names placed upon the record, 
and a call of the House was ordered. The call was not to determine 
the presence or absence of a quorum, but simply to disclose the names 
of the absentees, which were duly entered on the record, and then the 
House adjourned. 

‘The next night the same bill was before the House, and Mr. Ran- 
dolph again sought to defeat it by delay—for they were just at the close 
of the ena to this end renewed the calls of the yeas and nays. 
Mr. John Quincy Adams, at that time a Senator of the United States, 
as it was a very rainy night and he was unable to get a carriage to go 
home, came over to the House, which was still in session, to see whether 
there was anyone there who would take him down in his carriage. He 
found the House still in session, and he gives an account, under date of 
February 28, of this and tells what was done while he was sitting in 
the House waiting for the adjournment, in order to find some one who 
would give him a lift home. He thus described the proceedings, the 
calls of the yeas and nays, and said (I quote from memory): 


That when Mr. Randolph could no longer get one-fifth of the members 
nt to call the yeas and nays, he left the House and refused a quorum in 


The Speaker then counted the House several times, but was unable to find a 
uorum, and then appointed tellers, and they counted the House, and by includ- 
oa the Speaker mane just a quorum. 

The only point I wish to show in this connection is simply that on 
that date, on the 28th day of February, Mr. Macon again counted the 
House of his own accord to ascertain the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr, CARLISLE, Did the Speaker of the House count the members 
on the floor for the purpose of opposing or defeating the measure or 
merely to ascertain the presence of a quorum ? 

Mr. LODGE, The first night, February 27, so faras I can make 
out from the annals of Congress, merely to ascertain the presence of a 
quorum. The next night, if we can rely upon Mr. Adams, who is our 
only authority for what I have stated as to the proceedings in regard 
to a quorum on the night of February 28, 1807 

Mr. CARLISLE. But let me ask—— 

Mr. LODGE. All we can see from the Journal and annals for Feb- 
ruary 28 is that the bill passed regularly without the call of the yeas 
andnays. Nothing is said as to the previous attempts to count a quorum. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then it appears from the Journal that the bill 

in that way? 

Mr. LODGE. Les, the last amendment moved by Mr. Randolph 
was negatived without a call of the yeas and nays, and the bill was 
then passed. Now, I am perfectly aware, as by the gentle- 
man, that the count of the quorum on February 27 and 28, 1807, was 
not on the passage of the measure, but it indicated the general and un- 
contested power of the Speaker to count, whenever he saw fit, those 
members who were within the bar of the House, for the purpose of 
ascertaining the presence or absence of a quorum. 

That is only power exercised here to-day, and it coincides ex- 
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actly with that exercised by Mr. Macon,according to the Annals of Con- 
gress, on February 27, 1807. This is not the passage of a measure, but 
simply a count in order to ascertain the presence of a quorum; there has 
been and can be no call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Let me suggest to my friend that on that very ac- 
count, as there is no provision for the yeas and nays to enable the House 
itself to determine whether a sufficient number has voted, the House 
has fixed by rule that it shall be done by tellers to prevent any mistake 
or false announcement on the part of the Speaker. 

Mr. LODGE. The House has fixed by rule that a call for a ‘‘sec- 
ond” shall be made by a majority of those voting, as shall be ascer- 
tained by tellers. That is all the rule says. It does not say a majority 
of the House nor a majority of a quorum to do business, but the ma- 
jority shall be ascertained by tellers.’’ That majority has been ascer- 
tained, and no one denies that it has been ascertained; moreover, ne- 
body denies the presence of a quorum; no one denies that a quorum was 
present at the time the tellers made their count. The general power 
of the 5 525 to find out by actual count whether a quorum was pres- 
ent has shown by the citation I have made to have existed for a 
great number of years. It was certainly recognized in 1807; it is recog- 
nized in the rules of the last House under certain circumstances, and 
this disposes of the assertion that the course of the Speaker is a viola- 
tion of the ancient practice of the House. p 

Mr, CRISP. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman says the majority of those voting. The 
question I want to ask him, Mr. Speaker, is, where he got that lan- 
gnage? 

Mr. LODGE. I got the language exactly where you got the language 
that it meant a majority of the House, from the intent of the rule and 
its context. 

Mr. CRISP. But I have not used any language. : 

Mr. LODGE, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I was referring to 
gentlemen on the other side who have spoken before. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman says the majority of those voting, I 
merely asked him for the language of the rule. The language of the 
rule says ‘‘ by a majority.” 

Mr. LODGE. That is all. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, suppose that the Speaker, when he counted the 
House, saw there were 105—I do not know what the number was—who 
voted for itand that 250 were present. Would you then say that it was 
seconded? 

Mr. LODGE, Of course. The object of the tellers is to determine 
on which side is the majority of those passing between the tellers. 

Mr. CRISP. A majority of what? 

Mr. LODGE. A majority of the men passing between them or a 
majority of those voting, 

Mr. CRISP. Then you say thatit means a majority of those voting ? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. Supposing there were 250 present and 105 voted, would 
it be seconded ? 

Mr. LODGE. Why, certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Thenaquorum didnot yote? Thatis my idea. The 
language says a majority 

Mr. LODGE, That is my idea. There is a quorum here. The rule 
provides the means of ascertaining a majority. The pa of no quorum 
is made and the Speaker ascertains the presence of a quorum for the 
transaction of any business, in this instance not for the of a bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to call his attention to 
the language of the rule showing how the presence of a quorum can be 
ascertained to do business? 

Clause 3 of Rule XV says: 


On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, before the ` 


second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members in the Hall of the House 
who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk, and recorded in the record and re- 
poried to the Speaker with the names of members voting, and be counted and 
announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business. 

Now, that is the only rule you have. 

Mr. LODGE. But that relates to a yea-and-nay vote. Iam not dis- 
cussing a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. BLAND. But you have to determine the number of those pres- 
ent and note the names of the absent members. There is no rule ir 
these rules—no. provision, I submit, to count exceptas provided in that 
section; and that clause provides that the Speaker and Clerk shall as- 
certain the names of the persons present. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will allow 
me, I will state to the gentleman from Missouri that there is a rule 
that meets this very situation; that is the first rule. It is the same as 
in the old rules of this House. It says: 

The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately call 
the members to order, and, on the appearance of a quorum, cause the Journal 
of the proceedings of the last sitting to be read. 

Now, there is the very question that has been a rule for probably 
sixty years and provides that the Speaker shall ascertain the presence 
of a quorum. 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to inquire of the gentleman if he can 
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find any other instance. Thatsimply provides for the getting to work 


in the morni 

Mr. MeCOMAS. The gentleman asked for a rule and I cited this 
one for him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Has the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] con- 
cluded his question ? 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to answer the question of the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. LODGE. The gentleman can answer him in his own time. 

Mr. BLAND. I say to the gentleman that that provision was for the 
ascertainment ofa quorum before the reading of the Journal, but here 
the question is on the passage of a bill, and the provision is that it can 
not except there be a quorum. 

Mr. LODGE. I 7 56 wanted when I arose to call attention to the 
recognized power of the Speaker to count the House under certain cir- 
cumstances and to the fact that the recognition of that power is no new 
thing. It has existed for nearly a hundred years. It been recog- 
2 also, in the rules of the last House, as every gentleman knows. 
The rule I refer to provides that, unless it shall ap by actual count 
by the Speaker that a quorum is not present, business shall proceed, 
and a call of the House shall not be inorder after the previous question 
is ordered, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Read the rule. 

Mr. LODGE. I will read it. 


A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous question is ordered 
unless 5 shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker that a quorum is not 
presen 

Mr. BLAND. What rule is that? 

Mr. LODGE. It is clause 2 of Rule XVII. I have cited an in- 
stance in relation to the course that was taken in 1807, when the Speaker 
counted the House, from the statement in Adams's diary. Of course 
that statement is unofficial, but it was made by a disinterested observer, 
and a very careful observer, too. Mr. Macon also counted the House 
on February 27, 1807, as appears beyond any question in the official 
record, to ascertain the presence of a quorum in order to see whether he 
could put Mr, Alston’s motion for a select committee, and that is ex- 
actly the course that the Speaker has adopted to-day. It shows that 
the count of the House by the Speaker is as old nearly as the House 
itself, and that to count the House after a failure of the yeas and nays 
to disclose a quorum, instead of being a violation of the unbroken prec- 
edent of a century, as has been so roundly asserted, is in reality merely 
the rightful application to all cases of a power which has been recog- 
nized always as inherent in the Speaker. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] takes his seat will he state whether he 
has examined the rules under which that Congress (of 1807) acted ? 

Mr. LODGE. I have not examined the rules of that Congress. It 
iş not a question of rules, as I look at it, so much as it is a question of 
the recognized pore and practice of the Honse. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But it is possible that in that 
case there may have been some rule like that which the gentleman has 
just quoted from the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. Itis ible. Iwill look it up. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, in this House always, so far as I 
know, when a vote has been taken, not by yeas and nays and not by 
tellers, the duty of counting has devolved upon the Speaker, not for the 
purpose of ascertaining how many members were present, but for the 
purpose of ascertaining how many voted in the affirmative and how 
many in the negative. When the yeas and nays are called they are 
recorded by the Clerk, and of course the countiskept by him. Bat 
under the new rules the Clerk is authorized, upon the demand of a 
member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, to note the names of mem- 
bers present and not voting, and it is provided that the names of such 
members shall be counted and announced in determining the result of 
the vote. This is a new provision. Under clause 2 of Rule XVII, 
which, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] says, has 
been in force for a long time, it is provided that: 

A call of the House shal! not be in order after the previous question is ordered 
unless it shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker that a quorum is 
not present. 

That count is made, not for the purpose of passing or defeating a 
measure, but simply for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not a 

uorum is present, because the very object of ordering a call of the 
ea is to secure the presence of a quorum, and if the count discloses 
the fact that a quorum is actually present a call of the House is alto- 
gether unnecessary. As I have said, when the vote is taken ordinarily, 
the Speaker counts those who vote in the affirmative and then those 
who vote in the negative, and there the power of the Speaker to count 
ceases, except as otherwise provided by the new rule adopted the other 
day. If the vote is first taken by the mere voice, the Speaker decides 
from the sound whether the ayes or the noes have it. Thereupon any 
member has the right to demand a division, and the members stand up 


Was no rule whatever giving the Speaker 2 to count the House, aud that 
when he did so he 9 — | a power which was then uncontested and 
nized as inherent in his office without requiring the sanction of arule.—H. C. 
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on one side and on the other and aré counted by the Speaker. But if 
the House is not satisfied with the count it has the right for many 
years, and has the right now under the new rules, to order tellers, and 
when the tellers are ordered they take the place of the Speaker in mak- 
ing the count. Clause 2 of Rule XXVIII provides: 

All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
be seconded by a majority, by tellers if domanded. 

The very moment that tellers are ordered by the House and take their 
places upon the floor the power of the Chair to count and determine any 
result, except upon their countand their report, ceases, The very pur- 
pose of ordering tellers by the House, and the very purpose of ordering 
tellers by this rule, was to prevent the Speaker from making the count 
and to put it in the hands of gentlemen chosen from the one side and 
from the other, 

When members who desire to yote have passed between the tellers 
and have been counted, and the report of the tellers has been made to 
the Chair, that vote is over, and if the tellers resume their seats there 
is no remedy except to take the vote again. How often, Mr. Speaker, 
have we seen tellers stand upon this floor for an hour at a time waiting 
for gentlemen to come into pass between them and be counted, in order 
to make a quorum. 

And why was that? Because the tellers were the only officials au- 
thorized by the House to take the vote and make thecount. I was not 
in the House at the moment this question arose, but I understand that 
the tellers reported 114 members voting on one side and 8 on theother. 

There is an ample remedy for this difficulty. The tellerscan resume 
their places or this vote can be taken over again. But there is no pro- 
vision in these rules, and there has never been any provision in parlia- 
mentary law, so far a; I know, by which the Speaker can take the 
count away from the tellers and make it himself; and the point made 
by a gentleman awhile ago was well taken. There were in this caso 
114 yeas and so many nays. 

Suppose the Speaker now counts and finds that this House is full, and 
that therefore there is a large majority of members actually sitting in 
the House who did not vote. Their refusal to vote, if it can be con- 
strued in any way, admits of but one reasonable construction, and that 
is, that it is a protest against the passage of the motion; yet the Speaker 
counts them to pass it! When gentlemen sit here and refuse to vote 
for or against a measure, I repeat, the only reasonable construction that 
can be put upon their action is that they are protesting against it; and 
yet the Speaker counts them to pass it—counts them, too, after the tell- 
ers, the only officials authorized by the House to make the count, have 
made their report. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not making this argument because I am op- 
posed to seconding this motion. On the contrary, I expect to vote to 
fix a day for the consideration of this bill. But I make the argument 
because it is of the very last importance that there should be a proper 
construction of these rules and that the House itself should not sur- 
render its power to the Speaker or to the chairman of a Committee of 
the Whole. Ordinarily the House must order tellers upon each ocea- 
sion as it occurs. 

But in this ease the House, by a fixed and positive rule, has provided 
that in all cases, upon the question of seconding the motion to suspend 
the rules, tellers shall be appointed and shall take the vote. It is of 
the last importance that we should have some fixed rule in this House 
binding upon the majority as well as upon the minority, and upon the 
Chair as well as upon gentlemen upon the floor. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] will allow me, he said a few moments ago, when I the floor, 
that he did not recollect that he himself while Speaker ever counted 
the Honse to ascertain the presence of a quorum, but that he did on 
one oceasion—I believe when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Weaver], 
if I recollect the case, made the point that there was no quoruam—he 
did direct a call of the roll to aseertain if there was a quorum present. 

Mr, CARLISLE. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Kentucky be kind enough 
to tell me under what rule he gavo that direction? 

Mr, CARLISLE. Clause 1 of Rule I: 


The Spreker Shall take the chair on every leg tive day precisely at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately call 
the members to order, and on the appearance of s quorum cause the Journal of 
the proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, haying previously examined 
and approved the same. 


Now, if a vote had been taken, then the occupant of the chair would 
have held that the number actually voting was conclusive evidence of 
the fact whether a quorum was present or not. But, inasmuch as the 
rule prevented the Speaker from causing the Journal to be read until 
a quorum had appeared and no vote could be taken to disclose the fact 
whether a quorum was present or not, there was yo remedy except to 
cause the roll to be called, which I did, just scanty as every legislat- 
ive assembly and almost every political convention that ever met in 
this country has caused the roll to be called as the first thing when it 
assembled, to see whether or not there was a quorum t. Each 
morning when this House assembles, if any gentleman on the floor 
and states that in his judgment there is no quorum present, I hold that 
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under the rule reſerred to it is the duty of the presiding officer to have 
the roll called and ascertain the fact. 

Mr. CANNON, Now, the gentleman will allow me. The rule be- 
ing silent as to whether the roll should be called or not, and the 
Speaker directing as he did the roll to be called, he might upon the 
same principle have counted the House 

Mr. CARLISLE. The gentleman is arguing one question and I am 
discussing another. The gentleman is now contending that the Speaker 
has the right to count the House when a quorum has not voted, for the 
purpose of passing a measure, which is a very different proposition, as 
eonceded by the gentleman from Massachusetts who last spoke, from 
the proposition that the Speaker can count the House for the purpose 
merely of ascertaining whether a quorum is actually present or not. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me, in the case 
where he caused the roll to be called he did so, not to ascertain what 
the vote of the House was, but whether a quorum was present to con- 
sider the Journal. Is thisany higher question than that? 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the gentleman is mistaken altogether. The 
occupant of the chair at that time did not decide that the Journal had 
been approved by the mere fact that a quorum was present. The Chair 
simply decided that before a quorum appeared, the Journal, under the 
rules of the House, could not be read. After it was read, if any pee 
tion arose as to its approval, a vote was to be taken; and then, if no 
quorum appeared, the Chair never held that he could count a quorum 
on the floor. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want tosay just at this point, in fairness to 
myself and to what I conceive the distinction to be, that this rule in 

to ordering a secoud upon a motion for a suspension of the rules 
does not require that a quorum shall vote. The Constitution itself 
does not require that a quorum shall vote. 

Mr. CARLISLE, That is a disputed question. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the courts are on one side of that question 
and the gentleman on the other. But the rule does require that the 
tellers shall take their places and that the second shall be made by a 

jority. 
1 5 CARLISLE, Now, who can take the place of the tellers? 

Mr. CANNON. Let me complete my statement. The tellers did 
take their places; a majority of almost 114 did vote; and then the Chair 
counted, not to change the result, but to ascertain whether there was 
a quorum in the House at the time the vote was taken. 

ow, I conceive that the Chair was instructed to do this, not only 
under the former practice of this House, but under the express rule of 
the House, namely Rule XLV, which adopts Jefferson’s Manual and 
common parliamentary usages as the body of parliamentary law 
for this House, in which Manual it is laid down that the Speaker can 
count a quorum and that the Honse may be told for a quorum on the 
demand of any member. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is it laid down in Jefferson’s Manual or in any 
other work on parliamentary law, so far as the gentleman knows, that 
the Speaker can count a quorum for the purpose of passing the measure 
when a quorum has not voted ? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the majority of 114 passes the measure, a 
quorum 2 and that has been held 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is there anything of that sort in Jefferson’s Man- 
nal? If so, let the gentleman read it. 

Mr. CANNON. It has been held by an authority better than Jef- 
ferson’s Manual: by the Supreme Court of the United States a half 
dozen times and by the courts of nearly every State in the Union. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, it was supposed that by the body 
ofrules recently adopted we had made provision by which the majority 
of the House could do business. Having eliminated from the code the 
motion to take a recess and to fix the day to which the House might 
adjourn, and having further provided a method for counting members 
actually present and not voting on a call of the yeas and nays, it was 
thought the last obstacle was removed from the pathway of legislative 
popros: But it now appears that the minority have discovered anew 
method by which they hope still farther to obstrucf the transaction of 
public business. 4 

Yt is now claimed that under the rules there is no way of ascertain- 
ing the presence of a quorum in this House except by a call of the yeas 
cn nays; that the rule having provided that only ona call of the yeas 
and nays the Clerk may note the presence of members not voting; there- 
fore, in the absence of such call, when the point is made that a quorum 
is not present, the House is paralyzed and must stop business. 

And so the question raised by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] and argued by him is this broad proposition, that the 
Speaker of the House never has the power to count the House for the 
P of ascertaining whether a quorum is present or not when the 
point is made, unless specially provided by rule. - 

Now I submit, Mr. S er, that that position is not sound. Indle- 


pendent of these rules, inherent in every legislative body, lodged with 
the presiding officer of every deliberativeassembly, is the power to ascer- 
tain the presence of a quorum by a count. 
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I submit in the very case the gentleman from Kentucky supposes, 
when the Speaker takes the chair at 12 0’clock noon, and calls this 
body to order, the rule providing that upon the presence of a quorum 
he shall direct the Journal of the preceding sitting to be read,” that it 
is not only the right but the duty of the presiding officer then and there, 
if the point is made that there is no quorum pass to count the 
House, and if a quorum is present to direct the Journal to be read. 

Gentlemen seem to think that it is necessary to have a majority of 
the House yote in order to pass a proposition under consideration. The 
Constitution says nothing more than this, ‘‘that a quorum is n 
to do business,” and if a quorum is actually present when the vote is 
taken, I do not care whether a quorum votes or not; if a quorum is here 
in the House and present when the vote is taken, then the House is 
capable of doing business. It never loses its legislative capacity in the 
presence of a quorum, whether a quorum votes or not. There can beno 
question about it. So when the Speaker takes the chair at 12 o'clock 
and the point is made that no quorum is present, it is his duty to count 
the House, and he need not call the roll for that p 

Mr, CARLISLE. But does not the gentleman think that the actual 
call of the roH affords a much more certain means of ascertaining the 
presence of a quorum ? 

Mr. BURROWS. A call of the roll seems to have been a very un- 
certain and unreliable method heretofore of ascertaining the presence 
ofa quorum. [Laughter.] But let me say to the gentleman he falls 
into the error of supposing that when the roll is ed the House is 
estopped from going beyond the record, whereas, on the contrary, the 
roll is conclusive only as to the number of members who have voted 
and does not touch the question of the presence of a quorum. That 
can only be ascertained by an actual count, where a portion of the mem- 
bership declines to vote. 

So upon this proposition tellers were ordered, under the rule, upon 
the demand for a second, which must be ordered by a majority vote, 
not a majority of the whole body, not 165 members voting and in favor 
of it, but a majority evidently of those voting. A certain number of 
votes were given in the afirmative, and by the tellers counted, and a 
number in the negative, but a large body of members remained present 
in their seats in the Hall without participating by voting on either the 
one side or the other during that telling; while the telling was in prog- 
ress they refased to be ‘‘told,’’ to be numbered, as they have hereto- 
fore refused to be counted or refused to vote on the yeas and nays, and 
then they make the point that the count of the tellers discloses less than 
a quorum, and that a count of the House can not be made by the 
Speaker for the purpose of ascertaining whether in fact a quorum is 

resent. 

$ Why, if this position is sound the House would be absolutely - 
lyzed under the rales at once, because on every vote by tellers, either 
in committee or in the House, a minority of the body has but to re- 
main silent and refuse to pass between the tellers, and although there 
are 300 members present in the House the point of no quorum’’ would 
stopall proceedings unless the Speaker, while the vote by tellers is going 
on, has the right to make a count. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. BURROWS. In amoment. Let me read asingle paragraph 
from a recognized authority on parliamentary law prepared by the pre- 
siding officer of the Massachusetts State senate. 


Alter the presiding officer calls a meeting to order, it is his first duty to as- 
certain whether there is a quorum, and no business can be transaeted until s 
quorum is present. If at any time during the meeting the members withdraw 
so that a quorum is not present, and the is brought to the attention of the 
chairman by a count or otherwise, it is his duty to stay proceedings. If, on 
n yea-and-nay vote or on any vote in which the number of those voting is 
counted, it appears that a quorum has not voted, the presumption is raised t 
a quorum is not present, but this presumption can be overthrown by a count 
of the members present. 


And I call your special attention to this language. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Is the gentleman reading a rule? 
Mr. BURROWS. No; buta treatise on general parliamentary law. 


If a quorum ts present, vo'e valid, though less than quorum voltes.—It may be 
laid down as a general rule that it is the duty of every member of an organi- 
zation not only to be present at its 5 but also to vote upon the questions 
Which arise, Hence it is that a vote is valid and binding upon ths assembly, if 
a quorum of the assembly is present, even though a quorum does not yote. If 
a qnorum is present, a motion is carried, if supported by a majority of those 
who actually vote. Any other course would enable a small minority, by neg- 
lecting their duty, to have more power than they would have if they voted. 
Thus, if {ty members constitute a quorum and fifty members are present, it 
would be obviously wrong to allow one member, who is op to a pending 
motion, to prevent the of the motion by abstaining from voting, when, 
if he voted, the motion would be carried by a vote of forty-nine to one. 

In all cases, however, where, on s counted vote, it appears that a quorum has 
not voted, the presumption is thereby raised that a quorum is not present, and 
unless this presumption is ove: wn the vote must bs considered yoid. This 
presumption can be overthrown by proof thata quorum was actually present at 
the time when the vote was taken: and if it is so overthrown then the vote is 
valid. If a quorum does not vote, but is in fact present, the secretary should 
make entry in the records that on acountof the assembly it was found thata 
quorum was present. 


It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this is unanswerable and com- 
pletely overthrows the position of gentlemen on the other side. 

Any other ruling, it willbe seen afonce, would make it possible for 
the minority, even under our new code of procedure, to completely block 
all legislative action by simply securing tellers and then refusing to 
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yote. If the Speaker could not count the House in such a case to as- 
certain the presence of a quorum, the House would be driven ton call,“ 
under which all the mem would vote, and of course a quorum would 
be disclosed, whereupon the tellers would — take their and 
the same minority could again refuse to pass between the tellers and be 
counted, to be followed by another call, and so repeat the process ad 
infinitum. 

So, when this count of the House by tellers occurred and gentlemen 
remained in theirseats and refused to be numbered, refused to be told, 
refused to pass between the tellers and be counted as they heretofore 
refused to respond upon the call of the yeas and nays, the Speaker ex- 
ercised the parliamentary common-law right, when the point was made 
that no quorum had voted, to count the entire body present and ascer- 
tain, as a matter of fact, whether, when the telling was going on, there 
was a quorum actually present, This he did, and declared a quorum 
present; and in so doing the Speaker but discharged the obligation im- 
poxa upon him by his great office and performed a public duty enjoined 

y every principle of parliamentary law. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have just one observation to make in reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Michigan, He speaks of a paraly- 
sis in the transaction of business that is likely to arise in Committee 
of the Whole unless the presiding officer is sustained in this decision. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, under the new rule a quorum for business in the 
Committee of the Whole has been reduced from 166 members to 100; 
I do not therefore presume that the gentlemen indirectly intended to 
reflect upon the Republican side by intimating that less than 100 mem- 
bers would be here to do business at any time in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I sat in my seat and refused to vote, 
I did not vote when the tellers were called for, because I had reason for 
not doing so. I had some doubts in my mind as to whether there 
should be any world’s fair at all. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I have some doubts as to whether there ought to be any further atten- 
tion or legislative time given to the consideration of any such question, 
but I was perfectly satisfied to sit in my seat and let those who took 
part in the proceedings determine whether a day should be set apart 
for the consideration of the world’s fair bill; consequently I did not 
pass between the tellers; I staid in my seat both when those in the 
affirmative and those opposed to the motion passed between the tellers. 

Now, if the theory of the opposite side be true, I could accomplish 
the same by sitting in my seat and declining to vote; that could pos- 
sibly have been accomplished if I had gone down and passed between 
thetellers. Now, Mr. Speaker, the whole trouble in this matter is this: 
There were 105 who voted in the affimative and 8 voted in the negative. 
Then on the other side the point was made that there was no quoram. 
Then there was a point made that went tothe numberof those voting, 
while as a matter of fact, under the construction of law, it was not a 
point that went to the question of the number voting, but it was a point 
that went to the question of the number of members presenton the floor 
of this House. 

Why, when a gentleman arose on the other side of the House —I think 
it was the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mis] and said no quorum 
has voted or said ‘‘no quorum,’’ that did not mean that there was 
not a sufficient number or a quorum voting, but it meant that there 
was not a quorum of members present, 

Now, then, what is the best evidence as to whether there was a quo- 
rum present? Why, first, the vote that was taken, and that is only 
prima facie evidence, because it is not conclusive evidence, There is 
another mistake of my friends on the other side: they hold that this 
vote by tellers is conclusive and that we can not impeach itin any man- 
ner. That would be an absurdity. The trouble about this House is 
that it has been wrapped round and round by cords of legal fiction un- 
til it has become powerless [applause on the Republican side], and we 
ought to put some life into it. We want to stop all this and bring it 
down to a common-sense way, so that when a gentleman desires a quo- 
rum and the vote is taken and a quorum did not vote the Speaker has 
the right to see and ascertain whether the vote upon its face was a lie, 
and whether or not, as a matter of fact, there was not a quorum pres- 
ent. And Isubmit he had the right to count and see whether there 
was a quorum present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. A question right there. When he 
made that count had he any right to count members who were not 
present at the time of the vote? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly he had. It made no difference whether 
they were present when the vote was taken by tellers or not. It was 
simply his business to determine whether there was a quorum of mem- 
bers present at the time he counted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. One word more. He had the right to 
determine whether there was a quorum to do business. But had he 
the right to determine that there was a quorum which had already done 
business? 

Mr. PETERS. That was not the question he had to determine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. That is the question he has decided. 

Mr. PETERS. I say he was simply called upon to determine as to 
whether there was a quorum of the House to do business, That has 
nothing to do with the passage of the hill. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. That is where you are making the 
mistake. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Kentucky says that he assumes 
the power to pass a bill. Why, the Speaker did nothing of the kind. 
That had nothing to do with the passage of a measure, but simply was 
a question of whethera majority demanded a second. Hesimply had to 
do with the question of fact as to whether there was a quorum of mem- 
bers present upon the floor of this House, and then it is for the House 
to say whether the second was ordered or not. This can be determined 
by another call by tellers and ascertaining whether the vote was actu- 
ally in favor of seconding the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it is certainly very desirable that wo 
should ascertain the trae meaning of the rules which we have recently 
adopted. The House will remember that a point upon which much of 
the discussion turned for the week that preceded the adoption of the 
1 rules was Whether or not the names of members not voting, 

ut present, could be counted and announced in determining the pres- 
ence of a quorum to do business, The Speaker assumed that under 
general parliamentary law that power was vested in him as the pre- 
siding officer of the House, and he had exercised it prior to the adop- 
tion of the rules. Now the rules, finally adopted, provide for three 
different modes of counting the vote. One isa count by the Speaker, 
by what is called a rising vote. A second is a count by tellers, where 
one gentleman is appointed from each side of the House to do the 
counting. 

The third mode is a count by the Clerk on a roil-call. In the rules 
as finally adopted there is but one case, and that is specified, in which 
the names of members not voting, but present, can be counted and an- 
nounced in determining the presence of a quorum todo business. What 
case was that? It was the case of a roll-call. Section 3 of Rule XV 
provides that— : 

On the demand of any member or at 3 of the Speaker, before the 
second roll-call is entered upon, the names of members sufficient to make a 
quorum in the Hall of the House who do not vote shall be noted. 

Noted by whom? By the Speaker? No, but by the Clerk; by the 
person who is counting the vote. The Clerk is to note the names of 
members present and not voting, and he is to report them just as he 
reports the votes of the members who answer to the Speaker, and the 
Speaker is to announce the result. 

Now, I say, if there isany fair-field anywhere for the application of 
the maxim Lzpressio unius est exclusio alterius, it is right 1 After 
we had discussed this question for a week, we adopted a rule which 
provides, not that the Speaker, who had been claiming the power, but 
that the Clerk, when a roll-call is being had, may at a particular time 
and in a particular way—thatis, when calling the second time—note the 


names of members present and not voting, and that they may be counted 


as part of the number present and necessary to constitute a quorum to 
do business. Why was it necessary to provide in the rules that the 
Clerk should have this power? Evidently because, in the opinion of 
the House which adopted the rules, the Clerk would not have had the 
power unless if was given to him by the rnle. This was an express 
grant of authority to the Clerk to make this count at the particular 
time and in the particular manner provided in the rule. 

Now, these same rules prescribe the method of ascertaining who has 
voted on a motion for a suspension of the rules. In section 3 of Rule 
XXVIII it is provided that— 

All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
be seconded by a majority, by tellers if demanded. 

As a matter of course there must be a quorum to do business under 
Rule XXVIII, just as there must be a quorum to do business under 
Rule XV. In either case the Constitution requires a quorum, but in 
the one case the rule provides that the Clerk shall have the power to 
count the members who do not vote and in the other case the rules 
fail to provide that the tellers or anybody else shall have the power to 
count members who do not vote. 

Tf it was necessary in the case of the Clerk when he calls the roll to 
provide by rule that he should have this power, it was equally neces- 
sary to provide that the tellers when taking the vote should have the 
power, or that somebody else should have the power to come in and 
aid them in making the count and ascertaining the presence of a quorum 
to do business. I can see no difference, sir, and I think no gentleman 
on this floor can point to any reason, why it was necessary by express 
words to grant the power to the Clerk in the case of a roll-call and not 
equally necessary to grant the power to the Speaker, if he is to exer- 
cise it, to do the same thing when the count is being taken by tellers, 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in answer to this point, 
when I first suggested it to him in a question, alluded to clause 2 of Rule 
XVII, which provides that— 

A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous question is ordered 


unless it shall appear, upon an actual count by the Speaker, that a quorum is 
not present. 


Now it is true that in that case the Speaker has the right to make 
an actual count to ascertain whether or not a quorum is present. He 


has always, or at least he has had for many years, that power under 
the old rules, 
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But what did it mean? Did that rale ever authorize the Speaker, or 
was it ever construed by any Speaker as authorizing him, to counta 
uorum and thereby pass a bill when less than a quorum had voted? 
Certainly not. The only purpose of that section of Rule XVII was to 
provide that there should be no call of the House if, in the particular 
case provided for, the Speaker should decide that a quorum was already 
present. It amounted to that and nothing more, 
It never was intended to give, it never was construed to give, author- 
ity to the Speaker by virtue of an independent power claimed by him 


to declare a measure passed by a quorum which appeared not to have 


been passed by a quorum according to the vote as counted by the au- 
thority intrusted with the power to count and declare the vote. 

Mr: ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, the argument of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] varies somewhat to-day from the argument 
which he made on the 30th of January last. On that day, if I can un- 
derstand his remarks—and he is always a clear and logical speaker— 
he found some distinctive difference between a vote by the yeas and 
nays and a vote in any other way; and he declared that, because the 
vote by yeas and nays was expressly provided for by the Constitution, 
therefore when the vote was taken in that mode the roll-call showing 
the vote as taken became the conclusive evidence of the fact. That is 


Mr. CARLISLE. Read it. 

Mr, ADAMS. One sentence I will read: 

The Journal is the only conclusive evidence of the fact, 

“The fact can be nothing else than the fact of the presence of a 
constitutional quorum to do business. 

But to-day gentlemen on the other side of the Honse attribute the 
same authority and effect toa vote by tellers. Yet a vote by tellers 
is not required by the Constitution under any circumstances. If the 
number of votes shown by the connt of the tellers is to be conclusively 
presumed to represent the number of members present, the same con- 
clusive presumption ought logically to be given to a vote on a division 
where Speaker counts the members who rise in the affirmative and 
the negative. 

It has been said to-day that on a vote by tellers the House counts itself. 
That is hardly accurate. The members act, it is true. They pass be- 
tween thetellers. Sodotheyact when they rise and stand until counted. 
The tellers might count the members as they stand in theirplaces. It 
would be neither more nor less a count of the House by itself than is 
the count by tellers as usually practiced. The rules formerly required 
the tellers to count the members as they stood in their places. 

Two tellers were appointed to count the affirmative vote and two 
others to count the negative vote. It is clear that this was merely a 
repetition of the count by the Speaker. So is the count by tellers, as 
usually practiced. It has no greater validity than the count of the 
rising vote. Neither the Constitution, nor the rules, nor parliament- 
ary law make any distinction between them. Neither in one case 
nor the other does the number of votes cast, as shown by the Journal 
or announced by the Speaker, raise any presumption whatever that no 
one was present except those who voted. 

* This question is not a question of constitutional law; it is a question 
of the meaning of the word majority as used in this rule, whether 
it means a majority of those voting or a majority of the House. 

Now, the rules might provide that a motion should be seconded by one 
member in addition to the member submitting the motion. The or- 
dinary parliamentary procedure does so provide. Ina convention or 
a tawn meeting one member rises and makes a motion and another 
member seconds it; and thereupon the motion is before the assembly. 

The rules of this House require that, before the question is taken 
upon a motion to suspend the rules, a second shall be made by alarger 
number of members. But there is no reason to suppose that the mere 
seconding of a motion, the only effect of which is to bring the question 
before the House for decision, requires the votes of a constitutional 
quorum, as has been claimed in the case of a bill which is to pass and 
become a law. 

Indeed, since the new rules have been adopted, according to which 
the yea-and-nay vote is not taken as conclusive evidence of the num- 
ber of members present, but may be supplemented by the entry on the 
Journal of the names of members present and not voting, the adoption 
of the theory contended for to-day would lead to this illogical result: 
that it would require a larger number of persons to vote by tellers 
merely to second a motion and thus bring it before the House than it 
would require to vote by yeas and nays to enact it into a law. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman contend that under our rules, 
when one member makes a motion to suspend, it is only necessary that 
another member should second it? 

Mr. ADAMS, Isay that in ordinary conventions or town meetings 
a motion made is required to be seconded, which second can be made 
by one person; that the word ‘‘second’’ does not necessarily mean a 
vote by a majority of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. As I understand the gentleman’s position, one mem- 
ber here can make a motion, another member can second it, the Speaker 
can count the House, and then the motion is to be considered as sec- 
een According to my view the rule does not contemplate anything 

sort. 


Mr. ADAMS. The question is whether the word majority“ used 
in connection with the word second“ can mean the same thing, even 
on the theory of gentlemen on the other side, as if it were a vote of the 
House upon passing a bill. I insist thatthe two matters are altogether 
different. It is merelya question of construction of the meaning of the 
word majority as used in this rule. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy a moment in making 
a suggestion on this unexpected but interesting point of order. We 
have provided, after much tribulation, for a new rule, which disposes 
of the quorum difficulty in all cases upon the passage of bills where 
the yeas and nays are called, as provided in the Constitution. That 
covers a large and the most important field of controversy with regard to 
a quorum in this House. We have adopted another rnle—a very ex- 
traordinary rule—that in all business in, the Committee of the Whole 
less than one-third of the whole number of members shall constitute a 
quorum. By these two rules, I take it, and by these two rules alone, 
it wasintended by those who controlled the adoption of the new rules 
to dispose of the difficulties which they saw in their way in conducting 
by their own votes and through the Speaker the business of this House. 

Now, the question that comes up this morning is covered by neither 
of these two rules, which I takeit were intended to embrace everything 
substantial and important on this subject. We have provided that 
upon two days in each month there may be a suspension of all the rules 
of this House, and we have provided specially for those exceptional days. 
I insist that this question, if it shall be treated as a casus omissus in the 
rules, shall at all events be considered distinct from all other questions 
under the rules. Whatshall be done and how shall it be done upon 
days of suspension? 

Now, the rule that we have on this subject seems to me complete. 
It provides that when a motion of this description is made upon sus- 
pension day there shall be asecond—not by a viva voce vote of the House, 
nor by a division (members standing up to be counted, head by head), 
nor by yeas and nays. All these methods are set aside upon the ques- 
tion of seconding this motion on suspension day, and the rule prescribes 


that by a count of the House by tellers it be determined whether 


the business proposed shall be proceeded with. I think the argument 
is sound that the House by this rule has provided the only mode of 
voting upon this question of seconding on suspension day. The House 
by rule has excluded the ordinary mode of proceeding adopted in the 
ease of bills. 

Now, suppose the count by tellers, which I take to be exclusive of 
all other means of counting upon this particular question, develops that 
there is noquorum, hat do you do? If members come into the House, 
as many have come in to-day, after the vote by tellers is taken, the 
remedy is to make the count over again. The Speaker may direct a 
second count, and I hope he will do so in this case, and then we can 


dispose of this question very simply and easily. 

Or, if that mode is not AE be, I take it that there may be a call 
of the House. Why not? Why can not weascertain by a direct call of 
the House whether or not a sufficient number of gentlemen are here to 
do business? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentieman permit a suggestion in the 
line of his remarks? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly. ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why not havea call of the House? the gentle- 
man asks. Now, I ask him if any answer to his question is found in 
the provision embodied in the rule affecting the previous question? 
This provides that the previous question, being of the same nature as 
the motion for a suspension of the rules, that is, to expedite the busi- 
ness of the House by bringing it to a direct vote on the question that 
a call of the House under such circumstances would be in the nature of 
a dilatory proceeding, and prevent the very object which the previous 
question and the motion for a suspension of the rules are designed to 
effect, and that is to bring the House to a direct vote without delay. 
A eall of the House is notin order after the previous question is or- 
dered, unless it shall appear upon an actual count by the Speaker that 
a quorum is not present. In that case the count by the Speaker seems 
to be substituted for the call of the House to prevent the dilatory ac- 
tion which would delay, as I bave said, the very object of the previous 
question or the motion for a suspension of the rules, which leads to the 
same result, namely, to bring the House to a vote without delay upon 
the pending question. : 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I hope the gentleman from Maine will not em- 
barrass me by asking me to define dilatory motions. . I take the plain 
language of the rule as I find it, those parts of the rule that refer to 
taking the vote by yeas and nays, that refer to the limitation of mem- 
bership in Committee of the Whole, and which relate to suspension 
day, and have made my argument up to the conclusion and do not 
care to add a single word. All I hope is that the Speaker will, by di- 
recting a recount, by sending the tellers back to the floor and having 
a recount of the votes, allow this subject to be pased over for the pres- 
ent, and that he will look at it himself and see whether my views on 
the subject are worthy of any attention or not. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will indulge me a moment, 
this is a new question and we all want it properly and satisfactorily 
settled at the outset. 
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The Constitution provides that each House shall make its own rules 
of procedure. Whatever might have been the powers and privileges 
and duties of the Speaker under what is known as general parliament- 
ay law, his powers and privileges and duties now are derived from the 
rules adopted by the House. Hecan go nowhere else to get his power. 

Mr. CANNON rose, 

Mr. CRISP. I understand what the gentleman is going to suggest, 
that there is a provision embodied in the rules to the effect that where 
not inconsistent with them Jefferson’s parliamentary practice shall be 
observed, Jadmit that to be true. Unt subject to that limitation 
the Speaker must look to the rules, and to the rules alone, for his 

wer. 

Ponte can not look to a decision by any other presiding officer of any 
other House. That qnestion we all went over the other day before we 
had rules; but now, when we have discharged our constitutional duty 
of adopting rules for the government of the House, the Speaker must 
look to those rules for his power to do anything in the House. He can 
not derive it from precedent or practice in any other House, but the 
measure of his authority is the rules that the House has adopted. 

Now, we have provided that where a vote is taken by the yeas and 
nays the Clerk shall do certain things at the suggestion of a member 
or of the Speaker, He shall enter upon the Journal those who are 
ent and not voting, and the Speaker in determining the result shall 
consider them in deciding the question ofa quorum. That is provided 
by rule. The rules further provide that a call of the House shall not 
be in order after the previous question has been ordered, unless the 
Speaker shall determine by actual count that no qnorum is present. 
That is an express provision of the rule that the House had a right to 
make, and which it has made. 

It provides further that on two Mondays in the month motions for 
suspension of the rules may be entertained. There was no require- 
ment in the Constitution demanding this rule. There is nothing de- 
manding that they shall require a second to this motion. It is a creature 
of the rule, made so by our act, or rather your act. 

Now, turn to that language and see how we are to determine the 
question whether or not a motion is seconded. You are to determine 
it—I will read the language of the rule: 

All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
be seconded by a majority, by tellers if demanded. . 

The question is, what does that mean? It is an arbitrary rule fixed 
by the House. In two other cases the House has determined how a 
quorum shall be ascertained when a quoram does not vote. 

If it was the intention that in the case of suspension of the rules there 
should be joint action on the part of the Speaker and the tellers to de- 
termine whether the motion was seconded or not, why does it not.so 
appear in the rule? If it was meant that it should be a majority of 

votes cast, a quorum being present, why did it not delegate to the 
tellers the whole question of determining the second or not? Do the 
rules provide for a division of the duty, a part of it imposed upon the 
tellers and part upon the Speaker? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that no gentleman who will care- 
fully look at this question can come to any such conclusion as that. 
If this language means, and I understand the Speaker to hold that it 
does—if it means ‘‘seconded by a majority of those voting, a quorum be- 
ing present,” when the rules delegate to tellers the duty of determin- 
ing whether or not a motion is seconded does it carry with it the further 
duty of determining whether or not a quorum is present? The very ob- 
ject, Mr. Speaker, intended to be accomplished by this provision for 
tellers is defeated absolutely by a construction of the rule which takes 
part of the question out of the hands of the tellers and puts it into the 
hands of the Speaker. 

Under the rule adopted by our Speaker the silent members speak to 
make a quorum, but are silent as to the result of the vote. That is 
the effect of it. He takes away from them their right of determining 
whether or not they will express their views by a vote, and he for one 

urpose votes for them without their request and against their consent. 
Vou count them to make a quorum, but you do not count them when 
you come to determine the affirmative and negative vote. 

Take the case suggested by me. One hundred and eight vote in the 
affirmative andthe Speaker counts 225 members present. Can you 
say in any sense that this rule has been complied with, and that a 
majority had determined to second the motion? You can only do that 
by that other rule of construction that a man who sits by and does 
not vote impliedly consents. But, gentlemen, Jet us not have in this 
House any voting by construction. Let every member act according 
to his responsibility to his own conscience and to his constituency; and 
if you count him for one purpose count him for all. The rule that the 
Speaker adopts does not do that. 

In adopting this practice, Mr. Speaker, you do not observe the dis- 
tinction between a vote and a voter. Think of this fora moment and see 
if there is not some embarrassment in counting a member for the pur- 

of making a quorum and in not counting him for the purpose of 
etermining whether a bill has passed. 

We have adopted these rules, or rather the majority has adopted them; 
now let us have a fair and reasonable construction of them. I insist 
that neither the Speaker nor the House has any right by construction 


to add to or supplement the language used and then make a new rule. 
Enforce the rules as they are; if they do not suit you, make such changes 
as you want in a regular and proper way, not by construction. 

. DINGLEY. It seems to me that the principle involved in the 
point of order which has been made has already been twice settled by 
the House. The principle is simply this: Is a quorum to do business 
a majority of the members present or a majority of the members yot- 
ing? The House, first, on an appeal from a decision of the Speaker and, 
secondly, in adopting one of the rules, has decided that a quorum todo 
business is a majority of those present, That being settled, then, all 
that remains is, How shall the majority present be ascertained? We 
have provided by rule that in the case of the yeas and nays, for the 
purpose of showing by the record that a quorum is present, certain mem- 
bers, sufficient to make a quorum, present and not voting, shall be 
counted and placed upon the record. We have not provided how mem- 
bers present and not voting when the yeas and nays are not called 
shall be ascertained, because there is no necessity for it. 

On a division of the House or on a vote by tellers, the principle that 
a majority of the members present, if aquorum, can pass a bill remains 
unchanged, and the common parliamentary law provides the means of 
ascertaining the fact. 

If ona division it appears that a majority of a quorum has not voted, 
the Speaker counts the members for the purpose ofascertaining whether 
a quoram is present or not. In a division by tellers, which is simply 
another method by which the Speaker ascertains the number who have 
voted for and against a proposition, it still remains for the Speaker to 
ascertain whether a quorum is present is case a quorum does not vote. If 
the Speaker can count those not voting in order to determine whethera 
quorum is present in the case of a division, he can do so in the case of 
tellers, because the use of tellers is only another method by which an 
accurate division is ascertained. : 

It seems to me, therefore, that, unless we propose to repudiate the 
principle which has already been twice settled by the House, we must 
concede that in this case the Speaker has the right to count. ontside of 
the tellers for the purpose of ascertaining whether a quorum is present 
to do business, Although there is no specific provision for this under 
the rules, yet there is a provision for the Speaker to count, in order to 
determine whether a quorum is present, in Jefferson’s Manual, which 
we have adopted as a supplement to the rules. Jefferson in his Man- 
ual lays down the principle that when the point is made that no quo- 
rum is present to do business the Speaker may count the members 

resent.in order to ascertain whether or not that quorum is present. 

Inder the principle already established by the House that a quorum 
to do business is a majority of those present, and not merely a majority 
of those voting, i¢ must follow that the Speaker has the right to count 
to determine whether a quorum is present or not. 

The SPEAKER. The provision of the rule—second clause of the 
twenty-eighth rule—is somewhat peculiar. It provides that a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
be seconded by a majority by tellers. 

Perhaps a very proper construction might be that those who passed 
between tlre tellers are alone to be considered in the determination of 
the question of a second, if being immaterial whether or not a quorum 
expressed an-opinion or were present, were it not for the fact that a 
quorum must present at all times in order to transact business. 
‘Therefore, the question before the House is a question very much like 
that which has been passed upon already repeatedly by the House of 
Representatives, 

Under the Constitution of the United States it is necessary that a 
quorum, or a majority of the members, shall be present in order to trans- 
act the publie business. Whether it is necessary for them to act or not 
is the point in dispute. Since that question has come up in the House, 
the matter has been discussed from one end of the country to the other, 
resulting in a display of precedents and in judgments of courts which 
can leave no doubt in the mind of any one who has examined them, 
The courts of very many of the States and the Legislatures of very 
many of the States have taken that course in regard to the matter, su 
far as the principle and practice are concerned, which has been indorsed 
by the House of Representatives. 

We must, therefore, in this House at least, consider the question set- 
tled, that if a majority are present to do business their presence is all 
that is required in order to make a quorum. If they decline to vote, 
their inaction can not be in the pathway of the action of those who do 
their duty. The idea that silence can be stronger than a negative vote 
seems to have been unknown to our ancestors. It seems to be a mod- 
ern parliamentary fiction which has never been able to stand the ex- 
amination of courts where business questions were involved. I have 
yet to see a single decision of a court against the position which has 
been lately taken by the House of Representatives, 

Theonly question, then, remaining is one of detail: By whatmethod 
shall the presence of a quorum be ascertained? I think an examina- 
tion of all the hooks of parliamentary practice will show that it has 
been the custom from time immemorial for the presiding oflicer to de- 
termine, in such manner as he deems accurate and suitable, the pres- 
ence of a quorum, The rules of this House contain nothing derog- 
atory, not to that power, for it is nota power in his hands; it is merely 
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the performance of his duty. He can do it by a count which satisfies 
him, or, if it is seriously questioned, as it has not been in this case, the 
fact can be ascertained by other methods. S 

In truth, in the earlier days in the House of Representatives the de- 
termination of a vote was made even by tellers differently from what 
it is now, there being two tellers to take the affirmative and two other 
tellers to take the negative vote. If it be suggested that evil is likely 
to follow from any misconduct on the part of the person who counts, 
the answer is very simple. It is that whatever officer is intrusted with 
the duty of taking a count, whether of a vote or of the presence of a 
quorum, is liable to the same objection, and that objection, which is 
inherent in all human affairs, is not to prevent action, which always 
proceeds upon the assumption of the right performance by public offi- 
cers of their public duties. 

Moreover, in the House of Representatives a correction of any ma- 
terial mistake is made very ready and very simple, because if any 
number of members, equal to or exceeding one-fifth, have doubt in 
regard to the transaction, they have the right to demand the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the bill or upon questions arising. Under 
those circumstances it seems that there can no evil follow from the 
practice. If members who are present and who are silent desire to 
record themselves against a measure they have full opportunity to do 
so. In this case the Chair had repeatedly counted the House during 
the vote, and after the voting had ceased and before it was announced, 
and therefore. being satisfied that a constitutional quorum was pres- 
ent to do business, the Chair announces that the yeas are 114 and the 
nays 8, and that the motion has been seconded. 

Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
inquire what time is to be allowed for debate. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes on each side, The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] is recognized. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. The committee will desire one- 
half of that time, and I shall divide it among four members of the com- 
mittee besides myself. Other gentlemen may occupy the remainder of 
the time. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that whatever differences of opinion we may 
have upon rules the House of Representatives will give fair hearing 
and consideration to the resolution which is before us. It is presented 
by the Committee upon the World’s Fair after careful deliberation, and 
is in response not only to the petition and demand of the citizens of 
four of the great cities of this country and the District of Columbia, 
but it is in response also to the call of representatives of millions of 
the people of America, which was voiced in the appeals which have 
been made to us to give consideration to this great subject and aid 
them to inaugurate a national and international exhibition in 1892, 

We have not the time to-day to enter into the merits of the question. 
We can only ask the attention of the House to the scope of our resolution, 
and I do not believe that the Fifty-first Congress of the United States 
will deny so many of the people of this country a fair hearing and an 
opportunity to debate and consider the important issues which are in- 
Soiva in this subject. It has been said here to-day, Mr. Speaker and 
gentlemen, that there was some difference of opinion in regard to the 
world’s fair, There can be no difference of opinion that this call comes 
in a most emphatic way, by petitions, through the press, and by the 
leading representatives of the great cities. And, more than that, sir, 
there are Representatives upon this floor who believe that this is one 
of the most important subjects that will come before the House during 
this Congress, 

In every phase of it ib is commended to some of the most thoughtful 
men in the United States and upon the floor of this House. The inter- 
est in it is not confined to any class. The scholar in his study, the 
merchant in his counting-room, and the masses of the people are all in- 
terested in the discussion of this question. For one, I believe there is 
a tide in the affairs of nations as well as in the affairs of individuals, 
and I believe it would be an omission and a mistake not to avail our- 
selves of this opportunity to commemorate the life and services of 
Christopher Columbus, and to call the nations of the world here, that 
they may unite with us in this celebration, that we may know them 
better, and that they may learn more of this people and the great re- 
‘sources and productions of this country; and, sir, I believe that there is 
no section of the country that has not a deep and an abiding interest in 
the suceess of the fair and in the debate which will be held upon the 
floor of this House upon that great subject, 

I regret, sir, that my time isso short. I can only say again that the 
committee ask of you a hearing, and I do not believe that the Repre- 
sentatives of the American people will deny to that people a hearing 
upon this important question. I yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, the last time this question of the 
world’s fair was up in this House we promised that if you would 
give us a special committee we would bring in the proposition here in 
perfect state, so that it could be distinctly understood what kind of a 
measure we desired and so that the House might vote upon it under- 
standingly. We have discussed the question in the committee for 
nearly a month and have made our report; it has been framed in all 
fairness to each of the cities contending for the location of the fair. 


We ask in this resolution that Thursday and Friday of this week be 
set aside for the discussion of this question, and that next Monday the 
House vote upon the question where the fair shall be located. I con- 
sider this bill of great importance to the people of the United States, 
and Congress can well afford to set aside two days forits discussion, so 
that this fair may be held in 1892, and that the capital and labor of 
the country may obtain the benefits which are to arise from it in en- 
livening the business of the country and promoting its prosperity. I 
think the House will assent to the proposition we have submitted. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the resolution pending proposes that at 
last we shall have action by the House upon this question. We have 
had pending before the House and Senate for two months a number of 
bills contemplating the world’s fair. Four great cities have been 
waiting the action of the Congress of the United States. More than 
that, the people of the country have taken a deep and vital interest in 
this great question, which concerns the prosperity and the glory of the 
nation. The exhibitors who propose to take part in the great fair are 
Wailing in uncertainty as to when they shall set their men to work. 
The industrial establishments of Europe are waiting for the cable to 
give them word when they shall begin the preparation of articles, not 
for the market, but for that great competition which this nation will 
offer them in a fair to which we will weleome all nations of the 
earth. 

It is time the disheartening delay was at an end. Weare all Amer- 
icans, whether we are from New York, Chicago, St. Louis, or Wash- 
ington; and we want the fair to be worthy of our country. [Applause. 
Time is precious. Shall we allow it to pass, week after week an 
month after month, while the men of work and skill all round the 
world, who wish to show the best products of modern civilization in 
competitive exhibition, are gradually chilled and disheartened with this 
long delay? ‘The country is weary of it. 

I speak now specially for the Northwest. Every day the people send 
new echoes and forms of their voice, by letter, by the press, by reso- 
lutions, to their representatives, urging action by this House. Nota 
meeting of the special committee has been held when I have not re- 
membered my duty in this regard. Two committees of this House 
in succession, first the Foreign Affairs and then the select committee, 
bave patiently and 8 investigated this question, and both 
come finally to the same conclusion: that nothing can be done until 
the House shall select a site for the fair. This resolution provides for 
that. It should be done, done speedily, done with a thorough knowl- 
edge of all the conditions. 

Our tables have been loaded with reports, with documents, argu- 
menis, pamphlets, with every kind of evidence of the sentiments of the 
people, of the wishes of the different cities, of every fact urged in their 
claims as competitors for the seat of the fair. You can scarce add one 
jot or tittle to the information that has been poured into this House and 
the Senate for weeks and weeks. Two days’ debate is enough, and will 
enable any man, if there be such, who has paid no attention heretofore 
to the thousand voices coming from all around the horizon, to know 
what is his duty and what is the wish of his constituents. 

Thope the House will determine now, and that next Monday we shall 
vote at last, and we shall then be able to telegraph to all the great indus- 
trial establishmentsof Europe and America, ‘‘Go to work, do your best, 
bring yonr finest fruits of labor and of skill.” And when all is gath- 
ered in that world’s fair, whether it shall be in New York or in Wash- 
ington or in the great commercial metropolis of the Northwest, we will 
show the rich evidence of four hundred years of progress since the world- 
seeking Genoese came hunting that America where our Republic bas 
taken its place among the first nations of the world. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield four minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it necessary that we 
should consume the time of the House now in making speeches which 
we shall be expected to make the latter part of this week. A great ma- 
jority of the House, I know, is in favor of this resolution. I want a 
vote upon it. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, this is a national 
question, in which are interested not only the thirteen original States, 
but the new States as well. I now offer the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. wiraos] an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. West Virginia says ditto“ to 
Missouri. [Laughter and applause. ] 

(Cries of Vote!“ Vote! ] 

The SPEAKER. If no further debate is desired, the Chair will put 
the question. The question is upon suspending the rules and adopting 
the resolution. 

The question being taken, there were —ayes 148, noes 27. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS, Let us have the yeas and nays; 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 36 voting in favor thereof—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. FRANK. I ask that the resolution be read again. 

The resolution was again read, 
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The question 
voting 62; as follows: 
YEAS—210, 

Ada Darlin Smith, W. Va. 
Allen, Mich. Davidson, Mason, Smyser, 
Anderson, Kans. De Lano, McAdoo, Snider, 
Anderson, Miss. Dingley, McClellan, Spinola, 
Andrew, ery, cComas, Spooner,. 
Arnold, Dolliver, McCord, Springer, 
Atkinson, Dorsey, McCreary, Stephenson, 
Baker, Dunnell, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 
Banks, Evans, Milliken, Stivers, 
Bartine, Ewart, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Barwig, Farquhar, Moore, N. H. Stone, Mo. 
Bayne, Finley, Moore, Tex, Struble, 
Belden, lick, Morey, Stump, 
Belknap, Flower, Mo Sweney, 
Bergen, Fowler, Morrill, Taylor, M. 
Blanchard, Frank, Morrow, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bliss, Funston, orse, Taylor, E. B. 
‘Boatner, 5 Mutchler, Taylor, J, D. 
Boothman, Geissenhainer, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Bowden, t, orton, Tillman, 
Brewer, Gibson, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Brickner, Gifford, OF Townsend, 
Brookshire, Greenhalge, O'Neall, Ind. me 
Browne, Va. Grout, Osborne, Tucker, 
Browne, T. M. rough, Outhwaite, Turner, Kans, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hate Owen, Ind. Turner, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Haugen, Owens, Ohio, Vandever, 

ock, Hayes, Parrett, Venable, 
Burrows, Haynes, Payne, Wade. 
Burton, Hemphill, Paynter, Walker, Mass. 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Payson, Walker, Mo. 
Bynum Henderson, Iowa. Pendleton, Wallace, Mass, 
Caldwell, Hermann, erkins, Wallace, N. Y. 
Campbell, Hiil, Pickler, Watson, 
Candier, Mass. Hit Post, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cannon, Hooker, Price, Whiting, 

T, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wickham, 
Caswell, Kelley, Quinn. Wike, 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Randall, Mass, Wiley, 
Chipman, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wilkinson, 
Ch i Kerr, Pa, Reed; Iowa Willcox, 
Clunie, Ketcham, fe, Williams, III. 
Coleman, Kinsey, Rowell, Williams, Ohio. 
Compton, Lacey, Rusk, Wilson, Ky. 

mstock, Laidlaw, 1 Wilson, Mo. 
Conger, Lansing, Sanford, Wilson, Wash, 
Covert, Lawler, Sawyer, Wilson, W. Va, 

g, Laws, Scranton, ise, 
Culbertson, Pa, Lehlbach, Scull, Wright, 
Cummings, Lewis, Seney, Yardley, 
Cutcheon, Lind, Sherman, Yoder, 
i, Lodge, Shively, 
Dargan, Magner, Simonds, 
NAYS—i6, 
Abbott, Fi Lane, Richardson, 
Bankh Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Rogers, 
Barnes, De Haven, Martin, Ind. Rowland, 
Bland, Dibbie, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Blount, Edmunds, McClammy, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, McMillin, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Mills, Stockdale, 
Bann, Grimes, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Carlton, Hare, Oates, Tarsney, 
Caruth, Heard, Peel, Turner, Ga. 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Penington, Turpin, 
Cobb, Herbert, Peters, Washington, 
Cowles, Kilgore, ` Pierce, Wheeler, Ala, 
NOT VOTING—62. 

Alderson, Clark, Wis. Harmer, Perry, 
Allen, Miss. Cogswell, Holman, Phelan, 
Beckwith, Connell, Houk, Quackenbnsh, 
Biggs, Cooper, Ind. Knapp, Raines, 
Bingham, Cooper, Ohio, La Follette, Randall, Pa. 
Boutelle, Cothran, Lee, Reilly, 
Brosius, Crain, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Brower, Dunphy, Lester, Va. Rockwell, 
Brown, J. B. Enloe, ish, Smith, III. 
Brunner, Fitch, n Stahinecker, 
Candler, Ga, Fithian, McCormick, Thompson, 
Carlisle, Flood, McKinley. Van Schaick, 
Catchings, Forman, files, Whitthorne, 

te, Forney, Nute, Wilber. 
Cheatham, Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass. 
Clarke, Ala. Hall, O'Neill, Pa. 


So the motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. STAHLNECKER, Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. Crary, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I was in my seat during the 
first roll-call and failed to hear my name on the second call. If en- 
titled to vote, I should be glad to exercise that privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule the gentle- 
man is not entitled to have his vote recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER.. But under the ruling heretofore made by Mr. 
CARLISLE—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will not raise that 
question now or that it will not be insisted upon, as he would like to 
examine it.more carefully. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If permitted to vote, I should have voted 
‘tay? on this proposition. 
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was taken; and there were —yeas 210, nays 56, not Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name 


called on the second roll-call. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the gentleman does not come 
within the rale which permits his vote to be recorded. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask that my vote be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question for unanimous 
consent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has no right to 
vote under the rule. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to 
vote. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORMAN, Mr. FirHran, and others addressed the Chair. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair can not entertain any requests of gen- 
tlemen to record their votes after the roll-call is completed. 

The Clerk will announce the pairs. 

The following were announced as being paired until further notice: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania.. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr, FORNEY. 

Mr. CoGswWEL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. NrEDRINGHAUS with Mr. PHELAN, for Monday and Tuesday. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. Lester, of Georgia. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr, LEE, for this day. 

Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. DAVIDSON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, until farther notice, 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. ALDERSON, for this day. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. HOLMAN, for this day. s 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, for this day. 

Mr. NuTE with Mr. TURNER, of New York, for this day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. BRUNNER, for this day. 

Mr. Craty with Mr. STAHLNECKER, on the world’s fair question. 
Mr. CRAIN would vote for Chicago and Mr. STAHLNECKER for New 
York. 

Mr. FLooD with Mr. ENLOE, on this vote. Mr. FLOOD would vote 
„ay“ and Mr. ENLOE ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I was under the impression that another 
pair existed, and I did not vote when my name was called. I desire to 
vote ay“ on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote can not be received under 
the rules. 

Mr. HOUK. 
corded. 

Mr. BUNN. I object. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER. ‘Two-thirds having voted for the resolution, the 


same is adopted. 
It does not require two-thirds, Mr. Speaker. 


Then I ask ananimous consent that my vote be re- 


Mr. HATCH. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does. 

Mr, HATCH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. Task if this question has received a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER. It has received two-thirds. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to 
the language of our rule: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day's notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended except 
by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, except to fix a day for the con- 
sideration of a bill or resolution already favorably reported by a committee on 
motion directed to be made by such committee, which shall require only a ma- 
jority vote of the House, etc. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri will see at once that 
the question whether the proposition of the committee is within that 
part of the rule will depend upon the word vote; and inasmuch as 
it has received a two-thirds vote, no question can be raised. When 
question does arise, the Chair will considerit in due order and decide 
it as far as he is concerned. 

RELIEF OF INDIANS OF DEVIL’S LAKE AGENCY. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent to call up at this time for 
consideration s bill from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and move 
to suspend the rule and pass the same. I think when a statement is 
made that there will be no objection whatever to it. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the regular order. = 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. The House will be in 
order, and the Clerk will report the bill presented by the gentleman 
from Kansas, for which he asks suspension of the rules and passage. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 
À bill (H. R.7159) for the relief oſ the 3 Indians at Devil's Lake agency, North 

ota. 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and here 
and authorized to purchase, under contract or in o 
for the relief of the Sioux Indians located at vil's Lake agency, North 


Dakota, seeds for planting pu sul 
articles of a beneficial character to relieve their immediate pressi.: 
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necessities; and the ge on ie Suze get dg ty meaner go eat neno 
hereby aj priated, out ofany money Treasu fey Acct appro; 
8 above named, to be immediately avaliable. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
a question as to the necessity for this, 

r. PERKINS. I was about to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas whether 
this is done by order of the committee. 

Mr, PERKINS, No, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. PERKINS. But I hadalready begun to make a statement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to make this inquiry of the gentleman 
from Kansas. Did not the gentleman ask unanimous consent for its 
consideration ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I asked unanimous consent when I brought it up, 
but now I ask it under the rule for suspension at the request of an in- 
dividual member. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. My understanding was that the gentleman from 
Kansas asked unanimous consent for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to sus- 

the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimons consent to suspend the rules. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman said he asked unanimous consent 
to call up for consideration, did he not? Am I correct? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to call it up 
under suspension of the rules. The call of committees having been 
completed, aud this being suspension day the Chair so understood him 
and did not observe closely the phraseology. 

Mr. MCMILLIN- I want to know under what rule we are pro- 


ceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman asked 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do; and I desire to make a very brief statement 
in explanation of the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does that by consent of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iunderstand; that was a part of the request I made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No second has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has announced that this proceeding is 
by consent of the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I object to the consideration. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will permit my 

è to make astatement, and I think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that it is a ques- 
tion of consideration; the matter now before the House is a motion to 
suspend the rules and pass a bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But no step can be taken, Mr. Speaker, until the 
demand has been seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Upon that the gentleman from Kansas asks per- 
mission to make a statement. The Chair referred the request of the 
gentleman to the House; thereupon no one made objection, and the 

tleman started to make his explanation. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. If the demand be seconded that gives forty min- 
utes for discussion; and I think that is the proper way. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a second. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask consent to make a statement. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I think we had better have the regular order. 
Under the rules I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a second, and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee and the gentleman from Kansas will take their 


as tellers. 
The tellers took their places. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 165, noes 3. 
So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 5 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following title; in which concurrence was 
mested: , 3 
bill (S. 16) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to locate Indians 
in Florida upon lands in severalty; 
A bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn. ; 
A bill A 150) for the relief of William Clift; 
A bill (S. 326) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
officers of the United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 


A bill (S, 235) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of William 
E, Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United States of 
his invention relating to projectiles, for which letters patent were or- 
dered to issue to him March 25, 1852; 

A bill (8, 242) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow 
and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased; 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evangelical 
Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 235) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 


Robert J. Baugness, deceased; 


A bill (S. 245) for the relief of Henry G. Healy; 

A bill (8. 255) granting a pension to George Fitzclarence; 

A bill (S. 758) granting a pension to M. Cornelia Brown; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes; 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Thomas Dennis; 

A bill 818) granting a pension to Catherine Morris; 

A hill (S. 928) for the relief of the legal representatives of Chauncey 
M. Lockwood; 

A pill (S. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
William H. Fenton; 

A bill (S. 1071) for the erection of a statue and monument to James 
Madison; 

A bill (S. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins MeBlair; 

A bill (S. 1296) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the 
British bark Chance; 

A bill (S. 1439) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet; Z 

A bill (S. 1752) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the regu- 
lation of steam-vessels,’’ approved August 7, 1882; and 

A bill (S. 2079) for the relief of George W. Madden. 

It also announced the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 1181) to require the Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus to ascertain the number of people who own farms and homes, and 
the amount of mortgage indebtedness, asked a conference thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. Davis, and Mr. BERRY as conferees on 
its part. 

RELIEF OF INDIANS OF DEVIL'S LAKE AGENCY. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now open for debate. [Cries of 
ae Vote ! ) 46 Vote t n 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I can explain this bill in a moment, 
It was prepared in the Indian Office; it is recommended by the Interior 
Department; it is for the immediate relief of some Indians at Devil's 
Lake agency in Dakota that are reported to be in a starving condition. 
An agent was sent up there by the Interior Department and he has 
made an elaborate report on the subject, which I will not ask to have 
read at this time. [Renewed cries of Vote! *Vote!”] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee desires to be heard, 
and it is his right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman from be- 
cause it is important to know before this money is paid out of the Treas- 
ury, whether there is a fund belonging to these Indians from which 
this money will be repaid. 

: Mr. PERKINS. There is not. This resolution does not provide for 
that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then the same principle that requires me to vote 
against the Blair education bill and against other similar measures 
will require me to antagonize this bill. No one can have more sym- 
pathy than I have with those people, but it is not the office of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to take care of every person who may be in a 
suffering or starving condition. I wished to say as much, and wished 
the opportunity to say as mach. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
whether these very Indians were not appropriated for by the Indian 
appropriation bill which was passed here at the last session? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir. In farther answer to the gentleman I will 
say that there was an appropriation of $6,000 made tor the benefit of 
these Indians, but in consequence of the fuilure of their crops last year 
that money is all exhausted already, and they are now without any 
means of support. They have noannuities and no means of subsistence, 
except that which they derive from their rather primitive farms, and 
this measure is absolutely necessary in order to save them from starva- 
tion. E 

Mr. KILGORE. Isuppose that the appropriation that was made 
for them has beenstolen by the parties who hang around thoseagencies 
for that purpose. [ Laughter. ] 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. PERKINS; and it was 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the rules were suspended, and the bill was 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reeonsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON and Mr. LANHAM rose. 

Mr, CANNON, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LANHAM was recognized. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to suspend the rules and put 
upon its passage the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. < 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making u 
privileged motion, namely, that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair saw the gentleman from IIlinois rise, 
but did not hear what he said. If the gentleman rose for the purpose 
of making that motion, the Chair thinks the motion must be put. 

Mr. LANHAM. I take it that the gentleman from Illinois can not 
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take me from the floor forcibly, I have been recognized very kindly 
by the Speaker, and I have been waiting patiently and am still wait- 
r for the consideration of this bill. [Laughter. | 

e SPEAKER. The motion of the gentlemen from [Mr. 
CANNON] must be put. The question is upon the motion that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr, LANHAM. I do hope that will be voted down. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and it was re- 
jected—ayes 25, noes 99. 

SALE OF THE SITE OF FORT BLISS. 

Mr. LANHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a very important bill, and I think it ought 
to be read. [Laughter. ] 

The bill (H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, 
‘Texas, the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, and for a new 
site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon,” was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to sell the 
military reservation known ‘hs Fort Bliss, near the city of El Paso, in the State 
of Texas, and such of the buildings and improvements thereon as can not be eco- 
nomically removed to the new site herein provided for. In disposing of said 
property the Secretary of War shall cause the ouan to be plaited in blocks, 
strects, andalloys, if, in his jud ent, it would inure te the benefit of the Govern- 
ment in making sale of said site, having due reference to the requirements of 
the houses and buildings located on said ones in such cases as they may be 
sold with the ground, The Secretary of War shall also cause the lots, lands, 
and buildings to be cay aie and sold at public or private sale, at not less than 
the appraised value, having first been offered at public sale. The expense of 
advert’ „ A wement, survey, aud sale shall be paid out of the proceeds of 
said sale, and the balance paid into the Treasury of the United States, 

Seo, 2, That the Secretary of War is authorized to select and acquire title to 
suilable grounds of not less than 1,000 acres in extent, to be situate within a 
distance of 10 miles of the limits of said city of, El Paso, in the State of Texas, 
and construct thereon the necessary buildings, with appurtenances, sufficient 
fora military post to be known as Fort Bliss, in accordance with estimates to 
be prepared by the War Department; and a sufficient sum of money, not ex- 
ceeding $150,000, is hereby appro! ted, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherw: appro ated, to enable the Secretary of War to comply with the 
provisions of this act: Provided, That the title to the lands authorized to be 
acquired under the second section of this act shall be approved by the Attorney- 
General and that said title shall be obtained without expense to the Govern- 
2 3. That section 1 of this act shall be of effect when the acquirement of a 
new site provided for in section 2 shall have been effected. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand a second. 

Mr. LANHAM, I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. - 

Mr. CANNON, I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Asecondisdemanded. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CanNon] will 
act as tellers, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 163, noes 5. 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered, and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM] has the floor. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, the amendments reported by the 
committee in sections 2 and 3 of the bill are made at the suggestion of 
the Secretary of War and the General of the Army, and are designed 
to meet the proposition of substantial citizens of the city near where 
Fort Bliss is to donate a sufficient amount of land for the accommoda- 
tion of the new post, The bill originally provided far the purchase of 
a certain quantity of land and limited the cost. That provision has 
been stricken out and the amount fixed at 1,000 acres. 

This is an exceedingly important military post, perhaps the most im- 

rtant on the Mexican frontier. It is now wholly inadequate to the 
SAE of the service, and from the fact thatit is within the corporate 
limits of the city of El Paso, and that there is only avery small quantity 
of the ground that is level, only about 30 acres, the post can not be en- 
larged by an extension in any direction, The importance of this post 
is recognized by the Secretary of War and by the General of the Army, 
and that it will be permanent I take it there is no question. 

Itis believed that the site of the old post can be sold for a considerable 
sum of money, possibly for nearly enough to establish the new one. 
The appropriation contemplated in the bill is only $150,000, but I do 
not believe that anything like that amount will be required after the 
sale of the old post and the buildings thereon. This measure has re- 
ceived full and careful consideration in the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and that it ought to be passed I think there is no question. One of 
the railroads, the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé road, runs immedi- 
ately through the parade ground, so as to make it even dangerous to 
the troops there. 

The other railroad, the Southern Pacific, is just on the edge of the 
parade ground. There is a full and elaborate report presented upon 
the question, and if gentlemen take the time to examine it I think 
there will be no opposition to this measure. A gentleman has asked 
me how far the new post is to be located from the present one, It is 
within 10 miles of the city of El Paso. The land is to bo donated by 
the citizens, the bill y providing that the title to the land shall 
be obtained without expense to the Government. 

Mr. CANNON, How many acres are embraced in the present post? 

Mr. LANHAM. One hundred and thirty-two acres, about 30 of 
which are used for military purposes. 


Mr. CANNON. And those 132 acres are within the corporate limit 
of El Paso? : 

Mr. LANHAM, Within a mile of the business portion of the to 
Possibly the land may not all be within the corporate limits of the city, 
but it approaches it immediately. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a city of 12,000 people, I believe? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir; eleven thousand and some hundred by the 
last estimate. 

Mr. CANNON. It is growing very rapidly? 

Mr. LANHAM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And property is valuable there? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, it has been so regarded. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there is in this 
1 wed provision for an appraisement of this property which is to be 
platted ? 

Mr, LANHAM. Certainly. If the gentleman will examine the 
first section of the bil! 

Mr. CANNON. That is just what I wanted to do, but I have had 
no chance to do so under this motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. LANHAM: I read from the first section of the bill: 

In disposing ofsaid property the Secretary of War shall cause the unds to 
be platted in blocks, streets, and alleys, if, in 1 it would inure to 
the benefit of the Government in making sale of said site, having due reference 
to the requirements of the houses and buildings located on said unds,in such 
cases as they may be soid with the ground, The Secretary of War shall also 
cause the lots, lands, and buildings to be appraised and sold at public or private 
sale, at not less than the appraised value, having first been offered at publicsale, 


The expense of advertising, appraisement, survey, and saleshall be paid out of 
oo: 9 of said sale and the balance paid into the Treasury of the United 


I can make only an approximate estimate as to what this property 
will sell for. I have been told, however, that it will bring a very con- 
siderable sum. 

Mr. CANNON. About what amount? 

Mr. LANHAM. I have been told that it would sell for $1,000 an 
acre, including the buildings upon it. Ido not know whether that is 
correct. 

Mr. CANNON, Then the proceeds would be $132,000 ? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I would consider that very cheap for property of 
that kind. 

Mr. LANHAM, That is the value as stated to me by Major Mills, 
of the Tenth Cayalry, who, I think, is well informed on the subject. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the bill provide that this new site which the 
gentleman ks of shall be donated ? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. If the gentleman will examine the bill 
he will see it provides that the title shall be obtained without expense 
to the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, the title of the new site? 

Mr. LANHAM. The new site. 

Mr. CANNON. Of how many acres? 

Mr. LANHAM. Not less than a thousand acres. The Secretary of 
War and the General of the Army suggested that there ought to be this 
extent of land. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Will the title to the new site be vested in the Goy 
ernment before it parts with its title to the old fort? ‘ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes. 

Mr. LANHAM. The third section of this bill provides— 


That section 1 of this act shall be of effect when the acquirement of a new site 
provided for in section 2 shall have been effected. 


The word “‘acquirement’’ is here substituted for the word ** pur- 
chase,’’ which was originally used. The bill in the first instance con- 
templated the purchase of these lands; but upon the suggestion of the 
Wär Department and the proposition of the people at El Paso to donate 
this land these changes have been made. 

Mr. CANNON. And the bill does accomplish that object; the Goy- 
ernment is to acquire title to a thonsand acres of land before it parts 
with the present site? 

Mr, LANHAM. That is provided for, as the gentleman will see if 
he reads the bill 

Mr, CANNON. I have not seen the bill. The gentleman, as I un- 
derstand, is satisfied that is the effect. 

Mr. LANHAM, Yes, sir. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote! ““ 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen will reach a vote sooner if they willallow 
me to occupy such portion of my twenty minutes as I desire to occupy. 
This bill appropriates, as I understand, $150,000—— 

Mr. LANHAM. Or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. CANNON. To construct buildings upon the new site. 

Mr. LANHAM. That is correct. a 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I wish to say, as gentlemen here seem ing 
hurry to get at a vote, that I know nothing about the merits of this 
proposition except as I have gathered the facts in the last five minutes 
from the statement of my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]; and yet 
I believe I knew as much about it as four-fifths of the members of this 
House did before the last five minutes. Laughter, ] 

Mr. LANHAM. The bill was reported some time ago, and the report 
has been on file in the document-room. 
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Mr. CANNON. Certainly; and there are thousands of reports of 
which members have no knowledge. 

My apparent objection to this bill has not been upon the merits of 
the measure, because I did not know anything about its merits; but 
my purpose has been to emphasize an is scm to legislation on sus- 
pension day (when gentlemen all over the House are anxious to get 
through their measures) as not being a very good way to legislate; and 
I thought I would, as well as I could under these rules, which bring 
us to an immediate vote, call a halt’’ in order to inquire at least 
touching the propriety of this legislation. Having performed this duty 
to the best of my ability, I am now, so faras I am concerned, ready 
for a vote. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield now for a few moments to the chairman of 
the committee, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcuzon ]. 

Mr. CUTC N. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to gentlemen on 
both sides of the House that this is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and has a very cordial indorsement and 
94 55 from the General of the Army, as well as from the Secretary 
of War. = 

El Paso, where this post is now located and where property is to be 
acquired for the new one, is practically the gate-way to the Republic 
of Mexico and the most important frontier post on that whole line, It 
is the purpose of the Department to construct here a post which shall 
be adaptable to regimental p 

In case we should eyer have occasion to make preparations for the 
protection of the frontier, this is the post where the point would be lo- 
eated for the concentration of troops, because it is the great railroad 
center of the Mexican frontier. Here are centered five trunk-lines of 
railroad, and here, of course, our supplies and garrisons would have to 
be concentrated. The War Department deem this measure worthy of 
immediate consideration, and have recommended it cordially. The 
Committee on Military Affairs have considered it. We regard it asa 
good measure and an important measure, and report it to the House 
favorably. 

I hope it will pass. d 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I now ask the adoption of the motion, 
with the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Have the amendments been incorporated in the 
bill? 

Mr. LANHAM. They were read asa part of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the suspension of the rule 
and the passage of the bill as read. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the at- 
tention of my colleague to this feature a moment. I want to ask 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a Texas bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, well, a Texas bill is as liable to be wrong as 
an Illinois bill, Do I understand that this act proposes to acquire 1, 100 
acres of land? 

Mr. LANHAM. If my colleague understands that to be the propo- 
sition, he understands what is not in the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, how much does it propose? 

Mr. LANHAM. One thousand acres, 

Mr. KILGORE. And the pay, how much? 

Mr, LANHAM. There is a proposition on the part of prominent citi- 
zens of El Paso to donate the land. 

Mr. KILGORE. Without cost to the Government? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. And there is no real-estate speculation in it? 

Mr. LANHAM. No. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let it go on, then. aE 

The question being taken, the rules were suspended, and the bill was 
passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

ADDITIONAL MEDICAL EXAMINERS, PENSION BUREAU, 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. —) authorizing the E ot thirty medical ex- 
aminers for the Bureau of Pensions, ing their salaries, and appropriating 
the money to pay the sameto June 30, 1890. 
Bo itresolved, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 

appoint thirty medical examiners for the Bureau of Pensions in addition to the 

number now authorized by law, such appointees to be men skilled in the pro- 
fession of medicine and surgery. 

The examination for the appointment of these medical examiners shall be in 
the discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 

The salaries of these appointees shall be at the rate of $1,800 per annum; and 

a sum sufficient to 8 salaries to June 30, 1890, is hereby appropriated out 

of any money in the asury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
uiry. 
* The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the House should adjourn 
now, this would be the pending proposition on the next suspension day. 
The SPEAKER. That has been the practice. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand a second. 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


[Cries of Oh, no!” on the Republican side.] 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 62, noes 
86; so the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand asecond. j 

Mr. BANKS. Iask that the second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why may not a second be regarded as ordered? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave demanded a second. 

Mr. PAyson and Mr. RICHARDSON were appointed tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, noes 5; 
so a second was ordered. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I have a few words to say on this ques- 
tion. The Pension Bureau reports that there are over nine thousand— 
nine thousand and some hundred—cases ready for action, and-there are 
no medical examiners that can be assigned to the consideration of those 
eases, and they ask the appointment of thirty medical examiners to at- 
tend to these cases. That is all there is to this bill. Nearly every 
member of the House must be interested in some of these cases. 

The Secretary of the Interior recommended it in a letter which was 
read on yesterday, I think it was, which was very brief and very in- 
structive on this point, and I ask that it be again read, it being the best 
statement of the facts in the case, and from official sources. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
: February 3, 1890. 


Sr: In ropiz to your favor of the 3lst ultimo, I beg to inform you that the 
joint resolution referred to therein is intended to authorize the appointment of 
only the thirty medical examiners mentioned. The twenty-nine physicians 
referred to as performing duty in the medical division of the Pension Bureau 
are borne upon the clerical roll of that bureau, and are merely detailed to duty 
in the medical division. 

It is proper to m that the eighty clerks mentioned as having been added to 
the adjudicating divisions of the bureau are at present employés of the De- 
8 and were taken from the board of re- review, which was recently abol- 

ished, and from the special-examination division, for the purpose of increasin 
the work of adjudicating claims. fore this change was made, the medi 
division was greatly behind with its work, and I find that on this date there aro 
9,117 claims in the medical division for action, 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary of the Interior. 


Hon. N. P. BANKS, 
Chairman of the Commiites on Expenditures, 
House of Representatives, 


Mr.BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I will not trespass upon the House with 
any further remarks now unless it shall become necessary. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Can you inform the House how many medi- 
cal examiners have been dismissed during the term of the present Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. BANKS. I can not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Have there not been a number dismissed on 
the plea that they were not needed any longer? 

Mr. BANKS. I know of no dismissals whatever. 
that there have not been dismissals. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me still another 
inquiry? Iask him whether these thirty can not be appointed under 
the civil-service law as those already in office? 

A MEMBER. They will be. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, This calls for an examination. 

Mr. PAYSON. The number is fixed by existing statute. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But these thirty are to be appointed outside 
of the civil-service law; and it seems to me that it is a means of get- 
ting thirty Republicans into office without having to pass a civil-sery- 
ice examination. 

Mr. BANKS. I will reserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that I have talked about this matter 
with the Commissioner of Pensions. He is satisfied that the appropria- 
tion for these thirty medical examiners will help him very largely to 
expedite the business in his office. There is in the organization of that 
great office (consisting of nearly 1,500 employés) a medical division, 
and there is where he needs strengthening. It needs strengthening 
by the addition of competent, practical physicians. He says that he 
can get them for $1,800 a year, and he can not get them for less; and 
in taiking about the matter he thinks this is the proper shape to make 
the appropriation and for the selection of the necessary skilled men. 

These physicians are to pass upon the medical evidence in the re- 
spective cases and to properly rate the claimants. The machinery 
of the Civil Service . n is not adapted to the selection of the 
best men for this work. If a written or oral examination of one hun- 
dred or one thousand applicants is to be made, the medical student 
who basques completed his course and graduated from a medical col- 
lege would, in nine cases out of ten, answer more questions correctly 
than the physician who has had years of practical experience, that 
knowledge and judgment that can not be obtained from the books. 

The student would not do the Government good service in these posi- 
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tions, while the man of practice and experience would do good service. 
In providing for the appointment of these medical examiners other than 
through the Civil Service Commission we only follow a ciple of se- 
lection that is recognized by the civil-service act and ations in other 
branches of the public service. For example, from the Geological Bu- 
reau the appointment of employés generally is made through the Civil 
Service Commission, yet the skilled geologist, the botanist, and various 
other specialists are expressly excepted in the regulations from appoint- 
ment through the Civil Service Commission, and so it is all through the 
different branches of the public service where special skill and practical 
technical knowledge are requi 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask if this class of persons are not appointed 
under civil-service law if this does not make an exception? 

Mr. CANNON. The bill provides that they shall be appointed by 
the Seeretary of the Interior on examination, ete. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. As I understand the reading of the resolution, 
it provides for an examination to be made in the discretion and under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and not under the Civil 
Service Commission. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The civil service is a humbug. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. i 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Do I understand that the passage of this bill will 
facilitate the adjudication of the claims in the other divisions as well 
us in the medical division? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

dej CUMMINGS. Thenitgetsmy vote. [Applause on Republican 
side. 

Mr. MAISH. Icall for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the other day when this meas- 
ure was proposed for passage, I opposed taking it up and prevented 
action on it. I have antagonized it to-day and have prevented its 
consideration until this late hour. I am opposed to its passage for 
reasons which I will briefly state. The resolution provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall appoint thirty medical examiners for 
the Bureau of Pensions, in addition to the number now authorized 
by law, such appointees to be men skilled in the profession. It orders 
that the examination for the appointment of these medical examiners 
shall be in the discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and it carries an appropriation for the salaries of these 
appointees, at the rateof $1,800 perannum. Thereare already eighteen 
such medical examiners, two physicians engaged as reviewers, and still 
two others, who are called qualified surgeons, making in all twenty- 
two medical men engaged as examiners. 

This measure, if it passes, will increase the medical force by thirty. 
Iam opposed to the measure because I do not believe this large in- 
crease is demanded at this time by the best interests of the service. I 
fail to find in any communication from the Department of the Interior 
reasons to satisfy my mind thatsuch an inerease should be made, The 
pension appropriations have greatly increased with the present force 
at work in that bureau in the past few years, and continues to so in- 
crease. 

Only ten years ago the whole amount appropriated for pensions was 
about $26,000,000 a year, while this year the amount for this purpose 
will exceed over $100,000,000. In this short period the increase has 
been nearly fourfold. Withthe twenty-two medical examiners, itseems 
to me, we are doing enough of this work, but this proposition means to 
more than double the number of such officers. If, with twenty-two 
medical examiners, it requires $100,000,000 to cover the appropriations 
for their labor, what sum will it take to provide for the labors of fifty- 
two examiners ? 

In addition to this, Mr. Speaker, these thirty medical examiners are 
to be paid each a salary of $1,800 a year, which will make a grand total 
of $54,000 for salaries, to be added to the already large salary-list in the 
Pension Office. All of this for the purpose of granting additional pen- 
sions. It seems there is to be no stopping-placein this work. Let me 
ask, in view of the hard times on the country, the scarcity of money, 
the low prices of land and the farming products of our people, if we 
can not stay, for a time at least, this increased expenditure, 

The pension-list grows larger and larger each recurring year as we 
get further away from the war. I want to show something of this 
marvelous increase, for I am sure Congress does not fully realize its 
magnitude. In 1884, the number of claims for pensions which were 
allowed was 34,192; in 1885, the number was 35,767; in 1896, the num- 
ber was 40,857; in 1887, the number was 55,194; in 1888, the number 
was 60,252; in 1889, the number was about the same. Thus it appears 
that from 34,192 in 1884 the number increased in 1889 to about 60,252, 
the inerease being nearly twofold. 

Again, let mecall your attention to the fact that the pension-roll was 
increased in 1883 by 17,961 names; in 1884 by 19,098 names; in 1885 by 
22,369 names; in 1886 by 20,658 names; in 1887 by 40,224 names; in 
1888 about 45;000 names; in 1889 by 51,921 names. And, again, I 
will show you the still more marvelous increase in the amount of money 
appropriated each year for pensions, In 1884 there was appropriated 


$57,273,536.73; in 1885, $65,693,706.72; in 1886, $64,584,270.45; in 

1887, $74,815,486.85; in 1888, $79,646,146.37, and in 1889, $89,131,- 

968.44, and for the present year the estimate is over $100,000, 000. 
Thus it appears that in less than six years there is shown the enor- 


mous increase from $57,000, 000 in round numbers to over $100,000,000. ~ 


Now, sir, with this record before us, with its alarming figures, the ac- 
curacy of which can not be successfully controverted, why is it neces- 
sary to create thirty more new offices and fill them with active, ener- 
getic, able-bodied men, with such large salaries, to grind out from the 
Treasury still more money which has been wrung from the people by 
a vicious system of taxation? In Heaven’s name and in the name of 
the toiling men and women of this land, who pay the taxes and who 
are barely able to meet the ordinary expenses of life, where is this to 
stop? 

I do not believe the brave and patriotic soldiers of the Union in the 
late war demand any further increase. There may be persons asking 
forit; I donot controvertit; but, sir, in my judgment, they are not the 
soldiers who did a soldier’s duty in that war. Men who fought in the 
war we witnessed from 1861 to 1865 did not fight with the hope or ex- 
pectation of remuneration in the way of money for pensions. They 
fought for the cause they esteemed and because they were full of pa- 
triotism and love of country. The brave and soldierly spirit which in- 
spired them to duty in that war will not permit them or their repre- 
sentatives todemand that the laboring men and women of the land 
be bled to death by taxation that they may receive the toll, tribute, 
and custom. 

The whole amount paid for all the expenses of the Government in 
1860 was less than $80,000,000, while, as I have shown, we pay now 
for pensions alone over $100,000,000. Others may do as they please, 
Mr. Speaker, but as for me I propose to call a halt. I will go no fur- 
ther in this reckless raiding of the Treasury, this wild expenditure of 
the people’s money. Asa Democrat from the South and an ex-Con- 
federate, if you please, I can not and do not object to fair and liberal 
appropriations for pensions to those of the Union armies who were dis- 
abled in the late war, their widows and orphans. My people do not 
so object. I will not, myself, nor shall they, if I can prevent it, be 
placed in an improper position on this question. 

It is the duty of every country, especially one like our own, with in- 
stitutions such as we have, to make just and, indeed, very liberal 
pension laws. We keep no standing armies to harass and eat out the 
substance of the people. We can, therefore, afford to be generous in 
the matter of paying pensions. But to this there should be some limit, 
and it occurs to me all should feel that that limit is about reached. I 
do not think the people should permit demagogues to bid for the vote 
called the soldier vote by displaying overzeal in passing extravagant 
pension appropriation bills. The attempt to ride into any office by 
such demagogy should be rebuked by the people as a cheap method of 
speculating in the blood of heroes. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, a second objection to the provisions of this 
measure. If you intend to pass it—and I have but little doubt that 
you will, for it is hardly possible to defeat pension legislation in this 
Congress—it should be done without evading existing law. We now 
have on the statute-books a law known as the civil-service law. This 
law provides for an examination by the civil-service commissioners of 
all applicants for such offices as are created by this resolution. The 
twenty-two medical examiners already mentioned serve under that 
law. A vacancy in that list would be filled only by one who had 

such examination. This measure makes no such requirement, 
but intentionally dodges and evades it and provides they shall be ap- 
pointed after such examination only as the Secretary of the Interior 
may order, which we readily understand means no examination at all. 
It is only providing places for thirty Republican applicants for office, 
to be appointed at the discretion of the Secretary, regardless of qualifi- 
cations required under the civil-service law. 

The gentleman from Illinois who last spoke, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON], says that he can see no 
reason why the civil-service examination should apply to these new 
appointees, Then let me ask him why apply it to the twenty-two already 
provided for by law? They do the same work identically which these 
new officers are to do. A man can not go upon that board if a vacancy 
occurs in it without having passed that examination. 

Mr. TRACEY. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam sure of it. If we are to have a medical 
examination of these appointees, let it be the kind of an examination 
provided by the Civil-Service Commission. You propose under this 
resolution not to require that kind of an examination, but yon leave it 
optional with the Secretary of the Interior as to what the examination 


shall be, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I wish to ask the gentleman a question, 
if he will permit me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Did not the last Congress pass an act 
providing for the taking of the Eleventh Census and provide that the 
appointments should be made in this very way we are doing now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The taking of the Eleventh Census is to be b 
a special law; but, if that was wrong, two wrongs will not make a righ 


Hn a 


X 


ors eee 


a he 


AIDOT, 


= 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


if these 
should be appointed after civil-service 
pose to let the bars down and open these places upon 
at tho discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PETERS. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee a question. 

4 Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio for a ques- 

75 2 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is it not a fact that, although the census law 
was passed not providing for a civil-service examination, the President 
of the United States could under the general civil-service law have di- 
rected that all the appointees in that bureau be examined under the 
civil-service law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think that is true, but that would not affect 
this question. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The point is this: When you come to in- 
crease this force by thirty you propose to take away from the civil- 
service commissioners their rights under the law and provide an easy 
way to get these appointees into places. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
a question, if he will permit. 

r. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask, if this increased force was granted 
whether those parties that are now in the service upon the medica 
board are not detailed from the clerical force of the Pension Office and 
if they would not be sent back to their desks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. There is no such proposition before 
us; but the object is to increase the number now employed by thirty, 
making the total number fifty-two. 

Mr, PERKINS. But they are all needed. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. If they are, they should be appointed under 
the civil-service law, and this is a proposition to evade it. I am op- 
posed to that law and am ready to vote to repeal it; but you have it 
on the statute-books and it should not be dodged or evaded. If you 
want to give this increased force let it be done regularly, and have them 
pass a civil-service examination and be regularly appointed. I am op- 
posed to the increase any way. 
= Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

ion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I understand the gentleman to say that he is op- 
posed to the civil-service law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; I am opposed to the civil-service law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, as I understand it, you would vote for 
this bill if it contained something that you do not want. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; I have sworn to support the Consti- 
tution and the laws. You havea law, and I am in favor of your abid- 
ing by it; that is the position I take. You have got a law; let us live 
up toit. The law provides appointments shall be made under civil- 
service examinations, 

Mr, Speaker, I have said this much in opposition to this measure 
because I do not think it should pass, and in no captions spirit. Iam 
willing to see justice done those who are applying for pensions, and I 
believe justice is being done them. I also want to do justice to a much 
larger body of the people of our country who pay the taxes under laws 
which wring from them much more than is needed for governmental 

urposes, and who, in my judgment, are not having justice done them. 
F shall therefore resist to-day, and continue to resist as long as I can 
under the rules of this body, the passage of this measure. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, MCRAE]. 

Mr. McRAE. I will only detain the House a moment. Asa member 
of the committee from which this resolution was reported, I reserved 
the right to amend it, and did not suppose its passage would be at- 
tempted on suspension day. Aslam prevented from moving the amend- 
ment I intended, I shall vote against the resolution in its present shape. 

I do not undertake to state that there is no necessity for the addi- 
tional examiners asked for by the Commissioner, nor do I question the 
statement as to the number of cases awaiting examination. I know 
that there is much complaint on account of the delays in the adjust- 
ment of pension cases. I want to give a sufficient force to do the busi- 
ness, The claimants who have pension cases pending ought to have 
them adjudicated promptly, and the House ought to be perfectly will- 
ing to vote the Commissioner such force as he desires, but in doing so 
we should not covertly strike at the civil-service law. 

T shall not undertake at this time to discuss the civil-service law and 
its administration. 1 believe in direct methods and open warfare and 
am unwilling to aid in its evasion as long as it isin force. These ex- 
aminers should be examined and certified by the Civil-Service Commis- 
sion I think. è 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. I will ask the gentleman if he 


tlemen are to be appointed to office in the Pension Office 


; but you pro- 
; ordered 


does not know that at the present time medical examiners in the Pen- 
sion omes are appointed by the Department, and not under the civil- 


wW. 

Mr. MCRAE. TheSecretary of the Interior makes the appointments, 
but under the law as it now is he is confined to those who have been 
previously examined and certified as eligible by the commission. Idare 
say there are more than on the list of eligibles now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. They are appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, but they take the civil-service examination. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly, and that is all I ask for the thirty now de- 
This resolution provides for an examination, but it is to be in the 
discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior,” 
and under it he can do just as he pleases and may ignore the civil-sery- 
ice law and the commission entirely. I want the House to under- 
stand clearly what it is doing, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be the p of the majority party of this 
House to repeal the civil-service law let it openly avow it. It is more 
than likely that some on this side would be disposed to help them, 
[Laughter.] But the Jaw is upon our statute-books and we should 
not evade it. Both parties are pledged to it, and in certain quarters 
much is said about the improvements in the service in all the Depart- 
ments, Ifit is of any value, we need it in selecting these examiners. 
They ought to be selected with great care and after careful examina- 
tion as to fitness, and without reference to political affiliation or influ- 


ence. 

The medical examiners should be competent and free from all such 
influences as generally follow political appointments. It is of the ut- 
most importance that the claimants should feel that their ratings were 
made fairly. No partisan boards will be satisfactory to the claimants 
of different politics. 7 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. Speaker, I want to emphasize in a meas- 
ure what has been said by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MORAE] 
in regard to the examination which it is proposed that these additional 
medical examiners shall pass, This resolution states that the exam- 
ination for the appointment of these examiners shall be“ in the dis- 
cretion’’ and under the direction” of the Secretary. Now, we all 
know what that means. There will be no examination. These thirty 
men it is proposed to pick up from the country at large as men to be a 
pointed under the pressure of political influence, which will be brought 
to bear upon the Secretary of the Interior. Thereis no use in attempt- 
ing to disguise that fact. 

It has been asserted here that by this plan of appointing men from 
the country at large we can get, not stziplings, not mere youths fresh 
from their colleges and their books, but men skilled in the medical 
profession, who can judge of the nature of a wound and trace back the 
origin of a disability, Now, Lask gentlemen on that side of the House 
if they seriously believe for one moment that there is a respectable 
practitioner of medicine in the United States, who has a ce that 
amounts to anything at all, who will be willing to give up his home, 
his practice, and his chances of advancement there to come here and 
take an $1,800 clerkship in the Pension Office. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I might ask the same question about members of 


Congress. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Oh, that has nothing at all to do with this 
issue. But I want it understood that I have personally no objection 
to increasing the medical examiners in the Pension Office to a number 
sufficient to clear up the unadjudicated cases in that office, because I, 
speaking for the young Democracy of the South, willsay here and now 
that we have no objection on God’s earth to any Federal soldier who 
was disabled in the war getting the pension which, under the laws, 
the Government has promised him. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] But we do not believe in dodging laws that are on the statute- 
book and seeking to force men into a Department without conforming 
to what is called the civil-service law, but which, in my opinion, is 2 
civil-service fraud of the deepest dye. [Laughter. } 

The civil-service law works beautifully one day, but the nex day it 
does not work at all. I understand that nearly every Democrat who 
obtained an appointment by certification from the Civil Service Com- 
mission under the last administration has, upon some charge or other, 
been peremptorily ‘‘fired;’’ he has been told that he was not wanted, 
or that there was no work for him to do, or something of that kind, 
and has been gotten rid of; and, now that those men, who were just 
as competent as any that your Secretary will select, have been sent 
home, you come here and ask this House to allow you, in violation of 
the civil-seryice law, to select thirty partisans and put them into that 
Department, and I, for one, object. 

Mr, MONTGOMERY. Does the gentleman know how many of these 
examiners are already certified by the Civil Service Commission and 
standing ready to take these appointments if the bill is passed? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is a question I can not answer; but the 
gentleman had better ask the gentleman from Massachusetts, Doubt- 
less there are four times as many as will be required to fill these offices. 
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Mr. BANKS. _ I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. yrs e 

Mr. SPRING Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill, and I shall 
vote for itas itis now pending. I would prefer that the bill should pro- 
vide that the medical examiners should be taken under the civil-service 
law, but I confess that this objection would be, perhaps, entirely re- 
moved if we had a Democratic administration in power at this time 
instead of a Republican. However, as the bill stands I will vote for 
it, because it will greatly facilitate the examination of cases now pend- 
ing in the Pension Office; and if there is any subject about which the 
popular complaint is especially well founded, it is the delays which 
occur in the adjudication of honest pension claims, 

T say to gentlemen on the other side I want them to bring in their 
pension legislation, such as will expedite the adjudication of all these 
claims; give us such general laws as will do justice to all these men, 
and I do not think you will find any serious opposition on this side of 
the House, ' 

Mr. BANKS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Li pelt i 

Mr. MAISH. I want to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
BANKS] why he should not ask unanimous consent now to amend this 
proposition so that the examinations for these appointments may be 
made under the civil-service law. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr, MAISH. I think there will not be any objection. 

A MEMBER. Yes, there will. 

Mr. MAISH. . Let the gentleman from Massachusetts ask consent to 
amend this proposition in that way and let us see the man in this 
House who will object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, T will object. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Iwill object, 

Mr. CANNON, Tobject. Under this bill physicians of mature age 
and experience can be appointed; and I think they should be, 

Mr. MAISH. Very well; let it be noted that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
son] object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YODER] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. YODER. TI only wish to say that I am in favorof the adoption 
of this resolution, because a measure of this kind is an absolute necessity. 
If you will go to the Pension Office to-day you will see piled up there 
from ten to fifteen thousand unadjudicated cases, cases unadjudivated 
for want of proper medical force, for which this resolution provides. 
And you will find there thousands of requests from Congressmen that 
cases in which they are interested may be expedited. While applicants 
for pensions are thus suffering for want of adequate force in that office 
to do the work I care not whether the Civil-Service Commission ap- 
points these men or not. Iam satisfied that any Commissioner of Pen- 
sions can select better men than are selected through the civil-service 
system. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then let us repeal the law. 

Mr. YODER. Iam in favor of repealing the law, but we can not 
waitforits repeal. When applicants for pensions are suffering because 
their claims are not adjudicated there is an absolute necessity for the 
prompt passage of this measure. 

Even as a matter of economy the resolution should pass. ‘There are 
now employed in that office, for the rating of pensioners, men who do 
not know what the ratings should be, By getting more competent men 
you can saye ten times the expense which this resolution contemplates, 
We should have men there who know how the rating should be done. 
You have there to-day incompetent second-rate clerks as medical ex- 
aminers. ; 

Mr. BANKS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, there is no class of officers under 
this Government whose competency is a matter of greater interest to 
the tax-payers than the medical examiners of the Pension Bureau, be- 
cauze they fix the rating upon which every pension claim is allowed. 
If this resolution be passed as introduced, it will enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to restore to this service able and efficient medical men 
who have had years of experience in that office, while if you insist that 
these appointments be made under the provisions of the civil-service 
Jaw you will, in nine cases out of ten, bring into that department men 
who, while they may be bright in a technical knowledge of the books, 
have had no experience whatever, These medical examiners in this 
city are ealled upon to revise all the medical examinations for pensions 
throughout the United States. 

The present Commissioner of Pensions has added largely to the ad- 
judicating force of that office by calling in forty special examiners from 
the field and abolishing the board of re-review. It is his intention to 
further reduce the special force in the field and add to the adjudicating 
force in that bureau. 

As the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] has stated and 
as the Secretary of the Interior has informed this House, there are to- 
day 9,100 unadjudicated claims pending in the medical division, and 


the number of such claims is increasing daily. Every consideration 
of justice demands that this resolution should at once. I will 

that it is in the interest of economy; and I desire to say to my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] that in my judgment one 
of the officers to be appointed will bea Democrat, an ex-Union soldier, 
from his own district. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, after the remark just made—and 
but for that remark I would not have alluded to this matter—I think 
it not improper for me to add that the gentleman referred to, an ex- 
Union soldier and a member of the Grand Army of the Republic, was 
ignominionsly dismissed from the Pension Office when there were no 
charges against him, simply because he was a Democrat. 

A I 5 the remainder of my time to my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
LOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE] gives to some extent a key to this movement when he 
says that its purpose is to restore some competent men to the service. 
Is it true, Mr. Speaker, that because certain gentlemen of the party 
now in the majority, who are at present out of the service, are to be 
restored, and the civil- service rules are in the way, you are to under- 
take by this resolution, passed under a suspension of the rules, to re- 
peal pro tanto the civil-service law and thus accomplish your Lary end 

Sir, gentlemen may laugh at eivil service“ if hay will, but in my 
judgment that system has brought into the Government service a bet- 
terclassof employés. There has been a progress of opinion in this coun- 
try on that subject, and it will go onward and onward until finally it 
accomplishes its pur, Your Chief Executive in the last cam 
proclaimed himself in favor of the civil-service system. The Repu 
liean party indorsed itin its platform; so did the Democratic party and 
its candidate. 

This question has assumed too much dignity as an issue to be laughed 
downin this body. It hasassumed too large a placein the American 
mind and heart to justify for a moment this indirect method of attack, 
under the plea of hastening the consideration of the interests of the 
soldiers, The best way to preserve their interest is to see by pro 
examinations that competent medical examiners are appointed. The 
best way to preserve the interests of the soldiers, and all interests, is by 
a due observance of a Jaw solemnly passed, not by this contrivance to 
attempt to cheat the country of whatever value there is in the civil- 
service system. 

My friend from Tennessee has rightly said, if you desire to attack it, 
repeal it; that is the proper way. But do not allow it to be used where 
it does not operate to your injury, and repeal it pro tanto the instant 
you find that the law operates to prevent you from restoring those who 
have been turned out; and that is just what the whole matter is here. 

Mr. BANKS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Morey]. X 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, the veterans of the war are not inter- 
ested in this defense of the civil-service law which has been made on 
the other side of the House. Many of them haye heen waiting pa- 
tiently for many long years for the payment ofa just debt by this Goy- 
ernment, which all of its patriotic citizens recognize. 

The fact shown by the record in this case is that the force in the 
Pension Office is iliy proportioned; that one part of the force is far in 
advance of its work and another portion of the force is behind, and the 
result is that in the medical division of that office alone there are to-day 
over 9,000 pension cases the consideration of which at this time is al- 
most impossible by reason of the inadequacy of the number of medical 
examiners, 

You may stand here, gentlemen, discussing whether or not these 
men shall be appointed under the civil-service rules or any other rules 
of examination conducted by the Secretary of the Interior; but while 
you are doing so the old soldiers of the Union stand and wait. 

The gentleman criticises this law. Why, sir, the Superintendent 
of the present census, acting under a law enacted by a Democratic 
Congress, is conducting an examination of all the appointees in that 
office under the supervision of his own office, and that Secretary of the 
Interior 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MOREY. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is he doing this in a non-partisan manner, 
so as to give the Democrats an equal show with the Republicans? 

Mr. MOREY. Ile is doing it under a law enacted by you. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But how is it conducted? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Beautifully. [Laughter.] 

Mr, WASHINGTON. Ves, beautifully for your side. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Honestly. x 

Mr. MOREY. And as he isdoingit under your own law I do not 
see why you should object to it. 

Mr. BANKS, I yield now a minute to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERE]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think we ought to be willing to trust the 
Secretary of the Interior to carry out the principles of the civil-service 
law. This resolution provides that there shall be an examination con- 
ducted by him of the applicants for this appointment. If he violates 
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the spirit of that law by an examination that would be open to the criti- 
cism suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, it will show to the 
country that we as a party, and our representatives, are not carrying 
the Jaw outin good faith, and the gentleman from Tennessee and other 
gentlemen on that side of the House would then have a basis for the 
argument that they make to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How do you know about the examination? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Many of us believe that he will carry it out 
in gocd faith and give men a chance to come into the service who are 
competent, withoutregard totheir political affiliations. Butif he fails, 
as I said, it will afford an argument to the other side. 

Iam willing to say that I do not believe in the civil-service law, but 
while it remains on the statute-books it ought to be carried outin good 
faith, so that a man may have an opportunity to enter the public sery- 
ice without regard to his politics, provided he is qualified. 

Mr. BANKS. Luow yicld ahalf minute to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in that half minute I simply want to 
say that this provision in this Jaw I think should be unanimously 


‘stricken from the bill before the vote is taken and that the law should 


be administered and these men selected under the civil-service law. I 

8 ore ask unanimous consent that it may be eliminated from the 

8 BLOUNT. There will be no objection to that on this side of the 
ouse. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope nobody will object on this side. 

Mr. MCRAE. There can be no objection, and that is the amendment, 
let me say, that I intended to make in the committee, and gave notice 
to the chairman of the committee when the bill was considered in the 
committee that I would offer it if I had a chance. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that it be stricken out; and 
I believe we will make a serious mistake if we undertake to dodge the 
law which is on the statute-books in any of these appointments. I 
hope no gentleman on this side will object. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. CONGER, Mr. CALDWELL, and others objected. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to resume the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE, Lask unanimous consent that the second paragraph 
be stricken out, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. CONGER, And I object. 

Mr. BANKS. There is no provision of the civil-service law affected 
by this bill, and no change in that law will result from it. The offi- 
cers of the Government are reserved the right to execute the provis- 
ions of this joint resolution at their discretion, and they are responsi- 
ble for the just execution of the powers given them under the laws as 
they exist. : 

Mr. HERBERT. But why do you not compel them to abide by the 
law in the law itself? 5 

Mr. BANKS. They do abide by it. There is noevasionof the civil- 
service law in this matter; but it is much better, Mr. Speaker, to trust 
these gentlemen, whom we know and whose characters stand fair before 
the country and who will be responsible for the accurate performance 
of their duty—I say, it is better to allow them the powers they ask 


than to compel men suffering from wounds and diseases, the men who | Campbel 


defended the Government and defended the rights which we enjoy to 
sit here and consider this matter or any other matter, to wait still 
longer for what is due them. 

Mr. MAISH. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BANKS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. MAISH. Task in all candor whetler the resolution is not pro. 


tanto a repeal of the civil-service law. 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir; it is not a repeal of the civil-service law, it 
is not an evasion of the civil-service law, and it does not dodge it,” 
as has been suggested by some gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. MAISH. Let me ask the gentleman this further question, 
whether the appointments would not be more expeditiously made un- 
der the civil-service system than in the manner he suggests here? 

Mr. BANKS. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 

The question is on suspending the rules and passing the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that I may make the same 
request that the gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. BAYNE] has made 
with reference to this bill. [Cries of No!“ No!“ and Vote! ““] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question is upon sus- 
pending the rales and passing the bill. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on the demand for the yeas and nays; and 
the Speaker announced that 25 gentlemen had aristn in support of the 
demand. 

Mr. TRACEY. The other side, 

The other side wascounted; and the Speaker announced that 93 gen- 
tlemen had arisen in opposition to the demand for the yeas and nays; 
that a sufficientnumber had risen, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 19, not voting 
200; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 

A Cummings Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Alien, Mich. Cutcheon, Lodge, Smyser, 
Anderson, Kans, Dingley, Martin, Ind. Snider, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Mason, Spooner, 
Atkinson, Dorsey, McAdoo, Springer, 
Ban Dunnell, McClellan, Stahlnecker, 

yne, Evans, MoCord, Stivers, 
Beckwith, Flick, McK Stockbridge, 

rgen, Fowler, Milliken, Struble, 
Boo an Funston, Moffitt, Sweney. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Morey, Taylor, Tenn 
Brookshire, Giffo Morse, ‘Taylor, E. 
Browne, Va. Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Haugen, Owens, Ohio Townsend, 
Burton, Haynes, Parrett, Turner, Kans. 
Bynum Henderson, Iowa Payne, Vandever, 
Caldwell, Hill, Paynter, ` Wade, 
Cannon, Hit Payson, Walker, Mass, 
Carter. Hooker, Perkins, Wickham, 
Caswe Kerr, Iowa Peters, Wiley, 
Cheadle, Kerr, Pa. Pickler, Williams, M, 
Clunie, Ketcham, Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Lacey. Reed, Iowa Yardley, 
Conger, La Follette, Seull, Yoder, 
Covert, Lane, Seney, 
Craig, Laws, Sherman, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, Simonds, 

NAYS—19, 
Andrew, Lewis, Mutchler, Richardson, 
Blount, Martin, Tex, O’Ferrall, Rowland, 
Bunn, McClammy, Outhwaite, Sayers, 
Lanham McRae, Penington, Tarsney. 
Lester, Ga. Moore, Tex. Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—200, 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Houk, Rockwell, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ohio Kelley, Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. Cotliran, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, Kilgore, Rusk, 
Baker, Crain, Kinsey, Russell 
Bankhead, Crisp, Knapp, Sanford, 
Barnes, Culberson, Tex. Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Bartine, Dalzell, ~ Lansing, Scranton, 
Barwig, n, Lawler, Shively, 
Belden, Darlington, Lee, Skinner, 
Belknap, Davidson Lester, Va. Smith, IH. 
Biggs, De Haven, 0 Spinola, 
Bingham, De Lano, Maish, Stephenson, 
Blanchard, Dibble, Mansur, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Dockery, McCarthy, Stewart, Tex, 
Bliss, Dunphy. McComas, Stewart, Vt. 
Boataer, Edmunds, MeCormick Stockdale, 
Boutelle, Elliott, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Bowden, Ellis, : McKinley, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, . MeMillin, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ewart, Miles, Taylor, DI 
Brewer, Farquahar, Mils, Thomas, 
Brosius, Finley, 3 ‘Thompson, 
Brower, Fiteh, Moore, N. Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, Morgan, Tracey, 
Browne, T. M. Flood, Morrill, Tucker, 
Brunner, Flower, Morrow, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Niedringhaus, Turner, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Forney, Norton, Turpin 
Bullock, Frank, Nute, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Gear, tes, Venable, 

1. Gest, O'Neall, Ind. Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, O'Neil, Mass, ‘Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Mass. Goodnight, O'Neill, Pa. Wallace, N. Y 
Carlisle, Greenhalge, Owen, ind Washington, 
Carlton, Grimes, i Watson, 
Caruth, Grosvenor, Pendleton, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catehings, Grout, Perry, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cafe, Hare, Phelan, Whiting, 
Cheatham, Harmer, Post, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Ha Price, ike, 
Claney, Hayes, Pugsley, Wilber, 

Clarke, Ala. H Quackenbush, Wilkinson, 
Clark, Wis. Hem hin, Quinn, Willcox, F 
Clements, Henderson, Eaines, Wilson, Ky 
Henderson, N. ©. Randall, Mass. Wi „No. 
well. Herbert, Randall, Pa. Wilson, Wash. 

Compton, Hermann, Reilly, ilson, W. Va. 
Comstock, Holman, e, 

nnell, Hopkins, Robertson, Wright, 

No quorum voting. N 

The following additional were announced for the rest of this day: 


Mr. McComas with Mr. ERS. 
Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
Mr. FLOOD with Mr. ENLOE. 
Mr. WILsoN, of Washington, with Mr, MANSUR 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. COMPTON. 
Mr. Hovk with Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. KILGORE with Mr. MorRILL. 
LEAVE QF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows : 
To Mr. DORSEY, for three days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Brosivs, indetinitely, on account of siekness. 
ADDITIONAL MEDICAL EXAMINERS IN PENSION OFFICE. 
The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 109 and the nays 19, 
There is no quorum present, 
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Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, with the understanding that this joint 
resolution will come up as ished business on the next suspension 
day, I will now move to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 6.30 p. m.) 
adjourned. 


* 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as fol- 
lows: 
JAMES B. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. LOWRY. 

Mr. CARLTON also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL L. M. PROCTOR, 

Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Samuel L. M. Proctor; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC N. DALY. - 

Mr. PARRETT also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac N. Daly; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

H. CLAY WOOD. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

portal back favorably the bill (H. R. 5332) for the relief of H. Clay 
Vood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. H. STOVAL AND WILLIAM HUGHES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 2880) for relief of J. H. Stoval 
and William Hughes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS D. HARRIS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of the heirs 
of John H. Jones and of ihe heirs of Thomas D. Harris; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

WAGON-ROAD, MOUNT IDAHO AND LITTLE SALMON MEADOWS. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1590) to ratify an act entitled Au act to pro- 
vide for a wagon-road between Mount Idaho, in Idaho Territory, and 
Little Salmon Meadows, in Washington County, in Idaho Territory; 
which was referred tothe House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

OKLAHOMA. 


Mr, STRUBLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back with amendment the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the Territory of Oklahoma; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. COPPINGER. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. 4862) granting a pension to William H. 
Coppinger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM A. MERRIWETHER, 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to William A. Merri- 
wether; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOEL B, TRIBBLE, 
Mr, DELANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 


- favorably a bill (H. R. 3582) to pension Joel B. Tribble for service in the 


Indian war; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN GREEN REED. 

Mr. DELANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. 3543) to grant a pension to John Green Reed; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


XXI——90 


ELEVATOR, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back a concurrent resolution to construct an ele- 
vator in the Capitol in the east front; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN JUAN, CAL. 

Mr. CLUNIE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 139) for the erection of a public build 
in the city of San Juan, in the State of California; which was ref 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWARK, N. J. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back the bill (H, R. 565) to increase the appropriation 
for the improvements and changes of the public building at Newark, 
N. J., and for the purchase of additional land, reported back an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute; which, together with the accom- 
panying report, was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed, . 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 299) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Cedar Rapids, Iowa; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BAR HARBOR, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 415) for the 
erection of a public building at Bar Harbor, in the State of Maine; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HOULTON, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back the bill (H. R. 417) for the erection of a public 
building at Houlton, Me.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHESTER, PA. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 766) for the 
erection of a public building at Chester, Pa.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, TROY, N. v. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 605) to increase the ap- 


propriation for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. V.; Which 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADDITION TO PUBLIC BUILDING, DALLAS, TEX. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 848) to authorize the construction 
of an addition to the public building in Dallas, Tex.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, GA. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 188) for the 
erection of a public building at Columbus, Ga., and appropriating 
money therefor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALEXANDRIA, LA. 

Mr, LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 401) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at the city of Alexandria, in the State 
of Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ATCHISON, KANS. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 316) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and Gov- 
ernment offices at the city of Atchison, Kans.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LYNN, MASS, À 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 448) for the 
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erection of a public building at Lynn, Mass.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY F. NEWHALL. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2133) granting 6 to Betsey 
F. Newhall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, CEDAR POINT, MARYLAND. | 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 426) to erect a light-house and fog- 
signal at Cedar Point, at the mouth of the Patuxent River, in the State 
of Maryland; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Š JOHN R. TREUTLEN, 

Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 2535) for the relief of the heirsof John R. Treutlen; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE INDIANS, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 6225) to reimburse certain Cherokee In- 
dians for transporting themselves from North Carolina to the Indian 
Territory and subsisting themselves there for one year after their ar- 
rival; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
A. J. M’CREARY. 

Mr. SKINNER also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2527) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONING PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
baek favorably the bill (H. R. 319) for pensioning prisoners of war; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY AT PITTSBURGH, PA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 753) authorizing and directing the 
sale of certain property belonging to the United States situated in Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. i 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, PORT HUDSON, LA. 
Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


back with amendment the bill (H. R. 389) to construct a road to the na- 


tional cemetery at Port Hudson, La.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

C. C. ROBERTS. 

Mr. GEST, from the Committeeon Claims, reported back withamend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 2041) for the relief of C. C. Roberts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. FRANCIS A. BEUTER. 

Mr. GEST a so., from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 503) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Benter; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SUPREME COURT, WYOMING. 

Mr. MOREY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 983) providing for an additional associate jus- 
tice for the supreme court of Wyoming, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr, BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 
9 of an act entitled An act to authorize the Denison and Washita 
Valley Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, approved July 1, 1886; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADELICIA CHEATHAM. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3694) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Adelicia Cheatham for money illegally assessed and paid the Govern- 
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ouse on the state nion accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. K 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT, IDAHO: 

Mr. MOREY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 967) to provide foran additional asso- 
ciate justice of the supreme court of Idaho; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4242) for the relief of Pearson C. 
Montgomery; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3123) for the relief of George K. Otis; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 516) to extend 
the limit for the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mo.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

GENERAL HORACE BROUGHTON, - 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3954) granting an increase of pension to 
General Horace Boughton; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT STATION, BEADDOCK’S POINT, LAKE ONTARIO. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light 
station in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York, 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, HOG ISLAND, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 902) for the establishment of a 
first-order light-house on Hog Island, Virginia; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, PAGE'S ROCK, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 899) for the establishment of a 
light-house on Page’s Rock, Virginia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompaning report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, SMITH’S ISLAND, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 901) for the erection of a new tower near 
the site of the light-honse on Smith’s Island; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYÉS.. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, reported back bills H. R. 55, H. R. 217, and II. 
R. 602, with the recommendation that they be laid on the table, and 
in lieu thereof reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 432) pro- 
viding for leave of absence for officers and employ is in the customs serv- 
ice of the Government who receive a per diem compensation; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M. DULL, 

Mr. SCULL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Daniel M. Dull; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 98) to amend section 351 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, VINEYARD HAVEN, MASS. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4035) to improve 
the marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, Mass.; which was referred to 
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the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with myc that the Senate bill be adopted and passed in lieu . the House 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
VALENTINE SAUPPE. 


Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2144) for the relief of Valentine Sauppe; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWARK, N. J. 


Mr. LEHLBACH, ftom the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 565) to increase 
the appropriation for the improvements and changes of the public 
building in Newark, N. J., a bill (H. R. 7156) to provide for thein- 
crease of the limit of cost of site and public building at Newark, N. J.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with pe accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


CALEB BRYAN. 


Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3137) for the relief of Caleb Bryan, 
a bill (H. R. 7157) for the relief of Caleb Ryan; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SCHUYLEILL COUNTY WAR CLAIMS, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to audit and pay the claims of the county of Schuyl- 
kill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it under ar- 
rungements made by soldiers from said county during the late rebellion 
by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled An act to au- 
thorize the employment of yolunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and 
protecting public property,” approved July 22, 1861; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


T CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUBSISTENCE TAKEN FOR USE OF ARMY. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 7159) authorizing the Quartermaster-General and the Commis- 
sary-General to re-examine claims against the United States and ex- 
tending time for filing such claims; which was read a first and second 
time, recommitted to the Committee on War Claims, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 105) in relation to immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, amendatory of the act of July 10, 1880; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF THE PORT OF SAN ANTONIO. 


Mr. LIND also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3352) to extend to the portof San Antonio in 
the customs collection district of Saluria in the State of Texas the privi- 
leges of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled 
“An act to amend the statute in relation to immediate ‘transportation 
of dutiable goods, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MINNEAPOLIS A SUBPORT OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY. 


Mr. LIND also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., asubportof 
entry and delivery in the collection district of Minnesota, and for other 
purposes; Which was referred te the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

He also reported back the bill H. R. 3720, which is similar in terms 
to 8 5 Senate bill, with the recommendation that it be laid upon the 
table. 

MISSOURI WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
fayorably the bill (S. 430) to authorize the Secretary of the T Treasury to 
cause to be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State 
of Missouri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due ſrom the 
United States on account of payments made by said State since April 
22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia forces for mili- 
tary service rendered to the United States in the suppression of the re- 
bellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, ex- 
amined and accepted by, the Government of the United States, and to 
report to Congress; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on tie state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Ile also reported back the bill H. R. 3714, with the recommen- 


BRIDGE ACROSS CANE BIVER, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bili (H. R. 400) to authorize the Natchitoches and Cane 
River Bridge Company to construct a bridge across Cane River, in 
Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 260) for the relief of the New York, Lake 
Erie and Western Railway Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. PRATOR, 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3581) to pension John D. Prator for services in 
Indian war; which was referred. to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS K. EDWARDS, 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3905) to pension Thomas K. Edwards for serv- 
ice in Indian war; which wasreferred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL WYRICK. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 3583) to pension Samuel Wyrick for service in Indian 
war; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. MANN. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3588) to pension Mary J. Mann; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET Z. AUSTIN. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5862) granting a pension to Margaret Z. Aus- 
tin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to,be printed. 

VICTIMS OF PRISON-SHIPS. 


Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3887) for the erection and com- 
pletion of a monument to the memory of the victims of prison-ships 
at Fort Greene, Brooklyn; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

“ANACOSTIA RAILROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5190) to amend an act giving 
approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the 
Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
rene the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

` «GEORGETOWN AND TENALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ATKINSON also, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back the bill (H. R. 3297) to amend an act to incorporate 
the Georgetown and Tenallytown Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia, which became a law August 10, A. D. 1888; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under the rule, the following resolutions were submitted and referred 
as indicated 8 
By Mr. BAYNE 


Resolved, That a e to consist of seven persons, be appointed by 
the Speake: to consider and report upon Senate bill No. 2284, relating to the es- 
tablishment of a National Park in the District of Columbia, ‘and that said com- 
mittee have leave to report at any time; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. THOMAS : 


Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be authorized to have printed 
and bound such papers and documents for the use of the said committee as it 
ar deem necessary in connection with agian considered by that commit- 

ce; 
to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. CHIPMAN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the 5 directed to inquire into the 
propriety of purchasing from the administra! of the late John M. Stanley the 
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historical Indian painti 
the Smithsonian Institution; and also a picture known as The 
Jacket,” now in the possession of the said administratrix; 


to the Committee on the Library. 


by the said John M. Stanley, now in the custody of 


of 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under the rule, bills and joint resolutions of the following titles were 
introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; which said bills 
were severally read twice and referred as follows, namely : 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7011) to provide the national 
cemetery at Vicksburg, Miss., with a sufficient water supply—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7012) authorizing the issue of frac- 
tional silver certificates—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7013) increasing the pension of certain soldiers 
and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7014) providing representation in Congress for 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7015) repealing part of section 204, Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to water-pipes and fire-plugsin the District of Columbia 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7016) to incorporate the 
City and Suburban Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7017) to in- 
corporate the Monumental Street Railway Company—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 7018) appropriating $15,000 for the 
agricultural-experiment station of the Territory of New Mexico—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 7019) to punish dealers and pre- 
tended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices for 
using the United States mail—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7020) to provide for the survey of a harbor of 
refuge and breakwater at Santa Cruz, on the coast of California—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7021) to amend section 389 of the 
Revised Statutes, to provide for the appointment of additional officers 
in the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7022) to provide for the employment of twenty-six 
supervisors of post-oflices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

„ a bill (H. R. 7023) to provide for a general manager of the post- 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7024) regulating rates of postage on second-class 
mail matter at letter carrier oſſices o the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. ¢ 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 7025) to amend an act entitled 
An net to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses *’— 
to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7026) for the reservation and preservation of forest 
lands on the public domain and to establish a commission to examine 
into the condition of the said lands and to report a plan for their per- 
manent management—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 7027) to vacate the right of way lo- 
cated by the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company through the south- 
east quarter of section 33, township 12, range 3 west, in the Indian 
Territory —to the Committee on the Territories. e 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: A bill (H. R. 7028) to muster Edward G. 
Pendleton as second lieutenant of cavalry into the service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7029) to correct the military record of Augustus 
H. F. Hain, late major-general and additional aid-de-camp United 
States Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7030) to amend sections 2304 and 
2307 of the Revised Statutes, relating to soldiers’ homestead lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 7031) to provide for the prepara- 
tion by the Agricultural Department of aseries of collections represent- 
ative of the insects injurious and beneficial to the agricultural and 
other industries in the United States, and for the distribution of said 
collections to the agricultural colleges in the different States—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. : 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7032) granting pensions 
to certain officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service and to 
their widows and minor children—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7033) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to award a gold medal of the first class to J. B. Whealton, jr., of Vir- 
ginis, for rescuing three lives from drowning—to the Committee on 

muierce. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7034) for the erection of a public building for the 
use and accommodation of the United States Light-House Board in the 
ey „ D. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7035) to amend sec- 
tions 2275 and 2276 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 7036) to provide for the increased 
5 of silver, and for other purposes to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 7037) for the building of an addition 
to the public building at Chicago, ete.—to the Committee on Public 
Baildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VENABLE: A bill (H. R. 7038) to amend section 5191 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7039) to extend the provisions of sec- 
tion 4692 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7040) to amend section 4693 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bili (H. R. 7041) to provide for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of an Indian industrial school in the State of 
Montana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R. 7042) to provide for the es- 
tablishment and maintenance of an industrial school in the State of 
North Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7043) to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Co- 
umbia of moneys collected under the direct tax levied by act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7044) to amend section 707 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. VENABLE: A bill (H. R. 7045) to amend section 5200 of 
the Rovised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. DE HAVEN: A bill (H. R. 7046) to establish a light and 
flag signal station at or near Punta Gorda, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7047) for a public building at Eureka, Cal.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7048) to re-establish the Humboldt light and fog- 
signal station, California, on a secure site—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 7049) for the erection of a monument 
to the memory of Maj. Gen. George G. Meade—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 7050) for the release of a portion of 
St. Louis barracks to the city of St. Louis—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7051) granting apen- 
sion to certain East Tennesseeans engaged in the secret service of the 
United States during the late rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 7052) defining total helplessness — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7053) to fix the salaries of certain 
subordinate officers of the Post-Office Department—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7054) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the city of Lincoln, Nebr., one- 
half of the cost of constructing pavements in front of the public square 
owned by the United States Government in said city—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7055) to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (II. R. 7056) establishing a free public bath- 
ing on the Potomac River near the Washington Monument—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WIKE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7057) authorizing George 
A. Anderson, S. N. Stewart, and James N. Sprigg to construct a ponton 
bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of Quincey, State of Ili- 
nois—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7058) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement entered into by commissioners on the part of the States of 
New York and Pennsylvania, in relation to the boundary line between 
said States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7059) to establish 
a public park at Pagosa Springs, in the State of Colorado—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 7060) to provide arms and equip- 
ments for a naval militia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7061) making appro- 
priations to pay Joseph C. Burdick and others the sumsdue to each of 
them for services and expenses as commissioners to ascertain the flow- 
age damages caused by improvements of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers 
of the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 7062) to incorporate 
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np ate Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7063) for the more effectual assessment and col- 
lection of taxes in the District of Colambia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Joint resolution (H. Res, 100) to authorize the 
purchase of the sword worn by General George Washington at Brad- 
dock’s defeat—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Joint resolution (H. Res, 101) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America, 
changing the length of terms of office of the President and the Vice- 
President and the Members of the House of Representatives—to the 
Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr, PEEL; Joint resolution (H. Res. 102) appropriating. money 
for the permanent improvement of White River, Arkansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Joint resolution (H. Res. 103) to authorize the 
printing of 15,000 copies of a map of the United States, edition of 1888— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MASON: Joint resolution (H. Res, 104) to permit the Sec- 
retary of War to lease pier, as petitioned by vessel-owners of Chicago, 
III.—to the Committée on Commerce. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to continue in 
foree an act authorizing the construction of a bridge over Bayou Ber- 
nard, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Joint resolution (H. Res. 
106) making appropriations for continuing the permanent improvement 
of the Arkansas River from Wichita, Kans., to its mouth—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res, 107) making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the permanent improvement of White River, Arkansas—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, ‘ 


-PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introdu 
and referred as indicated below: S 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 7064) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Wallace E. H. Powelson—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) granting an increase of pension to Ira C. 
Alger, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ey Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 7068) for the relief of Leonard 
Huck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7067) granting a pension to Em- 
ma Matilda Selfridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 7068) for the relief of Charles 
Dupre and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7069) for the relief of 
Cornelius Robinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7070) for the relief of Samuel McKee— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7071) for the relief of A. L. Shotwell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 7072) for the relief of William 
G. Halpin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 7073) to investigate into and re- 
munerate Samuel S. Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7074) for the relief of Herman Krumback—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 7075) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth A. Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 7076) to inerease the pension of Cor- 
nelius J. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7077) to grant a pension to Sarah Colson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 7078) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Stidger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. 
Parker—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R. 7080) for the relief of George 
Auld—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7081) for the relief Alvin A. Ayers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R.7082) for the relief 
of Maj. Joseph W. Wham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7083) removing the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of James W. Thomas—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7084) granting a pension to Josiah Terry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 7085) for the relief of Charles 
Gentry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill 8 R. 7086) for the relief of Merril Denham to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7087) for the relief of Dr. O. P. Hill to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7088) for the relief of the soldiers of the Three 
Forks Battalion of Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7089) for the relief of W. Armold—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R.7090) for the relief of H. Manwarring—to the a 


Committee on War Claims. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7091) for the relief of S. J. Brown—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7092) granting a pension to Eugene Sullivan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7093) for the relief of Alexander Curd—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 7094) for the relief of Stephen H. 
Losee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7095) for the relief of Gertrude G. Oliver—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7098) for the relief of Thomas Hartigan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7097) to extend reissued patent—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7098) for the relief of Catherine Ludwig—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 7099) for the payment of the funeral 
expenses of Lieut. John G. Kyle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 7100) 
for the relief of John H. Spalter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 7101) granting a pension to Joseph 
Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7102) to establish a port of entry and delivery at 
Leavenworth, Kans.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORROW; A bill (H. R. 7103) tor the relief of Maurice 
Kraszynski—to the Committee on Military Affairs, $ 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7104) granting relief to 
Robert P. Horn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7105) granting a pension to Charles C. S. Keech— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (II. R. 7106) for the relief of Capt. James 
C. Whitten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 7107) to grant a pension to W. B. Cloer 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7108) for the relief of C. C. Wolfe— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 
E. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7110) for the relief of Charles S. Blood—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7111) for the relief of H. J. Cosgrove, George H. 
Martin, and Marshall De F. Wilder—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7112) for the relief of Collin 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 7113) to authorize the Kansas and 
Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional lines of 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7114) to authorize the Fort Smith, McAllister 
and Western Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7115) for the relief of Simon T. Irvin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7116) granting a pension to William 
Owen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7117) for the relief of Edward 
Fitch—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary H. Crit 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to loan certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) for the relief of Catherine J. Hill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7121) granting a 
pension to Barbara Lanfried—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 7122) 
for the repeal of section 109, Revised Statutes of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (A. R. 7123) to pay bounty to the soldiers of 
the One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 7124) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Adelia Near—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7125) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles W. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7126) for the relief of Aaron Sharp 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7127) for the relief of John Rapp—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 7128) for 
the relief of William R. Frisbie—to the Committee on Naval i 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 7129) for the relief of Catherine 
M. Pritchard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WIKE: A bill (H. R. 7130) to place the name of John P. Hen- 
derson on the pension-rolls and pay him $30 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 7131) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Paul Noyes, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7132) granting a pension 
to Edward T. Hanmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7133) for the relief of James Lans- 
burgh and Julius Lansburgh—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 7134) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Albert Campbell—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7135) removing the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Silas G. Limebeck—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7136) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of James W. Duygan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7137) granting a pension to Samuel 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7138) granting a pension to Elijah 
- Gaddis—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7139) granting a pension to Lucy J. Goodin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7140) for the relief of Shadrick Dye—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7141) granting a pension to William McElroy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, i 
* Also, a bill (H. R. 7142) for the relief of the heirs of William Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7143) granting a pension to J. H. Ferguson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7144) granting a pension to Harriet Ewing—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7145) for the relief of Esther A. Key- 
ser—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to An- 
drew J. Wallace—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 7148) granting a pension to Lewis J. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Han- 
nah E. Winnie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7150) granting a pension to Abram F. Quick—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7151) increasing the pen- 
sion of Thomas T. Britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7152) for the reliefof August Du- 
pont—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7153) for the relief of Mary E. Walker, 
M. D.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 7154) for the relief of Philip Wentz— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7155) granting an honorable discharge 
to Howard Willison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATE: Joint resolution (H. Res. 108) making an appropria- 
tion for preserving the plant and the unfinished works on the Missis- 
sippi River and continuing the improvement thereof—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res. 109) making an appropriation for the 
improvement of St. Francis River, in Arkansas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res. 110) making an appropriation for the 
1 of Black River in Arkansas —to the Committee on Rivers 
an 


bors. 
By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Joint resolution (H. Res. 111) for relief 
of Maj. Henry A. Read—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


A bill (S. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden—Commit- 
< on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to Committee on 

ensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4380) to correct the record of John Holloran, and for 
other purposes—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 373) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Basin—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


A bill (H. R. 1039) for the relief of the surviving members of the 
Twenty-first Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers—Committee on 
Mili Affairs and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1624) for the relief of P, H. Bridgewater—Committee on 
Military Affairs di and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Rosa Graves—Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2035) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of John Marks—Committee on Military Affairs di and referred 
to Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 2169) for the relief of Charles L. Cole—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2141) for the relief of William H. Young—Committee 
a Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on War 

aims. 


A bill (H. R. 2871) for the relief of Henry Ware—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3021) for the relief of the administrator of the estate 
of John W. Dear, deceased—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3265) for the relief of John C. Douglass—Committee on 
* Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3512) for the relief of Thomas M. Bybee—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3532) for the relief of David C. Thompson—Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs di , and referred to Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3589) for the relief of Albert D. Spatter—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3860) to establish postal savings-banks—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, 

A bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of Joseph W. Kelly—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5061) for the relief of Kate A. Hill—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6009) forthe relief of E. O. Burt—Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs disc ,and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6123) for the relief of Charles L. Cole—Committee on 
Military Affhirs discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 


} \ \PETITIONS, ETC. i 
The following petiti and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows:: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of the Board of Trade of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., relative to purchase of canals or water ways—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of John H. Chides- 
ter, of Monroe County, Arkansas, forreference of his claim to the Court 
8 Claims, under provisions of Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of citizens of Michigan, for the relief of 
Leonard Huck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: Papers to accompany H. R. 6352, for 
the relief of Robert W. Allen, charged with desertion—to the Commit- 
tee = Military Affairs. 3 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6353, gran a ion to Nan 
Booth—to the Committee on Invalid 5 3 ef 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Petition of Patrick Connors, asking 
to 1 the charge of desertion from his record - to the Committee on 
Military i 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Memorial of Virginia Legislature’ in- 
dorsing Senate bill 305, introduced by Hon, W. E. Chandler, for trans- 
fer of the revenue marine to the Navy Department—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petition of James A. Hulland others, for improvement of Mes- 
sango River in Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


A By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of International Copy- 


right Association, in favor of an international copyright law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. .* 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Herman Krumbach, for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Andrew J. Linzies, of Detroit, Mich., in relation 
to the Colorado Valley—to the Select Committee on Irrigration of Arid 
Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: Petition of board of aldermen of Mani- 
towoc, Wis., asking an appropriation of $40,000 for Manitowoc Har- 
bor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. H. Cook and 50 others, citizens of Appleton, Wis., 
asking relief for army nurses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of C. P. Miller and 27 others, citizens of 
Pawnee County, Nebraska, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of the supervisors of Richmond County, 
New York, asking for the erection of a bulkhead at Princess Bay, Staten 
Island, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of the Board of Trade of Grand Ra; 
ids, Mich., in favor of purchase of Portage Lake Ship-Canal—to 
Committee on Railway and Canals. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Buford Post, No. 300, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a petition of S. G. Carlson and 40 others, citizens of Hamilton 
County, Iowa, in favor of a law to prohibit or tax dealing in options— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of merchants of Boston, Mass., praying 
for improvement of Winyah Bay, South Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petition of Taylor Grain Company, Thornton 
& Chester, and 45 others, members of the Grain Exchange of Buffalo, 
N. Y., in relation to improvements of Harlem River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Medical Society of Erie County, New York, 
asking for free importation of medicines and medical and surgical in- 
struments—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Lawrence County (Illinois) Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, asking to abolish the national-banking sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petitions of Gila Lodge, No. 1350, Biblo Grove Lodge, Adams 
Corner Lodge, Michl Lodge, No. 1948, and Hickory Hill Lodge, No. 458, 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Illinois, against monopolies and 
trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLICK; Petition of 478 farmers of Iowa, asking Congress to 
enact a law to prevent persons from selling promises to deliver any 
manufactured or natural produce of American farms—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolutionsof S. Caldwell Post, No. 360, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Grand View, Iowa, asking passage of a service-pen- 
sion act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. E. Taylor, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Allso, petition of W. F. Baird, for pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of A. G. Van Hoorbeche, for legislation to pre- 
vent the importation of diseased horses—to theCommittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Grasser, Brand & Co. and other brew- 
ing associations of Toledo, Ohio, against a bill to fix the rate of duty 
on hops, hop auxiliaries, and hop substitutes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of McIntosh Post, No. 261, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Hermitage, Mo., in relation topensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Carter Post, No. 242, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Illinois, for certain pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of John Corvelon, on the outlet system to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 20 citizens of Shawnee County, Kan- 
sas, in relation to pension for Mrs. Yowell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of H. W, Claynorth and 42 others, of Elm 
Grove (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance, asking for the enactmentofalaw against 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. N. Stout and 19 others, of Elm Grove (Iowa) 
Farmers’ Alliance, asking for the enactment of a law against gambling 
in farm products—to the Committee on gee 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of W. W. Robinson and others, for relief 
of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of John H. Sanford, asking for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Hiram Griffin, for restoration of name to pension- 
roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the benefit of John H. Sanford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of Legislature of California, asking an 
appropriation of $2,000,000 to be expended in the restoration of the 
navigation of the San Joaquin, Sacramento, and Feather Rivers from 
the heads of navigation, respectively, to the Bay of San Francisco—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of Connecticut brewers in reference to duty 
on hops—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wheeler & Wilson Sewing Machine Company 
and 47 prominent firms and individuals in Bridgeport, Conn., request- 
ing improvement of Harlem River, New York—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOORE of New Hampshire (by request): Petition of John 
H. Spalter for relief—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Webster M. Raines for $10,972.59 for property de- 
stroyed during the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of George W. Myers and 90 others, ex- 
soldiersof Bethany, Mo., asking for service pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of W. H. L. Wallace post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Centralia, III., asking for the passage of the bill pensioning 
ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Henry Howard post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Strawberry Point, Iowa, asking for service pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., relative to Chinese immigration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of merchants and manufacturers of San Franciseo, Cal., 
in favor of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Sirah R. Marlin relating to a 
claim under the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Henry A. Harris, relating to a claim under the Bow- 
man act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Elijah Brown, for relief by special 
act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas Trotter, for a special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of Mrs. Susan Bonneville, for a special- 
act pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, petition of James C. Wilkinson, for a pension—to the Commit- _ 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Henry Ecks, for invalid pension—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William Alspach and 30 others, ex- 
Union soldiers, of Vanlue, Ohio, for the arrearage pension law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Memorial asking no change to be made 
in the reservation of the Southern Ute Indians of Colorado such as 
shall involve their transfer to the Territory of Utah—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of governor and Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Utah, asking legislation to enable them to create and 
organize a fourth judicial district in said Territory—to the Committee 
on the Territories. x 

Also (by request), petition of city council of Salt Lake City, Utah, 
asking appropriation for a public building in said city—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also (by request), memorial of Legislature of Arizona, asking special 
appropriation for John D. Dobbs for-injuries received from hostile 
Apache Indians while in the service of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of Washington Heights (New 
York City) Tax-Payers’ Association, relating to the Harlem RiverShip- 
Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of W. Stebbins Smith and 119 others, citizens of New 
York, in relation to improvements of Harlem River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of county board of supervisors of 
Gogebie County, Michigan, relative to the purchase of the Portage Lake 
Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Grand Rapids, Mich., relative 
to the purchase of the Portage Lake Canal—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the American Bar Association, for the relief of the 
Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, relating to 
various subjects of legislation, namely: food adulteration, dealing in 
futures, transportation, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of Newton Knight and others, for 
relief, with affidavits—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of ex-Federal soldiers of 
Hamblen County, Tennessee, asking Congress to pass the bill for the 

of the limitation of the arrears of pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of John J. Hoyt and 29 others, 
ex-soldiers of Rock Creek, Ohio, asking for a service pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of Samuel Webber and 50 
others, of St. Francis, Kans., for immediate pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George W. Hayes and 40 others, of Agra, Kans., 
and of A. W. Mann and 50 others, of Burr Oak, Kans., for immediate 

on legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Napoleon B. Leath, 
for relief—to the Committte on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Hardin 
County, Illinois, asking for relief for Joseph C. Williams—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, additional evidence in claim of Joseph C. Williams—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of Jacob Criser, pray- 
ing that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 18, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
13th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, accompanied by a re- 
port cf Lieut. Col. P. C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, relative to the im- 
provement of the Shenandoah River; which, on motion of Mr. FAULK- 
NER, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 13th instant, 
a report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, covering his explorations of North- 
ern Alaska; which was read. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the report contain maps? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It contains maps. 

Mr. PLATT. Had it not better be referred to the Committee on 
Printing without being printed ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. PLATT. The report is transmitted to the Senate upon a call of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who was not in 
his seat when the matter came up. I see he has come into the Senate, 
and the communication can again be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A letter from the of the Navy, trans- 
mitting, in mse to a resolution of the 13th instant, the report of 
Lieut. George M. Stoney, covering his explorations of Northern Alaska, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The printing of engravings ought always to be 
considered by the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not thought advisable to make the order to 
print at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a letter from H. V. Jackson, sec- 
retary of the Chamber of Commerce of Florence, Ariz., transmitting 
resolutions adopted by citizens of that place,remonstrating against the 
proposed establishment of aland court or commission to determine pri- 
vate land grants in Arizona and elsewhere; which, with the accom- 
panying resolutions, was referred to the Committee on Private Land 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
the free coinage of gold and silver; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented resolutions of the Godfrey Weitzel Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of the 
service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions adopted by the Platt 
Farmers’ Alliance of Kent, Iowa, and a petition of 65 members of the 
Farmers’ Alliance of Garrison, Benton County, Iowa, praying for the 

of an act to prohibit speculation in raw and manufactured farm 
produce; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of J. M. Bemis, of the Bemis 
Beef Company, of Boston, Chicago, Omaha, and St. Paul, representing 
that the long and short haul clause of the interstate-commerce law oper- 
ates disastrously against the interests of the Western farmers, and pray- 
ing for its repeal; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Woman’s Christian Tem- 

ce Union of Nebraska, containing 856 individual signatures, pray- 

g for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law, against needless 
Sunday work in the Government’s mail and military service, and in 
interstate commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta petition of citizens of Ohio collected 
by the National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for the 

of a national Sunday-rest law. I notice the printed indorse- 
ment on the back of the petition states that it contains 701 individual 
signatures. This is evidently not true; but I suppose the statement 
ought to be that it contains the signatures of clergymen or otherwise 
representing 701 individual persons. It seems to me that the person 
who made the indorsement ought not to state it in the way it is, for 
it is not true as stated. > 

I moye that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of L. A. Bell and 80 others, 
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legal voters in the county of Tunica, Mississippi, praying for the pas- 
sage of a national law securing a free ballot an honest count in all 
elections of Representatives in Congress, and that in addition such laws 
may be passed by Congress as it may have power to enact for the en- 
forcement of the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of citizens of Bridgeport, Conn., 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law. e statement 
which accompanies the petition is that the petition was indorsed by a 
vote of 138 to none at a meeting of the citizens of Bridgeport, and it is 
certified by the presiding officer of the meeting. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented sundry petitions of citizens of Augusta 
and Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, and of the Southern Presbyterian 
Assembly and the Southern Baptist Convention, praying for the pas- 
sage of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committce on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of 105 citizens of Indianapolis, 
Ind., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pensacola, Fla., opposing the passage of House bill No. 103, exempting 
American coastwise sailing vessels piloted by their licensed masters or 
by a United States pilot from obligation to pay State pilots for services 
not rendered, and praying that a liberal appropriation be made for the 
Signal Service as asked for by the Chief Signal Officer; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 2,133 citizens of Florida, praying for 
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of letter-carriers of New York City, 
indorsing the American Sabbath Union and its work, with special refer- 
ence to the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition, with seven representative indorsements, 
from 300 citizens of Montana, Wyoming, Utah, New Mexico, and Ari- 
zona, praying fora national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition, with 250 individual signatures, from 
Wyoming Territory church organizations, etc., praying for the passage 
of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph E. Lee and 90 others, citi- 
zens of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the passage of the Blair educa- 
tional bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Crookston, Minn., 
praying for legislation to prohibit sales of agricultural products for 
future delivery; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Rindal, Minn., praying 
for legislation prohibiting gambling and speculation in futures on farm 
products; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Clabaugh Post, No. 54, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the service- 
pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present sundry petitions from different portions of 
the State of Oregon, signed by adult residents and citizens, praying 
that Congress a bill forbidding needless Sunday work in the Gov- 
ernment’s mail and military service, and that interstate commerce in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories be prohibited on Sunday, 
and generally against Sunday traffic. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petitions of sundry citizens of Sedalia and 
other towns in Missouri, which have reached me from the secretary of 
the American Sabbath Union, praying for legislation in regard to Sab- 
bath rest. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I find on my desk, doubtless intended to be pre- 
sented to the Senate, a petition said to contain 2,000 individual signa- 
tures from Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law. 
In the envelope I find, and I present to the Senate, three printed slips 
with a printed form of petition and the following indorsement: 

Indorsed by Madison convention of Congregational Churches, representing 
agree of five counties, with membership of 1,400. 
i JAMES M, CAMPBELL, President, 
Bux PRAIRIE, WIS., June 10, 1889. 

Which accounts, as I understand it, for the 1,400 individual signa- 
tures stated on the envelope. 

Here is another indorsed by a meeting of citizens of Milwaukee, 
June 9, 1889, number of petitioners 450; and still a third indorsed by 
a mass-meeting of citizens in Milwaukee, June 9, 1889, number of pe- 
titioners 150. 
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I move that tltese petitions be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of 73 citizens of Williamsburgh, 
Mass., and a petition of the Congregational Club of Worcester, Mass. 
(175 members),«praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry importers and dealers in do- 
mestic earthernware and glassware in Boston, Mass., praying for the 
consideration of certain statements in reference to the tariff on pottery; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of 129 citizens of Fort Worth, 
Tex., and a petition of 87 citizens of Marshall, Tex., praying for the 
passage of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of George M. 520 and other 
citizens and firms in the United States, praying that the Superintend- 
ent of the Census be directed to collect certain data in relation to the 
electrical industr y; which was referred to the Committee on the Cen- 


sus. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the Business Men's Association 
of the city of Sheboygan, Wis., praying for the erection of a Govern- 
ment building at Sheboygan, Wis.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition, numerously signed by sol- 
diers of the late war residing in Saline County, Nebraska, praying for 
the passage of a per diem service-pension bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr., 
praying that an appropriation of $1,000,000 may be made for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Aransas Pass, in the State of Texas, and 
that it may be made a deep harbor for the benefit of Missouri and Mis- 
sissippi River commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I also present a petition, if it may be so called, 
from the Presbyterian Church of Table Rock, Nebr., said to represent 
100 members, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest bill. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and La- 
bor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE prasad a petition of the National Associa- 
tion of Furniture Manufacturers, praying that subsidies be granted to 
steam-ship lines; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of 202 citizens of Olympia, Thurs- 
ton County, Washington, indorsed by the Washington Sabbath Asso- 
ciation (representing the State of Washington) at a meeting in Olym- 

ia July 28, 1889, and attested by R. H. Melroy, president, and G. A. 
Panter secretary, praying for the passage of the Sunday-restlaw; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 65 citizens of Tacoma, Pierce County, 
Washington, indorsed by a meeting of citizens of Tacoma on July 22, 
1889, attested by M. S. Hartwell, president, praying for the e of 
a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 86 citizens of Seattle, King County, 
Washington, indorsed by vote at a meeting of citizens of Seattle July 
25, 1889, attested by George A. Tewksbury, president, praying for the 

of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Faneation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 60 citizens of Puget Sound Assembly, 
Washington, indorsed hy vote by 60 citizens of Washington at Paget 
Sound Assembly, July 23, 1889, attested by D. J. Pierce, president, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition indorsed by a vote of the 
Minnesota Sabbath Association assembled in convention, praying for 
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Pickering (Kans.) Post, No. 
105, Grand Army of the Republic; the petition of Coffeyville (Kans. ) 
Post, No. 153, Grand Army of the Republic, and the petition of 1,400 
ex-soldiers and sailors of Shawnee County, Kansas, praying for the 
passage of the Kansas-Indiana pension bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Vinland Grange, No. 163, of Kansas, 
and the petition of Wea Grange, No. 445, of Kansas, praying for the 
suppression of trusts; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of A. F. Davisand 51 other ex-soldiers 
of Hutchinson, Kans., praying for the removal of the limitation in the 
act granting arrears of pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL presented sundry petitions of the council of the Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church of Virginia and of citizens of Virginia, praying 
for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry petitions of citizens of Colorado, pray- 


ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of 185 citizens of Kansas, E; 
ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Jonathan D. Hale, late 
chief of scouts, Army of the Cumberland, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion on account of disabilities incurred in the military service of the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GEORGE presenteda petition of citizens of Jackson, Miss., pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law for the Distriet of Columbia, 
for Government employés, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1583) for the improvement of the bar and harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex., reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 2716) to pro- 
vide for the completion of the improvement of the entrance to Galves- 
ton harbor, Texas; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. COKE. I ask, as the bill is very short and is an important bill, 
that it be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That for the purpose of securing the work of im roen read 
entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas, the Secretary of War, upon the app 
tion of the Chief of Engineers, is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to draw 
his warrant or requisition from time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
for such sums as may be necessary to do such work, not to exceed in the aggre- 
gate $6,200,000, the amount estimated as necessary for the completion of the same, 
as shown in the reports of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1889: Provided, 
however, That the amounts so drawn from the Treasury shall not exceed $1,000,- 
000 in any one year, and that an itemized statement of said expenditures 
accompany the annual report of the Chief of Engineers. 

The amount required for the completion of this work as herein proposed is 
peog appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
pri 5 


Mr. COKE. U ask unanimous consent to file hereafter a written re- 
port to accompany the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Did the Senator present the papers that I handed him 
and ask that they be printed? 

Mr. COKE. I asked unanimons consent to file a report hereafter 
with which I will accompany those papers. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have those papers printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the request? We did not hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asked permission 
to file hereafter a report relating to the bill which has just been read. 

Mr. COKE. I hand in the papers now and ask that they be printed 
to accompany the bill; and I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
permitted to file a report hereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears none. The accompanying 
papers will be printed, and leave is granted to file a report hereafter. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2285) granting a pension to the widow of John Leo, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1665) granting restoration of pension toSarah A. Woodbridge, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1393) granting a pension to Susan C. Wilkinso 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the b 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1484) for the relief of Capt. Thomas Phelan, of Missouri, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. 43) in regard to the bridge across the Ohio 
River at Louisyille, Ky., submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the joint resolution was pestponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2324) to authorize the building of a bridge across White River, Arkansas, 
by the Mississippi and Little Rock Railway Company, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2323) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas 
River at or near Pendleton, Desha County, Arkansas, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2415) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the Mississippi and 
Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct 
a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss.,’’ reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
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the bill (S. 2481) to improve the marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, 
Mass., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1754) for the relief of E. 8. Tyner, of 
Plant City, Fla., submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. Lask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar so that 
I may look at the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


. ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2103) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 

A bill (S. 2056) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 
Tolls; 

A bill (S. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; and 

A bill (5. 1154) to increase the pension to James Johnston. 

Mr.SAWYER. I report adversely from the Committee on Pensions 
the bill (S. 2219) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth, it 
being the duplicate of another bill which I have reported favorably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1571) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak., re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayres, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2598) increasing the pension of Walter P. Harrison, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 2659) for the relief of Byron H. Reed, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 2505) for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2531) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2611) grantinga pension to James Anderson, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 279) for 
the establishment of a pure-food division in the Department of Agri- 
culture, to provide for the inspection of live-stock about to be slaugh- 
tered at slanghter-houses, canning, salting, packing, and rendering es- 
tablishments, the carcasses or productsof which are intended for human 
consumption in any State or Territory other than whereslaughtered or 
for exportation to foreign countries, to prohibit the introduction of 
adulterated or misbranded food or drugs into any State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia from any other State or Territory or foreign 
country, and for other purposes, and moved that it be printed and re- 
committed to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the hill (5. 1468) granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower; re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; and 
the bills were indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 976) granting a pension to Edward M. Lees; 

A bill (S. 1117) granting a pension to Celestia Bennett; 

A bill 8 1113) granting a pension to William Myers; and 

A bill (S. 669) granting a pension to Mary E. H. Ottiwell. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 658) to provide for the admission of the State of Idaho 
into the Union, reported it with amendments, and submitted n report 


m, 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 321) providing for the purchase of the Capron 
collection of Japanese works of art,“ reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. . 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2717) for the relief of John L. 
Broome; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2718) for the relief of William 
T. Crump; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Sprague; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8, 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth A. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2721) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
J. Sanders; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2722) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Capt. Franklin Post, deceased; which was 
rad twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2723) for the relief of the estate of 
August Heberlein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STANFORD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2724) to settle the 
matters between Samuel Strong and the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, aud referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. > 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2725) for the relief of James Q. Shirley 
and the estate of Francis De Long; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2726) to enable the State of California 
to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found 
to be mineral lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2727) to establish certain ports of entry 
in Alaska Territory; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2728) for the reliefof Valeria B. Elliott; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2729) granting right of way to the 
Red Lake and Western Railway and Navigation Company across the 
Red Lake Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and granting 
said company the right to enter certain lands in said reservation at pri- 
vate entry for town-site purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2730) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the St, Louis River at the most accessible point between 
the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; which was twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2731) to amend the 
interstate-commerce laws, ete.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2732) granting a pension to Thomas 
Reed; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2733) granting a pension to Theodore 
Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2734) granting a pension to Ada John- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
bas Hag reied to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2735) providing for the prompt 
removal of certain newly discovered dangers and obstructions to navi- 
gation in Detroit River, Lake St. Clair, the foot of Lake Huron, and 
St. Mary's River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2736) granting a pension to 
Jonathan B. Hale; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2737) to increase the pension 
of John B. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2738) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Wilkes-Barre, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2739) for the relief of Caleb R. 
Turner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. x 


Mr. DAWES. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 


Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Afairs, in the consideration of the 
bill to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Southern Ute Indians, in Colo- 
rado, be authorized to employ a stenographer, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. $ 


I will state that the stenographer was employed on very important 
hearings in that case, under the géneral practice of employment and 
payment out of an appropriation which has been made heretofore for 
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priatlon had been exhansted, and the stenographer, although he had | Tye cornette of sonlernen nthe disagreeing voles ofthe two Howse on 


paid out considerable money to aid him in doing the work, had, not wry 


only for his own services, but for what he paid out, no riation 
to satisfy him, and it will be necessary to get this order an appro- 
priation before he can get his pay. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be made if there be no 
objection. 


Mr. HARRIS. The resolution must go to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. p 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to that 
committee. 

Mr. DAWES. Unless by unanimous consent the Senate agrees to 
waive a reference. Iam not particular abont it, but I thougat on the 
aipe Sans I presented the order would be made by unanimous 
consen! 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a matter of law. I doubt very much whether 
it can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to the resolution going to the 
committee, because the stenographer can not get his pay until an ap- 
propriation is made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution will be reſerfed to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commi he Judiciary be, hereby is, auth 
ized to sit duritig the wings of the — . N 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and forty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 2 

TOWN-SITE ENTRIES IN OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to give notice that on Thursday morning, 
after the conclusion of the formal morning business, I shall ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1015) to pro- 
vide for town-site entries of lands in what is known as Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to 
the bill (S. 1181) to require the Superintendent of Census to ascertain 
what percentage of the people own their farms, and the number of 
farms under mortgage, and the amount thereof ; to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon; and had appointed Mr. DuNNELL, Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, 
and Mr. DocKERY managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake 
agency, North Dakota; and 

A bill (H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, 
Texas, the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, and for a new 
site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon. 

The message also returned to the Senate the joint resolution (S. R. 
37) for the removal of obstructions to navigation in the Missouri River 
with the words by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled”? inserted in the proper place in 
the substitute of the House. 

SIOUX INDIANS AT DEVIL'S LAKE AGENCY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, being the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. DAWES. Before that is proceeded with I wish to be heard. A 
few days since, upon a report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, the 
Senate passed a bill for the relief of the Sioux Indiansof Devil’s Lake 
agency, North Dakota. The House of Representatives yesterday passed 
a bill in the same words. I ask that the House bill may be now put 
on its passage. There is great exigency for its 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the 
Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake agency, North Dakota, was read twice by 
its title, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. s 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to retarn to the Senate the bill (S. 2652) for the relief of the 
Sioux Indians at Devil’s Lake agency, North Dakota. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CENSUS REPORT OF PROPERTY-OWNERS, MORTGAGES, ETC. 

Mr. HALE. I submit the rt of a conference committee, which 

I ask may be read. 7 


The committee of conference on the d 
amendment 


EUGENE HALE, 
C. K. DAVI 
J. H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Benate, 
M. H. DUNNELL, 
JOSEPH D. TAYLO 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hargisin the chair). The ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate concur in the report of the committee of con- 
ference ? 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Census if Tam correct in supposing that this action of the 
committee of conference makes all the farmers and others who shall 
be called upon to answer the questions necessary to obtain the infor- 
mation which thig bill calis for, subject to fine and imprisonment if 
they do not so answer. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not desire to yield to debate. 

Mr. HALE. Ishall not ask that, of course. I can answer ina word, 
that it puts all the questions that are asked by this law as well as the 
original census law under the same category, but it does not imprison. 
The committee upon looking into the matter found the penalty was 
Fak igs! $100, and believed that it would be rarely imposed. But 
to e a discrimination between one class of questions and another 


was not ible, and therefore they recommended that the bill should 
be with the amendment proposed by the House of Representa- 
tives. 


Mr. PLATT. I am not going to make an objection to the adoption 
of this report of the conference committee, but it seems to me that an 
inquiry which extends in a sort of inquisitorial way into the private 
business of individuals, asking them how much they owe upon their 
farms, and what they borrowed the money for, and all such inquiries 
ought not 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not yield. The education bill on which I have 
the floor is the regular order. 

Mr. PLATT. I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can raise the question 
of consideration, but the report of a committee of conference is a priv- 
ileged question and can be made at any time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not suppose a Senator speaking can be taken en- 
tirely off the floor unless there is an understanding that he should be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the report is privileged, and a 
majority of the Senate may decide to consider it at this time or to post- 
pone consideration, but that question is to be decided while the report 
is before the Senate. Does the Senator from Maine ask that the report 
be now eonsidered ? 

Mr. HALE. I think we can settle it all ina minute. I know the 
Senator from New Hampshire does not like to have his time taken, and 
I do not intend to do that, and if this report takes two minutes more 
of course I shall withdraw it for the present.— 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand that even a report like this can 
interrupt a Senator in the course of his remarks. 

Mr. HALE. I could only have got the report in by the indulgence 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the report of a 
committee of conference is in order at any time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make no question with the Chair. I know how the 
report came in. 

Mr. PLATT. I raise a question of order at this point. The report 
was under consideration by the Senate, and I was endeavoring to say 
something that I had in mind, and I was cut off in the middle of a 
word by the interruption of the Senator from New Hampshire, which, 
I think, was out of order. I should have been through in a minute if 
I had not been interrupted. 

I desire simply to say that it seems to me harsh to extend the pro- 
visions of the census law to the persons who are to be interrogated under 
the provisions of this bill. - 

I wish to say that before the report of the conference committee is 


adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The que tion is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the report of the committee of conference? 

The report was concurred in. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, just before the Senate adjourned last 
night there was some discussion in regard to public sentiment in the 
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State of Texas with reference to the condition of education in thatState 
and as to the remedies for that condition 8 in the pending bill. 
Before proceeding I take occasion to read from the Corsicana Exponent, 
ublished in Corsicana, Tex., the sentiments which obtain with avery 
aie proportion of the people in that State. Itsays, in an editorial: 


We here in Texas do not need the aid to common schools proposed by the 
Blair bill so much as do the children in other of our Southern States, We have 
a large school fund and many millions of acres of school lands which those 
States have not. We have this fund and landed endowment because, when 
Texas, an independent republic, went into the Federal Union, it was stipu- 
lated that she should hold her lands. But itis generally conceded that we have 
not a sufficient fund for 8 distribution to propro educate the children of 
the State. How much more destitute, then, must be the other States that have 
not our landed endowment. 

The authors and Northern supporters of the Blair bill recognize our need of 
2 help, and especially do they recognize the need of the other Southern 

tates not so well off as we are. They know that fully 150,000 white and colored 
children in the Southern States, of whom a majority are whites, are every year 
reaching the age of maturity, unable to read or write. They ize what put 
our country into this position: thatit was its devastation by the Union armies, 
the freeing of the slaves by the Government, and the impoverishment of our 
people by such emancipation. 11 all these things they, in a spirit of 
patri , propose to pass a bill wh appropriates annually for eight years 
the following sums, 


Going on then to specify the provisions of this bill. 


It turns over to the treasuries of the different States their respective propor- 
tions, and at the end of the eight years theappropriation stops, This is opposed 
on the ground of alleged centralization. We can not see how it isso. The Goy- 
ernment made the temporary destitution of educational facilities, which it pro- 
poses to aid the States in supplying for a period of eight . General Jack - 
son, when President, approved a bill of like character. Then the Government 

if had created no destitution of means. 

‘The bill proposing this appropriation has never reached a vote in the House, 
but it has passed the Senate, a majority of Southern Democratic Senators vot- 
ing for it. But there are certain of the Democratic leaders in Congress who 
opposed it in the past, and because its by a Republican Con; will 

ly benefit the 0 party in many of the more destitute Southern 

tates, 12 — oubtful ones, or those in which the Democratic majority 

is least It will help to dispel a great deal of sectional prejudice. That preju- 
dice is the sole 11 of many politicians. 

We want the bill to pass, not use the South will not in future years be 
able to properly educate her children, but because she is not now doing it, and 
is not able to do it. and in the mean time hundreds of thousands of her children 
coming on the stage of manhood and womanhood are taking low-down places 
for themselves and their posterity. Educated Northern immigrants come 
among us and take higher places than our uneducated children can do. 

Itis a magnanimous proposal that the Blair bill makes to immediately put 
into our State treasuries a sum of money sufficient to stop present educational 
9 in our section. We hope it will be done, because we love humanity, 

y our own, 


This I understand to be a Democratic journal. I wish now to read 
evidence with regard to the condition of education in the State of Vir- 
ginia. Before proceeding to that, however, I will put in an extract 
from the last preceding Report of the Commissioner of Education. The 
Commissioner says: i 

TEACHERS FOR COLORED 5CHOOLS, 

The South also suffers particularly from the want of qualified teachers in the 

elementary schools. 


I ought to say that this is Commissioner Dawson, of Alabama, from 
whom I am reading: 


Tn his report to the trustees of the Slater fund, Dr. Haygood, the general agent, 
writes as follows: 

“Many of the teachers in the colored public schools are pitiably incompetent— 
the statement need not be qualified by the word ‘colored,’ if we were consid- 
ering the whole case of the publie ools in the Southern States. Many of 
them lack not only scholarship and training, but moral character. Asa rule, 
there is good reason to believe that they do the best they can; notafew ofthem 
do admirably well; some do their work so efficiently and usefully as to justify 
the belief that the colored people are capable of furnishing fit material for mak- 
ing teachers of the most approved quality. The defects of these colored teachers 
are So great as to create an urgent necessity for training better ones; their ex- 
cellences and their successes are sufficient to justify the best hopes of success in 
the effort, and to vindicate the judgment of those who make large investments 
of money, and service to mye to colored students opportanit for thoroughly 
preparing themselves for the work of teaching the children of their people." 

As [have before stated, the provision for training teachers continually in- 
creases, but it is far below the requirement, and only a small proportion of the 
well trained teachers go into the rural districts, which, with their short terms, 
miserable school-houses, and utter lack of appliances, offer no inducement to 
competent teachers, 


I should say that this bill reaches the precise evil complained of here 
by permitting the appropriation of not exceeding one-tenth the allow- 
ance for each State for the maintenance of normal schools and schools 
for the training of teachers. 

While both races are affected by these drawbacks, it is the colored people 
whose welfare is most seriously threatened. In my judgment there is no 
graver problem before us than the adequate and appropriate training of these 
people, who, after years of servitude, were suddenly invested with the rights 
and duties of citizenship, They require a training specially adapted to their 
“wants, a training in which the moral and industrious aptitudes shall receive 
equal attention with the intellectual. These conditions are well understood; 
the methods, the subjects of instruction, the material appliances required for 
the development of the colored | population of the South have been fully con- 
sidered, and Lam satisfied that if the means were forthcoming the work would 
go rapidly forward to satisfactory results. 


The Commissioner evidently believes that, whether the colored man 
is to remain in this country, or is to be transported to Africa, or is to 
change his location to any other point on the face of the earth, a pri- 
mary condition and an indispensable duty on the of the American 
people is first to qualify him for whatever may be his future lot by 


ving him education; and until that is done we are not quie sure that 
e is not likely to be quite the equal of the average of 


erican citi- 


zenship. If that should be the case, fortunately, we might not care 
to have him leave our own borders, Even the prejudices of those who 
now would have him transported bodily to the jurisdiction of savagery 
might yield to a serious anxiety that he should remain among us. For 
my part, my solution of the whole thing is to educate both races and 
let them alone. The Commissioner proceeds: 
ILLITERACY IN THE SOUTH, 
The fact of stead in the ed ional 
rise to the belief in taany quarters that the defleiency in the means of PADIT ed 
cation which existed in that section at the close of the civil war has been very 
nearly overcome, and that the States in question are amply able to rid them- 
seva Por asm of illiteracy, which esuch an alarming showing in tho 
us o 


I call the attention of the bureau of mendacity, organized in the New 
York Evening Post, which furnishes the material, the falsehood with 
which this bill is assailed throughout the country through the news- 

pers generally, to the fact that, in the report of this very Commis- 
sioner and the identical report from which they sought to demonstrate 
that there js no longer a necessity of educational facilities heyond what 
they possess being furnished to the South, the Commissioner uses the 
language which I have here cited. 


On account of this erroneous impression— 


Hesays— . * 
which some find it for their interest to foster— 

For their interest to foster.’? Whose interest is it to tell lies? For 
nobody’s probably but those who are interested in the establishment 


and maintenance of this bureau of mendacity, of which I know more 
than it is necessary now to speak. 

On account of this erroneous impression, which some find it for their interest 
to foster, it isto be regretted that we have not from all the Southern States 
more recent statistics than those of 1880, setting forth the various conditions by 
which nage et and illiteracy are determined. In accordance with the law of 
Virginia, during the months of June and July, 1885, a census was taken in that 
State of all persons residing within the school districts between the ages of 5 
and 21 years, This census enables us to form the following comparisons with 
the showings of the United States census of 1880: 

Census of nagar Sore yy 10 to 20, both inclusive: White, 205,360; unable to 
babies * pe tage, 21. Colored, 160,338; unable to write, 101,320; per- 
centage, 

Census of 1835.—Population 10 to 20, both inclusive: White, 212,524; unable to 
read, 26,374; percentage, 13. Colored, 136,975; unable to read, 55, 368; percent- 


age, 40. 
Census of 18%.—Population 7 to 15 years of age: White, 189, 382; unable to 
write, 72,492; percentage, 38, Colored, 145,663; unable to write, 98,182; percent- 


age, 67. 

Of the white population between 7 and 15 years of age who can not write, 
29,846, or 15.7 per cent. are between 10 and 15 years of and of the colored 
population, 50,705, or 34.8 per cent. The State census of does not give pre- 
cisely the same data as the United States census, inability to write having been 
made in the former the test for persone between 7 and 15 years and in the latter 
for those between 10 and 20. It can not, however, escape notice that the pro- 
portion of illiterates between 7 and 15 rs of age in 1885 is greater than the 
88 between 10 and 20 in 1880; that the number of colored illiterates 

ween 10 and 15 years in 1885 bears to the colored population between 7 and 
15 a larger ratio than that of the colored illiterates between 10 and 20 years of 
age to the colored population between those years in 1880, The corresponding 
comparison for the whites indicates a slightly’ more favorable condition in 1885, 
With respect to this census Hon. R. R. Farr, the State superintendent, says: 

The percentage of illiteracy ofeach class and sex is given, and affords a curious 
study, and admonishes us that it will takea steady and persistent fight to meet 
and overcome the army of illiterates which is embraced within the school pe- 
riod, to say nothing about those who are under the prescribed age, and who will 
soon require school facilities. We know of no way to generally remove the 
illiteracy of our adult population; asa rule that will stand asa canker in the body- 
piss a source of much danger and of inestimable loss tothe State. But there 

every reason why the State and nation should remove the illiteracy from our 
young generation by furnishing ample school facilities for all the different 
classes and conditions of the present and future school population and then by 
some practicable method compel them to acquire at least the rudiments of a 
common education. The aty and propras of the State and nation demand 
this, to say nothing of humanity and religion. It isnot remarkable that the 
pereentage of illiteracy of the colored school population is so much greater than 
that of the white. The one isthe offspring of an ancestry of illiteracy, and con- 
sequently without any opportunity of home training; the other, the descend- 
ants of an intelligent and refined people, surrounded by all those home infln- 
ences which are such potent factors in the education and elevation of a people. 
It may be safely assumed, as a rule, that all the education, be it over so little, 
that is possessed by the colored school population has been derived from one 
class or another of public education; and when we remember that in this State 
they have only the advantage of some fifteen years’ school facilities, their 
progress is wonderful, deserving of the highest praise, and shows conclusively 
that they have the capacity to acquire an education, and that all they need is 
fair school facilities to enable them soon to remove the burden of their illiter- 
acy from the body-politic,” 

It should be remembered in this connection that Virginia is one of the most 
favored of the States included in the table before us. In density of population 
it is surpassed by two of those States only, in the amount of taxable property 
by four, and in the amount of school income by two. The school eke agg has 
been administered by superintendents of great energy, and the teaching force 
includes an unusually large proportion of qualified teachers, from all of which 
it may be inferred that Virginia is making as rapid progress in the struggle 
against illiteracy as any one of the Southern States. 


But I have more specific information from Virginia of the date of 
1888, which I will now proceed to lay before the Senate. Perhaps I 
should state the amount per capita that would be expended upon each 
child in several or quite a number of the different States, supposing 
the total to be $15,000,000 distributed through the whole, which is 
the largest sum which it is proposed to distribute in any one year un- 
der the provisions of this bill. 

If $15,000,000, which is the highest sam that under the provisions 
of this bill is to be distributed in any one year—more than twice the 
sum which is to be distributed the first year—if $15,000,000 are di- 
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vided upon the basis of illiteracy, the individual child will receive for 
his education: in California, $15.12; in Colorado, $14.34; in Connecti- 
cut, 810.71; in Nevada, $14.40; in New Hampshire, $10.07; in Rhode 
Island, $11.36; in the District of Columbia, $13.61; and in Massachu- 
setts, $19.21; while in Alabama, after this division is made, mind you, 
more than twice what they get the first year, added to their own, what 
is already raised—in Alabama the individual child will receive $3.64; 
in Arkansas, $3.13; in Florida, $3.75; in Georgia, $4.30; in Kentucky, 
$3.67; in Louisiana, $4.96; in Mississippi, $4.90; in Virginia, $3.94; 
in West Virginia, $4.31; in North Carolina, $3.26, and in South Caro- 
lina, $5.05. 

This was some two years ago, and the amount which each State would 
receive on a distribution of $15,000,000 was added to the local appro- 
Priations. I have already placed in the possession of the Senate some 
recent statements from the State of Virginia. Since I did so, I have 
received from Mr. Yost, a member of the last House of Representatives 
from Virginia, some additional letters from school authorities, which I 
will read to the Senate, Ilook upon these as of special value because 
they are from men whose official duty compels them to know, or makes 
it unavoidable that they should not know, the actual condition of the 
schools within their jurisdiction. There is no doubt that what they say 
is fairly applicable to the entire State. 

The first letter is from William C. Corson, county superintendent of 
the publie schools of Cumberland County, Virginia, dated January 16, 
1888, addressed to Mr. Yost: 

Dear Stn: Your communication of the 5th Jan to hand. With much 
pleasure I now proceed to answer the interrogatories thercin contained in ref- 
erence to the public schools of my county. s 

First. Total school population, according to the census of 1880, 4,121; white, 
1,053; colored, 3,068. 

Second. Total enrollment, session 18887, 1,889; white, 685; colored, 1,204. 

Third. Total average daily attendance, 1,051; white, 456; colored, 595. 

Fourth, Length of school session, 5.02 months. 

Fifth. Cost per pupil enrolled, $4.68 per session. 

Sixth. Cost per pupil in average attendance, $8.41 per session. 

Thus it will be seen that out of a total school population as far back 
ns 1880—and during the six years this sort of population has undoubt- 
edly rapidly increased—out of what was then a total of 4,121 there were 
1,889 enrolled, which is less than one-half, and 685 whites, a little more 
than half the whites, and 1,204 colored, which is much less than half 
the colored population that should be attending school, while the aver- 
age daily attendance is 1,000 as compared with the 4,000 who should 
attend the schools, Mr. Corson goes on: 

Seventh, Condition of school-houses. 


I call the attention of the Senate to this matter especially, as there 
seems to be an inclination to consider this expenditure wholly with refer- 
ence to the necessity of the tuition of the child, the payment of the 
teacher. The money, with the exception of the $2,000,000 which goes 
to assist in the construction of school-houses in sparsely settled localities, 
among poor populations, is to be expended in the actual ranning of the 
schools, so that the local taxation, which is now available for teachers 
and school-houses and the like, must hereafter, if school houses are to 
be provided, be very much more largely expended in the direction of 
providing the plant. That has got to be done from some source, and 
it is believed a much smaller amount would be expended hereafter from 
the local taxation for the payment of teachers. 

He proceeds: 

Seventh. Condition of school-houses: About one-half of ourschool-houses are 
comfortable and well furnished; the others, cheap log buildi poorly lighted, 
and in every way unsuited for the purpose. We greatly n: more and better 
houses, but are unable to build with our present means, 

Eighth, Salaries of teachers: Teachers are paid from $20 to $39, according to 
the grade of superintendent's certificates held by the teacher. It is d t to 
secure competent, efficient teachers for the m pay we can oſſer. Theshort 
five-month session I regard the most objectionable feature of our public-school 
system. 

Ninth. Improvements demanded; More and better school-honses, with good 
furniture, longer sessions, an increase of teachers’ pay, and means to furnish 
indigent pupils with text-books. The Blair bill would give us the money to 
remedy all these defects and enable us to make our public schools what they 
should be: the pride and glory of our land. I rejoice to know that you are 
among the friends of the bill, and you may rest assured that your constituents 
in this county will, toa man, help to hold up your hands whilst battling to 
gain this great boon for your State and your country. The public schools are 
the only hope for the education of the children of the people, and an earnest 
zeal in behalf of this great cause is, to my mind, the stro: evidence of true 
patriotism. Virginia is doing all she can to educate her children, but it would 
require double the amount annually appropriated to meet the pressing needs 
of her public schools, 

A very small per cent. of our white people are able to educate their children 
in private schools, and such schools are entirely out of the question among the 
co'ored race, The education of the negroes is greatly retarded on account ofthe 
extreme poverty of this race: the parents are too poor to buy the necessary text- 
books for their children. Often in visiting the colored schools I find from three 
to half a dozen pupils trying to prepare their lessons from one book. The pub- 


- lic funds are so limited that the district boards do not feel warranted to expend 


more than a few dollars each year to farnish books to indigent pupils. The 
name of every member of the Fiftieth Congress who works and votes for the 
Blair educational bill will be honored in Virginia and his memory will be cher- 
ishe:l and revered to the latest generations, Allow me to thank you in t 
of the people of Cumberland for the interest which you manifest in the cause of 
N i 
ery res ‘ally, - 
WM. ©. CORSON. 


This is addressed to Mr. Yost, a member of the last House of Repre- 
sentatives, I have also another letter, dated January 13, 1888. This 


is a letter to reso Yost by Mr. Jordan, superintendent of schools for 
Augusta Count; irginia: 
Me STAUNTON, VI., January 13,1888. 


DEAR Sin: Owing to my absence your favor of 5th instant has just been re- 

Per Th (biel poas of Augusta County is 10,947 
e on u uni 8 

Second. The eee for 1888-87 was 7,149, 

Third. The average daily attendance was 4,629, 

Fourth. Length of session, five months, 

Fifth. The cost of tuition per pupil enrolled was 79 cents. 

Sixth. The cost of tuition per pupil in daily average attendance was $1.20. 

Seventh. Theschool-houses are in a fairly good condition, but are in most cases 
destitute of good black boards, wall maps, globes, and other aids to teaching as 
are 55 secure the W sie 8g wie a Anr cost, 4 8 

Eight verage salaries: te mates, $27.79 per month; w females, 
$26.30; colored males, $25.44; colored females, $24.70, 


I do not understand that this includes board. 


Ninth. We need trained teachers, skilled feachers. Skilled labor is alwna; 
expensive; it has a high value; to secure these trained teachers we must offer 
such compensation as will enable them to qualify themselvesforthe work. We 
ean never have professional teachers until we can pay salaries large enough to 
induce professional teachers to teach in our public schools. 


It will be seen that at an average they get only five months’ work, 


and that at these low rates per month there is no encouragement for 
any intelligent person to engage in teaching. Mr. Jordan proceeds: 

Hence the first thing we need is more money. It should be borne in mind 
that our publicschools have superseded a great many good private schools, and 
unless as good instruction is given in the public schools as was given in these 
private schools the adoption of the public-school system will be a great sin, 

The efficiency of our present system of public education could be greatly in- 
creased by paying the district trustees an amount equivalent to the work re- 
quired of them. At present they receive no pay; consequently much impor- 
tant work is neglected by them. 

What we need is money. We have the material; we can utilize it if we can 
pay a reasonable sum to Ft what we must have to do good work. 

I have written hastily, but will be glad to give you any further information 
ee wae aaa eae T tally, ete, 

i ni am, very respec! y, ete., 
©. T. JORDAN, 


Superintendent Schools, Augusta County. 
Hon, Jacos Yost, M, C., : 
Washington, D. C. 


G. E. MeCarkle, superintendent of Alleghany County, writes: 
ALLEGHANY County, VIRGINIA, 

School population: White, 2,153; colored, 602; total, 2,755. 

Enrollment: White, 1,234; colored, 247; total, 1,481. 

Average daily attendance: White, 864; colored, 140; total,1,004. 

Average length of session, 4.97 months. 

Cost per pupil enrolled: White, 8 cents; colored, 63 cents. 

Cost per pupil in average daily attendance: White, 62cents; colored, 53 cents, 

Average salaries of teachers: Male, $27.37; females, $25.07. 

Condition of school-houses: Very bad and no money toimprove them. Our 
school system is in a very bad condition and is very unpopular, all because we 
have not the funds to improve it, 


That ought to be borne in mind. The public-school system or any 
other system not sustained naturally falls into disrepute among the 
people. g 

Mr. G. E. Caskie, another superintendent of public schools for Nelson 
County, Virginia, writes as follows: 

LOVISGSTON, VA., January 9, 1888. 

Sr: Yours of the 5th instant received. In answering the interrogatories 
therein propounded I will use the figures shown by my annual report for the 
school year ending July 31, 1887. Ido this because I suppose it would be fairer 
than to take any one month of the present session as the basis of my answers, 

First. The school population of this county is, according to the last census, 
1885: White, 3,594; colored, 3,185; total, 6,779. 

5 The enroliment for last session was: White, 2,151; colored, 1,650; 
tota! 5 

The average daily attendance during the same period was: Whites, 
1,157; colored, 704; total, 1,861. 

Fourth. The length of the school session is five months. There are three 
schools in the county which run six months; all the others run only five months, 
except such as are closed sooner because of failure to make the required aver- 
age, or some reason of that sort. The average last year was just five months. 

Fifth. The cost of the whole system (including all expenses—my salary and 
everything) last year was 59 cents per month per pupil enrolled, or $2.95 for the 
session per pupil enrolled. : 

Sixth. The cost for last session, including everything, was $1.21 per month 
per pupil in average daily attendance, or $5.05 for the session per pupil enrolled. 

Seventh. There are now in this county ninety schools, of which about twenty- 
five houses belong to the school board; the residue are cabins, log houses, ete., 
which the people let us have. Of the twenty-five which we own, about eight 
are good houses; the others are mostly log, about two-thirds of which are hewed 
logs and the others just built of round poles, Of those furnished by the patrons 
about the same proportion of hewed and round-log buildings exist. With the 
exception of the eight mentioned above, all of these houses are in bad 5 
some much more so than others. Some ate hary fit to bo occupied at all. 
year I was forced to condemn some, and if I did my duty I would condemn 
others now. Some of them haye board roofs, held on with logs or rocks; some 
others have sliding windows. e., plank windows withoutan glass—and when 

‘ou open the window to let in the light you leave a hole. In many of these 

ouses the chinking is knocked out and the teacher has to daub it up with mud 
as best he can. 

Ithink I may safely say that all the furniture we have, including desks, 
benches, tables, chairs, ete., for the ninety schools, is not worth over $90. The 
benches usually, in fact with very few exceptions, have no and in many 
instances are made by splitting a log intwo and boring holes in which legs 
are put, thus making two benches. With the exception of a very few owen a 
few of these benches, a small blackboard, and a plank nailed to the side of a 
house for a writing desk constitute the furniture. There is not a map, globe, 

or anything of that sort in a single school in the county. 

Eighth. Our teachers are paid according to the e of certificate they hold: 
first grade, $30 per month; second grade, $25; third grade, $20. The ave 
salary last year was $23.74. Owing to the lack of funds, the trustees often p: 

a third to a first-grade teacher, because they are cheaper, Of course this injures 
the schools very much, 
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Ninth. To cover the country and provide school facilities to all of the people 
we need about fifteen or sixteen more schools, The country isso broken and 
monntainous that it requires a larger number of schools than if it were more 
level. Our nim now is to so locate the schools that no person will be over 2 
miles from aschool. Yet in many cases they are 3 miles and in some instances 
34 or 4 miles, In bad weather these latter persons are practically debarred 
of all school privileges, and irregular attendance makes the school but little 
benocfit to the scholar, and the scholar a 3 to the school. We need 
houses fearfully, and where we have them we n to repair them. We need 
school apparatus, maps, globes, charts, ete. We should run the schools for at 
least two months longer each year, and in the smal! towns and villages, where 
the 8 are not compelled to work, the schools should be run for nine 
mont. 

Owing to scarcity of funds we are unable to pay the school trustees any salary. 
enon they ca not give the time and attention to the duties of their office whi 
isneveasary for the proper performance of those duties; and of course the county 
„ are badly paid. They should be able to give their whole time 
to the schools, 

Hoping that your offoris in behalf of the Hlair bill” may be successful, 

Iremain, yours respectfully, - 
G. E. CASKIE. 


Hon. J. Yosr, Washington, D. C. 

I turn now to a communication I have just received from the State 
of Tennessee, a letter from Col. William J. Sykes, under date of Janu- 
ary 15, 1888, addressd to myself. He says: 

x ` Meupms, TENN., January 15,1883; 

Dzar Sre: I send you my speech on Federal nid. I have taken great inter- 
est in this question, although I am no school-teacher, nor school director, nor 
school superintendent. I have no children nor grandchildren to go to public 
sehools. I sont for the pamphlet issued by the New York E ng Post on 
“The bill to promote mendicancy.”’ It is anything but conclusive, and is ve 
easily answered, I intend to write them a private letter on the subject. Fed- 
eral aid is essential if we ever wish an t system of public schools in the 
eS States, IL consider you one of the best friends the Southern States 

vo. 


to hear from you. 
Yours, truly, 
WM. J. SYKES, 
19 West Court Sireet, Memphis, Tenn. 


I presume the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] knows Mr. 
Sykes well and that he is a responsible gentleman. At all events his 

dress, which he sends to me, indicates that. The address is on the 
subject of ‘Federal aid to education, its constitutionality, its justice, 
and its necessity. It was delivered August 9, 1886. He goes over 
the question from the standpoint of a Democrat. He says: 


Tam for it because itis Democratic, The national convention which nomi- 

nated Grover Cleveland for President and Thomas A. Hendricks for Vice-Pres- 
t adopted as a part of its platform the following: 

“We favor the diffusion of free education by common schools, 8 every 


child in the land may be taught the rights and duties of citizenship 
R national 


‘This must have referred to aid to education. The Federal Govern- 
ment has nothing to do with purely local mattera— ~ 


How true that is! We hear that corroborated every day in the Senate 


and a national convention would not say anything in reference to them. The 
great body of our laws are purely local; therefore the national convention had 
nothing to say about these laws, because the Federal Government had nothing 
to do with them. The fact that the national convention did speak out on this 

uestion that they considered it a national question. Whether the 
States as States should encourage education—public-school education—if it had 
been merely a local question, could not haye been interfered with by anational 
oon vention which looked only to matters requiring Federal legislation. This 
is conclusive as to the Democratic party in conyention assembled. 

NO FEDERAL CONTROL, 


It is sometimes said we should not permit the Federal Government to control 
our State schools. To this I agree in the fullest manner and to the largest ex- 
tent. But aiding our State schools and permitting us to control them in every 
particular is anything but control of our State schools. 


He goes on to discuss the subject fully and cites some authorities. 
He seems to appreciate the efforts made by Northern Senators. He 


says: E 

Tam glad that so many Northern Senators have been liberal and wise enough 
toadopt the basis of illiteracy for the distribution of this fund. Illiteracy is not 
only injurious to the State in which it exists, but it is injurious to the country 
asa whole, and well did Mr. Jefferson ize ed jon as one of “the 
great fi onsof prosperity and union.“ Let us be fully upon the 

ciple of national aid toeducation, and then the details of the measure can 
arranged with satisfaction toall partsof the Union. 

I can not, of course, introduce much of this address, but there are 
some other points in it which I should like to notice. I will read an- 
other short extract from the same address upon the inefficiency of our 
present system. Mr. Sykes says: 

Our present public-school system is a failure, notwithstanding the earnest, 
eet efforts that have been put forth to render it efficient. Only 192,463 of 
our scholastic popan, which is 609, are in daily attendance u the 
schools, and.on „8 enrolled pupils. There are only 25,569 enroll: upils 
at private schools, and 20,503 in y attendance. Wherever finds Ato MI enb 
more children are in school. In Obion County 7,563 out of 10,450 sre enrolled, 
and in Williamson County only 5,200 are enrolled out of ascholastic population 
of 10, 200. Obion County a school fund of $26,477.50, and Williamson County 
a school fund of $20,382.63 


With the money we would get under the educational bill we could establish 
more industrial colleges, where all kinds of industry could be taught, and we 
could so improve our free-school system as to make it efficient. 

species of labor and of mechanical employment might be taught in 
these industrial schools. Young men and young women might leave eg ao 
pared io make an honest living by labor. Tabor wouid berendered in the high- 


the r. Statistics show that wherever there is t 


labor isthe most profitable as well as the most honored, Education—profitable, 
valuable education—is now notconfined to boys, but extends to theirsisters, un- 
til now they are becoming g and independent. A glorious con- 
summation. 

You can not reasonably expect much immigration into Tennessee until you 
establish and sustain public schools, since laboring people, who constitute 
our most valuable immigrants, will not go into any State where thero are not 
good public schools, These you can not get without Federal aid; therefore it is 
essential to the heat ree and improvement of the State. If these measures 
should be defeated and the people deprived of 4 pone schools, they will 
hold the men who defent it responsible, and fearful . will be the responsibility, 


From the State of Kentucky I have received several communications 
which I will read. The first is a communication from the president of 
the Teachers’ Association of the State, R. W. Roark, and is as follows: 

GLASGOW, KY., December 23, 1887. 
Dran Stn: I want to help by setting forth a few facts which possibly may be 


of some valne, I find them true not only of Kentucky, but of many of the 
other Southern States, = 


It will be borne in mind that this is a communication from the pre- 

i officer of the State Association of Teachers for the State of Ken- 

tucky. It is hardly possible that there could bea communication from 
higher authority upon this subject. He proceeds: 


First, then, the large towns and cities in Kentucky illustrate what might he in 
the country districts, f. c., the establishment of good graded schools, with good 
buildin rniture, and well paid teachers, is strongly opposed ; but when once 
established these schools receive a warmer support t in the North. The 
people are always ready to tax themselves to support them, > 


He says that before the schools are established the people strongly 
oppose them, and after they are established they are always ready to 
support them, even more so than the people of the North. I read this 
because it is applicable from his observations to the other parts of the 
South. He proceeds: 


In the light of this fact let us look at two points: 

First, conditions of education in Kentucky; second, needs (or need) of edu- 
cation in Kentucky. 

First, conditions. T 

1. Teachers. Teaching does not offer money enough to tempt ont 
men and women; therefore the work falls largely into the hands of inefficient 
boys and girls who want to make a little “spending money.“ Such teachers 
and the older ones who are in the work uently teach for the small 
amount of money involved, and for that only. ey must, then, make outa 
living by doing something else at least balf the time. There is very little pro- 
fessional spirit, of course, manifested by sucha body. The teachers are shifting 
eonstantly from one school to another and from teaching to other business, 
These teachers will gladly teach for the rly sum of $1.65 per capita which 
the State pays, and have —.— known to“ throw in” a month in order to outbid 
an competitor! The people are not pi and the whole educational system 
falls into disrepute, Local taxation for helping such malpractice asthe pupils 
pa from will not be entertained without much educating of the people them- 
selves, 

2. Buding Such teachers will, of course, bo content to teach in any sort 
of house, and do do so, although the law grants them to dismiss until “ things 
are fixed.” The buildings in the country are inferior to- barns in very many 
cases; they have no furniture worth the name, no blackboards, no apparatus, 
Here, in thistown, claiming 3,000, and where icts“ cornered,” we have 
had no school-house until this year! The teachers have been accustomed to 
supply their own furniture and to rent a house at their ownexpense. Glasgow 
pores. two private schools very well. 

County superintendents get begearl pay, for the most part; and, like the 
teachers, have no professional spirit. any of them can not, and few try to, 
give any tone to the schools. These officers have to eke out a living by some 
other work,and many of them are farmers, more yet are broken-down lawyers 
or patientless doctors, ete. Savon A ty careless of the kind of teachers they grind 
out through the examination mill. They hold institutes, and, so ſar us cau be 
seen, pocket the fees themselves, eto. 

4. Trustees (directors) are cut by same pattern. Few want the place; those 
who take it are often guilty of the most shameful neglect of duty or of the 
grossest nepotism, the bane of so many of our schools, No honor or dignity 
atinches to the place, and so it falls into all sorts of hands. The question these 
officers ask an spp icant is—so oſten—not What work can you do?” but What 
is your price?" They try to secure the cheapest teacher lot him Loard himself 
and do his own janitoring. 

5. Public opinion of the common schools is necessarily at a low ebb in such 
a state of affairs—must be to permit them. The schools are so worthless that 
many refuse to send to them. The people have no confidence in or respect for 
the 8 of teaching in common schools. Then the old Southern aristo- 
cratic idea that the common schools” are ‘poor folks“! schools prevails so 
Jargely. The rich man sends his children to good private schools and does not 
feel like paying tax to keep up schools for pe toed neighbor, 

A point I always try to drive home is that although the South is Democratia 
politically it neglects the most democratic of all institutions, the public school. 
One very result ot such indifference is the springing up here and there, at 
almost every cross-road, of catch y “seminaries,” co poe “academies,” 
ote, which are wholly irresponsible, wholly mercenary, and wholly unfit. 

Second. Needs: There isone fundamental need; thatis, more money. Growth 
of public sentiment would follow inevitably. We need money, To illustrate 
poney the present work of the Kentucky State Teachers’ Association must 

educative, educative of the teachers, the people; educative rather than tech- 
nical or professional, But Jack of money prevents teachers from attending 
either annual meetings or State district meetings, or even county mectings, 
keeps them out of the reading circle, keeps them away from everything that 
might help to educate. The same applies to county superintendents, Itiseasy 
to see money is needed to help stir up publio appreciation of our educational 
condition. Take the points as before: 

1. Pay the teachers more, and we can get better ones; better ones will be in 
the market, Our own good ones will ay in the State and other good ones will 
come in. The work will become professional, and that means permanency of 
workers and growth of spirit. 

2. While Federal money may not give us buildings, yet a better class of teach- 
ers, secured by incrensed pay, will insist upon better buildings, better furniture, 
better apparatus, cte., and will be able to so interest the public in their work 
and to so demonstrate the value of good work and good tools that better houses, 
furniture, ete., will come as a matter of course by subscription and local taxas- 


tion. 

3. If county superintendents had more money to handle the people would 
surely be more careful, at least in small towns and in the country, to place better 
men than no in the office. And if there were a living in tho ofco, worthy and 
competent men would offer ves as candidates or be called out. In this 


intendent can exert a vnst influence for if he be of the 
right sort. Our schools would be greatly improved by simply putting the right 
men in the office of county superintendent, 

4. Itis plain the same cause (more money) would operate to secure better 
trustees (directors) in the districts, for the people would elect, or the super- 
intendents appoint, at least ontside of city politics, worthier men than now to 
supervise the school, and select the teacher to whom this increase of money 
should be paid. Give these local officials relief on the money question and they 
would soon learn toask, Who is fitted?“ not. as now.“ Who is cheapest?" Ex- 
perience with our city schools proves that when considerable money is involved 
the office of trustee grows in dignity, and worthy men are willing to serve, some- 
times desire strongly to serve, though there is no salary or chance for foam ae 

5. Asanatnral result of all the facts above set forth, the 8 have 
more confidence and interest in the publie schools and would give them their 
influence and onage, Whenever it is made plain that as good or better an 
education can be secured fora trifling tax as can be had by payment of large 
sums for private tuition, it is easy to see what will follow. 

Then. good public schools mean the death from inanition of the worthless, 
harmful cross-roads private schools, “academics,” “seminaries,” ete, with 
which the South is literally cursed. The demand would be for well equipped 
colleges, whether private or State, and thatthey should do collegiate work, not 
primary and intermediate, as now. A State normal would surely be one result 
of this demand. Let me emphasize the peculiar fact, though it be irrelevant, 
that Kentucky sustains a normal for the negroes, but none for whites, 
who must get professional instruetion where they can. 

TP have written in this way because I Know you were already in possession of 
the general facts of illiteracy, attendance, eto., and I wanted you to see some 
things ns we do who work near them. I have tried to be suggestive and to state 
some salient difficulties. 

T have stated the general rule, I am glad there are many gratifying and note- 
worthy exceptions to the conditions above given, 

I shall be glad to be of service to you in any way. 


Cordially, 
R. N. ROARK, 
President Glasgow Normal Sohool, 
President Kentucky State Teachers Association. 
Senator H. W. BLAIR, 
Washington, D. C. : 


I have just received, under postmark of January 20, a letter from 
Mrs. Margaret Anderson Watts, of Louisville, Ky., dated January 20, 
1888, addressed to myself. She goes on to say that she will give me 
some facts concerning her own city, and proceeds: 


I have attended several State teachers’ associations, and out of about one hun- 
and fifty counties in the State there was notover fifty counties represented. 
stress was laid upon the fret that many of the counties were destitute of 
schools, and in some of the counties where they had schools they were kept 
open but for a short time during the year. It does not matter what the news- 
papers and politicians say concerning the need of Federal aid for school pur- 
posesin the Sonth : let any one who is true to himself and his country travel 
through Kentucky where tho railroads have not penetrated, and the ignorance 
of the people is appalling. 

It will be seen that this corroborates the statements which I read 
the other day with reference to the between two and three million 
white people who live in the mountainous regions, the slopes on both 
sides, easterly and westerly, of the Alleghany Mountains, extending 
from our own immediate vicinity to midway of Alabama and Georgia, 
the southern termination of the Alleghany Range. She proceeds: 


The Courier-Journal, the leading paper of this city, is doing its best todeceive 
the people, trying to build up the sickly ocrats by flattery, saying that 
Kentucky has done all that was asked or ed to be done by the State. 

For several winters past we women have made application toour lature 
for an appropriation to build a home for friendless women. We could not se- 
cure one dollar from the State. The cry was that the State was not in a finan- 
cial condition to render such nid. The purposes of the home for friendless 
women was to educate them, of course, for many of the inmates were from 
fifteen to twenty years of age, and more than half of them could not read and 
write, Ifthe State of Kentucky is so able to educate all of her youth, why was 
the aid withheld from us who plead so earnestly for the small and insignificant 
amount of 35,000? Ido not wish to intrude upon your valuable time, but would 
be giad to have you read my report at our last convention. I cut it out of the 
pamphlet and inclose it, 

Respectfully, 
MARGARET ANDERSON WATTS. 

This lady is one of the leading members of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, and from her report I read a few extracts. She says: 

It is too late in the day to argue about the es ewer Ape land ts or to 
what other purpose this heap of gold andsilver could applied. Money is 
—.— is needed now to lift the weight of illiteracy and ignorance off of the 

ple. 

It is too late now to discuss State rights. The seceding States have been re- 
constructed some years ago. The restoration of the Union proves the power of 
the National Government. As much harmony exists now as can while 
the discord of ignorance grates so harshly upon the ears of the educated. 

It is too late now for the women of so great an organization as the World's 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union tobesilenced. Every subject connected 
with the welfare of humanity is a part of its existence. The women are press- 
ing forward earnestly for the removal of illiteracy and ignorance, using what- 
over means God appoints to accomplish it. 

It is too late now to say that women are too pure to touch politics. It this be 
true, then they are too pure for this world! A large proportion of the inkab- 
itants of this world are women, They breathe the same atmosphere; they live 
under the same laws; they suffer the same annoyances and feel keenly the 
same unjust oppression that partisan political voters do. How can they avoid 
being touched by politics, however unclean such may be? 


She signs the report M. A. Watts.“ Other matters she discusses 
ably, but I will not take the libérty to read them now. 

I have bere an address by Judge Beckner, an eminent citizen of Ken- 
tucky. In inclosing the address he writes me à personal letter under 
date December 3, 1887. This letter. with the consent of the Senate, 
as there are six or seven pages, I will ask to have printed in the REC- 
ORD with the other matter. 


The letter is as follows: 
WINCHESTER, KY., December 3, 1887. 
DEAR Sm: I know of no measure likely to en the attention of Congress 
of so much importance to the people of as the Blair bill. We need 


lis aid. Our pro rata, or capita, for school p 
each school of forty pupils the sum of $76 with which to conduct a school for an 


is $1.90. This gives to 


there are no free schools save those carried on from the proceeds of the per 
capita distribution. In the country districts the situation is deplorable. In 
richersections of the State subscription schools are carried on for several months 
in each year, but even these are, asa general thing, under the control of a cheap 
class of teachers. Our people take a deeper interest in education now than they 
did a few years ago, but the apathy isstill distrossing. Under the census of 1880 
nearly 30 percent. of our population over ten years of age could not read or write, 
an same could be said of 22 per cent. of our white population, Since then 
I doubt if the 3 has improved. 

If we could be awakened to a proper interest in the education of the masses, 
there are difficulties to be encountered which those raised in the Eastern States 
can not easily understand. Compare Kentucky, for instance, with Massachu- 

Here we have over 40,000 square miles of territory; there they have only 
7,000. Here we had only three hundred and fifty millions of taxable valuation: 
under tho census of 1880, There it was about sixteen hundred millions. Here 
the per caput is $1.90. There it is five times as much. How shall we on less than 
one-fourth the valuation raise enough schoolrevenuce to scatter over six timesas 
much territory four times as much to each child? It is impossible; and yet the 
schools of Massachusetts are none too „and we need the best even more: 
than does that enlightened State, with its two and a half centuries of common 

and its abundant colleges, to say nothing of its intelligent foundersand 
its homogeneous population, 

And then, again, we have the problem of two races that will not mingle in the 
schools. This is a question which many in the North do not understand, but it 
is a most serious and troublesome one with us. The negroes came out of slavery 
with habits and conditions that made them unfit for the association that mixed 
schools would bring. The greatest trouble that common schools meet with in 
the South is the demagogical ery of their enemies that they will lead to mixed 
schools. An eminent citizen who ought to know better condesoended in the 
State canvass last summer to urge this as an objection to Federal aid, Had he 
taken the trouble to read the Blair bill he would have seen that there is nothing 
in ite provisions to prevent the States from controlling, in every respect, the 
schools to which its aid would go, p 

And then, again, in Kentucky we have the prejudice againstcommon schools 
which has come to us from Virginia. In all the Southern States the idea of pau- 

r schools found early Jodgment, but when Jefferson indicated that a system 
irae on this. idea would be a failure he was not unde: The ruling ele- 
ments south of Mason and Dixon's line under the old régime were not much in 
favor of the education of the masses, and the traditions of the elders are obsta- 
cles to progress not.easily overcome ‘The close of the war found the seceded 
States oer pep provinces, They had to begin anew, and accepted conditions. 
that would most readily enable them to rise. Kentucky was not subjugated, 
and her people are more stubborn about changes. There is a large element here 
(and in high places, too) who are willing to see payper schools conducted, but 
who are not insympathy with the idea of the commonschool, which means edu- 
cational facilities for all that are good enough for the bost. We will not have 
adequate provision for popular education for generations to come if your benefi- 
centscheme fails. If wecould have the efficiency of oursystem in „ which 
can not be done without more money, the people would see the value of the im- 
provement and would not consent to return to the old conditions, Population 
and wealth would speedily increase, and the Constitution would be so chan 
as to give the Legislature power to pass laws sufficient to compel local aid in 
every district. Thesentimentin favorof Federal aid is rapidly gaining ground 
in Kentucky. Iam a Jeffersonian Democrat in politics, but take more interest 
in school questions than in those of any other nation. The feeling in favor of 
the Blair bill elected three Republicans to Congress from Kentucky in 1886. It 
wiil increase the number in 1883 if the Democratic leaders do not learn wisdom 
before their conventions are held. 

I sec no reasonable hope for schools for the children of this State sufficient for 
their proper education within the next generation or two unless Federal aid 
comes right speed 
it, He ought to be analhema maranatha in every household where there is a 
child. I do most ardently hope that you andthe other good men of Con 
may succeed in accomplishing what will be entitled to rank third in the great 
achievements of Ame n statesmanship in the interests of humanity : first, the 
Declaration of Independence; second, the abolition of slavery, and, third, pro- 
vision for the education of the masses, to whom must be intrusted the preserva- 
tion of our liberties. They who oppose Federal aid in the South are of a class 
who insisted thatslavery was a divine institution, and would no doubt have been 
op to the revolutionary and unconstitutional course of those who severed 
the ties that bound America to Great Britain. I inclose a copy of an address 
which I prepared in the summer of 1835, and which, through zeal of friends 
of the cause, was scattered throughout Kentucky to the extent of 50,000 copies. 
If Thad the means and ability I would canyass the State and stir the people until 
no public man would dare to stand outagainst the light and knowledge which 
the passage of your bill would certainly bring. 

Yours, sincerely, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, Washington City, D. C. 


Mr. BLAIR. That is from very high authority, lately at least, and 
I do not know but now, one of the judiciary of the State, 

Mr. R. R. Wright, a prominent colored citizen and editor, ‘‘of the 
State of Georgin, writes as follows: 


W. M. BECKNER, 


AUGUSTA, GA., January 4, 1888. 

My Dean Sm: Ihave just returned from a pretty thorough tour of the State. 
During absence I have taken occasion to ascertain whether the demand for 
national aid for education were as urgent now as ever. I have it to say to you 
that it is, in the opinion of hundreds of people with whom I have conversed, 
even more urgent. You of course know that there are but few places in the 
State where schools are in session more than sixty-five days. In many places, 
even in the large cities, children by the hundreds can not enjoy these few days 
for the lack of teachers and schoolroom. Isincerely hope, not only for the sake 
of Richmond County's illiterates, but for the sake of the illiterates throughout 
Georgia and the South, that ros will not hold up until the bill becotnes a law. 


of 
‘That this x — — to Senator BLAIR our hearty approval of his 
the illiterates of the South by the passage of the educa- 


ily. It is more than a blunder for any Southern man tooppose 


“ Resolved further, That wo request and urge our Senators and Representa- 
tives to use every honorable endeavor in Don parer to secure the adoption of 
said bill, commonly called the Blair educational bill.“ 

This body was made up of from all over the State, and of both white 
and colored teachers, earnestly engaged in the work of educating the people. 
te . are with you; is with you; and we believe that you will 

su 


ours, sincerely, 
RICHARD R. WRIGHT 
Principal Ware High School. 
Senator H. W. BLATR, 


I have here a letter from Mobile, Ala., on the same subject, from 
Philip Joseph, which I will submit, 
MOBILE, ALA., January 4, 1888. 


Dear Stn: Herewith please find copy of thirty-second annual report of super- 
intendent of education of the State of Alabama. It is for 1886, six years since the 
census. It is the latest report, The State superintendent of education in this 
State and all of the county superintendents are Democrats, so that presumably 
the figures farnished are not unfavorable to their side, [have thought you would 
prefer drawing your own inferences from these tables; but I beg to invite atten- 
tion to page 84 posh ae will find the white scholars taught per teacher are 
an average of 39, while the average colored is 48—in favor of the whites nearly 
30 per cent. 

In cities 96-97) the annual school terms range from 140 to 200 days, the 
latter term existing in Birmingham only, where there has been a great influx of 
energy and T in all other places in country districts, from 40 to 75 days, 
an average ofaboutthree montbs. Fifty-nine days’ schooling in Walker County, 
where the boasted coal de ts exist (see pages 92, 93, 94, 95). You will observe 
that tuition to colored children is almost wholly confined to orthography, read- 
ing, writing, and arithmetic; and even in these elements the number of colored 
children taught is very much less than the whites, 5 

Only 12,157 colored children are taught mmar, 3,742 history, and 248 algebra 

see page %5). Average length of school term, including the cities, 87.25 days 

see page 95). Outside of the cities no comfortable school-houses or furniture is 
provided at all for the colored children or the poorer whites; churches or rude 
cabins are used for this purpose. Pages 84, 85, 86 show the comparative salaries 
paid, but a will see that the compensation to colored teachers is less than that 
paid to white teachers, In a number of districts throughout this State no col- 
ored schools exist. 

My personal knowledge and observation of the condition of edacation 2 
the children of both races in the States of Alabama, Georgia, Florida, . 
and Louisiana would warrant me in saying that the need of national aid 
schools is as great now as when the Blair educational bill“ was first intro- 
duced by you, eight years ago. 

I inclose letter from an old teacher and ex-secretary of the Mobile County 
school board, referring to the schools in this city and county, 


y truly, you: 
ST SPEISEN PHILIP JOSEPH. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate. 


Here is a telegram showing the action of the Teachers’ Association 


of Georgia: 
ATLANTA, GA., May 13, 1887. 
Sm: By a unanimous vote of the Georgia State Teachers’ Association, I am 
directed to express its hearty sympathy for youin your struggle for popular 


education. 
G. A. GOODWIN, Recording Secretary. 
Hon. H. W. BLAR. 

I have a letter from Rey. A. G. Haygood, which I am very desirous 
of reading. He is the agent of the Slater fund. His position is analo- 
gous to that of the superintendent of the Peabody fund. He says: 

e DECATUR, GA., November 24, 1887. 

Dran Sin: Go on with the bill for national aid. It is more needed in the 
South with each year; illiteracy outgrows wealth. The South is not abie to 

its double burden of ignorance and poverty. The nation put on the negro 
the burden of citizenship before he was ready, and the nation owes it to him; 
the nation owes it to the South, that more than any other section feels the dan- 
ger of an illiterate vote strong enough to contro! elections; the nation owes it 
to itself. The South is not prosperous outside a few cities. Where the burden 
pinches most, in the rural districts, the people are poor and unable to carry 
their burden. The nation has a yast surplus. Teach these people it made free 
before they were ready. 

The census states the facts and makes the argument. 

My work carries me through the South from Washington to Texas, I see the 
things oat vans N write. 

oe A. G. HAYGOOD, 
General Agent of the John F. Slater Fund. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, Washington City. 
I have here a letter from West Virginia, which is as follows: 
BEVERLY, RANDOLPH County, Wrst VIRGINIA, April 27, 1887. 

Dear Sin: Yours of the 2lst instant at hand requesting me to give you cer- 
tain information and opinion as to national aid to publie schools. West Vir- 
ginia is not as needy as some of her Southern sisters, but when her present 
‘sources of taxation are considered and her needs for present necessities summed 
up, the absolute necessitiesareapparent. It is unnecessary to ethe matter. 
Our Senators and Representatives are favorable to the measure, I am convinced 
that four-fifths of our people would sign a petition for national aid, and an equal 
portion would vote for it were it submitted to them. ‘ 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIn, Washington, P. C. 
I have received the following letter from Mississippi: 
WALNUT Grove, Miss., January 2, 1888. 


DEAR Sm: Your letter of late date asking for information on the state of ed - 
acation is at hand. 

There is so much that 9 to be said that I do not know where to begin, 
but if there is any section of country that needs Federal aid to education more 
than any other, it is Central 8 The public-school system of this State 
is worse than a mockery. Under the law we can only have four monthsof free 
school during the year. The maximum salary is per month and the mini- 
mum $15, but there are few who more than $35 per month. This salary is 
7 in three totwelve months rit is due—oftener the latter than the former, 

he effects of such a system are apparent. The best teachers, as a rule, seek 
more lucrative positions in other and the second and third è schools 
are kept—not taught—by those who are not equal to the task in education and, 
in many cases, in natural endowment, 


B. L. BUTCHER. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


There are a few leaders who are laboring earnestly for the great cause of 
education, but the great mass of the people lie dormant. The awakening has 
not come to them yet, and I fear it never will unless we can ige more money 
with which to back the schoo! system. The people as a body do not yet see the 
importance of universal education. We need more active men and women, 
more true teachers, in the fleld, and in order to get them we must have more 
money. Those who know anything of the state of affairs, as a rule, are ſavor- 
able toward your bill, though many never heard of its existence. I have been 
doing all in my power to enlighten them, but it is f very dificult process. I 
send you herewith a copy of my paper, from w. ou will see that Tam an 
advocate of Federal aid.“ 

Hoping that you may be successful in your efforts in behalf of popular edu- 
cation, lam, with best wishes, 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. H. W. BLAR, Washington, D. C. 


I have here the proceedings of the State Teachers’ Association of the 
State of Arkansas, in 1887. It resolved as follows: 


Whereas existing conditions are such as to render it impossible to turn back 
the tide of illiteracy that is bearing down upon us, without long years of labor, 
much expenditure of local revenue; and 

Whereas this Government reaps the benefit of whatever is or has been ex- 
pended by any portion of it for the promotion of the intelligence : 

Be it resolved, That the Arkansas State Teachers’ Association, in convention 
assembled, recognizing the wisdom that prompts immediate and systematic 
steps being taken towards the removal of illiteracy from all portions of our land, 
does hereby express its sentiments in favor of such national aid asshall supple- 
ment State school funds, the expenditure of which we firmly believe to be nec- 
essary to our contentment and well-being. i 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished our Repre- 
sentatives in Congress and the various State papers. 

On motion of Mr, Sampson, the resolutions were adopted by a rising vote. 

The work of the association having reached its closing, the retiring president 
presented the incoming 8 the gavel, and no further business appearing, 
the Arkansas State Teachers“ Association was declared adjourned sine die. 

J. J. DOYNE, Secretary. 


Here is the letterof Hon. Robert C. Winthrop, written with spe- 
cial reference to the condition of education in our country. I ought 
to say that Mr. Winthrop has from the beginning been one of the most 
important and one of the most strenuous adyocates of this bill: 

Boston, January 25, 1887. 

My DRAR Str: I was glad to learn by your kind letter of the Ith instant that 
you were proposing to make Mr. Peabody's great gift for the schools of the 
South the subject of special commemoration at the normal college on the 7th 
of February next. 

Twenty years will then have been completed since his letter of trust was placed 
in my hands. Theoriginal letter is before me at this moment, dated“ Washing- 
ton, Feb: 7, 1807,“ with the autograph signature of George Peabody, You 
have just called it “one of the most remarkable and important letters ever 
written in this country.” The munificent endowment which it announced 
was the first practical manifestation on agrand scale ofthat spirit of conciliation 
by which alone the wounds of the civil war could be healed and peace restored 
to our land. That letter guve also the earliest 8 to that cause of common- 
school education which was vital to theregeneration of the States impoverished 
and devastated by the war. And, still further, itafforded the grand example, 
which has been so happily followed in later years, of a rich man pouring out 
millions during his lifetime for the relief and welfare of his fellow-countrymen 
in their distress. In all these ways Mr. Peabody's letter of the 7th of February, 
1867, was indeed most remarkable and most important, and one of these days it 
will find a place among the most precious manuscripts of our country, perhaps 
in the new Congressional Library at Washington. 

Congress, às you may remember, awarded a costly gold medal to Mr. Peabody 
in grateful recognition of his patriotic philanthropy, and his letter of trust may 
well be ultimately assigned to the archives of the Government, 

Meantime that letter has already accomplished great results. Every expecta- 
tion and hope of the writer has been fulfilled. Excellent school Jaws inall the 
Southern States, thriving common sehools in many of the cities and towns, and 
a deep pervading interest in ihe work of education animating the whole people, 
all unite in attesting the influence and inspiration of Mr, Peabody's jetter. 
Your own normal college, with its more than one hundred Peabody scholar- 
ships, is a noble illustration of what, I trust, it is destined to accomplish in still 
larger measure in future years. 

Of those to whom the letter was addressed, sixteen in all, five only are living, 
and only four are still members of the board of trustees, I can not be too grate- 
ful to a kind Providence that I have been privileged to preside over this distin- 
prune board from the first, agreeably to the appointment of Mr, Peabod 

himself. He had taken me into his confidence six or seven months before his 
letter was signed, and I had promised to watch over his great trust so Jong as 
health and strength should permit me. It las been one of the greatest satis- 
factions of my life to do so, and will be to the end. 

Education is the great necessity of our country. Free 8 can rost 
securely on no otber basis than free schools, Increasing millions of ple, with 
votes in their hands, which they can neither write or read, are astanding menace 
to the safety of ourinstitutions and the purity of our clections. With a surplus 
revenue in our Treasury which Congress seems incapable either to reduce or 
squander, itis lamentable that all national aid for the children of the schools 
should continue to be denied or evaded, But I dare not dwell on this topic. 
Believe me, dear Dr, Stearns, with the warmest wishes for the prosperity and 
welfare of the norma) college at Nashville, 

Your friend and servant, 


Rey, Dr. STEARNS, 
Chancellor of Nashville University. 


I ought to say in this connection that this bill originated along time 
before there was any surplus, It did not originate in the fact that 
there is a surplus, When this bill originated it grew from the neces- 
sities of the case, and it is now advocated because of those necessities; 
and it would continue to be pressed whether there were a surplus or 
whether it were n to raise the money by affirmative taxation, 
or by the issue of bonds, or in any other way to obtain the funds, they 
not already being in our possession. The fact that we havea full Treas- 
ury leaves us without the slightest excuse for non-action. 

General Armstrong, of the Hampton Institute, said in 1886, in his 
report: 

The movement in this State isactive. * + è 
The nation which freed and enfranchised four million of slaves, thereby cre- 


W. C. ROATEN. 


ROBERT C. WINTHROP. 


ating most serious and dangerous political conditions, has felt its msibil- 
ity, and has from time totime attempted to do something towards ivating 


intelligence and moral sense of its new-made citizens, 
last expression of this feeling, and has failed. 


That was after the bill had been passed by the Senate and had failed 
to receive action in the other House. 


Undeniably a better measure might have been prepared. Too much was 
asked for in too short atime, and this mistake gave some justification to the 
cry of pauperizing the South,” 


Rev. Dr. Mayo writes as follows: i 


1 NATIONAL AID TO EDUCATION. 
To the Editor of the ublican: 

The enemies of the Blaireducational bill, who flatter themselves that national 

aid to education is a lost cause, will probably be enlightened by the immediate 

ge ofa similar measure through the Senate. Then for the third time within 

ve years this important legislative act will appear at the bar of the House, 

claiming the ordinary right of a fair discussion on its merits. We believe it will 

not be a wholesome or safe exercise of the powers vested in a few leaders to 
prevent such consideration again as in the past. 

The main ground of open opposition to the measure has already been outlined 
in the opposition press. But itis evident that the most obstinate opponents 
and most vital reasons for this persistent opposition are behind the scenes. One 
thing is demonstrated already: that every man, North or South, opposed tothe 

resent tendency and importance of the public-school system, and who desires 

or any reason to curtail its power, will be found in his own Peco with a de- 
cided negative. It is not necessary to dis, ge the motives of this formidable 
host arrayed in opposition to the American public school; but the fact remains, 
and the friends of national aid will be compelled to meet and overcome every 
form of this hostility. Of course there are friends of the public school now and 
then influential, who will act on thesame line; but the “old guard” of the op- 
position, North and South, remains. 

It only needs a glance at the ostensible grounds of opposinon to dispose of 
some that have been vigorously worked. The attempt Giparegs national 
aid by painting Senator BLAIR asa crank, and re its authorship and chief 
advocacy upon unreliable and visionary schoolmen, disappears with the fact 
that the Blair bill is simply the Senate bill wrought into its present form after 
five years of the most searching criticism by the leaders of both parties und sec- 
tions, assisted by the most eminent public-school men of the North and South. 
Any bill that passes the Senate will be of the same sort. 

The great debate of three years ago in the Senate, one of the ablest, broadest, 
and most vital in all ways since the war, effectually disposed not only of the 
constitutional“ objection, but of the pretense that this is a new question 
sprung upon the country. The bill has passed muster before almost every t 
lawyer in the Senate, nnd is demonstrated to be in the direct line of the national 
policy from the inning. Nothing would please its friends better than that 
the ex-governor of South Carolina, Lawyer Chamberlain, should execute his 
threat of carrying it before the Supreme Court. 

The grounds of opposition this winter will be: First, that publie interest in 
the bill has died; second, that the South is getting on well enough now without 
it; third, that it would paralyze home effort if passed. 

The question must turn finally on the attitude of the South. The opinions 
and theories of educational philosophers, politicians, and even important jour- 
nals in the North will 71 be tested by the deliberate and growing conviction 
of the competent class of the Southern people, with the unds of their faith. 
It is not understood, as it should be, that this bill is neither a theory of a few 
schoolmen, a political bribe offered to the South, nor anything but a legitimate 
cause that has grown ina natural way from a wing publio necessity and 
was never so powerful when clearly unde as to-day. When Mr. Hoar 
pushed through the House his original bill, he ede the most advanced 
and reliable estimate of Southern needs by the best-informed common-school 
public of the South. The measure originated in thisquarter, and from the first 
Pno 5 eminent public-school man of the South has been its determined 
advocate, 

The growth of public Southern opinion in the ex-Confederate States has been 
irresistible, overcoming every form of opposition,till only five of the twenty-two 
Senators of that section have opposed it in the Senate, and three of them misrep- 
resent Tennessee, Alabama, and South Carolina. Each of these eleven States, if 
polled to-day, would cast a heavy majority of the white with the solid column 
of the colored vote inthe affirmative. If Texas is excepted, oven there the com- 
mon-sehoo! public is practically unanimous, as shown by repeated demonstra- 
tion of its representative teachers. The Southern opposition is most power- 
ful in Maryland, Kentucky, and Missouri. But in each of those States the 
leading public-school men are almost unanimous in its favor, and the gen- 
eral public less informed because not pressed by such imperative need. With 
one or two exceptions every vps uthern Journal is its advocate. Within 
the past year Southern public opin on has rapidly developed, as shown in the 
adoption of the measure by the Democratic leaders of Virginia, the revolt of the 
Democratic governor of Tennessee from the Harris plank in the State platform, 
and by the growing impatience with every Congressman in open opposition, 
It is as easy to deny this aud to keep exclusively among the o ition as to 
live for a year in Boston in eminent families who have lost faith in republican 
institutions or to walk on the shady side of the street; but the fact remains, 

The grounds of this conviction, by that portion of the Southern people who 
look to universal education * the common school ſor the only permanent 
relief of the ills that worry and the perils that threaten Southern society, are 

to be seen. All assertions, doctoring of statistics, optimistic expectations, 
and oratorical buncombe, North and South, to the contrary notwithstanding, 
these cold facts remain: 

First. That of 6,000,000 children and youth in need of a good country district 
school in the sixteen Southern States, not 3,000,000 are to-day in constant and 
effective attendance on any school four months in the year, to say nothing of 
the brief term of achool years possible for the Southern girl and boy. 

Second, That to achieve this the common-school public ofthe South has lashed 
the Southern people very near to the dead-line of taxation for education, many 
of their towns now exceeding, and the whole South falling but little below, the 
North in its expenditure, according to valuation, 

Third. While the valuation of New England equals, and of Massachusetts and 
New York largely excels, the whole South, and the savings-banks of Massachu- 
setts could pocket the State of 9 it is idle to talk of the possibility of 
meeting this emergency by home effort for years to come. There is no such 
general boom down South as justifies any reasonable expectation of large im- 
mediate increase in the school funds. To-day Massachusetts expends half as 
much on her 500,000 schoo! children as the whole South on its 6,000,000. Mean- 
while the barbarism we call illiteracy broods, a threatening cloud, over the 
abyas of the lower side of Southern life. 

Turn and twist and declaim as we may, this is the situation as reported by 
men like Drs. Haygood and Curry, President Johnston, Governor Thompson— 

indeed everybody who has looked this thing through to the end. If there is any 
better cause than this which the common-schoo! Southern public now present 
to the country we are not informed of it. 

The fear that the Southern school public will be “demoralized” by a yearly 
gift of some $8,000,000, which would afford less than $2 per capita foreach school 


XXI——91 


e Blair bill” is the 


child, leaving then the expenditure less than one-fourth per capita of Massa- 
chusetts, is not well grounded. National aid for education, in every possible 
form, has been showered upon the fourteen Northern States west of the Alle- 
ghanies for more than a generation; and to-day these States iead the world in 
the zeal of home effort for the common school. The Soulhern people are no 
exceptional and the voting of moderate national aid to encourage, stimu- 
late, and finally help to establish a good six-month country district and an 
eight-month graded town school of the American type is one of the most 
8 duties of Congress. It required years of work, with two Presiden- 
tial vetoes, to secure the agricultural and mechanical college land grant to alb 
the States in 1862. It will not require half the time to carry a judicious measure 
for national aid in the present emergency of Southern educational affairs, 
A. D. MAYO, 
A colored clergyman of Mobile, Als., writes as follows: 
MOBILE, ALA., January 2, 1888. 
Dran Sin: Lhaye kindy been asked by Hon. Philip Joseph, of this city, to 
write you a letter concerning the colored schools or colored school system of 
the State of Georgia. Iam anative of Georgia and in my earlier life was en- 
in the publie schools. Iam now a preacher in the Methodist itineraney 
n the State of Alabama. Now, so far as the schoolsin the State of Georgia are 
concerned I willsay I believe we have only one Jarge school in the State that gets 
any public fund; t is the Atlanta University, that gets $5,000 annually; there 
are other graded schools that getsmalleramounts. Most all of the larger towns 
in the State have public schools,I mean the cities that run from six to nine months 
during the year. The teachers are paid according to the grade of their certifi- 
cate, andin all cases the white teachers through the State get the t amount 
of . Now, as to what we call the country schools, in the more rural dis- 
tricts, I must say that in most places those poor people have only the advantage 
of about three months’ school, There may be in some localities a little longer 
session, but no country school in the State of Georgia ever runs nine mon! 
and yery few of them run longer than three months in the year, and most 
places the colored teachers get ve poe pay. Ihave given youa synopsis of 
the colored schools of the State of Georgia which is simply true. I hope this 
may do the good for which it is intended, and ere long that grand old Blair ed- 
ucational bill shall take the lead of education for the colored. 
Iam sincerely, yours for the bill, 
M. L. BLALOCK. 


Mr. H. W. BLA, Washington, D. C. 


The Florida School Journal, published at Lake City, Fla., in its is- 
sue of November, 1887, contains a letter from A. J. Russell, State 
superintendent of public instruction, from which I extract the follow- 


ing paragraph: ; 

There are many teachers who have managed to barely scrape bei p and 
obtained a third-class certificate and are content to rest upon that. Some I know 
of, who have held just such a certificate for five, six, and even ten years, some- 
times re-examined, sometimes the certificate is hastily renewed by the county 
superintendegt by writing the word “renewed” across the face of the old cer- 

cate for the coming year, 


From Columbia, S. C., I have this letter: 

OFFICE OF THE CAROLINA TEACHER, 
Columbia, S. C., December 23, 1887, 

My Dear Sm: Since the receipt of yours of the Hth I have done such work 
in the line it proposed as my limited time would allow, and bave started your 
letter on the rounds jn order that each may have the benefit of your timely sug- 
gestions without subjecting you to so much writing, 

The inclosed letters will show something of the sentiment among Southern 
editors, and the same feeling is gaining ſavor among the ple. Phey begin 
to realize, us they never have before, the necessity of education for all, and 
when pid get to this point the provisions of the Blair bill“ are not objection- 
able nt all. 

Inclosed you will also find editorials clipped from the Charleston (S. C) News 
and Courier, which I am sure will interest you, if they have not already come 
to your notice, Ishall send vou all such that come tome. 

Pleuse accept my thanks for the educational bill,“ as well as for your kind 
letter, and believe me, ; 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
Untod States Senator, Washington, D. C. 
THE BLAIR BILL. 


It is often easier to procure the passage of a bad law, orone of doubtful utility, 
than one that promises the greatest good to the greatest number. hen men's 
ions are excited they are quick enough to put their will into shape if they 
re the power, and in legislative bodies the majority has the power. Laws 
for the general welfare, however, are everybody's business alike, and the rule 
is, in most cases, that these wait for consideration until others of particular in- 
terest are out of the way. 

The history of the Blair educational bill illustrates this rule. It is one of the 
most important measures to the whole country that have been introduced inte 
Con, in the last twenty years, It looks to the education of the people to 
qualify them to be good citizens, and provides for the education ofa class of per- 
sons who are numbered by the million, and who will not be educated if the bill 
fails to become a law. Net it has been held back and suffered to remain inop* 
erative, while hundreds of measures of little or no concern, except to politicians 
ee private interests, ave been hurried through Congress without diff 
culty, 


Here is a prophet: 


We believe that the Blair bill will pass sooner or later. Every day shows 
more and more the need of some such law. Every year that is lost means so 
many more ignorant and dangerous voters who have passed beyond hope of re- 
demption or improvement. The bill ought to pass this session, since it has been 
delayed too long already. 


That is the opinion of a citizen of importance. 


The Senate Committee on Education are unanimous in favor of its passage in 
the shape in which it passed the Senate in the last Congress, and it will proba- 
bly be sent to the House atan carly day. 

No more important measure will demand the attention of that body, even at 
this most important session, and the Congressmen from the South particularly, 
who know how urgently help is needed here in the cause of popular education, 
should see to it that the Blair bill hasa fair and full hearing, 

* 


* * * * * 


Southern Congressmen who have opposed the Blair bill heretofore would 
do well to study closely the educational situation in the South and satisfy 
themselves whether there has been any such material Di a in that 
tion in the past year as to warrant them in continuing their opposition. 
Southern tes might do a vast desl more than they are now doing for the 
eause of popular education and still make but litte impression on the number 


W. L. BELL, 


to 
+ Kansas.—Permanent fund, $4,000,000; estimated future maximum, $10,000,000; _ 
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of illiterates. And there is no prospect of their doing very much more with 
their own means for many years to come. 

In regard to the school funds of the different States from which they 
now support their common schools, I read from the report of the su- 
perintendent of Nebraska as quoted in the Report of the Commissioner 
of Education for 1885-86, and this may be a matter of interest to those 
who take any concern in this matter: 

» Missouri.—Permanent fund, $10,284,000 ; annual interest on the permanent fund 
variable, sometimes reaching $800,000; minimum price of land, $1.25 an acre. 

That accounts for the fact that Missouri claims to be a somewhat ex- 
ceptional State. 


Indiana.—Permanent fund, $5,328,690.89; annual interest, $665,262.11. The 
State has borrowed and pays interest at the rate of 6 per cent. on $3,904,783.21. 
The remainder is loaned on real estate at 8 per cent., and is managed by the 
county auditors. 

Minnesota.—Permanent fund, $7,250,000; annual interest, $335,000: minimum 
Be lands by statutes of 1878, 85 per acre; estimated future of fund, $18,- 


It would be too much to suppose that the immense funds in some of 
the States account at all for the fact that there is opposition to contri- 
butions where in the States there is great necessity and they have no 


such funds to fall back upon. 
Jowa,—Permanent fund, $4,127,510; minimum ce of land, $5 per acre, but 
be sold at an appraised value not less than $1.25 per acre; fand distributed 


e counties, w) pay the State 6 percent, 


annual interest, $400,000; minimum price of land, $3 per acre. 
Michigan.— Permanent fund, $3,838,728.27; the annual interest amounts to 


$260,833.82; by the statutes of 1882 the minimum price ofthe common- school land 
a fixed at Åi per acre; the minimum price of the university lands was fixed 
2. 


Onio. Permanent fund os estimated future maximum, $4,000,000; 


annual interest derived, $229,453. 76. 

Wisconsin.—Permanent fund, $2,953,528. 58. 
Tennessees. — Permanent fund ascertained and declared by law to be $2,512,000, 
which constitutes an irreducible debt of the State and bears 6 per cent. interest. 
Colorado. Permanent school fund, $151,457.53; unsoldjland, 2,500,000-acres; 
50 per acre; the State pays interest at the rate of 6 


minimum price of land, $2, 
per cent. on the permanent fund. 

Nebraska.— Permanent fund, #$,904,119,.21; annual interest, $391,552.60; min- 
imum price of land, & per acre; estimated future maximum fund, $20,000,000, 

It will be seen that in each instance this fand is national aid. It 
was the contribution to these various States of public lands, a part of 
which has been sold and already constitutes a large invested fund draw- 
ing interest, and, beyond all that, except perhaps in the State of Ohioand 
in Tennessee possibly, in all the other States there is an immense mass 
of still unsold lands constantly increasing in value, which is in the fut- 
ure to be converted, at the discretion of the State, into an investment 
bearing interest. In the State of Minnesota it is prospectively $18,- 
000,000 when converted into money—a permanent fund of $18,000,000 
for the maintenance of the schools—and in the State of Nebraska it is 
$20,000,000. The State of New York has a large fund which is not 
mentioned here, but in the table which I introduced yesterday it will 
be found. It is, I think, about $7,000,000. That was based upon the 
distribution of 1836 and 1838. 

But I call specific attention to this national aid from which the chil- 
dren of the great States of the West are now being educated, those 
States being very largely relieved of the taxation which other States 
are obliged to impose ma their people in order to secure correspond- 
ing privileges for their children. These data can be increased and the 
exact condition of the other land-grant States can be shown. I intro- 
duce that as an illustration in passing. 

Ihave had prepared, or rather I have requested to have prepared and 
it has been very kindly done by the Commissioner of Education, Dr. 
Harris, a large amount of matter, but yet no more than was necessary 
to do justice to the subject, from the most recent reports in the various 
States of the Union showing the actual condition of education as indi- 
cated by the testimony of officials and leading citizens, This Iwill pro- 
ceed to lay before the Senate, because whatever may be said of all that 
has been hitherto placed before the Senate it is the latest information, 
and must be the basis of intelligent legislation. 

LATEST REPORTS FROM SCHOOL SUPERINTENDENTS OF STATES, 
[From the records of the Bureau of Education, with observations by Hon. Will- 
iam T. Harris, Commissioner.) 

Those observations are merely a few lines at the beginning of the 
statements of these witnesses. The Commissioner says in a note: 


Note.—The following extracts from school reports embrace unfavorable cases 
only, showing the minimum school term, cases of greatest hardship, ete., and 
are not representative of the situation as a whole, 

As a general rule, the reports of superintendents are more fayorable than 
these here quoted. either as to present condition or as to future prospects of 
publie schools, and more es 12 as to the financial ability of the Southern 
communitiesto improve their public schools if they only were so disposed. An 
indefinite amount of matter to this effect might have been selected. Yet it is 
believed that these favorable reports too often do not disclose the real state of 
afin A tendency on the part of school officers to represent their counties or 
States as among the most pro: ive and to extol their own administrations, 
or perhaps ignorance or indifference as to the condition of the schools under 
thoir charge, tend to this end. That such is the case is amply attested by the 
letter of Superintendent Moses, of Raleigh, N. C., to State Superintendent Smith, 
of Tennessee, incorporated herewith. 

It must be bornein mind that what is known as the American system of pub- 
lie schools, though nominally adopted by all the Southern States, is not accepted 
by the g citizens and tax-payers through large sections, though 3 
making some progress. The doctrine that a man should educate neighbor's 
cua especially if those children are negroes, has not yet taken firm root in 

© South. 

In all eases the latest reports on file have been used. 


ALABAMA. 
{Report of State Superintendent Solomon Palmer, 1887-88. 

Each year itis made more apparent that the great need of our school system is 
more money. Our school population increases each year, ng an annualin- 
crease in a tion necessary if we hope to meet the demands upon usand 
to keep pace with the 8 of the times. At notime in the the school 
fund of the State been what it should have heen. Ever since the system was in- 
augurated it has been crippled for waut of adequate means to build and furnish 
school-houses and to give free tuition tothe children of the State for longer than 
three or four months each year. 

We hear complaint that our publieschools are poor, that the teachers as arule 
are inferior, and that the school term is so short that but little or no good is ac- 
complished. Grantthatthisis frequently the case, and I ask, in the name of ren- 
son, what better results could be expected without school-houses, furniture, or 
apparatus, and with compensation of a majority of teachers at less than $22 per 
month, and then, at that rate, only enough funds to keep the schools open a little 
more than three months in each year? 

THE DIFFICULTY OF OBTAINING QUALIFIED TEACHERS. 
[From Louisiana State Report, 1855-87, p. xv, Warren Easton, superintendent.] 


The matter of obtaining better qualified teachers is one hard to deal with. The 
difficulty lies in the low salaries paid and the sliortness of the school term, The 
best teachers are not always procurable for thirty or forty dollars a month for 
terms of three or four months in the year. 

SHORT SCHOOL TERMS, 
[State Superintendent S. M, Finger, in North Carolina School Report for 1887-88, 
page xxxii.] 

In estimating our educational facilities I have taken the average for the State. 
We must not lose sight of the fact that, while the average school term is sixty- 
three days or three months, somec ounties have only about two months and 
others have four months or more. 


THE NEED OF MORE FUNDS, 


[From Eighteenth Virginia School Report (1887-'8s), 
chanan, State superintendent. 
The State embraces a large territory, parts of which are sparsely settled, 
and many parts of which are unable to raise large sums for school purposes by 
local levies. Hence, lack of funds largely (not wholly) 3 the inefficiency 
of the school system wherever such inefficiency exists. Often objections u 
against the school system itself are objections which should be u nst 
the inadequacy of the means provided for its support. It without saying 
that the essential need of the system is more money. Twice the amount now 
expended could be most profitably used. But more money can be secured only 
by increased taxation, and this the people in their present financial condition 
can hardly bear. 


pes 20,21, John L, Bu- 


SCHOOL ACCOMMODATIONS OF TEXAS. 


[From Sixth State School Report (1887-88), pages 22, 23, Oscar II. Cooper, super- 


intendent.] 

School-houses.—An examination of the statistical tables will disclose the start- 
ling fact that while we had 8,826 country schools re as maintained during 
the year 1887-88 we had only 3,286 sehool-houses, and that of this number only 
1,551 were reported as in good condition. 

About one-half of the schcol-houses in good condition and less than 
one-half the number of school-houses necessary for the schools! 

No stronger evidence of the necessity for making better provisions for build- 
ing and equipping school-houses could beadduced. Five thousand flye hundred 
and forty schools are not provided with cack Poi of a school-house. They are 
temporarily housed in neighborhood chu: 
such other dings as can be obtained fora nominal rental. In many counties 
the value of the common jail exceeds that of all the school property in the county! 

I think that superintendent ought to be removed. Here is this 
superintendent, Oscar H. Cooper, the State superintendent of Texas, 
where they have all the schooling that is necessary and want no addi- 
tional aid at all, and the superintendent himself opposed to it, and he 
says: 

In many counties 

Not in one, but in many counties 
the valus of the common jail exceeds that ofall the school property in the county, 

Will the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] note that, that 
in many counties in the State of Texas the State superintendent asserts 
in his most recent report that the value of the common jail exceeds that 
of all the school property in the county. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the inference that there are more in the jail than 
in the schools? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; because with the proper number of schools per- 
haps the jail would disappear; but from there being no schools there 
arises the necessity for the jail. It is not given here as aslur upon the 
people, butas a fact that the jail property in many counties exceeds 
the value of the school property in those counties, 

I do not suppose that will get into any newspaper in this country. 
I should be surprised if it did. I have not noticed in the press of this 
country the report of scarcely a single fact that has been put in here 
during the three or four days that I have laid this most startling mat- 
ter before the Senate. One would think that the press of this conntry 
was under bonds to keep silent or to spread falsehood. Certainly it 
does both with reference to this bill. I venture to say that, of all that 
I have laid before the Senate up to this date, these terrible facts indic- 
ative of the approaching ruin of this country, the false press of this 
land has not circulated to the people the amount of asingle half column 
in any of the metropolitan papers of the great city of New York. 

I say, Mr. President, that this faithlessness on the part of the Amer- 
ican press indicates corruption and danger to the people of this coun- 
try of the deepest dye, and I believe to-day, as I stand here in my 
place in the Senate, that the corruption, fraud, and miscreancy that are 
now characteristic of the American press betoken more of danger and 
ruin to our institutions than any other one thing that can be desig - 
nated. I believe it is in a league, a corrupt league largely, to prevent 
the consideration, the spread of the facts which I give to the Senate, 


vacant barns or out-houses, and- 
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that the people of this country may be informed, and I am not wholl. 
without 5 to justify my belief that there are agencies in this 
country at the bottom of the fell and infernal work. 

Superintendent Cooper proceeds to say: 


5 Tt is not Loe e ~ 3 abon E apa wont —. — Deoa 
ouse properly equip und it is absurd to suppose tour 90! can 
be ce cient without adequate provisions for building schocl-houses. 

Under our present law the price of a school-house to a community is the sus- 

nsion of the public school fora year. It is not strange that many people pre- 
fee to adopt any possible makeshift fora honse rather than lose the opportunity 
of sending their children to school. Yet a good school-house, properly located, 
adds essentially to the value of all the property of the community. But pon 
who are taxed to support the schools are often loath to donate to the State a 
school-house for the use even of their own children. The result is constant 
embarrassment to the trustees and to the school. Besides, it is safe to say that 
the majority of the school-houses reported good have beon cons with 
little reference to all the essentials of good school property, sanitation, ventila- 
tion, light, proper equipment, and ornamentation. 

The average value of the country school-houses, with site and furniture, is 
only $300, and more than five thousand schools have no houses at all. 


A statement like that in a christian country, in an intelligent coun- 
try, in a Republic! Just think of it! That in one State—and that un- 
doubtedly the greatest State of the future, the most promising State of 
the whole, as I believe it to be—with 8,000 schools and a little over, 
more than 5,000 are without proper school-houses. Statements of this 
kind nobody can read or contemplate with the slightest idea of animad- 
version upon the locality where the condition unfortunately prevails, 
for there are causes for all these things, canses which can be removed, 
and it is the object of this bill to contribute to their removal. It is 
no less dangerous to the people of the North that this happens to be 
located in the South, It would be eyually dangerous were it in Oregon 
or in New England, and in New England I have shown that there are 
conditions most lamentable, but not, of course, so unfortunate as this. 


In the cities we find a state of affairs much more satisfactory. Here most of 
the ls are comfortably housed, and the houses are generally adequately 
pny ein The ave value of the school-houses in the cities, with grounds 
and furniture, is over 93,00. Of course, school property in the cities will always 
exceed in average that of the country, but the disparity now existing in Texas 
is unnecessary and absurd. It is largely due to the fact that our laws authorize 
the municipal authorities of cities and towns to issue bonds to build school- 
houses, while they do not authorize county authorities to pursue a similar 
course, It is obvious that more adequate provisions for building school-houses 
should be made for the counties, and in the same way in which provisions hare 
been made for the cities and towns in the State. 

Schoobhouses are public buildings, and under our present constitution the 
county authorities might be authorized by law to issue bonds to build school- 
houses, as well as to build court-houses and jails. Our present policy of mak- 
ing the erection of a school-house dependent largely on private su ions 
does not accord with the principiis on which public education depends, nor 
does it give us good school-houses. The plan proposed would give us school- 
houses which would be of permanent value, and the cost of erection and equip- 
ment would be distributed among those who in after-years will enjoy their use. 
Moreover, it will provide safe investment for many years for the permanent 
school fund; and the interest paid on this fund thus borrowed would be re- 
turned directly to the people as available school fund. Apart from the consid- 
eration of the glaring need of more and better school-houses for the schools, it 
may be added that no possible investment of the school fund would add so much 
to the value of property in the State, or tend se strongly to attract to the State 
the most desirable class of immigrants, and multiply the number of comfortable 
and intelligent homes. Good school-houses, properly equipped, will give vigor, 
stability, and high efficiency to our school system. 

HELPING THOSE WHO HELP THEMSELVES. 


[State Superintendent S. M. Finger, in North Carolina school report for 188788, 
page xxxili.} 


In 1860 the public schools showed their highest development before the war, 
According to Superintendent ee Reape eee res year the disbursements 
were $278,009 and the whole number of children between sixand twenty-one 
years of age was 221,450. The per capita expenditure was, therefore, $1.25 on 
the number of white children. 

money was in part furnished from the interest on the permanent fund 
of about $2,000,000 and in part by county taxation, the counties being uired 
to tax themselves. This requirement was, perhaps, the stron: factor in the 
establishment and improvement of the public schools before war. In fact, 
the wise founders of our public schools, in 1810, started with this requirement 
and did not allow any apportionment from the State fund to countiesthat did 
not vote in favor of and did not levy a tax to supplement it. 

This principle of helping those who help themselves has had wide appia 
2 in seis 3 development of school systems in the other States 
and coun! À 


It will be observed that this is precisely what the bill before the 
Senate does. It helps those who help themselves, It gives them a 
dollar for every one that they raise up to the full amount of their al- 
lowance under the provisions of this bill. 

I haye here the reports of the county superintendents in Arkansas, 
This matter is taken from the report of the State school superintendent, 
W. E. Thompson. 

It ought to be remembered that these are friends, and not enemies, 
who give this testimony. i 

Fulton County.— The general wants are better teachers, better houses, more 
money, and awakening on the cause of education.” 

Greenup County.— Owing to short terms, small salaries, and want of interest, 
average attendance 52 per cent. It sometimes happens there is neither fuel nor 
stove, and, of course, children do not go to school when it is cold.” 

Hart un. ! Carelessness of parents, discord of trustees, some bad school- 
houses and teachers, are things that prevented a larger attendance. Better 
teachers are needed, but can never be had until pay is better. The trained 
3 drops out, his place is filled with the raw recruit; the children are the 

josers. 

Lincoln County—‘In most casesteachers receive nothing but the public funds; 
Sometimes they are nired to pay rent of school-houses, and generally neces- 

repairs. No wonder the most competent are driven from the territory.“ 

Martin eos AR county can not be districted so as to accommodate all 
the children with convenient school-houses. Neighborhoods are formed along 


the valleys of creeks with h ridges be 
bers of children, a district 

a mile of width. Not being able to educate and train 
funds 17 set from abroad, two-thirds of the teachers in the county hold 
second an 

Menifee County.—" Above all, more experienced teachers are desired, and for 
these better, regular, and fixed salaries,” 

Perry County.—*School-houses in the county are poor, owing to the fact that 
the people are poorand hard pressed to pay taxes, It is next to impossible for 
trustees to raise money by district taxation.” 

Pike unt. A percentage of the school-houses are not sufficient to 
accommodate the children, hence were condemned. Trustees notable to build 
in keeping with the law, and many parents 7 to taxation.” 

Rock Castle County.—" The special needs of this county are good and well-fur- 
nished school-houses, educated trustees, and well-trained teachers,” 

Todd County.—* The same old difficulty is encountered of insufficient means 
to procure competent teachers.“ 

Wolf County.—" 1 here is insufficiency of houses and furniture for the comfort- 
able conductof the schools. The saddest drawback is that many of our pee 
read but little, and are unacquainted with the spirit of advancement of age 
in which they live.” 

COLORED SCHOOLS (KENTUCKY). 


Boyd County.— The two colored schools have no houses, and no clear way 
of getting them.” 

Calloway Cownty.— The colored schools of Calloway County have made won- 
derful improvement, but are yet in want of much improvement. Half of the 
districts have houses; the other half have none. The t is, they scarcely 
ever have schools in such districts,"’ 

floyd County,— Had no colored school. No colored person could be found 
who could obtain a certificateto teach. Examinations should be made lighter 
on applicants for these schools. Every effort was made to get teachers from 
ab „but the pay was not suffleient to induce any one to come.“ 

Grayson County.— There is not a colored teacher in the county, and unless 
teachers can be obtained from abroad the schools will not be taught,” 

Hart County. — One of the principal troubles is, cts are so few and so 
large, Some of the pupils live 5 miles from school, yet many of them attend. 

Henry County.—*The colored schools of the county have accomplished but 
little. Few of their people seem to care anything for schools. All that could 
be done has been done to arouse them, and it isto be hoped some impression 
has been made,” 

Kenton County.— Owing to sparsely settled districts, colored schools are im- 
practicable‘in this county.” 

La Rus County.—" The county is sparsely populated with colored people; 
therefore they labor under many disadvantages. The districts are too large 
and the patrons too poor to bulld suitable school-houses,” 

Lee County.—" The colored schools in this county are only two, and in bad con- 
dition, owing toinefficiency of teachers and poverty of 1 0 The people are 
sparsely settled; hence the children must go a long d ce to school. They 
are poorly clad and poorly supplied with books; the term is short, and they are 
in danger of being reared in ignorance until funds can be raised to induce com- 
petent teachers to come and teach them, the number of pupils being too few 
to furnish a salary sufficient to pay an educated teacher.“ 

Marshall County.—" The colored common schools in this county are not doing 
very well. The causes are incompetent teachers and trustees, In fact, there 
are so few children, and they so scattered, that much success can not be expected 
exceptin the town of Birmingham. 

Metcalfe County.—“ The average attendance is but 24 per cent. The number 
of pupils decreased from 393 in 1885 to 376 in 1886; cause notknown.” 

Nelson County,—" The greatest difficulty was experienced in obtaining com- 
petent teachers, Certificates were refused to a number of colored teachers. For 
this reason some schools may have to go untaught for a while, but thisisa 
lesser evil than had teaching.” s 

Robertson C — There is but one colored school in Robertson. There are 
but few colored dren in the county, and those not in the neighborhood of 
this school must go without education. No chance is seen to have another col- 
ored school in the 8 

Seoit cunty.— The principal trouble is they have not the means to build. In 
almost every case they are conipelled to rent school-houses, and in several cases 
the teachers are compelled to pay part of the rent.“ 

Todd County.— There are so few colored children, it is an absolute necessity 
to walk at least 3 miles to school or not go at all. Some districts are consider- 
ably more than 7 miles square. Where there are only ten or fifteen children 
of pooR age, 3or 4 miles from any school-house, it is only choosing between 
going that far and not going at all.“ 

It will be remembered that a provision in this bill aims to assist in 
the construction of school-houses in poor and sparsely settled regions 
by furnishing not more than $150 in any case, the plans to be furnished 
by the National Bureau of Education and to be in accordance with the 
latest and highest progress of school architecture, not ex ive, but 
embracing the necessary conditions of sanitation for the health and con- 
venience of the pupils. z 
REPORTS OF KENTUCKY COUNTY SUPERINTENDENTS ON THE CONDITION OF PUB- 

LIC SCHOOLS. 
[From Kentucky School Report, 1854 to 1888. 

Boone County.—" Schools are not in as prosperous condition as desired; there 
is a lack of interest with many trustees and patrons, owing to many inconven- 
iences with which they contend. Some districts have no schoo!-houses, many 
others inferior ones.” 

Bullitt County.—“ Houses, with few exceptions, sre worthless, and interest taken 
in them, or in the schools by the patrons, is remarkably dull. The teachers 
teach principally for the public money, which averages them about $20 per 
month; out of this they must board and clothe themselves.” 

Suppose they pay $5 a week for board the whole is gone, and during 
the two or three days of the month which are left they must saw wood 
and supply themselves with board for those two or three days. Four 
weeks count only twenty-eight days. Then, clothing must be pro- 
vided in some other way. One would think that they would be ob- 
liged to resort to the clothes-line, as the colored people are supposed to 
resort to the hen-roosts fora living. Evidently these people can not 
get a living and follow the avocation of teaching and be honest people. 
Of course, during the rest of the year they must be doing something 
else, if there is anything else to do. 


Caldwell c. There is want of co-operation, a lack of good houses and fur- 
niture and of better pay and better teachers.“ 

Clark County.—" School-houses and school furniture belong to the semi-civil- 
Por stages of society, and stand a blotch upon the blue-grass region of Ken- 
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Clay county. Tho system of popular education is lacking in three particulars : 
joone nteni iebihern, ICOM A. ARO ENORI and indifference and poverty 
of the people." 

REPORTS OF COUNTY SUPERINTENDENTS IN ARKANSAS, 

[From State School Report, 1887-88, W. E. Thompson, State superintendent. ] 

Clay chunt. We can not have good schools without plenty of funds, which 
it is impossible to raise from diminutive, poverty-smitten districts.” 

Lafayette County.—" The educational interest of our county is wing. The 
free schools have a strong hold on the people. {have had opportunities 
to observe the workings of the free-school system, not only 2 my own county, 
but pretty much throughout Southwest Arkansas, I deem two things espe- 
cially necessary to make the schools efficient; first, teachers trained innormal 
schools; second, more money. Thecountry schools, as a rule, are taught three 
monthsin the summer. There is a growing cry for three months additional in 
the winter. This can never be done without more money. The 5-mill and 
Ste tax are not sufficient.” 

Logan chunty.— A second great need js more money, Last year our schools 
averaged only three and two-thirds months in duration, The State school tax 
ought to be at least 5 mills, with another 5 mills at the option of the electors. 
It is cheaper to educate than to punish. Schools are better protection than 
courts—school-houses better than jails.” 

Pulaski County,— From the best information I can get, there are few school- 
houses in the county, School must be taught in any sort of house that can be 
obtained, and the furniture is, as a rule, uncomfortable and unfit for use. The 
teaching must conform to the cheerless surroundings.“ 

Saline County.—“ Good county supervision is necessary for the success of the 

ublic schools; a live, energetic, capable county superintendent is badly needed, 

e have some directors who are not overburdened with intelligence, and but 
few are competent to make out a correct report, and have about as much idea 
of the practical workings of a school-room or the competency and efficiency of 
a teacher as a hog has about the mountains of the moon." 

Stone County.— Another drawback to the free schools of this county is want 
of more and ter equipped school-houses. Many of the districts have to de- 
pend upon church-houses to have a school at all, and slong comes u protracted 
meeting after the schools are about two-thirds gone and completely disorgan- 
izes them for the rest of the term.” 

Now, here is a picture of a destitute people witha system of schools 
which can do them very little good for the lack of proper maintenance, 
and we are met with reference to these conditions with the assertion 
that they ought not to be helped because they do not help themselves, 
How is it that such people are to help themselves or should be reason- 
ably expected to help themselves? They are without the means of 
helping themselves. They have no example before them of the excel- 
lence of that institution in regard to which they are called upon to 
submit to taxation. They have no traditions in favor of a free public- 
school system, and here is a new subject-matter of taxation for which 
they are called upon to contribute in large sums outof their exceedingly 
scanty means. The fact that they do not under these circumstances 
create for their children an educational system of public schools, it 
seems to me, if we are to act upon the ordinary principles that govern 
human nature, should constitute a reason for going to their help. We 
do not expect those who know nothing of the excellence of & thing to 
desire it. 

If we desire to sell goods to another country where we have no 
market, we do not wait for them to send for our goods. ‘How are they 
to know of them? What reason have we to expect a market there? 
What reason have we to expect them to consume those articles which 
we produce and of which they know nothing, however much it might 
be for their good if they should apply to their wants those things 
which minister to a higher civilization? On the contrary we carry 
our goods and exhibit them, we show their adaptation to the wants 
of humanity, and thus we create a want, a desire among the people, 
and they proceed to purchase and to consume. Just so it is with the 
common-school system. 

People can not be expected to consume the means of education un- 
less they have already by prior measures, by causes which others have 
set in operation, come to feel a desire for education. Then they will 
impose taxation, as they already do it seems to the extent of their abil- 
ity. But before they can be expected in these communities to estab- 
lish such educational facilities as are really necessary to transform and 
to elevate the general condition of society they must have outside help; 
they must have money from outside their own resources; they must have 
competent teachers who can go there and on the spot create schools 
which will accomplish results, and from the effect of which there will 
arise an increasing desire on the part of the people to continue in the 

on of that good thing. 

When this bill has been operative ten years or eight years the peo- 
ple will know the excellences of the common-school system. They 
will have a good house and a good teacher; they will havea good school, 
and they will then comprehend that a good school is pecuniarily the 
most important institution in any community. Then will follow the 
other and higher forms of development which are the result of educa- 
tion, and they will appreciate them. ‘Those are the things which ap- 
pertain to the development of body and of soul, and the local commu- 
nity in future may be expected to be stimulated to the maintenance for 
all time to come of an efficient system of public education. 

I have here the reports of county superintendents as to the condition 
of schools in Louisiana. When I read about a State, or a great many 
of our States, thirty or forty of them, and pass from one to another, it 
does not seem to be of very much account; but when we stop to reflect 
that any one of those States is becoming the abode of a great nation, 
any one of them has an area and a capacity fora population which will 
accomplish more in the history of the world than was accomplished by 
Greece or by Rome, when we consider the infinite possibilities which 
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are Tappan up within the geographical limits of any one of these States, 
I seit . President, that we ought to give heed to those terrible 
sta 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator give way? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have a great deal more of this to put in before the 
Senate, and I can see that tha Senate is very anxious to receive this 
matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is getting a little late. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwould ask the President if there is a quorum present 
under the new rules? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULLOM. IfI have the permission of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BLAIR, With the understanding that there is a great deal more 
todo. Ifthe Senate will press me to an adjournment, of course I shall 
be forced to submit to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will change my motion and move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


CORRECTION IN ENROLLMENT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 

Ix THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, February 18, 189), 

Whereas the Senate has sent to the House of Representatives the following 
order, namely: 

“ Ordered, That the paper purporting to be a correct copy of Senate resolution 
37, for the removal of obstructions to navigation in the Missouri River,’ be re- 
turned to the House of Representatives with the request that said resolution 
shall be properly engrossed and returned to the Senate, the words ‘by the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives of the United Stales in Congress assembled* having 
been omitted in the engrossed copy as sent to the Senate; “ and 

Whereas the said joint resolution of the Senate was engrossed by Senate 
clerks and is presumed to be correct; and 

Whereas the error of engrossment occurred in omitting the resolving clause 
of the substitute of the House for the said Senate joint resolution; and 

Whereas the House has no control over the engrossment of Senate bills or 
joint resolutions: Theretore, 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to insert the words “by the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled" 
ie proper place in the said House substitute and return the same to the 

nate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this refers to the joint resolution to which 
Tealled attention the other day, and betause in sending us the engrossed 
copy from the House of Representatives where the resolution was 
amended and the enacting clause, or the resolving part of the resolu- 
tion, to speak more properly, was left out, I offered a concurrent reso- 
lution to correct that mistake, and at the instance of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] it was changed into a motion requesting the 
House to send us a correctly engrossed copy of the resolution. 

Now, I want to make a statement, in justice to the officers of the Sen- 
ate, on account of the preamble to this House resolution. 

The House has complied with the request of the Senate and sends us 
now a correctly engrossed copy with the words in, which they before 
left ont; but for some reason they have seen proper to accompany this 
action on their part with a preamble stating that the mistake occurred 
in the Senate, which is not true and which is known to everybody to 
be not true. The mistake was made by the Clerk of the House; it 
was discovered in the Senate, my attention was called to it, and there- 
upon the action of the Senate was had. 

Tt is but just to the officers of this body to make this statement, be- 
cause that preamble is not trne, 

I move now that the Senate agree to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. Leaving the preamble stand? 

Mr. VEST. I do not care anything about the preamble, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The body of the resolution—that is, 
the enacting part of the resolution has been amended by the House of 
Representatives. : 

Mr. VEST. That has been amended and comes here now all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the resolution? . 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, What shall be done with the pream- 
ble? 

Mr. VEST. Nothing, because it is simply a declaration of the House. 

JOHN W. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. BARBOUR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Claims: 


Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Senate pay to Geor, 
Benjamin Johnston, administrator of the estate of Hon. John W, Johnston, de- 
ceased, the sum of $2,997 for salary due and expenses as a Senator from Virginia 
in the Forty-first Congress. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


Bi) 
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tion of the bill (8. ia to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 


port of common sch: ' 5 

Mr. BLAIR. Jean not conelude to-night, and I sup: that I ought 
to say tothe Senate that the matterI have to place before the body, 
working as rapidly as I possibly can, will probably consume the amount 
of time given to unfinished business for two days, and Ishall not occupy 
more than that time. Of course it is impossible to get through ta- 
night, and I will give way to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 50’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the 
cane e until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 19, 1890, at 
12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 18th day of February, 1890. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

William G. Long, of California, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of California, vice John C. Franks, whose term 
will expire February 19, 1890. 

Hutson B. Saunders, of Maine, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Maine, vice Charles B. Harmon, whose term will ex- 
pire February 23, 1890. 

y POSTMASTERS, 

Edward D. Rhoades, to be postmaster at Rensselaer, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Indiana, in the place of Nathaniel S. Bates, 
whose commission expires March 3, 1890. 

Edgar B. Lyon, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Ohio, in the place of Lewis J. Judson, removed. 

Lincoln H. Gray, to be postmaster at Longview, in the county of 
Gregg and State of Texas, in the place of Fidelia Kilgore, whose com- 
mission expired January 13, 1890. 

Daniel Gunn, to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs, in the county of 
Hopkins and State of Texas, in the place of Ira H. Harrison, removed. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Wilson H. Soale, of Terre Haute, Ind., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Indiana. 

, SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

William H. Pratt, of Eureka, Cal., to be surveyor-general of Cali- 
fornia, vice Richard P. Hammond, jr., whose term of office will expire 
February 22, 1890. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Alonzo Cleaver, of Baker City, Oregon, to be register of the land of- 

fice at La Grande, Oregon, vice Henry Rinehart, to be removed. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Edward M. Love, of Ainsworth, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Valentine, Nebr., vice Samuel G. Glover, to be removed. 

Quinby Vance, of Hillsborough, N. Mex., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Las Cruces, N, Mex., vice James J. Dolan, resigned. 

Benjamin S. Williams, of Yankton, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Yankton, 8. Dak., vice Francis M. Ziebach, term expired. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Richard Derrick, of Brunswick, Rensselaer County, New York, to be 

supervisor of census for the fifth census district of New York. 


— 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn by the President February 18, 1890. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Malcolm D. Mix, to be receiver of public moneys at Del Norte, Colo. 
John A. Percival, to be receiver of public moneys at Devil's Lake, 
N. Dak. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1890. 
COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Thomas J. Morgan, to be Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 18, 1890. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Edwin W. Eakin, of Sully County, South Dakota, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Pierre, S. Dak. _ 
William T. La Follette, of Plankinton, S. Dak., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Chamberlain, 8. Dak. 
$ REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 
Leslie H. Bailey, of Faulkton, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Pierre, 8, Dak. 
Herman H. Natwick, of Brookings, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Chamberlain, S. Dak. i 


* 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Additional Second Lieut, E. Eveleth Winslow, to bo second lieuten- 


ant, 
Additional Second Lieut. Albert M. D’ Armit, to be second lieutenant. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Ralph Harrison, to be second lieutenant. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. George T. Langhorne, of the Fifth Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
Sixth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Charles D. Rhodes, of the Seventh Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
Bighth Regiment uf Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Ulysses G. Kemp, of the Fourth Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry, 
Additional Second Lieut, Winthrop S. Wood, of the Second Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
First Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Ben Johnson (since resigned), of the Fourth 
Artillery, to be second lieutenant. 
Additional Second Lieut. Delamere Skerrett, ofshe Second Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut, Walter A. Bethel, to be second lieutenant, 
Additional Second Lieut, Morris K. Barroll, of the First Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant. 
3 Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Sidney S. Jordan, to be second lieutenant. 
Additional Second Lieut. Edward F. MeGlachlin, jr., of the Third 
Artillery, to be second lieutenant. 


Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 8 
Additional Second Lieut. Edward V. Stockham (since resigned), to 
be second lieutenant. 
Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. James E. Normoyle, to be second lieutenant. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Charles Young, to be second lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 18, 1890. 
The House metat12o0'clockm. Prayer by Rev. GEORGE H. Corry, 
D. 


D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, except the por- 
tion relating to the introduction of bills, the reading of which, upon 
motion of Mr. PAyson, was, by unanimous consent, dispensed with, 
and approved. 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE KELLEY, OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous con- 
sent to present for present consideration a resolution fixing a day for 
eulogies npon my late colleague, Judge Kelley. 

The resolution was read, as follows: : 

Resolved, That Saturday, March 15, at 3 o’clock, afternoon, be fixed for paying 
tribute to the memory of Hon. William D. Kelley, late a member of the House 
of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, 

The resolution was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. L ask for the regular order. 

* PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I desire to submit a report from 
the Committee on Printing, which is privileged under the rule, I ask 
the Clerk to read the resolution referred to the committee, and then the 
amendment recommended by the committee and the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 


“ Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands be authorized 
to have printed such papers and documents for the use of said committee as it 
may deem necessary in connection with the subjects considered by the com- 
mittee during the present Congress.” 

Amend by adding the words at the close of the resolution: “Provided, The 
cost of said publications shall not exceed the sum of $500.” 


The committee have considered the House resolution introduced by Mr. VANDE< 
VER, allowing the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands to have printed 
such papers and documents, for the use of said committee, as they may deem 
ne in connection with subjects considered by the committee, and direct 
mel Mr. RICHARDSON] to report the same with the recommendation that it do 
pass, with an amendment which is herewith submitted, in the following words: 

‘Provided, The cost of said publications shall not exceed the sum of $500.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


k. 
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The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

z ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] will withdraw his demand for the regular order, so as to 
ive me an opportunity to introduce a resolution to have some printing 
ne for the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘The work is necessary and 
the consideration of the resolution will take but a moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the demand in order to allow the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcnron] to ask for the adoption of 
the resolution which relates to the convenience of his committee and 
the facilitation of the business of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman can not withdraw the demand in 
favor of any particular person. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I withdraw it. I can renew it. 


PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I submit the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: i 
That the Committee on the Judiciary be authorized to have printed 
nnd bound such papers and documents, for the use of the committee, as they 
may deem necessary in connection with the subjecte considered by tbe com- 
mittee during the present 
Mr. SPRINGER. If that resolution is to be adopted, it should have 
the same proviso which has been attached to the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Printing this morning and just adopted, pro- 
viding that the cost shall not exceed $500. That is the law. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Laccept that amendment. 
The resolution as amended was e 
SITTINGS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 
Mr. CUTCHEON submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 
That the Committee on Military Affairs have leave to sit during the 
sessions of the House. 1 
Mr. SPRINGER. I now call for the regular order. 
CENSUS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 
Ix Tue SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 17, 1890, 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 1181) to require the Superintendent of Census to 
ascertain the number of ple who own farms and homes and the amount of 
morigage indebtedness thereon, and ask a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That Mr. Hate, Mr. Davis, and Mr. Berry be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. s 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will announce later in the day the con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 


OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION IN THE MISSOURI RIVER, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 37) for the remoyal of obstructions to navigation in the 
Missouri River. This joint resolution has been returned from the Sen- 
ate for the correction of some error. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, this resolution has passed both Houses 
of Congress, but by an error in the enrollment certain words were omitted 
from the resolving clause. The Senate having requested the correction 
of the error, I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Senate has sent to the House of Representatives the following 


order, namely : 
5 the paper purporting to be a correct copy of Senate resolution 87, 
fox the removal See en to 8 in the Missouri River, be returned 
to the House of Representatives with the request that said resolution shall be 

roperly engrossed and returned to the Senate, the words *by the Senate and 

ouso ©, eee of the United States in Congress assembled’ having been 
omitted in the engrossed copy as sent to the Senate; and 

the said joint resolution of the Senate was engrossed by Senate 

clerks and is presumed to be correct; and 

Whereas the error of engrossment occurred in omitting the resolving clause 
of the substitute of the House for the said Senate joint resolution; and 

Whereas the House bas no control over the engrossment of Senate bills or 
joint resolutions: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to insert the words by the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the Uniled States of America in Congress assembled” in 
the proper place in the said House substitute and return the same to the Senate. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
ust Š 
: Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A parliamentary inquiry: Is this bill 
now in such a condition that an amendment may be offered to it? 
TheSPEAKER. Itisnot. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 
The resolution was adopted. 


vico and consent of the Senate, and shall be entitled to a sa 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of the 
President; which was read, and, with the ee Wand pn papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and o to be printed, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of 11th instant from the Secre of 
the Interior, submitting a copy of a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
‘Affairs and accompanying d ofa bill to amend the first section of an act en- 
titled “ An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on 
the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United 
States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” approved 
Febritary 8. 1887. 

The matter is presented for the consideration and action of Con, 5 

BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 17,1890. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAB. 


TheSPEAKER. The next business in order is Senate bills substan- 
tially the same as House bills already favorably reported by a commit- 
tee of 55 House.“ The Chair lays before the House the bill which will 
be rea 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1359) providing foran Assistant Secretary of War. 


Be it enacted, ete., That there shall be in the Department of War an Assistant 
Secretary of War, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, and shal! be entitled to a salary of $4,500 a 
year, payable monthly, and who shall perform such duties in the rtment 
of War as shall be prescribed by the Secretary or may be required by law. 


Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is almost identical in terms 
and is the same in substance as a bill already favorably reported 

Mr. HOLMAN. How is this bill entitled to present consideration? 

TheSPEAKER. Under the rule, as a Senate bill substantially the 
same as a House bill already favorably reported by a committee of the 
House.” 
$ Mr. HOLMAN. It must be considered in Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. If that porak is made it will be so considered. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the point I was about to make. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole fur the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. BURROWS in the chair) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secre- 
tary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
oe Be yore of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will S 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, otc., That there shall be in the De 
Secretary of War, who shall be appointed by the 


ont of War an Assistant 
ident, by and with the ad- 
of $4,500 a year, 
payable monthly, and who shall perform such duties in the Department of War 
as shall be prescribed by the Secretary or may be required by law, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, this bill is, in substance, almost 
in terms, the exact bill reported favorably from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs by the unanimous action of that committee. The report 
upon the House bill is printed, and can be read if desired by any mem- 
ber. 

Mr. McADOO. I would like to have it read. > 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwill ask that the Clerk read the report accom- 
panying the House bill. 

The report (by Mr. CUTCHEON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, tg which was referred the bill (H. R. 475) 
To establish the office of Assistant Secretary of War,” have had the same un- 
der consideration, and would submit the foll6wing report: 

This bill provides for the establishment of the office of Assistant Secretary of 
War, defines its duties and the mode of their assignment. 

The Assistant Secretary will be appointed on the nomination of the President 
and confirmation of the Senate. 

This legislation has been recommended by oy Secretary of War for the 
last ten years. It is not expressly provided in the bill, but yet it is understood 
on all hands that the Assistant Secretary will be sclected from civil life. 

Within the past few years duties of a strictly civil nature have been multiplied 
upon the Secretary of War, while the construction of heavy ordnance and the 
pro erection of seacoastdefenses will add to the magnitude of his purely 
military functions. 

The following memorandum will exhibit the extent and duties of the War 
Department as compared with other Departments of the Government, and the 
number ofassistants provided: 


“ Memoranda on a bill to create the office of Assisiant Secretary of War. 


“The President, as constitutional chief of the Army, acts through his Secre- 
tary of War. The system contemplates not only a civil officer at the head of 
the War Department, but s civil direction of the military establishment. 

“In addition to this contro! of the military establishment the Department, by 
virtue of legislation, is also responsible for the performance of a large number 
of strictly civil duties. 

“The improvement of rivers and harbors, the supervision of the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters, the furnishing of evidence for pending pen- 
sion claims, and other civil duties have become the larger part of the work of 
the Department, 

“Tn the last four years one hundred and fifty-five acts were authoriz- 
ing the construction of bridges over navigable waters. The duties of the Secre- 
ver of War thereunder include some of all the following: Approval of se 
and locations, fixing rates of toll and of compensation to be paid by rai 
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„and the decision ‘of all concerning which the 

parties fail to agree. 0 2 
Of the 1,624 cierks and employés of the Department, under the immediate 
direction of the Secretary of War at the seat of government, 715 are ed to 
divisions whose duties are entirely civil, 323 are assigned to bureaus and divis- 
ions whose duties are mostly civil, and only 583 are ed to bureaus or 
divisions pertaining directly to the maintenance of the military establishment, 


Number of clerks employed in the different Executive Departments and number of 
assistant heads of cach Department, 


com ies, and rules and conditions under which different companies may use 
the bridge matters at issue 


Department. erks. Aat Department. — Sac na 

Fea ter ior aiseee 221 
104 1 

39 3 

48 3 


“There are 11,134 civilians under employment at large by the War Depart- 
ment, exclusive of those employed in this city; 7,525 of these are not engaged 
in work relating to the military, 

“The expenditures of the War Department were last year $16,654,121.74, of 
which anly about one-half was for the maintenance of the military establish- 
ment. 

The heads of the different Bureaus of the De ont are military officers 
without civil training orexperience. There is only one civilian employé in the 
Department, except the Secretary, receiving a salary above $2,000 a year, an 
there are only 15 clerks of that grade. 

“There are many combined questions of civil administration and law aris- 
ing; but the Department has no civilian above the grade of clerk and no 7 

rs rat all, as most of the other Departments have, to assist in their consi 
ation. 

3 Judge - Ad vocate-Generul's corps consists of officers trained in military 

w only. 

“An Assistant is needed— 

“First. To strengthen the civil influence in the Department; to assist in the 
civil direction of the military establishment, as constitutionally intended, and 
8 performance of the strictly civil duties of the Department enjoined upon 

by law. 

“Second. To preside over the Department in the temporary absence of the 


2 Tue President is permitted by law to designate a general officer to act as 
Secretary of War in such a contingency. Thecustom is to designate the senior 
officer present. If it be the Major-General Commanding, he is called upon to 
pass on his own reports and recommendations. If it be a juniorofficer, he may 
be called upon to review the acts and reports of his superior officers. It can 
not always be the same officer, and never one familiar with the civil duties of 
the nt; and, as to the Army itself, the present system is calculated to 
produce irritation. 

“Third, As a matter of economy. 

It has become impossible for the Secretary to perform the routine work de- 
volving on him and still devote proper time to the larger administrative qa 
tions arising, careful attention to which is the economy. There is at 

resent no civilian assistant of sufficient authority to enable him to lawfully re- 
ghar se nai! of the former by signing routine papers, eto., or to assist him 
t 8 

“It were better even to employ an Assistant Secretary, if needs be, at the ex- 
pense of dispensing with subordinates receiving equal salary. 

* Every Secretary of War since 1880 has asked for the a) intment of an as- 
Pore either in his official reports to the President or ore committees of 


m. 

When it is remembered that during the last fiscal year there was appropriated, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, the sum of 50,033. 
645.7%, and that during the same period there was actually expended under his 
supervision the sum of $16,654,121.74, it will be readily realized that a very slight 
saving upon this yast sum will more than repay the small salary provided. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the words 
“five thousand“ before the word “dollars,” in section 2, and inserting in lieu 
thereot the worda four thousand five hundred,“ and add to the section the 
words “payable monthly,” and that, as so amended, the bill do pass. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr, Chairman, I do not know that I can add 
anything material to that which is embodied in the report, if gentle- 
men have listened to the language of the report. - 

This legislation has been recommended by every Secretary of War 
for the past ten years. The necessity for it has grown largely from the 
imposition of civil duties on the military department. ` 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman allow a suggestion just there? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. . 2 

Mr. CANNON. While I am in sympathy with this report and co- 
operated in the Forty-seventh Congress in making an appropriation 
for an Assistant Secretary of War and of the Navy, which appropria- 
tion was made for two years and no Assistant Secretary for either place 
ever appointed, I would be glad to know from the gentleman if the 
present Secretary of War recommends this legislation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He does recommend it very strongly and desires 
it very much. 

As I haye stated, the necessity for it grows out of the imposition of 
civil duties upon the Secretary of War. In the first place, he has con- 
trol of the expenditure of the large sunis of money annually appropri- 
ated for the improvement of rivers and harbors. During the past 
four years we have enacted into law one hundred and fifty-five bills pro- 
viding for the erection of bridges overnavigable streams. By the terms 
of the bills themselves the execution of the provisions of them devolves 
upon the tary of War. He is required to pass upon many ques- 
tions connected with the structures; for instance, as to their locality, 
the character of bridge to be built, the rates of toll, the mutual use of 
the bridges by various railroad companies, and other questions of that 
character. And so it is saſe to say that out of the entire work commit- 
ted to the Secretary of War by law more than one-half of it is of a purely 
civil character. To meet this greatly increased labor devolving upon him 


pod fons of law has been made, although, asstated by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from Illinois, in the 
Forty-seventh Congress an appropriation was made in the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill providing for the salary of an 
Assistant Secretary of War and of the Navy, and that appropriation 
was carried, I believe, for two years, but no legislation was ever had 
to make it effective. The necessity has grown constantly. 

Mr. OATES. Let me ask the gentleman, is not this the only Depart- 
ment which has no assistant head? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir; the Secretary of the Navy has no assist- 
ant; but while the Secretary of the Navy has under him less than one 
hundred clerks this Department has over fourteen hundred clerks em- 
ployed in its different divisions. Anotherreason for the establishment 
of this office is this: Whenever the Secretary of War for any reason is 
absent from the office the duty of the position is devolved, under the 
existing practice, upon the senior officer of the staff who is present; 
that is to say, upon the General commanding the Army, upon the Chiet 
of Engineers, upon the Adjutant-General, or some other of the mili- 
tary gentlemen connected with the War Department. 

Mr. OATES. Is the salary $4,500 fixed by this bill the same as that 
paid to the other assistants? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir; the same as in other Departments. 

The result of this practice, to which I have just alluded, is this: 
Thatif the General commanding the Army becomes the Acting Secretary 
of War, he is called upon to pass upon his own acts and requisitions, 
If the General commanding the Army should happen to be absent, the 
duty devolves, as it frequently does, upon the senior brigadier-general, 
who is called upon to pass, not only upon his own acts, but upon those 
of his superior. Let me cite to you a casein point. F 

In the Fiftieth Congress the House referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs a bill known as the coast-defense bill. I had charge 
of that bill in the committee. I forwarded it to the War Department 
for recommendation from that Department. It was referred by Mr. 
Endicott, Secretary of War, to General Benét, the Chief of Ordnance. 
He made an elaborate report upon it to the Secretary of War. But it so 
happened that upon the same day he became temporarily Acting Sec- 
retary of War, and, as Secretary of War, forwarded his own report to 
the Committee on Military Affairs with this indorsement: 


Attention is respectfaily called to the accompanying report of the Chief of - 


Ordnance, in which I heartily concur. 

And signed with his own name, that is to say, the individual who made 

the report. That is one of the incongruities and inconsistencies of the 
nt 8 

But, Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman desires to ask some farther 
question, I do not care to occupy further the time of the committee. 

Mr. PEEL. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. PEEL. Is this report unanimous from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe it is entirely unanimous. 

Mr. BAKER. Let me ask the gentleman why the salary is reduced 
from $5,000, as proposed in the bill, to $4,500? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, The object was to make it conform to the salaries 
of the other assistant secretaries in the other Departments. 

Mr. BAKER. But I understand that this new secretary is to have 
pe more extensive duties and more labor imposed upon him than the 
others. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, The duties ofthe office will undoubtedly be very 
onerous, but on a comparison with the salaries paid to the other assist- 
ants we found that they received but $4,500, and we thought it better 
to make no discrimination between them. 2 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With pleasure. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman know how many of the 1,400 
clerks are employed on the work known as the improvement of rivers 
and harbors? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can not answer the question exactly, but I pre- 
sume that at least one-half of them are so employed, or, rather, one-half 
are employed on civil work. 


Mr. ADAMS. In accordance with legislation already passed, a large 


amount of this work is to be done in that office. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is true. 

Mr. ADAMS. But, if the improvement of rivers and harbors were 
taken from the Secretary of War and intrusted to a board of public 
works, there would be no occasion for such legislation as this. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It would take away but one division. There 
would still remain a very large amount of civil work to be done in that 
Department. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman inform me if there is a bill pend- 
ing for the purpose of establishing a board of public works or i 
this work of improving rivers ahd harbors from the War Department? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can not answer the gentleman's question. 
There is no such bill pending before my committee: 

Mr. PETERS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. : 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask if it is not absolutely necessary, in 
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these bridge matters, to have an Army engineer to examine and pass 
apon them; and hence the Assistant Secretary of War, even if one 
should be appointed, would be of little service in the direction sug- 
gested by the gentleman, beeause he would have nothing to do with 
the subject. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir; that is not true. He must act upon 
every case that comes before him, whether it be as an engineer upon 
matters relating to the construction of bridges or merely clerical mat- 
ters invol ing questions of detail. In regard to executive action, that 
depends upon the absence of the Secretary, when the Assistant Secre- 

would assume control. 

Mr. PETERS. But, as I understand it, the Secretary of War refers 
these to the engineer as to whether the bridges will interfere with nav- 
igation, and that is about all the executive action the Secretary of War 
is required to do in all these cases. ( ` 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Upon these reports he is required to act. He 
has to approve the plan of the bridge; and that would be under the 
recommendation of the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. PETERS. Then the Assistant Secretary of War would be of no 
aid to him in that business. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; it is not true. It would be the expecta- 
tion of the Secretary of War to divide the duties, as they have done in 
other Departments of the Government, and assign a portion of the du- 
ties to the Assistant Secretary, so that the Secretary could confine his 
work to the more strictly military duties—that is, to the military es- 
tablishment and matters in connection therewith. 

Mr. PETERS. The query in my mind has been as to whether this 
duty could not be performed as well by an officer of the Army as it 
could be performed by any person taken from civil life, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have already endeavored to point out. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will be obliged to suspend. 

Mr. PETERS, The trouble is that we can not hear what the gen- 
tleman states. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Inthe report of the committee the factis pointed 
out that as to the entire War Department there is not a civilian above 
the grade of a $2,000 clerk, and there is no one who is competent, in 
the opinion of the Secretary of War, in the Army Department to fill 
that office. ‘Therefore the duties devolve first upon one officer and then 
upon another and then upon another, and there is no continuity and 
no harmony in the action of these different officers. This bill isdesigned 
to create the office of Assistant Secretary of War of sufficient dignity 
and character to get a good civilian officer in the Department, and one 
who will 3 present in the absence of the Secretary of War to 
discharge his duty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless some other gentleman desires to ask a 
question or debate the bill, I shall ask for a vote. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this officer is at all 
necessary in the War Department especially; and the gentleman is 
mistaken in assuming that tht Army and Navy stand on the same footing. 
There is no proposition to expand the Army, and the people of this coun- 
try do not wish and would not, in my opinion, allow any such extension. 
But in the Navy Department it is different. They are ch with 
the great problem of building ships and guns and increasing the Navy, 
and if an Assistant Secretary is needed it is much more necessary for 
the Navy Department than for the War Department. 

The gentleman is entirely wrong when he tells the House that the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy have no assistants, 
The Secretary of War has the Adjutant-General, the Inspector-General, 
the Quartermaster-General, and the Chief of Engineers, who stand in 
the same relation to the Secretary of War as the First, Second, and 
Third Assistants to the Postmaster-General. 

Now, when the Secretary of War leaves the city there is no trouble 
in providing an officer to fill his place. He designates the General of 
the Army frequently; sometimes he designates the Quartermaster- 
General; sometimes the Adjutant-General (mostof the time, I believe, 
the Adjutant-General). The Secretary of War could leave this city 
to-day for «month, and the affairs of that Department would run along 

-just as easily as if he were present unless matters of great moment re- 
quiring his discretionary purpose arose. He has, besides, close to him 
his secretary and the chief clerk, who are civilians. z 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New Jersey 
a question. 

Ir. McADOO. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Would not the scarcity of army officers around the 
city of Washington somewhat interfere with the assignment spoken of 
by the gentleman? [Laughter]. 

Mr. McADOO. The gentleman suggests that the scarcity of army 
officers around the city of Washington might interfere with the pub- 
lie business in case the Secretary of War were called away. Ido not 
think there is any danger of that. In fact I am sure of it. I think 
there are always enough officers here who would like to act as Secre- 
tary of War. The average army officer rather likes this place. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If not, you might fill up with 
the District militia, that you and my friend from Georgia are so anx- 
ious about. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McADOO. My friend wants to entrap me into opposing his 
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former bill for the District militia, in getting me to say that there are 
enough gold-laced officers, as the result of that law, about the city who 
could be made Assistant Secretary. I have been honorably discharged 
from the militia, so far as legislation is concerned. Asa matter of fact, 
there is no public necessity for this officer. You are simply adding 
another officer to the great number of officers already in this and other 
Departments, and increasing the burden which now bears upon the 
tax-payersofthiscountry. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcu- 
EON ] also refers to the duties relative toa coast defense devolving upon 
that Department. There has not, so faras guns and defenses are con- 
cerned, been an appropriation made by Congress upon any scale similar 
to that which has been made for the Navy Department. The Navy 
Department is building guns and ships and shops and docks, but the 
War Department is not building guns to any extent. They are experi- 
menting, it is true, on a small scale. The other establishment is colos- 
sal as compared to that of the Army establishment, and yet we haye 
not created an Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

During the last four years this House has persistently objected to 
the appointment of an Assistant Secretary of the Navy. Your Army, 
in a country like this, is more liable to decrease than increase. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman talks about the question of riv- 
ers and harbors, and says, Look at the tremendous lot of business 
they do respecting the rivers and harbors and bridges.” Every bridge 
bill that comes up in this House, when it is referred to the War De- 
partment, goes to the Engineer Department. The question is whether 
the rivers shall be bridged, and the Chief of Engineers, and not the 
Assistant Secretary of War, would have to dispose of that question. The 
Assistant Secretary would have nothing to do with the question at all. 

This great number of young and old men whom we have educated 
at the public expense, and whom you take care of from the time that 
they first enter West Point until theclod falls on their graves, can take 
charge of that character of work, unless, indeed, in both military es- 
tablishments you can employ civilian heads to the various bureaus and 
restrict these men to what you educate them for, namely, commanding 
men and fighting ships. You do not need a man taken from civil life, 
at a salary of $4,500 a year, to get one who will be able to solve the 
question whether the bridge had sufficient elevation over the river or 
not, or as to whether the bridge should be built, If you appoint an 
Assistant Secretary he would be merely a secretary to the Secretary 
and nothing more than a clerk there. 

Most of our great governmental establishments, in my opinion, are 
overofficered. If you keep on in this line it will come to this: that 
there will be questions of official precedence in the tremendous army 
of officers which will be almost like the question of caste in the East 
Indies, where under their system of Brahman religion, as I have stated 
before in this House, in discussing the naval establishment, one servant 
lays down a pot and it is contrary to his religion to take it up again, 
and you have to employ another servant to lift it up. Isay that all 
these establishments are overofficered and are top-heavy. Now, the 
proposition is to add another officer, and I do not think any good argu- 
ment has been made as to the necessity for such an officer. Let us 
carefully inspect these bills creating additional or new officers. Gov- 
ernment is at best somewhat of a luxury. 

In the naval establishment it appears there are only one hundred 
and thirty-eightclerks. ĮI am surprised at that. I thought there were 
many more. It may be that the small number of civil clerks in that 
establishment arises from the fact that they employ the ensigns of the 
Navy to du clerical work. But this isnot aquestion of clerks. These 
two establishments have at the heads of their bureans military officers. 
Whether that is or is not acorrect policy I do not care now to discuss, 
They are assistants as much as the second and third assistants of your 
other Cabinet officers, of your Secretary of the Interior, of your Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. They are military men, it is trae, but your Sec- 
retary is a civilian head, and you will not increase the civilian influence 
in the War Department one iota by adding to it a $4,500 Assistant Sec- 
retary. Put the proper man at the head of your establishment, either 
the Navy or the Army. Let him be a man of ability and force of char- 
acter and he will be all the civilian influence that you will need so far 
as his own office is concerned. 

I therefore submit to my friend from Michigan, with some little ex- 
perience in this House as a member ðf the Committee on Naval Afairs, 
a committee dealing with a kindred branch of the Government, that 
this bill should not pass; that we owe it to the people whom we repre- 
sent, whenever we can honestly do so, to keep down instead of increas- 
ing the number of those to be added to the Governmental roster, to be 
paid salaries by the people, and that unless we radically change the 
present policy we should avail ourselves of the paid-for military and 
naval talent that now languishes without work, as it necessarily must 
in a Republic at profound peace with all the world. Let us utilize that 
talent or displace them entirely by civilians. Change your whole policy 
and hand over the administration of these military establishments to 
civilians if you will, but do not delude yourselves that an Assistant 
Secretary of War will really increase civilian influence any more than 
an additional clerk of the higher grade. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that general debate be 
now considered as closed. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much e eee 
osition has been introduced in a form to antagonize or draw invidious 
distinctions between the War De ent and any other Department of 
theGovernment. Itstrikes me that that is not at all necessary or politic 
in the discussion of a measure of this kind. So far as I am concerned, 
I have no objection whatever to providing for an Assistant Secretary of 
War. It seems to me that the arguments in favorof providing such an 
officer do not rest entirely upon the number of clerks that may be 
employed in the Department, but are rather to be estimated by the 
character of the duties devolving upon the head of the Department. 
There has been a proposition before Congress prior to this for the ap- 
pointment of an Assistant Secretary of the Navy, and I can conceive of 
very strong arguments that might be made in favor of providing such 
an officer. 

But that has nothing whatever to do with this proposition, and I 
deprecate exceedingly having any antagonism excited between those 
Departments in connection with thissubject. Itseems to me that there 
are ample arguments in favor of providing an Assistant Secretary of 
War, arguments which can be based upon the merits of the situation, 
without attempting to strengthen them by asserting the lack of neces- 
sity for similar provision for any other Department of the Government. 
Ido not understand that the assistant secretary of a Department is 
rendered necessary solely by the fact that a large number of clerks may 
be employed in that Department, because the control of the organiza- 
tion of clerks might be effected, possibly, by some other distribution 
of the subordinate positions in the Departments. The necessity for an 
assistant secretary of either of the great Departments, it strikes me, 
rests upon other and broader grounds. 

The importance of having an officer of high rank, competent at all 
times to represent the Secretary in his absence, is one of the reasons 
that 8 be adduced in behalf of either of the principal Depart- 
ments of the Government, but the stronger argument, it seems to me, 
in favor of appointing such an oficer for either of the great Depart- 
ments would be based upon the fact that the Secretary must necessarily 
devote himself in large measure to some of the general features of ad- 
ministration, and that in each of the bureaus there are special fields 
of administrative duty in which it is important at times, and in some 
of the Departments at all times, that there should be an officer to de- 
vote his time and attention, and possibly his expert judgment, to the 
Se of the peculiar field of duty to which he may be as- 
signed. 

I merely throw out these suggestions in deprecation of the drawing 
of invidious distinctions between the different Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, and I suggest to my friend, the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, that he advocate this proposition upon its own 
merits, adducing such arguments as he deems strongest in its favor, 
without attempting to strengthen the case by belittling the responsi- 
bilities or the duties or the claims of either of the other Departments 
of the Government. - 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I fail to recognize any reason 
which may be fairly urged for the of this bill or resolution save 
and except that it isanotherstepin the direction ofdoing away with the 
apparent surplus in the Treasury, and I advise my friends on the other 
side not to go too rapidly at that work. If you give it all away in 
salaries to assistant secretaries and other employés—and we had a bill 
here yesterday to increase the number of employés in one bureau by 
thirty-two—when you come to the great legislation of this session, the 
passage of the Blair bill, and of the great coast-defense measure, and 
other schemes involving millions upon millions, you will find the sur- 
plus so far depleted that perhaps some of those cherished measures may 
fail 


Mr. Chairman, when we analyze the War Department we do not find 
any reason for the appointment ofan Assistant Secretary. We find that 
next to the Secretary himself stands the General of the Army, a man 
without fear and without reproach, an officer who it is supposed should 
have at his fingers’ ends at all times everything poring the mili- 
tary department and the service of the Army. the absence of the 
Secretary, I imagine no better or fitter assistant can be found to sign the 
name of the Secretary and to sanction the issuance of letters and docu- 
ments than the General-in-Chief of the Army. If you lookin the Con- 
gressional Directory you will find that in the War ent there 
are already thirteen distinct heads, At the head of each of these thir- 
teen distinct bureaus there is an eminent army officer, discharging his 
duties to the satisfaction of the Department and of the country. No 
civil bureau is needed there. The questions of law or of fact which 
may arise as between the military and the civil functions of this Depart- 
ment can surely be settled in the proper law office of the War Depart- 
ment, that is, under the Judge-Advocate-General. Take, for instance, 
the Adjutant-General. He has a regularly organized bureau and a chief 
elerk. Take the Surgeon-General's Department. There is an eminent 
officer at its head with a regular corps of officers and a chief clerk. The 
same may be said in regard to the Quartermaster-General's Department, 
the Medical Department, the Subsistence Department, the Corps of En- 
gineers. Every branch of the War Department is similarly organized 
and is efficient in the performance of its respective duties. 

As to the suggestion which has been thrown out that it might be ad- 


visable to appoint this Assistant Secretary in order to give him control 
over the matter of rivers and harbors and the improvements upon them, 
I for one shall here and hereafter protest against any change being made 
in the management of the improvements of rivers and harbors, That 
matter is now lodged where it properly belongs—with the Engineer 
Department of the Army—and the able Chief of Engineers, with his 
subordinates in charge of each department of the Union, is satisfac- 
torily expending the appropriations made by Congress. 

If you cite, as has been cited in the way of argument for this bill, 
the fact that there are three Assistant Postmasters-General, it must be 
remembered that each of these assistants in the Post-Office Department 
is in charge of an entirely different class of work. The First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, as we all know on this side of the House, has, 
since the 4th day of last March, devoted his time and attention chiefly 
to the decapitation of subordinate Democratic postmasters throughout 
the country. In addition to that, he has in his charge the establish- 
ment of new offices, and there are other routine matters belon 
properly to him. He has his chief clerk, a corps of assistants, an 
other subordinates. 

The Second Assistant Postmaster-General occupies relatively to the 
Post-Office Department the position occupied by one of the heads of 
these different bureaus in the War Department where the position is 
filled by a military officer. The Second Assistant has charge of the let- 
ting of all the contracts for carrying on the mail service of the Union. 
He, too, has his corps of assistants. He is not called on to sign the 
poe of the Postmaster-General to any paper, so far as I have ever 

wn. 

The fact that in one Department there may be one or two assistant 
secretaries performing duties particularly belonging to their respective 
jurisdictions should not be urged as a reason for the appointment of an 
Assistant Secretary of War. I fail to see in this measure anything ex- 
cept an effort to create a new office at an expense to the tax-payers of 
<7 a year, a sinecure, in fact. ‘Therefore I shall vote against the 

ill. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, the matter now under consideration 
by this Committee of the Whole has been before the last House as well 
as the present. The Committee on Military Affairs of the Fiftieth 
Congress gave this subject very careful consideration, as has the same 
committee of the present House, The bill now under consideration em- 
bodies the unanimous action of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
After carefully considering the subject, after looking at it in all its 
bearings, the committee came to the conclusion that such an officer is 
necessary to assist in the management of the War Department and to 
execute its duties with vigor. 

Mr. LANHAM. My friend from New York will allow me to state 
that I voted against the bill in the committee. 

Mr. SPINOLA. With perhaps a single exception, every member of 
the committee favored it. The bill was recommended by the last Sec- 
retary of War, who took the trouble personally to call upon me and 
assign the reasons why such a measure should pass. It was in conse- 
quence of his recommendation that I was won over to the support of the 
bill. I believe it a good measure and one which ought to be adopted 
by the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] 
asks unanimous consent that general debate upon this measure may 
now be closed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, before thatis 
done I desire to say a word. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I vield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuc As I find I am notin accord 
with the majority of the gentlemen on this side who have spoken, I desire 
to say that after looking into this matter with very great care I think 
this office ought to be created and that this bill ought to pass. I be- 
lie ve it is in the interest of true economy; I think it tends toward an 
actual saving of expenditure. We spend now for the Army proper 
$25,000,000 in round numbers, and we expend under the supervis 
of the Engineer Corps and the Secretary of War from fifteen million 
to eighteen million dollars in carrying out what is known as the river 
and harbor bill; and we are constantly imposing upon the officers of 
the Army other labors of great importance, such as the construction of 
the Library building in Washington and various other matters involv- 
ing large and increasing expenditures, as well as varied and im ni 

uties. 

The Secretary of War necessarily holds his office for four years only. 
The military officers under him hold their positions by a life tenure. 
The civil influence that is possible in this great Department with its 
many bureaus consists, therefore, of that changing personal influence 
which successive Secretaries of War may bring to bear during their 
terms of office, and this is necessarily limited. Now, the administra- 
tion of these great matters ought not to be in the hands altogether of 
persons who are not responsible to public opinion, who have no peri- 
odic accountability, whose tenure of office is fixed for life, whose mode 
of punishment is. by a court-martial, whose only pubio opinion is that 
of their brother officers. What we need in that Department is a 
greater civil influence, a larger degree of the power of public opinion. 
We need that there should be constantly present some man who was not 
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at West Point, who is not under army infiuence, who is not controlled 
administer 


by army opinion, who will the law according to the judg- 
ment that lawyers and 1 put upon it, and that in the mere 
administration of the routine duties of the many bureaus and offices 
and branches among which the duties imposed are divided there should 
be constant civil supervision to give unity of purpose, economy of ex- 
penditure, and carefulness in details. 

I have therefore been of the opinion, since my first term in Co 
that there should be an Assistant Secretary of the Navy De: ent as 
well as the War Department; that there should be somebody on confi- 
dential terms with the Secretaries of War and Navy whose tenure 
shall be like unto his, who shall be responsible to the Secretary and 
to the President and responsive to public opinion, whose efforts and 
influence will tend to make the Army more popular, to bring it into 
closer relations with the people of the country, who can not receive 
promotion in the Army or Navy, who can not have any professional 
rivalry, or be influenced by professional pride, or envy, or enmity, or 
tradition. 

My friend from Tennessee [ Mr. WASHINGTON] has pointed ont 
how numerous and important are the bureaus in the War Department. 
‘These must report to some common officer, some superior, and receive 
orders and suspervision therefrom. The Army has its civil side, its 
merely pecuniary and routine administration. It has also, under the 

t militia laws, under the law creating agricultural and mechan- 

1 colleges, connection with the States and institutions of learning. 
These and other duties fall on the Secretary, and there is need of as- 
sistance to him. And this ought to be efficient, trustworthy, and able. 

I believe it will lead to greater economy in the administration of 
every bureau. I believe it will give greater ease in the administration 
of public duty put upon those officers. 

t me illustrate. We have seen in this very District a matter I 
need not comment on, but simply state. We had a great public work, 
the aqueduct, conducted under an army officer of high character, credit, 
and skill. Probably a couple of million of dollars was absolutely 
wasted in that hole in the ground, and when that officer was called to 
an account he was punished by a court-martial with a punishment ab- 
solutely ludicrous. If he were innocent he should not haye been pun- 
ished at all. If he were guilty the punishment was absolutely trivial. 
It brought into disrepute the Army and corps of which he was an officer. 

Now, an Assistant Secretary may not be able to stop this, but it is 
one step in the direction of bringing into that great Department a larger 
influence which comes not from the association of army life. 

Almost all the men who are at the head of these great bureaus were 
educated at West Point. There is that natural comradeship between 
them which grows out of their long personal and their traditional asso- 
ciation. Iam not saying this in any spirit of criticism. Iadmirethem. 
Many of them are my friends, with all whom I knowI am on pleas- 
unt terms. It is an admirable institution. It provides admirable ofi- 
cers and soldiers. It is an institution which I will do all I can to 
improve. The Army officer is a fine specimen of man, but it is a some- 
what narrow specimen of man, of one-sided education. 

I therefore have come to the conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that, instead 
of it being an improper expenditure, it is a proper one. My opinion 
of economy is that it is often accomplished by an expenditure. 

There is that scattereth, and yet increaseth; and there is that withholdeth 
more than is meet, but it tendeth to poverty. 

And when you give to the head in the administrative department a 
proper and skillful officer, you thereby add to its efficiency so you may 
gave in all branches under it much more than you expend. The man 
at the head ofa t railroad corporation is not only paid a large sal- 
ary, but is the chief of the best corps of assistants which can be de- 
vised; he is given the best chief of transportation, of maintenance of 
road and way, of freight, ete., because it has been ascertained by those 
who manage these great corporations the cheapest way is the best, and 
the best is to have the ablest and most efficient officers at the head of 
every department. 

That is the way money is saved, and therefore I think this is one of 
those offices which should be created. It has been found to work well 
in the Interior Department. The Interior Department could not get 
along without assistant secretaries. It has been found to work well in 
the Post-Office Department, in the Treasury Department, and in the 


Department. 

I prefer the duties of Assistant Secretary should be assigned to him 
by the Secretary rather than there should be a divided responsibility 
and a divided head. It is better for the Secretary to be responsible for 
the Assistant Secretary and assign to him such duties as he may deem 
best. In other words, what seems now to be needed in this great De- 
partment is that the Secretary shall have a man appointed under his 
advice, responsible to him, sharing his views, imbued with his opinions, 
and there is no possible reform in any Department or bureau until that 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now ask unanimous consent that the general 
There was no objection. 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now open for debate and amendment 
ander the five-minute rule. 


Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I want to say a few words, and a few words only, in reply to my dis- 
tinguished and eloquent friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
who has just concluded his remarks. I am glad that he has in his elo- 
quent and incisive langnage called the attention of the House to the 
abuse which took place in this District in regard to the action of an 
Army officer connected with the aqueduct tunnel, as well as to thein- 
adequacy of the punishment meted out to that Army officer by a court- 
martial. But I wish to say to the gentleman that in my opinion the 
appointment of an Assistant Secretary of War would not correct such 
abuses as that. fi 

If there had been an Assistant Secretary of War at the time that Con- 
gress appropriated that large sum of money for the construction of this 
tunnel, he could not have stopped the abuse and saved the money any 
more than the then Secretary. That money was lost through the gross 
carelessness and indifference of that Army officer, who was punished 
so slightly and inadequately—I might say farcically—by the court-mar- 
tial, and whose punishment, in my judgment, should have been an - 
solute and swift dismissal for all time from the Army at the least; and 
I must confess that the inadequacy of the punishment in that case and 
their unfairness in others have brought courts-martial into contempt 
and suggest the need of substantial reforms. IIe would have had no 
more inflnence in that direction than had the Secretary of War. He 
could have had no control over the Engineer Corps of the Army, and 
could not have saved a single dollar of the amount lost to the people 
of the United States and the tax-payers of this District. 

This proposed Assistant Secretary will be in fact, if the office is cre- 
ated, only a secretary to the Secretary. He will have no power, no in- 
fluence in the direction supposed by the gentleman, and certainly will 
not be powerful enough to inject into that Department civil influences 
tointerpose between the military ideas of the Department and the com- 
mon people, He will beat the head of the Department in certain cases. 
He will be designated when the Secretary is absent to perfunctorily 
perform the duties of the office until his chief returns, but he will have 
no check upon the expenditures. And if we can not trust the men edu- 
cated at West Point, and for whom it is difficult now to find work, 
although we pay them high salaries—if we can not trust these men to 
25 the Secretary of War, then our whole military establishment is a 

ilure. 

Great stress is laid upon the fact that the War Department takes 
charge of river and harbor improvements and that the vast work thus 
imposed upon the Department requires the presence of this assistant. 
But the Assistant Secretary proposed here will not help the Secretary 
of War in the performance of this duty. The duties imposed by law 
upon the Secretary in this regard are scientific duties. They are tech- 
nical. This Congress provides twenty, thirty, or as many more mill- 
ions as it sees fit, to improve rivers and harbors. How they shall be 
improved is a scientific question, involving the highest questions of 
technical science, and properly go—so long as we are not allowed to 
have civilian experts—to the officers whom we have scientifically trained 
and educated at West Point. What will an Assistant Secretary of 
War at $4,500 a year do with such n question as the improvement of 
the Mississippi River? How would he consider it? What would be 
his attainments to enable him to consider it? It is a question of pure 
science, with which he has perhaps no acquaintance, 

Again, Mr. Chairman, what check could he have on the extravagances 
in the improvement of that river; what control could he have over 
the civilian foree employed upon the various flat- boats and the force at 
work upon the Lower Mississippi River? What can he do to save the 
Government from loss in such improvements? He could do nothing. 
He could be of no assistance. He can not help the Secretary of War 
at all in that respect, and is simply a fifth wheel to the coach. You 
are simply providing by such an enactment as this a high order of clerk 
and calling him a secretary.“ 

Take the various bureaus of the War Department and the assignment 
of the duties to them. There are, for instance, the rivers and harbors, 
which are under the control of the Chief of Engineers; the question of 
Army discipline, under the control of the Adjutant-General. 

When my eloquent and distinguished friend from Kentucky brings 
in a bill to correct the errors of courts-martial and gives public opinion 
the right to remedy the findings of these courts, he will find no more 
stanch supporter of his measure than I. There is no question in my 
mind that their abuses have been great. They savor of the old days 
when a peer of England was tried for murder only before the bar of the 
House of Lords. They may be excused in war, but ought to be sub- 
ject to strict civilian influence in times of peace. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it will not interrupt the 
gentleman for a moment, let me say to the gentleman from New Jersey 
that my idea was by the appointment of this Assistant Secretary of 
War from civil life, the appointment of a man who had never been con- 
nected with the Army, entirely outside of the Department, a civilian 
who has not been educated at West Point and had nothing to do with 
the Army in the past—that by such an appointment, by never haying 
anybody at the head of the Department but a civilian, we could grad- 
ually cure much of the evil of which complaint is so justly made now, 
and that there will gradually come, and with accelerating power, a 
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civil influence which will work out many of the beneficial results which 
we hope to achieve by such an appointment and which are so desirable. 

Mr. McADOO, Mr. Chairman, the civil powers already lodged in 
the Secretary are large, as they ought to be. Under the President and 
the law.he is, and ought to be, absolute as between the le and 
their military servants. He is a member of the President's inet; 
he sits with the other members in the Cabinet; hecomes from the body 
of the people. You can not, in my opinion, increase his civilian influ- 
ence by giving him an assistant clerk at $4,500 per annum. More rad- 
ical measures will be needed if you wish to extend civilian influence in 
these Departments. 

But, since the debate on this bill has been closed by consent of the 
committee, I will now move to strike out the enacting clause. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from New Jersey desires to pro- 
ceed, I will yield*him the floor if I can be recognized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task the gentleman to withdraw his motion for a 
moment, as I desire to be heard. 

Mr. MCADOO. I will withdraw the motion for the purpose of al- 
lowing other gentlemen to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of half past 1 o’clock having arrived, 
the time has come for the consideration of the special order fixed by 
the House, and the committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Burrows reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
mu creating an Assistant Secretary of War, had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House under the special 
order of the House, the bill (H. R. 6786) to organize the Territory of 
Oklahoma, to establish courts in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. 

The Chair izes the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

Ae Mr.STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with the special or- 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have not yet had an 3 
to examine the bill, but from my general knowledge I t it is one 
of those bills which come under the rule requiring their first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole, and I make that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it to be a bill of that char- 


acter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is already in that committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the points of order have not been reserved against 
the bill, I desire to reserve them now, before going into Committee ot 
the Whole. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman from Tennessee has al- 
ready made the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it is in Committee of the Whole now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But we are not. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair has sustained the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I expected, Mr. Speaker, to make the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole myself, but wish first to make a request 
to the House, which is, that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS] may have a few minutes’ time to present a matter to the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Kansas 
desires to present the case of the appropriation, which was passed over 
yesterday, in behalf of an Indian tribe. 

Mr. HOOKER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, let us see first what 


it is. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will preserve the rights of gentlemen 
under these requests for unanimous consent, so that the House will 
have an opportunity of determining, after the question has been sub- 
mitted, whether or not it presents an exigency such as will warrant 

ting the request the gentleman makes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill S. 2652) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake agency, 
North Dakota, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the Senate bill? 

Mr, McMILLIN. As I believe the amount is to be paid out of the 
Treasury, there being no Indian funds by which itis to be reimbursed, 
I will therefore have to obje@. f 

Mr. PERKINS. -I would like permission to make a statement, sub- 
ject to the right of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object to the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no objection to his making a statement, 
but reserve the right to object to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The rightof objection will be reserved. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the same bill, except that it is a Senate bill, 
containing expressly the same subject-matter as that embraced in the 
House bill which was passed last evening. At the time the House bill 


was passed I did not know that the bill had passed the Senate; but I 


received a note from Senator DAWES this morning advising me of the 
fact that the Senate had already considered the matter and had 
the Senate bill. I found it in the file-room before it had reached our 
committee. I now ask that we pass the Senate bill, so that the House 
bill need not go any further. The Senate bill is a copy of the House 
bill we passed last evening, word for word the same, and they were pre- 
pared in the Indian Office. If this should pass here of course it avoids 
the necessity for the consideration of the House bill by the Senate. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I will have to insist upon the regular order, as 
this bill makes a charge upon the Treasury and there are no Indian 
funds out of which it is to be reimbursed. 


CONFEREES, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces as conferees on the part of 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 
1181) to require the Superintendent of Census to ascertain what per- 
centage of the people own their farms, and the number of farms under 
mortgage, and the amount thereof, which has already passed, Mr. 
DUNNELL, Mr. Josep D. TAYLOR, and Mr, DOCKERY. 


TEMPORARY GOVERNMENT FOR THE TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA., 


Mr. STRUBLE. Before making the motion that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill providing a 
temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, I Would like, if 
practicable, to know the wishes of my friend and colleague on the com- 
mittee and his associates who may be in opposition to this bill in re- 
spect to the length of debate desired. I would like to curtail it as 
much as possible, with a view of disposing of the bill at an early hour; 
at the same time I desire to accord to all a reasonable opportunity for 
full discussion of the proposition. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been sprung upon us so 
unexpectedly that I have not been able to confer with the gentlemen 
opposed to it sufficiently to be able to see what time we would like to 
take. But if it could be concluded during the afternoon, if I find that 
it could be concluded at an earlier time, I will confer with the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask that general debate be closed 
in two hours. 

Mr. BARNES. That would not be sufficient. 

Mr. STRUBLE. How will three hours do? 

Mr. BARNES. Three hours from this time will bring us to within 
half an hour of the usual time of adjournment. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move that the House do now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill (S. 895) 
to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
the House bill (6786) for the same purpose; and, pending that, I ask 
that general debate be limited to three hours, 

Mr. BARNES. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon limiting 
the general debate to-day. 

Mr. STRUBLE. On suggestion of members of the committee I would 
like to make it three hours and a half. 

Mr. HOOKER. Make it five hours. 

The question was taken on limiting debate to three hours and a half, 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 56. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 67. 

So the motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of considering the Sen- 
ate bill. The Chair understands that this is a Senate bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is a Senate bill with a House amendment. 

The SPEAKER, In the nature of a substitute. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Payson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole under 
the special order for the purpose of considering a Senate bill the title 
of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


rind ppt (S. 895) to provide a temporary oT ernment for the Territory of Okla 


ae CHAIRMAN. By order of the House general debate upon this 
iS ape hon limited to three hours and a half. The Clerk will read 

e bi 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope that will not be done. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object, as a matter of course. I understand that 
it is a Senate bill that has been reported, and I ask that the Senate bill 
be read first and then the amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Senate bill will be read and then the pro- 
amendment. 
The bill and substitute were read at length. 
The CHAIRMAN. General debate is now in order upon this bill. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] is recognized. 


[Mr. STRUBLE withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I have taken up more time than I 
ought to occupy, because other gentlemen wish to speak, and while I 
have not finished my remarks I desire now to yield the floor, retaining 
such time as I have left, 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman has seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. STRUBLE. What was my allowance? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There was one hour and forty-five minutes al- 
lowed to each side. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] was 

ized for an hour. í 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Iowa kindly yield me a 
few minutes of his time? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would be very glad to yield some time to my 
friend from Texas and I hope to be able to do so later, but other mem- 
bers of the Committee on the Territories desire to speak, and until they 
shall have used such time as they wish I would hardly be at liberty, 
especially now, to yield to the gentleman. I hope, however, to be able 
to do so in the progress of the debate. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Was there an arrangement as to the lengthof time general debate should 
run? 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, general debate upon this 
bill was limited to three hours and a half, the time to be equally 
divided, one hour and three-quarters to either side, the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. StRUBLE] to control the time for the bill and the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] to control the time in Ei e to the 
bill. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] will now be recog- 
nized if he desires. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose at this stage to oc- 
cupy much of the time of the committee. I only propose now to indi- 
cate my general preference in favor of the bill of the Serate as it has 
come to us over the bill reported by the Committee on Territories as a 
substitute for it. 

At the outset it may be well to explain what is the main difference 
between these two bills, because these bills, Mr. Chairman, differ not 
merely in language and phraseology, but also in policy. The Sen- 
ate bill proposes to organize a Territory as one of the Territories of the 
United States, to be composed entirely of territory to which the United 
States has already acquired title. 

The bill reported by the Committee on Territories of the House, and 
which is now offered as a substitute for the Senate bill, proposes not 
merely to form a Territory out of the lands to which we hold title, but 
also out of lands to which we may hereafter acquire title. That is the 
plain distinction between the two bills now under consideration before 
this committee. The committee will at once perceive, as I have stated, 
that there is not merely a difference in terms and phraseology between 
the two bills, but that there is also a difference as to the policy which 
ought to control the Government in the formation of Territories, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the bill which comes from the Senate p 
to form a Territory out of the lands which we acquired last year from 
the Creeks and Seminoles, constituting a tract of 1,887,000 acres, and 
also out of land as to the title of which there is really no dispute 
whatever, the tract of country commonly known as No Man’s Land 
and over which no government at present exists. The Senate of the 
United States have sent to us a bill which says in effect: The Gov- 
ernment of the United States has an undisputed title over this 1,887,- 
000 acres of land, which we acquired in the year 1888 from the Creeks 
and Seminoles by actual purchase, but it has also an absolute title to 
that vast tract of country known as No Man’s Land or the Public 
Land Strip, and over this land, in which we have an undisputed title, we 
have a perfect right to establish a Territorial government.”’ 

The bill which comes from the committee of the House includes all 
the lands which I have attempted to describe and which are included 
in the Senate bill, but it goes further and includes all of the Indian 
Territory, saving and excepting that which is absolutely occupied by 
the five Indian tribes. That comprehends what was originally a part 
of the Choctaw and Chickasaw lands, to which I shall allude more par- 
ticularly hereafter, and what is known as the Cherokee Outlet, Now, 
my objection to the House bill is based upon principle, and it is this: 
that no government ought to establish a Territorial government over a 
territory to which it has not already acquired an absolute and perfect title. 

As long as the land is in dispute the government which you create 
over it is a government in nubibus. Lou erect a government on ashal- 
low foundation; you erect a government without any foundation at all; 
you erect your superstructure without laying a basis upon which your 
su cture shall rest, and therefore the superstructure ought to fall. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, What is that land? In order to understand per- 
fectly the titles to these lands I shall be compelled to go somewhat into 
their history, and I regret it very much, because although I have been 
over this subject a great deal on former occasions, I have not been over 


it at all lately, but I doubt not that, as I attempt to travel over it, the 
facts will recur tomy mind. Andinattempting to go over this ground 
I-must first call attention to the fact that at different times different 
policies have controlled the Government in reference to its management 
of the affairs of the Indians and their lands. 

At the outset of our history we treated this Indian question just as 
our British ancestors had treated it; we held that the Indians had no 
title to any land save the title which we call title by occupancy. That 
is, they held title as long as they were in the actual use and enjoy- 
ment of the land, and the Supreme Court of the United States recog- 
nized that sort of an Indian title. But when the Indian moved off that 
land, of course his title ceased, and it was held that the absolute title 
existed in the civilized Government which had discovered the land and 
exercised authority over it. 

But the Indian title, as I have said, was, to use the language of the 
Supreme Court (I have not time now to refer to the decision), a title 
similar to that which a life-tenant holds and enjoys in the land which 
he oceupies. That was the situation of things in the original settlement. 
When we acquired the territory of Louisiana the United States, forthe 
first time, sought to inaugurate a new policy, a policy not perfected at 
the time, not then absolutely carried out. 

That policy was to transfer all the Indians from the eastside to the west 
side of the Mississippi River, and for the purpose ofinducing the Indians 
to consent to be remoyed certain inducements were held out to them, 
the main inducement being that if they would agree to move to the 
west side of the river the character of the title by which they had held 
their lands up to that time should be changed and they should hold by 
a title if notidentical with, very closely analogous to, the title by which 
the white man held his lands. 

That was the inauguration of a new policy, and the Government 
commenced this practice under treaties which it made with the difter- 
ent Indian tribes from time to time, until finally in the year 1830 it 
enacted this policy into an absolute statute, by which it authorized the 
President of the United States to exchange lands on the west side of 
the Mississippi River for lands held by Indians on the east side of the 
river; and as an inducement to the Indians to make the exchange it 
was provided that when they went on the west side of the river they 
should hold their land by patent or grant from the Government, and 
not by a mere title of occupancy, as they had hitherto held their lands 
under decision of the Supreme Court. 

That decision is to be found in the opinion delivered by Chief-Justice 
Marshall, in 8 Wheaton, 574. The nature and character of this title 
can be more fully seen by reference to a decision of the same court in 
19 Wallace, 503, in the case of The United States vs. Cooll. By statute 
of 1830 the United States agreed to give them a title by patent to the 
lands to which they removed on the west side of the Mississippi River. 

A gentleman asks me whether I can refer to the precise language of that 
statute. If I should undertake to do soit would break the thread of 
my remarks, I could easily do so, because I am familiar with this snb- 
ject; and I know that what I say is not merely substantially correct, 
but I believe almost literally so. I will incorporate it in my printed 
remarks, and here it is. It is found in 4 Statutes at Large, page 411. 
This was an act entitled An act to provide for an exchange of lands 
with the Indians residing in any of the States or Territories, and for 
their removal west of the river Mississippi.” The third section reads: 

That in the making of any such exchange or exchanges it shall and may be 
lawful for the President solemnly to assure the tribe or nation with which the ex- 
change is made thatthe United States will forever secure and guaranty to them, 
and their heirs or successors, the country so exchanged with them; and if they 
prefer it that the United States will cause a patent or grant to be made and 
executed to them for the same: always, That such lands shall revert 
to the United States if the Indians become extinct or abandon the same. 

The statute of 1830 absolutely provided that by an exchange of lands 
held on the east side of the Mississippi River for those on the west side 
the Indians could acquire in the latter an absolute title, qualified only 
by the provision that if the tribe became extinct or abandoned the land 
should revert to the United States, their previous title having been de- 
cided by the courts to be simply a title by occupancy. 

In pursuance of that policy, Mr. Chairman, what is known as the 
Indian Territory was originally organized, and it was assigned to five 
tribes, known as the Cherokees (occupying originally a large extent of 
territory in North and South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Tennes- 
see), the Creeks, the Seminoles (the latter being originally but a branch 
of the Creeks who had migrated to Florida), the Choctaws, and Chicka- 
saws. 

Those five tribes, under the provisions of various treaties, went from 
the east side of the Mississippi River to the west. There was an ab- 
solute guaranty; the honor, the good faith, the solemn obligation of 
this Government was pledged; this Government, which boasts itself as 
being in the frontrank of civilization, by solemn obligation bound it- 
self that if these people would exchange their lands on the east side of 
the river for lands on the west side—this great Government, I hope as 
honest as it is great, solemnly pledged itself that over their land and 
over their territory until they gave their consent no State or Territo- 
tial government should ever be placed. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to inquire, for information simply, in what 
way that guaranty was given? 


So eee 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Sea er > * 3 — * n a a SN: TA 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. BARNES. It was given in solemn treaty, in solemn obligations. 
The first treaty containing this guaranty was made with the Cherokees 
as early as 1828, The Government continued to make treaties with 
the Cherokees in 1833 and 1835. On the 6th of May, 1828, a treaty 
was made, another in 1833; a third was made in the State of Georgia 
in 1835, and the guaranty to these people was a home that should 
never in all future time be embarrassed by having extended around it 
the lines or placed over it the jurisdiction of a Territory or State, nor 
be pressed upon by the extension in any way of any of the limits of any 
existing State or Territory. The treaty of 1835 can be found in Revis- 
ion of Indian Treaties, page 65. By the fifth article of that treaty the 
United States agreed that the lands ceded shall in no future time, with- 
out their consent, be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction 
ofany State or Territory. Similar provisions are found in all the treaties 
with the five civilized tribes. 

There was the obligation; that was the extentofit. Itwas binding 
on this Government, and this Government in honor bound, however 
great its power, should faithfully keep that obligation with these de- 
fenseless people. Now, that was the character of the obligation; that 
was the inducement under which these people went there. Under 
General Jackson’s administration agents went and appealed to these 
people to go, and they went under the solemn, plighted faith of this 
Government that this obligation would be performed. 

I admit that times have changed. We modified these treaties; we 
modified them with the consent of these people in 1866. In the course 
and progress of time it was ascertained that there was more land there 
than those Indians could well occupy; and the Government then saw 
fit to adopt another policy, which was to locate other Indian tribes in 
the western part of the Territory. Under treaties of 1866, to be found 
in the volume now before me, the Indians consented that a certain part 
of that land might be settled by frientily Indians and also in certain 
localities by freedmen; but they never consented at that time to the 
settlement of this land by white men. 

That was the situation; that was the condition of things, Thatwas 
the only change. The only modification of the policy previously 
adopted was that, instead of the land being confined to the five original 
tribes, other tribes might be located thereon. That was the situation; 
that was the modification. There have been two modifications since, 
which I think exist in accordance with treaty. The land which is 
known as the Choctaw and Chickasaw section, which I now point out 
on the map—this land in the southern part of the Territory, west of 
the ninety-cighth degree of longitude—was in 1855 leased by the Gov- 
ernment to certain Indian tribes as a permanent home. Leased asa 
permanent home. Mark the language; that is the language of the 
treaty. 

It may appear somewhat a contradiction in terms to say that a lease 
should be made and at the same time that this lease should be of a 
permanent home. But there was a provision in the treaty of 1855 that 
it was to be confined to Indians only and to those Indians. In 1866 
that lease was converted into an absolute purchase, but it has never- 
theless been held by the Government that the trust which originally 
attached to those lands, by which the occupancy of them was limited to 
Indians and freedmen, still continues. 

In support of that position I may read what Mr. Carl Schurz, then 
Secretary of the Interior, said in passing on this question: 

By these treaties title was guarantied to the several tribes, and it was provided 
that the lands should never be included within the territorial limits or jurisdic- 
tion of any State or Territory, but should remain subject to the intercourse laws, 
which laws have, as before stated, continued in force in all parts of the Territory 
to the present time. 

The tide i by the Government by the treaties of 1866 was secured in 
pursuance and furtherance of the same purpose of Indian settlement which is 
the foundation of the original scheme. That purpose was the removal of In- 
dian tribes from the limits of the political State and Territorial organizations 
and their permanent location upon other lands sufficient for the needs of each 
tribe, These lands bei 8 in area for the purpose, it has become a settled 
policy to locate other tribes thereon as fast as arrangements can be made, and 
provisions have been constantly made by treaties, agreements, and acts of Con- 
gress to effect these objects. The purpose is expressly declared in the said 
treaties. The cessions of the Creeks and Seminoles are stated to have been 
made “in compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other In- 
diansand freedmen thereon.” These words must be held tocreatea trustequiva- 
lent to what would have been imposed had the language been“ for the purpose 
of locating Indians and freedmen thereon.” The lands ceded by the 
and Chickasaws were by article 9 of the treaty of June 22, 1855, lensed to the 
United States * * * for the permanent settlement of the Wichita and such 
other tribes or bands of Indians as the Government may desire to locate 
thereon. The treaty of 1966 substituted a direct purchase for the lease, but did 
not extinguish or alter the trust, 

The point is the Government held, by the treaty of 1866, the lands 
originally leased as a permanent home for this people; that it became 
the absolute property of the Government in 1866, but subject toa trust. 
There was a trust founded which limited its occupancy to friendly In- 
dians and freedmen. All that land in the southern part of the Territory 
west of the ninety-eighth degree of longitude proposed to he put under 
the proposed bill was ceded by the Choctaws and Chickasaws, subject 
to this trust. 

So far as the land oeeupied by the Cherokees is concerned there has 
been no change made since the treaty of 1866. But the sixteenth arti- 
cle of the treaty is in these words: 

The United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee 
country west of 96°, to be taken in a compact form in quantity not exceeding 160 


acres for each member of each of said tribes thus to be settled, the boundaries of 
each of said districts to be N marked, and the land conveyed in fee- 


d in common or by their mem! in sey- 


The Cherokee Nation to retain the right of possession of and jurisdiction over 
all of said country west of 90° of longitude untilthus sold and occupied, after 
which their jurisdiction and right of possession to terminate forever as to each 
of said districts thus sold and occupied. 

That language is as clear and indisputable as ever put in any trea 
between any two Governments. There can be no mistake about it. It 

izes, in terms absolute, positive, direct, withont qualification, 
that tee-simple title existed in this people, because under the terms of 
the treaty, when they conveyed lands to any tribe the Government was 
allowed to put on the territory they were to give this people a fee- 
simple title, and, of course, they could not give what they did not have. 
That is an argument no lawyer can dispute. Whatever may have been 
the character of title to this Outlet before that time the Government is 
estopped by the treaty of 1866. 

Further than that it is clear and explicit the Government was to exer- 
cise no jurisdiction over this land until the land was occupied by friendly 
nani and the jurisdiction was retained by the Cherokee Indians until 

is time, 

Now, the difference between the Senate and Honse bill is this: That 
the Senate bill says we shall exercise political jurisdiction over no ter- 
ritory save that to which we have acquired title, to which the title has 
been extinguished. That is what it says in terms. 

What was this land? The only land open to white settlement since 
1886 is the land to which we acquired title, which was Oklahoma 
proper. We acquired title to that land under the provisions of the 
treaty made with this ple in 1888, amounting to millions of acres. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Senate bill does not extend jurisdiction over 
all that land. I willsay to the gentleman, if he will look at this map 
he will see that we purchased between this river and extending to the 
one hundredth meridian over six million acres of land. 

Mr. BARNES. Iam obliged to my friend for his interruption. It 
shows the Senate has kept within bounds. They might have gone 
further, but they determined to be right and they did not attempt to 
exercise jurisdiction over land to which they had no clear title. ey 
have confined themselyes to the exercise of political authority over that 
to which we had a clear and indisputable title, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow a question? If the Gov- 
ernment has given any of these Indian tribes now in the limits of this 
Territory a title in fee-simple to the lands, would that title prohibit the 
Government from exercising political jurisdiction over the land? Su 
pose, for instance, the Government had given a title to you as an indi- 
yaa does that deprive the Government of its right of exercising juris- 

iction? 

Mr. BARNES. I understand what the gentleman means. That is 
an entirely different question. If the Government had entered into a 
i ip or obligation with me by which it solemnly assumed that it 
would not do it, the Government would be bound by that contract or 
compact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Government entered into no such contract 
west of the ninety-eighth meridian 

Mr. BARNES. But I say the Government has done so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me conclude. I say it has entered into no 
such contract west of the ninety-eighth meridian, and therefore this 
obligation of which the gentleman speaks does not exist there. 

Mr. BARNES. I say the Government has, and that is the difference 
between the gentleman and myself. If the Government made a con- 
tract with me as it made with the Indians, by which it bound itself 


not to exercise authority, the Government would be bound by that 


contract. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But they never did that. 

Mr. BARNES. Well, I differ with the gentleman, 

Mr. SPRINGER, Let me say 

Mr. BARNES. I will not yield any further. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; because you are wrong in stating that and 
you do not want to be corrected. 

Mr. BARNES. Well, the gentleman will have his own time, andhe 
can state it and correct it in his own way. I have given this subjecta 
good deal of attention, and I think I know what I am talking about. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I hope the gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARNES. Oh, I know the gentleman has tried to convince me, 
in season and out of season. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me a mo- 
ment? The point I desire him to make clear is this: These Indians 
setiled west of that line. Now, did the Government make a contract 
with them to the effect that Territorial government or State government 
should never be extended over them as over the five civilized tribes? 

Mr. BARNES. Ido not know that it did, but it made*it with the 
five tribes, 

Mr. HEARD. I know that. 

Mr. BARNES. Les; just wait; but the original land covered by that 
contract extended over the whole Indian Territory, and included this 
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property of which the gentleman speaks, and you can not alter this ex- 
cept in so far as may be done by treaties. 

Now, the difference between my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
and myself is this. The gentleman from Illinois wants to know if the 
Goyernment can go on and exercise jurisdiction over my land or over 
land to which I have a title; and, that being the case, I say the Gov- 
ernment most assuredly can. do this, But if the Government makes a 
contract with me, or a compact, or obligation, by which it agrees not to 
do it, then it has no right to doit, and Isay thatit ean not doit. Inother 
wo Mr. Chairman, no sovereignty, I do not care how high it is or 
how exalted, how supreme it may be, can break its contracts. I assert 
the principle. I say boldly that there is no such thing in sovereignty, 
even the highest sovereignty in any government, which permits it to 
break its agreements. And I say, Mr. Chairman, with all solemn rev- 
erence, that if Omnipotence itself makes a contract it can not break it. 
If Omnipotence sought to break a contract into which it had entered, 
it would have to abdicate the moral throne of the universe before it 
could do such a thing. 

I said, Mr. Chairman, and I repeat it, that no sovereignty can make 
a contract and break it, I do not care how high or how exalted or su- 
premeitmay be. If it made a contract with me that it would not exer- 
cise political jurisdiction over me until it got my consent to doit, it 
must wait until it gets my consent before undertaking to exercise that 
jurisdiction, and I repeat, with all due reverence, that Omnipotence it- 
self can not make acovenant with His people and bréak it without ab- 
deanna the moral tontrol of the universe. 

Mr. HILL, I would like to ask another question, if permitted. 

Mr. BARNES. I can not stop now, for I am about through. 

‘Now, I said at the outset that this was with me simply a question of 
preference as between two bills, and that is all there is of it. The Sen- 
ate bill comes to us here and proposes that we shall organize a Terri- 
torial government out of lands to which we have already acquired title. 
That is the result of their conclusion. The House bill proposes to go 
further, and to organize a Territorial government not only out of lands 
to which we have already acquired title, but also out of other lands out- 
side and independent of it, to which we have notacquired title. Itwas 
said by those gentlemen, and is also said by those who advocate this 
bill, that they did not propose to exert or exercise the power which this 
political jurisdiction gives now. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it would place these people over whom this 
political jurisdiction is asserted, if not exercised, in a situation where 
they are no longer free to exercise the right of entering into another 
contract with yon as a free people, as a free tribe or nation, call them 
as you will. It proposes to take an unfair advantage of them by plac- 
ing them in a situation by which they can not obtain or acquire for 
that which belongs to them what a white man placed under similar 
circumstances would have the right to acquire or obtain. 

I do not believe the bill is founded in justice; I do not believe it is 
founded in good faith; and for these reasons, regardless of what may be 
the fate or consequences attending these bills, or either of them, I shall 
oppose it and continue to oppose it to the bitter end. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAKER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President was received, 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 

The secretary also announced the approval of the act (H. R. 584) to 
modify existing laws relating to duties and imports and the collection 
of the revenue. > 

TEMPORARY GOVERNMENT FOR OKLAHOMA. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I now yield ten minutes to my colleague from Mis- 
souri [Mr. MANSUR]. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I believe, sir, that a very large ma- 
jority of this committee admit, as freely as the gentleman from Georgia 
can claim for himself, a desire on their part to do nothing in the way of 
injury whatever to any Indian tribe located in this Territory; and, sir, 
it is the judgmentof probably every member of that committee, except 
the gentleman from Georgia himself, that beyond all shadow of doubt, 
that beyond all possibility of difference or of twisting or tergiversation 
of any kind, the language of this bill has absolutely reserved to every 
one of the five civilized tribes every right guarantied to them by their 
respective treaties with the United States Government. 

I repeat, let there be no misunderstanding on the part of my friend 
from Georgia on that. I do say that, notwithstanding the ability, the 
devotion, and the chivalry of character with which my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BARNES] takes up the cudgel in behalf of this inferior 
race, it is the opinion of every colleague of his on the committee that 
this measure in no wise trenches upon any of the rights of the Indians. 
Let it be remembered by every gentleman here that there were origi- 
nally five civilized tribes who were located permanently upon home 
reservations in what is known as the Indian Territory, and let it also 
be remembered that at that time the Indian Territory was the extreme 
southwestern corner of our country. 

All south of this colored line [indicating on the map] was a foreign 
country; all west of this line of the Territory was a foreign country; 


south of the first line I call attention to was known as Texas, after- 
wards incorporated into the Union; west of that other line was Mexico, 
a large part of which we afterwards acquired by treaties made with 
Mexico, known as the Gadsden and other treaties. 

Now, these five civilized tribes, so called, originally occupied all this 
Indian Territory. We havesince, beyond all shadow ofa doubt—mark 
that l beyond all shadow of doubt, we have purchased and 
paid for and by treaty rights and stipulations have secured the in- 
terest and title of four of these civilized tribes to all lands west of 
their home reservations. The Seminoles and the Creeks have released 
all but their home reservations. 

Remember also that two of these others, the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations, own the whole of their lands together. For purposes of their 
own, they have agreed that the Choctaws should live on the east part 
and the Chickasaws on the west, and they have agreed on a dividing 
line; but the title to their land is in common. Remember also that 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws have sold to the Federal Government all 
their lands west of this line for the location of friendly Indians and 
freedmen. So that, so far as they areconcerned, they have parted, for 
value, with everything except their home reservations. 

There being five tribes, this disposes of the interests of four of them. 
The contention is alone over the western outlet of the Cherokees, which 
is a strip composed of 6,022,000 acres. Practically all the trouble for 
yes has come from the determination of the Cherokees to hold these 

nds. 

Understand, gentlemen of the House, that our committee, after care- 
fulinvestigation of this matter, have reached this conclusion: Originally 
all these five civilized tribes had two kinds of claim to these lands: one 
was a home reservation, so called, and the other was a western outlet. 

Their title and interest in these two different classes of lands are as 
different as day is from darkness. The line can be drawn readily and 
distinctly by any lawyer that will prepare himself, and by a careful 
reading of these treaties he will ascertain that their right to these west- 
ern outlets was intended simply to be a roaming right to hunt for game. 

So far as this bill is concerned, let it be understood also, beyond the 
shadow of a doubt, that all delegations before the Committee on Territo- 
ries from every one of the five civilized tribes have, except the Seminoles, 
admitted, as they were forced to do, that by the terms of their treaties 
the Federal Government had the right to establish courts whenever 
the Government saw fit to do so, one or more, over their home reserva- 
tions as well as over the Jands of their western outlet. For twenty- 
four years the Government has not exercised that right. 

Now the Government sees the necessity for these courts because there 
are over a quarter of a million of people in that region, and there are“ 
at most in this number not exceeding 60,000 or 70,000 Indians. It has 
become a territory of refuge for every robber, vandal, thief, embezzler, 
and escaped villain, as well as of a depraved class of women, They 
are scattered all over that country. Hence in many localities there are 
nothing but the most depraved portions of the white race. We are as- 
serting what our friend knows—and if he does not know it he onght to 
know it,.or must know it if he has read the bill, because he has not 
favored us in the committee with much of his presence—that so far as 
the five civilized tribes are concerned this bill simply creates courts 
and gives them jurisdiction under the treaties coextensive with their 
several home reservations. It merely creates the courts, and there 
is no attempt in this bill to put a Territorial government over these 
people. We expressly state that we recognize that is one of their re- 
served rights. Coming down to the treaties of 1866 made with each of 
these five tribes, the Government made provision in each of said treaties 
for the creation of Federal courts and to have the right to establish 
courts over them; but, as I said before, the Government has never exer- 
cised that right until last year. A little police court was established, 
which was a very poor police court at that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does that include the Cherokee Strip? 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. I mean the right to establish courts. 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. I repeat, the main contention left in the 
Territory is over the Cherokee Outlet; because the Choctaws and Chick- 
asaws admit they have parted with all the western lands for certain 
purposes, and therefore their rights under their treaty have vanished. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But you remember that they absolutely conceded 
we were qualified to establish courts under their treaty. 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes; we understand that. The Creeks and the 
Seminoles have parted with theirs, have conveyed by treaty agree- 
ments and received their compensation, and there is nothing left in the 
way of a dispute over the lands embraced in the bill except the differ- 
ence of opinion prevailing between the Cherokees and the Federal Gov- 
ernment over their western outlet; and as to that it is the conviction of 
a large number of members of the committee, as well as of a very large 
number of gentlemen at the other end of this building and throughout 
the West, that the Cherokees never had any title to their western out- 
let except the right to use it as an easement to hunt upon and to travel 
over to the great plains of the West. This, I repeat, can be made so 
plain that no one who will take the trouble to read the treaties and 
a upon the subject can entertain a doubt. Let us consider 

em. 
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The pertinent stipulations of the various treaties now in ſorce with 
the five civilized nations on the subject of courts and laws are as follows: 
CHOCTAWS AND CHICKASAWS. 


Treaty, 1866, 

Ant. 7. The Choctaws and Chickasaws agree to such legislation as Congress 
and the President of the United States may deem necessary for the better ad- 
ministration of justice and the ——— of the ts of persons and 12 
within the Indian Territory: led, however, legislation shall not in 
any wise interfere with or annul their present tribal organization, or their re- 
ms Sep Be legislatures or judiciaries, or the rights, laws, privileges, or customs of 

ne Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 5 y. 

Arr. 10. The United States reaftirmsall obligations arising out of treaty stip- 
ulations or acts of | tion with regard to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Na- 
tions entered into prior to the late rebellion, and in force at that time, not in- 
consistent herewith, * * * 

SEMINOLES, 
Treaty, 1866, 

Anr, 7. The Seminole Nation agrees to such legislation as Congress and the 
President may deem necessary for the better administration of the rights of 
espe and property within the Indian Territory: Provided, however, That said 

egisiation shall not in any manner interfere with or annul their present tribal 
organization, rights, laws, privileges, or customs. 

7. The Seminoles also agree that a court or courts may be established in said 
Territory, with such jurisdiction and organized in such manner as Congress 
may by law provide. 

ART. 0. [Reaffirms all treaty obligations not inconsistent herewith.] 

CREEKS, 
Treaty, 1866. 

Art. 10. The Creeks agree to such legislation as Congress and the President 
of the United States may deem necessary for the better administration — — 
tice and the protection of the rights of persons and property within the Indian 
Territory: Provided, however, The said legislation shall notin any manner in- 
terfere with or annul their present tribal organization, rights, laws, privileges, 
and customs, * * * 

7. The 5 that a court or courts may be established in said 
ess 46 5 such] letion and organized in such manner as Congress may 

aw provide. 

off 12. [Reaffirms treaty obligations not inconsistent herewith. 

ART. 14. [Rescindsand annuls all treaties inconsistent with any of the articles 
or provisions of this treaty.] 

CREEKS AND SEMINOLES, 
; Treaty, 1856. 

ART. 15. So faras may be compatible with the Constitution of the United States 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof, regulating trade and intercourse with 
the Indian tribes, the ks and Seminoles shall be secured in the unrestricted 
right of self-government and full jurisdiction over persons and p rty within 
their ve limits; excepting, however, all white persons, with their prop- 
erty, whoare not by adoption or otherwise members of either the Creek orSem- 
inole tribe; and all persons not being members of either tribe found within their 
limits shall be considered intruders, and be removed from and kept out of the 
same by the United States sgeu for said tribes, respectively (assisted, if neces- 
pory. by the military), with following exceptions, namely : Such individuals, 
with their families, as may bein the employment ofthe Governmentofthe United 
States; ali persons ly traveling or temporarily sojourning in the country, 
or trading therein under license from the proper authority of the United States; 
and such ns as may be itted by the Creeks or Seminoles, with the 
assent of the proper authorities of the United States, to reside within their 
respective limite without becoming members of either of said tribes, 

Ant. 4. The United States hereby solemnly agree and bind themselves that no 
State or Territory shall ever pass laws for the government of the Creek or Sem- 
inole tribe of Indians, and that no portion of either of the tracts of country de- 
fined in the first and second articles of this agreement shall ever be embraced 
or included within or annexed to any Territory or State; nor shal! either, or 
any part of either, ever be erected into » Territory without the full and free con- 
sent of the legislative authority of the tribe owning the same, 

[This section must be read in connection with article 15 of the same treaty and 
article 7 of the treaty of 1886, which modify this. The present effect of the stip- 
ulations, I apprehend, is well expressed in article 7 of the latest treaty.] 


CHEROKEE NATION, 
Treaty, 1866. : 
Axr. 13. The Cherokees also agree that a court or courts may be established 
by the United States in said Territory with such jurisdiction and i 


organized in 

such manner as may be preacribed by law: Pr „That the judicial tribu- 
nals of the nation be allowed to retain exclusive jurisdiction in all civil 
d criminal cases within their country in which members of the nation 


an 
by nativity or adoption Il be the only parties, or where the cause of action 
shall arise in the Cherokee Nation, except as otherwise provided in this treaty. 

ART, 7. The United States court to be created in the Indian Territory * * * 
shall have exclusive original jurisdiction of all causes,civil and criminal,where- 
in an inhabitant of the district hereinbefore described (see Art. 4) shall bea party, 
and where an inhabitant outside of said district in the Cherokee Nation shall 
be the other party. 

Arr, 31. All provisions of treaties heretofore ratified and in force and not in- 
consistent with the provisions of this treaty are hereby reaffirmed. 

Treaty, 1835, 

ArT., 4. The United States also stipulate and agree to extinguish for the bene- 
fit of the Cherokees the titles to the reservations within their country [the home 
tract] made in the Osage treaty of 1825 to certain half-breeds [Osages; = * * 
owned by Osages under a prior treaty, and therefore excepted from the Cher- 
okee grant by a stipulation in the treaty of 1833, in the recitals of that treaty. 
(See lines 2666-2670, Revision of Treaties.)} 

ART. 5. The United States hereby covenant. and agree that the lands ceded to 
the Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article shall in no future time without 
their consent be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State 
or Territory. But they shall secure to the Cherokee Nation the right by their 
national councils to make and carry into effect ail such laws as they may deem 
necessary for the governmentand protection of the persons and property within 
their own country belonging to their people or such persons as have connected 
themselves with them: Provided, always, That they shall not be inconsistent 
with the Constitution of the United States and such acts of Con; as have 
been or may be passed regulating trade and intercourse with the Indians; and 
also that they shall not be considered as extending to such citizens and Army 
of the United States as may travel or reside in the Indian country by permission 
according to the laws and regulations established by the Government of the 
same, 


CHEROKEE STRIP OR OUTLET, 
Since the purchase and extinguishment by the United States of the 
title of the Creek and of the Seminole Indians to the western half of 


their lands in the Indian Territory, a vital point to attain in the open- 
ing up of all the lands eee in that Territory, save and except the 
lands of the home reservations of the five civilized tribes, is for the Gov- 
ernment to obtain the sole ownership and control of the lands in the 
Cherokee Strip or Outlet. This strip originally extended from the 
ninety-sixth to the hundredth degree of longitude and was about 60 
miles wide from north to south. It contained 6,574,135 acres, which 
has since been reduced to 6,022,244 acres by the location on the eastern 
end of the outlet of the Indian tribes of Nez Percés, Poncas, Otoes and 
Missourias, Pawnees, Osages, and Kansas. 

Commencing with the treaty of Hopewell, of November 28, 1785, and 
ending with the supplemental article to the treaty at Washington of 
July 19, 1866, which article was concluded and proclaimed June 10, 
1868, there have been twenty treaties, elucidations, and supplementary 
articles to treaties made and ratified between the United States and the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians. 

The Cherokees in their eastern homes possessed and occupied lands in 
North Carolina, Georgia, Tennessee, and South Carolina, and in their 
various attempts to stem the tide of the white man’s civilization, which 
was surrounding and shoving them to the westward, had made prior to 
the treaty of the Cherokeeagency of July 8,1817, twelve treaties with 
the United States, in none of which are to be found any statements or 
provisions looking to their removal west of the Mississippi or to the pos- 
session of lands in the western country. 

In the treaty last referred to, which was negotiated for the United 
States by General Jackson, General Meriwether, and Governor Mc- 
Minn, of Tennessee, with the tribe, it is stated in the preamble substan- 
tially that in the fall of 1803 a deputation of the Cherokees went to 
Washington and informed the President that the nation was divided in 
sentiment, a part desiring to remain in the country they then oceupied 
and engage in the pursuits of agriculture and civilized life and begin 
the establishment of fixed laws and a regular government, while a part 
desired to continue the hunter life; and as game was scarce in their 
country they wished to remove west across the Mississippi River on va- 
eant lands of the United States; that the President, after maturely con- 
sidering the petitions of both parties, on January 9, 1809, answered the 
petitioners substantially as follows: ** That the United States as friends 
of both parties desired to satisfy their wishes. Those who remained 
in the East to be assured of aid and assistance by the United States and 
those who wish to remove West are permitted to send an exploring 
to reconnoiter the country on the waters of Arkansas and White Rivers, 
the higher up the better, as they will be the longer unapproached by 
our settlements, which will begin at the mouths of those rivers.” 

The treaty then proceeds to state that when the western party shall 
have found a tract of country that suits them the United States would 
arrange for an exchange of a just portion of their western country for 
a portion of the Cherokee eastern country; that the Cherokees, relying 
on the promises of the President, did explore the country west of the 
Mississippi and made choice of the country on the Arkansas and White 
Rivers, and there, west of the Mississippi River, first settled down on 
United States lands, and had notified the United States of these facts. 

The Cherokees also appointed agents with power to ratify a treaty, ete. 

The treaty proper then begins, and by sections 1 and 2 the Cherokees 
cedecertain lands east of the Mississippi to the United States. Sections 
3 and 4 provide fora census of the Indians, both those remaining and 
those removing. also for a division of their United States annuities on 
the basis of the census. By section 5 the United States bind them- 
selves in exchange for the lands ceded in the first and second articles 
to give to that part of the Cherokee Nation on the Arkansas River as 
much land on said river and White River as they have or may here- 
after receive from the Cherokee Nation east of the Mississippi, acre for 
acre, as the just proportion due that part of the nation on the Arkan- 
Sus, ly to their numbers, which is to commence on the north side 
of the Arkansas River, at the mouth of Point Remove, or Budwell’s old 
place, thence bya straight line northwardly to strike Chataunga Mount- 
ain, or the hill first above Shield’s Ferry on White River, running up 
and between said rivers for complement, the banks of which rivers to 
be the lines, and to have the above line, from the point of beginning 
to the White River, run and marked, which shall be done soon after 
the ratification of this treaty. 

Treaty No. 14, or the fourth treaty of Washington, was ratified Feb- 
ruary 27, 1819. It was negotiated by John C. Calhoun, Secretary of 
War, with the Cherokees, and was a ratification and exemplification 
of the treaty of ‘‘the Cherokee agency in all its details, so far as the 
interests of the Cherokees remaining east of the Mississippi River are 
concerned. To which treaty the Cherokees west assented and received 
their share of the annuities on the basis of the census, construed by 
section six to be that the Indians east got two-thirds and the Indians 
west one-third, 

This brings us down to the fifth treaty of Washington, ratified May 
28, 1828, with which the treaty of Fort Gibson, eoncluded in 1833, but 
not ratified until April 12, 1834, and the treaty of New Echota, con- 
cluded in 1835 and ratified May 23, 1836, are the base and foundation 
upon which their patent was issued to the Cherokees. Their terms and 
construction will control the legal effect of the land-patent called for 
by them to be made by the United States to the Cherokees, and upon 


ee. 
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which they so much rely. It is necessary, then, that we carefully cite 
their provisions and consider their terms. 

Before citing their provisions it is necessary to make an explanatory 
and preliminary statement. It was at all times the desire of the Cher- 
okees to be with their lands outside of the boundaries and free from 
all State or Territorial jurisdiction or control. Their first location be- 
tween the White and Arkansas Rivers eventually came to be within the 
Territory of Arkansas, This was one of the causes that led to the 
treaty of 1828, whereby their lands were fixed in quantity at 7,000,000 
acres and were shoved to the west and north, so as to be just outside 
the Territory. But in 1833 it was discovered that by the terms of the 
Creek treaty of January 24, 1826, at Washington, they, the Creeks, 
had a prior title to a portion of the lands assigned to the Cherokees in 
the treaty of 1828, This led to the treaty of 1833, the Creeks and 
Cherokees having first met in council and after full deliberation mut- 
nally agreed upon the boundary line between them; thereupon the 
treaty of 1833 was by the United States ratified so as to conform to the 
boundaries fixed upon between the Creeks and Cherokees, but the quan- 
Se OUO acres, is the same. 

e other language of the treaty in regard to the 7,000,000 acres of 
land and the outlet is reiterated in the same language, word for word, 
as in the treaty of 1828, except the United States secured the addition 
of the following proviso, namely: 


Provided, however, That if the saline or salt plain shall fall within said limits 
prescribed for said outlet the right is reserved to the United States to permit 
other tribes of red men to get salt on said plains in common with the Chero- 
kees, and letters patent shall be issued by the United States as soon as practi- 
cable for the land hereby guarantied. 

By the year 1835 the Cherokees east of the Mississippi were ready to 
moye west and join their brethren. ‘This moye on their part required 
anew treaty, in which they sold all their lands claimed, owned, or pos- 
sessed by them east of the Mississippi River to the United States for 
$5,000,000, and, the united tribe being apprehensive that the lands west, 
ceded by the United States to them, were not enough for all their num- 
bers, they desired to purchase more, Hence, in large part, the treaty 
of 1835, ratified in 1836, which in the preamble declares substantially 
that it is for the papos of reuniting their people in one body, secur- 
ing a permanent home for themselves and posterity, without the terri- 
torial limits of State sovereignties,and to establish and enjoy a govern- 
ment of their choice and live after their own views. Then the treaty, 
both in regard to the boundaries of the home reservation of 7,000,000 
acres, the outlet, the saline or salt plains to be reserved for the use of 
the red men of the plains, and the call for the letters patent, employs 
the same language, word for word, as does that of 1833. Before con- 
sidering the patent, I call attention to this extract from the preamble 
to the treaty of 1828, namely: 

Whereas the present location of the Cherokees in Arkansas being unfavorable 
to their present repose and tending as the past demonstrates to their present 
degradation and misery, and the Cherokees being anxious to avoid such con- 
sequences and yet not questioning their right to their lands in Arkansas as se- 
cured to them by treaty, and resting also upon the pledges given them by the 
President of the United States and of the Secretary of War of March, 1818, and 
Sth of October, 1821, in regard to the outlet to the West, and, as may be seen on 
referring to the records of the War Department, still being anxious to secure a 
28 home and to free themselves and their posterity from an embarrass- 

ng counection with the Territory of Arkansas and guard themselves from such 
connection in future; and whereas, etc. : 

Tt is absolutely necessary, before we can understand the treaty and 
the Cherokee patent, that we should know and understand what these 
pledges are. Are they capable of ascertainment and identification? If 
80, being referred to in the treaty and the treaty by direct citation in- 
corporated into the patent, the legal effect is the sameas if the pledges 
were copied word for word into the patent. We are told these pledges 
were made by the President and Secretary of War on certain dates, and 
were made in regard to the Outlet, and can be seen in the records of the 
War Department. There we find two documents that bear all the ear- 
marks called for, One is as follows: 

TALK TO THE CHEROKEE DELEGATION OF THE ARKANSAWS. 
To General TOXNLOSLUSRKY, Chiefand Warrior of the Cherokees: 

My FRIENDS AND CHILDREN, NATION OF THE ARKANSAW COUNTRY: The coun- 
try which you gore up is a good country, and it is near and very convenient to 
us, and I shall in return actwenerously towards you, and endeavor to make you 
happy in your new homes on the Arkansaw. I have not yet obtained the land 
pie up that river to the west of your settlement. 

I will give instructions to Governor Clark to hold a treaty with the Quapaws 
this summer in order to purchase them, and when purchased I will direct them 
to be laid off for A bose 

It is my wish that you should have ne limits to the west, so that you may have 
good she; hay plenty of game, and not be surrounded by the white people, 
By the President of the United States, 

JAMES MONROE. 


J. C. CALHOUN, Secretary of War. 


This document was put in the War Office in March, 1818. 

Being thus written in March, 1818, it was preliminary to the acquire- 
ment by the United States of the selected lands, which were to be ob- 
tained in part from the Quapaws, and contained the promise of the 
President and 3 of War that the Indians were to have no lim- 
its to the west, geod mill-sites, plenty of game, and not to be surrounded 


by the white people. The other document is as follows: 
SECRETARY CALHOUN’S LETTER. 
DEPARTMENT OF Wan, October 8, 1821. 


Bnorunns: I have received your communication of July 24 last, complaining 
that the promises of the Government in relation to intruders upon your lands 


and to an outlet to the west have not been performed. It has always been its 
intention to carry into effect fully every promise made to you, and which I was 
under the impression had been done, particularly upon the points complained 
of, as orders were issued some time since for the removal of the whites from 
your lands and from the tract of country to the west of your reservation, com- 
monty called “ Lovely’s Purchase,” by which you would obtain the outlet prom- 
ised. Copies of these orders are herewith inclosed for your information, 

Governor Miles, who is now here on his return to the Arkansas Territory, in- 
forms me that he knows of butone person who has settled upon your lands, and 
he believes that person resides there with the permission of the nation. 

He is, however, authorized to call the attention of Major Bradford to the 
orders above referred to, and, if they should not have been previously carried 
into effect, to uest him to do so without further delay. It ts to be alwa; 
understood that in removing the white settlers from Lovely’s Purchase for the 
purpose of giving the outlet promised you to the west you acquire thereby no 
right to the soil, but merely to an outlet, of which you appear to be already ap- 
prised, and that the Government reserves to itself the right of making such 
disposition as it may think proper with regard to the saltsprings upon that tract 


of country. 
J. ©. CALHOUN. 


TEKE-K-TOKE, JOHN JOLLY, BLACK Fox, W. WEBBER, THOS. GRAVES, 
Chiefs of the Arkansas Cherokees. 


This last refers specifically to white intruders upou the outlet. The 
Cherokees complain the outlet has not yet been furnished. Secretary 
Calhoun says: Orders were issued for the removal of the whites from 
your lands, and from the tract of country to the west of your reservation, 
commonly called Lovely’s Purchase, by which you would obtain the 
outlet promised.” [Observe the removal of the whites from Lovely’s 
Purchase gives or creates the outlet.] But this is not all, Observe 
this language: It is always to be understood that in removing the 
white settlers from Lovely’s Purchase for the purpose of giving you the 
outlet promised you to the west you-acquire thereby no right to the 
soil, but merely to an outlet.” What further? 

The Secretary then proceeds: Of which you appear to be already ap- 
prised.“ It was then merely an outlet, aneasement or privilege to travel 
over to the game of the hunting grounds of the great Western plains, 
and does not call for a fee to thesoil. This was seven years before the out- 
let was first called forin the treaty of 1828, and wasseventeen years before 
the patent was made. Duringall this time no treaty seeks to change the 
meaning of the word outlet?“ from its primary or common under- 
standing of an easement or right to use and travel upon the land into 
a claim of ownership to the soil and to the land of the outlet. 

A patent to the lands ceded in fee-simple and to the outlet was granted 
in 1838, the language still preserving the term outlet“ throughout 
in the premises or recitation. A 

The patent is as follows: 

PATENT OF THE UNITED STATES TO THE CHEROKEE OUTLET AND OTHER LANDS, 
The United States of America to all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


Whereas by certain treaties made by the United States of America with the 
Cherokee Nation of Indians of the 6th of May, 1828, the Lith of February, 1833, 
and the 29th of December, 1835, it was stipulated and agreed on the part of the 
United States that in consideration of the premises mentioned in thesaid trea- 
ties, respectively, the United States should guaranty, secure, and convey, by 
patent, to the said Cherokee Nation, certain tracts of land, the description of 
which tracts and the terms and conditions on which they were to be conveyed 
are set forth in the second and third articles of the treaty of the 29th of Decem- 
ber, 1835, in the words following, that is to say: 

“ART. 2. Whereas by the treaty of May 6, 1828, and the supplementary treaty 
thereto of February 14, 1533, with the Cherokees wost of the Mississippi, the 
United States 3 and secured, to be conveyed by patent to the Chero- 
kee Nation of Indians, the following tract of country: Beginning ata point on 
the old western Territorial line of Arkansas Territory, beling 25 miles north from 
the point where the Territorial line crosses Arkansas River; thence runnin, 
from said north point south on the said Territorial line, where the said Terris 
torial line crosses Verdigris River; thence down said Verdigris River to the Ar- 
kansas; thence down said Arkansas to a point where a stone is placed opposite 
the east or lower bank of Grand River, at its junction with the Arkansas; thence 
running south 44 degrees west 1 mile; thence in a straight line to a point 4 miles 
norther'! M from the mouth of the north fork of the Canadian; thence along the 
said 4-mile line to the Canadian; thence down the Canadian to the Arkansas; 
thence down the Arkansas to that point on the Arkansas where the castern 
Choctaw boundary strikes said river and running thence with the western line 
of Arkansas Territory as now defined to the southwest corner of Missouri; 
thence along the western Missouri line to the line assigned the Senecas; thence 
on the south line of the Senecas to Grand River; thence up said Grand River 
as far as the south line of the Osage reservation extended, if necessary; thence 
up and between said south Osage line, extended west if necessary, and a line 
drawn due west from the point of beginning to a certain distance west, at which 
a line running north and south from said Osage line to said due west line will 
make 7,000,000 acres within the whole described boundaries, 

In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of land thus provided for and bounded, the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west, 
and a free and unmolested use of all the country west of the western boundary 
of said 7,000,000 acres, as far west as the . of the United States and 
their right of soil extend: Provided, however, That if the saline or salt plain on 
the western prairie shall fall within said limits prescribed for said outlet the 
right is reserved to the United States to permit other tribes of red men to get 
salt on said plain in common with the Cherokees. And letters patent shall be 
issued by the United States, as soon as practicable, for the Jand hereby guaran- 
tied. And whereas it is apprehended by the Cherokees that in the above ces- 
sion there is not contained a sufficient quantity of land for the accommodation 
ofthe whole nation on their removal west of the Mississippi, the United States, 
in consideration of the sum of $500,000, therefore, hereby covenant and agree 
to convey to the said Indians and their descendants by patent, in fee-simple, 
the following additional tract of land situated between the west line of the 
State of Missouri and the Osage reservation, beginning at the southeast corner 
of the same, and runs north along the east line of the Osage lands 50 miles tq the 
northeast corner thereof; and thence east to the west line of the State of Mis- 
souri; thence with said line south 50 miles; thence west to the place of begin- 
ning; estimated to contain 800,000 acres of lund; but it is expressly understood 
that if any of the lands assigned the Quapaws shal) fall within the atoresaid 
bounds the same shall be reserved and excepted out of the lands above granted 
and a pro rata reduction shall be made in the price to be allowed to the United 
States for the same by the Cherokees. 

“ ART. 3. The United States also aes thatthe lands above ceded by the 23 
of February 14, 1833, including the Outlet, and those ceded by this treaty, shal: 
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all be included in one patent, executed to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by 
the President of the United States according to the provisions of the act of May 
28, 1830. Itis, however, that the military reservation at Fort Gibson 
shall be held by the Uni States. But should the United States abandon said 
and have no.further use for the same, it shall revert to the Cherokee Na- 
ion, The UnitedtStates shall always have the right to make and establish such 
posts and military roads and forts in any part of the Cherokee country as they 
may deem proper for the interest and protection of the same, and free use 
of as mucli land, timber, fuel, and materials ofall kinds, for the construction and 
support of the same, as may be necessary: Provided, That if the private rights 
of individuals are interfered with, a just compensation therefor shall be made.“ 
And whereas the United States have caused the said tract of 7,000,000 acres, 
ther with the said perpetual Outlet, to be surveyed in one tract, the bound- 
aries whereof are as follows: 

2 ata mound of rocks 4 feet square at base and 4} feet high, from 
which another mound of rocks bears south I chain, and another mound of rocks 
bears west 1 chain, on what has been denominated the old western territorial 
line of Arkansas Territory, 25 miles north of Arkansas River; thence south 21 
miles and 28 chains to a post on the northeast bank of the Verdigris River, 
from which a hackberry, 15 inches in diameter, bears south 61 degrees 31 minutes 
east 43 links, marked C. I. L., and a cottonwood, 42 inches diameter, bearssouth 
21 degrees 15 minutes east 50 links, marked C. R. K. L.; thence down the Ver- 
digris River oh the northeast bank, with its meanders, to the junction of Ver- 
digris and Arkansas Rivers; thence from the lower bank of Verdigris River, 
on the north bank of Arkansas River,south 44 degrees 13 minutes east 57 chains 
toa poston the south bank of Arkansas 1 the eastern bank of NeoshoRiver 
at ite junction with Arkansas, from which a red oak, 36 inches diameter, bears 
south 76 degrees 45 minutes west 24 links, and a hickory, 24 inches diameter, 
bears south £9 degrees east 4 links; thence south 53 degrees west | mile toa 
post, from which a rock bears north 53 degrees east 50 links, and a rock bears 
south 18 degrees {8 minutes west 50 links; thence south Is degrees Is minutes 
west 33 miles 28 chains and £0 links to a rock, from which another rock bears 
north Is degrees 18 minutes east 50 links, and another rock bears south 50 links; 
thence south 4 miles to a post on the lower bank of the north fork of the Cana- 
dian River atits junction with Canadian River, from which a cottonwood, 24 
inches diameter, bears north 18 degrees east 49 links, and a cottonwood, 15 inches 
diameter, bears south 9 degrees east 14 links; thence down the Canadian 
River on its north bank to its junction with Arkansas River; thence down 
the main channel of Arkansas River to the western boundary of the State of 
Arkansas, at the northern extremity of the eastern boundary of the lands of 
the Choctaws, on the south branch of the Arkansas River, 4 chains and 54 links 


east of Fort Smith; thence north 7 degrees 25 minutes west, with the western 


boundary of the State of Arkansas, 78 miles 64 chains and 50 Jinks to the south- 
west corner of the State of Missouri; thence north on the western boundary 
of the State of Missouri, 8 miles 49 chains and 50 links to the north bank of Cow- 
skin or Seneca River, at a mound 6 feet square at base and 5 feet high, in which 
is a post marked on the south side, cor, n. ch. L, d; thence west on the south- 
ern boundary of the lands of the Senecas, 11 miles and 48 chains, to a post on 
the east bank of the Neosho River, from which a maple, 18 inches in diameter, 
bears south 31 degrees cast 72 links; thence up Neosho River, with its mean- 
ders, on the east bank, to the southern boundary of lands, 36 chains and 
50 links west of the southeast corner of the lands of the es, witnessed by a 
mound of rocks on the west bank of Neosho River; thence west on the south- 
ern boundary of the Osage lands to the line dividing the territory of the United 
States from that of Mexico, 288 miles 13 chains and 66 links, to a mound of 
earth 6 feet square at base and 5} feet high, in which is deposited a cylinder of 
charcoal 12 inches long and 4 inches diameter; thence south along the line of 
the territory of the United States and of Mexico, 60 miles and 12 chains toa 
mound of earth 6 feet square at base and 51 feet high, in which is deposited 
a cylinder of charcoal 18 inches long and 3 inches diameter; thence east along 
the northern boundary of Creek lands 273 miles 55 chains and 66 links to the 
beginning, containing within the survey 13,574,135 acres and .14 of an acre. 

And whereas the United States have also caused the said tract of 800,000 acres 
to be surveyed, and have ascertained the boundaries thereof to be as follows: 
Beginning at southeast corner of Osage lands described by a rock from which 
a red oak 20 inches diameter bears south 27 degrees east 76 links, and a burr oak 
8) inches diameter bears south 59 degrees west 1 chain and another burr oak 
30 inches diameter bears north § degrees west 1 chainand 37 links; and another 
burr oak 40 inches diameter bears north $0 degrees west L chain and 81 links, 
and running east 25 miles to a rock on the western line of the State of Missouri, 
from which a post oak 10 inches diameter bears north 48 degrees 30 minutes 
enst 4 chains anda post oak 12 inches diameter bears south 62 d east 5 
chains; thence north With the western boundary of the State of Missouri 50 
miles to a mound of earth 5 feet square at base and 4 feet high; thence west 
25 miles to the northeast corner ofthe lands of the Osages, described by a mound 
of earth 6 fect square at the base and 5 feet high; thence south slong the east- 
ern boundary of Osage lands 50 miles to the beginning, containing 800,000acres, 

‘Therefore, in execution of the agreement and stipulations contained in the 
said several treaties, the United States have given and granted, and by these 

resents do give and fant. unto the said Cherokee Nation the two tracts of 
and so surveyed and hereinbefore described, containing in the whole 14,374,- 
135.14 acres: To have and to hold the same, together with all the rights, privi- 
leges, and appurtenances thereunto belonging, to the said Cherokee Nation for- 
ever; subject, however, to the right of the United States to permit other tribes 
of red men to get salt on the salt plain, on the western prairie, referred to in 
the second article of the treaty of the 29th of December, 1835, which salt plain 
has been ascertained to be within the limits prescribed for the outlet agreed to 
be granted by said article; and subject also to all the other rights reserved to 
the United States in and by the articles hereinbefore recited, to the extent and 
in the manner in which the said rights are so reserved; and subject also to the 
condition provided by the act of Congress of the 28th of May, 1830, referred to 
in the above-recited third article, and which condition is that the lands hereby 
granted shall revert to the United States if the said Cherokee Nation becomes 
extinct or abandons the same. 

In testimony whereof, I, Martin Van Buren, President of the United States of 
America, have caused these letters to be made patent and the seal of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to be hereunto affixed. è 

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, the 3lst day of December, 
in the year of our Lord 1838. and of the Independence of the United States the 


sixty-third. 
L, 8. NM. VAN BUREN, 
y the President: ; 
II. M. GARLAND, Recorder of the General Land Office, 

I now call attention that by the terms of article 3 the landsceded by 
two treaties, including the Outlet, but not the lands of the Outlet, are 
all to be included in one patent; also, to the language of article 2. The 
United States guaranty and secure to be conveyed by patent a tract of 
country (describing it) to contain 7,000,000 acres; then the Govern- 
ment proceeds and says: G 


In addition to the 7,000,000 acres thus provided for and bounded, we further 
guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west, and a free and un- 
molested use of all the country west of the western boundary of said 7,000, 
acres as far as the sovereignty of the United States and its right of soil extend. 
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Now, in the case of the 7,000,000 acres, the treaty uses this language, 
Wy tied and secured to be conveyed by patent.“ What? The 
7,000,000 acres bounded as stated. Then when it comes to the Outlet 
uses this language, In addition to the land guaranties a perpetual 
outlet west.“ A marked distinction in language and meaning. 
~ Blackstone, in his Commentaries, book 2, page 298, says: 

The premises of a deed “are used to set forth the number and names of the 
parties, and they also contain the recital, if any. of such d agreements, or 
matters of fact as are necessary to explain the reasons upon which the present 
transaction is founded, and herein also is set down the con-ideration upon which 
the deed is made. Then next comes the habendum, the office of which is prop- 
erly to determine what estate or interest is granted by the deed, though this may 
be performed and sometimes is performed in the premises, in which case the 
habendum may lessen, enlarge, explain, or qualify, but not totally contradict 
or be repugnant to the estate granted in the premises.” 

Now, the premises in the patent are mainly citations or quotations 
from three treaties, to wit: Those of 1828, 1833, and 1835. These quo- 
tations show not only the reasons“ upon which the patent was made, 
but also state and are the ‘‘ considerations” upon which it was made. 
So far as relates to the Outlet the habendum totally contradicts and is 
repugnant to the estate granted in the premises, iu this, that the Out- 
let is what the word signifies, an outlet or easement, a privilege to 
use for a certain purpose, but in the habendum the grant is of the fee 
of the lands embraced in a survey of the lands of the Outlet, and not 
a grant of an easement or use of such lands for an outlet, and to this 
extent the patent is void. Asa legal proposition the President of the 
United States can no more make a valid patent to a part of the public 
lands, in the absence of a treaty or of a statute of the United States 
giving him authority so to do, than could a private individual, 

Again, the letter of Secretary Calhoun (which, by incorporating the 
treaty of 1828 in the patent, in which treaty it is called for as a 
pledge,“ upon which the treaty is based, is also incorporated into and 
becomes a part of the premises and therefore is a part of the patent itself) 
shows, first, By the outlet promised you to the west you acquire 
thereby no right to the soil;“ and, second, ‘Of this you appear to be 
already apprised.” In other words, the Indians at that time fully un- 
derstood the matter and in the same way that Secretary Calhoun did; 
and, as I have shown, this letter in legal effectis incorporated into and 
has become a part of the patent. These views are not without strong 
legal authority. Judge Brewer, of the United States circuit court, in 
1887, in the case of United States vs. Soule et al., 30 Federal Reports, 
page 918, used this language: 

Manifestly, Congress set apart the 7,000,000 acres as a home, and that was 
thereafter to be regarded as set aside and occupied, because, as expressed in 
the preamble of the treaty, Congress was intent upon securing a permanent 
home; beyond that, the guaranty was of an outlet—not territory for a resi- 
dence, but for passage ground, over which the Cherokees might pass to all the 
unoccupied domain west. But while the exclusive right to this outlet was 
guarantied and while a patent was issued conveying this outlet, it was de- 
scribed and intended obviously as an outlet, and not as a home. 

There is nothing in the case of Holden vs. Joy, 17 Wall., page 211, to 
conflict with Judge Brewer’s decision. The case in Wallace turned 
upon the adverse possession of Holden ofa part of the 800, 000- nere tract, 
which by the terms of the treaty of 1835 (see patent) the United States, 
in consideration of the sum of $500,000, had ‘‘covenanted and agreed to 
convey to the Cherokees and their descendants by patent in fee simple.’’ 

Neither the outlet, nor any of itslands, norits title, were in contro- 
versy. 

Again, Attorney-General Devens in 1880 (Attorneys- Generals“ Opin- 
ions, 470) held that the Cherokees had no right to settle those of their 
own nation on the lands of the Outlet, and said further: 

No person who may attempt to settle on these lands can justify under any 
authority given by the Cherokee Nation. 

On the other hand the Cherokees claim that Judge I. C. Parker, of 
the western district of Arkansas, in the habeas corpus case of Wolfe 
and Ross, heard in May, 1886. held as follows, and as he had held in 
the case of United States vs. Rogers, 23 Fed. Rep., 659, namely: 

That the Cherokee Nation hold whatis called the Cherokee Outlet by sub- 
stantially the same kind of title it holds its other lands. The title to all its lands 
was obtained by grant from the United States. 

This opinion, it will be observed, assumes the grant of the Outlet in 
the patent to be valid. That is, the question of power in President 
Van Buren under the treaties to convey the soil in fee of the lands em- 
braced in the Outlet was not before him. Judge Brewer was discussing 
the Outlet and is the higher authority also. Judge Parker found the 
lands of the Outlet on the face of the patent apparently granted. He 
so declares. The question of the validity of the grant, not being up 
before him, he does not pass upon it. 

The friends of Oklahoma boldly, and as they verily believe, charge 
and assert that there never was at any time any law or treaty that 
authorized President Van Buren to make the patent of December 31, 
1838, to include the fee of the lands of the Outlet. There was no au- 
thority to grant more than an easement of passage over the lands to the 
Cherokees. i 

As collateral facts tending to shed great light upon this question in 
the past by the Cherokees themselves, I briefly state: 

First, By section 3, treaty of 1835, it is stated: 


Whereas it is apprehended by the Cherokees that in the above cession there 
is not contained a sufficient quantity of land for the accommodatton of the whole 
nation on their removal west of the Mississippi, the United States, in considera- 
tion of $500,000, hereby covenant and ae to convey to the said Indians and 
their descendants by patent in fee-simple the following additional tract of 
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Which tract was 800,000 acres and was described by its boundaries, 
and was located in the State of Missouri, adjoining north to their home 
reservation of 7,000,000 acres. Had they at that time believed they 
owned the lands of the Outlet, 7,500,000 acres in extent, a tract of land 
larger than their home reservation, which last was the only land ceded 
by that treaty to them, does any one believe they would have been ap- 

rehensive of falling short, or would have purchased any additional 

ds to settle their people upon? 

Second. Asa matter of fact, during all these years the Cherokee peo- 
ple have never settled upon or used any part of the lands of the Outlet 
for homes for their own people. 

The Cherokees did use this strip as an outlet in great numbers an- 
nually to go to and upon the great hunting plains of the West for buf- 
falo and other game until some time after 1850, when they ceased to so 
use it. 

Judge Parker, in his decision above cited, speaking of the title to 
the outlet says: 


Tt is a base, qualified, or determinable fee, without the right of reversion, but 
only the possibility of reversion in the United States. a 


This holding is based upon the closing reservations of the patent, to 
wit: The lands hereby granted shall revert to the United States if 
the said Cherekee Nation becomes extinct or abandons the same. 

Ex-Senator McDonald, of Indiana, in making the closing speech be- 
fore the United States Senate Committee on Territories at Washington, 
on February 13, 1889, which he made as attorney for and on behalf of 
the Cherokees, and in the presence of Chief Mayes, in speaking of these 
reservations, says : 

There is one expression contained here that of course would prohibit the 
Cherokee Nation from disposing of this property to any other pany than the 
United States, or by the consent of the Un States, so as to put it beyond their 

uriasdiction and control, and that is, when they cease to occupy these lands the 

go back to the United States. To that extent you may say that the fee 

conveyed by the patent is a base fee,and limited their right to of the 
lands to any other power than the United States. 


In view of all the foregoing I have no hesitation in stating that in 
my opinion the patent does not convey a fee-simple title, nor does it 
convey the base fee described by Senator McDonald to the lands of the 
Outlet. 

What then diditconvey? Plainly the Outlet was an easement. That 
and that only was conveyed. 3 

As I understand the law, a non-user of an easement for the prescript- 
ive time necessary to create it, where it is created by prescription and 
not by grant, as in this case, will destroy and terminate it. That 

iod is twenty years. I believe that length of time of non-user will 
5 also destroy an easement ereated by grant. $ 

The Cherokees have abandoned by non-user this easement or privi- 
lege of travel for more than thirty years; the easement has become 
extinct. The fact that they lease it is not a user of the easement. On 
the contrary, so far as the patent and the title alone are concerned, the 
lessees are trespassers, and that only. 

Hitherto I have considered the questions of title only from the stand- 
points of the patent and treaties prior thereto, 

While I hold that the patent is invalid, the question recurs: Have 
the Cherokees any other claim, either legal or equitable, to the lands 
of the Outlet? I think they have. i 

What is it and how did it originate? 

In 1886, after the Cherokees had heen in rebellion, a new treaty was 
made by the United States with them, in which the United States act 
seemingly upon the assumption that the Cherokees are the owners of 
the lands in the Outlet. When we remember that from the initial of 
negotiations in 1808 looking to the removal of the Cherokees west and 
their taking lands there nearly sixty years had elapsed, we must know 
that all active participants in making the removal and the treaties and 
also the patent for their lands are dead. All contemporaneous facts 
and events are obscured if not lost in the lapse of time, so that when 
the Cherokees assert claim to thelands of the Outlet and have an ap- 
parent patent for it it is not surprising that the treaty of 1866 goes 
upon the apparent assumption that the Cherokees are the owners. 

There is but onesection of that treaty that bears upon this question: 

Arr. 16. The United States may settle friendly Indians on any part of the 
Cherokee country west of 96°, to be taken in a compact form, in quantities not 
exceeding 160 acres for each member of said tribes thus to be settled, the bound- 
aries of each of said districts to be distinctly marked and the land conveyed in 
1 to each of said tribes, to be held in common or by their members in 

v, as the United States may decide, said lands thus disposed of to be 

for to the Cherokee Nation, as may be agreed upon between the parties in 

terest, subject to the 3 1 sg of the President, and if they should not agree 
then the price to be fixed by the President. 

The Cherokee Nation to retain the right of and jurisdiction over all of said 
country west of 96° of longitude until thus sold and occupied, after which their 
jurisdiction and right of ion to terminate forever as to each of said dis- 
tricts thus sold and occupied. 


Here, then, is a distinct recognition, acting as an estoppel upon the 
United States, that the country west of 96° (the Cherokee Outlet) is 
Cherokee country. Also that, while the United States may settle 
friendly Indians upon it, the price is to be paid to the Cherokees; and 


that until the lands are sold the Cherokee Nation retains the right of 


ion and jurisdiction over all the country west of 96°, which con- 
stitutes the Outlet, In this treaty the United States were apparently 
N 
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overreached by the Cherokees in the status of the lands of the Outlet 
as it really existed prior to that treaty. 

Let us see what just foundation, as well as consideration, if any ex- 
ists, to conclude that by the treaty of A. D. 1866 it was the intention 
of the United States to grant—and I now use the word grant in its 
technical or legal sense—any other or further assurances of title to the 
Cherokees than what they may have had by the terms of prior existing 
treaties to that of A. D. 1866, 

It will be remembered that the Cherokees, or a large part of them, 
had gone into rebellion along with the Confederate States and had 
made a treaty with them in October, 1861. 

The Cherokees had passed confiscation laws, and under them had sold 
farms and improvements, and had otherwise harassed Union Cherokees 
and others in their midst. 8 

It needed, therefore, the strong arm of the Government to correct 
many evils that had grown up in five or six years of turmoil and war. 
So the treaty of 1866is made. The preambleis short and terse, to wit: 

Whereas existing treaties between the United States and the Cherokee Nation 
are cee to be insufficient, the said contracting parties agree as follows, 
nam . 

Article 1 declares the treaty with the Confederate States void. 

Article 2 grants amnesty to the Cherokees for all crimes and misde- 
meanors. 

Article 3 declares all confiscation laws passed by the Cherokees void 
and restores former owners to all their rights and property. 

Article 4 gives all Cherokees and slaves who had become freedmen 
and who had left the Cherokee Nation prior to June 1, 1861, the right 
to return and to take up lands in certain districts, one hundred and 
sixty acres for each person. 

Articles 5 and 6 provide certain civil rights for the returned Chero- 
kees and freedmen. 

Article 7 provides for a United States court to be created in the In- 
dian Territory and declares what its jurisdiction shall be. 

Loraj 8 relates to trading and licenses therefor, in the Cherokee 
ation. 

Article 9 provides for the protection and rights of the freedmen of 
the Cherokees. 

Article 10 permits the shipment to and sale of the stock and prod- 
ucts of the Cherokees in the United States. 

Article 11 prescribes right of way for any railroad entering or cross- 
ing the nation. 

Article 12 relates to a general council of delegates from each tribe in 
the Indian Territory, and states its powers. 

Article 13 relates to a United States court or courts in the Territory. 

Article 14 provides donations of land for missionary and educational 


purposes, 
Article 15 is as follows: 


The United States may settle any civilized Indians friendly with the Cherokees 
and adjacent tribes within the Cherokee country on unoccupied lands cast of 
96° on such terms as may be upon by any such tribe and the Cherokees, 
subject to the approva ofthe Fresident of the United States, which shall be con- 
sistent with the following provisions, namely : Should any such tribe or band 
of Indians settiing in said country don their tribal organizations, there be- 
ing first paid into the Cherokee national fund a sum of money which shall sus- 
tain the same proportion to the then existing national fund that the number of 
Indians sustain to the whole number of Cherokees then residing in the Cher- 
okee country, they shall be incorporated into and everafterremain a partofthe 
Cherokee Nation on equal terms in every respect with native citizens. 

And should any such tribe, thus settling in said country, decide to preserve 
their tribal organizations and to maintain their tribal laws, customs, and us- 
ages, not inconsistent with the constitution and laws of the Cherokee Nation, 
they shall have a district of country set off for their use by metesand bounds 

ual to 160 acres, if they should so decide, for each man, woman, and child of 

d tribe, and shall pay for the same into the national fund such price as may 
ban Fer on by themand the Cherokee Nation, subject to the approyal of the 

ent of the United States, and in cases of disagreement the price to be 
fixed by the President. And the said tribe thus settled shall also pay into the 
national fund a sum of money, to be on by the respective parties, not 
greater in gp to the whole existing national fund and the probable 
proceeds of the lands herein ceded or authorized to be ceded or sold than their 
numbers bear to the whole number of Cherokees then residing in said country, 
and thence afterwards they shall enjoy all the rights of native Cherokees. 

But no Indians who have no tribal organizations or who shall determine to 
abandon their tribal organizations shall be permitted to settle cast of the ae 
sixth — — of longitude without the consent of the Cherokee Nation council, 
or of adel ion duly appointed by it, being first obtained. And no Indians 
who have determined to preserve their tribal o izations shall be permitted 
to settle, as herein provided, east of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude with- 
out such consent apan obtained, unless the Presidentof the United States, 
after a full hearing of the objections offered by said council or delegation tosuch 
settlement, shall determine that the objections are insufficient, in which case he 
pay ome the settlement of such tribe east of the ninety-sixth degree of 
ongitude. 


Article 16 is as follows: 


The United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee 
country west of ninety-sixth degree, to be taken in a compact form in quantity 
not exceeding le acres for each member of each of said tribes thus to be settled, 
the boundaries of each of said districts to be distinctly marked, and the land 
conveyed in fee-simple to each of said tribes, to be held in common or by their 
members in severalty, as the United States may decide. 

Said lunds thus disposed of to be paid for to the Cherokee Nation at such 
price as may be agreed on between the said parties in interest, subject to the 
approval of the President; and if they should not agree, then the price to be 
fixed by the President. ` 

The Cherokee Nation to retain the right of possession of and jurisdiction over 
all of said country west of ninety-sixth degree of longitude until thus sold and 
occupied, after which their jurisdiction and right of possession to terminate 
forever as to each of said districts thus sold and occupied. 
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Article 17 cedes in trust, to sell to the United States, the lands of the 
Cherokees in the State of Kansas. 

Article 18 provides for the sale of certain lands owned by the Chero- 
kees in the State of Arkansas and east of the Mississippi River. 

Article 19 relates to certain land rights and patents to issue for 
tracts of 320 acres, in severalty, to such Cherokees as desire to sever 
their tribal rights. 

Articles 20 and 21 provide for surveying lands and establishing 
boundaries of the Cherokee country. 

Articles 22 and 23 relate to the funds of the tribe in the possession 
of the United States. 

Article 24, a donation of $3,0C0 to Rev. Evan Jones, a missionary. 

Article 25 provides for an orphan asylum. 

By article 26 the United States guaranties the peaceable and quiet 
possession of their country to the Cherokees. 


ArT. 27. The United States shall have the right to establish one or more mili- 
postsin the Cherokee Nation, as may be deemed necessary for the proper 
protection of the citizens of the United States lawfully residing therein and the 
Cherokees aud other citizens of the Indian country, But no sutler or other per- 
son connected therewith, either in or out of the military organ 7 be 
rmitted to introduce any spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors into the Chero- 
oe Nation, except the medical department proper, and by them only for 
strictly medical purposes. i 
And all persons not in the military service of the United States, not citizens 
of the Cherokee Nation, are to be prohibited from coming into the Cherokee 
Nation, or remaining in the same, except as herein otherwise provided, and it 
is the duty of the United States Indian agent for the Cherokees to have such 
persons, not mhiin Cae or sojourning therein, removed from the nation, 
as they now are, or may be, required by the Indian intercourse laws 
of the United States, 


In articles 28, 29, and 30 the United States agree to pay certain ex- 
penses and Josses of divers parties: 

ART, 31. All provisions of treaties heretofore ratified and in force, and not 
inconsistent with the provisions of this treaty, are hereby reaffirmed and de- 
clared to be in full force ; and nothing herein shall be construed as an acknowl- 
edgment by the United States, or as a relinquishiment by the Cherokee Nation, 
of agy claims or demands under the guaranties of former treaties, except as 
herein expressly provided. 

From this brief digest of each section or article it will be seen that 
it was the heavy hand of authority laid upon the Cherokees rather 
than the hand of a giver of new gifts. The United States in almost 
every article either makes void prior acts of legislation on the part of 
the Cherokees or compels them to do justice by their refugees, their 
freedmen, and their missionaries and benefactors, or provides needful 
legislation and for fature courts, and lessens the extent of their land 
domain by practically compelling the disposal of their lands (800,000 
acres fest the State of Kansas); and, finally, in the closing section, 31, it 
is stated: 

All provisions of treaties, not inconsistent with the provisions of this treaty, 
are hereby reaflirmed and declared to be in full force; and nothing herein shall 
be construed as an acknowledgment by the United States, except as herein 
expressly provided. 

Anywhere, everywhere, within the limits of this treaty of 1866, I 
fail to find any new consideration flowing to the United States and 
emanating from the Cherokees upon which to base the assumption that 
the Cherokees were purchasing or were granted new rights or immuni- 
ties of any kind by the Federal Government. If it should be said that 
such consideration is to be found in articles 15 and 16, in relation to 
the settlement of friendly Indians, either east or west of the ninety- 
sixth degree on unoccupied landsof the Cherokees, I fail still to find any 
consideration flowing to the United States, but rather the heavy hand of 
power, compelling the location of friendly Indians. 

Besides this, the friendly Indians so located are to pay the Cherokees 
for the lands so located upon by them, and not the United States, which 
keeps and reserves the authority, if the Cherokees and such friendly 
Indians can not decide upon the price to be paid for the lands, to deter- 
mine it, as the power of last resort and as one having authority so to do. 

But, says the advocate of the Cherokees, if the Cherokees had no pat- 
ent nor authority of law of any kind prior to the treaty of A. D. 1866, 
still the admissions of that treaty are sufficient in any court to give the 
Cherokees title, for in the closing portion of article 16 it is stated: 

The Cherokee Nation toretain the right ot possession of and jurisdiction over 
all of snid country west of 96° of longitude until thus sold and occupied. 

I assert, in the calcium light of section 31, that this of article 16 
is not inconsistent with prior treaties, notably those of 1828, 1833, and 
1835, which are incorporated into the patent of December 31, 1838. 
Why? Because the language used is but that of simple recognition of 
the already existing status, astatus that had existed for over forty years, 
a status that even antedated the three said treaties and the patent, for 
the Cherokees had exercised possession, and with it jurisdiction, over 
the country of the Outlet from the time they migrated west of the 
Mississippi; and the language, while it can be applied by a grantee to 
‘ownership, yet is not the ordinary language of such ownership, but, 
on the contrary, is that of the party holding paramount title or author- 
ity, as a lessor to a lessee or of a grantor of an easement, as in this case, 
to his grantee, 

And this view is much strengthened by the peculiar language used, 
to wit: ‘To retain the right of ion,” not ted, not a new 
grant of power, either for or without a consideration, butasimple recog- 
nition of the existing status, namely: To retain the right of possession 
of and jurisdiction over all of said country west of 96° of longitude.” 
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These rights they had, and had exercised from the time of their location 
west, because wi t them the outlet to the game of the great 
plains would have been almost, ifnot quite, valueless to them. I there- 
fore confidently assert that in the provisions of section 16 is not to be 
found any evidence that the United States intended to create a new 
grantof title, and the said section isnothing beyond asimple recognition 
of the already existing status of possession and jurisdiction. 

This apparent recognition of their interest in the lands of the Outlet 
gives them an equitable claim upon the United States, which was rec- 
ognized by the friends of the Springer bill at all times and is now rec- 

“ognized by the amendments put upon the Indian appropriation bill 
approved March 2, 1889, whereby a commission is created to whom is 

iven power to conclude a purchase from the Cherokees of their lands 
in the Outlet upon the same terms of payment as were made and given 
to the Creek Indians, which, if accepted by the Cherokees, would give 
them about $7,500,000, the interest upon which at 5 per cent, would 
annually pay them $375,000 instead of $200,000, the amount they re- 
ceive from the cattle-traders, 

This last treaty, as stated, was made in 1866, and expressly stipulated 
that the Cherokee Nation are to retain the right of possession. Can 
this right of possession be transferred? ‘This brings us to the 


LEASING OF THESE LANDS, 


The present lease, or ‘*‘ contract for grazing.’’ as the cattle-traders 


prefer to have it called, is subsequent to October 1, 1888 I do not 
know its exact date. 
I now call attention to the following notice: 


Letter of Secretary Vilas, on the right of the Indians to lease their lands tocattle 
companies, 
DEPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., September 23, 1888, 

Sm: In view of the information of this Department that some steps have been 
taken by you, or by the council or other authorities of the Cherokee Nation, 
with a pu either to renew the lease which was heretofore made to certain 
parties, calling themselves the Cherokee Strip Live-Stock Association, or with 
an association or corporation of that name, and which it is understood is about 
to expire or has expired, or to execute some other lease or agreement for the 
use or 8 of the lands of the Cherokee Outlet or same part thereof, and 
that a session of the Cherokee council is about to convene with a view to the 
enactment of measures to that end, I bave the honor to advise and inform you, 
and throw ou the Cherokee council and authorities of the Cherokee Na- 
tion, that the United States Government will recognize no lease or ment 
for the possession, occupancy, or the use of any of the lands of the Cherokee 
Outlet as of any legal effect or validity upon the rights of the United States 
or as conferring any right or authority or privilege over said lands npon any 
lessee, but that any such Jease or agreement, if any should be made, will be 
without the authority or consent of this Government thereto, will be subject to 
cancellation, and any use or occupation by any lessee, or any person under such 
lessee, subject to instant termination by this Department at any time whenever 
any such action shall be for any reason deemed proper by the President or this 
Department, and will be subject toany legislation whatever. general or special, 
which Congress may enact, affecting that portion of the Cherokee country or 
affecting the occupaney of any Indian lands forany purpose whatever, w) 
for grazing, pasturage, or otherwise. 

I desire that this notice of the views and rights of this Government shall bo 
communicated to the council and to any persons who may be in or contem- 
petungan ination, or mayenter into negotiation with the authorities of the 
Cherokee Nation for any such use or occupancy, in order that there may be no 
r or 1 

ery respectfally, yours, 
WILLIAM F. VILAS, Secretary. 

Hon. Jons B. Mayes, 


Principal Chief Cherokee Nation, Tahlequah, Ind. T. 


This letter or notice explains itself. The cattle- men took their lease 
or contract with their eyes open; they evidently concluded the profit 
was sufficient to compensate in taking the risk, the more especially as 
they know all contracts made with Indians in this country, not ex- 
pressly authorized by the statutes of the United States, are void, and 
that when they leave with their cattle that ends the obligation to pay, 
so far as the courts are concerned. 

Do the United States statutes authorize Indians of any class tolease 
their lands? As conclusive upon this I refer to the opinion of Attor- 
ney-General Garland, issued July 21, 1885. He states that no lease 
can be approved by either the President or Secretary of the Interior 
without an act of Congress authorizing such leases, and points to the 
fact that no such land exists. He therefore holdsall grazing leases on 
the Cherokee Strip void. 

His opinion is as follows: 


DrerartuEext or Justice, Washington, July 21, 1835. 

Sm: By your letter of the 8th instant, inclosing a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 7th, the following questions are, at his 
suggestion, submitted to me with request for an opinion thereon: 

“ Whether there is any law empowering the Interior Department to authorize 
Indians to enter into contract with any parties for the lease of Indian lands for 
grazing purposes; and also whether the President or the Interior Department 

nas any authority to make a lease for grazing purposes of any part of any Indian 
reservation, or whether the approval by the President or the Secretary of the 
Interior would render any such lease made by Indians with other parties law- 
ful and valid.” 

These questions are propounded with reference to certain Indian reserva- 
tions, namely: 


1. The Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of ninety-sixth degree ; 


of longitude, except such parts thereof as have heretofore been appropriated 
for and conveyed to friendly tribes of Indians. 

2. The Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation in the Indian Territory. 

8. The Kiowa and Comanche reservation in the Indian Territory. 

Our Government has ever claimed the right, and from a very early period its 
settled pol has been, to regulate aud control the alienation or other disposi- 
tion by In and especially by Indian nations or tribes, of their lands. 


by the act of March 3, 1799, 
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This policy was originally adopted in view of their peculiar character and 
habits, which rendered them incapable of eg J any other relation with 
the whites than that of dence and pu There was no other way of 
dealing with them than of keeping separate, subordinate, and de- 

ndent, with a care thrown around them for their protection. (3 

ent Com., 381; va, Wetherby, 95 U.S.,517, where most of the cases on 
this subject are clted and discussed.) 

Thus, in 1783 the Con of the Confederation, by a proclamation, prohibited 
“all persons from ma settlements on lands inhabited or claimed by Indians 
without the limits or ju iction of Bay ee State, and from purchasing 
or receiving any gift or cession of such lands or claims without the express au- 
thority and directions of the United States in Congress assembled.“ and de- 
clared “that every such purchase or settlement, gift, or cession not having the 
authority aforesaid is null and void, and that no right or title will accrue in 
consequence of any such pur , giit, cession, or settlement.“ 

By section 4 of the act of July 22, 1790, chapter 33, the Congress of the United 
States enacted “that no sale of lands made by any Indians, or any nation or 
tribe of Indians within the United States, shall be valid to any person or per- 
sons, or to any State, whether having the right of pre-emption to such lands or 
not, unless the same shall be made and duly executed at some public panes A 
held under the authority of the United States.“ A similar provision wasagain 
enacted in section 8 of the act of March 1, 1793, chapter 19, which by its terms 
included any purchase or grant of lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from 
aor Indians or nation or tribe of Indians within the bounds of the United 


The provision was further extended by section 12 of the act of May 19, 1796, 
chapter 30,80 as to embrace any purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance 
of lands, or of any title or claim thereto.” As thus extended it was re-enacted 

chapter 46, section 12, and also by the actof March 30, 
chapter 30, section 12, 


In the abore le tion the provision in terms applied to purchases, grants, 
leases, etc., from individual Indians as well as from Indian tribes or nations; 
but by the twelfth section of the act of Jane 80, 1834, chapter 161, it was limited 
to such as emanate from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians.” And the 

rovision of the act of 1834, just referred to, has been reproduced in section 2116, 
Revised Statutes, which is now in force. 

The last-named section declares: No purchase, grant, lease, or other con- 

ance of lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from any Indian nation or 
iribe of Indians shall be of any validity in law or equity, unless the same be 
made by treaty or convention entered into pursuant to the Constitution.” 

This statutory provision is very general and comprehensive, Its operation 
does not depend upon the nature or extent of the title to the land which the 
tribe or nation may hold. Whether such a title be a fee-simple or a right of oc- 
cupancy merely is not material; in either case the statute applies. It is not, 
therefore, deemed necessary or important, in connection with the subject under 
consideration, to inquire into the particular right or title to the above-mentioned 
reservations held by the Indian tribes or nations respectively which claim them. 

Whatever the right or title may be, each of these tribes or nations is pre- 
cluded, by the force and effect of the statute, from either alienating or leasing 
any part of its reservation, or imparting any interest or claim in and to the 
same, without the consent of the Government of the United States. A lease of 
the land for grazing purposes is as clearly within the statute as a lease for any 
other or for general purposes, and the duration of the term is immaterial. One 
who enters with cattle or other live stock upon an Indian reservation under a 
lease of that description, made in violation of the statute, is an intruder and 
z be aadA therefrom as such, notwithstanding his entry is with consent 

the 

Such consent may exempt him from the penalty imposed by section 2117, Re- 
vised Statutes, for taking his stock there, but it can not validate the lease or 
confer upon him any legal right whatsoever to remain upon the land; and to 
this extent and no further was the decision of Judge Brewer in United States 
vs. Hunter, 21 Fed. Rep., 615. a 

But the present inquiry in substance is (1) whether the Department of the Tn- 
terior can authorize these Indians to make leases of their lands for grazing pur- 
poses or whether the approval of such leases by the Presidentor the Secretary 
of the Interior would make them lawful and valid; (2) whether the President 
or the Department of the Interior has authority to lease for such purposes any 
part of an Indian reservation, 

Isubmit that the powerof the Department to authorize such leases to be made 
or that of the President or the Secretary toapprove or to make the same, if it ex- 

atall, must rest upon some law, and therefore be derived from cithera treaty 
ora statutory provision. Iam not aware of any treaty provision, applicable to 
the particular reservations in question, thatconfers such powers. The Revised 
Statutes contain provisions regulating contracts or agreements with Indians and 
prescribing how they shall be executed and approved (see section 2103) ; but those 
visions do not include contracts of the Shenae described in section 2116, 
ereinbefore mentioned. 

No general power appears to be conferred by statute upon either the President 
or Secretary or any other officer of the Government to make, authorize, or up- 
prove leases of lands held by Indian tribes; and the absence of such power 
was doubtless one of the main considerations which led to the adoption of the 
act of February 19, 1875, chapter 90, “to authorize the Seneca Nation of New 
York Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, 
and to confirm existing leases.” 

The act just cited is, moreover, significant as showing that, in the view of 
Congress, Indian tribes can not lease their reservations without the authority of 
some law of the United States. 

In my opinion, therefore, each of the questions proposed in yourletter should 
be answered in the negative. and I so answer them. 


I am, sir, respectfully, 
i he A. H. GARLAND, Atorney-General, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


A strong argument against their power to lease the strip for grazing 
irposes to the cattle barons can be drawn from House bill No. 6162, 
troduced by Mr. Culberson, chairman of the House Committee on 
Judiciary, which will be sufficiently understood from its title, to wit: 


A bill to authorize the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole 
Nations of Indians, respectively, to lease lands within theirrespective boundaries 
for mining pu subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and to valldate leases heretofore made for said purposes by the proper authori- 
ties of any of said nations, 


This bill was introduced on January 30, 1888, read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, which committee, on July 
12, 1888, reported it favorably with the simple amendment that the 
leases should be approved by the Secretary of the Interior.“ 

I assume, then, that this bill was in the interest of the Indians of 
the five civilized tribes and done at their instigation. We have, then, 
this fact, patent to all: When this bill was introduced the five civil- 


ized tribes did not believe that their leases already made for mining 
coal were valid, nor did they believe that they had the power to make 
such a lease, and yet many of the mining leases were upon their home 
reservations, upon lands to which all agree they have title and are the 
owners, 

Is it not, then, quite certain that as to the lands of the strip (which 
are not a part of their home reservation and upon which none of the 
Cherokees haye ever settled) they have no authority to lease for graz- 
ing or any other purpose. The 6,000,009 acres in the strip are held in 
a different way and for a different purpose by the Cherokees from the 
7,000,000 acres constituting their home reservation, for, as United States 
Judge Brewer says in the case of United States vs. Soule et al., 30 Fed- 
eral Reports, page 918: 

Manifestly Congress set apart the 7,000,000 acres as a home and that was there- 
afterto be regarded as set aside and occupied, because, as expressed in the pre- 
amble of the treaty, Congress was intent upon securing a permanent home; 
beyond that, the guaranty was of an outlet (strip), not territory fora residence, 
but for passage ground over which the Cherokees might pass to all unoceupied 
domain west, But while the exclusive right to this outlet was guarantied and 
while a patent was issued conveying this outlet, it was intended, obviously, as 
an outlet. and not as a home. 

And in this distinction Judge Brewer is undoubtedly correct. 

House bill No, 6162 did not become a law, but in public act No. 98, 
approved March 1, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States 
court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” a fair substitute 
for it was passed in this language: 

And provided further, Thatall laws having the effect to prevent the Cherokee, 
Choctaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and Seminole nations, or either of them, from 
lawfully entering into leases or contracts for mining coal, for a period not ex- 
ceeding ten yeurs, are hereby repealed. 

And in this is to be followed the first direct grant of authority to the 
five civilized tribes to make a lease forany purpose, free from the super- 
vision and assent of the United States. 

All persons familiar with the laws of the Indian Territory, com- 
monly known as the ‘‘ non-intercourse laws,“ are aware that in their 
entirety they were drafted to keep out white men and intruders. 
Such was the desire of the Indians for many years, and while such was 
their wish and they co-operated with the United States, white men 
were practically kept out. In the last treaty made with the Chero- 
kees in 1866, section 27 reads as follows, to wit: 

And all persons notin the military service of the United States, not 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation, are to be prohibited from coming into the 
Cherokee Nation or remaining in the same, except as herein otherwise provided; 
and it isthe duty of the United States Indian nt for the Cherokees to have 
such persons not lawfully residing. or 8 therein removed from the 
nation as they now are or may be hereafter required by the Indian intercourse 
laws of the United States, 

Here it is stipulated by treaty that we shall keep ont all, except our 
military and Cherokee citizens, and, further, that the Indian agent shall 
put out all persons not “lawfully residing or sojourning therein.“ 
‘The cattle barons are not lawfully there, either as residents or sojourn- 
ers. They ought to go, and Secretary Noble is correct in his ruling, 
and his letter breathes the right spirit, for Americans love fair play, 
and the true doctrine should be, Let the settler in as well as the cat- 
tle-men or keep both ont. The discrimination in favor of the cattle- 
men has grown all the fecling that is so strong on our western border. 

What modes of solving this question are open to the United States? 

First. An acceptance by the Cherokees of the proffer of the Govern- 
ment on the same terins as were given to the Creeks for their lands. 

Second. The location by the United States of friendly Indians on the 
Outlet at the price of 47.49 cents per acre, under the treaty of 1866, 
which is still in foree, and under the terms of which the Government 
has heretofore located the Indian tribes of Nez Percés, Poncas, Otoes, et al. 
at that price. 

Third. As it is plain under the law and from Senator McDonald's 
argument to the Senate committee that the Cherokees can sell to no 
party except the Government, unless by its consent, and as it is plain 
from Attorney-General Garland’s opinion that the Cherokees can not 
lease these lands, of which the cattle-men had full notice from Secre- 

tary Vilas, and as Attorney-General Devens held that the Cherokees 
could not settle any of their own nation on the lands of the Outlet, and 
further heid that no n attempting to settle on these lands could 
justify under any authority given by the Cherokee Nation, and finally 
as United States Circuit Judge Brewer in 1887 held that the lands 
of the ‘ Outlet’ were not territory for residence, but for passage ground, 
over which the Cherokees might pass to all thè unoccupied domain 
west,’’ there is, in my opinion, nothing—absolutely nothing—to pre- 
vent the President from issuing his proclamation ordering and direct- 
ing all cattle-men with their cattle to vacate the Outlet“ at thirty 
days’ notice, and use the military to enforce the terms of the proclama- 
tion, just as was done to keep the boomers from settling in Oklahoma 
prior to April 22, and just as President Cleveland did to keep settlers 
ang of Oklahoma when it was invaded by Captain Payne and his fol- 

Owers. 

If the Cherokees shall refuse to treat with the commission on the 
basis of March 2, 1889, this last is the course that should be pursued, 
when, with the cattle-men and their revenue gone, all leases forbidden, 
and the Cherokees unable to settle themselves upon the lands or to sell 
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to any one but the United States, it would be but a short time until 
the problem solved itself. 

Mr. PERKINS.* Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that for 
eral permission be granted to gentlemen who may desire to extend re- 
marks in the RECORD upon this bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. - 

Mr, STRUBLE. Inow yield ten minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the honor- 
able gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and also of the gentle- 
men who have listened to him, in order that I may dispel an illusion 
which has gained ion of his mind and with which he may have 
succeeded in clouding the minds of others. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARNES. An illusion or a delusion ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. A delusion. 

Mr. BARNES. You are certain of that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; and you will be certain when I am through. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia stated that we were 
violating a treaty with the Indian tribes by placing the government 
provided for in this bill over the Indian tribes west of the ninety- 
eighth meridian. Now, I desire to ask his attention to the particular 
Indian treaty that prohibited us from putting the government over the 
lands formerly owned by the Creeks and Chickasaws west of the ninety- 
eighth meridian. The gentleman said that we were prohibited by 
treaty from legislating with regard to those lands. I want the gentle- 
man’sattention long enough now to conyict him before this House and 
the country of unintentionally misrepresenting this bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARNES. Is that an illusion or a delusion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Both, for you. By the treaty of 1866 between 
the Chickasaws and Choctaws and the United States those Indians 
ceded to this Government absolutely all their right, title, and interest 
in the lands west of the ninety-eighth meridian. 

Mr. BARNES. You refer to what are known as the leased lands, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, the leased lands, 

Mr. BARNES. Iam familiar with that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They ceded that land absolutely, and we paid for 
it, and the representatives of those tribes came before our committeeat 
the present session; but instead of making the argument which the gen- 
tleman from Georgia makes, that we had no right to puta government 
over those Indians, they asked us to put a clause in the bill by which 
they could get additional compensation beyond that which we gave them 
before. They had one of the ablest attorneys in this city to argue their 
case before the committee, and that gentleman made no such claim as 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] sets up, but only asked that 
in case we should hereaftersettle white men upon those lands, we should 
pay them the full amount of $1.25 an acre. That was all those In- 
dians claimed, and I say that under this treaty we have as much right 
to legislate in regard to those lands as we have to legislate with ref- 
erence to No Man’s Land and the Public Land Strip. 

But, in addition to that, I call the gentleman’s attention to article 7 
of the treaty of 1866: 

Arr, 7. The Choctaws and Chickasaws agree to such legislation as Congress 
and the President of the United States may deem necessary for the better ad- 
ministration of justice and the protection of the rights of person and property 
within the Indian Territory, 

We can legislate with regard to the Choctaw Nation and the Chicka- 
saw Nation under this treaty, as well as with regard to these lands west 
of the ninety-eighth meridian. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And in another section of the treaty the courts are 
provided for, showing the distinction made between the courts and Terri- 
torial legislation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; I will read the proviso: 

Provided, however, Such legislation shall not in any way interfere with or an- 
nul their tribal organizations, or their respective legislatures or judiciaries, or 
the rights, laws, privileges, or customs of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 
respectively. 

Now, that is the precise language of this bill, and therefore the bill 
does not interfere with any of these things; and after we have so pro- 
vided, we can under these treaties pass any law that Congress and the 
President may see fit, so far as the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 
themselves are concerned, but especially can we do so with regard to 
the lands purchased from them west of the ninety-eighth meridian, to 
which they now claim no title whatever, but only ask that in case 
hereafter we settle white men there we shall pay them 81.25 per.acre 
instead of the 30 cents an acre heretofore paid. 

That is all there is about this. The Wichita Indians live right there 
[indicating on the map]. They have occupied thatcountry from time 
immemorial, and I defy any man to point to alaw of Congress or to a 
provision of any treaty whereby we agreed that we would not throw 
a Territorial government around them. ‘There is no such law and no 
such provision in existence. They are there simply by right of occu- 
pancy, and we have never made any treaty with them to the contrary. 

So that as to all the Indians west of the ninety-eighth llel of 
longitude there is no treaty stipulation to-day that prohibits us from 
passing any law that Congress may see fit to pass with regard to them. 


Now as to the Cherokee Outlet—this strip at the top of the map— 
I undertake to say (and I defy contradiction) that there never was an 
Indian located upon that land. There never was a time when an In- 
dian had the right to settle on that land. 

Mr. PICKLER. And there are none there now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are none there now; not an Indian is thera 
to-day; none has ever been there to settle. And Mr. Devens, when 
Attorney-General of the United States, held that the Cherokee country 
had no right to settle one of its citizens upon that Outlet. So that I 
repeat that there is no Indian there to be governed, no Indian there 
upon which any law can operate. if any Indian is there, he is there 
unlawfully; he has no right to be there. Nobody but the ‘‘cattle 
barons” are there, 

All that this bill does in regard to the Cherokee Outlet is to pro- 
vide that for judicial purposes that strip of land is to be considered a 
part of the Territory of Oklahoma. It is not subject to the law of the 
Territorial Legislature or to the law of Congress, except for the punish- 
ment of crime, the bringing of white criminals there to justice and 
furnishing a court that cantry them. As the law has stood heretofore, 
persons committing crimes on that strip were taken to Kansas to be 
there punished, and no gentleman in this House ever for a moment pre- 
tended that we had not the right to provide for taking criminals from 
that strip and punishing them at Wichita, Kans, Yet it is pretended 
that, by taking criminals'to Guthrie, where the lands have pur- 
chased and are now owned and settled by white men, and trying crim- 
inals there for their offenses, we are violating an Indian treaty. 

Gentlemen, this pretense about violating Indian treaties can not find 
any basis in this bill. The representatives of every Indian tribe, ex- 
cept the Seminoles, came before our committee this session and were 
heard—heard ad nauseam. We listened to every one of their appeals— 
some of them eloquent, some of them able, some of them very trivial; 
but we heard them all; and every demand that these representatives 
or delegates of the Indians made upon us in that committee we acceded 
to, with some trifling exceptions, and framed the bill accordingly. So 
far as I know there was not a single representative or attorney of au 
Indian tribe who, when he left the room of the Committee on Terri- 
tories this session, did not concede that the committee had done perfect 
justice. 

Look all through this bill and you will see provisions to protect the 
Indians; all through it their interests are guarded. And when you 
consider that there are more than 100,000 white men in that region of 
country and that more than half of the Indian tribes themselves there 
are white, that no adequate government for the protection of these 
people now exists, you will see the necessity for immediate legislation 
on this subject. 

These five civilized tribes, being authorized under the law to lease their 
lands to white men, have done so to a large extent; and in this Chickasaw 
country (the red spot at the lower part of this map) there are 25,000 
white people who are the tenants of the Indians under Indian leases; 
and at one point on the railroad this fall there were 17,000 bales of cot- 
ton shipped to the markets of the world. These white men have no 
government over them, no laws by which they can enforce their con- 
tracts, This bill proposes to give them a government. They are in 
that country lawfully; they are the lessees of Indian lands. Shall we 
deny them the protection that is given to ourcitizens everywhere? Shall 
we turn our backs upon them and leave them to the government of the 
shotgun and the revolver, as they are now left? 

Mr. PICKLER. The town of Purcell has 1,500 inhabitants. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly; all that countryis full of white people. 
The Choctaw Nation has leased lands for ninety-nine years to a coal 
syndicate af BRiladelphia, and there are 15,000 miners engaged in 
mining coal there under leases made by the authority of these tribes. 
Are you to refuse government to these people? Isay no. This bill 
proposes to give them the government that they need, and the Indians 
have acquiesced in what we propose. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] will 
be recognized to dispose of the time as he may see fit. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. BARNES. I yield to the gentleman for two or three minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, on the 17th of last January my col- 
league [Mr. MCRAE] caused to be printed in the RECORD an official re- 
port presented to the Interior Department by two special inspectors of 
that Department, relating to the settlement of a certain portion of the 
territory embraced within the terms of this bill, At the time that re- 
port was in part published in the RECORD I had never seen it. Ou the 
following day I made some observations, which appeared in the RECORD 
of January 21, on the Oklahoma town-site bill. Since that time I 
have received a letter from Hon. William H. H. Clayton, of my own 
town, whose name is mentioned in that report and in my remarks also 
in relation to his connection with the opening of Oklahoma.’’ It is 
due to him, and it is likewise due to myself, that this letter and the 
accompanying interview should go upon the records and speak for 
themselves. 
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Inasmuch as the interview with Judge Clayton, which accompanied 
his letter, relates not to the report I have just mentioned, but to an 
interview which appeared in some of the Western pa) interview 
with Mr. McBride, who was one of the 8 Who this re- 
port which I now hold in my hand—I it proper that some pages 
of the official report to which I referred (for I had not then seen Mc- 
Bride’s interview), together with the letter and interview of Judge 
Clayton, be printed in the RECORD. In order to avoid the consump- 
tion of time by having these papers read, I ask unanimous consent that 
the three documents I haye mentioned, which are not of any great 
length, be printed in the Recorp in their order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In connection with the remarks of the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. ROGERS. In connection with my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
asks unanimons consent to print in connection with his remarks, the 
documents he has indicated. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

The documents are as follows: 


UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE, Guthrie, Ind. T., May 7, 1889. 


Dear Sm: Inclosed please find report in regard to action of officers in Okla- 
Very reapectfull 
ery „ 
7 J. A. 3 

Inspector Publ Service, 
Hon. Jons W. NOBILE, 5 

Secretary Interior, Washington, D. C. 
G A 27, t 
General Jons W. NOBLE, . 

Secretary of Interior: 


revious to the legal opening of the Territory. This body of 
men was composed of deputy 5 officials, railroad 

road stowaways brought here in freight trains, deputy internal-revenue col- 
lectors, and a host which can not be classified. 

The first homestead entry was made by Mark S. Cohn, @ personal friend of 
the receiver. He got in the land office under these circumstances: Three deputy 
marshals surrounded the doors. Col. D. B. Dyer, of the Wells-Fargo Express 
2 stood in the middle of the door - way at 12 m. One of these deputy 
mars! sprang in front of Colonel Dyer; the door opened, and this deputy 

itted two men to pass him; one was Cohn and the other J, E. Dille, halk. 

er of the register, Cohn entered a homestead for himself and filed three 
declaratory statements for others; he also presented a town plat, based upon a 
survey made before 12 m., and gotten up under the direction of Col. W. H. Clay- 
ton, of Fort Smith, Ark., another friend of the receiver. J. E. Dille, half-brother 
as aforesaid, was also one of the signers of this town plat. 

The second entry made was a homestead by said Jehu E. Dille; he also 
made a declaratory statement for his brother Jonathan Dille and for one James 
B. Kenner. The three ny eyo who officiated at the land office were appointed 
at the special request of the register and receiver (see Marshal Needle’s list of 
deputies), and of these three deputies two made declaratory statements through 
Cohn, the man whom they wrongfully admitted. The lands entered by Co. 
and Dille surround the town of Guthrie, as will be seen by a plat herewith sent 
and marked Exhibit A. 

In this connection we call your attention to Marshal Needle’s report, showing 
that Colonel Clayton, who got up the town-site plat which was filed by the 
aforesaid Cohn, was appointed deputy marshal at the request of Receiver 
Barnes. We e no comment; the record, plat, and factsspeak for themselves, 
Witnesses to above facts: (1) The record; (2) Major Nelson, clerk of the United 
States court at Muscogee; (3) D. B. „mayor of Guthrie, attorney as afore- 
said and a personal friend of jor Warner, of Kansas uy. 0. 

We send you herewith two lists of deputy marshals and entries so far made 
by them; we do not know that these are complete lists. The deputies shame- 
fully misued their positions. In behalf of Marshal Needles I desire to state that 
he gave us every aid in his power to discover fraud or unfairness. 

lector of the Kansas district appointed a la: number of deputies, to be 
called upon ifn by AgentClark. These appointments were used 
to defraud the bona-fide seitiers and in violation of law, 

We will send a supplemental report early next week abows deputi 
and give, so far as we can ascertain them, a list of names. G. W. Jones, one 
these deputies, was distributing points freely to friends in Newton and Arkan- 
sas City. Joe E W. Calais, general agent Champion Washing Machine 
Company, Jolie 3 

As one of the marshals expressed it to Captain McArthur, commandant of the 

Everbody here is interested except TOA military men.” The under- 
signed have beld aloof from all factions, but found in Captain McArthur a gen- 
tleman of integrity, foresight, and high-minded purpose to discharge ali his 
duties to the Government without self-seeking. 

our telegrams 5 tly answered: the delays were not ours, but 
caused by inefficient telegrap ities, We have carried out your instructions 
in letter and spirit. s 

The hundred andone duties formed to make matters a success here can 
not be detailed in any report, e were consulted upon all sorts of questions 
by the citizens, and gave our aid, in connection with the commandant of the 
post, wherever it would benefit the general public or tend to promote public 
peace and security. 

Our telegrams touching the quiet, orderly, and Inw-abiding spirit of this 
ple were accurately true and we repeat those reports. The people know that, 
whatever fraud or unfairness may have been practiced, the Government is nota 

y to it, and 77 have full confidence that complete justice will be done them 
n due time. The list of entries made by officials and their friends does not in- 
clude town lots, òf which no record is kept. 

As a matter of fact we know that deputies of all kinds hold town sites which 
they are not fairly entitled to and which were obtained by violating the Pres- 
ident’s proclamation. This report should have been gotten up in better form. 
but we write under difficulties, and will supplement it if necessary. We hi 
to go slow in our investigations and win the confidence of the people who did 
not = stand in“ with Ohle grabbing. 

Respectfally submitted, 


J. A. PIC. 


CORNELIUS MacBRIDE, 
KLER, 
Inspectors, 
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APRIL 27, 1839. 
The SECRETARY INTERIOR: 
I desire to add, in addition to the report herewith of MacBride and 
5 returned from r Monday, 22d; hen in about a mile 
the station I saw many men on the east half of section 8; thatas I neared the 


staking lots, but before I reached 
— but were claiming lots as their own. The land 
ofice promptly at 12 o'clock, and Mark S. Cohn and Jehu E. Dille en- 
tered at once and made the referred to in our report. I think these 
filings were all made before the val of the train with settlers. 
Very respectfull: 


ys 
J. A. PICKLER, 


Ex HTT A. 
[Township 16, range 2 N., I. M.] 


Soldiers’ D, Soldiers’ D, 
Jehu E. Dille Jehu E. Dille ‘3 
for for 
James B, Kenner. | Jonathan Dille. 


Soldiers’ D, 
by 
Mark 8. Cohn 
for 
Barry Twitchell. 


2 
a * 
Mark S. Cohn 25 9 
First homestead E 2 ve 
entry of the day, 2 2 James H. Huckle- 

68. f berry. 

#3 s—— 
PE! 

“ug 

ag 7 Soldiers’ declara- 
2 8 tory, 
Ba by 
32 Mark S. Cohn 
om for 
2 2 Benton Turner, 
S 

Jehu E, Dillo 
homestead. 
Second care pese 
entry y- 
- Sy 
% 
17 2 * 


It will be observed that Cohn, who it is understood comes from Fort Smith, 
the reoviver’s town, enters the town site, and he and Jehu E. Dille, half-brother 
of the register, cover seven quarter sections about that town. 


ExUInTT B. 
List furnished by Marshal Jones. 
à Date of 
Names, Place. appoint- 
ment. 
Capt. O. S. Rauck Guthrie 1886 
Charles Collins do. 18 
Ransom Payne o. 18 
J. O. Severns....... 0. 1886 
Capt, W. J. Weaver (rej. 40. Isso 
M. J. Keyes ........ „do. 1888 
John Patterson .do,. 18 
A. G. Jones (homestead entry 5, April 23). Keke ave 1889 
JA NUTS asanes esaa Oklahoma 1886 
J.B. Koontz (homestead entry No. 260, April Tl . dow. 1586 
Aca Jones (homestead entry 8, April 23, agent for |...... do 1839 


Henry S. Cowen, doc. 6, appl. Cohn rejt, con. T. 
S.; agent for David A. Harvey, No. 22, April 23, 
3 10.45 a. m. ) ‘ 


on nen . 


5; 


r 


SIONAL 
Exuter C. 


List of deputies appointed by T. B. Needles, marshal, Indian Territory. 
[Matter in brackets written in pencil in original.] 


Muscogee. Remarks. 


W. W. Ansley . 
William Forman 
David Adams 


222 On duty at Kingfisher, 


On duty at Muscogee. 

och G. Varnum [rej. ai, Apri 27 condici with On duty at Guthrie. 
omestead entry, James ms, Ap’ 

Thomas Wright. see. on duty at Oklahoma City. 

Jesse Ankrune Do. 

W. J. Wilkins. On duty at Norman. 

aan S ee na On soy at Guthrie. 


Nr 


W. H. H. Clayton [12 m., April 22, At request of receiver. 


Thomas J. Taylor [Doc,31, homestead entry re- Do. 
jected, conflict homestead entry 1, April 22, 
fark S. Cohn]. 
Daniel Hay. . . S „ Do. 
„Jasper N. Reece [conflict with homestead en- Do, 
try g, H.W. Wolcott, con. T. S. Guthrie, agent 
for James T, Bell, rejected No. 1, John C. 
2 50 2, agent for H. N. Baker, No. — 
21 (8. D. S.) J. 
John G. Bell [rejected 2, conflict T. S. Guthrie, Do. 
t square}, 
Jaoats Hg nat e S, a On duty at Edmonds. 
Benton J. Turner [S. D. S. 1, b; nt Mar 5 
uh Cot S. D. 8. 15 ae * 8 we coe pie gra e 
II. Huckle D. S. No, 2, Mark S. 0 ran ver an 
Cohn s or at : = on duty at land office. 
Kalt, Witten. Appointed at special request 
ee 5555 
8 Kingfisher, 
Ed. Collins eee n duty a n 1 
George L. McDonough............. On duty at Edmonds, 


* Reece and Bell to open boarding-house for United States officers, 
the fi ing is correct. 
I certify that the foregoing is co: TRAN LES, 


Marshal Indian > 

Perry Twitchell, No, 3, 1 8 8. Cohn, agent, filed April 22, 1.05 p. m.; No. 
4, Jonathan Dille, by Jobn E. Dille, agent, filed April 22, 1.05 p. m.; No.5, James 
B. Kenner, by Jobn E. Dille, agent, filed April 22, 1.30 p. m.; T. S. 12 m., Mark 
S. Cohn, April 22, John E. Dille. 

Jn the written list of marshal’s names you will find notes made by the land 
office clerks showing the attempted or successful actions of marshals 
touching homesteads and S. declarations; most of the marshals, however, are 
interested oy, in town lots,—C, M. 

Also append list showing deputy marshals making entries. 

In the foregoing list of deputy marshals the following of their number made 
or attempted to make entries of land, and a number of them are claiming town 
lots, but as there is as yet no record of town lots claimed, we are unable to give 
the names of such as are holding such lots, and they can very readily change 
the apparent ownership, rendering it difficult to fix it. 

Those making or attempting to make entries are as follows: 

{Needles.] 

David Adams, on duty at Muscogee, homestead rejected April 24; in conflict 
with homestead entry, James Adams, April 24. 

T. J. Mitts, on duty at Guthrie; conflict prior homestead entry A. G. Jones, 
April 23, and soldier's declaratory 17, April 22. 

Temp. Elliott, on duty at Guthrie; docket 37; homestead entry rejected; con- 
flict homestead entry 1, April 22, Mark S. Cohn. 

Thomas coed! on ure 8 Fe conflict with homestead entry of H. W. 
Wolcott and town site of Guthrie. 

Jasper N, Reece, nt James F. Bell, rejected; t John C. Bell, rejected ; 
3 H. N. Baker No. 21 S. D. S., rejected ; co! with town site Guthrie. 

Benton J. Turner, S. D.S., by agent, Mark S. Cohn. 

J. II. Huckleberry 8. D. S. No. 2, Mark S. Cohn. 

O. E. Mohler signed application for town site. 

W. H. H. Clayton signed town site application, 

Jones.] 

Ransome Payne, at Guthrie, homestead entry, A 23. 

Capt. W.G. Weaver. rejected; conflict town site 5 — 

James B. Koontz, homestead entry, April 27. 

Asa Jones, brother of marshal, came to Guthrie April 15 and remained, home- 
stead entry 8, April 23. Agent for Henry S. Conner, rejected; conflict town site. 
Agent David N, Hervey, April 23, 


Forr SMITH, ARK., January 28, 1890. 

Dear JUDGE: Inclosed please find copy of an interview by me, relating to 
the opening of Oklahoma, published in this morning's Fort Smith Times. 

The against me you brought on the records of Congress to remain 
there forever, and iu s speech took occasion to point out what you considered 
to be the damaging facts against me, of which action on your part I have not 
complained, either to your friends or to mine. 

The facts stated in this interview are absolutely true. I have made them in 
vindication ofmy honor, which you will admit, up to this time, has neverhad a 
stain Spon it, if this Oklahoma matter be not a stain, and when properly under- 
stood it is not. 

I inclose this interview to you that you may make such disposition of it as 
your sense of justice and fairness may dictate. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. Joux H. Rocens, 
Washington, D. C. 


[From the Fort Smith Daily Times.] 


THE GUTHRIE GRAB—JUDGE CLAYTON GIVES THE TRUE “OPEN STORY” AND 
SHEDS A WORLD OF LIGHT ON THE SURJECT—A COLOSSAL SCHEME THWARTED— 
A SCHEME BY WHICH THE TOWN SITE OF GUTHRIE WAS TO HAVE BEEN “ GOB- 
BLED UP” BY A SYNDICATE WHOSE MEMBERS NOW HOWL WITH DISAPPOINT- 
MENT. 

A statement from Judge Clayton was desired for publication in Sunday's 


WM. H. H. CLAYTON. 
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Times, Though he readil 
tating another call. Under this condition the Tim 
for Tuesday's paper, and is pleased now to make the promise good. When the 


reporter ts, 
cheerfully sores them aside and briefly told all he knew about Oklahoma. 
The starter was 


Reporter. Mr. Clayton, I see by the St. Louis Republic of the 22d instant that 
Cornelius MacBride, in an int jew, you with improper conduct in re- 
lation to the opening of Oklahoma, I would like your version of the matter. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, I have seen the purported interview, and am glad of the 
oppotoniy of making a public denial of the facts as stated, and of giving a full 

true statement of the whole affair as I know it. 

At the time, I was a private citizen; I held no office. It is true, I went to Ok- 
lahoma and it is also true that I entered the Territory on tho Sunday evening 
before the Monday set apart by the President for the opening of the country to 
settlement, But it isnot true that I went there for the pospone of enteri 
land or obtaining any interest thereto. That part ofthe Ind erritory wh: 
now constitutes Oklahoma had, during the twelve years in which I had been 
district attorney for the western district of Arkansas, been in that district. It 
was known that thousands of people would rush into it at its opening. F, like 
thousands of others, who lived near the place, went merely as a spectator to 
witness the scenes and incidents of the opening. 

On my arrival at Arkansas City, which, as you know, was the nearest city to 
Guthrie, and seemed to be the rendezvous for thousands of boomers,” as y 
were called, I found there, on their way to Oklahoma, Mr. Dille, the register of 
the land office, who was an entire stranger to me; Mr. Barnes, the receiver, 
my fellow-townsman and friend; Messrs. PIcKLER and Hobbs, inspectors ot 
the Interior Department, and a number of clerks and employés of the land office. 
These gentlemen were detained in Arkansas City a day or two; during which 
time 1 openly and publicly roomed, ate, and otherwise associated with Mr. 
Barnes, who was informed by me and who knew that I did not intend, either 
directly or indirectly, to enter or oceupy or obtain any interest in or to any land, 
either by homestead or town-site entry or otherwise, in Oklahoma. 

The law only prohibited those from entering Oklahoma before the time fixed 
by the President who intended to enter land, and its only penajty was and is 
that those who should enter that country before that time and take land should 
not have any of the benefits of the act; that is, should not be allowed to own or 
posses any land in Oklahoma. Now, as I did not intend to take, enter, own, or 
possess, either directly or indirectly, any land, either for myself or others, I deter- 
mined to go down the evening before the opening, and did so, 

It was reported that soldiers in Oklahoma were arresting persons who were 
not officers and subjecting them to a great deal of trouble, and it was su 
to me, by whom I do not now remember, that perhaps I had better have a 
deputy marshal's commission to avoid this trouble. I said I did not care for it, 
and United States Marshal Needles left about that time, and in an hour or two 
thereafter Mr. Barnes handed me a blank ras ee marshal's commission (it was 
not signed), stay to me at the time that . Needles had handed it to him 
with the request t he should hand it to me, bat for me not to use it ex to 
prevent these soldiers from molesting me, I put it in my pocket, and did not 
see Marshal Needles until the next day, when I met him in Guthrie, Immedi- 
ately upon my arrival at that place I returned him the commission. I never 
qualified under it or used it in any other or further way than above stated. 

Monday, April 22, was the day set apart by the President fur opening the Ter- 
ritory. 1 ved at Guthrie about 4 o'clock on the Sunday evening before, and 
not on Saturday, as stated by Mr. MacBride in his interview. 

It is not true that I bad a survey made on Sunday or at any other time before 
12 o'clock of a 22. There was a survey made on Sunday, but it was before 
my arrival at Guthrie, and under the direction of asyndicate who were there for 
the purpose, as I was informed, of locating the town half a mile away from where 
Guthrie now stands, off the railroad, and in an improper place They then in- 
tended to homestead the town-site proper; that is, the 32) acres where Guthrie 
3 and in that way secure the land on which the city must 

On my arrival at Guthrie I was informed of these facts, and I was not a Goy- 
ernment inspectoreither. Mr.MacBridecould have found them out as easily as 
I if he had been so ay cep 9 he knew them; for in his interview he 
regretfully says O. F. Dyer of city was expected to be the first man to make 
an entry,” and in reality would have done so had it not been for certain deputy 
marsha. This “O. P. Dyer, of MacBride’s city.“ I was informed, stood at the 
head and foot of the above-named scheme. 

People came to me and asked me if there was no way to prevent the con- 
summation of this combination, saying that if I could do anything to save 
the town site I would do an important service to the interests of the future 
growth of the city and the people who intended to settle there; and for that 
8 and that purpose only, a map, or rather a rough plat of the town of 

uthrie and a town-site petition were prepared, under my direction, on Sunday 
night, to be filed the next aay: This was dune without any survey having been 
madeand without the knowledge of the land-office o 5, 

When this map and petition was being prepared, it was supposed that the land 
office, which was the only — 3 iiare 5 gepos was on a halt nere of 

‘ound which had been reserved m entry by the President's proclamation 

or that 3 and was made by the map the initial point, and the center of 
the city. This building was not, however, on this halfacre, but had been placed 
at another and much more eligible place. This map was given to Mr. Mark 
Cohn, because I had been informed that Mr. Cohn intended to make an effort to 
make the first entry. 

I knew Mr. Cohn, and knew him to be an energetic man and believed him 
to be the best man for 1 knowing, however, that he must take his 
chances with the others and that he was not in the combination above —— 
of. On the next day Mr. Cohn succeeded in making the first entry. Here- 
ceived no assistance, either directly or indirectly, from me, or from any friend 
3 — mine, or from any official of the land office, or any deputy marshal, as far as 

now. 

I was in Guthrie for nearly a week, and never heard such a thing spoken of 
or inti until I saw the charge a few days ago in MacBride’s interview. Mr. 
MacBride said: There were several hundred people there.“ Surely, if such a 
thing had been done, all of them would have been witnesses to the transacti: 
and it would have been universally talked of and condemned. People do 
remain silent when such acts of injustice are done in their sight. 

After making the map and drafting the petition, and placing them in the 
hands of Mr. Cohn, I had no further interest in the matter I had done all that 
I thought I could justly and fairly do to save the town site, and did not intend to 
have anything more to do with it, after that time, and would not, had it not 
been for the that some two or three days later it was discovered that the 
land office was not on the Government half acre, but that the half acre upon 
which the building was supposed to be standing was some quarter of a mile from 
that place. By this time there were from six to eight thousand people there, 
The most of them had located town lots in accordance with the plat filed by Mr. 
Cohn on the 22d. 

In making the plat, having made the Jand office the initial point, but locating 
it erroneously on the map at the place where the Government half acre was at 
the time supposed to be located, everything was thrown into hopeless confu- 

i The streets would come in the middle of the blocks, as located ; many of 
the entries would come in the streets. Now, when this was discovered it 
duced great excitement; suspicions of foul p!ay naturally arose in the of 
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many ba — people, ana asI a the pected 5 EN the map, a thing a 
was n: ept secret, but was known by everybody, it was expected and de- 
manded of me that I would see that the correction was made, 

I at once went to the land office and obtained admittance. Ifound there Mr. 
Dille, the register, Mr. PicklEn, Mr. Hobbs, and Mr. MacBride, the Government 
inspectors, and a number of clerks. This was the first and last time I ever 
saw Mr. MacBride to know him or ever spoke to him orin his presence, I told 
the gentlemen the condition of affairs. I was somewhat excited. I asked 
them if they knew that the building put up for the land office was not on the 
Government half acre, Some one of them told me that it was true, 

I then told them of the excited condition of the people; that gamblers and 

5 were swarming into the city and fanning the excitement with the 
ope that in the confusion that would follow they might secure the choicest 
Jots, and expressed the fear that when the effect of the crror was fully known 
the excitement would become so intense that bloodshed might follow, and 
pegged them to avert it if possible by not only making an effort to have the 

acre established at the place where the land oftice was now located, but to 
make some kind of a public statement that would have the effect of abating the 
excitement. Mr. MacBride then angled up to meand ina half whisper, so that 
the others could not hear him, said to me: 
„„ do not get excited; your friends are my friends, and this shall 
ght. 

These are the only words Mr. MacBride ever keto mein his life, There is 
no truth in the statement that I went to him with my story, and that he told me 
that I ht file my map, but that it would not be accepted by the Department. 
The ay been filed three or four days before I saw him. 

After Mr, MacBride had spoken the words above mentioned, I saidto him and 
all the others; 

“T have no friends in this matter. Nor have I any interest in it on earth, ex- 
cept to see that this thing is justly dealt with; I have not entereda foot of land, 
either in the city or in Oklahoma, nor do I intend to take any interest, either di- 
rectly or indirectly.” Either Mr. PICKLER or Mr. Hobbs then said to me: Mr. 
Clayton, the matter shall be looked into, and whatever is right will be done.“ 
I thanked him and again assured them of the fact that I had no pecuniary in- 
terest in the matter and bade them good-day. 

It is from the fact that in this conversation I expressed the fear that in the 
excitement which I believed would spring up from the error in the map blood 
would be shed by the excited people if the matter was not adjusted, that Mao- 
Bride deduces the threat which, in his interview, he says I made, to wit: “ That 
unless the town-site map made by him (me) was allowed to be filed, blood would 
flow in the streets of Guthrie.” 

This statement is not only unfounded, but to those who know me it is ridicu- 
lous. I never made a threat against a man or set of men in my life. No person 
has ever heard me make a threat even against those-who have done me the 
greatest wrong, much less in a case of this kind. 

If a combination existed between myself and the land officers, as claimed by 
Mr, MacBride in his interview, what was the necessity of a threat, even if I had 
been so base and such a bully as to have made it? 

The statement that I went to Mr. MacBride with my “open story“ is entirely 
without foundation, unless the above-stated conversation can be construed to 
be my 97 19 8 

After I the land office I sent for a surveyor, who, under my directions, 

repared an amended plat, making the streets conform to the d office as 
ocated, and prepared an amended petition, and then hunted up Mr. Cohn, us he 
had filed the first plat and petition, and had him file these amended ones, and 
in a day or two thereafter returned to my home in Fort Smith, Ark., and have 
not been to Oklahoma since. 1 did not enter, locate, occupy, possess myself of, 
or squat upon, either myself or through another, directly or indirectly. a square 
inch of land, either in Guthrie, its surroundings, or anywhere else in Oklahoma, 

I had no understanding, directly or indirectly, by word, hint, or innuendo, 
either with Mr. Dille or Mr. Barnes, that Mr. Cohn should make the first entry 
or that anything else, proper or improper, should be done. As far as Mr. Dillo 
is concerned I never spoke more than a dozen sentences to him in my life, and 
as for Mr. Barnes, I believe that if any improper advances had been made to 
him he would have spurned them with that scorn and contempt which every 
honest man should feel towards a wretch who would debauch a public officer. 

If the facts stated in Mr. MacBride’s interview are true, it was his impera- 
tive duty, under his oath of office, to fully and minutely report them to the 

partment he was serving. He made an official report, which falls far short 
of making the charges he makes in his interview. Certainly he can not now, 
in an unofficial way, enlarge and embellish what he then said under oath and 
in the discharge of his official duty. If he knows these facts to be true now, he 
knew it then, and every one would concede that they would have come with 
much better ce and force then than at a time when he is smarting under the 
chagrin and disappointment ofa removal from office, 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to submit any com- 
ments upon this matter at all. Iprefer that the report, the letter, and 
the accompanying interview shall speak for themselves. 

Mr. PICKLER. As the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
has submitted to me that interview with Colonel Clayton, who therein 
speaks of having conferred, before the opening of the Territory, with 
certain inspectors at Arkansas City, and mentions meas haying been 
at Arkansas City at that time with the register and receiver and other 
parties, I desire to say, as this interview goes into the RECORD, that I 
was not there at that time, but was in Oklahoma opening up the land 
offices, There was an inspector named Paisley, whom I think Colonel 
Clayton or the editor or reporter may have confounded with me. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no doubt, if there is any conflict between the 
statements on that point, that is a mere question of identity, and that 
Judge Clayton has mistaken the gentleman from Dakota for some other 
e ae T raise no question about that; I know nothing about it. 

It is proper, perhaps, I should state that a part of this report which 
I desire to have printed involves a small map, and of course the map 
will be printed with the other portion of the papers. 

Mr. BARNES, We will hear now from the other side, 

Mr. PERKINS. We expected a portion of the remaining time 
would be occupied by this side by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER], but he has gone from the Hall. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We were here yesterday until 7 o’clock in the 
evening, and I do not see why the committee should not rise and the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to be recognized and entitled to the 
floor, but will yield to a motion to rise, so I can submit my remarks in 
the morning. 
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Mr. STRUBLE. I hope he will proceed until half past 5 o’clock. 
Mr. BARNES, I will yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 

Texas [Mr. HARE]. 

Mr, HARE. Mr. Chairman, of the two bills under discussion, 
namely, the Senate bill and the House substitute, the former contains 
all the legislation now necessary, and is therefore preferable. 

There is no necessity now existing for the establishment of additional 
courts in the territory occupied by the civilized tribes, and the objec- 
tion to the House bill is that it provides for two more courts in addition 
to the one now at Muscogee. 

_ The court at Muscogee was an experiment. It was given limited 

jurisdiction over the five civilized tribes and Oklahoma. It has an- 

swered the purpose of its creation, and other courts would be a useless 
expense, At first this court was crowded with business, started with 
what might be termed a boom. 

But the business has decreased, and now there is no difficulty in dis- 
posing of every case on the docket. At present this experiment ought 
not to be extended by adding new courts. The tribes are objecting to 
the establishment of any more courts in their territory. They now 
look upon this new feature in their government with some degree of 
terror. x 

The first term of the Muscogee court had some 400 appearance cases. 
The business has decreased until the coming term has only 175 appear- 
ance cases. If the jurisdiction of this court was extended and better 
defined it would easily transact all the business within such jurisdiction 
in the five tribes. 

I will send to the Clerk and ask to have read a protest by the gov- 
ervor of the Chickasaw Nation, which I am informed speaks the sen- 
timents of the five civilized tribes through their delegates now in the 
city. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

United States of America in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, governor of the Chickasaw Nation of Indians, one of the 
five civilized tribes occupying the Indian Territory, would respectfully represent 
that his nation isin a peaceable and prosperous condition; that its relations 
with the United States are of the mostamicable character; that in its system of 
education the English language is taught; that in no school in the nation is the 
Chickasaw or any other Indian language taught, the object being toeducate the 
15 generation to understand the laws and institutions of the United States, 
and they are then taught the res and affection due from our nation to the 
people and Government of the United States, ‘ 

He respectfully represents that there are pending several bills in Congress 
which have given his people great anxiety. He especially calls attention to 
bills for organizing the Oklahoma Territorial government, with all the machin- 
ery, including courts, of a Territorial government. He would especially call 
your attention to the solemn en ment of the United States Government 
made with the Choctaw Nation of Indians at Dancing Rabbit Creek by treaties 
of September 27, 1830, to be found in volume 7, United States Statutes at Large, 
page 333, the fourth article of which reads: 

“The Government and people of the United States are hereby obliged to secure 
to the said Choctaw Nation of red people the 3 and government of 
all the persons and property that may be within their limits west, so that no 
Territory or State shall ever havea right to pass laws for the government of the 
Choctaw Nation of red ple and their descendants; and that no part of the 
land granted them shall ever be embraced in any Territory or State; but the 
United States shall forever secure said Choctaw Nation from, and against, all 
laws, except such as from time to time may be enacted in their own national 
councils, not inconsistent with the Constitution, treaties, and laws of the United 
States, and except such as may, and which have been enacted by Congress, to 
the extent that Congress, under the Constitution, is required to exercise a 
legislation over Indian affairs, 

* But the Choctaws, should this ony be ratified, express a wish that Congress 
may grant to the Choctawsthe right of punishing by their own lawsany white 
Sas who shall come into their nation and infringeany of their national regu- 

ons, 

Your memorialist, speaking for and on behalf of the ple of the Chickasaw 
Nation and expressing their wishes, states that the full force, benefit, and effect 
Sg sa article of said treaty applies to the Chickasaw Nation, as will now be 

Bythe treaty of Doaksville of 1837, to be found in the Revised Indian Treaties, 
between the Choctaws and Chickasaws, ratified by tlre United States, the Chick- 
asaws purchased of the Choctaws a part of the territory which the Choctaws 
acquired by the treaty of 1830, and removed from their former homes east of 
the Mississippi River, and located themselves where they now live, within the 
boundary assigned to the Choctaws by the treaty of 1530 aforesaid, and have 
continuously lived on the same up to this time, 

That by the treaty of June 22, 1855, the Chickasaws and Choctaws were placed 
on the same footing as to territorial rights and non-interference therewith by 
the United States Government, so that the Chickasaws, in common with the 
Choctaws, are solemnly guarantied protection of all the rights guarantied by the 
fourth article of the treaty of September 27, 1850, aforesaid, and which, by the 
act of March 3, 1871, section 2079, are in full force and unimpaired. Yourmemo- 
rialist therefore, in the name of his ple, solemnly protests against any Terri- 
torial or State government ever being placed over them, unless by the fall and 
free consent, solemnly and formally expressed, through conventions of the peo- 
ple concerned. 

Your memorialist would further state that the o ization of the United 
States court at Muscogee was looked upon by his c o with great distrust and 
misgiving at the time it was done. It wasa radical innovation. It is too late 
to protest against its establishment, but experience has shown that the people 
were not prepared forit. Your memorialist protests against any extension of 
its jurisdiction. The want ofa sufficient number of competent and impartial 
jurymen in the Indian Territory, and more especially in important civil and 
criminal cases, is manifest. 5 

The jurisdiction now conferred on the Paris division of the eastern district of 
Texas, on the district court of the western district of Arkansas, at Fort Smith. 
and on the district court of Kansas, at Wichita, is satisfactory, and in all respects 
better than the conferring of such jurisdiction would be on any United States 
court that could be organ) in the Indian Territory, Jurymen in those courts 
are intelligent and impartial, they are disinterested, and in every sense and 
sr — reason, until our people are better prepared, those courts should be 

u urbed. 
Your memorialist solemnly protests against any change. The time may come 
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when by the education of their people they may voluntarily consent to a gae 


torial or State government; but that time is not now, and your mem 

opa to the sense of justice and fair dealing of your honorable bodies not to 
b the mighty power of the Government of the United States down on a 
peaceable, confiding, and defenseless people by the establishment of a Terri- 


‘torial or State government or courts within their borders, which are but part of 


the machinery of such governments. It is but the nning of the end, and 
the end is the annihilation of the Indian tribes in the Indian Territory. The 
Legislature of the Chickasaw Nation is not in session and can not be convened 
in time for action, and your memorialist as in care pan, speaks for his people. 

Done at the executive office of the Chickasaw Nation at Tishomingo, under 
the seal of the nation, this 15th 25 Si January, 1590. 

WM. L. BYRD, Governor of the Chickasaw Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARE. Task the gentleman from Georgia to yield to me for a 
minute longer, 

Mr. BARNES. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HARE. It has been asserted that these five civilized tribes do 
not object to this government or to these courts. The memorial that 
has been read expresses the sentiments of each of the five civilized 
tribes. Their delegates are here and have expressed kindred senti- 
ments. They object to having any more courts established within their 
borders at present, and claim that the present court established at 
Muscogee is sufficient for all purposes. - 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, with his 
consent. Are you aware of the fact that Governor Byrd sent a letter 
to the Committee on the Territories in which he admitted the right to 
put the courts there and that he asked us to establish one at Purcell? 

Mr. HARE, I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. MANSUR. I appeal to my colleagues on the committee to sub- 
stantiate the statement. 

Mr. HARE. As far as the right is concerned, of course I do not ques- 
tion it. 

Mr, PERKINS. I will say for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Texas that I got a telegram from Judge Byrd myself, in which he asked 
me to aid in the establishment of a court at Purcell. 

Mr. HARE. Very well; I have given his writing here to show the 
sentiment therein expressed, a document signed by himself, and which, 
I now repeat, contains the united sentiment of these tribes, as will be 
more fully shown before this debate closes. 7 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. PAYSON reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (S. 895) 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

FARMS AND FARM MORTGAGES, 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report 
from the committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1181) to require the 8 
of the Census to ascertain the number of people who own farms and homes, and 
the amount of mortgage indebtedness thereon, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
and agree to the same. 

M. H. DUNNELL, 


JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, 
A. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
©. K. DAVIS, 
J. H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask the adoption of the report. 
The report was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a bill (S. 2304) to establish two additional land districts 
in the State of Washington, in which concurrence was requested. 


IMPROVEMENT MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp the body of a memorial of the Kansas City Com- 
mercial Club relating to the improvement of the Missouri River. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the memorial will be printed. 

There was no objection. 

The memorial, which was ordered to be referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, is is follows: 

Kansas Crry, February 6, 1890. 
Honorable Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 

Your memorialist, the Commercial Club of Kansas City, would — eng ie 
represent that it is a commercial body composed of merchants and other bi 
ness men of said city, whose trade relations extend throughout the States and 
Territories lying in the valley of the Missouri River; that with the conditions, 
interests, and sentiments of said aoe it is familiar, and that by its knowledge 
thereof it feels fully warranted and impelled to address your honorable body, 
and urge upon you, and through you upon the honorable Con, of the United 
States, the adoption and steady maintenance of such line of policy respectin: 
the improvement of the Missouri River, for the purposes of commerce and nav 
gation, asin your wisdom may seem 8 to seoure the speedy com- 
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pein of said improvement and the en uses of the river. In support of 
petition it would respectfully submit following considerations: 

First. The Missouri Valley embraces a vast ares of agricultural country, of 

which the soil and climate are unexcelied and the productiveness unsu 

Itis populated with an industrious and intelligent people, earnestly striving to 

develop its vast resources and make them contributory tothe power and renown 


of our common country. Their products are chiefly cheap and ba articles, 
which ience has proven l bear transportation by rail within narrow 
limits only, until the necessary cost of such transit, together with necessary cost 


of production, equals the market value at localities much more distant, The 

cultural industries of the United States, producing a surplus beyond the 
wants of ouf own people, are not susceptible of that protection which has been 
80 88 extended by Congress to the kindred indu: of manufacture, 
but must seek sale for its surplus in the markets of the world, whereby the do- 
mestic price is regulated. In such markets we are confronted with the com- 
petition of peon labor in other parts of the world or with the products of coun- 
tries less distant from sea transit. 

Tn consequence of these facts, our industries are profitless, and our people, 
though 5 a country of unequaled resources, are deprived of the re- 
wards of industry requisite to their comfort and happiness, The elements in 
the situation susceptible of such modification as to restore to our ple the 
prosperity which is their right, and for which nature has so bountifully pro- 
vided, are the burdens which existing methods of transportation impose, and this 
isto be secured by such an improvement of the Missouri River as will extend 
and enlarge its usefulness. It is needlessfor us to urge facts so well known as 
that water ways afford the cheapest transportation own to man, or, in the 
presence of the well known influence of the lakes and canals of the North in re- 
ducing cost of transportation, to urge that the improvement we seek would ef- 
fect the desired reduction, 

Such reduction would inure to the benefit of our 22 for the reason 
that the prices in the controlling markets abroad, which determine the prices 
in our local markets, are fixed by the surplus from other countries, and would 
not be affected by supplies received from us; hence all savings in the cost of 
transportation would accrue to the producer. Or, should the reduction in the 
cost of transit thus effected be such as to so increase the surpias from us as to 
affect the foreign market, that fact would speedily correct itself by reducing the 
supplies from other countries and give us the controlling position in the mar- 
kets, rently to the advantage of our whole country. 

Second. We desire to respectfully represent also that the improvement of the 
Missouri River is not a sectional, but a national enterprise, in which the manu- 
egret industries of the whole country are equally interested. The safe 
best, and most satisfactory customer for the American manufacturer is, 
must always be, the American farmer, whose demand for manufactured mer- 
chandise is limited only by his ability to buy. Any addition to his gains by re- 
duction of the cost of transportation of his products will be attended with addi- 
tional requests upon the merchants and manufacturers, In like measure, also, 
the rail carrier will be benefited, although his profits in the carriage of agri- 
cultural products willbe reduced. For these articles, now being carried at rates 
far below those charged for merchandise, there is so much less margin of 
that the rail carrier will be doubly compensated by the increased amount of the 
more profitable freight necessary to supply the requests of the more prosperous 


farmer. 
Third. We hold that no interest is more entitled to the consideration of Con- 
than the one for which we speak. To Congress the Constitution com- 
mits the promotion of the general welfare, and in discharge of the obligation 
thus imposed Con has appropriated many millions of dollars for water- 
way and harbor improvements on the Atlantic seaboard and eastern slopes 
of the Alleghany Mountains, where the interests to be subserved are of less 
national character. It has also given nearly 200,000,000 acres of land and 
guaranteed nearly $100,000,000 in bonds in aid of railways, the property of indi- 
viduals and corporations, and a far more expensive means of transit, while an 
expenditure on the Missouri River, it has n ascertained by the Govern- 
ment’'s own officers, of a sum per mile equal to the capitalization of one single- 
track railway,will provide a public highway, open alike toall the people, of six 
hundred times the carrying capacity. Upon what policy can the Government 
enter more legitimately and what obligation of a Congress of the poopie is more 
imperative than thus to provide for the prosperity of the ple by the exercise 
of powers which the Constitution lodges with it and denies to others? 

Fourth. Having observed that, in so far as appro riations for river improve- 
ments have heretofore been made for specific localities, they have been inade- 
quate for the completion of the work between floods and have resulted in loss 
by the destruction of incomplete work, besides which such appropriations are 
subject to the disadvantage and extravagance of requiring separate plants and 
a complete separate working force for their application, we beg to urge that 
ppro tinon for general improvements be made in sums for considera- 
ble reaches of the river, and their apportionment and application be left to the 
judgment of such officers and nts as Congress may, in its wisdom, from time 
to time place in charge thereof. In so far as the policy we favor has been em- 
poroa on the Missouri River it has resulted in the economical application of 

nds in such sums as to complete and secure work undertaken, and therefore 
vindicate its right to adoption. 

Fifth, While we urge that Congress take immediate steps, independent of 
other action respecting the river, to remgve snags and like obstructions from 
its channel, we would urgently ask that provision be made for the protection 
of the river from the further erection of low bridges with frequent piers, which 
greatly obstruct its channel, impede navigation, and increase the cost thereof, 

Respectfully submitted. 


And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 
RESOLUTIONS. d 

Under the rule, the following resolutions were submitted and referred 

as indicated below: 
WILLIAM H. JONES, DECEASED. 
By Mr. CRAIN: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, instructed to pay 


an amount equal to six months’ salary, out of the contin t fund, to the widow 
of William Jones, late an employé in the east cloak-room of the House of 
Representatives; 


to the Committee on Accounts. > 
SUSPENSION OF SENTENCE IN UNITED STATES COURTS, 


By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: = 


Whereas it a rs by official reports filed in the Attorney-General's Office 
that the ce of 88 sentence in criminal cases after conviction 
prevails in many of the district courts of the United States, and particularly in 

middie, and southern districts of Alabama : 

Resolved, the Committee on the J udiciary be, and itis hereby, authorized 
to inquire into the extent, cause, and result of such practice,and report its find- 
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to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS. 


Under clause 3, Rule XXII, the following reports were filed and re- 
ferred, as follows: 

RRIDGE ACROSS ST. CROIX RIVER. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 4574) for the construction of a bridge across the 
St. Croix River; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TILGHMAN WEAVER. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported a bill (I. R. 7210) for the relief of the heirs of Tilgh- 
man Weaver, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to he printed. 

HENRY J. HEWITT. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, also, from the Committee on 
War Claims, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 1849) for the re- 
lief of Henry J. Hewitt, a bill (H. R. 7211) for the relief of Henry J. 
Hewitt; which substitute was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

W. H. COLLARDS ET AL. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, also, from the Committee on 
War Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3069) for the re- 
lief of W. H. Collards ef al.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF MAURICE GRIVOT. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, also, from the Committee on 
War Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3704) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BUSHBY. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 2036) for the relief of William 

Buchby; which was referred to the Committee of the yee House, 

and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
MALINDA GRIMES. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 

reported back favorably the the bill (H. R. 5250) for the relief of Malinda 

8 which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CUMMINGS, DOYLE & co., AND DOYLE & co. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3129) for the relief of Cummings, 
Doyle & Co. and Doyle & Co.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

B. R. HACKNEY. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1944) for the relief of 
BR R. Hackney: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

e SALLY HARDMOND. 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 7212) for the relief Sally Hardmond; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 2185) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Arkansas River, in the Indian Territory; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JEAN LOUIS LEGARE. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1826) for the relief of Jean Louis 
Legaré; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SOUTHERN EXPOSITION, LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 1306) for the relief of the Southern Exposition at 
Louisville, Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M’TAVEY. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Sarah Mo- 
Tavey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OATHS IN PENSION AND OTHER CASES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 578) in relation to 
oaths in pension and other cases; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FORMAN MATTHEWS AND DAVID STOUT PARKER, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, also, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4329) for the 
relief of Forman Mathews and David Stout Parker; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS, TRADE-MARKS, AND COPYRIGHTS. 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 3812) relating to patents, trade-marks, and copy- 
rights; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

FEMALE NURSES IN THE LATE WAR, 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (II. R. 6469) granting relief to the female nurses in 
the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. EDDY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of John M. Eddy, 
Elizabeth K. Carroll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 157) to amend the charter of the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 
mitteeof the Whole House, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered 
to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3056) granting a pension to Theodore J. Shandal; 

A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 1581) increasing pension of Andrew J. Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 1579) granting a pension to John McCool; and 

A bill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to Augustine McLaughlin. 

COPYRIGHTS. 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill (H. R. 3914) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to copyrights, a bill (II. R. 7213) in amend- 
ment of the Revised Statutes relating to copyright; which substitute 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STATE PILOTS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, submitted the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 
1003) exempting coastwise sailing-vessels piloted by their licensed 
masters or by a United States pilot from the obligation to pay State 
pilots for services not rendered; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. PETERS, the Committee on Patents was discharged 
from the further consideration of bills of the following titles, and they 
were severally referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 5615) for the relief of Jearnm Atkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3651) for the relief of William C. Dodge; and 

A bill (H. R. 4449) for the relief of Joseph Trent. 

FANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DURA L. STARK, 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3772) for the relief of Fanny B. Ran- 
dolph and Dora L. Stark, with amendment the bill (H. R. 6063); 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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HEIRS OF PIERRE SAUVE. 
Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
hack with amendment the bill (H. R. 6063) to refer the claim of the 
heirs of Pierre Sauvé to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
REANEY, SON & ARCHBOLD. 

Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2455) for the relief of Reaney, Son & 
Archbold; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

UNION NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. THOMASalso, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3216) for the relief of the Union Na- 
tional Bank of Louisiana, a bill (H. R. 7214) for the relief of the Union 
National Bank of New Orleans, as the successor of the Union Bank of 
Louisiana; which substitute was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. i 

FEDERAL IMMIGRATION LAWS. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, from the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization, reported back favorably a Senate concurrent reso- 
lution providing fora joint investigation of the workings of the Federal 
immigration laws; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SALES OF PROPERTY FOR OVERDUE TAX. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5825) prescribing the times for 
sale and for notices of sales of property in the District of Columbia 
for overdue taxes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

INTEREST ON TAXES. 

Mr. GROUT also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate of interest 
to be charged on es of general and special taxes now due the 
District of Columbia if paid withina time specified; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PROTECTION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, from the Committee on Patents, reported a 
bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two 
suitable persons to represent the United States at the international 
conference in regard to the protection of industrial property, and mak- 
ing an appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following executive communica- 
tions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker 
as follows: 

OCONEE RIVEE, GEORGIA. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, report on the examination and survey of Oconee 
River, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

SURVEY OF OCMULGEE RIVER, GEORGIA. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, report of the examination and survey of the 
Ocmulgee River, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

MAP OF CITY OF AUGUSTA, GA. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting map of the city of 

Augusta, Ga. —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
SURVEY OF THE SAVANNAH RIVER ABOVE AUGUSTA. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, report of the examination and survey of the 
Savannah River above Augusta—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

RECEIPT, DISTRIBUTION, AND SALE OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of 
the Superintendent of Documents, regarding the receipt, distribution, 
and sale of public documents on behalf of the Government—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

ARMY GUN FACTORY. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an in- 
creased estimate from the Secretary of War for machinery and plant at 
army gun factory—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CASES BEFORE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit. 


ting copies of the findings of the court and statements in the following 


namely; 
“William F. Posey vs. The United States; 
John Murdock rs. The United States; and 
William J, Grantham vs. The United States; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, ETC. 


Under the rule, the following bills and resolutions of the Senate were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as indicated below: 
Concurrent resolution requesting the President of the United States to invite 

—— King of the Hawaiian Islands to select delegates to the Pan-American 

congress, 

Resolved by the Senate (Ure House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to invite the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands to select delegates to represent the kingdom in the Pan-American Con- 
gress now assembled at the Capital of this Republic; . 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Concurrent resolution to invite international arbitration as to differences be- 
tween nations, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be, and is hereby, requested to invite from time to time, as fit occasion may 
arise, negotiations with any Government with which the United States has or 
may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or Nay eae aris- 
ing between the two Goyernments, which can not be adjusted by lomatie 
agency, may be referred to arbitration and be peaceably adjusted by such 
means; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S. 16) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to locate Indians 
in Florida upon lands in severalty—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 150) for the relief of William Clift—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (S. 226) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
officers of the United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 

igns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 235) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of William 
E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United States of his 
invention relating to projectiles, for which letters patent were ordered 
to issue to him March 25, 1852—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 242) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow 
and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


A bill (S. 289) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evangel- 


ical Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va.—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

A bill (5. 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (S. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. r 

A bill (S. 755) granting a pension to George Fitzclarence—to thé 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 758) granting a pension to M. Cornelia Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Thomas Dennis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 818) granting a pension to Catherine Morris—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 8 

A bill (S. 828) for the relief of the legal representatives of Chauncey 
M. Lockwood—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
William H. Fenton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1071) for the erection of a statue and monument to James 
Madison—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1296) forthe relief of owners, officers, and crew of the British 
bark Chance—to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1439) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet—to the Committee 
on Claims. ` 

A bill (S. 1752) to amend “An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the regu- 
lation of steam-vyessels,’’ approved August 7, 1882—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2079) for the relief of George W. Madden to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. s 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; 
= said bills were severally read twice and referred as follows, 
namely: 

- 7 PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 7160) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
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other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the sceoin panging repai; ordered to be printed. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. 7161) granting pensions to all 
soldiers and sailors over fifty-five years of age who have served in the 
war of the rebellion, Mexican war, and all other wars—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. J 

By Mr. PICKLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7162) to establish a 
system of subtreasuries, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7163) toerect a public building at Pierre, S. Dak.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7164) to amend and continue in force An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at For- 
est City, Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company, 
approved August 6, 1888—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7165) to establish 
a memorial to Christopher Columbus in the city of Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 7166) to amend section 3 of an act en- 
titled “An act to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two 
judicial districts, and for other purposes —to the Committee on the 
Judi 


udiciary. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7167) to establish a postal telegraph, and for other 


urposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 7168) to provide for the establishment 
of a port of delivery at Rock Island, III.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 7169) toamend the act of Febru- 
ary 12, 1889, for the relief of certain property in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 7170) to authorize the city of Ogden, 
Utah, to assume an increased indebtedness—to the Committee -on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 7171) providing for the prompt re- 
moval of certain newly discovered dangers and obstructions to naviga- 
tion in the Detroit River, Lake St. Clair, the foot of Lake Huron, and 
St. Mary’s River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 7172) for the enactment of an 
act supplementary to An act to provide for taking the eleventh and 
subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 1889—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Eleventh Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7173) to create and establish the pilot service of 
the United States, and to regulate the pilotage of vessels in the ports 
and harbors along the seacoast of the United States—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 7174) providing for the erection of a 
public building at Ogden, Utah—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7175) for the erection of a pub- 
Hie building at Tuscaloosa, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7176) to re- 
organize and equalize the rank and pay of the personnel of the United 
States Navy, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 7177) defining lard, also impos- 
ing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation thereof—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 7178) granting service and disa- 


bility pensions to officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines in the Army |” 


and Navy of the United States of the war of the rebellion, and for other 
pu to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7179) in relation to 
claims arising under the provisions of the captured and abandoned prop- 
erty acts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LODGE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7180) to provide for the 
appointment of assistants to the chiefs of bureaus in the Navy Depart- 
ment—tothe Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7181) to fix the rank of certain ofii- 
cers of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLICK: A bill (H. R. 7182) for the erection of a public 
building at Creston, Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 7183) for relief of Francis L. Haga- 
dorn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to Ellen 
Finnerty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Mary G. 
Caley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 7186) for the relief of John Red- 
mond—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 7187) for the relief of Eli Conner 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: A bill (H. R. 7188) for the relief of William C. 
Watts to the Committee on Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7190) for the relief of Rebekah Wilkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7191) increasing the pension of Mark 
Dare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7192) for the relief of Charles D. 
Jacob—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7193) for removal of charge of 
desertion against Alfred Lane—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 7194) for the relief of John M. Bryan 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7195) granting apen- 
sion to William Rimert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 7196) for the relief of William T. 
Crump—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 7197) for the relief of Andrew P. 
Jenkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7198) granting a pension 
to Joseph Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7199) for the relief 
of George P. Vance—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7200) for the improvement of Black 
Bayou, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 7201) to remove charge of desertion 
against Royal S. White—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7202) for the relief of the es- 
tate of James C. Anderson—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7203) for the relief of William A. Franklin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7204) for the relief of Collin Adams—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7205) for the relief of Meshac Franklin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7206) for the relief of 
Sarah A. Trimble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 7207) for the relief of Joab Brown— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Ry Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7208) to increase the pension of 
Gideon R. Strange—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7209) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Harper’s Ferry, 
W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


A bill (S. 325) for the payment of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, Har- 
rison & Fishback for legal services—Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to Committee on Claims. 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 42) for the relief of John W. Juđson— 
ro uremia on War Claims discharged, and referred to Committee on 

ims. 
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f PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS; Petition of Francis L. Hagadorn, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of H. W. White and 60 others, 
citizens of Lenawee County, Michigan, for a law forbidding speculation 
in farm products by futures, so called—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Mary G. Caley, mother of Herschell 
Caley, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELKNAP; Petition of National Furniture Manufacturers’ 
Association, for the enactment of a law granting liberal mail subsidies 
to American steam-ship lines engaged in foreign trade—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Henry Sharp, praying for the reference 
of his claims (for property) to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Jane A. Marshand others, of Scotia, and W. J. Self 
and others, of Cherryville, Mo., for the repeal of the special limitation 
on pension claims of State militiamen—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Lex- 
ington, Ky., and General Assemblies Presbyterian Church, South Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Chureh, and Southern Baptist Convention, for 
Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Memorial of the Business Men’s Association, 
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James Mallmann and 86 others, George End and 22 and J. H. 
Meade and 22 others, for public building at Sheboygan, Wis.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of the mayor and cit- 
izens of Beverly, N. J., in favor of the per-diem pension law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULLOCK; Twenty-nine petitions of orange-growers of the 
State of Florida, for a higher tariff on oranges—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 4 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Samuel H. James, Robert White, and 
others, of Charlottesville, Ind., in favor of the Indiana and Kansas serv- 
ice-pension disability bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Mark Dare, asking increase of pen- 
sion to $30 per month to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Petition of members of Homesteaders’ Assem- 
bly No. 3140, Knights of Labor, of Iron River and Stambaugh, Iron 
County, Michigan, praying for the forfeiture of certain lands in that 
State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of John A Miller, asking that his name 
be plaeed òn roll of Captain Maxey’S company, Second Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6073, granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nancy Smith—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Mary L. Dent, widow of Warren 
M. Dent, asking for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act and Tucker bill—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CONGER: Resolutions of Des Moines (Iowa) Typographical 
Union, asking for the passage of Senate bill 232, relative to copyrights 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. » 

By Mr. DE HAVEN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Eureka, Cal., asking for appropriation for a light-house on Humboldt 
Bay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Eureka, Cal., asking for 
a public building at said city—to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions of Corinth Post, No. 153, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, favoring the Hovey pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic Post, Bartlett, 
Nebr., favoring the Hovey pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Memorial of citizens of Ogden, Utah, for the pas- 
sage of an act to authorize said city to assume an increased indebted- 
ness—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petitions of merchants of New York, of citizens 
of Boston, and of ship-owners of Philadelphia, New York, Baltimore, 
and Bangor, Me., praying for improvement of Winyah Bay, South Car- 
olina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Marmaton Lodge, F. M. B. A., of 
Gardner, Kans., asking for legislation against monopolies and trusts— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. M. B. A. of Fulton, Kans., asking for the passage 
of the Senate mortgage-indebtedness bill—to the Select Committee on 
the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Charles Meyers and others, 
praying for an appropriation for dredging between South Amboy and 
Great Beds Light in Raritan Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the Board of County Commissioners 
of Minnehaha County, South Dakota, for the correction of Government 
surveys in said State—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of property owners and citizens, in favor 
of H. R. 6676, for the relief of tax-payers for a change of grade—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the Kansas retail implement dealers, 
asking that the raw material from which binding twine is manufact- 
ured be placed on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways 

Also, petition of Jay Hawks Post, No. 140, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, department of Kansas, asking the passage of the disability pen- 
sion bill without the dependent clause; protesting against the idea 
that he must be a pauper before entitled to a pension; asking that 
every soldier’s widow be pensioned at $12 per month; asking for the 

of the service-pension bills, for the repeal of the arrears act, 
for the equalization of bounties, and for the payment to all soldiers the 
difference between their pay as they received it, in depreciated cur- 
rency, and what it would have been if paid in coin—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of Horatio N. Roberts, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Parker County, Texas, for 
the removal of the Federal court from Graham, Tex., to Weatherford, 
Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANSING: Petition of M. H. Flaherty and others, for a pen- 
sion for Follett Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWS (by request): Petition of 856 citizens of Nebraska, in 
support of the Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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and Means. 


RECORD HOUSE. 


By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of citizens of Sterling, Kans., favor- 
ing a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relative to bill to set aside proceedings of a general court- 
martial in the case of Norman A. Ballard, Eighty-fifth Illinois Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Morris and 50 others, of Blaine, Kans., 
asking for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MORROW: Petition of silk-workers residing in San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., in favor of House bill 584, entitled “A bill to modify ex- 
isting laws relating to duties on imports, and the collection of the rey- 
enue’’—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of the Brewers’ Association of Evans- 
ville, Ind., against any increase of import duty on hops—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Calvert Lodge, No.755, F. M. B. A., of Posey County, 
Indiana, against monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. z ; 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of A. B. Greenwood, late Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, asking for relief against judgment in Federal courts— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PENINGTON; Petition of 181 citizens of Wilmington, Del., 
asking for a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia and other 
Government employés—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Kansas Association of Retail Imple- 
ment Dealers, asking to have the raw material from which binding- 
woe is made placed on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Retail Dealers’ Association of Kansas 
City, Mo., favoring free binding-twine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Harney County, Kansas, for a service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, PHELAN: Petition of W. H. Moncrief, for reference of his 
claim, for stores and supplies used by United States Army, to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. D. Jordan, guardian of minor children of Clai- 
horn Deloach, deceased, to refund purchase money paid at direct-tax 
sales—to the Committee on War Claims, 
ates petition of Leger Restle, for relief—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, petitionof Abbie P. Anderson, John Batemen, Mary L. Skields, 
and Sarah W. Jones, widow of ex-Governor James W. Jones, of Tennes- 
see, asking for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Charles S. Blood, asking for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. J. Cosgrove, George H. Martin, and Marshall 
De F. Wilden, asking for relief to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 18 citizens of Stark County, Illinois, for the p: 
of a bill to pension Mrs, Sarah E. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, petition and papers in the case of Howard Willison—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of Sons of Veterans of Hatfield Camp, 
No. 399, Ohio division, for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of 600 citizens of Scranton, Pa., asking 
for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of William B. Webb and Henry R. Elliott, trustees, 
praying for the passage of an act of Congress authorizing the sale of lot 
corner of H and Nineteenth streets in Washington City—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of 200 residents of Lewis County, New 
York, asking that duty on hops be fixed at 25 cents—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of farmers of Lewis County, New York, asking an in- 
crease of tariff duties on certain farm products—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of Sons of Veterans’ Camp 337, West 
Salem, Ohio, asking Congress to pass a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 29 oid soldiers of Chagrin Falls, Ohio, asking for 
pension legislation granting a service-pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 67 old soldiers of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, asking for 
pension legislation, giving same precedence to any legislation looking 
to a reduction of revenue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Papers in support of the claim of 
William A. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, asking 
that in appropriation bill made for Agricultural Department an appro- 
priation be made for an experimental station in Texas, in the interest 
of the growth of sugar products and the manufacture of sugar—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Twenty papers relating to the claim 
of H. Corth—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of W. F. secretary American 
bhath Union, asking for a Sanday-rest law—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. * 

ne Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, favoring 
the Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of letter-carriers of Milwaukee, praying for the passage 
of House bill 3863, relating to salaries, ete.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. i 

Also, memorial of Business Men’s Association of Sheboygan, Wis., 
in relation to Government building at said place—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WIKE: Statement of John Q. Brown, in support of the pen- 
sion claim of Anna Kupfer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of B. M. Palmer, D. D., and others, 
citizens of New Orleans, La., for a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia and for Government employés—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: Petition of citizens of Bridgeport, Conn,, in re- 
lation to Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 19, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


AGREEMENT WITH SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the Sth instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting a re of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
accompanying agreement with the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Da- 
kota or Sioux Indians, for the purchase and release of the surplus lands in the 
Lake Traverse Indian reservation, in the States of North and South Dakota, the 
negotiations for said purchase and release having been conducted under the au- 
thority contained in the fifth section of the general allotment act of February 
3 18 (4 Siats., 358), which provides, among other things, that the purchase 
1 not be complete until ratified by Congress, and the form and manner of 
executing such release shall also be by Co! 45 

This t involves a departure from the terms of the general allotment 
actin at least one important particular. It gives to each member of the tribe 
100 acres of land without regard to age or sex, while the general law gives this 
allotment only to heads of families. There are, I think, serious objections to 
the basis adopted in the general law, y in its application to married 
women; but, if the basis of the agreement herewith submitted is acce „it 
would, I think, result, in some cases where there are large families of minor 
children, in excessive allotments to a Single family. ` ver is done in this 
har page of course become in some senso a precedent in the cases yet to be dealt 


Perbaps the question of the payment by the United States of the annuities 
which were forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863 (12 Stats., 652) should not 
have been considered in connection with this negotiation for the cession of 
these lands. But it a that a refusal to consider this claim would have 
terminated the negotiation, and if the claim is just its allowance has already 
been too long delayed. The forfeiture declared by the act of 1963 unjustly in- 
cluded the annuities of certain In of these bands who were not only guilty 
of no fault, but who rendered meritorious services in the armies of the United 
States in the suppression of the Sioux outbreak and in the war of the rebellion. 

The agreement submitted, as I understand, provides for the peruna of the 
annuities justly due to these friendly Indians, to all the members of the two 
bands per capita. This is said to be the unanimous wish of the Indians, anda 
distribution to the friendly Indians and their descendants only would now be 

A o pac kort bmitted for th: ideration of Congress. 

‘The ment y submi ior the considera’ o 
BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 18, 1890. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the message and accompanying papers 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed. 


The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of January 13, 1890, a copy of the report from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and the report from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in regard to the northern boundary of the Warm Springs 
Indian reservation; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the action of that Depart- 
ment in endeavoring to secure a site for a public building in Buffalo, 
N. V., to accommodate the post-office and other Government offices at 
that place; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT BLISS MILITARY RESERVATION. 
The bill (H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, 
the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, and for a new 
site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon was read twice 
its title. 
Wir REAGAN, The Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate 
have reported a bill in the exact terms of the one adopted by the other 
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House, and if agreeable to the Senate I should like to have the Senate 
bill indefinitely postponed and the House bill passed now. 

I will state that the military reservation at Fort Bliss has been fre- 
quently reported as insufficient by the War Department on account of 
its not being large enough and because the Southern Pacific Railroad 
runs directly through it. The citizens of El Paso propose to donate to 
the Government a thousand acres of land for theestablishment of a post 
without expense to the Government, and it is believed that the prop- 
erty of the present post can be sold for enough to put up proper build- 
ings on the largerand better grounds which the city of El Paso offers 
to give. It meets the approval of the Secretary of War, and the ap- 
proval of the Major-General commanding the Army, and of the officers 
in command in that department. As the bill meets with the approval 
of the military and has passed the House of Representatives and re- 
ceived the recommendation of the Senate Committee on Military Affairs, 
I should be glad if the Senate would allow the Senate bill to be indefi- 
nitely postponed and adopt the House bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the House bill, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the bill reported from any committee? 

Mr. REAGAN. It passed the other House, and a bill has been re- 
ported from the Military Committee of the Senate in exactly the same 
terms. 

Mr. INGALLS. When? 

Mr. REAGAN. It was reported about a week ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report was made on the 12th of Feb- 


ruary. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; it is on the Calendar, No. 398. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not see the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs here. It seems that the bill reported from the Military 
Committee of the Senate was with amendments. 

Mr. REAGAN, Yes, sir; and those amendments were to make it 
conform to the House bill which has been passed by that body. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Inow move that the bill (S. 1645) to provide for 
the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, Texas, the sale or removal of the im- 
porone thereof, and for a new site and the construction of suitable 

uildings thereon be indefinitely postponed. ofa 

The motion was agreed to. Í A 


A — 
/ PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS./ 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented two petitions of citizens of New Jer- 
sey and Kentucky, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented the petition of Robert Storie Post, No. 104, De- 
partment of Kentucky, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for cer- 
tain pension legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. i 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 850 members of St. John’s 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; a petition of the Sab- 
bath Association of Binghamton, N. Y., and a petition of a mass-meet- 
ing of citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., praying for the passage of a Sun- 
ee law; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 

T. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of Benjamin P. Snyder, Charles 
C. Glover, E. Francis Riggs, Hyde & Matthews, trustees of the Cor- 
coran estate, and John B. Henderson and others, 52 in number, prop- 

-owners and persons to be accommodated by the proposed cable 
railway described in Senate bill 2590, praying for the passage of that 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of J. Devereux and 15 other citizens 
of Raleigh, N. C., praying for the remonetization of silver; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public post of Bartlett, Nebr., praying for the passage of the per diem 
rated pension bill, and the repeal of the limit in present arrears law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John H. Patterson, of Chicago, III., 
praying for an increase of the salaries of United States postal clerks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church (202 members) of Lebanon, Van Buren County, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying for certain amendments to the bill now pending in 
the Senate to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the reve- 
nue; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Mrs, Laura E. Skeels, of 
Austin, Cook County, Illinois, praying for the payment to her daughter 
of accrued ion due Nancy M. Elmendorf, deceased, dependent 
mother of der F. Elmendorf, late a private of Company K,Second 
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New York Cavalry; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 
He also presented the petition of Malvina A. Maltby, widow of Gen- 


eral Jasper A. Maltby, praying for the of a special pension act 
for her relief; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Amity Lodge of Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association of West Liberty, III., praying for the enactment of a 
law prohibiting the selling of promises to deliver any farm produce or 
stock products by those who are not owners thereof; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Knights of Labor of Pullman, III., 
praying that the Commissioner of the Census ascertain what percentage 
of the people are tenants, and also how many people occupy and ope- 
rate their own farms, and what proportion of the people are free from 
debt; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Messrs. Swift & Co., by G. II. 
Swift, president of the Chicago Stock-Yard Board, Chicago, III., Griffin- 
Martin Company, and 46 others, praying that the Fifty-first Congress 
authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and 
his asso iates for the entire work of improving Harlem River, New 
York, for a sum not exceeding $1,350,000, to be completed March 31, 
1892; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of citizens of Connecticut inter- 
ested in orange production in Florida, praying that a duty of $1 a box 
be placed upon foreign oranges. The petition, though addressed to my- 
self, should have been to the Senate. I move that it be received and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions adopted by the A. O. Heald 
Post, No. 192, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republie, 
praying for the passage of a service-pension bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Winnebago tribe of 
Indians in Wisconsin, praying for a special police corps; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present communications from the St. Louis and 
New Orleans Anchor Line Company and from the St. Louis aud Missis- 
sippi Valley Transportation Company, addressed to the president of the 
St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, and resolutions of the St. Louis Mer- 
chants’ Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the bill pro- 
posing to change the height of the Memphis bridge. I move that these 
communications be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented two petitions gathered by the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union and signed by citizens of Kansas and 
Missouri, praying for the passage of what is known as the Sunday-rest 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by McPherson (Kans.) Grand 
Army of the Republic Post, 87, and a petition of citizens of Sterling, 
Kans., praying for the passage of certain pension legislation; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, P 

He also presented a petition of the Olathe (Kans. ) Grange 118, Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, and a petition of Grange 68. Farmers’ Alliance, of Gard- 
ner, Kans., praying for action upon the bill for the suppression of trusts; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ Exchange and 
Co-operative Association, of Wichita, Kans., remonstrating against the 
issue of Government bonds for whatever purpose, and in favor of a legal- 
tender currency; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the State Grange of Colorado, 
praying that the soldiers of the regular Army be put to work in the con- 
struction of reservoirs and ditches, and that compensation be made by 
allowing them land warrants on reclaimed lands; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 563 citizens of Iowa, praying 

or the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. i 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Davenport (Iowa) Busi- 
ness Men's Association, in favor of locating a gun foundry at Rock Island 
arsenal; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


\ He also presented a resolution adopted by the Des Moines (Iowa) 


‘ Typographical Union, No. 118, in favor of the passage of the interna- 
tional copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A. W. White and other farmers, 
members of the Farmers’ Alliance, Garrison, Iowa, praying for legis- 
lation to prohibit boards of*trade, bucket shops, and mercantile bodies 
and individuals from fixing the value on the raw or manufactured 
produce of American farms by sales of promises of future deliveries; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Platt Farmers’ Alliance 
of Kent, Iowa, praying for the passage of such laws as will prevent 
speculation in farm products, and also in favor of the passage of a bill 
authorizing the United States to loan money to farmers at a iow rate 
“i interest; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 


He presented resolutions adopted by Henry Howard Post, No. 


259, Grand Army of the Republic, of Strawberry Point, Iowa, favoring 
the passage of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- 
niittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST. I present a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
St. Louis and other citizens of that city, remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill which is now pending before the Committee on Com- 
merce proposing to amend the act which authorizes the construction of 
the bridge at Memphis, Tenn. I will ask that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; but I wish to state in this con- 
nection that a report upon the bill to which the memorial refers has 
been prepared by the Committee on Commerce adverse to the bill, but 
= has 8 withheld at the request of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 

ARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to my friend from Missouri that I 
desire that the report shall be withheld for some time. Of course I 
shall acquiesce in the action of the committee, but certain friends of 
the measure are appealing to the committee to hear them, and I hope 
as a matter of courtesy to those friends they will be heard, and then I 
shall acquiesce in whatever conclusion the committee arrive at. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2213) to regulate the pay of employés at the 
Washington navy-yard, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2214) to remunerate employés in the United States navy-yards for 
time lost in consequence of injuries received in said yards, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1034) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L. Day, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 316) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George McDougall, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 948) for the relief of Laban Heath & Co., of Boston, 
Mass., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1025) for the relief of Commander George M. Bache, 
United States Navy (retired), reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1424) to provide for the disposal of the interest 
on the Virginius indemnity fund, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2030) donating condemned cannon and small arms 
to Naval Post No. 400, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Pennsylvania, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 246) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the proper accounting officers to restate, settle, and pay to the owners 
of private dies the balance of commissions due them, reported it with- 
ont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 388) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against the record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the Navy 
Department, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 826) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2107) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2740) to provide 
for the erection of an additional fire-proof building for the National Mu- 
seum; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for 
exportation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food 
or drink, and authorizing the President to make proclamation in cer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 9, of the present session, 
being a communication from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy 
of findings of fact filed by that court in the case of George Brown vs. 
The United States, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


agreed to. 
Healso, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred 
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Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 5 of the present session, being a 
communication ſrom the Court of Claims, transmi a copy of find- 
ings of fact filed by that court in the case of A. Webster Shaffer vs. 
The United States, asked to be disc from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
fo whom was referred the bill (S. 1926) for the relief of Mary L. Ross, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 945) for the relief of women enrolled as army nurses, ete,, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report theron. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
2 bills, reported them adversely; and they were postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

A bill (S. 1892) for the relief of women enrolled as army nurses; 


and 
A bill (S. 2669) granting pensions to army nurses, 
STEAMER SAN BENITO, 


Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American regis- 
ter for a steamer to he named San Benito, owned by a corporation of 
the State of California, to report it favorably without amendment. 

This steamer has just been completedin California at a cost of about 
$65,000 and will be classed ‘‘first class. She is ready to take a cargo, 
and her owners are very anxious that this bill shall be sent to the 
other House now, I ask unanimous consent that the bill may receive 
consideration at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill had better be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD PRODUCTS. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce to report a resolution in response to a resolution adopted by the 
Senate instructing the Committee on Interstate Commerce to make cer- 
tain investigations touching the question of transportation, and I ask 
the Senate to consider the resolution at the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the “act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
amendments thereto, direct the Interstate Commerce Commission to enforce the 
provision of the act requiring rates of common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce to be reasonable and just, and authorize the commission to deter- 
mine as to the reasonableness or unreasonableness of such rates; and 

Whereas it is alleged that, by reason of exceasive freight rates on lines of rail- 
ways subject to the jurisdiction of the act of Congress to regulate commerce 
between the several States, the great s@ction of the country lying between 
the Rocky Mountains and the principal food-distribution centers of the East 
finds itself unable to market its food products and obtain for them the actual 
cost of production: Therefore, 

Be tiresolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and is hereby, di- 
rected at the earliest practicable time to make an investigation of the allega- 
tion above stated, and to n and report to the Senate whether such rates 
are reasonable or unreasonable, and whether a reduction of such rates is pre- 
vented or hindered by reason of the operation of any provision of the ‘act to 
regulate commerce,” and whether a more stringent enforcement of the act re- 
ferred to is practicable and would remedy the evils complained of. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask for the immediate consideration of the-resolu- 
tion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks for the 
resent consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again. 
The resolution was read; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2741) providing for sundry 
light-houses and otheraids to navigation on the Great Lakes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2742) granting a pension to Malvina P. 
Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2743) to promote irrigation; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2744) for the relief of Arthur L. Fish; 
9 —. was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2745) to confer jurisdiction upon the 
circuit courts of the United States in certain cases; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2746) to amend an act approved 
May 9, 1888, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act au- 
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thori the Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims of postmas- 
asni br by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty,’’’ ap- 
proved March 17, 1882; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2747) to fix the rate of postage on 
riodical publications containing the print or reprint of books; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2748) to provide for the ex- 
amination, survey, and completion of certain harbors and public works 
and the removal of certain dangers and obstructions to navigation on 
the great northwestern lakes and waters connected therewith, and mak- 
ing appropriations therefor: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Augustus J. Wernitsch; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2750) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Almon R. Tobey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 2751) for the relief of Martha G. 
Campbell, executrix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2752) for the relief of Martha G. Camp- 
bell, executrix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2753) granting a pension to 
Polly McArthur; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to 
Walter P. Harrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2755) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Malvina A. Maltby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. E 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Dexter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2757) granting a pension to Jesse 
Crosen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
T. Glenn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Reeves; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2760) for the relief of Caro- 
line T. Bancroft, executrix and trustee of William S. Bancroft, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

referred.to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 2761) granting a 
pension to Mrs, Sarah A. Aspold; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2762) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth F. Long; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 2763) to define the routes of 
steam-railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


ASSASSINATION OF W. B. SAUNDERS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call forthe Calendar. I give notice now, before 
anybody gets the floor, that I shall insist upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER on the 17th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate any 
information in his possession with reference to the recent assassination at Quincy, 
Fia., of W. B. Saunders, United States deputy marshal for the district of Florida. 
f The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. PASCO. Before the resolution is adopted I would like to make 
some remarks upon it. I do not know whether it is the intention of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to present any remarks at this time. 
If not, I will take the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My object in offering the resolution was to have 
it adopted. I have no desire to submit any remarks unless it may be 
in reply to those of the Senator from Florida. I should like to ask the 
Senator whether he objects to the passage of the resolution. 


1890. 


Mr. PASCO. I do not object to it. I shall offer an amendment to 
it before I get through with my remarks, “uk 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. PASCOE. Mr. President, it was not my design to bring the dif- 
ficulties with reference to Florida before the Senate, and when the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire gave me an opportunity to do so at the close 
of the speech which I made last month [avoided as far as I could any 
reference to them. I refrained from any extended remarks upon this 
subject at that time because these questions were before the executive 
session of the Senate upon the confirmation of the judge and district at- 
torney and marshal for that district. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire now brings the matter up 
again, and it is my purpose this morning to lay before the Senate in a 
detailed form all the acts of that court and its entire history, so that 
the country in considering these matters which haye recently arisen, 
and the Senate, may have the benefit of all the facts which have trans- 
pired before that court. - 

It will be remembered that Judge Settle, the former district judge 
of the northern district of Florida, died during the recess of the last 
Congress, early in December, 1888. During the following session, the 
second session of that Congress, the vacancy was not filled. A name 
was sent in by the President, but no confirmation followed. The Fif- 
tieth Congress adjourned. The present Administration came into power. 
There was another session of the Senate, and it passed without the ap- 
pointment of any successor to Judge Settle. After the adjournment 
of the session, which occurred after the announcement that there were 
no further appointments to act upon, Mr. Swayne was appointed dis- 
trict judge. He has never been confirmed. He entered upon the du- 
ties of the office without the advice and consent of the Senate. 

In this connection I wish to call attention to a report of the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate made during the last Congress, being Executive 
Document No. 2, from which the injunction of secrecy has been removed. 
I will read the views of the committee with reference to an appointment 
of that character, as expressed at that time. The committee say: 

The undersigned have no criticism to make upon the personal worthiness of 
the gentleman who has filled the place during the recess of the Senate and who 
is now, without the advice and consent of the Senate, exercising its most im- 

rtant powers; but they can not allow the question of such an exercise (as they 

ieve) of unwarranted power on the part of the Executive to pass into an un- 
questioned precedent. 

The foregoing observations, of course, apply to all cases of filling up of offices 
for the first time created by Presidential appointment made without the advice 
and consent of the Senate. But it is perhaps proper to add that in the case of 
judicial offices the oreo Hh to say the least of it, of such a course must be 
very 1 8 5 The constitutional judicial officers of the United States, it is pro- 
vided in the Constitution itself, shall hold their offices during good behavior. 
The principle upon which this clause rests and the just policy upon which it 
should be exercised is that the possessor of a judicial office should, while he is 
exercising its functions, be beyond the temptations either of bias, fear, or favor. 

If this be so, and it clearly is, it would seem to be anomalous that an officer 
whose permanent commission was to continue during good behavior should, 
as it may often happen, for a long period of time be exercising his high judicial 
functions at the risk of exciting the displeasure of the members of the Senate 
on the one hand and of stimulating their gupport on the other, according to 
the influence that his Judicial conduct and judgments might produce in the com- 
munities whence Senators come, 

The undersigned think, therefore, waiving the question of the strict consti- 
tutional power of the President to fill up a vacancy huppening in the office of a 
constitutional judge during a recess of the Senate bya temporary appointment, 
that it is against the 22 philosophy and policy of our constitutional system 
that such offices should be filled in any instance (saving some extreme emer- 
gency) without the advice and consent of the Senate, the end that the con- 
stitulional jud should be at all times, when exercising fis office, the very offi- 
cer in spirit and in fact that the Constitution in its principal provisions describes, 
namely, one whose tenure does not depend upon any favor or prejudice what- 
ever, but only upon his own conduct (to be brought in question only in a ju- 
dicial procedure), forthe permanence of his place. 


The following is from the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
the chairman of the committee: 


Technically, of course, the questions herein discussed are not necessarily pre- 
sented in this nomination, which does not show on its that Mr. Lacombo 
had been appointed in the manner before stated or is now exercising the duties 
of the office, and, therefore, it might be considered that the Senate would bein 
no way eommitted to acquiescence in, such action as the President has thought 
fit totake in the matter by a simple advice to the appointment; but the under- 
signed, fearing that such a course of procedure might be claimed hereafter to 
be a precedent for the exercise of such authority on the part of the President, 
have thought it fit to put on record their views as before stated, so that this ac- 
tion of confirming Mr, Lacombe may not be turned into an unquestioned prece- 


dent, 
GEO. F. EDMUNDS. 


The undersigned agree to the general doctrines of the foregoing statement of 
views, but do not concur in the qualifying phrases contained in the last para- 
graph, changing said paragraph so that it shall read us follows, namely: 

“The undersigned think, therefore, that it is against pat ys philosophy and 
policy of our constitutional system that such offices should be filled in any in- 
stance without the advice and consent of the Senate, tothe end that the consti- 
tutional ju should be at all times, when exercising his office, the very officer, 
in spirit and in fact, that the Constitution in its principal provisions described, 
namely, one whose tenure does not opena upon any favor or prejudice what- 
ever, but only upon his own conduct(to be brought in question only in ajudicial 
procedure), for the permanence of his place.” 

We append our names to the statement, 

JAMES F. WILSON. 
JOHN J. INGALLS. 
JAMES L. PUGH. 


Notwithstanding those views, Mr. President, Mr. Swayne was ap- 
pointed, and during the recess, before being confirmed and without the 
ad vice and consent ot the Senate, he entered upon the functions of judge, 
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The regular term of the circuit court at Jacksonville, which had com- 
menced December, 1888, had been held and continued from time to time 
by other judges designated by the circuit judge, and either the regular 
or an adjourned term was at recess when the ad interim appointment was 
made. Mr, Swayne attended on the day to which the court had been 
adjourned, and there were also present Joseph N. Stripling as district 
attorney and John R. Mizell as marshal, both of whom also held ad in- 
terim commissions. 

The northern district of Florida is divided into three divisions, and 
by law terms are required to be held in each division of the district: 
one at Jacksonville, in the eastern division; one at Tallahassee, in the 
middle division; and one at Pensacola, in the western division. Tal- 
lahassee is by rail 166 miles from Jacksonville. Pensacola is 203 
miles from Tallahassee and 369 from Jacksonville. These divisions 
were established by a rule of court made by the former district judge, 
and the rule was based upon acts of Congress establishing these terms 
of the court for the trial of offenses in the part of the State where they 
were committed. Without any motion made in open court, without 
any notice to anybody, without any public announcement of such ac- 
tion, this just rale of court was secretly set aside on July 2, 1889. 

Tt was further ordered at the same time and in the same manner that 
the commissioner be intrusted with the dangerous and unlawful power 
of determining the times and places to which all criminal process and 
bonds should be returnable, without regard to the nearest terms of the 
court, either with reference to time or place. 

By another section of the same order the jury commissioner was re- 
moved, and by another order a new commissioner was appointed. I 
ask that the Secretary read the order. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TUESDAY MORNING, July 2, 1889, 

Court met pursuant to adjournment. 

Present, the Hon. Charles Swayne, district judge J. N. Stripling, United 
States attorney; John R. Mizell, marshal; Philip alter, clerk. 

Court was aoe. opened by the marshal. 

It is ordered that the order of this court made and entered on the 6th day of 
January, A. D. 1882, in the words and figures following: 

“It is ordered thut the counties of Escambia, Santa Rosa, Walton, Holm 
and Washington shall constitute the western division of the northern distri 
of Florida, and the counties of Jackson, Calhoun, Liberty, Franklin, Gadsden, 
Leon, Wakulla, Jefferson, Madison, Taylor, and Lafayette shall constitute the 
middle division of the said district, and the counties of Hamilton, Suwannee, 
Columbia, Baker, Bradford, Alachua, Levy, Marion, Sumter, Putnam, Cla 
Duval, Nassau, St. John's, Volusia, Orange, Brevard, Dade, and any part of said 
e PON in any of the above counties shall constitute the eastern division of 
an rist. ` 

“Itis further ordered that hereafterall misdemeanors or other criminal offe 
cognizable by the district or circuit court of the United States for said district 
which may be committed in any of the counties constituting the said western 
division shall be made returnable to a term of the court to be held at Pensacola, 
and in all misdemeanors or other criminal offenses which may be committed in 
any of the counties constituting the said middle division shall be made return- 
able to a term to be held at Tallahassee, and those which may be committed in 

ny of the counties constituting the said eastern division shall be made return- 
able to a term to be held at Jacksonville. 

“Tt is further ordered that each clerk and commissioner of either of said courts 
shall bo furnished by the clerk at Jacksonville with a cop: of this order, and 
that the said commissionersact according thereto in recogn los persons charged 
with orimes and misdemeanors and in returning pepers: 
be, and the same is hereby, vacated, revoked, annulled, and set aside, and shall 
no longer be of force or effect in the northern district of Florida, 

It is farther ordered that any and all other order or orders of this court here- 
tofore passed dividing said district into divisions as aforesaid be, and the same 
are hereby, vacated, revoked, annulled, and set aside, and shall no longer be of 
force or effect in said district, 

It is further ordered that in all crimes and offenses cognizable by the author- 
ity of the United States it shall be the duty of commissioners to make all crim- 
inal process and bonds returnable to such place of holding court within said 
district as in their judgment will best subserve the ends of justice. 

It is further ordered that the order of this court passed on the Ist day of Doe · 
cember, A. D.1879, whereby T. E. Buckman, of the county of Duval, was ap- 
pointed the jury commissioner of said court pursuant to the provisions of sec- 
tion 2 of an act of Congress, aparos June 30, A. D. 1879, entitled “An neb 
making appropriations for certain judicial expenses for the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 13, 1880, and for other purposes,“ be and the same is 
hereby set aside and revoked, and the said T. E. Buckman is hereby removed, 
and shall no longer be authorized to act as such commissioner under the pro- 


visions of the aforesaid act, 
CHAS, SWAYNE, District Judge. 


In re jury commissioner.—Order appointing commissioner, 


It is ordered that J. O. Farnell, of Suwannee County, within said district, be, 
and he is hereby, appointed the jury commissioner of said court, pursuant to 
the provisions of section 2 of an act of Congress approved June 30, A. D. 1879, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for certain judicial expenses for the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1880, and for other purposes.” 

It is further ordered that the said J. O. Farnell signify his acceptance-of said 
position in writing and file the same in the clerk's office, to be recorded in the 
minutes of said court, and that he take the following oath: I, J. O. Farnell, do 
solemnly swear that I will support, protect, and defend the Constitution and 
Government of the United States of America, and that I will, to the best of my 
ability and judgment, discha the duties required of me by law as jury com- 
ai ay eps Ay ich oath shall be filed with the clerk and recorded in the minutes 
of said cou 

It is further ordered that tlie clerk and jury commissioner do forthwith select 


six hundred names,as required by law, from which the juries to serve at said 
courts shall be drawn, 
[seat] CHAS, SWAYNE, District Judge. 
A true copy: 


PHILIP WALTER, Clerk. 
Mr. PASCO, It was objected, Mr. President, that the new commis- 
sioner was not a well known Democrat within the meaning of the law. 
In 1882 Mr. Stripling, with the aid of some other politicians of the 
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State, attempted to get up an independent party. He himself was a 
candidate on the county ticket of that party for the Legislatare from 
Madison County, where he resided. There was a pamphlet published 
about that time in Tallahassee, Fla., similar in some to the 
Congressional Directory, in which the sketches and biographies of the 
different members of the islature were given. The prefatory re- 
marks show the manner in which they were obtained. It states: 

These sketches are necessarily brief, giving the name, time, and place or 
birth, manner of bringing up, kind of education, profession, oravocation, ete., 
of each member; this information has been derived from original sources, from 
the members themselves. 

It is stated on page 40 of this pamphlet, from which I read, that Mr. 
Striplingisan Independent in politics.“ This is his own position and his 
own statement. Two years later the Republican party of Florida aban- 
doned its organization and united with this Independent party, and Mr. 
Pope wasits candidate for governor. Mr. Stripling was during the same 
year its candidate in his own county for the State senate, and he was 
elected as a member of that party to the State senate in that year. 

In the election of 1884 the Independent party was defeated and it 
went down as a State party, but it still kept up an existence in sev- 
eral of the counties of the State. Mr. Striping at the last election en- 

in this Independent movement in his own county in 1858, and 

e division in that county was mainly upon these party lines, the 
Democratic party upon the one side and the Independent party, of 
which Mr. Stripling was a member, not a candidate at that election, 
but a member, on the other side. 

In Columbia County Mr. Farnell was the representative of this 
party, and was elected in a previous year as a member of the Legisla- 
ture and served in the Legislature when supported by the Independ- 
ents of his own county of Columbia. 

The new commissioner was then in sympathy with this movement, 
and had acted with it in county matters, and Mr. Stripling in having 
him appointed selected a member of the same political organization to 
which he himself belonged. The law required that the commissioner 
should be a well known member of the principal political party in the 
district opposing that to which the clerk belongs. The clerk was Re- 
publican, The former commissioner wasa Democrat. Thenew commis- 
sioner should have been aDemocrat. Instead of being a Democrat the 
objection was made that he belonged to this Independent movement. 

The change in the rule abolishing the divisions of the district made 
it possible for the court officers at Jacksonville to draw into their con- 
trol most of the criminal business of the court. It largely increased the 


fees and costs of the clerk and marshal there and the mileage of the’ 


marshal and his depus s. But this is a small matter compared to the 
injustice done to the citizens. 

By reference to whit I said awhile ago as to distances it will be 
seen that accused persons living in the middle district, who were en- 
titled to trial at Tallahassee, were, by the new arrangement, liable to 
be carried 166 miles from their homes for examination and trial, when 
there wasa r term of court held every year at Tallahassee, within 
easy reach of their homes; and that those living at Pensacola were liable, 
under this new order of practice, to be indicted at and carried to Jack- 
sonville, 369 miles from their homes, leaving Pensacola, where there 
was aterm of the court held by law every year, passing Tallahassee, 203 
miles from their homes, where there was also a term of the court held 
by law every year, and ing 166 miles farther to be tried ata 
term of the court in Jacksonville, at the eastern end of the State, 

After making these changes in the machinery of the court a special 
term was called to meet in October. The grand jury and the panel of 

tit jurors were drawn to be in attendance at the openingof the court. 
By an examination of thelist of the grand jurors, with the aid of per- 
sons from the different counties, if was found that twenty-two out of 
twenty-three drawn and summoned were members of the same political 
party. Some of these were absent and their places were filled, not, as 
required by the impartial jury law, by drawing their names from the 
jury-box, but by summoning Republicans from among the bystanders. 

In order that the terms of the jury law and the lawful method of 
drawing jurors may be understood, I quote the! anguage of the impartial 
jury law, which was approved June 30, 1879: - 

And that all such jurors, dand petit, including those aummoned during 
the session of the court, shall be publicly drawn from a box containing at the time 
of each drawing the names of not less than three hundred persons possessing 
the qualifications prescribed in section 800 of the Revised Statutes, which names 
ahali haye been placed therein by the clerk of such court and a commissioner, 
to be appointed by the judge thereof, which commissioner shall be a citizen of 

ding, residing in the district in which such court is held and a well 

own member of the principal political party in the district in which the court 

is held opposing that to whic the clerk may belong, the clerk and said com- 

missioner cach to place one name in said box alternately, without reference to 
party affiliations, until the whole number required shall be placed therein, 

A challenge to the array of the grand jury was made in behalf of a 
person who bad been bound over to await the action of the grand jury 
on a charge of violation of the postal laws, on the ground that the new 
commissioner was not a well known member of the Democratic party 
in the district. The issue was joined and a motion to quash the panel 
was overruled. 

A further ground of challenge was made in behalf of another party 
who had been bound over ov a charge of violating the election laws, 
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that the grand jury had been selected in violation of law. A demurrer 
was filed to this ground and it was sustained. 

Tread from a pamphlet, made up by the clerk of the court, containing 
these challenges to the array: 


Now comes Owen K. Paxton, who is held toanswer to this term of said court on 
the charge of conspiring to prevent by force and intimidation one O. L, Morrison 
from holding an office of trust under the United States, and challenges the array 
of grand jurors summoned herein and moves to quash the venire for said grand 
jurors on the ground that said grand jurors have not been sel , drawn, and 
summoned in accordance with law, in that the person who acted as jury com- 
missioner in selecting and drawing said jurors, to wit, J, O. Farnell, is not and 
was not when appointed such or commissioner and was not when acting as 
such jury commissioner in selecting and drawing said jurors a well known 
member of the Democratic party in said district, that being the principal polit- 
ical party in said district opposed to the Republican party, to which latter party 
the clerk of said court, Philip Walter, belongs. 

JOSEPH B. a RISTIE, 


C. M. COOPE 
Atlorneys for Paxton, 
. UNITED STATES vs. 5. A. PAGE. 

Now comes S. A. Page aforesaid and assigns for additional ground for his 
challenge of the array of grand jurors, spread upon the motion-docket on the 
7th day of October, A. D. 1889, that said grand jurors were not selected without 
regard to party affiliations as requi by act of Congress, bnt that the act 
of Congress was violated therein, as is manifest from the fact that nearly all of 
the grand jurors are Republicans, to wit: That of twenty-three Krena jurors 
drawn from the box and included in said-venire twenty-two are Republicans 
and only one is a member of the Democratic party, as the said Paxton is in- 
formed and belleves and offers to prove, as the court may direct. 

J. B. CHRISTIE, 
C. M. COOPER, 
Defendants Attorneys. 


Upon the first ground issue was joined, evidence was taken by afi- 
davit, and the court overruled the motion. On the second ground 
there was a demurrer entered, admitting the facts properly pleaded, 
and the demurrer was sustained, Later in the session three persons 
residing in the middle division of the court, nearly 150 miles from Jack- 
sonville and about 20 miles from Tallahassee, moved to have their cases 
transferred to the term of the court to be held at Tallahassee. Their 
motion was in the following words: 


In the circuit court of the United States for the northern district of Florida. 


The United States vs, W. R. Grantham, J. C. Barclay, and Jack Peacock, violat- 
ing election laws. 


And now come the defendants, W. R. Grantham, J. C. Barclay, and Jack Pea- 
cock, in the above-stated cause, by their attorneys, and move to continue the 
said cause to the term ofthe court to be held at Tallahassee on the first Monda 
in February next, and to transfer the papers therein to on the fol- 
lowing grounds, to wit: 

1. The defendants live in Jefferson County, about 150 miles from Jacksonville 
and about 22 miles from Tallahassee, and the expense of meeting the accusa- 
—.— sios them is largely increased by requiring them to be tried so faraway 

rom home. 

2, These defendants are in moderate circumstances, and can not afford the 
expense of bringing their witnesses to a point so remote from their homes as 
Jacksonville, and they will be hampered and prejudiced in making their de- 
fense if they are tried there; but living, as they and their witnesses do, within 
a few hours’ ride of Tallahassee by private conveyance, they can there take all 
their witnesses, and thus have a fairer trial. 

3. The trial of this case at would be less expensive to the Govern- 
ment as well as to these defendants, 

4. If tried at Tallahassee it will be before a jury made up, in part at least, of 
persons from their own and adjoining counties, and the: will have the advan- 
tage of the character and reputation they bave hitherto borne without oost and 
trouble of introducing testimony to prove the same, 

5. If tried at Tallahassee, instead of Jacksonville, they and their witnesses will 
not be kept away from their families and business so long, and in case of delay 
they càn return to their homes more frequently and look after their business in- 
terests a little, which suffer materially during a prolon absence, 

6, In this case the defendants may require the use of the public records of Jef 
ferson County for preparing their defense, and it is manifestly inconvenient to 
be tried so remote from the same, and the inconvenience to the public of hay- 
ing their officers summoned away to such a distance is y increased. 

7. The division of the district and the establishment of a session of the court 
at Tallahassee was made for the convenience of suitors before the court, and it 
is Jis py aan su ted that the spirit if not the letter of the law will be de- 
feated by requiring these defendants to be tried 150 miles away from their 
homes, when the court will hold an early session in the county adjoining thatin 
which these defendants reside, 

8. That itis the constitutional right of the accused to havea trial before an im- 
ech jury of the State and district wherein the offenses are charged to haye 

n committed, such district to be previously ascertained by law, and terms of 
the court appointed to be held at Tallahassee and Pensacola for the trial of causes 
arising in western section of the State of Florida; that the defendants live 
in the part of the district thus ap pointed nearest Tallahassee; that this district 
so appointed by law has been hitherto recognized by the rules and practice of 
this honorable court, and they suggest that it is their constitutional right and 
privilege to be tried in the district whose court is at Tallahassee, a 


This motion was overruled. 
Later in the term a further effort was made to get rid of the jury 
made up with a single exception of Republicans, Pleas were filed, 


which appear in the accompanying paper: 

In cases based on two indictments involving charges against parties in Leon 
County for violation of the election laws in the Presidential election of last 
year (1885), the defendants, through Attorneys A. W, Cockrell & Son, filed the 
following pleas: x 

In tho circuit court of the United States, of the fifth cirenit, in and for the 
northern district of Florida. s- 

United States rs. Benjamin Chalres. Indictment: Violation election laws. 
J. L. Agnew and Doc, Wooten,—Pleas in abatement. 

And now come Benjamin Chaires, J. L. Agnew, and Doc. Wooten, and for their 
pien herein say that J. O. Farnell, who, on the 2d day of July, 1889, was npe 
pointed juror commissioner of this court and who acted as such in placing, al- 
ternately with the clerk of this court, names in the box, from which wasdrawn 
and selected the jurors composing the grand jury, by whom the sald indictment 
was found, is not and was not when appointed as such juror commissioner a 
well known member of the Democratie party; that ip Walter, the clerk of 
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sald who acted as such in placing alternately in said box the names from 
N 8 the said j were so drawn 


and selected, was and is a well known member of Repub! and 
that the Democratic party was, when the said Farnell wasso and is 
now, the principal political party in/said district opposed to Republican 
party; and this these defendants are ready to verify. 

behalf these defendants further aver all the 


That for a further plea in this 
averments of the preceding and further say that said names so alternately 
affiliations, as 


placed in said box were not selected without regard to 
required by law in that behalf, but were selected with a w to their pariy af- 
filiations, and that of the twenty-three persons so drawn from said box, and so 
selected, drawn, and summoned as such grand jury, twenty-twoare well known 
Republicans and only one was and is a member of the Democratic party. And 
these defendants further aver as was well known to said jury commis- 
sioncr and said clerk at the time said names were so selected and said jurors so 
drawn, there was a larger number of Democrats in said district every 
way qualified to be selected and drawn as jurors than Republicans so qualified 
to be selected and drawn; and these defendants further aver that of the per- 
sons whose names were so placed in said box from which said jurors were so 
drawn, there were ten Republicans and more to every Democrat so placed 
th ; and these defendants append hereto, as part hereof, a list of the names 
so put in said box, all of which these defendants are sree as verify. 

these pleas were demurred to and argument heard thereon before Judge 
Swayne sitting alone as circuit judge the last day of the last term of the United 
States circuit court; but no decision was formally announced thereon from 
the bench and the matter of the demurrer was held over for hearing before 
Judges Pardee and Swayne constituting the circuit court at this term. 


These pleas were filed late in the special term and their hearing was 
continued to the regular term, which was held on the first Monday of 
December last. At the hearing Judge Pardee, the circuit judge, was 
present and sat with Judge Swayne in the case, and the following is a 
brief statement of the decision of the court: 

On yesterday the court announced from the bench its decision, overruling 
the demurrer to the second plea and requiring the United States attorney to 
traverse that plea. So the truth of the all ions of the second plea of the 
above series will now be tried and determined, If the allegations therein made 
are sustained by the proof then the plea will be sustained and the indictments 
nape ae ke public will look with interest to the result of the trial and the 

ue o . 

The judgment was announced as concurred in by both members of 
the court. It certainly does not seem to be in harmony with the for- 
mer judgment of Judge Swayne, and his subsequent conduct after the 
departure of the senior member of the court would seem to indicate that 
his concurrence was not sincere. 

The plea was framed so as to avoid some objections made to it and 
issue was joined. 

I have a stenographie report of the effort made by counsel to intro- 
duce evidence in support of the plea. It is proved by the oath of the 
stenographer. I shall submit some extracts from it, and will append 
them to these remarks without consuming the time of the Senate in 
reading them at len unless there is objection. 

Tn the course of this investigation a letter was offered in evidence 
written by the marshal, Mr. Mizell, to a friend in Volusia County. I 
have a photographic copy of that letter, and ask that it be read from the 
Secretary’s desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 2 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., July 5, 1889. 
Sim: You will at once confer with Mr. Bielby and make out a list of fifty or 
sixty names of true and tried Republicans from your 3 registration list for 
jurors, United States court, and forward same to Hon. P. Walter, clerk United 
tates court, and it is necessary to have them at once, as you can see, Please 
acknowledge this, Iam, yours truly, 
JOHN R. MIZELL, United States Marshal. 
C. O. Kink, Esq., De Land, Fia, 


pia get the names of the parties as near steam-boat and railroad stations as 
possible. 

Mr. PASCO. It is believed that similar letters were written to the 
other counties in the eastern division of the district from which all the 
juries were drawn. ; 

The witness Kirk testified that he received the letter, but the judge 
would not allow it to be submitted in evidence, notwithstanding counsel 
offered to prove that he had selected the names for jurors as proposed, 
had so notified the clerk, that his letter was afterwards seen in the 
clerk’s hands in a mutilated condition, and that the clerk had accepted 
the list of names and had entered them upon the list of jurors in the 
order in which they had been received. The evidence being rejected, 
the motion was overruled and counsel had no further legal means of re- 
sistance, and accused persons were left to the tender mercies of juries 
thus organized and constituted. 

Supposing the persons charged with the Cronin murder had been in- 
dicted and tried by a grand and petit jury summoned by an officer who 
had announced as the rule of selection that only true and tried Protest- 
ants and those connected with some evangelical church were wanted. 
Would any man believe that a judge who permitted such a jury to be 
sustained when objected to was fit to hold the scales of justice even- 
3 in trying the accused? Would life or liberty be safe in such 

9 

The situation at this period, early in the regular term in December, 
was as follows: 

The judge was a comparatively briefless lawyer, but recently from 
Philadelphia, having lived but a few years in the State, not evena 
member of the bar of the court over which he had been called to pre- 
side, ignorant of the social and political history of Florida, unacquainted 
with the people. Besides, he came fresh from the disappointments of 
a political defeat to hold a court in which some of those who opposed 


him were to be tried. It is proper to mention, also, that he was the 
only one of the six candidates for judicial positions who made stump 
speeches in his own behalf during the canvass of 1888. 

The district attorney had been making a bare living as a lawyer, was 
at enmity with the people of his own town and ees A eager for the 
profits and emoluments of his office, and ready to use it to gratify his 
grievances against his old neighbors. 

A brief reconsideration of the facts must satisfy the investigator that 
it was intended from the beginning to banish frirness from the court 
and inaugurate partisanship. 

On July 2 the orders I have referred to were made abolishing the 
lines which divided the district and removing the jury commissioner 
and appointing hissuccessor, On the Sthof July, Mizell’s letter, which 
has just been read from the desk, was written, and in October the spe- 
cial term was held and this jury was organized, twenty-two oat of 
twenty-three of its membership being from one political party. The 
judge denied an investigation. At the regular term in January he ac- 
quiesced in the investigation as ordered and approved by the circuit 
judge. After the circuit judge had left and the district judge was there 
alone to try the cases, he resisted the investigation, had the defensive 
fight with counsel which appears in the testimony screening the clerk 
and marshal, refused to admit the Mizell letter in evidence, and at- 
tempted to suppress it. 

Great efforts have been made to impress the country with the idea 
that flagrant violations of the election laws have been committed in 
Florida. I shall not here discuss this subject. The coarts have taken 
the question in hand and I propose that we look at the results, 

Judge Swayne held the two terms almost continuously from the first 
Monday of October to the early part of February. The district attor- 
ney seems to have had abundance of money. The partial statement 
furnished by the Attorney-General, which he admits is incomplete, 
shows an expenditure of about $10,000 a month for witnesses’ fees and 
fees of jurors and officers. The officers had juries of their own selec- 
tion, made up almost entirely of their partisan friends, selected on ac- 
count of their politics. The diligence of the court officers was prob- 
ably exercised in getting indictments rather than in trying them. 
There was perhaps more money in this course. There were many per- 
sons under bonds who were before the court. ý 

During this period of four or five months there were four trials of 
persons with political offenses and no convictions. 

It is to be supposed that the district attorney, if a faithful and effi- 
cient officer, if he knew his business well, would select some of the 
strongest cases he had. He selected four cases, which resulted in four 

uittals. He failed to get a single convict. with all this money, 
and with all this power, and with all this partisanship, and with all ot 
these resources which he had under his control. A great deal is made 
of a case where there was a plea of guilty, I will read something from 
the recent letters of the district attorney and the Attorney-General 
which will throw some light upon this case in which a plea of guilty 
was entered. Mr. Stripling, United States district attorney, writes 
on the 13th of November, 1889, to the Attorney-General as follows: 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., November 13, 1889. 

Stn: S. C. Sadler, supervisor of registration of electors for the county of Ala- 
chua, plead guilty yesterday to two indictments charging him with refusal to 
register persons in his county entitled to registration. His violationsof the law 
were very flagrant, but in consideration of his confession of his guilt, coupled 
with his assurance and the assurance of his political friends, who are among the 
most 1 citizens of the county, that there not be a repetition of 
this offense in the future, and that elections in the future shall be fnirly con- 


ducted, I have been importuned by some of the most prominent Republicans 
of the county not to fray judgment against him until the regular term of court 
in December, 1890. 


That means after the election of the present year. 


In the mean time he proposes to give bond in the sum of $5,000 for his appear- 
ance toabide the judgment of the court. 
The purpaeect this, of course, is ultimately to have the judgment finally sus- 


rn my opinion it would be a good thing to give him a trial on this proposition. 
I believe that he and his friends can comply with their promises, and advise 
this course. I await your instructions, 


Respectf 
5 J. J. STRIPLING, United Stales Attorney. 
The Arronxxr- GENERAL, Washingion, D. C. 

Mr. President, the story is all abroad over the State that this man 
simply bought his peace. He was being harassed and annoyed, and it 
is said that he obtaineda promise from the district attorney that if he 
would come in and make this confession of guilt he should be screened 
and nothing done tohim. He is still at large without sentence. 

Mr. SPOONER. He promised not to do it again, and that the record 
shows. 

Mr. PASCO, The plea is believed to have been made npon the prom- 
ise of the district attorney thaf he should not be punished. That is 
the promise I referred to. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is based on his promise that he would not 
commit the offense again. 

Mr. PASCO. In the first place, the distriet attorney states that the 
violation of law is very flagrant. He then states that the man says 
there shall not be a repetition of the offense in the future, and then the 
postponement comes until after the next election, and then the report 
goes ont to the country that this man was buying his peace, that he 


* 


was assured if he should plead guilty he would be allowed to return to 
his home, and he makes the plea so that he may not be harassed with 
a prosecution before a partisan jury. This is the belief that prevails 
throughout the district, 

Mr. Sapling reported his action to the Attorney-General, and the 
Attorney-General replied that the programme did not commend itself 
to his judgment, that if the man was guilty of having flagrantly vio- 
lated the law it was propar that he should be punished, and that when 
caught in the toils he should not be allowed to escape a punishment 
richly deserved. The letter of the Attorney-General is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, November 21, 1889, 

Sin: Yourletter of November 13 was not received until a day cr two ago. I 
note what you say in reference to S. C. Sadler, supervisor of registration of elect- 
ors for the county of Alachua; that is, that he has pleaded guilty to two in- 
dictments charging him with refusing to register persons in his county who 
were entitled to be . Youstate that his violations ofthe law were very 
flagrant, but that, in consideration of his confession and his assurance, and the 
8 of his political friends, who were among the most prominent citizens 
of the county, that there shall not be a repetition of this offense and that the 
elections in the future shall be fairly conducted, you have been importuned by 
some of the most prominent re of that county not to pray judgment 
against him at present, or until December, 1800.“ You further state that the 
purpose of this proposed arrangement is that judgment shall be finally sus- 
pended. In other words, that he shall not be punished at all. 

This p me does not commend itself to 5 udgment. If this man has 
delibe: yand flagrantly violated the law I think he ought to be punished. 
He undoubtedly would not have confessed and pleaded guilty except that he saw 
himself eee in the toils, and it does not comport with my views of the 
administration of the law that one so evidently guilty of a grave crime should 
entirely rape 8 I have submitted your letter to the President, 
who concurs in the views above expressed. 

Butafter writing thus far the Attorney-General, with his experience in 
criminal matters, very likely saw through the arrangement under which 
this plea of guilty had been obtained, and he goes on further to say: 

In what has been said I assume that no assurance was given to Mr. Sadler to 
induce him to plead guilty, In other words, he can not claim that his plea of 

ilty was obtained upon the faith of any promise made to him. Should the 
sopa Steevie in regard to this, of course my conclusion would be subject to 
mo on. 

Mr. Goodrich, a couple of days since, advised me that, aside from this plea of 
guilty, you had made successful prosecutions of two persons who had violated 
the election laws, I saw this disputed in a dispatch from Jacksonville brought 
to my attention to-day. What are the facts? 

Respectfull, 


y yours, 
4 W. H. H. MILLER, Attorney-General, 
J. N. STRIPLING, Esq., United Sales Attorney, Jacksonville, Fla. 


Now, Mr. President, in order to show conclusively that the supposi- 
tion of the Attorney-General was correct, this letter was written on the 
Qist day of November. This is, I believe, the 19th of February. That 
term went out. The regular term has been held and was continued 
until the present month, and I do not think it is finally adjourned and 
that sentence has yet been inflicted upon this man. Why not? Can 
there be any other reason except that Mr. Stripling is observing in good 
faith the assurance made to him upon which this plea of guilty was ob- 
tained? The Attorney-General refused to authorize the suspension un- 
less there was a promise of immunity. 

I shall give some few instances of the persecuting spirit of the officers 
of the law working under this court organization and the character ot 
the deputies selected by the marshal to execute the process of the court. 

Here is a case arising in Pensacola, nearly 400 miles from Jackson- 
ville. Ihave taken it from a newspaper, but I have been credibly in- 
formed otherwise that the facts stated in this article are substantially 


correct. 
PENSACOLA, FLA., January 7. 


Pensacola is considerably exercised and very indignant over the latest out- 
rage perpetrated 85 the Federal court of this district at Jacksonville, which has 
been charged by the Florida delegation in Congress with having abused its 
powers in an ultra- n exercise of the same, and which has now taken ac- 
tion exemplifying the grave nature of the malpractice with which it stands ac- 
cused, Two of the most prominent men of this city, P. K. Yonge and Geo 
P. Gates, have been served with warrants charging them, as members of 
late Mastonee Lumber Company, with having despoiled Government lands of 
timber, and citing them to appear to-morrow before United States Commissioner 
Walter at Jacksonville. 

It is the fact that they are taken nearly 400 miles from their homes, where 
they might be heard fore either of two commissioners resident, and with 
ee any notice, that has engendered an increase of the indignation felt at 
several former similar acts, and J Judgo Swayne is most heartily and generally 
condemned for the unwarranted ion, W. F. MeCormick, late the president 
of the corporation named and now a resident of Louisville, Ky., is wanted in 
the same relation. Messrs. Yo! and Gates, accompanied 15 counsel, left for 
Jacksonville to-night, leaving the attendance of important business matters 
claiming every moment of their time unprovided for. 


These men were carried nearly 400 miles from their homes to be ex- 
amined when there were two resident commissioners in the city of Pen- 
sacola. 


Here is another little incident which occurred in the southern part 
of the district: 


G. Vincent was arrested yesterday by a deputy United States marshal from 
Jacksonyille upon a warrant 8 with a violation of the postal laws 
and ae It is supposed that the alleged offense is based upon a provis- 
prohibits a private express carrying mail over a -route and from 
a point w! a dice is established. The fine for such violation is $150, Mr. 
Vincent drives the milk wagon of H. M. & R. Frith, of Lane Pgrk, into Tavares 
daily, and the Messrs. Frith have received mail at and forwarded it from Tava- 
—— Vincent, as their employé, receiving and letters and other mail 
ma 5 ere, ne r nag ie Mery Jvc aire he ar ne — 
Ò a post-office t before Un mmissioner Hug! er, 
Sein Mr, 9 was taken before the commissioner and admitted to bail 
in the of §300 for appearance before the United States court at Jacksonville 
next Monday,—Tuvares Herald, 
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This statement a) in the papers, and I made inquiry into 
the facts and found that the man was simply carrying letters from a 
conntry post-office 3 or 4 miles from the railroad, as a matter of accom- 
modation to his neighbors. The reason for it was that they had mail 
but once or twice a week, as in post- offices in the country, and they had 
a daily mail at the railroad, where the letters were carried to. 

Now, I wish to give an instance of the character of some of the depu- 
ties of Mr. Mizell. This is a case that occurred near Fernandina, in 
Nassau County. It seems that a man named 


John Allen was appointed s ial deputy United States marshal for the serv- 
ice of a warrant for arrest of William Green for anges 2h court for not obey- 
ing asubpena. After spending some two orthree weeks in the neighborhood 
he spent the night before the shooting in the house and along with Green. In 
the morning Green and his son-in-law started for their work, and when they 
reached the railroad, Allen, who had followed them, overtook them and then 
informed Green that he bad a “ bench warrant” for him, and that he must go with 
him to Jacksonville. Green, thinkingitajoke, walked away, saying that he had 
no time to fool; that he must go to his work. Allenthreatenedtoshoot. The son- 
in-law interposed, not with any violence, but saying.“ You must not shoot him.“ 
Allen threatened to shoot him, covering him with his gun,and he retreated. 
Thereupon Allen shot Green, wounding him pavore #0 that he is not yet out 
of danger of death. Green e no resistance, nor did Allen really attempt to 
make the arrest. The county judge ordered the arrest of Allen immediately, 
and upon examination committed him. 

Green is a quiet, inoffensive man; was totally unarmed at the time, as was 
also his son-in-law, who did not offer any resistance either, but most properly 
remonstrated against the shooting. 


The gentleman who wrote this to me, in answer to my inquiry as to 
the facts, was the committing magistrate. He continues: 


I well know the character of all the parties concerned. I could have sent a 
boy with a warrant to arrest Green, and he would have returned with him. 
Allen is known as a desperado, and his act was a cruel, unprovoked attempt to 
kill the old negro. There is neither reason nor justification in the matter, This 
is a source of complaint of our people, that men of that character are sent here 
to execute the processes of the Un ted States court, and they come here like a 
walking arsenal, armed to the teeth. 


I introduce some indications of publie sentiment to show the spirit 
in which the people of Florida have borne the excitement and tension 
of the four months of this partisan court, organized and managed, as 
every fair-minded man who thoroughly investigates the circumstances 
must admit, to harass and convict Democrats. 

In the first place, I have an editorial from the Pensacola News, which 
I will send to the desk and ask to have read by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


THE DISTRICT COURT'S DISHONESTY. 


It may turn out that the blame for the ultra-partisanism which characterizes 
the administration of what we ultra-courteously term justice by the Federal 
court of this district should properly rest directly upon the shoulders of the 
district attorney, whose ambition toshine asa starin the Republican firmament 
has led him to an extra-exercise of his advisory functions. Incidentally, of 
course, the responsibility must attach to Clerk Walter and Marshal Mizell, who 
have been led into extra-legal p ings to subserve their party's interests, at 
theinstance of Stripling; and lastly, but to greater extent than in the case of 
either of the three mentioned, Judge Swayne is deserving of condemnation 
for the pusillanimous manner in which he has met the gravely important issue 
presented, the latter involving the rights and liberties of the citizen, the crisis 
threatening, in his refusal to discha: the improperly constituted juries, the 
subversion of the citizen’s dearest privileges. 

Judge Swayne has not shown himself to be fit for the lofty position to which 
he has been elevated, By his hands the wrongs which have been perpetrated 
by the officers of his court should have been righted. He should have risen 
superior to partisan motives; he should haye been d of a judicial int 
rity constraining him to condemnation of methods so directly at variance wi 
the principles of law and equity; he should have been characterized by an hon- 
esty of purpose that would not alone have deterred him in taking, but have ab- 
solutely prevented, the extra-judicial action with which he stands reasonably 
pica | on his failure to admit in evidence a fact well established which went 
to show the unlawful composition of the grand jury. But he has failed to meet 
the uirements. He has occupied the bench as an advocate, his judicial sal- 
ary being looked upon as a retainer, the Republican party as his client, The 

roceedings of his court have been a travesty of that justice which should eome 

its operations. He and his clerk, and the attorney with the marshal, should 

be removed and the places they have dishonored, while they have disgraced 
themselves, should be filled by honest men, tosay the least. 

Mr. PASCO, That is from a paper in the extreme western part of 
the State. I will now ask to have read an editorial from a newspaper 
in the extreme eastern part of the State, the Florida Mirror. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

THAT PACKED JURY, 

We have carefully read the rere NEHA report of the proceedings before 
Judge Swayne in the United States district court in the matter of the allegation 
that the United States jury at the present term had been purposely packed and 
made to consist of thorough Republican partisans. The charge is a grave one, 
affecting the very fountain of justice and impairing confidence in the fairnéts 
of the United States court, Itisa charge which should not be made without 
strong justification. 

It must be recollected that a judge should have, and is expected to have, the 
quality of entire impartiality. A partisan judge is a monstrosity, and will not 
only receive, but richly deserve, the censure and contempt of every fair-minded 
man. Wewant no Democraticjudges as such and no Republican judges as such, 
A judge should command the respect and support of the public. His position 
isa difficult one. He is to hold the scales of justice evenly balanced, and upon 
his demeanor in this nhc paginas ai all his character and reputation, A jud 
who should lend himself to carry out party schemes would be despised by the 
very partisans whose tool he allows himself to become. Let us, then, deal 
irie by Judge Swayne, a young man from Pennsylvania, who is a compara- 
tive 8 Florida and whom the writer has never seen. 

What are the facts in this case? The essence of fairness in the proceedings of 
a court intrusted with the control of the lives and property of the citizens is a 

jury. Taking human nature as it is, it has deemed wise to provide by 
law for the intrusting of the selection of a jury-list to two persons of opposite 
political parties. These two persons are the clerk of the court and a jury com- 
missioner selected 752 the court from the Peay wees party opposite to that to which 
the clerk belongs, Of course this gives the judge, if he isa strong partisan him- 
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self, the power to appoint his partisan clerk and a nominal member of the op- 
posite party, who may bea mere figurehead or dummy, as one would infer was 
e case on the pora occasion. 


‘The law req that the list of jurors must be selected without regard to 
affiliations. The reason is obvious, to 888 a jury being ed with 
political trials, would, as the case 


all the members of one party, who, in case o 
might be, incline to conviction or acquittal, according to their party affiliation 
with the party on trial. The law further requires that the namess be 
alternately in, the clerk and said commissioner each to place one name in the 
box alternately, without reference to party affiliation, until the whole number 
is proe therein, = 
he number of white Democratic voters in the northern district of Florida 

must be eight or ten times that of white Republican voters, and it goes with- 
out saying that as qualified jurors the white voters would be as 20 to 1 com- 
pared with the black voters, taking education, intelligence, etc., into account. 

Of whom did this 300 jury-list consist? If we take the judge's suggestion 
that naturally each commissioner would procure lists exclusively of persons 
with whom he was in party affiliation and each should select in turn, the re- 
sult would be that, although one party had a very much larger number of voters 
than the other, yet they would have an equal number of Democrats and Re- 
publicans on the jury-list. 

Did it turn out so in this case? 
4 3 a collected statement made by Mr. Cooper to the court, the list stood as 

follows: 


There being from these counties 12 Republicans to 1 Democrat. 
If the so-called Democratic commissioner did his duty this state of things 


could not have happened. He was either incompetent, negligent, or was im- 
posed on. In either case, those facts being shown, the venire should, in the in- 
terest of justice and a compliance with the law, have been set aside, the Demo- 
cratic commissioner removed, some well known Democrat appointed in his 
Pisce, and a fair jury drawn according to law. But apart from the necessary 
ference of the incompetence, negligence, or im tion upon the United States 
commissioner, we have the overt act of the United States marshal directing a 
deputy to select a list, not of qualified jurors without reference to party affilia- 
tions, but of true and tried Republicans,” and it seems to have so happen 
2 se clerk was furnished with nearly a complete jury-list of true and tried 
ublicans, 
pon the facts shown to the on the marshal should have been sternly re- 
buked by the court, the clerk should have been required to obey the law under 
penalty of dismissal, the venire should have been promptly set aside, and a 
new venire made according to law. without regard to party affiliations.” 
JudgeSwaynemay bea goodman, butin view of hisaction in this case one can 
not consider him an ideal judge. With the true instincts and precedents of ju- 
dicial impartiality, he should have been foremost in clearing his court of all sus- 
picion of unfairness or partisanship. He has lost this opportunity of showing 
that he was of such materials as the best judges should be made. 


Mr. PASCO, Now, Mr. President, I wish to have read the charge of 
Judge Walker, a circuit judge of the 1 circuit in which Talla- 
hassee is situated, to the grand jury of Leon County. In that county 
there has been a great deal of excitement, and this address from the 
bench was to direct the people to Jegal means of resistance. Judge 
Walker has been the governor of the State, he has been a justice of the 
supreme court, and he has filled both positions with honor to himself 
and with credit tothe State. Heis now spending the evening of a long, 
useful, and honored life as a judge of the State circuit court. I will 
ask that his charge be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


JUDGE WALKER’S CHARGE. 
The following is an extract from the charge delivered by Judge D.S. Walker 
to the grand jary of Leon County last Monday: 
“You, as the grand jurors of Leon County, are charged with the duty of look- 
ing generally into the manner in which the officers execute their duties. Ifyou 


find that your ju , or sheriff, or clerk, or any one else is discharging the duties 
of his office in such a manner as to be detrimental to the interests and liberties 
of the ple, it is your right to mention it in your general presentment. It is 


your duty to do all you can to maintain good feeling and respect not only for 
rape State government but also for the Government of the United States. 

ee Governments are for the benefit of the people, and it is the duty of every 
citizen when he sees anything being done that is calculated to decrease the re- 
spect of the people for either Government to utter his protest against it. If 
such things are being done by the officers of either Government they should be 
admonished by remonstrances, prayers, and entreaties to desist. 

In this connection your attention is called to the widespread dissatisfaction 
with the manner in which the judge in the northern district of Florida is now 
Pitan in regard to persons charged with the violation of the United States 

ws. The great, good, and wise Government of the United States desires ali 
the people to be prosperous and happy, and that no one shall be oppressed un- 
necessarily by the mannerin which alleged or real violators shall be prosecuted. 
That t and benign Government, the best the world ever knew, has provided 
that there shall be appointed in every neighborhood a United States officer, 
called a United States commissioner, before whom any person charged with the 
violation of any law of the United States shall, when be taken for a 
pany a ek Co win aorta so that he can have his witnesses to prove his inno- 
cence if he be innocent or friends to stand his bond if a bond be required of him 
for his appearance at court. 

This great and good Government of the United States has provided that there 
shall be three places for holding United States court in Florida. to wit: One at Pen- 
sacola, where persons e with violating the law in West Florida shall be 
tried and have the benefit of witnesses and friends; one in Tallahassee, for 


The allegation is made and 
that 


myself am the 
these good laws of the he offi 


nited States are being violated by the 9 


the United States in the northern district of Florida. It is all and univer- 
sally believed that when an affidavit is made charginga man with the violation 
of the United Stateslaws in West Florida or in Middle Florida, the United States 
officer of taking the accused before a United States officer in Pensacola 
or in Madison or in Tallahassee or in Monticello, so that the accused may have 
a fair preliminary trial and his witnesses and bondsmen, he is dragged off away 
from his family, his friends, and his witnesses and carried to Jacksonville, onthe 
extreme eastern side of the State, and there taken before a United States com- 
missioner, where he has no witnesses, no friends, no bondsmen. It is further 
alleged and believed that he is then taken before a grand jury that has been 
selected in violation of the law and with an express view to their party affili- 
ations, so much so tHat on said grand jury there is only one Democrat and 
twenty-two blicans. 

It is further alleged and generally believed that although complaint has been 
made to the United States judge of the illegal manner in which this grand jury 
has been drawn he has disregarded it, and that although conclusive proof has 
been offered toestablish this fact the judge of the United States court has re- 
fused to consider the evidence. 

It is further alleged and believed that the petit jury of said court is drawn 
from the same box that the twenty-two to one grand jurors were drawn from, 
and is also strongly partisan, so that the accused, however innocent, has but 
small chance of uittal. 

These facts are calculated to stir the blood of a liberty-loving people who re- 
spect and revere the laws of the United States. To see the laws ot the great and 
good Federal Government habitually trampled upon by those whose duty it is 
particularly to protect them is hard to be borne. The dragging of our people 
away from their homes and families and witnesses to distant and inconvenient 

laces for trial was one of the causes set forth in the declaration of independence 

or a resort to arms by our fathers against the King of Great Britain. Wedo 
not wish to resort to arms. We love the Government of the United States and 
3 laws and are ready to assist all officers of the United States in enfore- 
ng them. 

We are ready to give our all for the Government of the United States and to 
die for it on the battle-field, if necessary. It is our duty, therefore, to do all we 
ean in the way of protest, prayer, and supplication to try to persuade those who 
are violating the laws to desist. 

Jf the United States officers will only proceed according to law, they will be 
beloved and respected. If they persist in violating the law, it is our duty in 

ief and sorrow to implore them to desist. It isyour right and duty to inquire 

nto the truth of these allegations, and, if you find them true, to take such steps 
as in your judgment are likely to bring the violators of the laws to a solemn 
consideration of their duties. : 


AID TO COMMON SUHOOLS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived it is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 185) to 
aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

ALASKA SEAL FISHERIES. 


Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
proceeds, I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance [Mr. MORRILL], at what time he in- 
tends to move the consideration of the bill concerning the seal islands 
of Alaska. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, since the bill in amendment of the 
present law was reported from the Committee on Finance, February 4, 
there has been no day when it was possible for the committee to have 
a hearing on this subject before the Senate. We have learned that it 
will be injurious to the Government, and perhaps unfair to any new 
competitors, to act upon the bill so as to postpone the time of making 
the contract. The advertisement is out. On the resolution introduced 
in the Senate requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to postpone ac- 
tion on any contract until the 20th day of February, theSecretary imme- 
diately changed his advertisement to the 21st, and that was stated to 
be the latest date at which it will be possible to allow new competitors 
a fair opportunity with the present company. So, upon instruction of 
the Committee on Finance, a day or two since, I was requested not to 
press the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose the committee then has arrived not only at 
the conclusion that nothing is to be done by legislation, but equally at 
the conclusion that the Secretary of the Treasury will, on the 20th day 
of the present month—— 

Mr. MORRILL. The 2Ist. 

Mr. PLUMB. On the 21st day of the present month decide to make 
a new lease for a period of twenty years. What I want to say about that 
matter is this: It is very unfortunate that Congress should not take ac- 
tion, not because I have much concern about the money retarn that 
may come to the Government from the leasing of these islands, but feel- 
ing that it is a great public misfortune that the sole control over thirty 
thousand helpless people entitled to the care and consideration of the 
United States Government should be turned over to the tender mercies 
of a corporation for twenty years. 

Mr. MORRILL, I will say in response to the Senator from Kansas 
that there are only twelve thousand upon these islands over which the 
Government has any control. 

NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I agreed to yield to the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. Witson]. What does the Senator from Maine desire? 

Mr. HALE. Isimply desire to state to the Senate that before the 
bill in charge of the Senator from New Hampshire was taken up I gaye 
notice that whenever the discussion could be completed and a vote 
reached upon that I should ask the Senate to take up the naval bill, 
and I shall endeavor to have that measure brought before the Senate 
on the completion of the present order of unfinished business, 
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FEBRUARY 19, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE, IOWA. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Iowa desires to make a statement. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of Senate bill 953, Calendar No. 429, for the erection of 
a public building at Fort Towa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of Senate bill 953. Isthereobjection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I notified Senators that I would object to bills of 
that kind until they could all be taken up regularly. They are bills 
that will pass without objection and without trouble, and the Senator 
from Iowa, who is interested in this bill, may go off with perfect con- 
fidence that it will be in its dus order, and we can take them 
all up together. We might have done it this morning. But I must 
object to taking up any one of these public- building bills here by itself. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will withdraw that ob- 
jection. This is the first objection that has been made. I am com- 
pelled to leave the city, and I should like to have this bill disposed of 
this morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill waive any considerations of that kind so far 
as the Senator is concerned, but I think it is only fair that other bills 
which are precisely alike and in the same condition should be taken up. 

TheP IDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Ohio has withdrawn 
his objection. Are there further objections to the consideration of the 
bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I waive the regular order for the moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public build- 
at Fort Dodge, Iowa. 

e bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable Sutiding. including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating ap tus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city of 
Fort Dodge and State of Iowa, the cost of said site and building, including said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appro- 

for said purpose out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. : 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, whoshal! then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shali make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons t for, which shall be accompanied by the original 

and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
ion relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom- 

ied by all statements, ene plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
—— in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
therenpon finally determine the location of the building to be erected, 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed 2 day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, howerer, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein e as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent. 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available, 

So mach of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketeh-plans, drawings, specifiestions, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
Pona until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States nor until the State of Iowa shall have coded to the United States 
exclnsive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevatcrs, and appr es. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on cach side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. On page 4, line 50, after the word ex- 
ceed, I move to insert *‘five;’’ so as to read: 


The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same sball not exceed $3 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. F 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 


Mr, CALL. Ido not feel disposed to object to the passage of the 
bill or vote against it. I merely desire to know of the Senator from 
Iowa if this is not the fourth public-building bill which has passed the 
Senate for the State of Iowa at this session. * 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is the third or fourth, I am not now 
positive which, but at all events it is just as im t to have this 
public-building bill passed as any other in order that the Government 
of the United States may be provided with quarters for conducting its 
judicial and other business, 

Mr. BLAIR. I must object to debate. There are several other gen- 
tlemen who have asked me to yield. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANSING, MICH. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, I ask consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 30. It is a bill for a 
public building at Lansing, Mich. I will say that it will take no time, 
and the Senator from New Hampshire kindly yields for that purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield if it does not lead to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Michigan asks unan- 

imous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 306) for the 

te of a public building in the city of Lansing, in the State of 
ichigan. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to acquire, by pure! , condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to be 
erected thereon a suitable building, including fi roof vaults, heatingand ven- 
Uilating apparatus, elevators, anda , for use and accommodation of 
the United States post-officeand other Governmentoffices, in the city of Lansing 
and State of Michigan, the cost of said site and building, including said vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to 
exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for 
8 out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publio 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest A Neg 
ae ony 2 8 days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 

e opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites and such others as he may think proper to designate to be examined in per- 
son by an agent of the Treasury preter Saben shall make written report to 
said Secretary ofthe results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 

on relating to the said proposed sites, 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plata, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in likemanner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected, 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Seeretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual travelin 
expenses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appoint 
from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual travelin ses of said agent 
and the compensation and actual traveling 0 commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the N by the Secretary of the Treasury of stich site. 

No money be og TY by this act shall be available, Sy a as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Michigan shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said Stute and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior,and the Postmaster-General, the balanceof said appropriation shall be 
availnble for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NORTH DAKOTA AND SOUTH DAKOTA COLLECTION DISTRICT. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire kindly 
yields that I may ask for the consideration of Orderof Business 179, be- 
ing the bill (S. 1658) establishing a customs collection district to consist 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and forother purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. ~ 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 4, before the word hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘sixteen’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the collector for the port of North and South Dakota shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consentof the Senate, and 
shall be paid a salary of $1,200 por annum, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 3, as follows: 

Sec, 3, That there shall also be appointed an-appraiser and such inspecting 
and other ofticers as the Secretary of the Treasury shall consider useful or nec- 
essary for the transaction of the businees of the port and for the prevention of 
smuggling within the district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed: 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERson, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (II. R. 6942) to divide the judicial district of North Dakota; 

A bill (H. B. 778) to regulate the sitting of the courts of the United 
States within the district of South Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. 4587) providing the terms and places of holding the 
courts of the United States in the district of Minnesota, and for other 


purposes. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 


226) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on officers of the 
United States Army for gallant services in Indian campaigns. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, in connection with the evidence which 
Lintroduced last evening bearing upon the condition of education in 
the State of Texas, matter reported by the officials of that State, I wish 
to add with reference to Washington County:. 

TEXAS. 

Washington County.—“ Thero are few school-hou and they are inadequate 
to meet 1. — wants of the districts. Every Siatrict has a chureh organization, 
and it is better to have their school-house and place of worship under the same 
roof, They are obliged to depend on other counties for most of their teachers, 
nearly all of whom taughtwith third-olass certificates last year, and there is not 
much improvement in the grade of certificates this year." 

Woodford County.—* The greatest difficulty in the road to success is com- 
fortable school-houses. The colored 3 us n class are very poor, 

5. no taxable property, and all money has to be raised by subscription, a very 
slow process. 


I have received a letter this morning from the superintendent of 
schools of the city of Dalton, Ga., dated February 15, which is a state- 
ment of facts bearing on the situation, which I will read to the Senate. 
It is a letter addressed to myself, asking fora copy of the bill. He says: 


OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
Dallon, Ga., February 15, 1890. 

Dear Sm: If you will kindly favor me with a copy of the Blair bill I shall be 
very much 1 as In common with many others in this State and section, I 
am warmly in favor of the bill. 

That the South, as well as other parts of the country, is doing much for public 
education and that educational interests are advanci are strong reasons in 
ſua vor of the bill, If educational interests were lagging it might take more than 
money to place them on a prosperous footing. The appropriations contem- 
plated by the measure would be invested in a rising market. Those who are 
energetically helping themselves are the ones whom it is safe and profitable to 
assist. 

Tam a Northern man, and have been here long enough (three years) to know 
something of the condition and needs of the South, and my earnest conviction 
is that the measure with which your name is so honorably connected is one de- 
manded by both justico and expediency. 

3 you will pardon the liberty I take in thus addressing vou, I am, 


ually, yours, 
W. HARPER. 
Hon. W. H. BLAIR, United States Senate. 


It will be observed that he is the superintendent of schools for a city, 
not for the country districts, where most of the population reside. 

I have also received a letter addressed to myself by Homer P. Sprague, 
president of the University of North Dakota. His letter is as follows: 


GRAND Forks, N, DAK., February 12, 1890. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR: 

Dnan Sin: Permit me to call your attention to a matter that should be of 
special interest to every legislator and friend of education, 

The so-called Blair bill is a weil meant effort to promote general education, 
and contains in itself great possibilities of good results. For its intentions I 
regard it as exceedingly honorable to itsauthor and itssupporters, But I desire 
to point out what seems to me to bea grave defect in it, and to suggest the 


remedy. 

It is liberal in its grants, but contains little or no assurance of results. It pro- 
Vides facilities, but does not stimulate to their use. It furnishes the means. but 
does not insure the attainment of the end. That end is the right sort of citizen- 
mp on the part of the great mass of the ee 2 

ore in is its danger of failing: it does not hold out to parents, pupils, or com- 
munities sufficient inducementto avail themselves of the 3 advantages 
which it offers, Furthermore, it does not require what is most vital of all, 
namely, such courses of instruction as tend directly to produce in those who 


are soon to be voters, and haps officers, a high degree of intelligence, patriot- 
and integrity in the eof 2 en 
1 to suggest, therefore, that the bill be amended so as to awaken, if - 


Of these 
nea thane chen 7 pes of EE vance in addition tothe usual studies, there 
should be progressive and 8 instruction in civics, to the end that the 
p ve voter may be well equipped for the discharge of public business, 
whether in school district, town, borough, parish city, county, State, or nation. 
I would respectfully beg leave to suggest that certain new features be grafted 
upon the Blair bill. To carry them into effect will probably require action by 
the commission of education, and perhaps a slight addition to its clerical force, 
Here we are fortunate in having at its head a gentleman who has no superior 
in experience or practical wisdom in educational matters, and we are 8 
less happy in being able to convey immediately to every community, throug 
placate in the post-offices or otherwise, such information as may be needed to 
secure intelligent local action. 

Then Mr. Sprague specifies the amendments he would make in order 
to reach the end which he suggests, and concludes his letter by signing 
himself most respectfully, your obedient servant, Homer P. Sprague, 
President of the University of North Dakota.” Lam very glad to re- 
ceive this, because it is the indorsement by an eminent educator of the 
general plan and purposes of the bill. ‘The criticisms in minor matters 
which he makes are not such as a careful examination of the bill and 
of the scope and the ible effect of it would have led this eminent 
gentleman to make, I think, if he had been more familiar with the de- 
tails of the subject. 

The bill can not, with the meager appropriation which it carries, un- 
dertake to accomplish the great and thorough ends which this eminent 
educator desires. He would have a much more perfect and complete 
system of education than it is possible for us to establish or for us to 
produce with anything like the means that will“ be afforded by this 
bill. The most wecan hope todo is totake the common-school system 
where it exists and upon the theory on which it has been established 
and give a little money to vitalize this great skeleton, so that it may 
accomplish in the lower branches of education and in the lower condi- 
tions of education something like efficiency for the children generally 
throughout the country. this bill carried each year twenty or 
twenty-five millions of money to be distributed among the States, it 
would be then inte to accomplish what is here specified; but the 
object of this bill is to do a little to help those who are struggling, to 
enable them to help themselves, and to establish not a pre-eminently 
efficient system of common schools, not the best which eminent men 
like this gentleman ean conceive, but to make what we haye useful, so 
that the money now being expended, with the implements and appli- 
ances which are at our hands, ory not be practically a waste. 

It is impossible to speak of this bill as one which is extravagant in its 
appropriation. The whole amount used in the country is $122,000,000 
a year, and this bill would only give $7,000,000 in addition to that. 
The larger part of this would go where the most inefficient schools ot 
the country need something in order that they may come up to their 
own theory in fact. 

This gentleman suggests the placing of this fund under the adminis- 
tration or control of the Commissioner of Education, and very justly 
compliments the present Commissioner of Education as one of thevery 
best that the country has ever had or ever could have, a man who 
would wisely administer this fund, Now, I would say that this same 
Commissioner of Education, comprehending the needs of the country 
probably as no other man does comprehend them, haying studied them 
for many years, having lived in nearly all parts of the country, and 
being better able than any other gentleman within my knowledge to 
pass an accurate and properly influential judgment upon this subject, 
is most emphatically in favor of this bill as it is. No doubt he would 
be glad to see carried out all that Mr. Sprague has in his mind, and so 
would the rest of us, but if Mr. Sprague himself were on the spot and 
knew the exact situation he would coincide, I have not the slightest 
doubt, in his judgment with the judgment of Dr. Harris, of whom he 
justly speaks in terms of so high commendations 

That the bill is so constructed as to give encouragement to those 
who will be its beneficiaries is attested by the fact that the people who 
are 755 be its beneficiaries are most exceedingly anxious for its passage 
into law. e 

I make these comments upon this petition or memorial in the way 
of explanation, and to express my great. gratification at receiving the 
high indorsement of the president of the University of North Dakota 
of the general plan and purpose and substance of this bill. 

I will now proceed with late reports of officers of the schools in dif- 
ferent parts of the country, taking up first to-day the State of Louisiana 
and reading from the report of Warren Easton, superintendent, for the 
year 1886-87. 

REPORTS OF COUNTY SUPERINTENDENTS ON THE CONDITION OF SCHOOLS IN LOU- 
ISIANA, 

[From Louisiana School Report 1886-87, Warren Easton, superintendent.] 

Parish of East Carrotl,—The schools of this parish (East Carroll), five whiteand 
fifteen colored, are now in suecessful operation. The white school, and one 


colored in the town of Providence, for a session of nine months, beginning on 
the second Monday in October last, and fourteen (colored) country schools for 


schools the American system commonly recognizes three des: 
mar,about five years; and high, 
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a session of four months, beginning December 6, 1886. There are only three 
school buildings in the parish, as shown in the reports—two in the town of 
Providence and onein the lower end of the pa: These are well and, in 
fact, handsomely furnished with modern, improved school furniture, and all 
well supplied with maps. globes, blackboards, etc. The other ols are held 
in the churches and buildings furnished by the petro and are furnished with 
home-made furniture, desks, eto. These schools are in the thickly settled 

ritor of the parish, along the river front, There are many children in the 

ck part of the parish who do not have advantages of schools, the a ane a 
— more scattered, too much so to justify the establishment of schools in that 

on. 

Grant Parish.—I have urged the building of houses for school 8 alone 
with but little success, Two such were built during the eet hey plead pov- 
erty, and with some reason urge the impossibility of keeping ool-honses 
from injury when not in use, whilst meeting-houses have constant care, Un- 
less Congress or the State Legislature increase our school fund, I see little hope 
for our country schools or for getting a better class of teachers. 

Parish of Iberia.—W hilst hoping for the good and pride of the State of Louisi- 
ana that new life will be nepeg and a due appreciation of the institution 
acknowledged by the people, in the mean time we can not but hope that the 

ds of popular education in our next Legislature will try to improve the con- 
dition of schools in the country parishes. A higher grade of schools and more 
money are required to keep Louisiana redeemed from misrule and ignorance. 
It was said by the same speaker at Rayville that more than one-half of the 
voters who go to the polls are unable to tell from their tickets for whom they 
are voting.“ Hf illiteracy and ignorance are in majority and so continue and 
increase. methinks I see down its dark vistas omens of evil, foreshadowing the 
future which wil! mses Shard disrupt society and resolve into chaos, 

Parish of Rapidles.—W ith the exception of the Alexandria white schools, which 
were open during the year six months, the schools in this parish were open 
only three months. 

Parish of St, Martin. In my capacity as parish superintendent I visited all the 
public schools in the sh with one exception. 

Found some of the buildings rented as school-honses very well suited to the 

urpose, hut found others very ill adapted to same; and in regard to school 
furniture, nearly all found in the country schools is primitive indeed. 

As you will perceive from my report, there is but one public-school building 
in the parish, which was built some six or seven years ago ata cost of about 8250. 
Present value of same is about as stated in report. 

It would be a very difficult matter to estimate the value of school furniture 
now owned, but think $250 to $300 would cover present value of same. We 
have about enough bent wood ” furniture for two schools, but it is old, having 
mie bought some seventeen years ago. All other furniture owned is home- 
made. 

Terre Bonne Parish.—There is in reality but one school building belonging to 
the school board in this parish,and that one is a brick building, 30 by 54 feet, 
two rooms. in good repair, furnished with old-style desks and benches and situ- 
ated in the town of Houma, 

The ten frame buildings reported were built by and belong to the settlers and 

rons ofschools in varioussectionsof the parish ‘They are plain, rough, frame 
nildings, withoutsashes, flues, fire-places, or cisterns; they are also furnished 
with rough benches, without backs, and boards nailed up along the sides for 
children to write on. The school board is allowed to use them, of rent, as 
school-houses. 

It was the intention of the school board, had the Blair educational bill become 
a law, to devote the funds derived from the parish school tax of 2 mills to 
building neat and comfortable school-houses, and furnishing the same with im- 
proved school furniture, and to devote the State and United States apportion- 
ments to payment of teachers’ salaries; but, as the bill failed to become a law 
and as the State apportionment alone is insufficient for teachers’ salaries, it is 
deemed best to use the funds derived from the State and parish to keep the 
schools open as long as possible, and to have as many schools as ible, in 
order to give school advantages to as many children as possible, leaving the 
building and furnishing of school-houses tomore prosperous times, when school 
funds will be more plentiful, all of which is sincerely hoped for in the near 
future. * * During our school term, which el on August 27, 1886, 2,000 
children, white and colored, attended our public schools, and about 77 white 
children attended private white schools, making 2,077 children, all told, who 
attended school in our parish, and leaving 3,700 children, white and colored, 
without any schooling. 


It seems that 2,077 of the children had schooling and 3,700 white 
and colored were without any schooling in that parish or county. 


Parish of St. Charles.—By comparing this report with the census of educable 
ouths for the year 1586, made by the assessor of this parish, you will notice that 
m a total of 1,765 children of both races and sexes only 659 attend the public 
schools, 91 private schools, leaving u balance of 1,015 who receive no instruction 
whatever. Of this number 229 are white and 786 are colored children. Had 
we a sufficient number of schools and more conveniently located, I fully believe 
that more than one-half of the number of educable children of this parish would 
be enrolled. * * * 
Of the eleven school-houses herein mentioned we own only four, of which 
three are fairly furnished, and in the fourth are only common cypress benches. 
The others are for the most part church buildings without school furniture. 


I come next to the State of Mississippi: 


REPORTS OF MISSISSIPPI COUNTY SUPERINTENDENTS ON CONDITION OF SCHOOL- 
HOUSES. 


Adams chunt. Of the 53 school-houses mentioned, 47 have some desks, 6 have 
none, Twelve have a good outfit. The remaining 35 are but partially pro- 
vided. Of the 53 schools about 45 have something that ee be atyled a black- 
ea Nae in most cases the only provision isa small blackboard for a large 
schoo! 

Alcorn County.—The condition of many of the school-houses is such that the 
children can hardly keep comfortable in them, There are about 30 frame build- 
i and about the same number of log, all of which have some kind of black- 
board, but only about 5 have desks, 

Amite nty.—About one-half of the white school-honses in this county are 
neat frame-built buildings, haye blackboards and are comfortable in winter, 
but not more than 12 houses in the county are furnished with comfortable 
desks. The other halfand the negro school-houses, where they do not use their 
places of public worship, are rude log cabins, with none of the modern appli- 
ances that would render teaching pleasant or efficient. In many places the 
negroes use their churches for school-houses, and these churches or meeting- 
houses are of the rudest sort. 

Choctaw Oounty.—We have 32 frame houses and 24 log houses. Very few sup- 
plied with desks, blackboards, ete. Mostofthe country school-houses are poor 

res, with no supplies whatever, 

Claiborne County.—The condition of school-houses is deplorable. In twelve 
cases the schools are held in church buildings, some of them being very un- 
comfortable and all of them unsuitable. There are 22 log houses, most of 
them unfit for school purposes and without seats other than the rndest benches, 
with no school appliances whatever except the rest sort of blackboards. In 
ten cases the schools are taught in rooms or cabins owned by individuals. Two 
school-houses are to be built by the time the summer term opens, The remain- 


ing 18 school-houses are frame and in pretty good condition, with desks and 
seats,5 of them having been built wholly or in part by the county within the 


past year. 

Grenada Cownty.--School-houses generally in a shabby condition. Most of 
them built of logs. Very few have desks and blackboards. 

Franklin County.—Too bad to talk about. We have five or six very good houses, 
and the remainder unworthy of notice as a school-room. 

Issaquena County. There are only twoschool-houses belonging to the county, 
They are frame buildings in tol le repair. 

Itawamba County.—The most of our school-houses are in a deplorable condi- 
tion. Twenty of the school-houses are frame buildings and 34 ure log, Five of 
the school-houses are provided with desks, 25 with good blackboards, and none 
with maps, globes, or charts. 

Lawrence County.—School-houses are in a very poor condition. Most of the 
colored schools, and some of the white, are taught in the neighborhood churches, 
which practice is a continued source of trouble and confusion. Of the52 houses 
18 are frame buildings, some in bad condition; 23 log cabins, and II large, open 
and badly arranged churches, Only 21 are provided with blackboards and 14 
with desks, Many are without water buckets. 

Leake County,—School-houses are in bad condition, Not many are suitable for 
a winter term. About 40 are frame, 24 log houses. Very few have desks and 
blackboards, 

Noxubee County.—Condition of houses for white schools fair, but for colored 
schools very poor indeed. About two-thirds of all school-honses are framed, 
one-third log. Not more than a half dozen school-houses in the county are pro- 
vided with patent desks, and not more than one-third with desks of any kind, 
though a majority have blackboards. 

Quitman county. —- The schools of my county would be much better in many 
respects if we could only secure better houses to teach in. In some places we 
are without a house suitable to teach in, and for this reason it is impossible for 
the schools to be taught in bad weather. The schools in my county 
at never be much better than they are until we can have better houses to teach 

n, $ 

Scott County.—The school-houses are generally miserable caricatures, mostly 
log, with but few frame, and only about half a dozen provided with desks, 
black boards, eto. 

Sharkey County.—The condition of school-houses in this county is painful to 
consider. There are but three or four that are tolerably comfortable in hot or 
cold weather. The schools are generally taught in dilapidated churches, cot- 
ton-houses, and the like. With the exception of five or six, all are, I believe, 

rovided with a black more or less rude and worthless. None of them 
ave aera, maps, charts, globes, fraction spheres, or, indeed, any kind of school 
apparatus, 

Tate County.—One of the grentest obstacles to educational is the 
wretched houses in which the children are 3 to atten ool. Most 
of them are poorly constructed of cheap material, and very few have desks or 
blackboards, Five comfortable school-houses have been built within the last 
eighteen months, but there are not more than a dozen good school-houses in 
the county. The houses used by the negroes are in a wretched condition, and 
as the negroes are poorly clad, much suffering and sickness necessarily results. 


I proceed next to Tennessee: 

REPORTS OF TENNESSEE COUNTY SUPERINTENDENTS, 
From Tennessee School Report, 1888,] 

Chester County. — Our teachers have outgrown the schools, and the result is 
we can not keep them. They have gone to the four winds, where they get in- 
creased salaries. When the money gives out, the directors will discontinue the 
schools.’ * * = “Itisnotthe want of interest in our schools, but the lack of 
funds that is troubling us just now.“ 

Haywood County.—" It bas been impossible to get the county court to increase 
the school tax. We have two populations there, and the one that isin the ma- 
jority is the one that pays no taxes ora very small portion of them, This cre- 
ates dissatisfaction and an unwillingness on the part of the white people to pay 
taxes any longer in support of the schools, as the colorod people get most of the 
nioney. The white people absolutely refuse their sunction, and the opinion of 
the members of the county court is 7 public schools in that county,“ 

Humphreys County.—The greatest difficulty with us is the small attendance. 
Some of the schools will start Ook pray well and will continue this way for 
four or five weeks, when the attendance will commence to decrease. In addi- 
tion to that we are troubled with lack of money, We donot have us long terms 
as we would like. 

Cumberland County -The educational work in old Cumberland is gradually 
improving. Our teachers are pursuing better methods of teaching than for- 
imerly. More are taking up the word-method, blackboard drills, written reci- 
tations, object lessons, phonetic spelling, etc.; but we are greatly in need of 
good school-honses, apparatus, and money, We can not expect teachers to 
work for only $22 per month, and for a short term at that. Little money means 
short terms, poor teachers, and poor schools. I think a teacher should 
have living wages and be kept at the same place at least five years, Letting 
the school to a new teacher every year is like letting a farm every year toa 
new tenant. 

Grainger 8 ofthe greatest difficulties in our way are lack of money 
to run our schools longer and pay our teachers better salaries, and for want of 
interest among our patrons. 

Grundy County.—Our greatest needs are good houses and improved furniture 
of the school room, 

Hancock county. The greatest and only trouble is that we have not a sufti- 
cient amount of school money. 

Henderson County.—Our greatest difficulty is the want of money, and not until 
we can secure n larger fund can we make that progress that we so much desire. 
I hope our wise men and statesmen will devise some means to raise the neces- 
sary fonds to educate every child in the State, so thatatan early day there will be 
none unable to read the Lord’s Prayer. 

Johnson County— 

This is not Texas; this is Tennessee— 

Johnson County.—T he schools for the present year have nearly all been in op- 
eration from five to eight weeks, 

Lauderdale Counly.—There is no charge for the examination of teachers, but I 
think there really ought to be, if for no other purpose than to su piy suitable 
desks and seats, together with blackboards, etc. I think you would agree with 
me could you see some of the primitive furniture for school-rooms—slabs laid 
across sassafras blocks for seats and u plank put up by the side of the house for 
writing, and no desksat all. 

Morgan County.—We have no colored school, The greatest number of colored 
pupils in any school-district is about seven. I tried to et them soger her this 

year and give them a school, but failed as yet. The school-tax on privilege tax 
one-fourth of privilege tax. You will also observe that some of our schools 
are notin ession. These are schools that are indebted. 

Sumner County.—Our schools are not what they should be, and are not meet- 
ing the demands of our growing population. As I have said, we need more 
money and many more better qualified teachers, All these additions could be 
secured if we had the money. 

White County.—Onr greatest need ia more money, and then we can have better 
teachers, longer school terms, better houses, desks, apparatus, ete. The amount 
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of money we receive is not sufficient to run ourschoolslong enough. Our county 
court was kind enough to increase our school-tax from 25 cents on the hundred 
dollars’ worth of property to 30 cents. Still this gives us only seventy-eight da 
as the aver) ge length of our schools for the year, against seventy-two days for 
last year. Our schools ought to continue at least six months, 


I have also reports from Texas: 

REPORTS OF TEXAS COUNTY SUPERINTENDENTS. 
[From Texas School Report for 1887-88.] 

Baylor County.—As some of the communities are small and part of the patrons 
live a considerable distance from the school, the attendance is often small and 
irregular, which makes it impossible in some cases to secure satisfactory results, 

Cameron County,—The number of schools conducted in 1887-88 was forty. By 
reason of the sparsely settied condition of the couutry, the distance from one 
settlement to another, a reduction in the number of schools would work injus- 
tice to many children, and this is the cause of the support of several weak 
8 which otherwise might be consolidated and a longer school term ob- 

ned. 

Jackson Pe pate HERR Tt are only two white communities in the county that 
can maintain schools well for terms of six months. The most of the communi- 
ties are weak and can offer little inducement for good teachers, Unless aug- 
mented by private subscriptions, as is sometimes the case, the salaries are neo- 
essarily small and theschool terms short. + Inregurd to both races, it is 
to be regretted that ene children, owing to remoteness from any organized 
community, are deprived entirely of the benefit of the public schools. Recent 
immigration and the prospectof more in the future give some encouragement 
of relief to those who have been long without school facilities. The education 
of children whose parents have been unable to send them abroad or maintain 
private schools at home, has been too much neglected. 

Lampasas County.—In some thirteen of the stronger communities in this county 
schools have been maintained for terms varying from four to eight months. in 
these the advancement of the pupils has been, upon the whiole, satisfactory. In 
the other and weaker communities the schools were maintained for only three 
to three and three-fourths months, and the advancement of the pupils was not 
so marked, but under the circumstances I think was fair, 

McMullen County.—The sparsely settled condition of many of our counties 
renders the adoption of a uniform system of education impracticable at present. 
From this cause many of our commissioners’ courts have been deterred from 
appointing county superintendents from the fact that the available school fund 
will not justify the experiment. Under the present law there is no class of pub- 
lic servants so poorly remunerated for the services rendered as the school officers 
in the sparsely settled counties, and the services can only be rendered in connec- 
tion with the salary received from county offices held. 

Milam County.—Nine-tenths of our schools are taught in churches and houses 
built by neighborhoods, They are unsuited for the purpose of education, being 
open and uncomfortable in winter and poorly seated. Consequently the at- 
meee, . made irregular and irksome to the pupils, instead of a pleasure, as it 
ought 


I next give statements as to various States: 


ADDITIONAL Exrract® FROM STATE SCHOOL REPORTS, 
ALABAMA. - 

Under our State constitution, no special school tax can be raised in town- 
ships or schod! districts.” Alabama can never, under ber present constitution, 
have the school system she needs and should have, for the want of authority to 
eld and collect a special tax, local tax for schools in the counties, townships, 
and separate school districts.—Report Superintendent of Education, Alabama, 


ARKANSAS, 

There is no State in the Union which pays more for education, in proportion 
to her taxable property, than is paid by Arkansas. As a rule we pay 7 mills in 
soem to the poll-tax.— Superintendent of Public Instru , Arkansas, 


With the spirit of public enterprise goes the demand for increased educational 
facilities and work. The people are voting longer time and demanding com- 
petent teachers.—Correspondence Journal of Education, December 19, 1889, 

GEORGIA, 

Our constitution limits what may be taught in our country schools to the 
elementary branches of an English education : spelling, reading, writing, arith- 
metic, geography, and English grammar, If anything above these branches 
should betaughtin a school the teaching must be paid for by the parents of the 
children thus taught. 

Gross sum raised by the State in 1897... . $493, 509. 52 


Counties and cities under local laws. . 2 ᷣ„ 302,477.74 
Der 55 0 000 
—Report State School Commissioner, Georgia, 1888. 
LOUISIANA, 


Our people are constitutionally restricted from raising a school fund by 
special tax, Article COVII[ reading: The General Assembly shall levy an 
annua! poll-tax, for the ntenance of public schools, upon every male inhab- 
itant in the State over the age of twenty-one years, which shall never be less 
than one dollar nor exceed one dollar and a half pa capita, and the General 
Assembly shall pas laws to enforce the 88 of said tax. 

No. effective law has been passed, and instead of the schools having a reve- 
nue from this source of something like $225,000 annum, the la amount 
ever collected was a little over $73,000 in 1881 and $77,000 in —Biennial 
Report State Superintendent of Education, Louisiana, 1886-87. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


The total amount expended for free schools in 1887 was $839,797.46, about 
$3,000 less than in 1885.—Biennial Report State Superintendent Public Education, 
Mississippi, 1896-'87. 

MISSOURI, 


The time in the history of Missouri has come when the party in power must 
enact laws that are in harmony with the enlightened judgmentand seltled con- 
victions of her people, by calmly listening to the voice of reason, b 3 
weighing the arguments presented by her leading educators, and by so adj 
ing her entire school system that the results attainable are commensurate with 
. that justify their maintenance. Missouri Report, Public Schools, 


That scems to be a very suggestive sentence from the Missouri Re- 
port, Public Schools, 1888. 
In regard to North Carolina I have already read considerable, but I 


have here the following: 
NORTH CAROLINA, 

The question is frequently asked, why the counties now get no money from 
the State fund. The answer is that the legislation now on the statute-books 
does not contemplate putting any money into the State treasury for schools, 
except such as cones from tax on acts‘of incorporation by the General Assembly 
and from the sales of public lands. Receipts from these sources have as yet 
amounted to but very little. Our statutes leave all other school fands in the 
counties where collécted, to the end that they may be used as rapidly as possible. 
It has not been thought wise or proper for this poor generation to attenipt to ac- 
cumulate a manent school fund. 

Article OXCIX, section 7, of our constitution is as follows: 

“No county, city, town, or other municipal corporation shall contract debt, 
pledge its faith, or loan its credit, nor shall any tax be levied or collected by any 
officers of the same, excant for the necessary expenses thereof, unless by a vote 
of a majority of the qualified voters therein.”—Biennial report Superintendent 
Public Instruction, North Carolina, 1887-88, 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 


At the last session of the General Assembly, an act was passed conferring 
upon all schoo! districts in theState the right to levy local taxes for the sup 
of publicschools, Reports from the several county school commissioners wW 
up to the present time only eléven school districts have been organized under the 
provisions of this act.—Report Stale Superintendent of Education, volume 3, 1889. 

TENNESSEE. 

The length of the school term does not show such marked increase, but when 
we consider the increased enrollment and ave daily attendance, and the 
school term has been made longer, it is evident that the amount expended for 
school purposes has increased in about the same ratio. The outlook is very en- 
couraging.—Report State Superintendent Public Instruction, Tennessee, 1888. 

¢ TEXAS. 

It is discreditsble to the honor and financial integrity of the State that 
teachers’ wages are not paid when they are due. Teachers’ vouchers have been 
discounted during the present year at rates varying from 5 per cent. to 50 per 
cent. * * Butfor the permanent cure of this evil there is need of a stronger 
financial basis for the support of the schools, and to establish this basis impor- 
tant changes in the school law are indispensably necessary.—Special Report Su- 
perintendent Public Instruction, Texas, 1887, 

The ratio of local taxes levied in the United States to the State's apportion- 
ment is about four to one. In Texos it is one to nine. 

In Texas the scholastic age covers only eight years; in no other State is it 
less than ten years and in most it is twelve years.—Biennial Report Superin- 
tendent Public Instruction, Texas, 1888, 

VIRGINIA. 

Our country schools are at a disadvantage in many respects as compared 
with our city schools. In the first place. the receipts from local levies are much 
less in the country than in the city, and hence the total amount of funds appli- 
cable to school purposes is less in the former than in the latter. For this I know 
of no remedy.— Report Superintendent Public Instruction, Virginia, 1888. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

The public school system was established because it is necessary to ops 
lic welfare. Any failure, therefore, to provide for its highest efficiency is «failure 
thus far to provide forthe public welfare.—Biennial Report Slate Superintendent 
Fres Schools, West Virginia, 188788. 


These reports indicate an increasing interest on the part of the peo 
but all deplore the lack of money to give suitable and efficienteducation, 

Here is a table showing the inequality of school term in six repre- 
sentative States, It is sufficient to say in passing that it shows a very 
marked disparity between certain States of the Union, and that some- 
thing from some source should be done to afford an equalization of 
school privileges, which is the specific object of this bill, for whatever 
it appropriates goes where there is the illiteracy and where there is 
the greatest necessity; it is made a part of the funds of the State, and 
the whole of it, the entire fund, is then distributed in such a way as 
to produce an equalization of school advantages to all, whether white 
or colored. The laws now require that, but the means are lacking. 


Table showing the inequality of school term in six representative Slates. 


[Nore.—These fi 


are the averages for the counties, The bureau has generally no tables showing length of school term of country schools, for individual 


gures 
schools or districts, especially in the South. Special cases of short school term and of no school term at all are given in the preceding extracts. 
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Here is an important table. I will read the caption. These re- 
marks are by Dr. Harris: 

BRIEF SURVEY OF WHAT THE BUREAU'S REPORTS TEACH, 

In relation to the circumstance, shown in the bureau's report of 188887. pages 
89-02, that the school attendance in the South has vastly increased during the last 
decade; it may be remarked that this is a fact that can not be gainsaid. 
school attendance has been increasing much faster than the school po tion. 
But there are other circumstances that must be taken into consideration in de- 
termining how much the South isin need of aid from without, These are: 

I. The schoo] attendance in the South is promising only when compared with 
what it has been. When compared with what it should be the prospect is very 
unpromising indeed. Great numbers of children are growing up without any 
instruction whatever. This is an impressive fact, which is fully established b 
the bureau's reports. Taking only one comprehensive instance: In the sou 
central group of States, there are 2,470,000 children six to fourteen years of age, 
every one =f whom should have some school instruction: yet only 1,950,000, or 
79 in ev 100, are reported as attending school for any period however brief. 
The remaining 52),000 never attend school, In Massachusetts, on the contrary, 
there are 121 pupils in the public schools for every 100 children six to fourteen 

rs of age, or half as many again, 

The individual Southern States mostly tell the samestory. With all the prog- 
ress that has been mado in publie education, armies of children are wing 
up to swell the ranks of the illiterate. This assertion is well su by the 
facts given in Tables 1 and 3, following: 


TanLx 1.—End pulation, and proportion thereof to area: pop- 


year ; total 
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North Atlantic Division: 

642,784 21.5 

268, 600 40.9 

333, 504 36.5 

2,007,356 | 29.7 
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a Where the return is for 158785 the population is given for 1857; if the re- 
turn is for 1885-87 the population is given for 1586—in each case at or near the 
2 of the school year reported. These statistics are for 1836-187. 
0 are for 185586. d These statistics are for 187. o Governor's 
estimate, f 
eluding Alaska. 


These statistics are for 188. General agent's estimate. h Ex- 
Compare column 5 with columns 2 and 6 of the following table (Table 3). 


The arbitrary division of those between six and fourteen years of age, 
which for some inscrutable reason has been adopted in recent years as 
the basis of calculation, and which creates great confusion in connec- 
tion with former calculations does not include all who attend school. 
It does not include the school age in every State. There is not a State 
in which the school age is from six to fourteen. It is very true that 
the larger part of the attendance is of those who are between six and 
fourteen years of age, but a great many children get in a year or two 
before they are six and a great many others get in three or four years 
after they are fourteen years of age. 

When I was a boy and attended a common school in New Hampshire, 
where our terms were short, the boysand girls attended school from the 
early age of four or five years until a great many of them were twenty- 
one or twenty-two years of age, so that with shorter terms the length of 
school age actually improved. Very often a boy would graduate from 
a common school quite equivalent to the average member of Congress in 
his acquisitions, and a great many of them got there and made good 
publicservants, better than those who had better opportunities, They 
never got so but what they were for school bills and the education of 
the masses of the people. It is said that a little learning is a dangerous 
thing. A great deal of learning has been the death, so far as usefulness 
is concerned, of many men. There is such a thing as knowing so much 
that one does not know anything that is worth knowing. 

Here are several tables which are worth reading and may be the basis 
of important deductions later in the debate: 


TABLE 3.—Enroliment in common schools, mainly for 1887-'83, compared with same 
Sor the preceding year, with the total population and with the population 6 to 14. 
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North Atlantic Division: 
Maine. 2. 43 140. 02 
New Ham 16.77 119.59 
Vermont. 20,53 125. 53 
17.83 121.20 
Rhode Island 16, 66 109. 73 
Conneetieut 18,52 118.78 
New Vork — 4.543 18. 92 114.81 
N. 224,107 | 11.386 17.11 96.79 
Penusy 941,625 | 113. 001 19. 17 101. 
South Atlanti 
21.29 116.70 
16.96 83.79 
16.35 94.27 
19. 16 89. 01 
25,80 116, 62 
19,50 90.40 
417.21 77.33 
19.83 89.33 
23.25 104.79 
Kentucky a...... 19. 63 78.92 
22.57 101, $ 
16.92 7. 
21,49 93.97 
9.62 44.41 
16.33 74.15 
16.69 78. 50 
22.9) 120. 04 
24.32 120.50 
22,50 114.4 
21. 42 120.81 
20.08 75 
22.61 124.39 
26, 38 134.52 
23.590 111.61 
17. 00 104.44 
23.70 119.72 
Kansas .ccsees.sse — . OL 27.73 137.50 
Western Division: 
Montana ad 11.70 102.72 
Wrominga 6,61 56.03 
Colorado fee 17.30 139.77 
New Mexicoh . 3.98 20. 30 
Ari 7.53 69. 11 
17.89 53, I4 
13.00 108. 88 
10.52 70.0 
17.72 99. 86 
20,59 111,91 
18, 98 119.74 
3.59 17.91 
18.78 
19.50 
17.48 
23.19 
passes 16.50 
20. 10 


a These statistics are for 1896-'87. b These statistics are for 1885-86. c'These 
statistics are for 1887. d Highest number enrolled. „ Estimated. Ten coun- 
ties estimated. g Eight cities and five counties not reporting. A These statistics 
are for 1880. iIncluding two Government contract schools, An estimate em- 
bracing all the States of the group to which it belongs, kThis summary em- 
braces only the States tabulated avoveinthesamecolumn, {Excluding Alaska, 
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II. Not only are there multitudes of children whoare growing up in ignorance 
„ but the period of attendance of those who do go to pda A lamentably 
ef. The average number of days the publie schools of each State were kept 
is 13 in the following table (Table 5, column 5). 
t will be seen that five States have a school term of less than eighty days, that 
is, less than four months in the year—twenty schools days to each month: 


TABLE 5.—Tolal attendance in days he pa? common schools, mainly for 1857—88, com- 
pared wilh the popwation 6 lo 14 and with the enrollment; average length of public 


school year in days, mainly for 187. 88. compared with same for preceding year. 
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hig Atlantic Division: 


Virginſa 5 i 68.3 D....1 
West Virginia.. ahd „5 
North Carolina.. 
South Carolina 
88 


Jorida. 

South Central Division: 
Kentucky a 
Tennessee a.. 
Alabama ...,..., 
Mississippi a.. 
Louisiana c. 


Kansas 
Western Division 
Montana a... 


Alask: 


r T nne 
SUMMARY. 
North Atlantio Division e. 
South Atlantic Division e. 
South Central Division 
North Central Division e. 
Western Division c. 


United Senates E AA R EEA 
a These statistics are for 1885-87. b These statistics are for 1888. These sta- 


tistics are for 1857. d White schools. e These summaries embrace only the“ 


States tabulated in the corresponding columns above. 

The bureau observes: 

III. There is no pr of any further considerable improvement as regards 
the proportion of children enrolled in the schools or in the length of the school 
term, except in isolated cases. ‘The reports made to this office and the investi- 
8 undertaken by it all go to show that public-school education in the 

uth has 5 nearly reached its maximum limit, and it is believed that 
future developments will only tend to establish more conclusively this 

In this mass of important matter from which I am reading, the whole 
of which is like a great range of mountains of ignorance, we occasion- 
ally come toa peak, an elevation, that ought to attract our attention, 
and here isa complete Teneriffe, a Chimborazo, an Alpine height, a 
Himalaya mountain that I should like to ask the attention of every- 
body to; and I tender this fact obsequiously on a platter to the Senate 
and ask them to attend to just this one fact, if nothing else that the 
Bureau of Education, our highest authority on this subject, says: 


III. There is no pros ofany further considerable improvement as regards 
the proportion of children enrolled in the schools or in the length of the school 
term, except in isolated cases. The reports made to this office and the investi- 
gations undertaken by it, all go to show that public-school education in the 


South has nearly reached its maximum limit, and it is believed that 
future peed sarap. fer only tend to establish more —— this fact. 


That is something I have been stating for years, stating often in this 
debate, and here, it must be admitted, is proof of it. 


The annual report of 1886-87 shows that there were 4,207,000 school children 
in all the Southern States, of whom 3,509,000, or 83 out of every 100, were en- 
rolled in the public schools. 

In 1887—88 there were 4,354,000 children in the same States, of whom 3,666,000, 
or Ñ in every 100, were enrolled in the public schools, - 

The reports for the ensuing year (188889) have not yet been made up. butitis 
believed that this insignificant advance will be neutralized entirely. In the 
State of Georgia. for instance, the number of school pupils has fallen off largely, 
going from 342,000 to 321,000, a decrease of 21,000, In like manner the bureaus’ 
report for/1883-'89 will show a falling off in the number of schools in Georgia 
from 7,796 to 6,563, a decrease of 1,233. 

This falling off in the number of schools and of pupils is the more remarkable 
as being coincident with a rise in school expenditure from $751,662 to $869,005, 
an increase of $117,343, ornearly one-sixth. The expenditure per capita of school 
children increased from $1,96 to $2.23, 

Aninquiry of State Superintendent Hook as to the cause of the great falling 
offinschoolsand pupils brought from him the following explanation: Besides 
the fact that our trouble has been the want of more money,” he ascribes the 
falling off referred to chicfly to a provision (since repealed) of the Denny law 
of 1887, which required “an enrollment of twenty-five scholars for alladditional 
schools after one had been provided for each color in each subdistrict,” 

The falling off in the schools was mainly in the remote country subdistriots, 

Little progress is being made in lengthening the school term in the Southern 
States; in some States the schools actually are not kept open as long as they 
were in 1880, In Kentucky, since 1889, the length of the schoo! term has fallen 
from 102 days to 941; in Alabama, from 81 to 79. In Georgin the schools were 
kept open 69 days in 1883, and in 1888 only 68. Everywhere indications are nu- 
merous that progress has come toa standstill in many sections. The money 
needed to lengthen the school term can not be raised. 

‘The lack of means in the South will prevent further appreciable extension of 
the public-school system. The Southern people are, generally, expending as 

ea share of their means as the Northern. Virginia, Tennessee, Arkansas, 
and Florida expend more mills per dollar of their assessed valuation for schools 
than either Massachusetts or New York, 

The same is generally true, Yet this equal proportion of their wealth fur- 
nishes the Southern States with only about one-fourth as much money for each 
child to be educated as the Northern States have. This will, undoubtedly, re- 
main a bar to much further progress. See, for further details and summary, 
Table 15 (following), columns 7 and 9. 


TABLE 15.—Expenditure for salaries of superintendents and teachers and total e- 
penditure, mainly for 1337-88, reduced to a per capita basis; also, the number of 
mills per dollar 5 assessed valuation expended for the same purposes. 


Expenditure for sal- | 22 a3 
aries of superintend- | 33 Totalexpenditure 
ents and teachers 3 5 per capita of— es 
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a 3338 
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a | $2 12 3 
— 
a 1 4° & a | & į 


North Atlantic Div'n: 
M: 451.20 . 812. 
1.31 11. 13.28 
2 8 ; 25.42 
1.70 01| 17.17| 24. 
1.80 12 5.9, 3.7% 267 17,09) 2. 
1.79 10. 15.52 2. 2.71 16.65) 3.7% 4.32 
L . 12.67) 28 2.04) 11.81 20. 5i 
el. 30 60.91 5 50 AEE d2, 24| A11. 80) 416.34. 
a a CE LEA Meine EE EI EEE 
ary. 3 33 2 . 84 7 * 2 
District of Columbia 2.09 12.04 18.79 wa oe 21.51 29.99 14 8 
Lirxinia . 71 . BD) . — 3 
West Virginia.. Lis} de 67s i LOs 76l E 7.53 
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i GRE .. 
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7. A mA 75.81 74 3.2 6.79 6.09 
1.88 10.21 12 3.7 2.94 15.42 18.72 5,72 
LO d S8 2.48 14.88 12.56 
2.05 10.4% 13.23 8.78 3.00 15.65 15.81 13.10 
1.50 8.46 41.0% 4.01 2.40 13.57 al7. 78 4.53 
1. 41 7.23 411.14 el 2 2.11 10,78 418. 64 6.25 
1.53, & 1 15.36 3.83 3.02 16.64) 20.4% 6.90 
2.27 i 14.1) 842 3.37) 17.16 20.91) 1204 
JEZ) £6.05, S835) F452 1.75 R31 1.51 62k 
Ota 1.80 11.01 18:58) 6.13 3:26) 19:94) 33.66, 11.10 
1.8 d. 12 ease 3.8 16. 2.4 
1.84 9.13 10.50 7.58 3.2 16.00 19. 18 13.82 
1— — ae ie eee 42.58) 622. 68 435.19 4. 79 
Wyoming ö. TL 78.47 af22.64, 72.65 al. 40, afl. 8 48. 71 4. 7 
Colorado ...... 200| 16.15) 18.60- 3.47) 3.08) 31.74 36.57) 6.83 
New Mexicok J. PER) $8.80 inia 143 11.80 — rT 
. ~ . 1 “ls le — J - 
-% 4.40 8.86 3.76 1.33 6.16) 12.41 5.27 
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TABLE 15.—Expenditure for aari E oS and teachers, ete,—Con- Here is matter by the bureau: 


AID TO EDUCATION HAS NOT PROMOTED “ MENDICANCY.” 


Expenditure for sal- 8 2 
= ager tond- 28 It seems to be in reply to the New York Evening Post bureau of men- 
per capita of E 2 dacity, and the word mendicancy is quoted: 
N Zao 
cy 4 2 2 3 4 4 b> 233 AID TO EDUCATION HAS NOT PROMOTED “ MENDICANCY.” 
. 2 ae ss 
a State or Territory. | f | © | 38 Ai S | 32 |875 | with regard to the objection that a distribution of Federal funds among the 
t 8 E E 33 Rd 8 E © ze States for the advancement of education would promote a di tion to rely 
x 8 8 33 2 2 £2 entirely upon these funds, f. c., would promote “ mendicancy,” it may be ob- 
> 8 2 3 £ g as served the whole system of public education in this country, from the time 
)!!! soa ter MEE AA E oes Be 
ent time, n up on the prin o! e e r. 
& — I $ & Ps s f has been, and is, the cornerstone ot the 5 Sigel ee 
8 3 : A a Thousands, probably millions, of citizens throughout the country who pay 


my a * ox no tax at all axe having their children educated without money 
and without price. Township, 8 and State taxes ſor schools, Which are 

ised oned generally according to school popu- 
ct, county, or township receives more than 


Lael ia ce sees ea ra mostly on property, are apport 
lation or attendance. The poor Histri 


Western Div’n—Con'd 


zashington 0. i 44 | it pays. So far from this course having promoted mendicancy,” it is a matter 

3 88 8 1 s. re 92 ol i 61 | of record, as well as of common notoriety, that the marvelous extension of the 

7 California 2 18. 25.37 33.1 4.59 233 of self-im taxation for education isa prominent feature in our 
R) Alaska 30 1 2.8 12.78 ., Histor. Those who as children have received the benefits of a free-school edu- 


cation have been solicitous to give increased advantages to their own and their 
neighbors’ S and taxation for free schools has gathered renewed impetus 


5 with the rise o succeeding generation. 
* — enne 5 79 90 Fy 125 5 rv To takea s; fic instance: During the ten years ending with 1887 the publio 
4 South Central Diyn.. 3. 3.160 6. 13.91 | Schoolexpenditure in the United States increased from seventy- nine to one hun- 
j North Central Divin.. 9. 4.12 18.21 F. dred and twelve millions of dol or about 41 per cent. 
Western Div'n ws. *. 2.01 12. 70 28. 5 05 In the same period the number of school children six to fourteen years of age 


l increased from 8,700,000 to 11,250,000, an increase of only about 29 per cent., or 


(| | two-thirds the increase of expenditure.* 
10. 68) 8.78 ao 10.00) 15.59) ea Moreover, 89 per cent. of all the money now expended for schools is derived 
from self-imposed taxation, State and local; and this enormous voluntary taxa- 
wn up under the system of the rich helping the 


a Estimated, h Includes support of normal schools, on poor, x 
' o 187. 1 Amount of recei Fuller details are given in the following tables (table 17, Annual Report, 18.687, 
f- T ores PAAA ETA TOE DREN ry np lnk oe og and table 13, Annual Report, 1887-88) : 
d Including debt paid. These statistics are for 1880. 
PE. e These statistics are for 1883-86. 1 Only the States tabulated in the same col- 
i - J Salaries of teachers only. umn above are included in this summary. That is, the 8 for schools has grown at one-half as great a rate 
. g These statistics are for 8 m Excluding Alaska. again as the school population, 
| TABLE 17.—Jncrease for ten years of population 6 to 14, enrollment, and expenditure. 


[Nore.—D indicates a decrease. ] 


Estimated population 6 to 14. Enrollment. Expenditure. 


Increase | Percent- 


2 6 
J 103,431 90L 0.9 155,428 145,530 | P 9,888 D 6.4 $1,170,668| $1,057,572 | D$113, 096 D9.6 
E 51,255 4,238 9.0 68, 085 60,770 | D7,265| D 10.7 604,684 615, 357 10, 1.7 
F 54, 503 285 0.5 72, 900 71,402| D1507| D 21 537, 153 614, 248 77, 14,3 
a 290,351 | 450, 920 19.8 | 307.832 353,032 | 45,200 14.7| 5,582,519 1, 417, 565 25.4 
47,368 8,670 22.4 39, 959 49, 507 9,548 23.9 484,744 290, 59.0 
$ 105,368 | 13,815 15.8| 119.208 195,794 6,536 5.5 | 1,510,223 258, 148 17.1 
885,440 | 96, 124 12.2 | 1,023,715 | - 1,037,812 | 14,097 1.4 | 10,976,234 2, 784, 436 25.3 
5225.90 46, 969 26.2 96,252 | 222,741 28.489 13.4] @2, 154,415 582, 114 27.0 
908,667 | 161, 443 21.6 | 907,412 989,429 | 82,017 9.0 8,583,379 1, 18.0 
223, 966 4,267 17.3| 23,251] 883,802 | 10,551 45.4 | — ac216, 225 53, 303 24.2 
; 195,340 | 20.606 17.8 150.276 175,20 2.988 16.8 1,637,588 202, 243 12.4 
ae 80.259 8.920 82.7 21, 264 33,418 | 12,154 57.2 370, 996 219, 229 59.3 
7a 364066 | 64, 940 21.7 | 204,974 325,184 | 120,210 58.7 | 1,050,346 524: 978 50.0 
8 158,090 | 38.459 22.1 125,332 179,309 | 53,977 43.1 793, 272 294; 403 37.1 
K. 359,729 | 88,199 32.5 201,450 325,279 128.820 61.5 200, 700 362, 247 124.6 
ià 245,829 | 52. 800 27.3 102.390 175,017 621 70.9 226, 021 198, 405 87.7 
= Georgia. 383, 434 | 75, 391 24.5 179,405 | 319.724 140,319 78.2 &330, 000 381, 990 115.8 
f N 78.6868 27,537 53.8 81,133 82, 453 1.820 164.8 139, 340 909) 959 222.8 
R South Central Division: 
2 404,229 | 77,420 23.7 227,607 319,022 | 91.415 40.2 | 1.130, 000 624,107 55.2 
283.68 223.6055 2.7 4154, 180 383.507 | 189,327 97.5 a698, 220 349, 003 50.0 
326,775 | 70.968 27.7 | 141,230 259,432 | 118, 8.7 392, 493 207, 5007 52.9 
F. 228, 288,106 | 59, 722 26.1 160,528 270,744 | 110,216 68.7 417.760 423, 016 101.3 
; 183,757 | 221,724 | 37,967 20.7 74, 307 108, 416 29,109 39.2 e560, 448 D 110,418} D 19.7 
2 268, 601 468, 639 200, 038 74.5 (Data incomplete.) 
i 148,721 | 263,198 | 114, 477 77.0}, 88,80 diss, 400 155,030] 464.6 143, 331 691,717 482.6 
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4 al, 624 2.078 128.0 al, 222 b4, 988 a7 308.2 
a 5 12, 762 18.904 148.1 14,085 43,110 29.025 206.1 215, 256 301.9 
2 New Mexico 917044 5, 408 30.1 1838 14.75 4,567 | 2,429.2 
f Arizonn...... 2, 856 8,095 283.4 903 5, 934 5,031 557.1 62, 843 ore 
x Utah. . 424.058 14,521 60.4 319,88 281.883 11,097 58.8 a129, 298 5 
` Nevada.. 6, 380 161 2.5 7.883 7.641 291 4.0 162.7 128. D. . 20.6 
Idaho 3,592 9,715 | 270.5 (Data incomplete.) 
> Wi 8, 440 21.591 288.9 5,385 29,002 | 24.607 457.0 49,71 305,365 | 255,600 513.6 
; 24,757 197 932 80.5 45,534 53, 025 7.441 16.8 1, 568,811 | 329.918 135.1 
: 115, 228 |- 49,767 43.2 | 147,868 196,907 | 49,044 33.2 2,749,729] 3.884, 333 1,204, 604 43.8 
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TABLE 17.—Increase for ten years of population 6 to 14, enrollment, and expenditure—Continued, 


Estimated population 6 to 14. Enrollment, Expenditure. 
State or Territory. Increase | Percent- 
in ten 1886587. 
years, 
1 8 u 
SUMMARY, 
North Atlantic Division. 2,292, 978 165, 267 $38, 457,766 | $6, 
South Atlantic Division. 1, 460,654 609, 965 7,601,330; 2, 
693, 299 15,527,184 | 2 
1, 105. 804 63, 683, 813 | 18,1 
143, 972 k6, 445,613 | 2,779, 
11, 247, 009 k11, 450,798 | 2,718, 307 | III. 715,707 | 32,530,198 


a For 1875-76. b For 1888-86. c Revenue. 
cluding Idaho. 


d Approximately. 
k Excluding the States and Territories not tabulated above. 


TABLE 13.—Percentage classification of school revenue; showing the percentage of 
the whole . — derived from each source named, mainly for 1887-88. 


State or Territory. 


nues. 


Other reve- 


31. 16 63.35 0 
68, 98 18.77 9.90 
0 83.70 12. 48 
. 0 96.19 1.34 
. 12.82 78.20 6. 67 
Connecticut. 5 18, 28 74.21 3.30 
New York... 24 23.80 71.02 4.88 
New Jersey a.. 4,98 55. 05 89.97 0 
ene . . proseaccoapinnslagensncse doped 
South Atlantie Division: 
Delaware b... e 24.58 75.42 0 
Maryland 28.64 60.32 8.24 
District of 0 050. 00 50. 00 0 
Virginia. 2.35 51.67 44.20 1.78 
West Virginia. ( €31,10 61.81 7.00 
North Carolina 0 76.78 3.93 19. 20 
South Carolina 0 87. 94 9.42 2.64 
Geo J 0 61.80 | 981. 06 g3. 54 
Florida. 6.62 15. 45 77.93 0 
South Central Division: 
Kentucky d 1,68 60.36 | A37.96 0 
Tennessee b. 112. 91 74. 20 12.89 
55,06 24,44 53 
30. 84 . 90 . 
26.14 61.22 2.56 
56.55 10.20 5.65 
31.14 64.33 4.53 
.48 77.74 8.01 
. 98 33.14 9.44 
01 81.16 3,17 
42 22.24 14.34 
77.78 0 
26 58. 80 17.52 
75 79, 65 8. 60 
BL 70,02 7.66 
0 95.77 4.23 
0 14. 5.20 
0 100. 00 0 
8 . — 
orado .. 0 3. 52, 94 11.93 
Now Merle eee eee eee eee see eee 
Arizona 0 4, 94.09 57 
tah... 0 43 23, 67 32. 49 
2 8 z 4 
ngton a . 
Oregon sesion 46, 82 26.12 
California. 4.39 52. 80 
EE A EERE ERT AA IORN ST EEI AA EEEN RITES TEN PLE E 
SUMMARY, 
North Atlantic Division $. 
South Atlantic Division.. 
South Central Division 
North Central Division 
Western Division k... 
United States k. 


6 These statistics are for 1885-86, United 

States appropriation. d Included in State taxes. e Including revenue from 

I Sutin: 3 ‘including neni Hone — apportionment, 
n 

{inci k including only the States tabu- 


a These statistics are for 1886-'87. 


uding reyenue from permanent funds, 
above. 


For 1875. , For 1888. 9 For 1870. 
Alaska. 


h For 1880. tExcluding Texas, Ex- 


l Excluding 


It may beobjected that the case will be different with national aid; that a 
State will become dependenton aid which is habitually received from other 
States, while a county, township, or district does not become so d dent or 
less self-reliant by aid from other counties, townships, or districts. Thereis no 
reason in the nature of things why this should be so. The essential character 
of national aid is the same as that of local or State aid; the only difference is 
that it has to deal with larger tions of people, with communities of the 
next higher order. The eea Y è is everywhere the same. 

The result of the national aid heretofore granted tends to confirm this state- 
ment. The Congressional nts of public lands for common schools are as 
much national aid as anything proposed at the presentday. See the following 
extract entitled, National aid to education acontinuance of the policy already 
9 by Professor James, University of Pennsylvania, 

ow far have the revenues from these grants affected the disposition to I 
pans gr schools on the part of the people in those States which have recei 

em 

1. According to the Bureau’s Report for 1887-'88, page 80, the south central 
States receive from permanent funds and rents, mainly based on the Co 
sional land ts, an income of 45 cents per capita of school population; y 
Eney in addition by taxation, State and local, 33.07 per capita of school popu» 

ion. 

2. The north central States received from permanent funds and rents 86 cents 
per capita of school population and raised by taxation $11.93 per capita, 8 
3. The States of the western division, California, Oregon, Colorado, Nevada, 
and the adjoining Territories, received from rents and permanent funds 81.41 
vex cupita at school population and raised in addition by taxation $18.50 per capita, 

N ein f all these permanent school funds and rents have their 2 in the 


national land-grants. The rule of progress in the three cases here cited is unis 


form, The ter the national aid received the greater has been the self- im- 


t i 
Fart her details are given in the following table from Education Report 188788. 
To show how far the revenues from these grants have affected the 
disposition to levy taxes for schools on the part of the people in those 
States which have received them, I submit the following table: 


TABLE nr lie gota fo ameunt of school revenue derived from different sources por 
capila of population 6 to 14 and af average attendance, mainly for 1887-89, 


Revenue per capita of 


Revenue per capita of 
population 6 to 14. 7 


average attendance, 


85 5 E ö 
9 1232 
fv 2 5 52 8 
id 3 3 g | as 3 
9 5 8 33 
ESE E 
Elk 
3 4 5 9 
$3.54 | $6.57 0 26 | $3.54 0 
9.03 | 2.46 | $1.30 85 | 10.40 $1. 49 
09.64 1.44 .52 0 1.70 
023.42 33 07 0 30 
2.23 13.59 1.16 58 19 1.66 
2.19 | 12,23 54 99 87 71 
3.91 | 11.63 80 00 . 57 1.14 
6.29 4.57 0 00 5 0 
Delaware b ... 209 J 6.42 24 2.78] 8.50 0 
Maryland ..... . | 2.58 | 5.43 74 .53 | 5.40 | 11.37 r 
District of Colum 0 |cl0, 82 | 10. 82 0 0 |c15.09 | 15.00 
Virginia 10 2.19 1.87 0 20 4.29 3.67 15 
West Virginia (d) | €2.40 | 4.77 55 (d) | 63.19] 6.35 272 
0| 144 OF 86 02.58 13 0 
0 1.67 18 05 0| 3.27 35 10 
01.28 9.729. 07 02.1691. 21 9.12 
. 39 914.58 0a. 79 a2. 23 a5. 78 ao 
.07 | 2.58 RI. 38 0 13 4.91 2. 03 0 
sesser) 82. 08 36 . £50] 2.87 50 
40 J 1.12 50 01 882.30] 1.02 -02 


TanLx 12.—Showing the amount of school revenue derived, ete,—Continued. 


Revenue ita of Revenue per capita of 
— — Sto 14. average attendance. 
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~ 
do 
E 
> 
a 
oa 


8 9 
21.01] 2.12 J. - -38 S 
—2¹ 54] 1.27 0 . 66 4.00 17 
1,69 3.47 -63 2.90 1.07 
01.14 2.37 17 0 * . 91 K. 31 
28 2.50 11. 99 46 47 14.56 „56 
81 4.40 2.83 81 53 2. 00 „ŝi 
„95 | 1.52 | 12.83 50 1.21 18. 28 63 
1. 91 10.28 2.04 2.50 13. 47 2.67 
(d) | 12.47 | 8.64 Uf (d) k13. 32 0 
1.95 | L824 9.33 2.78 3.56 17. 05 5.08 
2,24 0} 15.19] 1.64 2.73 13.52 2.00 
.65 1.31 6.27 69 91 8.69 0 
0 0 | 19.69 «87 0 35.24 1.47 
T 5 
0 0 | 22.63 0 0 o 3.19 0 
. PM UCT ETS Tey nares 
9 F 
02.63 1.42) 1.9% 0 5.29 
“oy 6.02 Loa 0 30. 99 
0 1.24 0 0 -01 
1.97 | 9.08 | 2.63 * 
01.53 14.90 37 
5 SUMMARY, DF n — 
North At antie Divis- 
ion ores -60 41 400 
ion... = +23 11 3.41 
South Ventral 15 84 3.08 
North 
{01 MH CONAR 91 1.11 | 2.82 
Western Divisi: 1.04 | 2.02 | 10.00 | 
United States m...... -56 81 | 8.34 | 10.33 
í a These statistics are for 1885-87. h Including subscriptions. 
b These are for 1885-86. i State apportionment. 
c United States appropriation. So far as reported. 
d Included in State taxes. k Ave! attendance estimated. 
e Includin grevenue from ent Lincluding revenue from permanent 
funds and sales of bonds, funds. 
ics are for 1887. m Including only the States tabulated 


J These statisti 
g Including balanco from preceding above. 
year. 
Thus it will be seen that where there has been the most extraneous 
1 ae 32 been by far the inoate imposition of var 
ion n e people themselves to promote the same purposes, so t 
Siina] experiment demonstrates that so far from national aid or 
extraneous help inducing the people to rely upon it to the shifting from 
themselves of the burdens proper for the education of their children, 
recisely the contrary effect has been produced; and, where most has 
— given, there two and threo fold as much has been contributed by 
ÉL- the people themselves, so that in the Southern States, where next to 
nothing has been given, only 46 cents per capita, the self-imposed tax- 
ation has been $3 and a little over, while in the Western States 
and the Pacific States, where the largest amount, $1.44 per capita, has 
been received from national in one form or another, there 
the people im upon themselves $18 and over in addition; and the 
same truth is illustrated in the Northern and Western States. 


THE PRINCIPLE OF AID TO EDUCATION is CONSTANTLY RECEIVING WIDE APPLi- 
CATION, 


TOR asap of aid in education, ofthe strong helping the weak, is constantly 
receiving more extended application. A number of arguments of State super- 
intendents to this end are given in the following extracts, page 63. 

Also the apportionment of the State tax of Minnesota is given (page 64), show- 
ing that, of the Seventy-eight counties, seventy received from the State treasury 
more than they paid into it; in other words, eight counties granted aid to the re- 
maining seventy to the amount of $152,000. Of this amount, $130,000 was fur- 
5 nished by the two counties containing Minneapolis and St. Paul. 

7 A Siate taz recommended for Minnesota —Superintendent Kiehle, after showin 
how much shorter school terms some districts have than others, notwithstand- 
ing they tax themselves at a heavier rate and nd more per pupil, recom- 
mends a State tax,* to be uniformly distributed. He says: “We have no State 
tax for the aid of common schools, The one-mill tax is only a compulsory local 


* Minnesota has since adopted a State tax; see table following. 


tax, and what is called the State 
of a Government Cs eran hw ira university receives aid from the universi: 
agricultural ts, Th 


and g 
ments of education—uni „ normal schools, high ls, reform school, 
institutions for deaf, blind, and im i except the common schools, the 
schools of the people. Still more, these districts are not allowed even the full 
rt of their schools. The railroads pay an income tax to 
the State, and are therefore exempt from all local taxation. This tax, which 
amounts to over $600,000 annually, is used for the support of every department 
of government and is distributed to ev educational institution except the 
common schools. The necessities of the situation compel me to urge — aie the 
attention of the Legislature the important interests of these schools, which care 
for nine-tenths of the children of the State.” 

A uniform Stale and county taz needed.—Superintendent Pearsall, of Cameron 
County, Pennsylvania: Many of our districts are paying a high rate of school 
tax, ya are unable to provide first-class ool-houses, furniture, or apparatus 
and keep the schools in session over six months, I do not know as this can be 
remedied. But if the common schools were founded on the benevolent plan 
that the taxes of the rich might aid in educating the poor—why not extend the 
plan and let the taxes of the rich districts aid the poor districts? Inother words 
make the school tax uniform through the county or State. 

The strong should help the ee ee Buchanan, of Virginia: 
“They do the matter of school fun Upwards of $800,000 of State funds 
were apportioned during the present year. The school population is the basis 
of eb pee nem To the poor child, therefore, is allotted the same amount as 
tothe rich, Some counties, and the citiesas well, pay into the public treasury 
more State school money than is returned to them by apportionment. The ex- 
cess goes to the weaker counties, For illustration, county A pays $8,000 State 
school tax, county B only $4,000, But suppose the school population of the two 
counties tobe the same. Then each is entitled to the same apportionment, say 
$6,000. Therefore A helps B to the extent of $2,000, Furthermore, the State 
fund, when apportioned to the counties, is distributed just as is the county 
school money among the magisterial districts on the basis of the school popula- 
tion. So the stronger magisterial districts help the weaker in the matter of 
county school funds, ™ 


[From Fifth Minnesota Report, 1887-88, D. L. Kichle, superintendent. ] 
State mill tax, as assessed in 1887 and available in 1888. 


Amount 


Received by Excess re- 
Counties. 3 county, ceived. 
Aitkin .. $605.82 $170.10 | is OB . . e eee 
2,794.52 4, 403. 67 81, 609. 
1, 769. 92 3.840. 33 2.070. 
1,240. 87 2. 388. 18 1,145. 
1,411.90 2, 655. 09 L 
8,650.60 | 12,320. 20 3. 
4.080. 20 6.457. 80 2. 
1. 840. 22 1,250. 4 r 
8,913.29 5, 750. 19 2, 036, 
1,837. 39 217.55 1,619.81 .. e eee 
1, 965.08 3,183.10 1,218.02 
1,622.44 4,596.03 2, 973. 
9,272.47 | * 3,989.18 |. 716.71 
1,786. 26 2, 873. 95 |. 087. 
1,877. 67 3,075. 47 1,197.80 
7, 683. 93 8,587.50 |.. 903, 
3,706. 89 5. 708. 97 |.. 2, 002, 08 
8, 097,44 5, 958. 58 2,861.14 
5. 090. 03 7,307.39 . 2, 217. 80 
8, 366. 20 13, 923. 20 5,557.00 
5, 464, 59 8,763. 92 |... 3, 299. 33 
9,748. 32 13, 694, 20 |.. 3,945.88. 
1,803. 78 2, 438. 85 |.. 635. 07 
118, 204.01 43, 740.36 Sei 
3,235.19 8,763. 83 5,508. 64 
473.59 1,304.84 891.25 
EH. 07 3,086.92 |. 2, 192. 85 
1. 265. 81 16. 03 
2,172.96 3, 263,25 
709,08 709.90 
3,472. 96 6, 004.38 
1, 091985 1, 346, 81 
2. 456, 5T 3,741.86 
1, 102, 82 174.01 
4,031.98 s 8,573.76 |.. vt 
1,272.20 2. 088. 19 |... * 
2. 210.37 1. 388.3 š 
3,955.46 7,602.80 |.. N 
1.235. 2 1, 923, 60 |. 688. 35 
2.819. 26 4,355.35 |.. 1,536. 09 
Meeker ...... 3,957.73 7,469.98 |... 8,512.25 
Mille Lacs. 1. 1009. 14 1,199.98 . 99, 82 
2,210, 64 1. 900. 07 |.. 2.788. 43 
5, 668. 23 9, 123. 26 |.. 3,455. 13 
1, 830. 53 3. 430. 40 |.. 1,499. 87 
3. 935.59 5. 451.55 |.. 1.517. 06 
2,878.31 4,154.06 . 1.775. 75 
2. 220. 30 3. 801, 40 1,581.10 
6,540, 74 10, 126.38 1,555. 64 
6, 765.66 15,725.43 8,959.77 
1,119.97 1,109, 96 79.98 
1,950.73 27177. 70 27. 01 
4.907. 92 10. 637.05 5, 609. 13 
2, 189. 84 4,303.81 2, 113.97 
94. 209. 59 33, 099. 60 Giese 
2, 948. 49 3.90. 10 J. ara verso eos 953, 67 
2,904.53 6,597.49 |... 3,002, 96 
7.340. 01 10. 793.77 3.452. 70 
2,178. 56 2,841. 89 663. 33 
23.20. 74 9, 88 78 16, 421. 96 e eee 
3,338. 235 5, 388.37 2, 060, 12 
1.167. 12 2, 658. 69 |.. 1, 491.57 
3, 757.59 6, 013.64 2.25.5 
7. 600. 38 14,053.71 |.. 7,053, 33 
4,620.14 6,812.75 . 2, 192.61 
1,691, 66 2, 006,04 |.. 314.88 
1. 878. 09 4, 723, 87 2,250.78 
2,059, 79 5, 024. 20 2, 964. 47 
1,057.52 1,339. 65 282. 13 


— eeacbsres $5, 008, 22 90, 359. 23 f... $4, 356.01 
s 1,038.22 2,241.91 1, 202, 69 

3, 596, 97 6, 486. 99 2, 590. 02 

9, 257.53 8,752.38 |. 505.15 

2,001.76 2,883.11 881.35 

1,716.65 1.731. 24 |. 14.59 

12, 029, 90 13, 792. 67 1,762.77 

5, 220, 07 11, 985, 25 6, 745. 18 

2, 248, 40 030. 40 1. 782. 00 

670. 03 


* Minneapolis. tSt. Paul. 


Minnesota is a State which, as I showed yesterday, hasa prospective 
school fund of $18,000,000, every cent of it derived from national as- 


sistance. 
[From Education Report, 1836-'87, pages 202, 203.) 

Remedy for inequality of school term,—Superintendent Finger, of North Caro- 
lina, also calls the attention of the General Assembly to the need of a State tax 
for the paraa of lizing the school tèrm throughout the State: "While an 
increase of the rate in the ool law could be made to provide an a’ of 
four months in the State, that would not afford all the counties that I of 
term. Some would have more and some less than four months, according to 
their respective valuation of property and density of population, There is no 
way to remedy this inequality other than to have legislation that would dis- 
tribute all or a part of the school money direct from the State treasury to the 
counties on a pet capita basis, Our system as it now stands contemplates that 
each county shall furnish its own school funds, The State board of education 
has essentially no funds to distribute to the counties other than such as may be 
derived from the entry of public lands and from the sale of swamp lands, from 
was the receipts are very small. Under our statutes, our system is a county 
eystem, 

The State showd provide facilities,—Superintendent Young, of Nevada: “I 
would renew my recommendation of two years ago that the rate of State school 
tax be in Experience demonstrates that it is not satisfactory to leave 
this question of education so largely to the counties. The State should provide 
adequate school facilities for all of its children. Under the existing laws some 
counties have an average school year of ten months, while other counties have 
an ave of less than five months. By increasing the State tax the terms of 
achoo! might be made more uniform and the schools be made more efficient.” 

Object of State appropriation.—Superintendent a A of Pennsylvania; “The 

urpose of all State appropriation to the schools is to help the children of the 
8 that they all may have every opportunity of securing that cult- 
ure without which the possibilities of their personal being can not be realized, 
Any movement, therefore, u the part of directors to weaken the autonomy 
of thelr districts by making them dependent upon the State appropriation, orto 
lessen, in any way, their senso of the necessity of vigorous self-supporting work, 
violates the very spirit and intent of the ant of appropriation. Let the increased 
fund be used in granting better salaries to teachers now underpaid, in securing 
better by a general advance of aalnries, in lengthening the school term, 
and in increasing apparatus and libraries.“ 


Generally the voice of educators is that the States, and on a larger 
seale the nation in assisting the States, should provide for an equality 
of school advan Of course it is intrinsically an absurdity to 
say that the child or the poor parent of the child shall furnish his ed- 
ucation. That is a gift. It should be agift of the public, of the com- 
munity at large, for it is the community, it is society as a whole, 
which is to be benefited by education or is to be injured by the illiter- 
acy of the individual. 

I have before me a notable instance of outside aid promoting self-help. 
This is taken from the report of James H. Rice, superintendent of 
schools for the State of South Carolina, the report of 1889, the yery 
last year—published since the flood: 


A NOTABLE INSTANCE OF OUTSIDE AID PROMOTING SELY-HELP, 
. 


[From the Twenty-first South Carolina School Re , 1889, James H. Rice, su- 
perintendent, pages Sand 9,] 
South Carolina has received a larger amount from this (Peabody) fund during 
the last year thanany other State. This enabled us to give necessary aid to 
ed schools. Inm pleased to say that every single one of these enterprises 
auecessfully conducted and furnishes to the community in which it is situ- 
ated the very best oticable evidence of its adaptability to educaté the people. 
These schools receive assistance three years under conditions which have been 
faithfully performed in every instance. At the close of their terms the towns 
are taxing themselves for better buildings and more thorough equ mt. A 
detailed account of the operations of these various schools, their cost, theirability 
to handle large numbers and to train children thoroughly will astonish and de- 
light every friend of learning. I propose to collate and publish these figures at 
no distant as g commentary on their financial valne to a community, 


That reads very much like the realization of ideas which I myself 
had the honor to enunciate on this floor many years ago, which then 
were prophesy: 

There is a great deal more here that is very good. Here is an arti- 
ole from the Atlanta Constitution of December 22, 1889, a Democratic 

ee 
sige From the Atlanta Constitution, December 22, 1889. 


SENATOR BLAIR'S BILL—STATE SCHOOL COMMISSIONER ROOK ADVOCATES IT—HE 
GIVES HIS REASONS FOR THINKING THAT EDUCATION WOULD BE BENEFITED BY 
ITS PASSAGE, 


Judge Hook 8 supporter of the Blair bill. 


He eves ts passage would be of t benefit to the cause of education 
and he is able to give reasons for the opinion he has formed, - In speaking of 
the action taken on the bill he said: 


“AsTunderstanc ‘je facts, it has already been offered and duly referred to 
the appropriate co ittee; but, if lam mistaken about this, it most assuredly 


past, to read up on what 
been doing, I dare say he has kept his word. I sincerely hope he 
has and that no unnecessary delay will obstruct its passage.” 

“Then it on fone opinion that it will become a law this session?" 
not only that it will, but thatit onght! What is to hinder its 
passage, when the Republican party is fully committed to me Fs of the wisest, 

jest, and best Democrats favor it all over the country, an dent Harrison 
ably poa out the importance and justice of such a law and strongly com- 
mends its enactment?” 

It seems that it has got outside of the walls of the Senate Chamber 
that there is a great party pledged to the enactment of this bill. The 
people of the country understand it, and this man, a Democratic State 
superintendent, anxious for the education of his people, wants to know 
what is to hinder its passage when the Republican party is fully com- 
mitted toit, when many of the wisest, truest, and best Democrats favor 
it all over the country, and when President Harrison ably points out 
the importance and justice of such a law and strongly commends its 
enactment. : 

Mr. President, there is nothing to hinder it except the opposition of 
those who would build upin this country an opposing system, the paro- 
chial, denominational system of schools, to the destruction of the publie 
schools of this country, and who are engaged as no organization was 
ever before in secret and open machinations in opposition to 
this bill, for they comprehend how if this bill passes it will give the 
great future of the Republic to the public school. While it interferes 
with the rights of no one, while it does not interfere with the right of 
those who claim a membership of ten millions in this land to educate 
their children in whatsoever way they see fit, nevertheless it is an as- 
sertion by the nation of the right of the nation and of the people of 
this country to educate their own children in a public, non-sectarian 
school. 

More of that hereafter; but occasionally I am obliged to let outa 
little. Policy compels me generally to suppress it; but this bill has 
been killed often enough hy packed committees, theindividuals of which 
have been threatened with the anathemas of the church if they 2 
mitted it to be reported, and I give notice to those who propose to 
this bill by indirection, by fraud, by tricks unworthy of any lobby that 
ever haunted this Chamber or this vicinity, that they have blows to 
receive as well as there may be blows to give. 

This country will maintain its public-school system. It will see that 
the children of the 25,000,000 in the Southern States shall have the 
privileges of the public school; that that stagnant system shall be vi- 
talized by national help if it be necessa:y, and that this nation is not 
to be given over to those who would teach a civil allegiance primarily 
due elsewhere than within our own borders and a subsidiary civil al- 
legiance as one due to the United States, Ispeak of but a fraction of 
à great body of our citizens, for the masses of that same body of Ameri- 
can citizens are trne to the flag, and do not propose to elect a President 
who resides on the banks of the Tiber. 

I will proceed with the remarks of this Democratic superintendent 
of education of the State of Georgia, as found in the Atlanta Constitu- 
tion of December 22, 1889: 

“From what you have said. then, you clearly do not agree with those who 
Object that the law wonld tend to the centralizing of power and the establish- 
ment of a paternal! government at Wash on, and otherwise prove to be un- 
democratic and unconstitutional, because impinging upon the autonomy of the 
States? Would you object to giving your views briefiy on these points?" 

“I unbesitatingly say to you Ido not at all sympathize with the views and ob- 
jections presented against this proposed measure of national aid to education. 
On such @ proposition there ought to be no party differences.. There might pos- 
sibly be individual differences of opinion as to the adjustment of methods for 
applying the aid, but surely none as to both the right and duty of Government 
to aid in educating and enlightening its people. Where the masses are keptin 
ignorance it is easy for monarchists and despots and autocrats and aristocrats 
to trample their rights under foot and crystallize the tears of the oppressed poor 


and the sweat drops from the brow of honest toil into pearls and diamonds 
with which to bedeck the glistening but guilty crowns they wear, 


This sounds like old-fashioned Republican doctrine. I wish we could 
hear more of it in these times, and that the Republican party was up 
to and alive to its great opportunities, its pledges, and to the perform- 
ance of its duties as it once performed them, and as it must again if it 
is to have anything to do with the destiny of this country. 


It is impossible to fasten a monarchy or despotism upon a people with knowl- 
edge enough to understand their rights and with moral force and virtue sufi- 
cient to assert them. Why, among the plainest and, I may say, most conspic- 
uously asserted objects of our organic law is that onc, to promote the general 
welfare, to secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our iterity.’ 

“But how shall we secure these biessings to our posterity in all their fullness 
aud richness and with all 5 promise of progressive advancement and 
increasing popular liberty and higher civilization if we fail to educate and en- 
lighten our children, who are to be our posterity? Washington and all the 
fathers of the Republic thought, and boldly declared, that public education was 
the one great means of perpetuating the free Republic they established, and 
it did not occur to them, poor, simple-minded, undemocratic men that they 
were, that this most obvious means of promoting the general welfare would be 
unconstitutional! Nor has it in these latter times to such able and 
learned jurists and conspicuous Democrats as Josep E. Brown, of the United 
States Senate, and Hon. L. Q. C. Lamar, now on the Supreme Bench of the 
United States, that aid by the General Government in the education of the peo- 
ple would be unconstitutional or undemocratic in any sense whatever. 

It has been the practice of the Government since its foundation, and princi- 
pally under Democratic administrations, to vote large means to the States for the 
— 5 — genera! education. And is there not both wisdom none in 

a practiceand policy? Why demand that your sons, at the age of cightcen, 


+ 
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shall bear arms and engage in war, if your policy require it, and at the of 
twenty-one shall exercise the elective OAA: and yet them in such igno- 
rance that they can not comprehend and calmly consider the issues involved? 
Are the masses of the honest manry of the world—God's true nobili 
be denied the advantage of education, to be ever held as hewers of 
drawers of water for the more wealthy and cultured class, and in times of war 
do 3 in es ranks and be esteemed only as Napoleon designated them, 
as* or cannon 

“ No, sir; the demand for universal education is the dominant idea and de- 
mand of the and man and that State wofully lag behind that do not 
keep pace with the onward march of our advancing civilization,” 

From what quarter, then, does the opposition to the Blair bill chiefly come?” 

“The o; on to the Blair bill proceeds mainly, so far as my observation 

extended, from men who have never read it. 


I have been struck by that circumstance. The 9 springs 
mainly from men who have never read the bill. The opposition to 
this bill fill the country with criticisms based upon an absolute igno- 
rance of its provisions, largely due to the efficient efforts of the bureau 
of mendacity established in the office of the New York Evening Post, 
of which more anon. 

“There is a complete misapprehension as to the character of the bill. It any 


one supposes that the General Government is to have supervisory control, he 
isg mistaken, There is no such idea or purpose in the measure, and its 
authordistinctly stated on the floor of the Senate that ‘it was deemed best to turn 


the fund over to the States and trust to their honor to eg me Ay eaten it,’ and 
that he had ‘no idea that the confidence thus reposed e State authorities 
would be misplaced.” 

Neither has he. Each year’s expenditure is to be made in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the bill and an account showing the actual 
form or manner of expenditure throughout the State submitted to Con- 
gress before the next annual appropriation is available, and a sufficient 
opportunity is given for any party whatever who has cause to complain 
to lay his complaint before the Secretary of the Interior, who will in- 
vestigate the charge and see whether it be well fonnded, and the 
opportunity will also be given to appeal to Congress if there should be 
need. But there never will be need. This money will be used as 
well, it will be dealt with as sacredly, in my belief, as is a contribu- 
tion for missionary purposes in our churches collected on the holy day 
of the week, There is no reason for this assumption of fraud on the 
part of great communities, honorable States, gentlemen who in every 
way are entitled to as high consideration for character and capacity 
ant fidelity in public trust as those who are in the leadership of any 
of the communities of the North, 


“Instead of leaving an immense sum of money in the Treasury, mainly accu- 
mulated there by refusal of the bondholders to take the silver dollar of the 
fathers ”"— 


‘That ought to suit somewhere— 


“in payment of the national debt, and where it is sure to prove in the end a cor- 

n fund to further some grand monopolistic scheme that Wall street may 
set on foot, this bill proposes to turn the money over to the States to be usedin 
the support of common schools.“ 


But a very small fragment of it, however, he admits. z 
“Tt turns it over to the proper authorities of the States to be used by them 
through their own officers, for the education of all children between the school 
gi white and colored. Money, like knowledge, is power. The Blair 
to take those idle millions of money, capable of immense evil or 
away from the national . and give them to the State treasuries, 
be utilized in the grandest way that public money can be employed, to wit, 
in carryi . und happiness to the ple.” 
“How 3 e assertion that it conflicts with the doctrine of States’ rights?“ 
“Why, Mr. Calhoun, the great apostle of States’ rights, when defending his 
position on the question of the deposit with the State governments of the sur- 
plus in the national Treasury, and afterward, in his defense of the distribution 
of the proceeds of the public lands among the States, the one speech made in 
1836 and the other in 1841, held the following language,” 


That I alluded to the other day. 


In the first he said: The surplus money in the Treasury is not ours. It prop- 
erly belongs to those who made it and from whom it bas been unjustly taken; I 
Bold it an unquestionable principle that the Government has no right to take s 
cent from the people beyond what is necessary to meet its legitimate and consti- 
tutional wants. * Ifitwereinour power, if we could nfrom whom 
the vast amount now in the Treasury was improperly taken, justice would de- 
mand that it should be returned to its lawful] owners. * ®© * Butitis objected 
that such a disposition would be a bribe to the people. 

A bribe to the people! to return it to those to whom it justly belongs and 
from whose ets it should never have been taken. A bribe! to place it in 
the charge of those who are the immediate representatives of those whom 
we derive our authority, and who may employ it so much more usefully than 
we can. But what isto be done? If not returned to the people it must go 
somehow; and is there no danger of bribing thosetowhomitmay go? * * * 
Are the mts, the jobbers, the contractors; are the directors and stockhold- 
ers of the banks; are the speculators and stock-jobbers; are the political mana- 
gers and holders of State securities, the only honest portion of the commu- 
nity? Are they alone incapable of being bribed? And are the people the least 
honest and most liable to be bribed?" 

In the second he said: 

But had it been in 8 distribution it wouid be in a great measure 
jostled under the peculiar circumstances of the case. The surplus was not 

wiully collected. Con has no right to take a cent from the people 
but for the justand constitutional wants of the 1 ee take more, or for 
other purposes, as in this case, is neither more nor less t robbery, more crim- 
inal for bein: e by a trustee appointed to guard their interest. It in 
fact belonged to those from whom it was unjustly plundered, and if the individ- 
uals and the share of each could have been ascertained, itought, on eve: rinci- 
ple of justice to have been returned to them. But, as that was impossible, the 
nearest le ap; h to justice was to return it proportionately, as it 

States as a deposit, till wanted for the use of the Pag le from whom 
it was unjustly taken, instead of leaving it with the banks for their use, which 
had no claim whatever to it, or vesting it in State stocks for the benefit of spec- 
ulators and stock jobbers,” 


He discusses from the most ultra-standpoint of all State-right men 
that the money can in this way be distributed to the people for the 


general welfare. I do not offer that as a Republican argument, but I 
suggest its consideration by those who, upon the ground of the uncon- 
stitutionality of this bill, are unable to supportit. I leave them to 
settle the question with John C. Calhoun, Allof them have voted for 
bills containing the same provision as far as the manner of appropria- 
tion is concerned. Judge Hook proceeds: 


“In view of these ringing words, how strange thata measure which proposes 
to help the States and trust them with all this money should be called a central- 
izing measure. I like the bill because it proposesto turn over to the States this 
money 3 to their 8 to be managed by the States, whom it full 
trusts with its disposition. The bill violates no constitutional or Deniotratin 
rinciple. It helps us to educate both our white and our colored children, and 

n our way—in separate schools. It will bring a million of dollars or more into 
this State alone, to be distributed among our ple annually for eight years, 
and this, added to what we are raising ourselves in the State for educational pur- 
poses, will make over two millions of money to circulate annually in our midst, 
and giye great relief to our farmers and all other industrial classes, as well as 
educate every child within the limits of the State and elevate, refine, and bless 
our hearths and homes. In addition to this it proposes to appropriate $2,000,000 
to aid in building comfortable school-houses all over the State.“ 

“How will it affect the relation of the two races?” 

It will undeniably assist in solving therace problem. Hear Senator Lamar 


on this point: 
wae! think this measure is 8 with almost unspeakable benefits to the 
entire population of the South, white and black, It will excite a new interest 
among our people; it will stimulate both State and local communities to mong 
energetic exertions and greater sacrifices, because it will encourage them in 
their hopes, in grappling and struggling with a task before whose vast propor: 
tions they have stood appalled in the consciousness of the inadequacy of their 
own resources to meet it.. 

That certainly is strongly expressed.“ 

“Oh, it is a grand movement, and will immortalize not only its projector, but 
all who vote for it in Congress. And now, one more word, and I am done. 
This talk about a paternal government—what does it mean, anyhow? Iftwo 
brothers fall out and fight, does that make the common roof-tree less sacred to 
either? The jllustrious Ben. Hill, whose 1 voice still rings down the 
corridors of our State and national fame, said, when he returned to Congress 
after the war; ‘Weare back in our father’s house, and here to stay.“ He was 
san 1 of risa attached to the old national roof-tree, even if we had quar- 
re y the way 

Ves, sir; the Government of the United States is our Government; its great- 
ness and glory are ours; the South, as well as the other sections of the Union, 
has suspended in the national galaxy many splendid portraits that will shine 
ever gloriously there, and as an American citizen I am proud as I contemplate 
the whole magnificent array! And I shall be prouder yet when it is true and 
our citizens traveling in foreign lands can say: ‘In our ps Republic there 
breathes no man who can not read the word of God, which elevates his soul, 
and the Constitution of his country, which protects him in his rights and lib- 
erties and in the pursuits of happiness!’ 


Now, here is another chapter upon the condition of schools and edu- 
eation in Connecticut. There seems to be a great deal of matter ac- 
cumulating about the State of Connecticut, more than I wish there was, 
but here it is, and I take it to be substantially illustrative of the con- 
dition of schools throughout the North in the rural portions of the New 
England States. The authorities in Connecticut appear to have been 
a little more candid and honest in owning up perhaps than they have 
been in some other localities. I take the following from the last Con- 
necticut school report, the report of 1889, pages 85-296, official records, 
as it will be seen: 

CONDITION OF SCHOOLS AND EDUCATION IN CONNECTICUT, 
[From Connecticut School Report, 1889, pages 85-295. ] 


In order to ascertain the condition of common-school education in Connecti- 
cut, a special and searching investigation was made in 1887 and 1888, under the 
direction of Hon. Charles D, Hine, secretary of the State board of education. 
This investigation was in practice limited to New London County, as being a 
representative county. Some of the results were as follows: 

Teachers eee tendency is to 9 sums insufficient to pay for 

service. There are 881 teachers in county. Of these, 38 receive $20 or 
ess per month; 96 receive $20 to $25 per month, and 72 receive $25 to $30 per 
month, These sums are paid for twenty-four to thirty weeks of teaching. 
— eve — cent, of the teachers of this county receive less than $225 per 


ear. 8 
rs schools.—The small amounts distributed to the numerous districts 
do not permit the maintenance of schools longer than the minimum time al- 
lowed by law, namely, twenty-four weeks.” (Page 97.) 


Table showing number of schools open thirty weeks or less in the several counties, 


Counties, 


SASL 
S Sen 


ouses.—The condition of school-houses was also made a subject of in- 


. The following isa ial s of the results (page 130): Number 
ool-houses „ 51; number oF school-houses rated fair, 77; num- 
ber of school-houses rated poor, 90, 

A number of illustrations of the buildings rated poor are given (pages 187 et 
seq.). These are stated to be no worse than many others that might have been 


ven. < 
145) that the appearance of the school buildings rated 
8 1 ect. *‘* Clapboards are loose, the blinds 
without ni 3 cracked and gone, desks cut and unpainted, 
floors old and y, no chairs for visitors, glass bro curvings and pencilings 
on the entrance- door, or in the entry, too often s ns of impurity, are suf- 


The report says (page 
8 the impression of great n 


= 


as ae * . ee pe ee a, a Oa 


. 


Sees 


t not a few had re- 
ceived no attention for many years. About fifty school-houses were not, when 
visited, suitable places for school. In fine, nothing about the N vom speaks 

ildren spend a 


Teachers.—W ith reference to teachers the report says (pago166 *): “(a) The wages 
n service. Teach 


recitation. 
unable to perform simple examples involving one or two steps of reasoning. 
One or two illustrations are pertinent: 

A boy over ten years of age was being taught to count to one hundred, but 
could not tell the sum of two and two, 

The teacher gave asa reason for teaching him thus to count before he could 
add that when he received change at the store he could count it.“ 

“In another school, a class of three gave with great fluency the definitions of 
‘unit, counting, scale, counting off, group, ete.. They read numbers up to sex- 
tillions, but they could not tell how many fours there were in sixteen. The 
teachers said that they bad never done anything in multiplication or divis- 
jon. These dren had been in school about four years. It is not to be won- 
dered at, then, thatundersuch unnatural methods so many children attend school 
seven or eight years without reaching percentage and its application to interest. 

“Again, after consuming four to six years in orm ap pects | useless work, 
work on simple mental examples is difficult and tor slow indeed. Addition 
and su on were frequently performed by counting on the fin , and it 
sometimes took two minutes for children to work the easy examples in addi- 
Hon, The older pupils were as backward as the younger ones in dealing with 
problems. 

Progress mada in language, composition, geography, ete.—Some one hundred 
pages of the report (pages*191 to are given to the results of instruction in these 
subjects, including numerous fac similes of pupils’ work. The following story 
by a boy twelve and one-half years old, six years in school, about a ten-cent piece 


is selected; 
“Ten Cents.” 


“Tf i had. ten cents i would by some any and I shall eat it up very Quick 
if it ernt to hard I lo. v e it’ hard as a stone it was not good for Northingi bought 
to the store it tasted like a brick i eat so mutch that i had to hove Five teeth 
pulled it felt good the doctors was puhlling It. 

(Boy twelve and one-half years old; in school six years.) 

Some could think of nothing to write, and in order to obtain a written paner 
from them they were asked to write what they saw on the way to school, The 
ews is a sample, by a boy twelve years old, who had been cight years in 
school; 

“T sam Man Wagom Hovrse” 

(Boy twelve years old; in school eight years). 

The aboye selections are from among the poorest. 


These are inimitable because the punctuation and the spelling and 
the use of capitals, ete., are necessary tobe shown. It will ap in 
the Recorp. It contains various illustrations of the utter e 
and imperfection of the results attained in these schools. 


Summary of conclustons.—In hissummary of conclusions, Mr. Hine says: Not 
more than one-third of those tested read intelligently, either from the books 
with which they were familiar or from books adapted to the second year of 
school. Calling words was the staple of reading. The ideas of the printed page, 
from which 5 spontaneously correct emphasis and expression, were either 
beyond the capacity of the scholars or entirely obscu and lost in the en- 
deavor to utter se te words and syllables.” (Page 292.) 

“One-third of the children of ten years old and upwards can not write (as 
these papers solemnly testify). Not more than thirty teachers can teach writ- 
ing, as they, themselves, freely admit. Out of thirty towns in this and other 
parts of the State, three only require the teacher to furnish evidence of ability 
to teach writing.“ (Page 293.) 

The schools of the county are divided into efficient, useful, doing some good, 
and entirely inefficient. 


a More 


Doing some goaa 
Entirely inefficient. 


BERa 


The superintendent proceeds: 


We should not have been content with the results here portrayed, if we had 
not allalong kept up the pleasing fiction that the schools are what they ought 
to be. For a period of six to ten years, children are detained in school under a 
disjointed course and aimless teac! „and at the end of that time they are 
unable, in any just sense, to read, write, and cipher.” Is the result commen- 
surate with the labor and time nded? Might not the time and labor dif- 
ferently expended have produ something decidedly better? Is not the 
immense disparity between the time and labor and the result obtained the best 
evidence that the meansand methods have not been directed most wisely tothe 
avowed end? Shall not this State ‘of old and high renown entertain an in- 
creasing 2 to extend to all her children—the light of our homes and 
the hope ofthe future—something more and better? I not the notion—false 
every where, fated in education—thatthe past is the fect expression of human 
competency, be cast out, and our systems of administration and our ways of 
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look not forever backwards, but always steadfastly forward?” (Pago 


I have here also the following statement, which I wish to read: 


SOME CONNECTICUT SCHOOLS, 


[Report Rev. C. M. Jones, secretary board of school visitors of the town of East- 
ford, Conn.] 

Our school-houses are in a very poor condition. Indeed, it is only by courtesy 
that they are called school-houses. They are badly arranged, uncomfortable, 
cheerless places. Were the seats taken out they — * do for cattle pens. The 
floors in most of them are made of wide oak boa which have warped and 
shrank till they have but little relation to each other. The seats and desks were 
once coarse nter’s work, and have not been improved. but, if possible, made 
worse by the long use of jack-knives. The walls and ceilings are dingy, with 
pasa off in many places, and when patched appearing much as if it had been 

d on with a barn shovel. Recitation seats, so called, are usually built against 
the wail and under the blackboards, where they catch all the chalk dust, while 
the blackboards themselves do not deserve the name, The only reason for call- 
ing them blackboards is because they are not white. 

It is in such places that the children are confined six hours a day, and amid 
such surroundings and disadvan‘ teachers, working on starvation w: 
are expected to train and educate children for the duties and responsibilities 
which devolve on citizens in this age and in this land. The wonder is that they 
accomplish so much as they do. Nor is it strange that children get a dislike for 
school, Why should they desire to stay in such places or to ache in consequence 
of sitting in such uncomfortable seats ?—Connecticut School Report, 1889, page 237. 


This is Connecticut, which is one of the oldest and most honorable 
of the New England States, which has produced as much of intellect 
and learning asany State, and I doubt not that if the other New Eng- 
Jand States had reported as honestly the condition of the education of 
children in large districts of the several States the account would be 
quite as bad as here. The truth is that nothing else can do the good, 
the money carried by this bill would not do the good, that would be 
done by the letting in of the light and the letting out of the darkness 
that would result from universal investigation, the investigation that 
would take place all over this country as to the actual condition of 
education in the North as well as in the South. We should not look 


quite as well North, but we should know a great deal more than we do 


now, and I refer those who know the original story of the political 
meetings of both parties to the account they give of the mule and the 
man. 

No, Mr. President, the investigation which is an indispensable yearly 
result of the operations of this bill, if it ever becomes a law, by sim- 
ply making known the necessities of the country, will induce the na- 
tion to rise like a giant and seek and apply a remedy, and we shall not 
then hear much more of the kind of argument and stuff with which 
the Senate has been regaled from time to time at former sessions about 
the sufficiency of the means of education in the Northern States, and 
that there is no need of investigation and finding out how the fact is. 
Such an investigation never would take place and it is never likely to 
take place, as I fancy, from the fact that abuses of this kind have come 
to exist in the oldest and best educated States of the Union. The agi- 
tation which has been made to secure the enactment of this bill, even 
if the bill were to fail, the fact that these things are exposed here on 
this national arena and brought home to the knowledge of the people 
everywhere, will have accomplished very great good; but it would be 
a consummation most unfortunate ifitshould all end simply ina little 
talk, in a little self-condemnation, and only a partial remedy. 

I propose next to present something from Superintendent Moses, of 
Raleigh, N. C., to State Superintendent Smith, of Tennessee. This is 
an interstate correspondence on the subject, and I call it to the particu- 
lar attention of the Senators from Tennessee, who may be here in the 
course of a week or two, and I do not know but that one of them 
be here now; if not, [ suppose we might send for the Senate, which 
should be here part of the time, especially when things as pertinent as 
this come to the surface. But all this will be in the Recorp. No 
matter what the press does for us or against us, there is our glorious 
little paper that we publish ourselves. 

This will be in the RECORD; and, by the way, Mr. President, as perti- 
nent to this subject-matter of education, if I should be returned to the 
Senate for the next thirty or forty years and grow old in the service of my 
country, some time I mean to make an effort to see that the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD is distributed to the people of the United States gratu- 
itously to the number of at least 500,000 copies, properly proportioned 
and apportioned among the several States in the Union. e need a 
paper; we need to be able to use the press; and if we only publish a 
paper ourselves and circulate it, then we shall reach the people with 
the truth; but never until then. This private press, which runs only 
for its own emolument and as it may make the most money and leave 
ont the most truth, especially if it is unpalatable, is a poor press to 
rely on. 

I am for publishing and circulating our daily more extensively in the 
United States, so tHat the people may know what is going on. This 
great American press of ours is a source of more mischiefin this country 
than though we had no press at all. The people are away ahead of it. 
It catches up after a while. It never says anything that ought to be 
said, unless it is sure to pay, until the impulses of the people finally 
compel the press to talk, and in order to get pay it must say those 
things the people demand in the end. There will come a time when 
a dog fight will not be more important than aschool bill; but that time 
has not been reached. Whata man needs is money, I have noticed. 


What I need in order to get these facts before the 


Senate. 


What can we expect of Senators when we have such a press and a 


ple so left in ignorance, when there is a little bill of this kind pend- 

g? Ido not know that it is much account anyway; but when we 
come to the naval bill, a scheme appropriating $350,000,000 for a Navy 
to kill folks with, we shall all be here, and there will be a unanimity 
of action then. Kill the children off. Let them be food for powder. 
But we can not spend $5,000,000 down South and $2,000,000 up North 
in a year to remedy a condition which is fraught with future wars, both 
civil and foreign, when there is a Republican party which has been 
pledging itself all these long years to it. I do not know whether it is 
under obligation now to keep its promises, but people outside will 
know, aud the Republican masses will find out, whether it is under 
obligation to keep promises of this character, upon which it has got in 
power and which must be redeemed or the American people will find 

resentation in this Hall that knows the difference between telling a 
falsehood and telling the truth. 

There are men who care very little for party bonds in this country 
unless fies are the means of accomplishing the end that they are 
pa to, and we are approaching the period when we shall draw that 

ine and find out whether platforms mean anything or not. There is 
such a thing as a protective tarif to talk about, but there are other 
things in this world besides a protective tariff. There are other pledges 
that will have to be remembered, and these radical, fundamental pledges 
which relate to the very existence of the nation will have to receive 
some attention. The men who choose to forget them will receive at- 
tention undoubtedly. 

I read what Mr. Jones had to say, and I had come to the letter 
from Superintendent Moses, of Raleigh, N. C., to State Superintendent 
Smith, of Tennessee: 


LETTER FROM SUPERINTENDENT MOSES, OF RALEIGH, N. C., TO STATE SUPERIN- 
TENDENT SMITH, OF TENNESSEE. 
[From the School-Teacher, Winston, N. C., October, 1839, page 228. 
JONESBOROUGH, TENN., Seplember 17, 1889. 
My Dran Sim: A few days agoa friend handed me an account of the - 
= De recA Teachers’ Association, which held itsannual meeting in Nash- 
n July * 

In a report bearing the signature of some of the leading educators of the State, 
yourself among the number, reference is made to the remarkable progress 
of the public-school system of Tennessee in the past sixteen years. Lean not but 
think that you did not read the report before signing it or else that you did not 

the remarkable statement which the report contained in reference to the 
remarkable progress" of your schools. 


I wish the Senators from Tennessee were here. I wish some page 
would notify them of this statement if nobody else does. 


This thing may, I trust, safely be said of all the gentlemen who signed the re- 
with the single exception of the one who wrote it. He, in all probability. 
not know facts, and like thousands of other good men really believes 
that our schools are constantly improving. Lam personally acquainted with 
four or five members of the committee and entertain for each one, personally 
and professionally, great res; I would not say one word that could be con- 
strued asa reflection upon the high standing and high purpose of a single one 
of you, I do not forget that 
“Evil is w: ht 
By want of thought 
As well as by want of heart.” 

As you know, I was born in Tennessee, taught here for several years, and fre- 
quently visit the State, I believe that I keep pretty well posted about school 
matters in Tennessee. By reason of a residence of eight years in North Caro- 
Hoe, I know something of the condition of the schools there. Your school term 
is a little longer than ours, but we have some compensating advantages, promi- 
nent among them, I think, better private schools as a rule. So that, taking all 
the circumstances into consideration, I am forced to the conclusion that the two 
Statesare about on a par educationally speaking and thatthe difference between 
them from this point of view is largely adiflerence twixt tweedledum and twee- 
dledee.“ You have traveled extensively in North Carolina and are well ac- 
quainted with in Tennessee. You will therefore doubtless agree with me 
in my position that the teachers of the publie schools of Tennessee and North 

asa rule are not only destitute of the slightest suspicion of 
cull bat ie a very large extentignorant even of a know of the common- 
schoo es. 


Note, this is from Superintendent Moses, of Raleigh, N. C., in a let- 
ter to State Superintendent Smith, of Tennessee. 


Aithough they are called teachers, the science and art of education are subjects 
as mysterious to them as the hieroglyphics of Egypt. You will doubtless agree 
with me that not only nine-tenths of them never read a book on teaching, but 
that fully nine-tenths of them do not know what the word method of teachin: 
reading means and have never heard of the Grube method in arithmetic. & 
though the alpbabetic method of teaching reading has not had an advocate in 
Germany for fifty years and is prohibi by law in Prussia, you will doubtless 
agree with me that nine-tenths (probably nineteen-twentieths) of the children of 
Tennessee and North Carolina are to-day taught by that abominable device. 

A few days ago I was riding through one of the loveliest valleys in East Ten- 
nessee. I came toa school-house, and in accordance with my custom never to pass 
a school when in session without inspecting it I dismounted and went intothe 

. Half a dosen bright-looking boys and girls were spelling from Webster's 
old blueback, taking pains, however, in most instances, to spit upon the floor 
after iling their words. This was the only part af the rmance in which 
the dren manifested the slightest interest, and the zealand ee ioe 
which they formed this part of their labors were striking. e girls seemed 
eyen more fond of the disgusting exercise than the boys. 


is money 
enough to circulate my speech. Some time, alittle later on, when the 
Senate is comparatively empty, so that I can get it through without 
anybody noticing it, I do not know but that I shall apply for public 
funds to print an edition of 50,000 copies of this speech of mine. I do 
not know how else the facts will ever get to the people or even to the 


Mr. FRYE. Where was that? In North Carolina? 

Mr. BLAIR, This is what he saw in Tennessee, but this is the 
superintendent of the capital city of North Carolina, who was born in 
Tennessee and tanght school there a long time, and is contradicting 
the flowery account given by the superintendent of Tennessee as to the 
condition of their schools, asserting that, if it be admitted that he is a 
man of truth, he must have signed the report without knowing what 
was in it, and going on te state the actual condition as he knows it, 
and writing this to that same superintendent. It seems to be about 
as good authority as you can get, and I read this as illustrating what 
I have been saying all along, that the school reports from many of the 
States of the Sonth and I know from many districts of the North are 
simply real-estate advertisements. One instancecame under my notice, 
where I knew the superintendent of the State. 

I knew his report was an absolute contradiction of all other reliable 
evidence that I had learned piece-meal from various parts of the State, 
I insisted upon an inquiry and brought him to book through a promi- 
nent educator, who told me that he excused himself by saying that 
those figures were made and promulgated because almost of compulsion 
on the part of those who said that to tell the truth would rnin the pros- 
pects of the State in securing capital and immigration. I am reading 
this from this source as one among innumerable things that I have al- 
ready read and shall hereafter read, God willing and the Senate (which 
is, I believe. a perpetual body) lasting long enough for me to read it, 
in corroboration of what I have been saying as impeaching these school 
reports, Yet upon these very reports I have demonstrated that at least 
a third of the children are without any education. Dr. Curry says at 
least 48 or 50 per cent. of them are not receiving education. But the 
New York bureau of mendacity relies on these reports and then falsi- 
fies them and puts them in false order and false combination in order 
to make out, at the most, an exceedingly weak case—a weak case based 
npon false evidence—weak even if it were assumed to be true. 

Superintendent Moses proceeds: 

Tasked one little girl, who, [judge, was about nine years of age, the meaning of 
the word “cinder,” asthat was the word which she spelled from the open book. 
Such a question was so ridiculous that every little fellow in the class burst out 
laughing. Their merriment was so great that it was some little time before the 
teacher could The idea that the words they were spelling had any 
meaning was just too funny for anything! And they bad no meaning forthem, 
poor little creatures, and they never will havea meaning. Verily, verily, the 
blind lead the blind and both fall into the diteh. 

This is the United States of America. This is no account from the 
south of Africa or its interior. This is not the country to which it is 
proposed by the Senator from South Carolin to transport the colored 
people. Not at all. This is the United States, the State of Tennessee, 
the home of Jackson and of HARRIS. 

Verily, verily, the blind lead the blind and both fall into the ditch, I looked 
around over the school and found twenty-five pupils. Twenty-three of them 
by actual count were sitting up“ stadying”’ the blaeback. Only two pupils, it 
will be observed, in all that school were without this priceless treasure, and those 
two were large boys, The teacher apologized for this breach of custom by ob- 
serving that these boys also had been ordered to get spellers, but had refused to 
do so “on the account of being fn arithmetic.” ; 

They did not need to know how to spell; they were in arithmetic. 

I vis ted another school, but did not have the opportunity of hearing any 
class exercises, as the pupils were assembling. The teacher, a great fellow in 
old carpet slippers, informed me that he had an average daily attendance of 
one hundred pupils. ~ 

No one teachercan handle more than thirty or forty at the utmost. 


The room was large enough for about thirty. 


„Think of that, Master Brook!“ Old Falstaff was not so closely 
packed as that, just as they dumped him in the river, buried npin the 
old clothes. The room was large enough for thirty. They were packed 
in there like those in the Calcutta hole, on the surface. 

It would eost something less than 5 cents a day to educate properly a child in 
our public schools. I would not send my child to that school for $5 a day. 

I suppose the idea is that he would not have his child killed or sub- 
ject him to this process of murder for $5 a day. 

It is needless to go further in this matter, for you could doubtless tell ten times 
as much as I can about the ignorance and incompetency of the great mass of the 
teachers who are to-day * molding the character and shaping the destiny” of 
hundreds of thousands of bright boys and girls in Tennessee. You know that 
the work of these teachers as a rule is gr y and shamefally ineficient, 

Let us note the “remarkable progress“ — 

Quoting these words from the report— 
of your schools from another standpoint. Please examine carefully these fig- 
ures which have been taken from a report sent me from your office. 

Now, I wish this might be listened to— 

Appropriation per capita in 1833, 26 cents; in 1889, 23 cents. 


Tt had fallen from 26 to 23 cents in six years. That is the sort of 
gain that is going on and the improvement as far as money is concerned! 

II. Average salary of teachers in 1533, $29.79; in 1859, $29.71. 

There again is a decrease, and you must bear in mind that the teacher 
has got to pay his board and his clothing and maintain his family, if 
he has one, out of this $29 a month. That is not so high as we Sen- 
ators are paid, probably, in proportion to actual and necessary expenses. 

III. Length of school term In 1883, 15.6 weeks; in 1859, 16 weeks. 
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Whata progress that is! This man made the same exclamation him- 
self. He says: 

Such progress is indeed remarkable. In fact, it may be said that its remark- 
ableness is all there is of it. ` 

But it is sometimes urged that extra remarkable progress is made in the 
cities, In yourreport especial reference is made to the schools of Nashville, and 
yet the fact stares us in the face that, while the scholastic population of Nash- 
ville is 17.000, the total enrollment in her publie schools is 7,000, Wilmington 
the largest city in North Carolina, has not the sign of a local school tax, and, 
I mistake not, only five grades, In Raleigh they will allow us only seven 
grades. If you were to visit my schools without a knowledge of this you 
would laugh in spite of yourself at the general Le highest grades. 

The children, I think, are as attractive and lo le as can be found anywhere, 
You would laugh atthesize of my highest pupils. Were it not for the presence 
of some older children who were deprived of early advantages, you would 
think that you lad entered the land of the Lilliputians., One little girl eleven 
years of age finished onr courses Inst year with credit to herself and her 
teacher. A considerable number of children of thirteen have been compelled 
to go to private schools because of the fact that no suitable proyo can be 
made for them under the law of the State in our public school. 


There is one thing about North Carolina: if she needs assistance for 
schools she is willing to say so. Superintendent Finger, of North Caro- 
lina, is one of the many, but perhaps not one of the majority, of the 
leading educators of the Sonth who have been willing to tell the truth 
and to have the remedy applied, but who stand up and, instead of ad- 
mitting that this assistance from the nation if it be given is agratuity 
or a charity, demand it as a right, as a right of the childhood of the 
country, and as a necessity for the insuring of those conditions upon 
which e be based the prosperity and happiness of the entire future 
of the whole. 


A considerable number of children of thirteen have been compelled to go to 
rivate schools because of the fact that no suitable provision can be made for 
Biom under the law of the State in our public school. One prominent citizen 
told me last winter that he was not in favor of giving them more than a seyen- 
years’ course; another leading man and a good man said that Latin had no 
place in the publie schools for the reason that the inmates of the poor-house 
8 res to be fed on cake! Remarkable progress in the cities! God save 
e mark! 


This was a discussion of the higher branches. This bill does not un- 
dertake to go into them; it is not ambitious enough to go further than 
the ordinary common branches of knowledge taught in the English 


As far as the inefficiency of the teachers of the public schools of North Car- 
olina generally is concerned, language could not do the subject justice. I 
know one man who begins arithmetic with a capital R; another writes that he 
is teaching “righting.” 

That is what we ought to be teaching by passing this bill, right- 
ing the condition of those people. 


I have in mind one bright particular star who has taught for five sessions and 
is now d in his sixth school. I haye now betore me as Dwrite a paper 
submi to me by this man, fromwhich I take the following words just as he 


wrote them: 

“I was borne inn the State of Tenn.“ That man has eighty pupils, and to 
seventy of them he teaches methods of paling. And such creatures by thè 
hundred, all over dear old North Carolina, have in their care and keeping little 
innocent children who are just as precious in God's sight and if properly trained 
would be as useful to our Commonwealth as my own darling children. 

He is the kind of man who is managing education in the South. 

I sometimes hear itsaid that the teachers of our public schoolsare better now 
than they once were. That may beso, It is a proposition that can beaffirmedor 
denied with impunity, because as far as I know it is impossible to get at the 
facts in the case. At all events, if teachers were formerly worse then they now 
are, the ignorance and poverty we sce everywhere around us are 
counted for, 

I wish somebody would note how nicely he did that. 

As far as figures go for North Carolina schools, they show that our school terms 
are not more than a week longer than they were six years ago, that our por 
capita appropristions are no larger, and that salaries have not increased. This 
may appear to be progress to a man who can see double, but it will not a 
to be remarkable progress even to him. Two or three more decades of such 
progress as we have been making in Tennessee and North Carolina, and 
some fine morning we and our children will arise like the hosts of Sennacherib, 
to find ourselves all dead corpses,” and what property we may have 
will be in the hands of amob. Weare sowing the wind, and we are going to 
reap the whirlwind unless we soon mend our ways. 

And there are no fences in the States of North Carolina apd Tennes- 
see to confine this whirlwind. If this cyclone gets going it will upset 
Mount Washington and it will sweep away the equanimity of my friend 
from the State of Connecticut, who, I see, is not present. He must 
have been unexpectedly, almost forcibly, ejected from the Chamber. 
Otherwise he would be listening to my remarks. I realize how he 
must feel to be deprived of them. 

rages} aside all questions of humanity and patriotism and looking forward to 
the crowded condition of our section in the near future, we ought to realize that 
in winking at and encouraging the existence of b. ignorance among the 
masses we are penny wise and pound foolish.” [believe that it can be said with- 
out fear of successful contradiction that there are no states upon the face of the 
earth in the hands of Protestant people whose schools are more horrible than 
the schools of Tennessee and North Carolina. 

Well, affairs are just as horrible in several other States. We have 
got some of that horror right in Manchester, N, H., where my benign 

uence is supposed to be somewhat more powerful than it is in this 
Chamber. 


iv ac- 


I would try to stop it if I could. I read Miss Graffenried’s 


statement the other day to an empty Chamber, and now that there are 
a few here I ask to give notice to the Senate that that statement of Miss 
Graffenried, a highly accomplished lady of the South in the employ of 
the Labor Bureau of this country, lets in a great deal of light upon New 
England, and there are snch conditions there that a good light shows by 
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contrast the darkness even in New England. advise some of the Sen- 
ators to read that statement before voting against this bill, especially 
upon the ground that we do not want any such money. 

The reason for the existence of such a miserable school system is not far to 
seek, It is not because we are paupers, for we could easily have a good six- 
month school for rich and r alike in every school district. We don’t have 
it, because the Pharisees who abound in Tennessee and North Carolina will not 

et us. 


The Pharisees! That is what some say, and they might do it, but the 
Pharisees are the minority up North as well as down South, a very 
large minority, but they will not impose taxes upon themselves, and 
the nation represents the poor people. There are two whites where 
there is one colored person in the South. There is a larger proportion of 
white up North, but the poor people of the nation have the brains, and 
the poor people come to be the wealthy if they only have education and 
the opportunity. The millionaires of this country were poor children, 
every one of them almost. I do not know of a millionaire who did 
not begin poor, but he was educated, and because he was educated he has 
become what he is. 

Now, these are poor people, with no means of taxation, no means of 
compelling taxation even, for the poor man, though he have a ballot, is 
not able to use it. It is only the power which comes from knowled, 
that is able to wield the ballot, and these people are without knowl- 
edge, and here is a proposition to try to help them to a little, and those 
who have already the power and the knowledge, Pharisees some of 
them, are opposing it, 

But there is the necessity all the same, and it is just as bad for these 
poor people and the poor children of these poor people as though it were 
themselves who deprived them of the means of education, just exactly 
as though the Pharisees were without the means, for they do not get 
the education. It is no reply to any part of this bill to say that there 
is wealth in any community sufficient to educate, if it be not so applied. 
The necessity is that the power which does exist, which may give and 
keep schools, should exercise its functions. We have that power so 
far as the nation is concerned; but when once the people are intelli- 
gent they will have the power, and then they will impose the taxation 
which may be necessary. 

It is proper in this connection, however, to say that in the South 
there is not more than one dollar to be taxed where there are four dol- 
lars, or three dollars and a half, at least, at the North. 


They the establishment of public schools and they have fought stub- 
bornly their existence for twenty years. They still hold much power and often 
manipulate the conventions of both political parties. They stand erect be- 
fore Almighty God and thank Him for one thing only: that He made them 
(as they are simple enough to imagine) better than other people, The children 
even often imbibe this wicked and contemptible spirit with their mother’s milk, 
These people are opposed to public schools, not so much because of the pittance 
of the tax they pay, but chiefly because— 


Well, now, I do not kuow that I ought to read this, but I have got 
so far that r am obliged to let it out in justice to Mr. Moses— 
These people are opposed to public schools, not so much because of the pit- 


tance of the tax they pay, but chiefly because they know that an efficient system 
of public schools is the strong right arm of democracy. 


That is not the kind of Democracy that is depriving them of the school; 
it is not this Pharisaical Democracy which is in power, but a real dem- 
ocracy. 

They go to church on Sundays and worship the Nazarene carpenter, but for 
the life of me I have never been able to see how they can abide the democracy 
He preached and practiced. They are, however, numerous in all the — 
even among the clergy, in both political parties, and in every profession an 
calling. They are found among those who are so poor that they know not 
where morrow's breakfast is to come from, who lay claim to superiority 
over their fellow-men because of the fact that their grandfather once held a seat 
iu Congress or the Legislature or owned some negroes. They are also to be 
found among that portion of the wealthy who are so empty-headed and so lu- 
dicrously presumptuous as to believe and to assert that they and their coterie 
of friends and relatives constitute the best families’ of a great State of a mill- 
ion and a half or two millions of people. 

itis simple justice to remark, in passing, that a large numberof wealthy and 
patriotic men have not the slightest sympathy with such detestable imperti- 
nence, 


We have got some of them in this Senate. 

And yet, aided by sycophants and encouraged by the indifference of the peo- 
ple to their dearest interests, the active enemies of public education, ever on 
alert, have been enabled to scotch the schools of progress iu all educational af- 
fairs, and they will continue to succeed in their schemes until the people realize 
the situation. The dexterous manner in which they have accomplished their 
designs for the past quarter of a century, all the time laughing in their sleeves, 
is suilicient to make any man feel the keenest alarm for the future, 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator yield fora motion that we go into 
executive session ? k 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no; not unless I am obliged to doso. I beg the 
Senator’s pardon. Ihave got only two days’ time left in which to con- 
clude. 

` Mr. DOLPH. There should be a short executive session. 

Mr. BLAIR. The executive sessions seem to come in with unac- 
countable frequency during these times, We had two of them yes- 
terday alternoon during my time. I hope the Senator will not press 
the motion now, because this is very interesting and I want to get 
throngh reading what I commenced to read. 
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- Mr. DOLPH. I do not want to interfere with the Senator’s conven- 


jence. 
Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not trouble me now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
declines to yield. 
Mr. BLAIR. The paper from which I was quoting continues: 


Although these men know as well as you and I know that almost every dollar 
of the taxes in the shape of rents and otherwise is paid by the men who dig in 
the ground and toil in the shops— 


That idea has got down South, you see, Mr. President— 


yet they will never consent to the enactment of a Jaw that will permit the pee 
le to tax themselves to educate their own children, until the people awake from 
cir apathy and ask why in England where a Queen rules and in Prussia where 
an Emperor rules the publicschools are kept open practically all the year round, 
while in this section where the people rule the schools are kept open only from 
twelve to sixteen weeks out of the fifty-two, and often in houses unfit for pigs. 
Aslongas the truth is kept from the people, how can we hope for better things? 
Men tell the people that their schools are improving when they are not improv- 
ing. Worse than that, we eagerly catch up and repeat with great self-satisfaction 
statements to the effect that our leading men are straining 281 nerve in their 
heroic efforts to educate the people, Does any sane man who has ears to hear 
how these men talk when they are not on the stump, believe any such nonsense? 
How often do we hear it said that Southern leaders are doing all in their power 
55 to educate the negroes! Can we believe any such thing? Surely not, without 
ps stultifying our reason. It used to bea crime in Tennessee and North Carolina 
to teach a poor slave to read, and although we had, as we have now, a miser- 
able excuse for a public-school system, no provision whatever was made for the 
t education of free negroes. The idea that men who twenty-five years ago in 
N dorsed that state of affairs are to-day anxious to tax their property to educate 
is not in accordance with the facts or with reason. 
ean not understand how some good men Lave persuaded themselves into 
the belief that any considerable number of former slave-owners are anxious to 
see the negroes educated. A book-bag in the bands of anegro child inflames 
5 the minds of most of those whom I know very much asa red flag is said to af- 
K fect a wild bull. Do you not hear constantly from these men, rich and poor, 
p: unstinted abuse ofthe whole public-school system? Iknow that there are hon- 
orable exceptions here und there, but they are like the proverbial angels’ visits. 


e Now, Mr. President, consider that we have here is this Senate a very 
3 > large proportion of the representation from the Southern States who 
support this bill, and then who will undertake to say that we have not 
i here a very large proportion of the enlightened citizenship of the South 
y in this national representation of that great section? Instead of meet- 
i ing those who are here who favor the passage of this bill with an in- 
4 sinuation that it is possible that these funds or a portion of them may 
fail to be properly distributed and appropriated and applied, if they 
should reach the Southern country, we should apologize to our col- 
N leagues on the floor of this Chamber, for they are our equals in every- 
ki thing that appertains to integrity and honor, and they are fighting a 
m great battle in that Southern country against these old influences and 
A these old traditions, which are so vividly portrayed by this citizen of 
: the South, and we ought to admire the leadership which these modern 
tendencies have on the floor of this Chamber. 
Here is a little about the Republicans: 


k J donot believe thatthereis even as much interest in public education among 
ai the Republican leaders as among the leaders of the Democratic party, for 
0 the Republican leaders 9 to have set their faces as a stone wall against 

the education of the Southern people unless it can be done at somebody else's 
expense. If they really believed that somebody else would do it, I have the 
1 best reason for believing that they would then be opposed to the whole thing. 
x It is simple justice to make a few exceptions here, also, prominent among whom 
I would mention the editor of the Knoxville Journal, who for almost twenty 
. ears has labored faithfully for a decent system of public schools in Tennessee, 
X re are doubtless many men in the rank and file of the Republican party 
2 who believe in public education, but they have exerted no influence upon their 
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party leaders, 
This is not a question of party and never un becomesuch, Ihave alluded to it 
y because I know that the expression “Southern leaders" might be construed to 
2 mean Southern Democratic leaders. It must always be borne in mind that the 
Repuvlican party in the South has leaders who manipulate conventions, write 
Hie platforms, and hate publicschoolssomewhat as his satanic majesty issaid 
3 on holy water. The public-school interests will never be subserved by 
> any man’s going from one pany to the other on that account. Such a course 
i for men on either side would besublime folly. Theremedy is asimple one and 
it will some day be applied in the South as it has been already applied in the 
North: let the people of both ae make up their minds to send to Coventry 
> any leader who will not help in the good work of establishing a school system 
A that will be a credit to our State and ot value to our children. I rejoice that the 
1 number of prominent men in the Democratic party who are bold enough to de- 
4 mand a better educational system is constantly increasing. To say, however, 
D, thatSouthern leaders on either side, as a rule, are anxious to make improve- 
N ments in our school system is to repeat what can not be verified by facts. The 
å love and protection they would extend to the schools is the same sort of affection 
thatthe wolf hasforthelamb, Men ofgreat influence and bigh social position do 
1 not hesitate to declare that a school-tax is robbery. If they had the power they 
ng would destroy the whole public-school system, rootand branch. Theconstitution 
z of North Carolina commands that the public schools be kept open at least four 
t months in the year, Failure on the part of the 2 commissioners io keep 
> the schools 1 55 this length of time is made an indictable offense, the only pro- 
9 vision of the kind the constitution contains, 
a For years this positive command of the constitution itself remained practi- 
cally a dead letter, as indeed it is to-day. However, under the administration 
of our present State superintendetsuit e to compel the county commis- 
pe sioners to comply with their constitutional obligation. An appeal wastaken to 
i the supreme court and that bodyrefused the people the right to tax their own prop- 
5 erty a sufficient sum to have a pitiful four-month term, on the ground that this 
section conflicted with another section restricting taxation except for 8 
4 expenses. The day will come in North Carolina when courts will say that publie 
v schools are as necessary to the peace and welfare of u State as iron bridges, but 
8 that day has not yet come. The decision of the court was greeted with long. 
po loud, and continuous applause.” Men of *'influence,” members of best fami- 
lies and their satellites were wild with delight. Sure one it whee that 
a step had been taken back toward “de ole times befo' de waugh.” When 
. news reached one town that boasts of an unusually large number of best 
p- - families,” men rang the bells furiously in ghoulish glee at their victory over 
innocent and helpless childhood, 
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Perhaps the God of love looked down upon a meaner sight in the world that 
night, but I doubt it. Ifmy memory serves me right, to get at these bells they 
rushed into the churches of Him whose gospel issummed upina single sentence, 
to love one’s neighbor as one's self. Let us hear no more of these Herculean 
efforts we are making to educate our children. Such twaddle reminds me of 
old man Turveydop's aceount ot his great labors for his dear Prince and Caddy, 
The only difference is that there was no maleyolence on the old man's part 
5 teach d u the Souther Je th 

gain, many of our ersand newspapers te e Southern ple that 
the school tax on their — — is apee sin as the school tax lavina prop- 
erty in the Northern States, This statement, which has been handed about from 
mouth to mouth, it seems to me, ever since I was a boy, is not true, with the pos- 
sible ay pose of Arkansas. As Jefferson long — 75 pointed out, the very heart 
and life of public education consists in local taxation for schools. Suchathing, 
as far as I have been able to ascertain, iscomparatively rare in the South. Wit 
the exception of about half a dozen communities and a few counties, the only 
tax on property in North Carolina for publio schools is 1i mills. Any honest man 
who cast aside the statements of people who do not know what they are 
talkingabout and will carefully investigate this subject for himself will be forced 
to conclude that the annual tax levied on propert for the support of public 
schools in most communities of the North and West en a rule, 1 or treble 
and notinfrequently quadruple what it is in most Southern communities. 

Let me give you an illustration in point. Col. James D—, a son of ex-Chief- 
Justice D—, of this town, has just passed by my window. He is now a resi- 
dent of California and is here on a yisit. He informed me a few days ago that 
he paid on his California propery aschool-tax of 50 cents on $100 worth of prop- 
erty. He is a farmer and lives ih a farming community, but the people have a 
good schoo! and are proud of it. In thousands of communities all over the North 
and West the tax rate on at ae for schools is as high as 50 cents or higher, 
There are 7,064 school-districts in North Carolina, venture to assert that 
not one-tenth of one-tenth of 1 per cent. of these districts pay a tax on property 
for schools as high as 30 cents or 3 mills. I venture tosay, further, that in 90 per 
cent. of the school-districts in North Carolina the tax on property for schools is 
not more than 12{ cents on the $100 of property, or 1} ls, 


That is in reference to taxation upon real estate in the South, the 
difficulties of which this writer does not make proper note of, There 
is comparatively very little mal property and there is compara- 
tively very little money in circulation there and the tax imposed is 
necessarily for all purposes, mainly or very largely, upon real estate, 
which is the most difficult of any form of property out of which to real- 
lize the ready money for the tax-gatherer; and, in addition to this, the 
destruction of property by the war, all of which has to be resupplied, 
the work of the accumulation of generations from the earliest settle- 
ment of the country—all this has to be now supplied from the proceeds 
of taxation. So it leaves upon any community thus situated a far 
greater burden in the maintenance of schools than is felt in older com- 
munities where these things, which haye been destroyed in the South, 
already exist and are there as the accumulation of generations. 


I believe that this ATRE of about % per cent. ofourschool districts, but L 
want to keep within all bounds and am willing to give our enemies every ad- 
vantage. Ido not believe that there can be found in any State of the North or 
West5 percent. of the school districts wherein the tax on 1 for schools is 
as low as itis in fully 90 per cent. of the school districts in North Carolina, You 
can probably make a little better showing in this matter than we can, but the 
best you can say will be to your shame. : 

My dear sir, let us follow no longer men who have allowed themselves to be 
deceived about this whole business. Let us hang our headsin shame for a 
little while and then go to work with our might. When a man knows tbat his 
house is on fire he can work much more rapidly than when he feels at his ease, 
If we see a man's house on fire we ought to try to arouse him, and not sland 
coolly by and see him and his little children destroyed in the flames. 

Let us fight the tendency that all of us possess, that of “slopping over; let 
us fight with all our might the insidious advances of that other mortal foe, the 
spirit of self-satisfaction, which is the beginning of death. Let uslook the situ- 
ation just as it fy, in all its horrors, squarely in the face, and by voice, pen, 
hands, and brain do what we can, however little that may be, to bring lightout 
of darkness and order out of chaos. We will have the satisfaction of knowing 
that we have labored honestly for the good of humanity and for the real glory 
and honor of the State wherein we live, whether it be the State of our nativity 
or adoption. Though we may not beable to accomplish much, we can at least 
clear the way for those of the next 8 who, if only we do our duty 
faithfully, will reap with joy that which weand our fellow-laborers sow in 


Sincerely yours, 
EDWARD P, MOSES, 
Superintendent Schools, Raleigh, N. C. 
Hon. Fraxxk M. SMITI, 


State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Nashville, Tenn. 


I submit, Mr. President, that a representative man like that, living 
in the section of country thus in need, deserves sympathy and assist- 
ance rather than derision and the refusal of that assistance which we 
are so able to give. 

Here I have from the Journal of Social Science of September, 1886, 
an article by William Beckman, esq., of Winchester, Ky. He says: 

COUNTRY SCHOOLS OF THE SOUTH—A SOUTHERN PLEA FOR AID. 


[From the Journal of Social Science, September, 1896, pages 228-230, W. M. 
Beckman, esq., of Winchester, Ky.] 

Our city schools will take care of themselves, because wealth and population 
make the same conditions that you have in the North and East. But God alone 
knows what is to become of our country achools in the sparsely settled and 
poorer regions of the South. They lack order, system, and money. As I rode 
through Virginia the other day, on my way here, I saw what strongly reminded 
me of the new South. In many places under the old plantation system where 
the master and an army of slaves had to be fed the land had been so cultivated 
as to have become barrenand useless. The old fields had been turned out as 
no longer fruitful, but after the la of years they have produced a forest of 

ines and unde wth, which make them look as fresh and green as the orig- 

nal forest, and have restored them to their first fertility. So with the South. 
A few years ago it seemed worn out from the effects of slavery and destroyed 
ae the plowshare of war. But all over it may now be scen evidences of the 
tality of its soil and the hope of its ple. Like the old field forests it may 
look ragged, chaotic, and disorderly, but the material is there to be sha) by 
the industrious and conscientious builders. Our country schools show signs of 
the improvement going on around them, but it will be generations before they 
will become what those who rely on them need, 
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We may indeed accomplish in fifty years without assistance, or in a 
hundred years, the work which ought to be done at once, and which well 
might be done in the next ten years, and when once done, with a popu- 
lation of 65,000,000 in the whole country, of which perhaps 25,000,000 
areat the South now, they will educate their own posterity, they will save 
to the nation that burden; and thus, by the education of the children 
of 25,000,000 to-day, we shall save to-ourselves the tremendous burden 
which must come upon us when in the future, these conditions continu- 
ing, we are at last obliged to educate, it may be, 100,000,000 or 150,- 
000,000 in order to avoid the ruin of the country. 

Mr. Beckman’s article continues: 


If the ple were now able, it wouldstill be able to hope that illiterncy will 
turn and rend itself. Ignorance and avarice are fit allies, and when these are 
backed by poverty the prospect is gloomy to those who are struggling for 
things. Local taxation in the rural regions of the South is almost an impossi- 
bility. The majority do not appreciate what it would produce, whilst the 
minority are unwilling to bear its burdens. The solution of the difficulty is to 
provide schools that will give the South a generation of educated people, who 
ean then be trusted to make whatever sacrifices are needed to maintain a sys- 
tem that will have been sofraught with blessings to themselves, It has been 
the history of free schools that they remain wherever they may be once estab- 
lished. So it would be in the South. But how are they to be established’ It 
is only possible through the agency of Federal aid. Nearly every good school 
system now existing in any of the States is based on donations of landsin the 
colonial period or since the Union was formed. They have all had resources 
other than taxation. And yet we in the South who honestly and earnestly 
favor free schools have to contend with the prejudice against them bequeathed 
to us by ante-bellum times, with the poverty of the people, with the sparsity of 
of caste between the races, and with the very 
illiteracy which they are intended to remove. It is a hopeless struggle unless 
the Federal Government, from the surplus in its Treasury, assists our school 
systems until they have strength enough to sustain themselves. It is useless 
to talk about the p public lands. These are now too inconsiderable, 
and besides the aid, to be effective, must be immediate. 

We ask it in the South because we need it, because it would be of great ad- 
vantage to the whole coun! to grant it, and because by every principle of 
ob in and justice we ought to have it. I would not presume to occupy the time 
of such an assemblage as this in demonstrating how the North, the East, and 
the West are interested in having the South as enlightened as the other sèc- 
tions of the Union. And I need hardly insist that, when the whole country 
joined in giving citizenship to the slave, it should assist in preparing him to 
comprehend and discharge the duties of his new condition. des, the South 
had an interest in the lands that have endowed the splendid school systems of 
the Western States, and to which certainly one of the New England States is 
largely indebted for its prosperous common schools. The South has a claimin 
equity to be equalized from the common fund with those members of the Union 
that have needed help less and do not have the responsibility of providing 
for the intellectual wants of the wards of the nation. 


ILLITERACY IN KENTUCKY—MISERABLE ACCOMMODATIONS. 
A new topic! 
ILLITERACY IN KENTUCKY—MISERABLE ACOOMMODATIONS, 


Prof. W. E. E. Wright, of Berea College, in the Bibliotheca Sacra, July, 1887, 
465 and 466, writes as follows: 
“Such is the prevailing ignorance in Kentucky that a visitor in Perry and Les- 
lie Counties this last summer reports thatin one of these counties out of seven 
magistrates only one could read. 


Mr. President, think of it! Seven magistrates in a single county, 
and only one of them able to read ! 

The constable of the district came to this same visitor with warrants for dif- 
8 men, asking to be told which was for which. The constable could not 
rend. 

1 What is the three, four* or five month school to whieh the mountain child 
is invited? It is held ina log school-house, 8 without a window and 
posay without a door, Often there is no other furniture than benches made 

y splitting logs and putting in short legs on the rounded side. There may be 

o blackboard, and Phare known a mountain teacher to let the blackboard 
hang unused two months because he had nochalk. The provision of school 
Hooke and slates is on the same level with the general appointments of the 

ouse,” 

I have here an appeal by Rey. Dr. J. L. M. Curry in the Educational 
Exchange and Alabama Teachers’ Journal of November, 1889. Dr. 
Curry, as is well known, is the agent of the Peabody fund, that great 
benefaction which has accomplished so much in the South, Of course 
he must be, and he is, as well if not better acquainted with the con- 
dition of education in the South than any other man whatever, He is 
a Democrat. He is a citizen of Richmond, Va. He was our late min- 
ister to Spain. He left this agency to go to Spain, and on his return 
he was reappointed to his old office, which he is now filling with his 
accustomed vigor and success. He has always been an advocate of this 
bill from the beginning, and has written latterly considerable urging 
its passage. 

I do not know a man in the United States so anxious for the enact- 
ment of this bill into law as this Southern Democrat, who knows the 
situation better than any other man within our jurisdiction. He is not 
only a Democrat, but he is that which many other Democrats are, a 
patriot and astatesman—I mean those Democrats who support this 
bill. The others I pass no adverse judgment upon, but simply go that 
far for the present. 

APPEAL FOR PUBLIC EDUCATION IN THE SOUTH. á 
[By Dr. J. L. M. Curry, in the Educational Exchange and Alabama Teachers“ 
Journal, November, 1889. 
To the friends of free schools in the South: 

My official position ns general agent of the Peabody education fund, con- 
joined to my Southern birth, residence, and sympathies, must be my apology for 
the apparent presumption of this appeal. 

Prior to 1867 there was not any general or efficient 8 system in the 
South. Before the war academies and colleges for both sexes were numerous 


and did excellent work, but no adequate provision was made for the education 
vf the masses, 


In the Southern States, inclading Delaware, Maryland, and Missouri, the 


school population, from six to fourteen years, according to the latest most trust- 
worthy returns, furnished to me from the Bureau of Education, is 4,028,775. The 
enrollment is 3,420,401. The school terms at the South in the State will ` 


not ave eighty days, while that at the West and North is probably double. 
The teaching in the rural districts is often of an inferior quality—what might 
reasonably be expected from poorly paid teachers employed for three or four 
ryt in the year. The annual ool expenditure in these States is over 


And in the whole country, as I have often stated, it is $122,000,000. 


By thé census of 1880, 6,090,000 of the 16,000,000 of children of school age did 
not altend the public schools, Of the school population of the South, nearly 
hálf are notin school. Over six and a quarter millionsof our entire population 
could not write theiz names. Two millions of legal voters, of whom 900,000 
were white and 1,100,000 were colored, could not write. This test of intelligence 
isso deceptive that, while one-fifth of the voters could not write at all. it is 
probable that two-fifths were so imperfectly educated as to be unable to read 
intelligently a newspaper or the Bible. The illiterate voters in the South were 
1,363,884, or over one-third; 69.8 per cent. of illiterate voters were negroes and 
30.2 per cent. were whites. In North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Ala- 
bama, and Louisiana more than balf the voters can not read their ballots, 

The maintenance of our public schools has been complicated and made more 
onerous by the race question, which, whatever fanaticism, or partisanship, or 
gross ignorance may say, is the most fearful problem that our civilization has 
encountered. There is no discrimination against schools for negroes in any of 
the Southern States. The length of the school yearis the same for both races. 
Dr. Owens, of Roger Williams College, in Nashville, an institution for peti ta 
says: The South has acted nobly in dividing the public funds and p ding 
good buildings.“ The Southern States, on whose territory the war between 
the States was waged and which came out of the terrible struggle and 
reduced to poverty, have paid nearly or quite $50,000,000 for the education of 
the negroes, and General Armstrong, the able principal of the Hampton school, 
who commanded a brigade of colo troops, says; Southern tax-payers are 
doing more than any others for the negroos by maintaining 16,000 free colored 
schools at an annual cost of $3,000,000, * * Ot every $100 paid in Southern 
taxation, $91.50 are paid by white people.” 

As Dr. Curry states, more than nine-tenths of the taxation of the 
South is paid by the white people. I want to say, with reference to 
these sixteen thousand colored schools in the South, that in the coun 
there are more than three hundred thousand schools and that the col- 
ored people have at least an eighth part of the population. 

The schools of the country are probably nearer four hundred thou- 
sand at the present time than three hundred thousand. Divided into 
schools of forty to fifty scholars, certainly they will number that many. 
So, after all, it is apparent from this statement that the colored schools 
embrace but a fraction of the colored children in this form of statement 
aud as can be shown in innumerable other forms of proof. 

These negroes, with their inherited tendencies of superstition and their long, 
dreary history of ignorance, thriftiessness, and slavery, are entitled to educa- 
tion—to fullest moral and intellectual development) as human beings, with 
individual responsibility and immortal souls, for whom Christ died, and (2) as 
citizens and voters in a representative Republic. 

It is a narrow view of the subject to confine it ton Senator BLATR, ina 
recent address, 1 — “ The distress of our own bl is greater than that of the 
colored race.” The destitution of the means of education among white children 
is appalling. Northern charity to the amount of over $15,000,000 has been con- 
centrated upon negro children. 

The States can not rid themselves of the obligation to sustain free schools, 


Right on that point about the white children down South; they are the 
children of the rebels and we do not sympathize with them very much, 


or we do not seem to do so, and yet they are of our own blood, and one 


white child has more to do with the destiny of this country than many 
colored children. Unless these white children are reached, unless they 
receive the benefits of education, what chance has the colored child to 
rise? -Here is this greatenvironment, two to one. 

If things remain in their present condition, with the prejudice against 
an educated race which always exists on the part of the ignorant, with 
a people dominant who have always been accustomed to look upon the 
colored man as their slave and their inferior, what opportunity will an 
educated negro have? In fact, the more intelligent and the more ed- 
ucated the negro becomes, the more he concentrates upon himself the 
prejudice and violence of the ignorant whites by whom he is surrounded. 

If I were undertaking to do the best possible thing for the n 
child—and I allude merely to the amount of money in the approp: 
tion—for the sake of the colored race I would give every dollar to the 
education of the whites, so as to dissipate the ignorance in the white 
community, for, as you remove ignorance, you remove prejudice, for 
prejudice disappears with intelligence, and as you increase intelligence 
you render more comfortable the situation of the colored man and the 
colored child. You give him hope. But how is he to climb up from 
this great incrustation of ignorance which lies upon him and under 
which he is crushed and must be crushed ? 

You talk about Federal election laws and things of that sort, but you 
can neverenforcealaw wherethejury isagainst you. All questions of fact 
are in the hands of juries, whether youadministera United States law or 
a law of the State itself, and there is no ultimate remedy, whatever we 
may do, and whatever we wish to do, and whatever we will do, in order 
to secure fair elections, so far as the law will help us. There is noth- 
ing we cando which will be an ultimate and a permanent remedy of the 
evils we complain of at the South, so far as the colored man and his 
suffrage are concerned, until the whole community is transformed by 
the magic power of education, and we must begin with the white child, 
and, if we can get money enough, help both. This bill provides an 
equalization to all. 

Dr. Curry continues: 

The States can not rid themselves of the obligation to obtain free schools, 
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deserves, the rather, commendation for what she has attempted and achieved. 
No chapter in her history is more brilliant than this or more merits grateful rec- 
ognition. Of the $30,000,000 paid out for public schools every year by the whole 
country, the South expends about $16,000,000, or one-fifth, while her taxable 
property does not come near that proportion of the aggregate taxable prop- 
erty. A. D. Mayo, of usetts, as familiar as any man in the Union with 
the school work of the South, has often written of the grandeur and patriotism 
of the ices of the South in this direction. No similar class of people in 
the Old or New World has accomplished so much in a time so short against 
obstacles so formidable.“ Under her peculiar conditions, with a rural, agri- 
cultural, and sparse population, without recuperating from the impoverishment 
and exhaustion of the war, with a non-tax-paying, unskilled, immigration-for- 
bidding, lately servile race of eo-equal citizens as joint oceapants of her terri- 
tory, it is financially im ible for the South to sustain a system of free schools 
continuing in session eight months and affording educational facilities for the 
population of school age. The schoo) demand can not possibly be met by her 
resources, and itis an * fact that the States having the smallest resources 
have the heaviest school burdens. Throughout the Northern States each child 
receives on an average for his yearly education about 815. Inthe South the per 
capita expenditure is about $3.86, A rate of taxation accomplishing what is de- 
8 and necessary in the South would be nothing short of ruinous confis- 
on, 

The only remedy for this deplorable condition of affairs is national aid, The 
bill which passed the Senate last session proposes to act through the State 
school systems, in subordination and auxiliary to State authorities, and steeras 
far as possible from bureaucracy and centralization. The distribution was not 
based on population in the a: te, but on the illiteracy of the school popu- 
lation, ascertained or asce: able from the sworn returns of the census. It 
4 — y recognized illiteracy, not as local or sectional, but asa national question 
of paramount importance, imperiling our representative institutions. The 
North may be geographically and practically severed from contact with negroes; 
but she can not hope to be exempt from the industrial, social, normal, and po- 
litical consequences of their illiteracy. 

The North emancipated, citizenized, and-enfranchised the negroes; and from 
these distinct, snbstantive acts there is a resulting obligation to ualify them for 
citizenship and suffrage that can not be honestly ignored orevaded. It will no 
longer satisfy conscience or reason to say that the South enjoyed the fruits of 
slave labor and must now pay for the education of the freedmen, for since Ap- 

attox a quarter of a century has elapsed, and a majority of the negroes now 
ving were never in legal bondage to any man. 

The aid proposed, if given in bulk, is not as much as is given every year to 
soldiers and claim agents in the way of pensions, and would be about one-fourth 
of the annual expenditures of the Government; hut the bill appropriates only 
$7,000,000 the first year, and an average of only $10,000,000 for the pe of eight 
subsequent years. This trifling and temporary sum, to be paid over to State 
ofticers, is to be expended in the common schools on the right and healthful con- 
dition that no ter part shall be paid out to any State in one 7 5 than the 
sum expended by that State out of its own revenues. To use an illustration ot 
Senator Bratz, if Florida, for instance, could receive by the provisions of the 
bill $1.25 for each child, in order to get that the State would have to raise within 
itself an equal amount, thus securing. for the child’s education $2.50, 

Our liberties and the perpetuity of representative institutions are inseparably 
interwoven with free schools. Recently there have been strong and persistent 
efforts in behalf of parochial schools, and the advocates of them, as substitutes 
for State schools, have manifestly increased their activity. If common schools 
fail at the South or linger in feebleress or insufficiency, the par 00) 
will acquire increased strength, if not predominance. If parochial schools be- 
come influential and powerful and take, in any degree, the place of State 
schools, the denominations controlling aud supporting them will clamor for 
their share of school revenues, When religionists me a compact body and 
act 8 asa unit, they can often control municipal or State or Federal 
elections, and parties and candidates, from policy or cowardice, will soon be 
yielding to the demand for a partition of funds. What has been done in some 
cities will be repeated disastrously throughout the land. 

The South, in her past history, from the administration of Washington to that 
of Harrison, inclusive, has been conservative. Often have her statesmen and 
her public 7 5 interposed to preserve the ancient Jandmarks and prevent 
departures from the Constitution and the precedents of the fathers. She has 
been as much maligned as misunderstood. If true to the free schools, she can 
saye representative government and onr civil and religious liberties. Her free- 
dom, present and prospective, from heterogeneous and foreign elements and 
her consciousness of the peril from the race question should make her again, 
as often heretofore, the great conservative, controlling, saving section of the 
country. 

For present, and fora few years to come, national aid is our only ho; 
The South has favored the measure, Both political parties in Virginia have in- 
eorporated it in their platforms, There could not be stronger need for the aid 
than now. The next session of Congress offers encou. 6 for 
accomplishing what we have longed and labored for.. Thechildren, the country, 
the freedom, the yearnings of the oppressed of the Old World, unite to make us 
put Pry 2 — and united effort to remove and prevent illiteracy and save 
our free schools, 


Mr. DOLPH. This seems to be a good point to stop. Will the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yield to me for a motion to go into execu- 
tive session? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to get in a little more matter, and then I will 
close what I propose to say to-night, because I feel under the necessity, 
reluctant as I know the Senate to be that I should do so, of closing 
my remarks to-morrow, and in order to do so I desire to put in about 
one more, 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave hereastatement entitled National aid to edu- 
cation a continuance of the policy already begun.“ This is a citation 
from Professor E. J. Jones, of the University of Pennsylvania, in the 
Andover Review, volume 5, page 250. This is from a Northern au- 
thority, and sums up the matter ina very able and satisfactory manner. 
It is as follows: : 
NATIONAL AID TO EDUCATION A CONTINUANCE OF THE POLICY ALREADY BEGUN, 


[Professor E. J. Jones, of the University of inci hein in the Andover Re- 
view, volume 5, page 250.] 
rtance that, of neces- 


Populareducation, then is a matter of such general im 
Government to assist 


sity, we should be justified in calling upon the Natio 


in its maintenance, even if it were not clearly constitutional. As a matter of 
fact, however, it is only asking the National Government to continue the policy 
which was even before the Constitution was adopted and has been pur- 
sued down to the present time. The idea that education is a matter of merely 
local importance, and should therefore be remanded to the communities, is of 
com ively recent growth. The founders of the Government, the framers of 
the Constitution, the early Presidents and early Congresses knew nothing of 
such a doctrine. There was in the act of 1757 n distinct tion of the im- 
portance of popni education and of the necessity of Federal action to securo 
the financial basis of a sound school system. The early Presidents favored the 
establishment of a national university, The early legislators considered it a 
part of the functions of the National Government to secure, so far as granting 
of aid would do it, the establishment of school systems in every new State. Our 
later Congresses, in addition to what former Congresses have done, have built 
upin Washington the nucleus of a grand university, and have undertaken to 
secure the establishment of special schools of agriculture in every State of the 
Union. Our forefathers nose such aid as they thought the necessity de- 
manded, and did not let themselves be deterred by the cry that education was 
only of Jocal interest and that the National Government had no power to assist 
in its maintenance. 

Some objectors have urged that, while it might be constitutional to vote lands 
for the support of education, it would be s gross stretch of Federal power to 
vote the p! of taxes for the same purpose, This isa very fine point, and 
amounts to quibbling. Every acre of yaluable land granted for the support of 
education would have brought some return into the national Treasury, and thus 
enabled Congress to lighten the burden of taxation. If Congress had the right 
to vote away the income from the property for the same purpose, if it hasa right 
to vote away for a given pu revenue which, b; ng devoted to some 
other purpose, might have saved the necessity of taxation, it must also have the 
right to raise revenue by taxation for the same purpose. 


I will now give way to the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr, DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m. ) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 20, 
1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


y NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 19th day of February, 1890, 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Alfred D. Thomas, of North Dakota, to be United States district 
judge for the district of North Dakota, as provided by section 21, chap- 
ter 180, volume 25, Laws 1889, United States Statutes at Large. 


SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 


William F. Bowers, of Hart County, Georgia, to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the second census district of Georgia. 

Oscar F. Avery, of Pontiac, Ill., to be supervisor of census for the 
fourth census district of Illinois. : 

Harry P. Clark, of Guthrie, Ind. T., tobe supervisor of census for 
the census district of Oklahoma, Ind. T. 

George Baldey, of Louisiana, to be supervisor of census for the first 
census district of Louisiana. 

Robert B. Sedgwick, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for supervisor of the sec- 
ond census district of New York, 

Joseph Schnell, of Binghamton, N. Y., to be supervisor of census for 
the ninth census district of New York. 

John Kelly, of Springfield, Oregon, to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Oregon, vice John H. Shupe, declined. 

Edward T. Terrell, of Colorado, Tex., to be supervisor of census for 
the eighth census district of Texas. 

James L. Linderman, of Osseo, Wis., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census district of Wisconsin. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES, 


John C. Martin, of Prescott, Ariz., to be register of the land office at 
Prescott, Ariz., vice Edward Burgess, to be removed. 

Albert F. Dixon, of Susanville, Cal., to be register of the land office 
at Susanville, Cal., vice Julien E. Pardee, resigned. 

Edwin G. Waite, of Alameda, Cal., to be register of the land office at 
San Francisco, Cal., vice Abraham C. Bradford, deceased. 

Cash M. Day, of Idaho, to be register of the land office at Lewiston, 
Idaho, vice Francis F. Patterson, to be removed. 

Winfield S. Cobean, of Fort Stanton, N. Mex., to be register of the 
land office at Rosswell, N. Mex., vice John H. Williams, deceased. 

John W. Lewis. of Dayville, Oregon, to be register of the land office 
at The Dalles, Oregon, vice Frederick A: MeDonald, resigned. 

Alfred W. Strong, of Spokane Falls, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Spokane Falls, Wash., vice James M, Adams, to be re- 
moved. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Fred Babeock, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be receiver of public moneys 

at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Martin D. McHenry, term expired. 


PENSION AGENT, MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Levi E. Pond, of Wisconsin (Westfield), to be pension agent at Mil- 
waukee, Wis., vice Alfred B. Judd, whose term of office will expire 


February 28, 1890. 
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INDIAN AGENT. 

Webster L. Stabler, of North Yakima, Wash., to be agent for the In- 

dians of the Yakima agency, in Washington, vice Thomas Priestley, 

removed. A nomination was sent to the Senate December 19, 1889, 

and confirmed in which the name of said Stabler was erroneously 
stated as Walter. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President February 19, 1890. 


John H. Shupe, for supervisor of census for the first census district 
of Oregon, which was sent to the Senate January 23, 1890, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exceutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1890. 
POSTMASTERS. 

James Driver, to be postmaster at Darlington, Wis. 

John B. Doherty, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

S. Harris Warner, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

George J. Castle, to be postmaster at Carlinville, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Ilinois, > 

William M. Lowis, to be postmaster at Lena, in thecounty of Ste- 
phenson and State of Illinois. 

James A. Willoughby, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the connty 
of St. Clair and State of IIlinois. 

Lucius I. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of Ox- 
ford and State of Maine. 

John C. Blake, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of Andros- 
coggin and State of Maine. 

Charles W. Bosworth, to be postmaster at Old Town, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine. 

Joseph W. Gray, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county of Aroo- 
stook and State of Maine. „ 

Thomas S. Singer, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county of 
Knox and State of Maine. 

William A. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Devil's Lake, in the couaty 
of Ramsey and State of North Dakota. * 

Andrew F. Clark, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Abraham Marland, to be postmaster at Andover, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. e 

John B. Turner, to be postmaster at Newtonville, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

William H. Hill, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of Mar- 
tin and State of Minnesota, 

Nathaniel S. Lane, to be postmaster at North St. Paul, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of Minnesota. 
Joseph W. Johnson, to be postmaster at Sutton, in the county of Clay 
and State of Nebraska. 

William P, Campbell, to be postmaster at Wolcott, in the county ot 
Wayne and State of New York. y 
Thomas R. Coveney, to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county of 
Chautanqua and State of New York. 

Neil Hepburn, to be postmaster at City Island, in the county of West- 
chester and State of New York. 

Seth S. Spencer, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of Orleans 
and State of New York. 4 

Andrew. J. Thompson, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York. 

William A. Barringer, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county 
of Meigs and State of Ohio. 

David H. Darrah, to be postmaster at Bellaire, in the connty of Bel 
mont and State of Ohio. : 

James B. Taylor, to be postmaster at. Cambridge, in the county of 
Guernsey and State of Ohio, 

Tobias R. Woodborne, to be postmaster at Dennison, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. i 

Edmund R. Morse, to be postmaster at Proctor, in the county of Rut- 
land and State of Vermont. 

Hiram J. Smith, to be postmaster at Racine, in the county of Racine 
and State of Wisconsin, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 19, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. GEORGE H. COREY, 
D. PD., of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
INTERNATIONAL INDUSTRIAL CONFERENCE. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent at 
this time for the present consideration of a bill which I report from the 
Committee on Patents by instruction of that committee. 


I will say to the House, Mr. Speaker, that a resolution referred to 
the Committee on Patents directed them to report by bill or other- 
wise touching the appointment of representatives to the international 
conference in regard tothe protection of industrial property, to be held 
at Madrid, Spain; and the committee unanimously directed me to re- 
port this bill. I therefore ask its immediate consideration in accord- 
ance with the desire of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.—) authorizing the Secretary of State toappointtwo suitable per- 
sons to represent the United States at the international conference in regard 


to the protection of industrial property, and making an appropriation therefor, 


The bill was read at length. 

Bent 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bi - 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like the floor fora moment, Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of appealing to my friend from Arkansas to 
withdraw his objection, inasmuch as if this bill is not considered now 
it will be too late. 

Mr. ROGERS. I only want the business to proceed under the rules. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I quite agree with my friend in that re- 
spect; but it is equivalent in this case to denying to the United States 
the representation it should have at this conference; and I call atten- 
tion to the importance of the immediate adoption of the bill because 
of that reason. It is only because aye can not get at this business un- 
der the rule in time to muke it available that I appeal to my friend, 
so that the onus is on him. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—ATKINSON VS. PENDLETON. 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice to the House 
that I will call up the contested-election case of Atkinson vs. Pendle- 
ton one week from to-day. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER, The next business in order, there being no cor- 
rection of reference of public bills, no business on the Speaker's table, 
or unfinished business coming over, is the cail of the various commit- 
tees under the rule. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Un- 
der the head of “unfinished business“ would not the bill partly con- 
sidered on yesterday be in order at this time ? 
ced SPEAKER. That is unfinished business in Committee of the 

ole. ` 
COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if in order at thistime, 
I would like to ask consent of the House that the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors may be permitted to sit during the sessions of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DIVISION OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA, 


The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. ADAMS. There are several bills reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, one of which I have in charge. The Public Printer 
has been delayed in the printing, but I think it will be here in a few 
minutes. I have sent a page for the bill (H. R. 6942) to divide the 
judicial district of North Dakota. It is on the House Calendar. I 
think it will elicit no discussion or objection. It isa bill for the di- 
vision of the district of North Dakota into four subdivisions for the con- 
venience of the people. I hope the committee will notbe passed until 
we have that bill brought from the document-room, but I can state the 
provisions to the Honse. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the committee any otber bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. There is a similar bill for South Dakota and another 
for Minnesota; but the committee was called rather promptly and gen- 
tlemen do not seem to bs present here. I will ask that the Judiciary 
Committee be temporarily passed in view of that fact. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Does this bill create new districts? 

Mr. ADAMS. No; itis to divide the district into eubdivisions. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is it to hold other courts? 

Mr. ADAMS. I have the bill now, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Sibel enacted, ete. That the State of North Dakota shall constitute one judicial 


Sec, 2. That for the purpose of holding terms of the district court said district 
shall be divided into four divisions, to be known as the southwestern, south- 
eastern, northeastern, and northwestern divisions. That portion of the State 
cow prising the present counties of Burleigh, Stutsman, Logan, McIntosh, Em- 


mons, Kidder, Foster, Wells, McLean, and all the territory in said State of North - 


Dakota lying south and west of the Missouri River shal) constitute the south- 
western division, the court for which shall be held at the city of Bismarck. That 
es of the State comprising the present counties of Cass, Richland, Barnes, 

ickey, Sargent, La Moure, Ransom, Griggs, and Steele shall constitute the 
southeastern division, the court for which shall be held al the city of Fargo. 
83 of the State comprising the present counties of Grand Forks, Traill, 
W. , Pembina, Cavalier, and Nelson shall constitute the northeastern divis- 
fon, the court for which shal) be held at the city of Grand Forks, That portion 
of the State comprising the present counties of Ramsey, Eddy, Benson, Towner. 
Rolette, Bottineau, Pierce, McHenry, and Ward, and all the territory in said 


State of North Dakota lying north of the said southwestern division shall con- 
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— the northwestern divison, the court for which shall be held at the city of 
s Lake, 

Src. 3. That the terms of the district court for the district of North Dakota 
shall be held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday in April in each year, at Fargo on 
the third Tuesday of Muy in each year, at Grand Forkson the first Tuesday of 
December in each year, and at Devil's Lake on the first Tuesday of February in 
each year. And the provision of law now existing for the holding of sald court 
on the first Monday in April and November of cach year is hereby repealed, 
and all suits, prosecutions, and processes, recognizances, bail bonds, and other 
things pending in or returnable to said court on the days last named are hereby 
trausferred to and shall be made returnable to and have force in the said respect- 
ive terms provided in this act in the same manner and with the same effect as 
they would have had had this act not been passed, 

SEC. 4, That all civil suits not of a local nature now pending or hereafter 
brought niust be tried in the division of the district where the defendant or de- 
fendauts reside; but if there are two or more defendants residing in different 
divisions the action may be brought in either of the divisions in which a de- 
fendant resides, 

Sec. 5. That the cireuit court of the United States for said district shall be 
held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday of April in each year, and at Fargo on the 
third Tuesday of May in each year, and at Grand Forks on the first Tuesday of 
December in each year, and at Devil's Lake on the first Tuesday of February of 
each year; and cases taken on appeal or writ of error from the district court 
shall returnable to the circuit court held in that judicial subdivision from 
which the appeal was taken. When the circuit court and district court is held, 
as provided this act, at the same time and place, one grand and one petit 
jury only shall be summoned and serve in both said courts. 2 

Sec. 6. That the clerk of the circuit court and the clerk of the district court, 
e shall reside and have a principal office at Bismarck ; and each o 
said clerks may appoint a deputy to reside and have an office at Bismarck, 
Fargo, Grand Forks, and Devil's Lake. 


TheSPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third read- 


ing of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to ask thegentlemanif there is a re- 
port accompanying the bill. j 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘There is a report, but it has not been printed. The 


local effects of this bill I will leave to the Representative from North Da- 
kota. The reason for its is that if the circuit and district courts 
were to be held at the capital of the State, which is at Bismarck, liti- 
gants would have to go from certain portions of the State in the east 
and south a distance equal, as I am informed, to that from Quebec to 
Baltimore. Therefore the courts ought to be held in different parts of 
the State to accommodate litigants. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What provision is made for the erection of court- 
houses or places for holding the courts? 

Mr. ADAMS. The provision is the usual provision. I may say as 
to this bill it is a literal copy of the Senate bill for South Dakota, which 

the Jndiciary Committee unanimously; and, I having charge of 
this bill for North Dakota, have adopted the form of the South Dakota 
bill literally without much consideration. As to the geographical feat- 
ures of this bill, the Representative from North Dakota can answerany 
question. 

Mr. MILLS. There is only one judicial district for the whole State? 

Mr. ADAMS. There is only one judicial district for the State. 

Mr. MILLS. You propose to divide it into four courts ? 

Mr. ADAMS. One court; but it is provided that it shall sit at dif- 
ferent places. 

Mr. MILLS. Thesame district, buta different number of courts? 

Mr. ADAMS. It does not inerease the number of courts, but it pro- 
vides that a deputy clerk shall live at each of the places at which the 
courts shall be held. t 

Mr, MILLS. You propose to hold thesame courts at different places ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes. < 

Mr. MILLS. That is all right. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is a very large territory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. CASWELL. I wish to call up the bill (S. 620) to provide for 
the time and place of holding the terms of the United States district 
courts in the State of South Dakota. It is precisely the same as the 
bill just passed for North Dakota. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

The bill S. 620) to provide for the time and place of holding the terms of the 
United States district courts in the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. CASWELL. There are amendments to the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Prev 5 gic., That the State of South Dakota shall constitute one judicial 
Src. 2 That for the purpose of holding terms of the district court said district 
shall be divided into three divisions, to be known as the eastern, central, and 
western divisions. The counties of Clay, Union, Yankton, Turner, Lincoln, 
Bonhomme, Charles Mix, Douglas, Hutchinson, Brůlé, Aurora, Davidson, Han- 
son, McCook, Minnehaha, Moody, Lake, Lyman, Miner, Sanborn, Beadle, Kings- 
, Brookings, Hamlin, Deuel, Grant, Roberts, Codington, Clark, Day, Mar- 
Spink, Brown, Gregory, Todi, and the Yankton, Sisseton, Wahpeton, and 
Crow ek Indian reservations shall constitute the eastern division, the court 
for which shall be held at the city of Sioux Falls. The counties of McPherson, Ed- 
munds, Campbell, Walworth, Potter, Sully, Faulk, Hand, Hyde, Hughes, Buffalo. 
Jerauld, Stanley, Knowlen, and that portion of the counties of Pratt, „and 
Sterling, not included in any Indian reservation, and the Standing Rock, Chey- 
enne, and Lower Brilé Indian reservations shall constitute the central division, 


the court for which shall be held at the city of Pierre, All that 5 the 
State of South Dakota lying west of the central division and in addition thereto 


the Rosebud and Red Cloud Indian reservations shall constitute the western 
division, the court for which shall be held at the city of Deadwood. 

Src. 3. That the terms of the district court for the district of South Dakota 

shall be held at Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday of April and October in each 
Year, at Pierre on the third Tuesday of May and November in each year, and 
at Deadwood on the first Tuesday of January and July ineach year. And the 
provision of law now existing for the bolding of said court on the first Monday 
in April and November in each year is hereby repealed, and al) suits, prosecu- 
tions, process, recognizances, bajl-bonds, ard ether things pending in or return- 
able to said court on the days last named are hereby transferred to, and shali be 
made returnable to and have force in, the said respective terms in this act pro- 
vided, in the same mannerand with the same effect as they would have had 
this act not been passed. 
Sec, 4. That all civil suits not of a local nature must be brought in the division 
of the district where the defendant or defendants reside; but it there are two or 
more defendants, residing in different divisions, the action may be brought in 
either of the divisions in which a defendant resides. 

See, 5. That the circuit court of the United States for said district shall be held 
at Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday of April and October in cach year and at 

dwood on the first Tuesday of July in each year; and cases taken by a 

1 or writ of error from the district court held in the eastern or central ive: 
ions of said district, respectively, shall be returnable to the cirenit court held at 
Sioux Falls, and cases taken by appeal or writ of error from the district court 
held in the western division of said district shali be returnable to the circuit 
court held at Deadwood. When the circuit and district courtis held as provided 
in this act at the same time and place, one grand and one petit jury only shall 
be summoned and serve in both said courts. 

Sec. 6. That the clerk of the circuit court and the clerk of the district court, 
respectively, shall reside and have their principal office at Pierre, and each of 
said clerks may appoint a deputy to die and have an office at Sioux Falls 
and Deadwood. 


The first amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out section 5 and inserting the following: 

“Sec, 5. That the circuit court of the United States for said district shall be 
held at Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday of April and Octoberin cach year, and 
at Deadwood on the first Tuesday of July in each veur nnd at Pierre on the 
third Tuesday of November in each year; and cases taken on appeal or writ of 
error from the district court shall be returnable to the circuit court held in that 
judicial subdivision from which the ap; was en. When the circuit court 
and district court are held as provided in this act at the same time and place, 
one grand and petitjury only shall besummoned and serve in both said courts.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment: 


* 
Amend section 6 by striking ont the word “ Pierre” in the third line and in- 
serting the words Sioux Falis;” and by striking out the words? Sioux Falls” 
in the fifth line and inserting the word“ Pierre;”’ so that it will read as follows: 
“Sec. 6. That the clerk of the circuit court and the clerk of the district court, 
8 reside and have their principal office at Sioux Falls, and each 


of said clerk: may appoint a deputy to reside and have an office at Pierre and 


Deadwood 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the Senate 
bill. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have the bill read as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to have the bill read at 


length. 

The bill as amended was read at length. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Before this bill is put upon its passage, I want to 
state the reason for having it read and my objection to it. This bill 
now creates two additional places for the holding of courts in the State 
of South Dakota. In the bill for the admission of that State into the 
Union, which passed in the last Congress, there was to be one place for 
holding the court, which was to be at the capital of the Territory. Be- 
fore that State has been in the Union one year we have here a bill pro- 
viding for two additional places for holding court, with additional court- 
houses and additional court officials; and before this Congress is over 
we will have bills for public buildings for each of these places. It is 
the beginning of expenditure and a multiplication of offices and an in- 
crease of Federal jurisdiction in this new State. 
Now, in the great State of Illinois, with over 4,000,000 inhabitants, 
the State was divided with but two judicial districts until of recent 
years, when there was provision made for other places, and the south- 
ern district and these other places that have been added have been fail- 
ures. The cases come to Springfield by reason of the choice of those 
interested in the cases. The new places for holding court have not been 
for the convenience of the business, but havesimply multiplied the offi- 
cers. This simply creates more expense. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. The gentlemen is entirely mistaken about 
the expense, 
Mr. SPRINGER. I know what it has been from the past. 
Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
Mr. CASWELL. I move to amend the title by adding the words 
“ circuit and” before the word district.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GIFFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, GEORGIA. 
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 174) to create the 


eastern division of the northern Federal judiciary district of Georgia, 
and for other purposes, and ask for its immediate consideration. 


ee Per Ee a ee Ee Te S T. 


1890. 


The bill was read, as follows: 2 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the eastern division of the northern judicial district of 
Georgia is hereby created and established, to be com of the counties of 
Banks, Clarke, Elbert, Franklin, Greene, rabam, Jackson, Morgan, 
Madison, Ogiethorpe, Oconee, Rabun, Towns, Union, Walton, and W. 

Sec. 2. That there shall be held at the city of Athens, in the said eastern divis- 
ion of the said nothern judicial district of Georgia, two lermsof the distrięt and 
circuit courts in each and every year, to wit, one term commencing on the fourth 
Monday in May and the other commencing on the fourth Monday in November 
of each year, and it shall be the duty of the clerk, marshal, and other officers of 
the northern judicial district aforesaid to attend ssid terms of said court and per- 
form all the duties a rtaining to their positions, and no additional clerk or 
marsha! shall be appointed in said district. If, in the opinion of the court, itshall 
become necessary, a deputy clerk may be appointed by the court to attend to 
the duties of that office in the said eastern division. 

Syd. 3. That all actions at law which sre not local in their character, and all 
suits in equity against a defendant who shall be a resident of said eastern divis- 
ion, shall be brought therein. But in all cases al law or in equity against more 
than one defendant, in which some of the defendants shall reside in the western 
and some in the eastern division, such action at law may be brought in either 
division and such suit in equity may be brought in either division in which a 
defendant may reside against whomsubstantial relief is prayed. Casesremoved 
from any of the courts of the State of Georgia to the circuit court of the United 
States for the northern district shall be removed to the circuit court in and for 
the division in which said State court is held from which it was remoyed. 

Sec. 4. That all prosecutions for crime or offenses committed after the date at 
which this act takes effect, in any of the counties composing the said eastern 
division, shall be cognizable within such division, and ail eee ſor 
crime or offences committed prior to the date when this act takes effect within 
any of said counties shall be commenced and proceeded with as if this act had 
not been passed. 

Sud. 5. That all civil actions at law, suits in equity, or other proceedings now 
pending at Atlanta in the district or circuit courts of the northern district in 
which ies residing in the counties composing the eastern division are in- 
te: |, shall remain in said courtsin Atlanta in which they may now be pend- 
ing, and shall be therein respectively disposed of as if this act had not been 

d. Butby consent of the court and of all the parties thereto any case now 
pending at Atlanta, as aforesaid, against any person who may be a resident of 
the eastern division may be transferred to the corresponding court of said east- 
ern division. In case of such transfer all papersand files therein, with copies of 
all journal entries, shall be transferred to the clerk’s office of the court to which 
the cases are transfe! , and the same shall be proceeded with in all respects 
as though the case was originally brought therein. 

Sec. G. That all grand and petit jurorssummoned for service in said eastern 
division shall be residents thereof, and all laws heretofore applicable to the 
northern district of Georgia, regulating rights, actions, suits, and other proceed- 
ings therein, shall be applicable to the eastern division of said right, action, 
suit, SA 8 proceeding of which the courts of said eastern division shall have 
jurisdiction. 

Sec, 7. That the remaining counties of the northern judicial district of Geor- 

ia shall constitute the western division thereof, and said western division is 

ereby created and established. All laws regulating rights, actions, suits, and 
other proceedings in the courts of the northern district of Georgia before the 
passage of this act shall remain of force and apply thereto in said western di- 
vision except in so far as changed by this act. 

Sec. 8. That this act shall be of force from and after the first day of January, 
1891, and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


The following amendments were recommended by the committee: 


Amend by striking out in section 3 the following words: “which are not 
local in their character.” 

Amend section 3 by inserting the following words in line 4, after the word 
therein: “suits for the recovery of land ll be brought in the division of 
the district where the land is situated.” 

Aroana section 1 by striking out from line 7 the words Rabun, Towns, Union, 
an ite. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
the Judiciary to call up and ask immediate consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4587) providing the terms and places of holding the courts of 
the United States in the district of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That for the purpose of holding terms of court the district 
of Minnesota is hereby divided into six divisions, to be known as the first, sec- 
ond, third, fourth, tifth, and sixth divisions. That portion of the State of Minne- 
sota comprising the counties of Winona, Wabasha, Olmsted, Dodge, Freeborn, 
Mower, Fillmore,and Houston shall constitute the first division, the courts of 
which shall be held at Winona. The counties of Faribault, Martin, Jackson, 
Nobles, Rock, Pipestone, Murray, Cottonwood, Watonwan, Blue Earth, Waseca, 
Lesucur, Nicollet, Browns, Red Wood, Lxon, Lincoln, Yellow Medicine, Sibley, and 
Lac Qui Parle shall constitute the second division, the courts of which shall be held 
at Mankato. The counties of Chisago, Washington, Ramsey, Dakota, Goodhue, 
Rice, Steele, and Scott shall constitute the third division,the courts of which shall 
be held at St.Paul. The counties of Hennepin, Wright, Meeker, Kandiyohi, Swift, 
Chippewa, Renville, McLeod, Carver, Anoka, Sherburne, and Isanti shall consti- 
tute the fourth division, the courts of which shall be held at Minneapolis, That 
the counties of Cook, Lake, St. Louis; Itasca, Cass, Crow Wing, Aitkin, Carlton, 
Pine, Kanabec, Mille Lacs, Morrison, and Benton shall constitute the fifth di- 
vision, the courts of which shall be held at Duluth. The counties of Stearns, 
Pope, Stevens, Big Stone, Traverse, Grant, Douglas, Todd, Otter Tail, Wilkin, 
Clay, Becker, Wadena, Norman, Polk, Marshall, Kittson, Beltrami, and Hubbard 
52 : is constitute the sixth division, the courts of which shall be held at Fergus 

‘alls. 

Sec. 2. That causes removed from any court in the State of Minnesota into the 
circuit court shall be removed to the circuit court in the division in which said 
State court is held; and all civil suits not of a local nature must be brought in 
the division where the defendant or defendants reside; but, if there are two or 
more defendants residing in different divisions, the action may be brought in 
any division in which a defendant resides. When the defendant is a non-resi- 
dent of the district, action may be broughtin any division in which the defend- 
ant may be found, That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses committed in 


t 
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said district shali be cognizable within the division in which said crime or of- 
Tha district 


fense shall be committed. t all civil the circuit and 

eourts of the United States for said district of Minnesota against defendants re- 
siding or found therein shall be returned to the place appointed for the holding of 
said courts in the division where such defendant resides, or, if a non-resident of 
the district, where such defendant may be found. That if there be more than 
one defendant and they reside in different divisions of the district, the plaintiff 
may sue in either division, and send duplicate writ or writs to the other defend- 
ants; and the said writs, when executed and returned into the court from w 
they issued, shall constitute one suit and be pr ed in accordingly. 

SEC. 3. That all actions triable in either of the courts of said district shall be 
tried in the division in which the process is returnable under the provisions of 
this act, anless by consent of all parties the action be removed to some other 
division of said district. 

Sec. 4. That regular terms of the circuit and district courts shall be held as 
follows: For the first division, on the first Tuesday in June and the first Tues- 
day in ber; for the second division, on the third Tuesday in April and 
the first Tuesday in November; for the third division, on the fourth Tuesday in 
June and the second Tuesday in January; for the fourth division, on the first 
Tuesday in March and the first Tuesday in September; for the filth division, 
on the second Tuesday in May and the second Tuesday in October; for the sixth 
division, on the fourth Tuesday in March and the fourth Tuesday in September, 

Sec, 5. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts of the district of Min- 
nesota shall unite in the appointment of six deputy clerks, one for each divis- 
ion, who shall keep his office and reside at the place appointed for holding said 
courts in the division of such residence, and shall keep the records of said courts 
for such division, and, in the absence of the clerk, may exercise all the official 
powers of the clerks within the division for which he is appointed. 

Src. 6. That a grand and petit jury shall be summoned for each of said terms, 
which petit jary shall be — to sit and act as such jury in either or both 
of said couris at such terms: Provided, That the judge of district court may, in 
his discretion, dispense with the summoning or impaneling of more than one 
grand jury in each yearin any of said divisions, 

Sud. 7. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the Ist 
day of August, A. D. 1890, 

The committee recommended the following amendments: 

Amend section 1 by striking out “Freeborn,” in line7, and inserting “Steele; 


and by inserting “ born before “Faribault,” in line 10; and by striking 
out Steele,“ in line 16, 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasend; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. 
R. 778) to regulate the sitting of courts of the United States within 
the district of South Carolina, and to ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, elo., That there shall be four regular terms of the circuit court of 
the United States for the district of South Carolina in each year, as follows: In 
the city of Greenville on the first Monday in February and on the first Monday 
in August, in the city of Charleston on the first Monday in April, and in the 
city of Columbia on the fourth Monday in November; and that the cases upon 
the calendars of said court not disposed of at any term may be called and dis- 
poses of by trial or otherwise at the succeeding term thereof: Provided, That 

he judges of the said court shall by rule provide that whenever it may be for 
the convenience of witnesses or of parties or in furtherinee of justice that a 
cause on said calendars should be tried at any one of the places appointed for 
the sitting of the said court, such cause shail be continued for that purpose, 

Sec, 2. That the office of the clerk of said court shall be kept in the cities of 
Charleston and of Greenville, and the clerk shall reside in one of the said cities 
and shall have a deputy in the other. 

Sec, 3. That the regular terms of the district courts of what is known as the 
eastern district of South Carolina shall be held each year in the city of Charles- 
ton on the first Monday of January, the first Monday in Max, and the first Mon- 
day of July; in the city of Columbia on the fourth Monday in November, 

Sec, 4. That the regular terms of the district court for what is known as the 
western district of South Carolinashall be held in each year in the city of Green- 
ville on the first Monday in February and on the first Monday in August. 

Sec. 5. That the office of the clerk of the district court shall be kept in the eit 
of Greenville, and also in the city of Charleston, and the clerk shall reside in one 
of said cities and shall have a deputy in the other. 

Sec. 6. That in case any person be convicted in any district court of the esst- 
ern or western district who by reason of his absence has not received sentence, 
he may be brought before the judge of said district in whatever part of the dis- 
trict of South Carolina he may be holding court, and then and there, in open 
court, sentenced according to law. 

Sec. 7. That all acts and parts of actsrespecting the courts of the United States 
in on Carolina inconsistent with or repugnant to this act are hereby re- 
penled. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures was called. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, by reason of the sickness of a mem- 
ber of the committee who was instructed to report a bill to the House, 
the bill is not on the Calendar, and I must therefore ask that the com- 
mittee be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done only by unanimous consent, 

Mr. CONGER. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the measure to which the gentleman 
refers? 

Mr. CON GER. It is a measure to suspend the coinage of the three- 
cent piece. It would have been reported but for the sickness of the 
gentleman who was instructed by the committee to report it. 
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Mr. BLAND. I hope there will be no objection to the request of 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
from Iowa [Mr. CONGER] that the Committee on Coinage, W. 
Measures be passed without gy pions 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Committee on Commerce was called. 

Mr. BAKER. I am constrained to make the same request on behalf 
of the Committee on Commerce which the gentleman from Iowa has 
just made on behalf of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, Several bills reported by the committee are not yet on the Cal- 
endar and the reports are not yet printed. I have one before me now, 
which I desire to call up in behalf of my friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] and which he is anxious to have passed. 

Th®tSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER] that the Committee on Commerce be 

without prejudice? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What measure does the gentleman propose to 
bring up? 

The SPEAKER. Tue Chair does not understand that if unanimous 
consent is given the committee will be confined toany particular measure. 

Mr, MoMILLIN. But the question of nnanimous consent will de- 
pend very much upon the measure that is to be brought up. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; but the Chair wishes it to be under- 
stood how unanimous consent will be construed. Passing over a com- 
mittee without prejudice means that that committee will be called here- 
after as if never called. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well, Mr. Speaker; I think we had better 
have the regular order. 

Mr. BAKER. If my friend will indulge me, this is a measure which 
concerns one or two friends on the Democratic side of the Honse. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, we have just been notified that it will be 
altogether an open question as to what measure shall be called up. 

Mr. BAKER. I have made this request on behalf of my friend from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

TheSPEAKER. Committees desiring to preserve their rights under 
this order of business can do so by vigilance. The Committee on Com- 
merce is now entitled to proceed under the call, 


BRIDGE OVER CANE RIVER, LOUISIANA. 
Mr. BAKER. I call up the bill which I sent to the desk, which has 


tleman 
ts, aud 


been reported favorably by the Committee on Commerce. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 400) to authorize the 


Natchitoches Cane River Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across Cane River, in Louisiana. 
The bill having been read, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering this bill to be en- 
and read a third time. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to inquire whether this bill is on the Cal- 


endar? ~ 

Mr. BAKER. It is not on the printed Calendar, but it has been re- 
ported favorably and should be on that Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the bill is upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In my haste I have not been able to find it. 

The SPEAKER. That part of the Calendar is not yet printed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the report, I presume, has not printed 
either. 

Mr. BAKER. The report is not yet printed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In order that there may be no irregularity in the 
proceedings which we are now starting under the new rules, I with- 
draw my objection to this committee being over until the bill 
can be placed on the printed Calendar. I think it better to do that than 
to establish now the practice of considering bills before the reports are 

rinted. 
p Mr. BAKER. Then I will withdraw the bill for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that the requisite under the rule, in the execution of this order, 
is that the bill called up shall haye been reported on a previous day 
and shall be on the House Calendar. If there is any failure to print, 
that is an administrative fault and does not interfere with the right of 
the committee to call up the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I was only stating that, with the view of having 
the report in print before us when we consider the bill, I would with- 
draw my objection to allowing the committee to be passed over, so 
that this and other measures of a similar kind may come up when the 
committee is called again. 

Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill for the present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the committee be passed over informally. 

TheSPEAKER. Isthere further objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]? The Chair hears none. The 
Committee on Commerce will be called hereafter as if it had not been 
called under this order, 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries was called. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Lask unanimous consent that this committee be 
passed over without prejudice. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be passed over without preju- 
dice. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

BREVET RANK FOR AEMY OFFICERS. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. 
R. 478) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on officers of 
the Army for gallant services in Indian campaigns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the President of the United States is hereby authorized 
and empowered, at his discretion, to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint to brevet rank all officers of the Army now on 
the active or retired list who have been recommended for brevet rank by their 
department commander for gallant service in action against hostile Indians 
since January J. 1867. ~ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is on the Speaker's table 

Mr. McMILLIN. I submit that this, being a bill making a demand 
upon the Treasury, should receive its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Fot at all; the bill does not involve the expendi- 
ture of one dollar, nota penny, in any way. A bill in similar terms has 
passed this House three times already. IfI may be allowed to make a 
brief explanation, I think there will be no objection. There is upon 
the Speaker’s table a Senate bill of similar import, which I ask unani- 
mous consent may be substituted for the House bill. , 

The SPEAKER (having examined the bill). This bill is not sub- 
ject to the point of order suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MeMinaxl. ‘The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] 
asks unanimous consent to substitute the Senate bill 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know what the Senate bill contains. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Michigan states that it is the 
same as the House bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Senate bill is on the Speaker’s table, and I 
ask that it be read for the information of the House, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman also have read the report that 
accompanies this bill? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. One moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read Senate bill 226, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and empowered, at his discretion, to nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint to brevet rank all officers of the 
United States Army now on the active or retired list who by their department 
commander, and with the concurrence of the commanding General of the Army, 
have been or may be recommended for gallant service in action against hostile 
Indians since January 1, 1867. ? 

Sro, 2, That such brevet commissions as may be issued under the provisions 
of this act shall bear date only from the passage of this act: Provided, howecer, 
That the date of the particular heroic act for which the officer is promoted shall 
appear in his commission. 

Sec. 3, That brevet rank shall be considered strictly honorary, and shall con- 
fer no privilege of precedence or command not already provided for in the stat- 
utes which embody the rules and articles governing the Army of the United 


858. 4 That all Jaws and clauses of laws in conflict with this act are hereby 
repenled, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the request for unanimous 
consent for the substitution of the Senate bill just read for the House 
bill which is called up. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Task the gentleman from Michigan whether this 
bill provides for or carries with it any increase of pay or whether 
this brevet rank will be merely honorary. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Merely honorary. I ask the Clerk to read again 
section 3 of the Senate bill, and I hope the House will give attention. 

The Clerk again read section 3 of the Senate bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A bill in substantially the same terms as this 
has already passed the House three times by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Section 3, just read, provides that this brevet rank 


shall not confer any privilege of precedence or command not already 


provided for; but it does not say anything in relation to a possible in- 
crease of pay. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. The statutes cover that matter. The bill can not 
by any possibility take one cent out of the Treasury, either now or 
hereafter, except simply the cost of the parchment upon which these 
commissions may be written, This brevet rank is purely honorary, 
just like a piece of ribbon tied ina man’s button-hole. The bill simply 
proposes a recognition of the gallant services of these men, a recogni- 
tion which was recommended many years ago. A large number of 
those embraced in the original recommendation are now dead; others 
have resigned and are out of the public service. This bill proposes sim- 
ply to give the recognition already recommended in behalf of valiant 
officers and thus complete their military record. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me one question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does not the conferring of a brevet rank of 
higher grade than that enjoyed by the officer carry with it additional 
salary or compensation? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not at all; it could not possibly. 

I ask a yote on the bill. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the-vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. É 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The Committee on Naval Affairs was called. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr, Speaker, I desire to call up for consideration 
House bill 6944, report No. 76, a bill to transfer the revenne-cutter 
service from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the morn- 
ing hour has passed. 

The SPEAKER. Sixty minutes have elapsed, but the morning hour 
has not. 

Has the gentleman from Massachusetts the bill which he desires to 
call up? 

Mr. LODGE. I have sent for it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, During this interregnum I would 
like to state to the House that the successor of Judge Kelley has been 
elected to Congress by a majority equal, in proportion to the vote cast, 
to that heretofore given to Judge Kelley, showing that the protection 
idea is not going backward. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

The Clerk will call the next committee on the list. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Icat up House bill 2230, for the relief of Fred- 
erick N. Kress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is at the desk. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the further consideration of the special order, the Ok- 
lahoma bill. 


bills also in committee intervening between the bill called up by the 
8 from New York and the one the title of which has been 
? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the only unfinished 
business pending in the Committee of the Whole is the bill the title 
of which has just been read and the Oklahoma bill, $ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That bill, Mr. Chairman, has been considered, K 
general debate has been closed upon it, it has been read for debate 4 
under the five-minute rule, and I ask now that it be concluded. It 
will take but a very short time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from New York 
is not debatable. - 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I was out of the Hall fora moment, 
but returned when the motion had prevailed and the House had resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the Okla- 
homa bill. I desired, preceding that motion, to move that the House 
should make some further order with regard to debate, and I move 
now that the committee rise and the House resume its session so that 
there may he an order with regard to further time for debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, All that the gentleman can do is to move that 
the committee rise. The committee can not make an order in regard 
to limiting debate in the manner suggested by the gentleman from 
Jowa. But this matter can be simplified, and the Chair will cause the 
Clerk to read the fourth clanse of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars may be 
taken “p in regular order, or in such order as the committee may determine, 
unless the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of 
ing into committee; but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bi 
and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have precedence. È 

The CHAIRMAN, By this rule the committee will see that it isin k 
the power of the committee to determine what bill it will further con- a 
sider. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] moves that the 
present consideration of the bill the title of which has been read be 


SP. ‘ntleman mak i ; poned, 
c een By direction: e eee, T hops we. may Anih that bill: 14 will teke bus : 
a moment. 5 


Mr. BAKER. By authority of the committee. The chairman of 
the committee is temporarily absent. The committee desires to finish 
the bill, which is a special order for to-day, and we are anxious to con- 
clude its consideration. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iwould inquire whether the committee, in session, 
authorized the request to be made? 

Mr. BAKER, I will say to my colleague 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is responsible for 
the statement which he makes, that he does it by authority of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BAKER. It is the desire of the committee to complete this bill 
without delay, and submit that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Let me suggest that inasmuch as we will only 
have to wait ten minutes until the House must proceed with the special 
order, we may as well continue the call of committees, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that isa question of considerable 
doubt. 

Mr. SPRINGER, But by a special order of the House at a fixed 
hour this business comes up, 


The CHAIRMAN. Itis not debatable. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand the regular order under the special order 8 
of the House. 5 
: The CHAIRMAN. We are proceeding now with the order of the 3 

Touse. 

Mr. BAKER. In view ofthe statement of the gentleman from Michi- f 
gan that this matter will take but a few moments, I withdraw my mo- 
tion and let that bill þe taken up for consideration now, 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion is withdrawn, and the Clerk will 
again report the title of the pending bill. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 2 

A bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War. A 

Mr. CUTCHEON. General debate has been elosed, by unanimous 
consent, upon the bill, which has been read by section for consideration 
and debate under the five-minute rule, and I am desirous now of sub- 
mitting a few further remarks in regard to it, and will then ask a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thought I had been recognized when the commit- 
tee rose. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has grave doubts whether the House Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman 3 
would necessarily under that order proceed as suggested by thegentle- | TheCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Michi- sa 
man from Illinois. rise? ‘ 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I was just trying to tell you. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcn- 
EON] has been recognized. 

Mr. MCADOO. I rise to a question of order. This bill was not com- 
pleted, only the first section of the bill having been read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. . There is but one section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides, in answer to the gentleman, 
that general debate has been closed by order of the committee, and the 
3 is in charge of the gentleman from Michigan who is now recog- 
niz re 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I submit, Mr. Chairman, that I had the floor i 
when the committee rose. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in ; 
order zey that this bill be considered by sections under the five-min- EA 
ute rule 3 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the condition of the bill now, 8 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michigan 2 
if it is likely to consume much time. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, I think not. 

2 PERKINS. I think that we ought to adhere to the general % 
order. -i 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is but one section to the bill. ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. It was on the statement that this bill would con- 
sume no time that I gave way to its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] had the floor when the committee rose. J 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized for 
five minutes. 


The gentleman from New York, asan individual, however, can move 
to go into Committee of the Whole generally, in which case the unfin- 
ished business wili be first in order; and, if the committee do not desire 
to proceed with that, it can be laid aside until the bill to which he re- 
fers is reached. 

Mr. BAKER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will submit that motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Pending that motion, is it not in order to present 
and ask consideration of a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the House is dividing, 

Mr. SPOONER. t the House has not yet voted on the question. 

The SPEAKER. But the question has been submitted to the House. 

The motion of Mr. BAKER was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Payson in the chair. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the unfinished business 
coming over first on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee take up 
the bill relating to Oklahoma, and that the consideration of the bill 
the title of which has just been read be postponed for the present. 

Mr. BRECKINRI DGE, of Kentucky. Are there not other bills in 
Committee of the Whole in advance of the one suggested by the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed that other bills have been 
considered by the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But arethere not some other 


the office of Assistant Secretary of War are, to my mind, entirely un- 
satisfactory, My friend from Kentucky thinks that there is not enough 
of the civil elementin it. The War Department represents almost ex- 
clusively a military element of service. An examination of the bureau 
officers discloses, first, an Adjutant-General, an Inspector-General, an 
Acting Judge-Advocate-General, a Quartermaster-General, a Commis- 
sary-General of Subsistence, a Surgeon-General, a Paymaster-General, a 
Chief of Engineers, etc. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it would be manifestly improper to 
put at the head of this service or to give direction of this service to 

rsons other than army officers, It is just the same in relation to the 

avy. We have no Assistant Secretary of the Navy, and for the very 
best reason in the world. Why, do you want any other than a naval 
oflicer at the head of the Bureaus of Navigation, Yards and Docks, 
and Ordnance, ete.? It is easily seen, when you come to look at the 
work of the War Department and the Navy Department, you have 
reached essentially a military and naval work. And you need trained 
men to be the head of each Department, men of military and naval 
learning. It is just the same in regard to the Army and the Navy, but 
it is said in addition to the Army proper there are some fifteen, sixteen, 
or twenty millions of dollars expended under the Engineer Department 
for the purpose of improving the rivers and harbors, 

Now, sir, who is the officer at the head of that Department? Ineed 
scarcely say to any gentleman on this floor that it is General Casey, and 
it is unnecessary to say in this presence that that gentleman is emi- 
nently fitted for the work he has todo, I have heard of no criticism 
in connection with that service. I have never heard that gentleman 
spoken of in any other manner than as an accomplished, able officer, 
whose conduct has been honorable to himself and to the country. Why 
are you to take some civilian not known to you and put him in that 
place and subject General Casey to his control? Why would you take 
officers at the head of the Adjutant-General’s Office, or the Inspector- 
General’s Office, or the Commissary-General’s Office and put some civil- 
ian there to direct them? I submit, sir, that there is nothing in the 
suggestion that we need aninfusion of men with civil ideas to direct the 
oflicers of the Army and in relation to the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. 

Now, again, sir, it is cited in the report of the Senate, by Senator 
COCKRELL, who is advocating this measure over there, that the clerical 
force is very large. In the Interior Department the number of clerks 
is 2,206; in the Treasury, 1,814; inthe War Department, 1,277; in the 
Post-Office Department, 411; in the Navy Department, 138; in the Agri- 
cultural Department, 104; in the State Department, 39, and in the De- 
partment of Justice, 48. 

Now, sir, I submit that the clerical force that happens to be employed 
in one or other of these Departments simply indicates the clerical work 
there, It does not indicate anything as to the draught upon the head 
of that Department himself. Why, sir, who would undertake to say 
that the business of the Post-Office Department, where they have only 
411 clerks, was of less scope than the War Department? There is no 
Department in this Government so extensive in its operations as your 
postal service; and yet it appears that there is less than one-third or 
the clerks employed there that there are in the War Department. So, 
sir, when you come to examine the various reasons alleged in relation 
to the creation of the office of Assistant Secretary of War there is not 
a single one of them that will bear exanfination at all. It was urged 
during the last administration that there should be an Assistant Sec- 
retary of War, and yet it was never allowed. [tis quite easy, sir, for 
us to create new offices, but the last place, it seems to me, that you need 
an Assistant Secretary isin the War or Navy Department, because you 
have under other names a class of assistants of very superior quality, 

You are referred, sir, to the assistants in the various Departments. 
You arg referred to the First, Second, and Third Assistant Postmasters- 
General. Why, they are nothing more than the Inspector-General, the 
Quartermaster-General, the Commissary-General, ete., in charge of u 
certain branch of the public service. 

Another reason given is that when the Secretary of War is absent 
the Assistant Secretary will be needed; but it is not alleged that until 
he is absent you Will require him. You have several highly educated 
officers of the Army to meet all your wants in the event that the Secre- 
tary of War is absent, I submit, sir, that these army officers might be 
assigned to that duty and ought to be assigned to it. It ig essentially 
military, 

I must say, sir, that Jam not in sympathy with the criticism some- 
times made in relation to army officers and in relation to their educa- 
tion at West Point. I undertake to say, sir 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I undertake to say, sir, that, so far as the education 
of these gentlemen at West Point is concerned, the country is grossly 
ignoyant in relation to it, as would be manifest to any gentleman who 

ever have any opportunity to attend the examinations at West 
Point. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] ridicules the 
legal knowledge of the army officers. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the reasons given for the creation of 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman's pardon; 
I did not ridicule anything. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I will not controvert the matter with my 
friend, because I have not the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I tried to be very grave about 
the matter; I did not ridicule anybody or anything. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, my friend can describe his performance just 
as he pleases, provided he will let me proceed. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I desire to say that from observation at West Point in relation to our 
army Officers I am satisfied that even in the matter of legal knowledge 
the course of education there is broad. It is not confined simply to 
military law, but it is as broad as the course at any of the law schools, 
and it would be quite astonishing to gentlemen who entertain the im- 
pression which is generally given out that at West Point they are taught 
only in relation to such questions as they will have to deal with asarmy 
officers. They come out from that institution, and from that time on 
they are engaged with military questions. In time past they have been 
assigned to the duties to which they are assigned to-day, and they have 
always proved to be capable and honorable. And, Mr. Chairman, while 
I am in favor of the ideas of civil life obtaining wherever they deserve 
to obtain, in relation to our internal and our external policy, when we 
come to the matter of the Army and the Navy I want them essentially 
directed by the men who are qualified by education, by vocation, and by 
spirit to give proper direction to their affairs, and if I believed that 
the object of creating the office of Assistant Secretary of War was to do 
away with that to any extent, as I infer to be the case in the opinion 
of my friend from Kentucky, I could find no better reason for striking 
this measure down. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why, then, have a Secretary 
of War? Why not detail an army officer and make him Secretary of 
War? Why have any civil administrator at all? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whenever we reach the question of abolishing the 
Secretary of War that is another matter. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky can not answer the criticism I have made in that way. So far 
as the Secretary of War is concerned, he has other duties than those 
pertaining to the heads of these bureaus. He has higher duties than 
would devolve upon an Assistant Secretary of War. He has his place 
in the Cabinet, and he has to deal with other questions than the matier 
of conducting the details of the Army. Iam anxious, sir, to have an 
infusion of the ideas of civil life into every great Department of this 
Government, I think those great Departments do need to be regulated 
by men of large affairs coming from the people. But when we come 
to the mere details of the business, the machinery, I am not willing to 
subordinate our naval and our military officers for the purpose of trying 
a questionable experiment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] I desire to say that at the time the War Depart- 
ment was created and a Secretary of War was provided for, it was sup- 

d that his duties would be strictly confined to the military estab- 
ishment, and for a great many years that was the case; but, little by 
little, by the enactments of Congress, duties of a civilian character have 
been imposed upon the Secretary of War. First, we imposed upon him 
the care of the expenditure of the large appropriations that we make 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors. The War Department has 
charge also of the pension records division, which furnishes all the in- 
formation called for by the Pension Office with reference to the service 
of volunteers. It has charge, too, of the matter of bridges across navi- 
gable streams and of a large number of other matters of thatkind. So 
that at the present time the civilian duties of the Secretary equal in 
number, in magnitude, and in importance his duties connected directly 
with the military establishment. Now, it has been found in that De- 
partment that there is no person outside the Secretary above the grade 
of a $2,000 clerk to whom these civilian duties can be intrusted. 

It is true, as the gentleman has said, that at the head of the staff 
departments of the Army there are competent men, men of ability to 
discharge those purely military functions, but there is nobody to whom 
the Secretary of War can intrust what may be called his civilian du- 
ties. Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to these military officers—and no 
one has a higher opinion of them than I haye—as was remarked by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] yesterday, they have 
been educated in a technical school; they are military men; they have 
theirarmy and their academy alliances, friendships, and possibly preju- 
dices. There is need ofan official not at all connected with any of thesep- 
arate staff departments of the Army who shall act as judge and arbi- 
trator among them to decide the questions which are constantly arising. 

Then there is this other matter, that in the absence or inability of 
the Secretary to act, there is no one except the commanding General or 
these staff officers to whom his duties can he intrusted; and the anomaly 
occurs that one of these staff officers may be called upon, as Acting Sec- 
retary of War, to pass upon the acts of his superior officers or may be 
called upon to pass upon his own acts performed as a subordinate offi- 
cer, and the consequence is confusion and want of harmony and sys- 
tem in the administration of the office. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will ask him whether during the war there was not an Assistant 
Secretary of War. ; 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, we had two assistant secretaries all through 
the war. 

A MEMBER. Three. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And you had a great big Army and many great opera- 
tions going on? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And those assistants were 
always civilians? > 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And it was found that the 
plan worked exceedingly well, was it not? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So that it is a matter of suc- 

cessful experiment ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman from Michigan undertake to 
compare this period with the period of the war? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then there is no inference to be drawn from the ex- 
perience at that time? 3 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I simply say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, that we had civilian assistant secretaries, and that the plan 
worked well, and that the duties of the Department have now so in- 
creased that it is desirable and true economy that we should again have 
an AssistantSecretary of War. 

The newly established Department of Agriculture, with its limited or- 
ganization, has an Assistant Secretary with the same salary as is pro- 
vided in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CuTcHEON] has expired. The pro forma amendment will be regarded 
as withdrawn. 

The Chair izes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last line. I regret very much that I am compelled to disagree on 
this question with my colleague from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ], for 
whom I entertain great respect and with whom I generally concur. 
No reasons satisfactory to my mind are given for the passage of this 
bill. I know of no dissatisfaction in the country with the conduct of 
the War Department as at present constituted, nor do I know of any 
demand throughout the country for the passage of this measure. 

It is said that the duties which have been imposed by law upon the 
War Department render this measure necessary. Rivers and harbors, 
bridges and pensions—all these things have been mentioned; but in 
my judgment every one of these, instead of being a reason for this pro- 
posed change, is a reason against it. There is no dissatisfaction with 
the conduct of our river and harbor improvements on the Great 
Lakes, on the Mississippi, or on the seaboard, Members coming here 
from the localities where these improvements are carried on, and who 
presumably represent the sentiments of their constituents, have the 
utmost confidence in the officers who are performing this labor in con- 
nection with the rivers and harbors. 

So far as bridges are concerned I haye heard no complaint made of 
their management. As regards pensions, it would be much better, 
Mr. Chairman, to take the $7,000 or $8,000 which it will cost to equip 
this proposed office and with that money put more clerks in the pen- 
sion division of the War Department in order to expedite the disposi- 
tion of the claims of soldiers, veterans, and their widows for pensions. 
Indeed, sir, if I could have my way in this matter, instead of creating 
this additional office I would pass the bill presented the other day b 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] providing for addi- 
tional pension surgeons. I would increase the force of the Pension 
Office. I would see that the delay, not through the fault of the Pen- 
sion Office, but the delay, which in my judgment is shameful, in the 
determination of pension claims, is brought to an end by providing an 
adequate force to dispose of that business. I would do this before un- 
dertaking to increase the force of the War Department by creating an 
Assistant Secretary. For these reasons, I am opposed to this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My colleague [Mr. CHIPMAN] will allow me to 
say, in regard to reports from the War Department on pension claims, 
that at present, so far as the Surgeon-General’s Office is concerned, the 
reports are usually made on the day after they are called for, and when 
we have completed the system of card indexes in the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office we shall have equal promptitude there. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope I may be permitted to make this remark: 
I presume no man in this House has had more to do with pension claims 
than I have, and I find great delay in the War Department—notin the 
Surgeon-General’s Office, but in the other branch, that which looks to 
the records of soldiers, the examination of which is necessary in order 
that they may secure their pensions, and I believe this delay is occa- 
sioned by lack of clerical force. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I rise pro forma to oppose the pend- 
ing amendment, I desire not to be misunderstood in my opposition 
to this bill. Iam in strong sympathy with the sentiments expressed 

esterday by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. I 
eve that in a Republic like ours there should always be a strong 
civilian influence between the people and a military estab ent; but 


I think that this bill does not approach that matter in the right way. 
We educate a man at West Point or Annapolis in order that he may be 
able to command a body of soldiers or fightaship. We fill him fall 
with the art of war. We have him at West Point riding around cli 

ping wooden heads with a saber, cultivating ‘‘ pigeon breast,” s - 

g as straight as a rail and as stiff as a poker; and after we have thus 
expended a great deal of money and time upon his military education 
we place him, for instance, at the head of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, where his principal duty is buying coffee, flour, pickled pork, 
cavalry saddles, flannel shirts, and plug tobacco. [Laughter.] Why 
should not a civilian be charged with the execution of such duties? So 
also after you have educated a man at Annapolis—trained him to man- 
age squadrons, drilled him in all the arts of naval warfare—you then 
put him, for instance, at the head of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
where his principal duty may be, through three or four other men, who 
are civil engineers, to direct the laying of sewer pipes. ` Let us send 
these men back to manage squadrons, practice gunnery, and maneuver 
ships, to practice the art of war for an emergency which I trust will 
never arise. In this way let us introduce civilian influence in these 
Departments, for, as I said at the outset, I desire that in this Republic 
civilian influence shall always stand between the common people and 
a military establishment. 

One word more. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
made very pertinent allusion yesterday to proceedings of courts-mar- 
tial, Sir, in my benighted civilian way, I could never see why ina 
time of profound peace a military man should be tried solely for ordi- 
nary offenses by military officers. Why not as well have a carpenter 
tried ys jury of carpenters, a blacksmith by a jury of blacksmiths, 
and a Congressman by his peers—his brother Congressmen? Heaven 
forbid that I should ever be tried by Congressmen, if I could not get 
bail; for I should probably die before they could agree on a verdict. 
[Laughter.] But with fall control of these sentences by the President 
of the United States or by the Secretary of the Navy or the Secretary 
of War, you will get civilian influence. Put civilians at the head of 
these bureaus. Give the President and the Secretaries of the Navy and 
War the right to fix the punishment, coufining the courts-martial to 
the finding of facts. In this way you will bring the people into closer 
communion with these military and naval establishments. You will 
enable them to inject civilian public opinion into their proceedings in 
a healthy way that may do good to the service. This bill, so far as 
that is concerned, does not go far enough. Take your rivers and har- 
bors and put them under the control of a board of public works; get 
the best civilian talent in the world, if necessary, to aid your engineers 
in directing those affairs. You can not ‘‘civilianize’’ (pardon the word) 
these Departments by a simple bill like this to create an additional clerk 
in the War Department. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Before moving to close the debate, I wish to sa 
one word in reply to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 
We seek to educate at West Point soldiers who will be competent to 
take charge of any of the staff departments. 

1 would remind the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] that 
a few years ago there was a man detailed to the War Department who, 
as he says, was buying horses and cavalry saddles and dealing out coffee 
and like commodities, but who was taken from the Quartermaster’s 
Department and put at the head of the cavalry of the Army and became 
the finest cavalry officer of the age, and his name was Lieutenant-Gen- 
eral Philip H. Sheridan. 

Mr. McADOO, I base my remarks on what was said by Admiral 
Luce, on the retired-list, that these men were educated in the military 
art and they should not be put at the head of these civil bureaus. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise for the purpose of asking for a vote. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before that is done I move to strike ont the enact- 
ing clause of the bill. We had better make a good, strong amendment 
while we are about it. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the arguments of gentlemen so far against 
this bill do not appear to me to be well founded. The War Depart- 
ment is arranged in ten subdivisions, each one pertaining solely, exclu- 
sively almost, to military matters. It is, of course, proper that at the 
head of each one of these subdivisions should be a thoroughly educated 
military officer. No man who served during the late war in the field 
but knows that this statement is a proper and correct one; he knows 
the importance of having an experienced military man at the head of 
the Quartermaster’s-Department and at the head of the Commissary 
Department, as well as at the head of the other departments under the 
Secretary of War. 

It is no new thing, Mr. Chairman, to have an Assistant Secretary of 
War. There were three Assistant Secretaries of War during the war: 
Mr. Scott, Mr. Dana, and Mr. Watson. They rendered good service, 
just the same as the Assistant Secretary of War will have to render if 
this bill should become a law. 

If the theory of the gentlemen opposing this bill is correct we should 
abolish the office of Secretary ot War and confer upon the General com- 
manding the Army all the power necessary. It would be necessary to 
make him Secretary of War if their theory is the correct one, There 
is nota 3 who would vote for any such amendment if it were 
offered, but, on the contrary, they would vote the other way. 
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There is enough employment for an Assistant Secretary of War to 
orm without infringing upon the duties of the chiefs of the several 
ches of the War Department. 

I trust and hope common sense will prevail on this question, And 
I would recommend seriously the adoption of the action recommended 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, 

I withdraw my motion to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I move the bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
the return of the bill (S. 2652) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at 
Devil’s Lake agency, North Dakota. 

It also announced the Senate had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to a bill and a joint 
resolution of the following titles, and agreed to the same: 

A bill (8. 1181) to require the Superintendent of the Census to as- 
certain the number of people who own farms and homes, and the amount 
of mortgage indebtedness thereon; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 37) for the removal of obstructions to nav- 
igation in the Missouri River. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed withont amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil’s 
Lake agency, North Dakota; and 

A bill (1. R. 3923) to provide ſor the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, 
Texas, the sale or the removal of the improvements thereof, and for a 
new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT FOR OKLAHOMA, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


A bill (S. 895) to provide a Territorial government for Oklahoma, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that of the time limited 
for general debate forty-two minutes remain to those in favor of the 

position and forty-three to those who oppose it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DINGLEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PAYSON reported that the Com- 
mittee of the le House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration Senate bill 895, to providea Territorial government for Okla- 
homa, with the House substitute therefor, and had come to no reso- 
Iution thereon. ; 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, pending that 
motion, I move that the debate on Senate bill 895 and the proposed 
amendment pending be extended two hours, making in all five hours. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I hope one-third of the additional time will be al- 
lotted to members who are in favor of the establishment of this Terri- 


225 755 SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment of that kind would 
hardly be in order. Such a division of the time is not in accordance 
with precedents. 

Mr, STRUBLE’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask fora vote on the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole, 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Payson 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
1 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Okla- 
= ma, and debate, by order of the House, has been extended for two 

ours. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, I believe I had some time left of the 
hour allotted to me when I closed my remarks on yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty-three minutes of the time remain, and an 
hour further by reason of the order of the House to-day, 

Mr. BARNES. Before proceeding with the debate I desire to have 
read oon that has been handed to me. 

Mr. SPRINGER, This is debate, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized, and is proceeding 
to address the committee. 

Mr, BARNES. Iwas about to say, Mr. Chairman, that before we 
enter fully into the general debate I propose to have read, as a part of 
my remarks and in addition thereto, the following protest against the 
5 of this bill, signed by the Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Protest of the Cherokee, Seminole, and Creek Nations against the enactment 
of Senate bill 895 as amended by the Committee on Territories. 

The undersigned delegates of the Cherokee, Seminole, and Creek Nations 
respectfully and solemnly protest against the enactment of Senate bill 895, as 
proposed to be amended, into law, and submit some of the reasons, as follows: 

Section 1 of the proposed act is ambiguous in its language. It attempts to 


“keep the word of promise to our car, but break it to our hope.” It leaves to 
construction the meaning of the word “occupied.” Instead of enacting a law, 
it enacts a lawsuit, The proviso of this section still further darkens, rather 


than enlightens, its construction. It proceeds to impair the most important 
propery and sovereign rights of the nation, declaring at the same time t the 
act shall not be construed to mean whht it says. This section might be prop- 
erly designated as “sleight-of-hand"’ legisiation. The only thing that it cer- 
tainly does is to place this Cherokee country in the Territory of Oklahoma for 
judicial 3 Even that impairs the sovereigu and jurisdictional rights 
a cl erokee Nation and repudiates the treaty obligations of the United 

1 

Tho section of the Senate bill is definite and does not affect treaty rights and 
obligations, while the amendment certainly does, 

Sections 25 to 29 are obnoxious to the treaties between the Indian nations 
and the United States, and particularly to article 13 of the treaty of 1866 be- 
tween the United States and the Cherokee Nation, in that it fails to leave with 
the judicial tribunuls of the nation exclusive jurisdiction in all civil and criminal 
cases in which members of the nation are the only parties. The court estab- 


lished by these sections at least would have concurrent jurisdiction. This isin ` 


violation of this treaty provision. But the mostseriousobjectiun to this feature 
of the bill is that it extends the laws of the State of Arkansas over the Indian 
country and then gives jurisdiction to this court to administer those laws ir- 
respective of parties. 

Of course the courts of the nation, deriving their jurisdiction from the laws of 
the nation, would have no jurisdiction under the Arkansas statutes, and the 

rovisions of this bill in these two sections, first,in extending the Arkansas 

ws over the country, and, second, in giving jurisdiction to the court to enforce 
these laws absolutely and unqualifiedly, do exactly what the United States 
has solemnly pledged herself never to do, and are in direct and flagrant violation 
of the fifth article of the treaty of 1836 with the Cherokees— 

“Ant. 5. The United States hereby covenant and agree that the lands ceded 
to the Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article shall at no future time, without 
their consent, be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any 
State or Territory. But they shall secure to the Cherokee Nation the right, by 
their national councils, to make and carry in effect all such laws as they may 
deem nece: for the government of the persons and property within their 
own country, belonging to their people or such persons as have connected 
themselyes with them“ 
and with the fourteenth article of the treaty of 1832 with the Crceks: 

“ART. 14. The Creek country west of the 8 shall be solemnly guar- 
antied to the Creek Indians, nor shall any State or Territory ever have a right 
to pass laws for the government of such Indians, but they shall be allowed to 
govern themselves, so as may be compatible with the general jurisdiction 
which Congress may think proper to exercise over them.” 

While it may be claimed that this act does notestablish a State or Territorial 
Government it does exactly what the treaties with the Indian nations intended 
never should be done. 

In section 36 any Indian is given the right to "invoke" the aid of the United 
States court for the protection of his 1 and property, This provision is 
obscure and is open to construction which might entirely do away with the courts 
of the nation. Itis open tothe construction that the United States courtmay 
collaterally examine the decisions of the courts of the uations, and the ob- 
jectionable feature to this section is that it does not use such language as would 
negative any such idea. 

The undersigned delegates do not object to the establishment of the court in 
the Indian Territory, but they do insist that the provisions of article 13 of the 
treaty of 1866 shall be observed, to wit: That exolusive jurisdiction in all civil 
and criminal cases, where members of the nation are the only parties, shall be 
retained by the courts of the nation, and the laws of Arkansas shall not be ex- 
tended over the domain of the Indian nation, in violation of the stipulation of 
their treaties by which the right of their national councils to make and carr 
into effect all laws for the government of persons and property within th 
own country has been guarantied by the United States. 

D. W. BUSHYHBAD, 
JOHN L. ADAIR, 


Cherokee Delegates, 
HOTULHU EMERTHLAN, 
N. B. MOORE, 
COWE HANJO, 


THOMAS FANTON, 
O. K. JOHN HAYO, 
JOHN F. BROWN, 
Seminole Delegates, 


Delegates. 


Wasmrarox, D. C., February 19, 1890. 


Mr. BARNES. I now yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow a mo- 
ment for explanation as to this paper which has been read? 

The lastclause, against which they protest there, that an Indian might 
invoke the aid of the United States for protection of person and prop- 
erty, was taken from a portion of the brief of the Cherokee attorneys be- 
fore the committee and putin at their request, and yet, notwithstand- 
ing that act, they come in nowand protest against its appearance inthe 
bill, although done at their own wish. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is bad, all the same, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I object to the amendment offered 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs in proposing to substitute for the 
Senate bill the House bill which has been read by the Clerk; and my 
objection to the House bill is based mainly upon the ground that it 
proposes to embrace regions of country in the scope of the proposed 
Territory over which the United States have no power to establish a 
Territorial 1 e or any other sort of government. But the chief 
objection which I find to the House bill—and I would be glad if gen- 
tlemen of the House would give me their attention for a few moments 
while I point out the differences between the Senate bill and the House 
bill—the chief objection which I find to the House bill I will sum up 
in a few words. The Senate bill as passed by the Senate and read by 
the Clerk proposes to create a Territorial government for Oklahoma 
over that region of the Indian Territory which was purchased by the 
Government from the Creek and Seminole Indians during the Fiftieth 
Congress, in 1889, and also to extend it over a portion of the territory 
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of the United States which seems to have escaped the instruments of 
the surveyor and is called No Man’s Land or the Public Land Strip. 

The Senate bill proposes to create a Territory of the United States 
over these lands which I have described, and to that, as I understand 
it, there is no objection on the part of the five semi-civilized tribes 
that it violates in any degree the treaty rights and their treaty stipu- 
lations. And at the proper time, Mr. Chairman, when we come to 
consider the provisions of this bill under the five-minutes rule, I shall 
move tostrikeoutall the sections of the bill from the twenty-fifth, inclu- 
sive, upon the ground that it thrusts into a bill which has for its ob- 
ject the establishment of a Territorial government over the lands of the 
United States—it thrusts into it, in my opinion, a matter wholly foreign 
to the establishment of a Territorial government over this region of 
country, namely, a proposition that they shall create a judicial system 
in that Indian Territory and extend the laws of the State of Arkansas 
into the Indian Territory,to be adjudicated by these courts thus estab- 
lished, and the rights of the Indians to be adjudicated under the laws 
of the State of Arkansas. And if members will turn to section 30, on 
pages 27, 28, 29, and 30 of the bill, they will find a long recital of the 
laws of the State of Arkansas which it is proposed shall be thrust upon 
these Indians as the laws by which their rights both as nations and as 
individuals shall be adjudicated. 

The main objection to the amended bill proposed by the House Com- 
mittee is that it proposes to do away with the judicial system of the 
five semi-civilized tribes and substitute instead of it a foreign judicial 
system operating under foreign laws entirely unknown to the Indians 
themselyes and not adapted to their condition or requirements. And 
why do I say this, Mr. Chairman? For the reason, sir, that the 
laws of Arkansas have not been made to apply to a people who, like 
the Indians, do not hold their lands in severalty. The laws which are 
made applicable to a people like the citizens of the State of Arkansas, 
who hold their lands in severalty, can not, I repeat, be made to apply 
to a community which holds its lands in common. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me say to the gentleman just there 

Mr. HOOKER. I decline to yield. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask the gentleman this question. 

Mr. HOOKER. I must beg not to be interrupted. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that is the effect of this provision. 
That is, that the Arkansas laws are established as a system to be ad- 
judicated in all of these courts, and that these Indian people are to be 
governed according to the laws of Arkansas, and not according to the 
laws of their own legislative bodies, as construed by their own judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. MANSUR. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I object to being interrupted. I 
have but forty-five minutes of my time, and, after I have concluded 
what I desire tosay, then I will yield if gentlemen desire to question me. 

I say, therefore, sir, that this isan effort in the framing of this Terri- 
torial bill to inject into it a subject that has no businessin it at all. 
You are endeavoring to make the laws of the State of Arkansas, under 
the judicial system you propose to establish in the Indian Territory, 
the laws by which the rights of the Indians themselves are to be ad- 
indicated and determined. 

T have always held, Mr. Chairman, that the five semi-civilized tribes 
are sufficiently able to take care of their own affairs. Henee, when the 
bill was introduced in the Fiftieth Congress to enable the Creek and the 
Seminole tribes to sell a portion of their lands embraced in the Okla- 
homa region to the United States, I did not raise my voice in opposi- 
tion to it because I felt that they were the best judges of their own 
interests, although I believed then, as I believe now—my belief at pres- 
ent being made sure by the events now transpiring—that the policy of 
selling lands to the Government of the United States by these Indians 
for any purpose which leads to the processes attempted to be carried 
into effect by the provisions of this bill is injurious to the interests 
of the Indians; and I have doubted the policy on the part of the In- 
dians to sell lands to the Government of the United States which should 
enable it to establish a Territorial form of Government, to be occupied 
by 8 people, and, subsequently, to be a State occupied by white 
people. 

Because, sir, it would furnish a leverage by which you might event- 
ually extinguish the title of these people to all their Tana, as they say, 
in the memorial which has been read at the instance of the gentleman 
from Georgia before I began my remarks, that it is entirely and only 
for the purpose of absolutely doing away with the right of title of these 
Indians to all their lands wherever they are. Now, sir, I say that this 
bill of the House, which is proposed as a substitute to the Senate bill, 
violates article 13 of the treaty of 1886, which reads in these words: 

Arr. 13. The Cherokees also agzee that a court or courts may be established 
by the United States in said Territory with such jurisdiction and organized in 
such manner as may be prescribed by law: Provided, That the judicial tribunals 
of the nation shall be eines to retain exclusive jurisdiction in all civil and 
criminal cases arising within their country in which members of the nation b: 
nativity or adoption shall be the only parties, or where the cause of action shalt 
arise in the Cherokee Nation, except as otherwise provided in this treaty. 

I say, sir, that this bill establishing these foreign laws and this for- 
eign jurisdiction is in violation of the provisions of this treaty and of 
section 13, to which I have adverted; but, sir, the statement was made 
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yesterday by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], and by 
others probably, that this effort to establish a Territorial government 
over the land designated in the House bill, which is proposed as an 
amendment to the Senate bill, was not an infraction of the rights of 
these Indians under any treaty stipulation by the Government, 

It is proposed, Mr. Chairman, to include within the limits of this 
Territorial government, as designated by the House bill, offered as a 
substitute for the Senate bill, what is known as the Cherokee Outlet. 
Now, sir, it is insisted that we have a right to include this Cherokee 
Outlet. What does that Cherokee Outlet contain and what is its area? 
According to the report of the committee it contains 6,022,244 acres 
of land that is proposed to be included in the House bill in establish- 
ing a Territorial form of government. 

Now, sir, I assert that no lawyer who has ever read the treaty of 1866, 
no lawyer who has ever read the patent of the United States, executed 
by the President of the United States, in solemn form conveying these 
lands to the Indians, can question the title of the Cherokees to the Out- 
let any more than they can question the title of the Cherokees to the 
land which they actually occupy. 

They hold it not alone by treaty; but, when it was proposed that the 
Cherokees should be moved from Georgia, that the Creeks should be 
moved, and that the Choctaws should be moved from Mississippi, the 
then President of the United States, Andrew Jackson, said to them, 
“Tf you will go, if you will give up the lands which you now occupy 
and hold in trust in the State of Georgia and in the State of Mississippi?“ 
(and perhaps in other States east of the Mississippi River), we will 
give you a region of country west of the Mississippi River which we 
will forever guaranty you perpetually; and we will go further, and 
will give you the additional guaranty that no State or Territory shall 
ever be established within the borders of those lands or interfere with 
your treaty rights or your patents. 

The consequence was, Mr. Chairman, that the President of the United 
States who succeeded Andrew Jackson in the Presidency—Martin Van 
Buren—signed these patents, and signed in express terms, clothing 
them with the power to hold these lands not only by treaty stipulation, 
which we are wont to di whenever we feel like it with a weak 
power, but they were told to hold them by virtue of patent. I had 
occasion in the last Congress to call the attention of the House then, 
and I call the attention of the House now, to the terms of these pat- 
ents; and I want to show that these patents did include the Cherokee 
Ontlet by the same terms of grant by which it conveyed the lands upon 
which the Cherokees now live. The terms of the patent are as follows, 
and I quote from the patent itself: 

Therefore, in execution of the ment and stipulations contained in the 
said several treaties, the United States have given and nted, and by these 
presents do give and nt, unto the said Cherokee Nation the two tracts of 
land so surveyed and hereinbefore described, containing in the whole 14,374,- 
135.14 acres— J 
coming down to a fraction of an acre because the land had been sur- 
veyed in two separate surveys— 
to have and to hold the same, together with all the rights, privileges, and ap- 
posma thereunto belonging, to the said Cherokee Nation forever, subject, 

owever, to the right of the United States to permit other tribes of red men to 
get salt on the salt plain on the Western prairie, referred to in the second ar- 
ticle of the treaty of the 29th of December, 1835, which salt plain has been ascer- 
tained to be within the limils prescribed for the outlet agreed to be granted by 
said article, and subject also to all the other rights reserved to the United States 
in and by the articles hereinbefore recited, to the extent and in the manner in 
which the said rights are so reserved; and subject also to the condition pro- 
vided by the act of Congress of the 28th of May. 153), referred to in the above 
recited third article, and which condition is thatthe lands hereby granted shall 


revert to the United States if the said Cherokee Nation becomesextinct or aban- 
dons the same. 


Now, here is the solemn patent of the Government conveying to the 
Cherokee Nation this Outlet that yon propose now to include in this 
Territory, held by the very same patent and under the very same lan- 
guage that it conyeys the land on which the Cherokees live and inhabit 
to-da 


y. 

If you can violate a solemn patent of the Government and put under 
the Territorial jurisdiction of the United States the Outlet, you can 
also embrace and include within that jurisdiction the very lands upon 
which the homes of the Cherokees are to-day. What is to prevent it? 
They hold both by the same authority; they hold their lands and their 
homes by the same authority that they hold the Outlet, and by no 
stronger title. Both are patented to the Cherokees to be held by them 
forever as long as they exist as a people. 

Therefore, I repeat, if you can take the Ontlet, you can take the 
Cherokee lands themselves, and it will be well remembered by gentle- 
men who were here in the Forty-ninth Congress, a Congress in which 
I did not have the honor to serve, that when the Territorial bill for the 
Indian Territory, from the Committee on Territories, was introduced 
in that Congress, the Territorial Committee of that day, bolder in their 
assaults upon the rights of these people than the committee of to-day, 
proposed toinclude every rood and inch of land belonging toall the five 
semi-civilized tribes. But gentlemen found that would not pass. They 
appealed to the American people in vain to commit this grand act of 
robbery, equaled in the history of civilized nations only by the act of 
the five great powers in partitioning Poland by the sword. 

The Congress of the United States would not respond to that propo- 
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sition of the Territorial Committee. In the last Congress, in which I 
did have the honor to serve, another bill was introduced for the pur- 
pose of establishing a Territorial government in Oklahoma, which ex- 
cluded the Territory actually occupied by the five semi-civilized tribes, 
but included everything else, this Outlet as well as the other, and Iam 
gratified to say that my honorable friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], 
who bore the brunt of the battle in that contest, by his ability and his 
leadership defeated that bill, and it never becamea law. The Forty- 
ninth Congress of the United States and the Fiftieth Congress were ap- 
pealed to for the establishing of these Territories. These Indians were 
said to be in the way of the march of civilization.” 

That was the argument then, Mr. Chairman, and I suppose it is the 
argument now. I took occasion then to say thatif the civilization which 
proposed this grand act of robbery, to be perpetrated in the name of the 
American people and by the American nation, was indeed and in truth 
a christian civilization, it would scorn the argument made for the propo- 
sition in both those Congresses. What sort of a civilization is that, sir, 
which proposes to disregard the great principles laid down in the canon 
law, and in christianity itself, as they were engraved by the great Law- 
giver n the tablets of old? One ot the first of those commandments 
Was, Do unto others as you would have others do unto you.” 

Another was, Thou shalt not steal,” and I commended it in that 
Congress to the honorable gentleman of the Territorial Committee, and 
insist that we should not disregard those great laws, which lie at the 
foundation of all christian civilization, as against a weak people that 
you sometimes say are the wards of the nation“ when you want to 
make a favorable treaty with them. That is what you say when you 
want to treat with them, but when you want to take their lands the 
summation of the argument is that the best Indian is a dead Indian.” 
You propose by some process or other to get every rood of land which 
they hold. Now, this billof the House proposes to establish a judicial 
system under a strange code of laws. 

These people are a simple-hearted people. They have their own gov- 
ernments. They have their legislatures in the five semi-civilized tribes, 
and their own judiciary, and it is proposed virtually to supersede those 
and to introduce a foreign system of laws and a foreign judiciary. They 
furnish, Mr. Chairman, an illustration of the doctrine upon which rests 
the foundation of the Government of the United States itself. Having 
received the solemn patent of the Government, issued in accordance 
with a solemn treaty stipulation, the Indians supposed that they were 
at least secure in the lands which they took in exchange for the lands 
which they ceded on the eastern side of the Mississippi. 

Out of the lands which they thus ceded you have made State after 
State, supporting the grand entablature of the Union, stretching as it 
does from ocean to ocean. ‘They ceded vast empires to the people of the 
United States, and they took these lands to which they supposed they 
had an absolute title. After they had been crowded by this christian 
civilization ’’ from one reservation to another they were at length con- 
fined within a small limit, where the tide of civilization coming sweep- 
ing from the Atlantic was met by the tide of civilization coming sweep- 
ing from the Pacific, so that they could move no more. 

When they agreed to cede the lands east of the Mississippi River and 
accept the lands assigned to them on the west side of that river, they 
were shrewd enough to say to this Government, Give us a patent; give 
us a deed; do not let us merely rely upon our treaties, but give us a 
formal deed.” And, Mr. Chairman, there lie now in yonder building 
of the Interior Department those patents given to every one of these 
tribes, signed by the President of the United States, conveying these 
lands to them forever as long as they shall occupy them. There were 
two limitations, two restrictions, two provisos, and only two. One is 
that what was known as the salt-lake region should not be cut off 
from the other tribes who might settle in the land and the other was 
that if the Cherokees should become extinct or should abandon their 
lands, then those lands should revert to the United States. 

But, Mr. Chairman, these Indiansare not extinct. They are a pros- 
perous people under their own form of government, as are the Choc- 
taws, and the Creeks, and the Chickasaws, and the Seminoles. They 
live and prosper by virtue of their own form of government, They 
exist by virtue of the principle of home rule and community independ- 
-ence, which the grand old statesman of England pointed to in the Eng- 
lish Parliament when he declared that the American Constitution was 
the noblest production that ever ina given time had emanated from 
the brain of man. He said: 

What is it that makes the American Constitution so noble, so worthy of im- 
itation? It is that it is founded upon the great principle of home rule and com- 
munity independence. 

And heturned with an appealingand powerful eloquence to the House 
of Commons, where he was serving, and begged them to solve the great 
problem of the government of Ireland by applying to it this great prin- 
ciple of the American Constitution. 

These people live under their own laws, upon their own homesteads; 
with their own islature, their own judiciary, their own peculiar 
form of government, holding their lands, as they do, in common. Now, 


it is proposed, in violation of solemn treaty, to take over 6,000,000 acres 
of the lands which the Cherokees hold by a title as indefeasible as that 
by which any man in the United States holds his land. In a contro- 


versy between citizen and citizen in the courts of the United States he 
who can derive his title clearly and unquestionably from the patent of 
the Government must prevail. The patent of the Government is the 
foundation of the title by which every citizen of the United States 
holds his land; the title must be derived from somebody who held the 
original patent. As well might you undertake to say that the Con- 
gress of the United States possesses the power to disregard the solemn 
conveyances made to corporations or to individuals as to say that you 
have a right to disregard these solemn conveyances made to the Indians. 

It will not do to say, as is the habit of my learned and distinguished 
friend from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER], that the Cherokees are leasing this 
Outlet; and I believe he went so far yesterday in the exuberance of his 
fancy as to declare that there is not an Indian on this Outlet, that no 
Indian can go there, that the land is not theirs at all, because forsooth 
they have found it to be their interest to lease those lands to cattle- 
owners of the Eastern States or elsewhere for pasturage. It has been 
the policy of the Interior Department to encourage agricultural devel- 
opmentamong the Indians. Some of the severest Indian wars that have 
ever occurred have been brought about by the fact that agents repre- 
senting the Interior Department have insisted that the Indians should 
use their land for the cultivation of field crops, and not for pasturage. 

But this land is theirs, theirs by a title as high as that by which any 
man in the United States holds his land, theirs by solemn treaty of the 
Government, theirs by the solemn patent of the Government, and they 
have the right to make such use of it as they think most favorable to 
themselves, If they choose to regard it as more suitable for pasturage 
and for grasses than for the cultivation of field crops, who shall ques- 
tion their right in this respect? They do lease this land; they lease it 
for a finesum of money, from which they expect to support their goy- 
ernment and the schools which they are establishing now with won- 
derful advancement. giving some lessons in civilization that might well 
be patterned after by the people of the United States themselves. 

These Indians choose to let this Outlet to people who want to use it 
for pasturage, because the Indians believe that the income derived in 
this way is greater than it would be from planting. What right have 
we to say, when we have deeded this land to them by the most solemn 
patent of the Government, when we have guarantied it to them by the 
most solemn treaties—what right have we to say how they shall use 
thisland? Yet this bill proposesto include the 6,922,244 acres which 
constitute that Outlet in the Territory which the House bill proposes 
to establish. 

It has been said that this is no violation of the treaty. Why, sir, 
what is the treaty stipulation with the Indians? In the last treaty 
made with them—the treaty of 1866—it is provided in the sixteenth 
article that— 


The United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee 
country west of ninety-six degrees, to be taken in a compact form in quantity 
not exceeding 160 acres for each member of each of said tribes thus to be set- 
tled; the boundaries of each of said districts to be distinctly marked, and the 
land conveyed in fee-simple to each of said tribes, to be held in common or by 
their members in severalty, as the United States may decide. 

Said lands thus disposed of to be paid for— 

To whom? 


to the Cherokee Nation at such price us may be agreed on between the said 
parties in interest, subject to the approval of the President; and, if they should 
not agree, then the price to be fixed by the President, 

The Cherokee Nation to retain the ght of possession of and jurisdiction over 
all of sald country west of ninety-six degrees of longitude until thus sold and 
occupied, after which their jurisdiction and right of possession to terminate 
forever as to each of said districts thus sold and occupied. 


It will be observed that under this provision of the treaty, when 
these lands are used by the Government of the United States for the 
purpose of settling friendly Indians on them, the transaction for the pur- 
chase of the land is not a transaction between the Government ot the 
United States and the tribe or tribes that may occupy and settle upon 
the land, but it is a transaction and a trade between the friendly In- 
dians that may purchase the land and the Cherokees or other Indian 
nation that sell it. And the money derived from the purchase does 
not go to the United States, but to the Cherokee Nation. 

Who has the title to this land? Will you say that under this treaty 
the Government of the United States designed to cheat and deceive 
these Indians—intended to say to them, Lou may sell these lands 
and receive money for them, but we will take your lands whenever we 
want to do so. Sir, it is conceded in the very terms of this article 
that the title of the Jand is in the Cherokee Nation and that the settle- 
ment of the friendly Indians when it is made is made with the assent 
of the civilized tribe owning the land and of the tribe that purchases; 
and under this agreement settlementafter settlement of friendly tribes 
of Indians has been made upon this territory. And it will be observed 
that by one clause of this article 16 the jurisdiction of the Cherokee 
Nation is to be absolute over all the country west of the ninety-sixth 
degree of longitude until the friendly Indians are settled there and 
become domiciled; then it is proposed to yield to them the same prin- 
ciple by which the five semi-civilized tribes govern their own affairs. 

I have said, sir, that they are ruled and governed by their own action 
in accordance with that principle of home rule and community inde- 
pendence which lies at the foundation of our own Constitution, and 
which had its origin primarily with the sturdy German race in their 
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German forests and was transplanted to England, became there a part 
of the code of laws, and thence by our ancestors transported here to be- 
comea vital principle of this great, free, independent American Republic. 


And we have treated with these Indians from the very inception of 


the Government as people acting in a collective 5 nations. 
They have been so treated not only by the legislative department of 
the Goverument, but by the judicial department. 

In all the transactions and treaties with them we have regarded 
them as a people having their own autonomy of government, having 
their own national legislature, their own national judiciary, We have 
never attempted to interfere with them in these matters until we at- 
tempted to establish this Territorial form of government in the man- 
ner now proposed by the substitute for the Senate bill. 

We have not a right to take one foot of the land which belongs to 
them, any more than we have to go to the home of my friend from New 
York and say, Lou have broad acreage, more than you can use; we 
want a part of it, and though you hold the solemn patent of the Gov- 
ernment for this land we will take what we want because we are the 
stronger and the power to do so.“ These Indians hold their 
land by the solemn patent of the Government, by these treaty stipu- 
lations which were intended to give them an absolute title, a title which 
could not be questioned, a title which they should hold, in the lan- 
guage of the patent, forever.” 

It was a guaranty deed on the part of the Government of the United 
States that they should hold that land unmolested and undisturbed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like in this connection to ask the gentle- 
man from Mississippi a question, if I have his permission for that 


urpose. 
* The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. HOOKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like the gentleman from Mississippi to 
state affirmatively upon what treaties or other authority he bases the 
assertion that this title he asserts is in the Cherokees is an absolute 
title. 

Mr. HOOKER, I do not think it is necessary to go beyond the lan- 
guage of the patent itself. It is an absolute conveyance and divestiture 
of title out of the United States and investiture of titlein the Indians. 
About that there can be no question, in my judgment, whatever. It 
absolutely passed title to the Indians, subject only to two reserva- 
tions: first, that the friendly Indians should be allowed to gather salt 
in the Territory, and, secondly, if the land should cease to be occupied 
by the Cherokees or they should become extinct, then it should revert to 
the United States. Itis an absolute title conveyed to the Indians, 
with those two exceptions, 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but by another portion of the treaty 
it is provided there should be no State or Territory established in any- 
wise to interfere with these Indians. 

You say it has been given as an outlet. I do not care what you call 
it—outlet or inlet—it is the land of these Indians. Not only that, but 
it has been surveyed to the minutest fraction of an acre, because the 
Government conveyed fourt een millions someodd thousands and a frac- 
tion of an acre, 6,000,000 of which constitute the Outlet. If they got 
title to the land they now live on, they got title to the Outlet; it is only 
subejct to this reservation, with the two exceptions on the part of the 
United States to these Indians of title to these lands. 

Why does the Government of the United States wish to establish a 
Territory on land which it does not possess, on land which it has guaran- 
tied to these Indians by patent? Will you dispossess these Indians 
and expurge these patents merely because you are a powerful nation ? 
Will you, therefore, take these lands from these Indians, although they 
hold them by solemn treaty and under the sanction of your patent? 
Not because you gave them to these Indians without consideration, 
You gave them for a consideration. They gave for them vast empires 
east of the Mississippi River which constitute now great, growing, and 
sovereign States of this Union. They paid you for them richly. Did 
you mean, as has been well said in this memorial, merely to keep the 
word of promise to the ear and break it to the hope? Did you mean, 
when you said they should have these lands forever, that they should 
only hold them at your pleasure and you would take them back when 
it suited you to do so? 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will yield to me. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman from Mississippi, by oversight, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairsin the Forty-ninth Congress as hay- 
ing reported a bill establishing a Territory including the lands of the 
five civilized tribes, He must have meant the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, not the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOOKER, I exonerate my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, from haying reported any such bill, and I also 
exonerate his committee. 

It was the Committee on Territories to which I intended to make 
reference. Now, I hope the gentleman will exonerate himself and the 
members of his committee, for, although he is no longer chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, yet as a distinguished member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in this House he exerts great influence. I 
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hope these gentlemen will see to it that these Indians are protectedin 
their rights to these lands; that the promises made to the Indians when 
the lands were conveyed to them shall be carried out. There can be 
no question at all about the fact they ceded vast empires east of the 
Mississippi River. There can be no question about what we gave them, 
for so far as the Cherokees are concerned we surveyed the lands by our 
own officers and our own surveyors, and took care generally, I believe, 
to charge the Indians with the expense. That is the ordinary way, I 
believe. [Laughter. ] 

But at all events they were surveyed down to the very minutest frac- 
tion of an acre, and the patents issued, signed by the President of the 
United States, delivered to them, and are now on file in the Interior 
Department. I ask you, then, Mr. Chairman, do you mean to violate 
that compact? Do you mean to break faith with them? Will you 
take back that which you have given to them in exchange for what you 
obtained from them? I say this would be an act of Punic faith, an act 
fitly winding up the century of dishonor about to close on us in regard 
to transactions between the Indians and the United States. 

We have no right, sir, to take a rod of their lands from them with- 
out their own consent. It is theirs by the most-solemn form of obliga- 
tion under which any people can ever acquire title. And if they did 
not get a title to their lands, lef me ask where is the State of Georgia, 
that my friend from Georgia, Mr. BARNES, so ably represents? Where 
also is my own State, and where are all the other States of this Union 
carved out of these lands that the Indians gave you in return for the 
lands which you gave to them and which you now propose to take from 
them? If you are-going to take their Territory from them, is it not 
only common honesty to give them back the property that they gave 
you for it? And yet it would be a startling proposition now that you 
propose to rue the bargain. 

No, Mr. Chairman, that is not your purpose. Von propose to hold 
on to all that you have got, to everything that you obtained under 
these treaties from these Indians, keep possession of all that they gave 
us and take from them that which by solemn compact they received 
in return for it. We entered into solemn compacts with them by 
treaties; we declared by President Jackson that this land should be 
theirs forever; the patents issued to them in due form signed by the 
succeeding President, Mr. Van Buren; but we now say that we want 
these six millions of your Jands back again, and in contravention of 
our obligations we propose to establish there a Territory, to be settled 
first by white people and eventually to become a white man’s State as 
a part of this Union, and that, too, in direct opposition to what we 
have promised and to what we are solemnly bound to do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is not a word in the bill that does it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why, you take six millions of these lands do yon 
not? Asa matter of course-you must do so to get this Outlet. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not the titles of the lands at all, only for judicial 


urposes. 
$ Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not look with much favor upon 
such a proposition as that, nor do I like this idea of taking people’s 
property ſor judicial purposes,” especially when you come to deal- 
ing with these Indians. This is a proposition to extend the judicial au- 
thority over a Territory in violation of the express provisions of the 
treaty, which requires that they shall retain that authority. It issim- 
ply not taking possession of it boldly, but proposing to establish a judi- 
cial system under the laws of the State of Arkansas, and clothes the 
courts of the United States with the power to administer it. 
It is in violation of the solemn provisions of your treaties, It is in 
violation of all good faith. It is in violation of the very spirit of the 
t itself, which is intended to give to these Indians absolute juris- 
ction over their lands. You have already a court at Muscogee—— 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let me say to the gentleman that the laws of the 
United States already give jurisdiction over this Strip to the court at 
Wichita, Kans., for the purposes of this bill, and it simply transfers 
the jurisdiction of that court. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi has 


jired, 
3 5 HOOKER. I should like to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. BARNES, I will yield five minutes more to my friend from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. HOOKER. At all times, Mr. Chairman, when I have chanced 
to occupy a seat on this floor I have stood up here in defense of what 
I believe to be the duty of good faith on the part of the United States, 
not only in its transactions with its own people, but with the Indians. 
I chanced at one time to be a member of the committee over which 
my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] presided with so much ability, 
and over which the gentleman from Kansas now presides, and then and 
now I have always believed that the Government of the United States, 
the great and powerful Government of the United States, with its im- 
mense resources, with its vast empire, its great wealth and population 
has a Jean excuse for violating its contracts with this simple-minded. 
people, less excuse indeed than with any other nation. 

You say that they are the wards of the nation. Wards of the nation 
for what purpose? ‘To be protected, guarded, and encouraged toim- 
prove their condition? or are they the wards of the nation to be pillaged 
at the pleasure of the nation and to be robbed of that which at one 
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time the nation committed to them according to its treaty stipulations 
in the most solemn form in which it may be conveyed as property, to 
be theirs forever? 

T appeal, sir, to Representatives on both sides of this Chamber to 
stand by 33 stipulations with this people, this simple-minded 
pope: not stand in the way of their advancement; do not stand 

the way of their schools and colleges, for they have already a college 
being constructed in the Cherokee Nation, which they propose to sus- 
tain under the rentals they receive from these lands. 

I say do not stand in the way of their progress as a Christian and a 
civilized people. They are fast advancing. They have made great prog- 
ress. Do you want now to tear down the fabric which a century of 
existence has reared for their protection, to disregard obligations the 
breaking of which will be a shame on the part of the United States, 
and to put over them a system which will destroy their home rule, 
their community of dependence which they have enjoyed for so long a 
time? 

I repeat, I appeal to gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber tostand 
by the contracts and the treaties, and to treat this simple-minded people 
with simple justice Let them retain what they have in good faith, 
unmolested by a Territorial organization, organized against their will. 

If they want to come in as a Territory they have a right under the 
treatytodoso. The true solution of the question will be found, if ever 
and they are driven to it, for you have no right to do so—will be found 
by establishing over the five semi-civilized tribes a State government 
of their own, with all the autonomy of an independent Btate, with 

resentatives on this floor and in the Senate of the United States who 
not undertake to despoil them of a single tittle of their rights 
which you have guarantied to them and to their descendants forever. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Did not the gentleman in the Forty-fifth Congress 
sign a report in favor of organizing the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir: the gentleman has called attention to that 
and I have repeatedly denied it. I answered it in the last Congress, 
and the gentleman knows it. Isaid it was not true then, and I repeat 
it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I will print it in the RECORD right in this 
connection. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, I will print the other, the denial of it, and 
what I said in reply to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; I will put it on the record. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not know any man who ought to dread a ref- 
erence to the record more than the gentleman from Minois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 
committee will come to order. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to see expressions 
of discord among the brethren on the other side of the main aisle, and 
I hope that we shall have peace among them. In the consideration of 
this subject I think we ought to deal dispassionately, with an earnest 
purpose to get at what is right, fair, and just, todo our duty towards 
this great country and the thousands of people dwelling there to-day. 
In the Indian Territory there are now living more than 65,000 Indians 
among the five civilized tribes, besides many other tribes, and there are 
in Oklahoma proper unquestionably as many more white people, and 
a great number of white people are, Jawfully or unlawfully, dwelling 
among the civilized tribes. Now, the purpose of this legislation, to my 
mind, is to perform in part the duty imposed upon Congress by the Con- 
stitution, which provides in section 3 of Article IV: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needfil rules and 
9 respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 

And further, at the commencement of section 4, it is made the duty 
of Congress to— 

Guaranty to every State in this Union a republican form of government, and 
shall protect each of them against invasion. < 

The creation of a Territorial government presupposes at the earliest 
popas date the o ization and admission into the Union of a new 

te. Now, Mr. Chairman, during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Con- 
gresses a pe ition was urged npon Congress to create for this Ter- 
ritory a torial form of government under bills which to my mind 
were in direct violation of the existing treaties between the United 
States and the Indian tribes. 
these two Congresses I stood shoulder to shoulder with my 
friend from Mississippi fate. Hooker], who has just taken his seat, 
and with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], who spoke so 
eloquently yesterday upon thissubject. Together we labored in oppo- 
sition to those bills which I believe were wrong in principle and con- 
ceived for the papae of taking away or of divesting those tribes of 
some of the rights which are guarantied to them under the treaties to 
which reference has been made in this debate. 

The Committee on Territories during this Congress have sat patiently 
for weeks and have given careful consideration to this bill. I have 
been present with it day in and day out. We have been denied, Mr. 
Chairman, the benefit of the advice and counsel of my colleague on the 
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committee, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], and yet he 
discusses upon this floor the proposition pending before us, not in the 
light of the provisions contained in it, but rather as if it were the old 
bill, the old battle being fought over again. And so the gentleman from 
Mississippi in his eloquent speech—and we know that he always talks 
eloquently, with grace and culture—proceeds upon the eee that 
this is the same bill, the old bill, with all its imperfections, to defeat 
which we successfully labored during the Fiftieth Congress, and that it 
is a proposition to change and to vary the provisions of existing treaties. 

Now, I have labored faithfully and conscientiously to secure in this 
bill the very safeguards for which we contended in the last two Con- 
greases, and in my judgment the bill is amply provided with every 
condition necessary to protect every treaty right and stipulation. We 
have been faithful to see to it that no provision of existing treaty should 
be violated by any clause or line in the bill which is now before us. 
To my mind the guaranties embraced within this bill are ample, and 
there is not one single right of person or property, not one of their ju- 
dioa rights or privilleges that are in any way affected by the pending 


edá a 


On the contrary, additional protection to life and property of Indians, 
as well as of white men, is secured under this bill. If the present laws 
continue in the Indian Territory, the results will be a constant and in- 
creasing injury to the Indian. Now there is no remedy for any offense 
committed by white men against other white men or Indians, except 
the grave crimes punished by United States courts () for any offense 
committed by an Indian upon an Indian of another tribe, except the 
graver crimes punished by United States courts. 

The treaties of each of the five civilized tribes, save the Cherokees, 
in 1866, reserve to the Congress the right and power to make all such 
laws as it deems necessary for the better administration of justice 
and the protection of the rights of persons within the Indian Terri- 
tory, except that the tribal organizations and (tribal) laws shall not be 
abolished.” 

So it will be seen that such legislation is authorized, and if the con- 
ditions justify itis demanded upon the highest constitutional and hu- 
manitarian grounds. 

A better government than now exists is demanded, and some prop- 
erly guarded Territorial government is imperatively demanded. 

While the bill was under consideration in the committee, we were 
waited upon by the attorneys and counsel of these several tribes. The 
gentleman from Mississippi has stated that this bill will interfere with 
their judicial rights—the rights of the Indians in their individual ca- 
pacity in the courts provided by the Indian laws, I want to state, Mr. 
Chairman, that one of the attorneys of the Choctaw Nation urged upon 
the committee upon that point the adoption of this provision, which I 
will read, and it was inserted in the bill word for word as it was pro- 
posed to the committee: 

But nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive any of the civilized 
nations of jurisdiction over all cases arising wherein members of said nations, 
whether by treaty, blood, or adoption, are the sole parties, nor so as to interfere 
with the right and power of said civilized nations to punish said members for 
violation of the statutes and laws enacted by their national councila where such 
laws are not contrary to the treaties and Jaws of the United States. 

So you see, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that the entire argument 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, who asserts with so much eloquence 
and earnestness that the rights of the Indian tribes are interfered with 
by this bill in respect of those matters, utterly fails. He further asserts 
that some interference with the vested rights of Indians will result un- 
der this bill. I feel it my duty to say that every provision was incor- 
porated in this biil that wonld prevent any possible violation of any 
treaty under which they hold and occupy any of the lands in the In- 


‘dian Territory. And so, in the very outset of the bill, are provisos that 


absolutely guaranty and reserve to the Indians all their treaty rights, 
and assure them against any infringement by any tribunal or any au- 
thority in the United States. It does it four times: three times by 
direct provision and once by implication. I want to use the language 
of the bill itself. It will be seen at once that the bill then proposed 
is vastly different from what it is now. The committee will kindly in- 
dulge me while I read briefly from the bill, because I want the com- 
mittee to understand the provisions of this act: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair the rights of 
person or property or toimpair avy patent toor right of oecupancy of lands now 
pertaining to the Indians in said Territory under the laws, my eons and 
treaties of the United States, or to include any territory occupied by any Indian 
tribe for which title has been conveyed by patent or otherwise from the United 
States, orto which such tribe may be enti by. law, nt, ortreaty, with- 
out consent of said tribe, or any territory which by treaty or agreement with 
any Indian tribe is not, without the consent of said tribe, to be included within 
the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Territory. 


These provisions are the chief points contended for in vain in the last 
two Congresses, 
Then the biil provides further: 


But all such territory shall be excepted out of the boundaries and constitute 
no part of the Territory of Oklahoma until eaid tribe shall signify its assent to 
the President of the United States that such territory be included in said Terri- 
tory of Oklaboma. except for judicial purposes as provided herein, or to affect 
the authority of the Government of the United States to make any regulation 
or to enact any law respecting such Indians, their lands, property, or other 
rights, which it would have been competent to make or enact if this act had 
never passed. 
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3 Chairman, it is provided in section 2 that 


In this act shall be construed to interſere with the local governments 
Lt nay er mpi pcp may be provided for by the laws and treaties 
nited States or which may exist in conformity * 

eee you see, and I want it distinctly understood, that this bill ex- 
pressly excludes all lands which are excepted under any treaty. It ex- 
pressly guaranties the integrity of all existing treaties.. It expressly 
stipulates that the rights of the Indian tribes and nations shall not be 
affected in any way or in any respect concerning their governments. 
It does not interfere in any degree with the local government of the 
five semi-civilized tribes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BAKER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. Lask the genileman’s attention to the words in line 
90 page 3, except for judicial purposes as provided herein.“ Now, 

t is made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hook kn] 
pod the laws of the State of Arkansas are extended over terri- 
tory. Are the laws of Arkansas extended by this bill over any terri- 
tory as to which it has been agreed that no Territorial government shall 
be established therein? 

Mr. BAKER, The laws of Arkansas are made applicable, as they 
may be, to the white people in the Indian Territory, but in no manner 
do they concern or interfere with the Indian judicial tribunals. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the gentleman the further question, whether 
these words, except for judicial purposes as 8 apply 
only to judicial p purposes as they relate to white people? 

Mr. BAKER. That is all; and that provision isin strict accordance 
with the provisions of existing treaties that courts might be established 
by the United States. 

Now, sir, there is not the slightest difference between my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and myself or between the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] and myself as to the sacredness of 
these Indian treaties or as to the duty of Congress to deal with these | th. 
8 in ee It 8 of Sige oer to wue amaos 
only eir persons, but in their p ih gah mehta an say that 
bill or some other proper legislation should be enacted with the least 
possible delay, not only as a constitutional duty on the part of Con- 
gress, but as a duty from a humanitarian standpoint. Your Commit- 
tee on Territories, or the members thereof, are in daily receipt of com- 
munications from these people beseeching at the hands of Congress the 
enactment of some law that will protect them in their rights, that will 
3 them the rights they are entitled to by the Constitution un- 

er which they live. 

Mr. BARNES. I will ask the gentleman whether the Senate bill 
does not accomplish all that. 

Mr. BAKER, I think the Senate bill accomplishes the desired pur- 
pose so far as it goes, but it is our duty here to afford some protection 
through judicial tribunals to the white people who are now lawfully 
within the Indian Territory. There are usands of them there. 
The members of the committee saw them when they visited the Territory 
in their individual capacity last fall. We know that they are there. 
They are there as lessees. They are entitled to protection, and we are 
seeking by this legislation to guaranty to them a republican form of 
government, so far as it can be guarantied under a Territorial govern- 
ment, in order to enable them to collect debts due from debtors and 
to enforce all their personal and property rights. 

Now, there is no difference between the gentlemen who have argued 
against this bill and myself and other members of the committee, who 
insist, and have always insisted, that the integrity of the treatiesshould 
be most rigidly and thoroughly maintained by Congress. If I believed 
that there was a single word or line in this bill that would impair in 
any degree or would affect in the slightest manner any of the property 
or personal or national righis of these Indians, I should be firmly against 
the whole measure. 

Butwhile I sympathize most heartily in the sentiment which prompts 
us as a nation to respond with alacrity to any demand for the protec- 
tion of these down-trodden people, I also think that we owe it to our 
own fellow-citizens who have goue there from theseveral States to give 
them such protection of their rights as can be secured to them in this 
way. Let us understand that in no manner do we aflect by this bill 
any of the territory of the five tribes, In no degree do we impair their 
rights under any treaty. I think this bill contains all the guaranties 
that my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and myself contended for 
in the minority report made by us upon the bill which was reported in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, and which passed through this House against 
pie me of that gentleman and myself. 

think this bill is fully guarded in all these Tam satisfied 
diss it meets.every contingency and that its enactment will be a sure 
protection not only to the Indians’ rights and interests under existing 
treaties, but also to our own people who are in that Territory, by secur- 
ing to them the guaranties that they are entitled to as citizens of the 
United States. Two years ago, Mr. Chairman, there were no people 
lawfully in the Territory of Oklahoma. To-day populous towns exist 
there, maintaining municipal government by mutual consent, without 
the guaranty of any law or of any legislative body of e e juris- 
diction. Those people desire the protection which this bill 


ve, by a form of government which is to exist only so long as they 
sal be compelled to live under Territorial government, in order that 
they may go on and prepare themselves for statehood. 

This is a beautiful conntry. Its possibilities and its prospects in the 
future are very bright. I believe it is not for us to frame any- 
thing nearer perfection than the bill now before us. It seems to me 
we should pass this in preference to the Senate bill, because it has 
greater scope. I think the good which will be accomplished under it 
will be much greater than under the terms of the Senate bill which has 
come to the House. 

I do not think, Mr. Chairman, I should occupy any further time in 
the consideration of this matter; but I desire to print with my remarks 
some observations which have been submitted to me in the form of a 
brief by Chief Bushyhead, who thus submits his objections to the 
measures; and I think it but justics they should be published in or- 
der that they may be read by members of the House and considered by 
the Senate when the bill goes there. 


BRIEF. 


te y occupied 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians east of the ninety-sixth meridian of west longitude, 
and by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations, and on — 95 3 by 
the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations, and by the State of Texas, 
comprising what is known as the Public Land Strip, and all that part ofthe In- 
dian Territory not actually occupied by the fiye civilized tribes or the Indian 
tribes within the Quapaw Indian agency is created, eto. 

Exceptions: Thes l in this act shall be construed ihr cannery nla, ee 
persons o e or to impair any patent to right of occupancy of lands now 
pertaining — Tadinns in said Territory under the laws, 5 and trea- 
ties of the U or to includeany territory now occupied by any Indian 
tribe for Set ait Tue nae conveyed tied by Ia or otherwise from ‘the United 

by law, agreement, or — — 


the boundaries 
re of Oklahoma until such tribe shall — its assent — 


e ot Ark: , May nke 15795 United 
ai Reporter, 059) This case is — as preg hp aa 


Cherokee Nation holds the Cherokee Outlet 
tints ith holds its other lands, and that all the estate is in the Cherokee Nation. 
See, also, United States zs. Soule, 30 Federal Reporter, 918. in which 5 
held that pereus was issued for all the lands, including the Outlet west; 
no distinction was made in the granting clause [treaty of rey between ‘the 
7,000,000 tract and the Outlet; that the Outlet was set apart to tha’ anaron aai 
in 1 55 sense occupied. because the Cherokees have the title and right 15 

The treaty-making power has a right to convey title to lands of the United 
States without an act of Congress, and if a treaty acts directly on the subject of 
the grant it is equivalent to act of Congress, and the grantee has a title. 
(United States rs. Payne, 2 McCrary, 289. 

The treaty-making power did convey eect lands to the Cherokee Nation, and 
every court, from the lowest to the highest, before which the question has 
has decided that that nation has absolute fee-simple title. 

It is recited in the preamble to the treaty of 1828 with the Cherokees (7 Stat., 
311) that “a permanent home, and which shall under the mostsolemn guaranty 
of the United States be and remain theirs forever, a home that shall never in 
all future time be em by having extended around it the cer ee ne 
over it the jurisdiction of a Territory or a State, nor be —— upon b; ex- 
tension in any way of any of the limits of any existin, ‘erritory or State. 50 

Again, by article 5 of the treaty of 1835, with the C aaa Nation (7 Stat., 
481): “The United States hereby covenant and agree that the lands ceded to 
the Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article [article 1], which includes 195 
7,000,000 acres and outlet, shall at no future time, 3 thelr consent, be. in- 
eluded within the territorial limit orj jurisdiction of any State or Territory.” 

By article 26 of the treaty of 1886 041 Stat., 806), the Unea States 
the ipinya of the Cherokee Nation the quiet and 
country, and also protection against interruptions or 8 
thorized citizens of the United States who may attempt to settle on their lands 
or reside in their S spaniel A “Their country.“ as d ed by the courts, the de- 
cisions of which have been rendered since the treaty of 1866, includes what is 
known as the Outlet“ and over which the Cherokee Nation, by the sixteenth 


article of the treaty of 1866, was guarantied the right of jon and juris- 
diction until sold and occupied as in that article souls and provided. 
And it should be stated here that not one single acre of the Cherokee Outlet 


article of the treaty of 1466, and the Cherokee Nation still has the absolute 


has ever, in the slightest particular, been disposed of as provided in the sixteenth 
of 


ion and tenes over that country. 
'o 5 


“COURTS, 

By article 5 of the treaty of 1835 the Uniled States agreed to secure to the 
Cherokee Nation the right by their national council to make and carry into ef- 
fect all such laws as they may deem necessary for the government and 
tion of the person and property within their own country, belonging to their 
own people or such persons as haye been connected with them, 
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lowed to retain exclusive jurisdiction in all civil and criminal cases ar g 

within their country in which members of the nation, by nativity or adoption, 

a co hari only parties or where the cause of action shall arise in the Chero- 
ee on, 

These are rights guarantied to the Cherokee Nation by the supreme law ofthe 
land; and any legistation by the United States which invades or destroys those 
rights in the slightest d , without the consent of that nation, is unconstitu- 
tional and void, and should the present bill become a law, it would have no force 
or effect upon ere eager or property of any individual member of the Cherokee 
Nation by "nativity or adoption.” 


CITIZENSHIP, 
{Section 37 of the bill.] 


Now, in the case of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians vs. The United 
States and the Cherokee Nation West (117 U. S., 223), the Supreme Court of the 
United States held that under the provisions of the yarious treaties with the 
Cherokee Nation that nation alone has the right to determine who are its citi- 


gens. 

In the same case in the Court of Claims, which was ammos Sy ina Supreme 
Court in the case just cited, the court held that the Cherokee Nation has a right 
to stand upon the contracts of its treaties, and no acts of Congress and no pro- 
ceedings of the political departments of the Government in connection there- 
with can take away any of its vested rights guarantied by such treaties, 

In the case of Holden vs. Joy, hereinbefore referred to, the United States Su- 
1 Court held that Congress has no constitutional power to settle or inter- 

with rights under treaties, except in cases purely political. 

Tosame see Wilson vs. Wall., G Wall, 89; Insurance Company rs. Canter, 
1 Peters, 542; Doe rs, Wilson, 23 Howard, 460; the Kansas [case], 5 Wall., 787; Fos- 
ter vs. Neilson, 2 Peters, 24; Crews vs. Burcham, 1 Black, 856; Blair vs. Path- 
killer, 2 Yerger, 407; Harris vs. Barnett, 4 Blackford, 369, 

See also, Sinking Fund Cases, 99 United States, 719, in which the court says: 
“The United States can not, any more than a State, interfere with private rights, 
except for legitimate governmental purposes.” 

In the same case the court held that the United States are as much bound b. 
their contracts as individuals, If they repudiate their obligations it is as muc 
repudiation, with all the wrong and reproach that term implies, us it would be if 
the repudiator had been a State, municipality, ora citizen. And in the same 
case, in the dissenting opinion of Justice Strong, this doctrine, which was the 
unanimous opinion of the court, is stated thus; S 

“Now, where is the power of Congress to add new terms toany contract made 
with the United States or between any two private individuals? Where is the 
power to annul vested rights? It is certainly not to be found in the Constitu- 
tion. True, the provision that no State shall pass any Jaw eee the obli- 
gations of contract applies only to State legislation. For such legislation the 
prohibition was necessary ; for State Legislatures have all the legislative powers 
which are not expressly denied to them. But no necessity existed forimposing 
such a limitation on tlhe power of Congress, As Mr. Hamilton says, in the ee hd 
fourth number of the Federalist,‘ why declare that things shall not be done 
which there is no power ta do? ~ * Isearch in vain for any express or 
implied grant of power to add new terms to any existing contracts m: by or 
with the Government, or any grant of power to destroy vested rights, * * + 
And not only is such legislative authority not conferred upon Congress by the 
Constitution, but it is, in effect. expressly denied.“ 

But why multiply words and waste time to show that every feature of the 
bill which proposes in any manner to interfere with the lands and other 1 8775 
erty or persons of the Cherokee Nation is unconstitutional and void, and that 

has no constitutional power to enact such legislation without the con- 
sent of that nation? 


This brief was handed to me by my friend Chief Bushyhead after the 
conclusion of the arguments before the committee and after the bill as 
reported had been agreed on, It seems to me that if makes no sub- 
stantial point against the pending bill, but I deem it due that gentle- 
man that the suggestions made by him should go into the RECORD, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARNES. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TURNER]: 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that 
the House has wandered far in this discussion from an understanding 
of the exact status of the question before us. We are considering, I 
believe, sir, a Senate bill proposing to organize n Territorial govern- 
ment over certain Jands known as Oklahoma in the Indian Territory, 
and a certain other section of land known as No Man’s Land or the 
Public Land Strip. The Committee on Territories report a substitute 
for the Senate bill. If we reject this report of the Committee on Ter- 


» ritories, it does not follow that we deny a Territorial government to 


Oklahoma, for we still have the Senate bill under consideration, and 
it may be of interest for gentlemen of the House to consider that the 
Senate bill provides a Territorial government for every acre of land 
over which we have undisputed jurisdiction. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. May I be allowed, then, to make this 
statement? It provides Territorial government for all the land upon 
which the Indian nations have no claim and upon which Indians are 
not sé¢ttled—or nearly all of such land. 

It has been said—and I believe in perfect good faith—by my dis- 
tinguished colleague from New York [Mr. BAKER] that it was the pur- 
pose of the House committee that every guaranty of the various treaties 
should be sacredly maintained, that the plighted faith and honor of the 
nation should be preserved inviolate. I accept that statement as made 
in all good faith. I am aware that this bill says there shall be no jn- 
vasions of the right of the Indians to make laws; but I desire in this 
connection to call attention to the tenth, eleventh, twelfth, thirteenth, 
and fourteenth lines of section 36: 


And any member or citizen of any Indian tribe or nation in the Indian Ter- 
ritory shall have the right to invoke the aid of the courts therein for the pro- 
— of his person and property, as though he were a citizen of the United 


Mr. Chairman, I am not a lawyer or the son of a lawyer, nor does it 
seem to me that it requires any remarkable legal lore to see that this 
provision at once abrogates every particle of power in the Indian courts, 
for any man who finds himself convicted by the judgment of an Indian 
court can under this provision at once become, so far as this matter is 
concerned, a citizen of the United States, and can appeal to the United 
States courts. There no longer exists any constituted tribunal haying 
authority to enforce the laws which the local legislature or the congress 
of the several Indian nations may make. Their power to make laws 
remains in form, but there has been taken from their hands the power 
to enforce such laws. Lask you whether this does not leave the shadow 
while it steals the substance. 

One word more, Mr. Chairman. Whence comes the demand for this 
extraordinary legislation? I believe it is perfectly safe to say that 
never before has this body or possibly any other legislative body of any 
great nation been called upon to provide any kind of government for 
lands over which they held at best a disputed title. There is no urgent 
demand for government down there. Those people are prosperous, 
law-abiding, orderly, proceeding along the path that leads toward the 
civilization they will by and by attain if they are let alone. And 
now comes the crowd of hangry immigrants, men who stood upon the 
borders ef the Territory week after week and month after month, seek- 
ing to acquire wrongfully the land that lay before them—from them 
comes this protest. 

Every white citizen who entered that Territory under rights of lease- 
hold from the Indians knew the condition of affsirs to which he was 
going. When the time shall come, as it surely will, when we shall 
acquire title to the greater portion of these lands, ornearly all of them— 
when that time shall come, then in my judgment it will be soon enough 
to legislate for the creation of new Territories and to confer new juris- 
diction upon the courts. But so long as those people hold their lands as 
they now do under the most solemn treaty obligations, so long as there 
comes from them no request for the intervention of the United States 
authorities, so long as their delegates protest against measures of this 
kind, so long as their governors send messages here invoking justice at 
our hands, I believe it behooves this body to move very slowly in en- 
acting any legislation which shall take from their hands any power 
which they now justly hold, 

There is vastly more danger of too much legislation than of too lit- 
tle. The wrong of omission can be much more easily remedied than 
the wrong of commission. 

Let, then, this work of acquiring by treaty or purchase from these 
people these sections of land go on with all the speed that it may; but 
until we have a clear and indefeasible right and title to every acre of 
that land I shall stand in my place and oppose any attempt to govern 
people who are not represented. There was a time when a great deal 
was said about taxation without representation.“ This is worse than 
that; this is, in my judgment, the absolute confiscation of the property 
of people without representation on this floor. 

I say to you, then, that I believe the Senate bill covers all the ground 
that we ought now to cover. It carries with it every guaranty it 
ought tocarry. Until the time shall come when we can deal with 
these poor defenseless people in justice and honor, we ought not to take 
from them a single right guarantied by the good faith of this great 
nation. [Applause, ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. I now yield ten minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the main object and purpose 
of this bill is to give to the people in what is known as Oklahoma that 
republican form of government guarantied by the Constitution to every 
American citizen, and to provide courts for the protection of the lives 
and property of the citizens of the United States who are lawfully re- 
siding in any part of the original Indian Territory, including the 
country occupied by the five civilized tribes. 

In accomplishing this beneficent and laudable end the Committee 
on Territories, of which Iam a member, has taken the greatest care 
and used the utmost precaution that no treaty of the Unitel States 
with any of the Indians in this Territory should be violated, no tribal 
relation disturbed, or vested right interfered with. The committee 
would have made the bill much broader in its scope and would have 
included within the boundaries of Oklahoma for governmental as well 
as for judicial pu the whole of the Indian Territory as heretofore 
defined but for the fact that the five civilized tribes object at present 
to having the lines of any Territorial or State government extended 
over their home reservations and lands, and cite treaty stipulations to 
sustain their objections. 

I do not believe, as is contended by the opposition, that when these 
Indian treaties were made it was intended to surrender the right of the 
United States to extend over this, as over every foot of the soil within 
its dominions, the machinery of government and the authority of law 
to protect its citizens. 

To my mind the proposition is monstrous that an alien, independent 
nationality or tribe, whether of red men, white men, or black men, 
can be set up anywhere within the United States by treaty stipula- 
tions and become paramount to the Constitution and the laws of the 
Union. 
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These Indian treaties were intended merely to guaranty the integ- 
rity of the original tribal relations; to recognize Indian councils and 
courts to make and enforce their own laws as between members of the 

same tribe; to convey the title to the lands set apart for the use and 
oceupation of the Indians, and for no other purpose. Grant, however, 
what is claimed by the advocates of the broad construction that these 
treaty stipulations forbid the United States to throw around orover these 
Indian tribes any form of State or Territorial government and we find 
that it is an entirely new and changed condition of things, and nota 
theory, which confronts us now. When the first treaty was made Texas 
was the southern and Mexico the western boundary of the Territory as- 
signed to these Indians. 

It was thought that they were being placed in the very extreme 
southwest corner of the United States. It would be impossible for us 
to surround them with any State or Territorial government without 
first taking what belonged to a foreign power. It was easy and natural 
under those conditions for commissioners to promise and for Congress 
to acquiesce in the proposition that no Territorial or State government 
should ever be erected around them. 

The struggle for Texan independence and the war with Mexico came. 
By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo we procured territory south- 
ward to the Rio Grande and westward to the Pacific. Out of this have 
been carved States and Territories, to the north, to the south, and to the 
west of these Indians. If the establishment of.these, which has been 
going on since 1854, was a disregard of Indian rights, the abrogation 
of Indian treaties, why has protest been so long delayed? 

In framing this bill, however, the Committee on Territories waived 
all discussion of these rights and yielded to the request of the five tribes 
to be left out of the bill so far as Territorial government is concerned. 

The Senate bill for which we offer this as a substitute includes the 
present Territory of Oklahoma as established by the last Congress, and 
the Public Land Strip. It embraces an area of 5,560,440 acres and 
contains a population of 90,000 whites and 12,000 Indians. These peo- 
ple are to-day without any semblance of law or government whatever, 
except such police regulations as the white people in Oklahoma have 
adopted by common consent. 

In the past nine months towns have sprung up in this region as by 
magic; cities, with a population of thousands, have grown almost in a 
night; farms and homesteads have been entered and cultivated. The 
Territory is rapidly filling with an industrious, thrifty people. It is 
the duty of Congress to give them a government. We could do it par- 
tially and imperfectly by adopting the Senate bill. 

But that would take twosmall areas of widely separated country cut 
in twain by the Cherokee Outlet, which in itself is a strip 50 miles wide, 
150 miles long, and embraces 6,022,244 acres. What sort of a Terri- 
tory or State would that make? It would look on the map like an old- 
seep ginger-cake with a hole in the middle as big as the rest of 

e cake. 

The lands embraced by the House bill in the proposed Territory of 
Oklahoma amount to about 23,267,719 acres, or an area about the size 
of the State of Ohio. 

That portion of the Territory occupied by Indian tribes is shown in 
the following table, which also shows the number of each tribe, the 
acreage per capita, the acreage required by Indians, allowing them 160 
acres for family of four, and the amount of surplus lands: 


Kiowa, Comanche, 
and Apache. 


The area in said Territory not occupied by Indian tribes and the 
acreage thereof are as follows: 


Acres, 
hn è x ͤ . . 0, Uy Ook 
Public Land Strip.. 3, 672, 640 
Oklahoma lands. 1, 887, 800 
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The House bill provides a Territorial government similar to that in 
all the other Territories of the United States over Oklahoma and the 
Public Land Strip, justas the Senate bill does. Over the Cherokee Out- 


let and the other Indian lands given in the preceding table, the bill 
extends, for the present, not the substance but the shadow merely of a 
Territorial government, accompanied, however, by local United States 
courts to enforce the Jaws and punish crime. 

The Outlet is now leased to the Cherokee Live-Stock Association, 
which pays the Indians $200,000 per annum for the monopoly of graz- 
ing their cattle there. This bill does not affect the present status of 
the cattle company or seek in any way to interfere with their rights or 
with those of the Indians. 

The Government through a commission is negotiating with the Cher- 
okees for the purchase and relinguishment of all their right and title, 
whatever it may be, to this 6,000,000acres, This negotiation, as every- 
body knows, can and ought only to end in the restoration of this land 
to the public domain and opening it for settlement. 

Notwithstanding, Mr. Chairman, all that has been said about the 
violation of Indian rights I insist that there is not to-day an Indian liv- 
ing on the Cherokee Strip and there never has been an Indian author- 
ized to settle upon it in the history of this Government. It was given 
as an outlet to the great plains and mountain ranges beyond when there 
was game for the Indians to hunt; but game is extinct, and it is no 
longer of use for that purpose. I can also safely add there is not an 
Indian in the Territorial limits of Oklaboma, as defined in this bill, who 
can show a line of any treaty in existence whereby the Government of 
the United States agreed that heshould not be subject to a Territorial 
government. 

It is the intent of this bill that whenever the disputed title to any 
Indian lands which may come within its provisions has been settled 
by purchase or exchange, then, and not till then, shall the Territorial 
government and laws of Oklahoma have full force and effect. ‘This is 
done to prevent the enactment of such scenes as were witnessed last 
spring when the President’s proclamation declared Oklahoma open for 
settlement, and to avoid the recurrence of the anomalous condition of 
affairs now existing there. 

Mr. Chairman, this provision of the bill is almost identical with an 
aniendment that I offered to this measure in the last Congress, and 
which wasaccepted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], then 
in charge of the bill. It does not take one acre of Indian land, it does 
not infringe a single Indian right. It contains no threat or menace to 
the Indian. It leaves the negotiation for the purchase and the stipu- 
lation for the price of this land with the Cherokee Commission and the 
President, where it now rests. 

Our population is rapidly increasing; our young men are crowding 
westward. They have taken up nearly all of the public lands undis- 
posed of which are fit for settlement, and public sentiment will not 
much longer tolerate the holding, by a syndicate, of 6,000,000 acres of 
the choicest farming lands in the Union for a cattle-pasture when they 
are so much needed for homes for the people. No Indian title can long 
stand in the way, whether it rests on statute or treaty, while the Goy- 
ernment is proflering and is ready to give as a purchase-price for the 
land a cash sum which, at interest, would yield a far ter amount 
annually than the cattle-barons are paying or can afford to pay for their 
lease. 

No fair-minded man, Mr. Chairman, can object to the courts of Ok- 
lahoma exercising jurisdiction over this Cherokee Strip. 

It cuts the Territory of Oklahoma into two widely severed parts. 
Would you hold it without laws, to be a harbor of refuge for thieves 
and murderers and criminals of every class, to which they could flee 
and be secure from arrest or extradition? Gentlemen grow eloquent 
in proclaiming that honesty and civilization demand that the Indian 
be protected in all his rights. Does not civilization equally demand 
that no secure shelter shall be provided within the United States for 
fugitives from justice? Do not Canada and Mexico already furnish an 
ample asylum? 

The whole Indian Territory, as heretofore defined, owing to the fail- 
ure of Congress to provide courts adequate to the needs of the people, 
has become the haven of criminals and desperadoes from all the States. 
Nothing but the establishment of courts will arrest the carnival of 
crime and protect the Indians from the rapidly increasing invasion of 
the criminal classes. We propose for these five tribes a supreme court 
consisting of three judges, who are each to preside over a district 
court. 

In every treaty ever made the United States has reserved the right 
to establish these courts. The Indians themselves have repeatedly de- 
mauded them. The national council of the Cherokees, as the docu- 
ment which I hold in my hand will show, as long ago as 1872 asked 
‘for the creation in the Indian country of a court for the Indian comf- 
try, with such jurisdiction as may be authorized by the thirteenth ar- 
ticle of the treaty of August, 1866.“ They have demanded them of our 
committee this session. 

This bill does not create a new or enlarged jurisdiction of the United 
States courts over these people. Heretofore such criminals as were 
amenable to United States law have been carried for trial to Wichita, 
Kans. ; to Paris, Tex., and to Fort Smith, Ark. The bill leaves with 
these courts all the higher grades of crimes which are punishable by 
death or imprisonment in the penitentiary and confers on the Terri- 
torial courts jurisdiction limited to the minor grade of offenses. This 
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was deemed best because of the difficulty it was alleged there would 
be in getting competent jurors inside the Territory. 

This change should bring a great saving of expense to the Govern- 
ment in marshals’ and witnesses’ fees and costs of every kind. It brings 
the court nearer the home of the accused. It guaranties him justice 
without denial or delay. It abolishes that un-American system of 
dragging a poor wretch 500 miles to be tried among without 
friends, witnesses, or bail. Asan evidence of the cost of these extra- 
territorial courts I append here a statement of expenses of the United 
States court at Fort Smith, Ark., to December 31, 1889: 


i 
: 


00 635.27 | $11, 984. 09 
00 750.00 | 18,000.00 
-50 240,95 | 93,000.00 
00 622.81 | 10,000.60 
00 248.00 5, 000, 00 
00 922.50 2,350.00 
. 00 960. 25 f.. sseoseinssses: 

1.199.971, 231.50 . 

2, 183. 0 


3,623.45 
168, 812.06 282. 808. 10 
| 


* Six months, 


Also a statement of expenses of the United States court at Paris, 
Tex., to December 31, 1889: 


Subject of expenditure. . | 1890.* 


*Six months. 


As will be seen by reference to the table, the United States court at 
Fort Smith, Ark., in five and one-half years cost the enormous sum of 
$1,124,452. Of this amount $193,253.10 was for United States mar- 
shals’ fees, $138,427.40 jurors’ fees, $627,593.50 was for witnesses’ fees, 
$207,644.28 was for the care of prisoners. 

What a feast for lawyers, bailiffs, jurors, and those who usually as- 
sist in the administration of justice! 

Such facts as these speak more foreibly than any words I could utter 
in advocacy of the proposed Territorial courts. A glance at the popu- 
lation in the five tribes will likewise show the absolute necessity for 


these courts. 
POPULATION IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr, Leo E. Bennett, United States Indian agent in the Indian Terri- 
tory, in his report to the Secretary of the Interior, under date of Sep- 
tember 21, 1889, gives the following information in reference to the 
88 of the Indian Territory not included in the Territory of 

Kklahoma: 


As this report is intended for the public as well as for the Indian Office, I have 
not hesitated to repeat statistics that may have been heretofore given, except I 
have in cases used every available means to correct the figures to conform to 
the actual condition of affairs to-day.“ 

Union Indian agency is located at 8 as being the most central, 
easily accessible point in its jurisdiction, which extends over the Creek, Chor- 
okec, Chickasaw, and Seminole Nations, and the strip west of the ninety-sixth 

„known as the Cherokee Outlet,“ the whole in round 
numbers 20,000,000 acres of land, which is occupied by about 20,000 Indians of 
full blood, 32,000 of mixed blood, and 13,000 of adopted whites and freedmen.and 
a a population of more than 100,000 whites and other non-citizens, divided 
as follows: 

Creeks, natives and adopted freedmen............--- 
Cherokees, natives, adopted whites, other Indian: 
Choctaws, natives, ado) whites,and freedmen.... 
Chickasaws, natives, adopted whites, and freedmen 
Seminoles, natives, adopted whites, and freedmen . 


Total citizen population 65, 200 
The following shows the white people: 
Farm laborers and mechanics under permit and their families............... 45,600 
Licensed traders, Government employés, employés of railroads and 
© mortem) ead T Pere EAEN r EE O SEROR 25,000 
Interlopersand criminals, principally refugees from border States, aud 
their families, fully..........-.. Sa 


„ 25,000 
Claimants to Indian citizenship... 2 
Sojourners, prospectors, and visitors.. 


// = E ST 177. 800 


It would be difficult, if not Impossible, to find an equal population anywl.cre 
with diversity of nationality, education, occupation, and creed, and 
with fewer interests in common. 


if weanalyze the figures in this report, we find that there are in the 
country occupied by the five civilized tribes 112,000 white citizens of the 
United States; of these 77,000 are lawfully residents of the Territory; 


35,000 are criminals, fugitives from the States, who go unwhipped of 
justice while they pollute, defile, and degrade the Indian, rob, burn, and 
kill withoutfearoflaw. Ofthe65,200citizen population, only 20,000are 
full-blood Indians. The other 45, 200 are half-breeds, negroes formerly 
the slaves of the Indians, and whites, squaw-men as they are called, 
that is, those who have married Indian women and have thus been 
adopted into the tribe. The total full-blood Indian population in the 
bounds of the original Indian Territory does not exceed 30,000. 

For the protection of the fancied rights of this remnant of the once 
noble red man there are those who would deny courts, law, and jus- 
tice to 190,000 white citizens of the United States, and who would in- 
sist on holding for cattle ranges and hunting grounds 47,000,000 acres 
of tillable land, a vast empire, out of which could be erected a State 
larger than either Arkansas or Missouri. Some gentleman has said 
these proposed courts will be a terror to the poor, ignorant Indian. 
Was a court, sir, ever a terror to any but the evil-doer? 

This dread lest the proposed courts should strike the red man with 
such terror and consternation as tomake him take to the woods comes 
in a great measure, I suspect, from those who fear that the erection of 
new local courts will cut down the business and curtail the fat fees 
and overcrowded dockets at the old courts. Self- interest often makes 
men philanthropists as well as patriots, and while the Indian and his 
law suits make good picking ™ why not hold on to him? The oppo- 
nents of this measure, exercising the very ingenuity of criticism, have 
asked, why did you apply the statutes of Nebraska to the Territory 
of Oklahoma? Why did you skip entirely over the neighboring State 
of Kansas to get a code of laws? 

The representatives of Oklahoma came before our committee and, 
citing numerous objections, implored us not to put them under the 

code. They objected to many features of the county govern- 
ment, of the salaries of county officers, of the power given to counties 
to vote bonds to various enterprises, to the prohibition legislation, and 
to those statutes which forbid any man who has borne arms against the 
Government of the United States from voting or holding office until 
his disabilities have been removed by a majority vote of two-thirds of 
the members-elect of the Legislature. 

We thought, and the people of Oklahoma thought, that their Terri- 
tory was too young and progressive to be bampered and clogged by an 
illiberal code, the framers of which in twenty-five years of unbroken 
peace, good fellowship, and prosperity seem to have learned nothing 
and forgotten nothing. The laws of Nebraska were closely searched, 
and they appear fair, liberal, and to suit the case. The code of Arkan- 
sas was made applicable to the courts among the five civilized tribes 
because all of their procedure so far at Fort Smith and Muscogee has 
been under that code, and no objection was urged against it by those 
over whom it was to be placed. The criticisms were all left for our 
distinguished friends on the Republican side of this House who are never 
so happy as when sneering contemptuously at Arkansas, and indeed 
at almost everything that is Southern, especially if it be Democratic. 

Far be it from me, Mr, Chairman, to do any wrong to the Indian or 
by my vote to aid in oppressing any defenseless man or class. The civil- 
ization and progress of the white man has pressed the Indian back until 
he can gono farther. It has drawn its lines completely around him; 
and, by the inevitable logic of fate, the Indian must either put off his 
blanket, take his land in severalty, make his home and cultivate his 
farm like the white man, adapt himself to the laws and customs of 
civilization, or, like the buffalo with whom he formerly roamed the 
plains, he will disappear from the face of the earth. 

I have a hope that there is a future for the 30.000 full- blood Indians 
in this Territory. They can not work out a higher destiny of them- 
selves and by themselves. Already by the marriage of white men with 
the Indian girls, who are being educated in the schools within the Ter- 
ritory, the squaw-men and half-breeds are rapidly absorbing every- 
thing. It will not be many years, if this intermarrying continues, be- 
fore the population of the five tribes will become virtually white, 
What then will become of tribal relations and the pretended independ- 
ent nationality? 

The solution of the question is a Territorial form of Government for 
the entire Indian Territory. It is too soon yet; it may not come in 
two or four years, but come it will, to be followed by Indian statehood 
with Indian citizenship. Nothing, in my judgment, will more rapidly 
bring about this, the only rational solution of the problem, than the 
establishment of these Territorial courts which will give a respect for 
and knowledge of the white man's law. Nospeculation, however, on 
these probabilities should deter us for a moment from doing justice by 
the 90,000 white people now in Oklahoma proper, who are entitled to 
and should receive as speedily as possible all the benefits which this bill 
proposes to give. They should have a Territorial Government, with 
its full complement of officers, courts, and schools. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARNES. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. AsI satin my seatand heard the 
flow of mellifluous eloquence which fell from the honeyed lips of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] I felt almost convinced that he 
was making an argument that would justify me in voting for the bill; 
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but as I turned from his sweet and honeyed words to the cold, hard 
print on the pages of the bill I called to mind an adage we so often 
are co to employ in this life, and I was compelled to mentally’ 
exclaim, Another good man gone wrong. [Laughter.] 

‘There are two parts to this bill: the Oklahoma part and the Indian 
Territory part, > 

So far as the Oklahoma part is concerned I have heard no gentleman 
upon this floor allege any serious objection to its provisions. It is un- 
doubtedly true, after the action already taken by the General Govern- 
ment with reference to the country known as Oklahoma, that it is 
necessary—absolutely necessary—that a Territorial government be es- 
tablished there; and I can see no valid reason for opposing that propo- 
sition. 

The second part of this bill is as distinct in subject-matter and is as 
distinct in policy from the first part as black is distinct from white. 
I do not want to impute motives to any one; but if I wanted to estab- 
lish a government in the Indian Territory, and was afraid I could not 
get it through the House unless it went through asa rider on some 
other proposition, I would place it in precisely the same place as the 
committee have placed this in this instance, 

Now, let us examine this second part of the bill for a few moments 
and see what the provisions of this second part really are, because it is 
there all the mischief lies, if there be any. Whether the condition of 
affairs in the Indian Territory is such as to justify the proposed action 
is not clear. At one moment we are told of the high state of civiliza- 
tion of the Indians inthe Indian Territory; at another_we are told of 
the vast amount of robbery, rapine, and murder that is oceurring there. 
Whether it be necessary to establish courts in the Indian Territory or 
not in furtherance of the demands of justice and of good government is 
a proposition which should be brought into this House by itself, dis- 
cussed by itself, and voted upon by itself, standing or falling upon its 
own independent merits. It isa serious question whether the affairs 
in that Territory are in such a condition as will justify us to take the 
measures that are sought to be enacted into law by this rider upon this 
bill. . 

Under the provisions in the second part of this bill there is a supreme 
court and also three district courts provided for that portion of the 
Indian Territory not included at all within the proposed bounds of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, but for entirely separate and distinct territory 
outside of and beyond the bounds of that land for which, by the first 
part of the bill, we are establishing a Territorial government. It is 
the country south of Kansas and west of Arkunsas and east of what is 
now known asOklahoma, I repeat, the second part of this bill at- 
tempts to legislate for an entirely separate and distinct Territory from 
the Territory legislated for in the first part of the bill. Excuse me for 
repeating this. I do not want this thing to be misunderstood. I want 
the House to clearly understand this, and it will then be seen how 
clearly I am justified in calling this second part of the bill a rider, and 
nothing but a rider, to the first part of the bill. 

What is to be the jurisdiction of these courts? 
bill. They are to have jurisdiction— 

First. In all cases, civil and criminal, over which jurisdiction was conferred 
upon the United States court held at Muscogee under and by virtue of “An act 
to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 1, 1889. 

They are to have jurisdiction— 

Second, In all civil cases in the Indian Territory over which the tribal courts 
have no jurisdiction and in all cases on contracts entered into by citizens of 
any tribe or nation with citizens of the United States in good faith and for valu- 
able consideration, and in accordance with the laws of such tribe or nation, and 
such contracts shall be deemed valid and enforced by such courts. 

Listen to the closing words of that proposition; They shall have juris- 
diction in all cases on contracts entered into bdween white men and 
Indians, and such contracts shall be deemed valid and enforced by such 
courts. 

These contracts when they are between a white man and an Indian 
are declared by this law to be legal and are to be ‘‘enforced’’ by these 
courts. The language is too broad and becomes, in fact, mandatory 
upon the court, though some good defense might exist outside of the 
limitations in the act. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman will allow a suggestion, that is 
directing the court what it shall decide. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Precisely so—doing the work of 
the courts here in this legislative body. Third, it provides that they 
shall have jurisdiction in all cases, civil and criminal, over which 
jurisdiction may be conferred by this aet or by other acts of Congress. 
What other acts—past or future? Who knows? 

But this bill does not stop there. It goes on to provide that in this 
Territory—not the Territory of Oklahoma, but the Indian Territory, 
east of Oklahoma—the statutes of the State of Arkansas shall be law. 
As to Oklahoma, by the first part of the bill the statutes of Nebraska 
are to be taken and held to be law until the Territorial Legislature shall 
order otherwise; but as to the Territory east of Oklahoma, where these 
courts. are to be established, the statutes of Arkansas are taken, and 
they are hereby extended over and put in force in the Indian Terri- 
tory until Congress shall otherwise provide.“ J want to call the at- 


Let us refer to the 


tention of my friend from Illinois [Mr. AvAMs] to that provision, be- | Territory as elsewhere, and I call the attention, or I would call the at- 


cause of the question which he asked awhile of genial friend 
from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 2 

Mr. ADAMS. Where is that provision? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. At the bottom of page 27. 
There, PD express words, the code of Arkansas is made the code for the 
Indian Territory. Ido not know why they did not take the code of 
Kansas. I do not know why my learned friend from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS], who introduced this bill, discarded the statutes of his own 
State and took those of Arkansas. I know that, judging from the past 
history of the two States and jndging from the effects of their respect- 
ive codes in repressing crime, I should prefer the Kansas statutes to 
those of Arkansas, But even in Oklahoma they have not taken those 
Kansas statutes, but have skipped over. Kansas up to Nebraska to find 
a code of laws. But to return. The statutes of Arkansas are made the 
statutes for the Indian Territory, and I say that the making of those 
statutes the code for the Indian Territory is a distinct violation of treaty 
obligations. 

Without going through the form of erecting a Territory, we give law 
to the Territory. We erect couris, but, while refraining from in form 
erecting a legislature, we import for the Territory a ready-made code. 
Itis provided by this bill that the statutes of Arkansas relating to ad- 
ministration, to the powers of courts of probate, to arrest and bail, to 
attachments, to assignments for the benefit of ereditors, to attorneys 
at law, to bills of exchange and promissory notes, to civil rights, to the 
common and statute law of England, to contempts, and so on, down 
to and including landlord and tenant and mortgages, shall be the law 
for the Indian Territory, for these courts to enforce. What becomes of 
the Indian legislatures? Sir, I do not know a great deal about the 
state of advancement which the Indian has attained in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, but I do. know something about it. 

It has been my fortune to travel through that country from one end 
of it to the other, and I remember that on one occasion the chief of one 
of the tribes with his wile came into the car where some of us were 
sitting. He was dressed as well as any gentleman on this floor, and 
beiter than some. He talked as intelligently asany gentleman on this 
Hoor—I wiil not say more so than some. His wife had her kid gloves 
and her silk dress and an ostrich feather in her hat. She was dressed 
as well as any lady in the gallery. I saw his store, as finely appointed 
a store of general merchandise as can be found west of the Mississippi 
River in a town of that size. I saw evidences of civilization in that 
Territory and of capacity for government; I saw schools and churches, 
and I was compelled to say as I left the Indian Territory and camo 
back into the States that the worst specimens of humanity I had seen 
in that country were not the men with red skins. 

Why are not those Indian legislatures capable of making laws for the 
government of their own people? What is the necessity for importing 
the code of Arkansas into their Territory and placing it over them? 
Ah, but our friends have left one right to the Indians, In looking 
over this bill I find that they prohibit any officer of the United States 
from uniting a citizen of the United States in marriage with a mem- 
ber of the civilized nations until the preliminaries to such marriage 
shall have been first arranged according to the law of the nation of 
which said Indian person isa member.” They allow the squaw the 
right io be courted in the good old-fashioned Indian way, and the 
squaw-man, as he is called, to be inducted into the tribe in the same 
old way, and that is about the only right they have left to the inhab- 
ea and the owners of thatTerritory. This bill goes further and pro- 
vides— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman pardon me for a question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have only a little time, and I 
have considerable yet to say. The gentleman knows all about this 
subject, and I cantell him nothing new. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have treated the gentleman kindly. I merely 
wished to ask him a question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, if I had the time I would 
consent to stand up here and be catechised by the hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will give the gentleman five minutes of my 
time. 

Se BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then ask your question. 

r. SPRINGER. Are you aware that the provision that you have 
just been criticising was put into this bill at the request of the attor- 
neys of the Cherokee Nation who came before the committee? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Which provision do you refer to? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The provision about marriage that you have just 
read, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Oh, I did not criticise that. I 
spoke of that as one of the rights that you had left to the Indians. I 
gave it as an evidence that yon had not taken all 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all right, then. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, if we think alike, thank 
Providence for the coincidence. It is not oſten that it occurs. [Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. Chairman, I retain the remainder of the five minutes which 
the gentleman has yielded me, [Renewed laughter. ] 

This bill goes on further to provide that all laws relating to national- 
banking associations shall have the same force and effect in the Indian 
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tention, of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], if he were in his 
seat, to that provision which extends the organization of national banks 
into this great western empire of ours without any further legislation. 
Now, these are the courts which by this ‘‘rider’’ to this bill you es- 
tablish; these are the laws which by this rider“ you give those courts 
to enforce. Between whom are those laws to be enforced by those 
courts? As has been stated there are treaty stipulations which cover 
this question. Article 7 of the treaty of 1866 provides as follows: 


The Choctaws and Chickasaws agree to such legislation as Congress and the 
President of the United States may deem necessary for the better administra- 
tion of justice arid the protection of the rights of persons and property in the 
Indian Territory, 


That seems very plain; but that is not all of the provision. 
on to say: 


Tt goes 


Provided, however, Such legislation shall not in any wise interfere with or an- 
nul the present tribal organization or their respective legislatures or judiciaries, 
or the rights, laws, privileges, or customs of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, 


respectively, 

I ask you whether these courts you establish, whether these laws 
you ordain, do not interfere with these legislatures and these judiciaries; 
whether they do not interfere with the rights, laws, privileges, and 
customs of the Indians. Let us see between what classes of people this 
jurisdiction is to be exercised. This jurisdiction, which, as I hold, con- 
travenes not only the spirit, but the express letter of the treaty stipu- 
lation, is found in the thirty-sixth section of the rider.“ That sec- 
tion confers jurisdiction upon the district courts “‘ over all controversies 
arising between members or citizens of one tribe or nation of Indians 
and the members or citizens of other tribes or nations in the Indian 
Territory —not (as the treaty permits in another section) between 
white men and Indians, but between the members of one tribe and the 
members of another tribe. Nowhere in the treaty issuch authority 
given us, Then it goes on to say: 

And any citizen or member of one tribe or nation who may commit any offense 
or crime the person or property of a citizen or member of another tribe 
or nation 1 be subject to the same punishment in the Indian Territory as he 
would be if both parties were citizens of the United States, 

I ask you where under treaty obligations you get the right to legis- 
late thus between Indian and Indian. It can not be fo Follow- 
ing on, the section says: 

And any member or citizen of any Indian tribe or nation in the Indian Terri- 
tory shall have the right to invoke the aid of the courts therein for the protec- 
tion of his person and property, as though he were a citizen of the United States, 

An Indian goes to law. He is in bad odor in his neighborhood or 
ſor some reason he supposes that the Indian court will see to it that his 
testimony will be taken only for what it is worth. He does not want 
a trial in a native court and in the vicinity where he has lived and is 
known. At once you clothe him with the power by his mere ipse dixit 
to become a citizen of the United States for the time being and to in- 
voke the intervention of these United States courts against his fellow- 
Indian, perhaps 200 miles from his home. Why, sir, you give the bad 
Indian more rights than you give the good Indian. An Indian who 
stands well in his own community has nothing to fear from a jury of 
the vicinage, and we must remember these are all civilized tribes, with 
native laws and native courts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey has 

ired. 
Si. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, I was afraid of that. I 
am not through. Has the Chairman allowed me the three minutes 
yielded tome by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois had no time to 

d; he has occupied his entire time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was to have ten minutes from the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. STRUBLE], and I intended to yield five minutes of 
that time to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey five min- 
utes of the time I Fit pepe to yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Thanks. I want to call atten- 
tion before I close to one other teature of this bill, to which I alluded 
incidentally, and which it seems to me requires as careful consideration 

at the hands of this House as the question of the punishment of crime. 
I mean the importing into and placing over a nation of Indians new 
laws which they have no part in formulating, and of which they do not 
know the meaning and efiect—laws which undertake to regulate their 
commercial and domestic affairs. 

If I read this bill aright it does precisely that, because it makes 
law in the Indian Territory, until Congress shall otherwise provide, 
the statutes of Arkansas, with reference to attachments, with ref- 
erence to promissory notes, with reference to almost every commer- 
cial transaction known among men. I know it is claimed these laws 

are to be only for white men, but I have shown they are not exclu- 
sively so and may be invoked by one Indian against another. Does 
it not become this committee, who desire so muth to have a Territorial 
vernment established for Oklahoma, to consider whether they do Ok- 
lahoma a kindness when they insist upon riding their bill to death 
with this rider which they have placed upon it? If they feel that 
kindness towards the inhabitants of Oklahoma which they profess, let 
them strike out all the sections of the bill beyond the twenty-fourth 


and let us put through the unopposed of the bill, which will ac- 
complish their desire to give a 1 to Oklahoma. 

The Indian Territory was set apart as a home for certain tribes of In- 
dians. They gave value for that Territory, yielding up rich lands 
now populous States. These tribes have become civilized; they merit 
our protection; yet, year by year, legislation creeps in and year by year 
the white man gets a firmer foothold in this Territory. We are false 
to our trust if we do not protect and defend them, as by solemn treaty 
we have agreed to do. A 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield thirty minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the importance and necessity of this 
legislation are realized, I trust, by every member of this House. We 
may differ as to details when we come to examine the provisions of this 
bill; but it occurs to me that every member occupying a seat upon this 
floor should concede that there is an imperative necessity for legislation 
of this character. The committee having charge of this measure did 
not believe that the Senate bill met the expectations of the country or 
conformed to the necessities of the people who are to be legislated for. 
It proposes to organize a little Territory, embracing 1,800,000 acres of 
land in round numbers, and then passes 300 miles away and takes in No 
Man’s Land, without any intervening contiguous or homogeneous ter- 
ritory. The House committee did not believe it would be the wish or 
desire of the House to constitute a Territory so organized; and we have 
in the proposed substitute reported a measure which we believe, upon 
careful investigation, will be found wise, patriotic, and conformable to 
the wishes of the people who are to be legislated for and for the best 
interests of the country. 

Now; let me look briefly at the sections of country that are embraced 
within the provisions of this bill. Asis known to every member here, 
the Creeks and Seminoles ceded to the Government of the United States 
their right to the land embraced within the boundaries of this proposed 
Territory, and hence they can impose no serious objection. 

Tn 1866 a new treaty was made with the Chickasaws and Choctaws 
by the provisions of which they were relieved from the consequences 
of their treason and rebellion against the Government of the United 
States, and in the third article of such treaty they cede to the Govern- 
ment all their lands lying west of the ninety-eighth degree of west lon- 
gitude; and when their attorney, General Paine, appeared before your 
committee he did not question the right of Congress to provide a Ter- 
ritorial government for such Territory, but in the interest of his clients 
pleaded for better compensation for these lands. 

The Osages, the Pawnees, the Poncas, the Nez Percés, the Otoes, and 
Missourias bought, with the assistance of the Government, the lands 
they occupy from the Cherokees, and no one has ever presumed tocon- 
tend that Congress has not the power to embrace their lands within 
the boundaries of the new Territory. 

No one questions our right and all recognize the propriety and ne- 
cessity of local government for No Man’s Land, and hence the only land 
concerning which there can be any controversy as to our right and power 
to legislate is that strip of country so eloquently spoken of by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hook ER] and by my distinguished friend 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], known as the Cherokee Strip. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire, in the short time I shall occupy the floor, to 
give some attention to this particular strip of country and to call the 
attention of the House logically and chronologically to the facts con- 
cerning the title held by the Indians to this land. 

Now, I have not time to answer in detail all of the criticisms made 
by the opponents of this bill, but I desire to say that I feel when the 
committee comes to consider its provisions in detail they will be con- 
vinced of their wisdom and propriety, but ifthere be one section or one 
line found which violates any treaty stipulation or that is unfair to the 
Indians, we are willing it shall be eliminated from the bill. 

My friend from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] criticises some pro- 
visions of the bill, and yet he seems to have forgotten section 13 ot the 
treaty of 1866 with the Cherokee Indians, which provides in the fol- 
lowing words: 

That the Cherokees also agree that a court or courts may be established by 
the United States in said Territory with such jurisdiction and organized in such 
manner as may be prescribed by law. 

That is the exact language of the treaty, the last treaty made with 
the Cherokee Indians, giving to the United States authority to establish 
courts over all their Territory; and under this authority the Congress 


which adjourned on the 4th of March last organized what is known as 


the court of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HOOKER. Did the gentleman read the proviso to that section? 
Mr. PERKINS. I did not read the proviso, but by the proviso we 
are not to interfere with the tribal organization or with their judicial 
tribunals, and I say there is not a single line or provision in this bill 
which interferes with these rights of the Indians, We have carefully 
rotected every right given by treaty or by the laws of the United States. 
en you come to consider the bill in detail, if my ingennous friend 
from Mississippi [ Mr. HOOKER] or nry learned friend from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] can find a line or a sentence which violates our obli- 
gations to these red men, we are willing such line or sentence should 

be eliminated and stricken from the bill. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to examine somewhat hastily the rights 
and title of the Cherokees to this Strip. My friend from issippi 
‘bases his argument almost entirely on the patent they have to these 
lands. He argues that, notwithstanding a patent may be made in vio- 
lation of treaty and without authority of law, yet we must accept it 
as conclusive evidence of title, and that we can not go behind it and 
examine the laws and treaties under which it was issued. 

Is such a remarkable proposition to be entertained by the lawyersof 
this House? If I should execute a deed to my friend from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN ] for all the property of the distinguished member from 
Mississippi, would it be held by him or would any one stand upon the 
floor of this House and argue that a deed given by me and which at- 
tempted to convey to the member from New Jersey the property ofmy 
friend from Mississippi was conclusive, and on investigation the court 
could not hold the title I attempted to convey null and void? Noprop- 
osition of law has been better determined and adjudicated than that a 
patent or deed is evidence of title only. If upon investigation itis found 
that the patent or deed was given without right or without authority 
of law, that pro tanto it is void and conveys no title, will any one con- 
tend that the President, as the Executive Officer of the Government, 
has the power, by deed or patent, to convey tke lands and property of 
the United States not authorized by law or treaty? Hence in the con- 
sideration of this question we should divest ourselves of sentiment and 
go back to the early treaties and negotiations with these people, that we 
may ascertain what their rights are and what the Government of the 
United States obligated itself to convey and to guaranty to them. 

We should at all times remember the distinction between their home 
lands and the so-called ‘‘Outlet.’’ . 

All know the early history of this people. We know the contests 
waged in the past in the States of Georgia, Tennessee, and North Caro- 
lina, and the desire of the Indians of these States to get away from the 
encroachments and persecutions of the whites, and of their desire to 
secure protection and a home west of the Mississippi River. We know 
also the negotiations which were pending fora long time before the 
Executive Departments of the Government looking to their removal to 
the wild and uninhabited regions of the West. 

In course of time and as negotiations progressed Mr. John C. Calhoun, 
then the Secretary of War, wrote this letter to the Cherokees, and I 
invite all to give it careful consideration: 

DEPARTMENT OF WAR, Sh October, 1821. 

Broruenrs: I have received your communication of the 2th of July last, com- 

laining that the promises of the Government in relation to intruders upon your 
1 to an outlet to the west have not been performed. It has always Bonn 
its intention to carry into effect fully every promise made to you, and which I 
was under the impression had been done, particularly upon the points com- 
pene of, as orders were issued some time since for the removal of the whites 

m your lands and from the tract of country to the west of your reservation, 
commonly called Lovely's Purchase,” by which you would obtain the outlet 
promised. Copies of these orders are herewith reat el for your information. 

Governor Miller, who is now here, on his return to the Arkansas Territory, 
informs me that he knows of but one person who has settled upon your lands, 
and he believes that person resides there with the permiasion of the natiqn. 

He is, however, authorized to call the attention of Major Bradford to the or- 
ders above referred to, and if they should not bave been previously carried inte 
effect to request him to do so without further delay. 

It is to be always understood that in removing the white settlers from Lovely's 
Purchase for the purpose of paps heres outlet promised you to the west, you aù- 
quire thereby no right to the soil, but merely to an ontlet, of which you Sopas 
to be already apprized, and that the Government reserves to itself the right of 
makin suit als ition as it may think proper with regard to the salt springs 
upon t tract of country. 

Governor Miller is also fully authorized to receive and adjust any other com- 

laints you may have to make, which it is believed can be done satisfactorily 
Ey him upon the spot, without your sending a deputation for that purpose, as 
45 express a w to do. If, however, he should find any difficulty in the 
iness and think it of sufficient importance for you to send on a d tion, 

he is vested with discretionary power to grant you power to send one in the 


ring. 

* understand that some of your nation have settled tothe south of the Arkan- 
sas River on our lands, and as it is equally improper for your people to occupy 
our lands as for our people to ocoupy yours, it is expected that you will imme- 
diately order all your people to remove from the south to the north side of the 
river within the limits of your reservation; which, if not done in a reasonable 
time, Governor Miller is instructed to take the necessary measures to effect. 

I remain, your friend and brother, 
J. C. CALHOUN. 


TEKE-E-TOKE, JOHN JOLLY, BLACK Fox, W. WEBBER, THOS. GRAVES, 
Chiefs of the Arkansaw Cherokees. 

Thus at the very outset of the negotiations they were advised as em- 
phatically as language could advise them that they were only acquiring 
an easement or outlet to the land to the west. In the course of time the 
treaty of 1828 was made, and I desire briefly to call the attention of 
the House to the provisions of that treaty. That was the first formal 
treaty made with the Indians giving them these rights west of the 
Mississippi River. The treaty was concluded in this city on the 6th 
day of May, 1828, and the second article provides: 

The United States agree to the Cherokee and to guaranty it to them 
forever, and that ‘anty is Toreby solema y pledged, of 7,000,000 acres of land, 
to be bounded as follows, namely: 

Commencing at that point on Arkansas River where the eastern Choctaw 
boundary line strikes said river, and running thence with the western line of 
Arkansas, as defined in the foregoing article, to the south west corner of Missouri; 
and thence with the western boundary line of Missouri till it crosses the waters 
of Neosho, generally called Grand River; thence due west to a point from which 
a due south course will strike the present northwest corner o: ‘kansas Terri- 
tory; thence continuing due south, on and with the present western boundary 
line of the Territory to the main branch of Arkansas River; thence down said 
river to its junction with the Canadian River; and thence up and between the said 


rivers Arkansas and Canadian to a point at which a line running north and 
south from river to river will give the aforesaid 7,000,000 of acres. 

Then comes the additional provision of which John C. Calhoun spoke 
in his letter of 1821: 


In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of land taua Rectan for and bounded, the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west 
and free and unmolested use of all the country lying west of the western bound- 
ary (above described) as far west as the sovereignty of the United States and 
their right of soil extend. 


So, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that when speaking of this outlet 
no number of acres are given, no metes or bounds are mentioned, and 
the only right given or guarantied is a perpetual outlet to the west as 
far as the sovereignty of the United States extends, and the same right 
was given to the free and unmolested use of all the countrylying west 
of their described and defined reservation. These rights were given, 
as is known to every one familiar with the history of that period, for 
roaming and hunting purposes. 

Will my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] or my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BARNES] contend that by that article of the treaty these 
Indians acquired title to all the unoccupied lands of the West so faras 
the sovereignty of the Government should extend? They can do so 
with just as much consistency and with the same logic that they argue 
that the title of the Cherokees to this outlet or strip is an absolute 
or fee-simple title. The language of the treaty is substantially the 
same as to each tract. 

Mr. HOOKER, Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ihave not the time. 

Mr, HOOKER. Did they not obtain it by virtue of act of Congress? 

Mr. PERKINS. Notatall. By the act of Congress of 1830 (and I 
invite my friend to examine it carefully) no additional grants are made. 
Tt does not extend or attempt to extend the provisions of the treaty. 
Thus we find at the inception that only roaming and hunting privileges, 
with an easement, were ever contemplated by or given to these Indians 
to the lands west of their home reservation. The treaty of 1828 was 
followed by the treaty of 1833, and the language of the treaty of 1828 
was repeated, The language of the treaty of 1833 does not extend in 


any particular the rights of the Indians as they were defined and guar- - 


antied to them in the treaty of 1828. I will not spend the time to read 
these different provisions, but I say that in the Jan of the treaty 
of 1833, in speaking of this Outlet, no metes or bounds are given; no 
number of acres are mentioned, but in the lan eof the treaty of 1828 
the right to the free and unmolested use of all the country west of their 
7,000,000 acres was continued and repeated. This right extended to 
the eastern boundaries of Mexico, 

But in the treaty of 1833 we find a provision of much significance 
when considering this question. It was the first attempt in any treaty 
to define the boundaries of the Outlet, and ought to be considered in 
this connection, and I invite the attention ot my friend from Georgia 
as well as the attention of my friend from Mississippi to this provision. 
7 found in the third whereas or preamble to the treaty, and reads as 

‘ollows: 

Whereas there was to said articles of convention and agreement the following 
proviso, namely: Provided, nevertheless. That said convention shall not be so con- 
strued as to extend the northern boundary of said perpetual Outlet west, pro- 
vided forand guarantied in the second article of said convention, north of the 
thirty-sixth degree of north latitude, or so as to interfere with the lands assigned 
or to be assigned west of the Mississippi River to the Creek Indians who fave 
emigrated or may emigrate from the States of Georgia and Alabama under 
the provisions of any treaty or treaties heretofore concluded between the United 
States and the Creek tribe of Indians, 

If my friend will examine that map that hangs upon the frame before 
the Speaker’s desk he will find that the southern boundary of the pres- 
ent so-called Cherokee Outiet is more than 20 miles north of what ought 
to have been the northern boundary of the Outlet as fixed and desig- 
nated in this treaty compact. 

Mr. Chairman, I challenge the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] 
and I challenge one and all to point to a single treaty ever made with 
these Indians giving authority to the President of the United States, 
or to any executive or administrative officer, to convey, by patent or 
otherwise, a single acre of the lands that are embraced within the 
boundaries of the present so-called Cherokee Outlet. 

No treaty was ever made and no law was ever enacted that author- 
ized the conveyance of these lands to these Cherokees, and we should 
look at these facts as they are. 

The treaty of 1833 was followed by the treaty of 1835; and again 
the language of the treaty of 1828 and the language of the treaty of 
1833 is followed; and it is to these treaties that my distinguished 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] looked for the evidence of the In- 
dian title to these lands, and in his speech on yesterday he confessed 
that it was under and by virtue of the provisions of these treaties that 
these Indians secured their rights; and unless these treaties confer and 
authorize the claim made by these Cherokees to these lands, it must 
be confessed that it is without foundation and without right, and can 
not be sustained by an unauthorized patent. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, in the treaty of 1835 the Cherokees virtually 
confess that they have no right to the Outlet except asan easement, and 
believing that their home reservation of 7,000,000 acres of land was not 
sufficient for their purposes they enter into negotiations and buy 800,000 
acres from the Government and pay the Government $500,000 therefor, 


— 
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The lands thus bought were subsequently embraced in the sa a 

State of Kansas are known as the Cherokee Neutral Lands. ey 
bought this land from the Government and paid 8500, 000 therefor in 1835, 
because they themselves admitted that the 7,000,000 acres of land that 
they had in the home reservation was not sufficient for home purposes, 
They did not A regia. one of them, that they had any right to move 
upon this Outlet and occupy itas a home. É 

I wantemphatically to call the attention of the House to thatfact: that 
never has a Cherokee settled upon that Ontlet. Notone. They never 
presumed to build a house, to grow a tree, or to possess it as a place of 
residence. They have never in any way occupied it except as an ease- 
ment or outlet, except as they have leased it to cattle companies. They 
never pretended that they had any right to occupy it as a home until 
the itching palms of some of these chiefs were tickled by the almighty 
dollar that was corruptly placed there by these cattle companies, now 
so potent and powerful with them, 

Mr. Chairman, the treaty of 1835 was followed by the treaty of 1866. 
No additional rights were given to the Indians, but in the treaty of 1866 
the Cherokees ceded such right and title as they had to this land to the 
Government of the United States, that friendly Indians might be settled 
there. The treaty of 1866 was followed by the treaty of 1867, made at 
Medicine Lodge Creek, in the State of Kansas, with the Cheyenne and 
Arapaho Indians, in which treaty the Government of the United States 
gave more than 4,000,000 acresof these lands to the Cheyenne and Arap- 
aho Indians under authority of the treaty that the Government had 
made the preceding year with the Cherokees. 

7 2 of this treaty with the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians reads 
as follows: 


The United States that the following district of country, to wit: Com- 


by, sot apart for tbe absolute and undisturbed —f 
and occu: m of the Indians herein named, and for such other friendly tribes 
ians as from time to time they may be willing, with the con- 
sent of the United States, to admit among them; and the United States now 
solemnly agrees that no perenne except those herein authorized so to do, and 
except such officers, agents, and employés of the Government as may be author- 
ized to enter upon Indian reservations in discharge of duties enjoined by law, 
shall ever be permitted to pass over, settle upon, or reside in the territory de- 
scribed in this article, or in such territory as may be added to this reservation 
for the use of said Indians. (15 Stat., 594. 
Now, I want to follow this question of title in its logical order, and 

I want my eloquent and ingenious friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] 
and my ingenious friend from Mississippi toanswer these factsif they can, 
We only ask for what is right. We only demand what is fair of this 
House, what the law authorizes. We do not demand any unwarranted 
or controverted power, but in the name of the people of the country 
we insist that this House shall determine whether we will legislate for 
the long-horned Texas steer or whether we will legislate for the Amer- 
ican citizen. Shall this land be reserved for the domination of these 
cattle companies or will we open the way so that in the near future 
it can be opened under wise and wholesome legislation to the intelli- 
gent white settler; whether in time and under proper provisions of law 
an intelligent settler can go there and make a home for himself and 
for those who are dependent upon him, and thus create a new empire 
and contribute additional honor, and additional glory to our common 


try? 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, PERKINS. I can not yield. If some arrangement could be 
made by which my time could be extended I should be very glad to be 
interrupted by questions; but as it is I have not the time. 

Mr. rman, after the treaty was made with the Cherokees in 1866 
autho these lands to be settled by friendly Indians, and after the 
treaty, in ing with that, had been made with the Cheyennes and 
Arapahoes in 1867, the then Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. F. 
A. Walker, addressed a letter to the Department of the Interior, dated 
February 16, 1872, in which he called attention to the rights of the 
Government and to this Cherokee Outlet. I have the letter here and I 
will read it for the purpose of showing how the Executive Departments 
of the Government have treated the claims of the United States to that 
Territory. Ishall read also the resolutions passed by the Cherokees 
themselves, izing the fact that they had with their right 
and title to these lands. I read first the letter of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs: 

OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
February 16, 1872. 
Sm: the terms of the treaty concluded October 28, 1867, with the Chey- 
enne and Arapaho tribes of Indians a portion of said Cherokee country west 
of the ninety-sixth degree of west longitude, covering 4,303,000 acres, more or 
less, was assigned to and set apart as a reservation for said tribes. The United 
States having received these lands from the Cherokees and transferred them 
under the treaty provisions recited to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes are, of 
5 for the payment to the Cherokees of the sums properly to 
be paid on account of those lands. The Cheyennes and Ara are entirely 
destitute and dependent upon the Government, in the main, for subsistence, 
and have no tribal fund or possible means out of which payment could be made 
for the tract of country thus set aside for them; nor has the price to be paid for 
such lands at any time beew fixed cither by 
on the one part and the Cheyennes and 
tive order as provided insaid treaty. 


agreement between the Cherokees 
oes on the other or by execu- 
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In view of these facts and treaty stipulations, I deem it my duty to recommend 
that the President be requested to proceed to fix and determine the price to be 
paid for these lands, but that I regard it as highly desirable, both in the inter- 
est of economy and on other grounds, that the entire tract thus ceded by the 
Cherokees in the: treaty of 1866, exoepting only that portion upon which the 
Osages have been located, and for whieh the price to be paid been deter- 
mined by the President, as before cited, should be appraised at the same time 
with the lands ceded to the-Cheyennes and Arapahoes, and without awaiting 
ma re settlements thereon of other friendly tribes, as contemplated in 

e treaty, 

I have the honor to recommend that Congress be asked to passan act author- 
izing the President, upon the expression of assent tosuch action by the council 
of the Cherokee Nation, to proceed to fix the psice of all the lands ceded by the 
Cherokees in the treaty of 1866,excepting such only as have been sold to and 
232 by the Osages, and provided that the tract set apart as a reservation fer 
the Cheyennesand Arapahoes by the treaty of 1867 shall be separately appraised. 

Very respectfuly, your obedient servant, 
F. A. WALKER, Commissioner, 

To the How, SECRETARY or run INTERIOR. 

This letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs prompted a let- 
ter from the then Secretary of the Interior to the President of the United 
States, and, upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and in pursuance of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, Congress, on 
May 29, 1872, an act directing the President and the Secretary 
of the Interior to have the lands appraised, as follows: ‘ 

That the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Interior are 
hereby authorized to make an appraisement of the Cherokee lands lying west 
of the ninety-sixth meridian of west longitude, and west of the land of the 
Osage Indians, in the Indian Territory, and south of the southern line of the 
State of Kansas, ceded to the United States by the Cherokee Indians under 
their treaty of July 19, 1866, for settlement of friendly Indians, and report the 
same to Congress. (17 Stat., 190.) 

On the 4th of December, 1873, the council of the Cherokee Nation 
passed an act, one section of which I will read: 

Be ü enacted by the national council, That the before-named W. P. Ross, prin- 
cipal chief; W. P. Adair, J. B. Jones, D. W. Bushyhead, and Rufus Ross, be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to proceed to Washington City to represent the 
Cherokee Nation before the Government of the United States, and * * * * 
that said delegation be, and they are hereby, instructed to urge upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States prompt payment to the Cherokee Nation for its 
lands lying west ofthe Arkansas River and south of Kansas, under the provisions 
of the treaty of 1866 and the act of Congress approved May 29, 1872. 

In pursuance of the act of Congress of May 29, 1872, and at the 
urgent request of the Cherokee Nation, as shown in the act of the na- 
tional council to which I have called your attention and in others that 
I might read, the Secretary of the Interior, on January 30, 1877, ap- 
pointed three commissioners to appraise said lands west of the Arkan- 
sas River, and I have here a copy of his letter designating the com- 
missioners, which I will read: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrick oy INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Washington, January 30, isv. 


Sin: The following-named gentlemen are hereby appointed to appraise the 
lands ceded to the United States by the Cherokee Indians under their treaty of 
July 19, 10o, as provided for by the fifth seotion of the act of Congress approved 


May 29, 1872: 

Thomas P. Kennard, of Lincoln, Nebr.; Enoch H. Topping, of Louisburgh, 
Kans; Thomas E. Smith, Paoli, Kans, 5 

You will please notify these gentlemen of their appointmeyt and pre and 
submjt tothe Department for approval the necessary instructions for their 


noe. 
Their compensation will be $8 per day, each, in addition to their actual ex- 
nses. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


The commissioners so appointed in due time performed their work, 
and I have a copy of the report made by them, which is found in House 
Ex. Doe. 89, first session, Forty-seventh Congress. The report is quite 
lengthy and I will not spend time to read it, but itshows that the com- 
missioners did the work assigned them in a careful and painstaking 
manner, 

Their report was brought to the attention of the President by the 
Secretary of the Interior by a communication dated June 19, 1879, a 
copy of which I hold in my hand, but will not spend time to read. On 
the 23d of June, 1879, President Hayes approved the appraisement made 
by the commissioners, as shown by the letter I will read: 

The action of the Secretary of the Interior, as conveyed to me by letter dated 
the 19th instant, in appraising and fixing the value of certain lands ceded by the 
Cherokee Indians to the United States, to be used in the settlement of friendly 
Indians, is as follows: 

Lands lying west of 96° west longitude, in Indian Territory, set apart under 
act of April 10, 1876 (19 Stat., 29), as n portion of the reservation for the Pawnee 
Indians, embracing an area’ of 230,014.04 acres, at 70 conts per acre. 

All other lands ceded by the Cherokees in the treaty of 1856, Articlo XVI (14 
Stat., 804), embracing an area of 6.314.562. 0l acres, at 47.49 cents per acre, is hereby 
approved and ratified as my act, under the act of May 29, wigs Karastan 


Z, CHANDLER, Secretary. 


Exxcurive MAxsiox, June 23, i879. 


After the appraisément was made known and the price of the lands 
was fixed by the President of the United States, the Cherokee Coun- 
cil, this Indian legislative body of which our friend from Mississippi 
speaks so eloquently, ratified and approved the same, and on the 17th 
of December, 1881, instructed its delegates to Washington as follows: 


That the said delegation are hereby authorized and instructed to prosecute 
toa final settlement with the United States all the unsettled business of the 
Cherokee Nation with the United States, and particularly all questions relating 
to the lands of the Cherokees lying west of the Arkansas River, aud to secure, 
without further delay, the remainder of the price still due for these lands. 


In obedience to these instructions the duly and properly accredited 
delegates of the Cherokee Nation demanded of the Government the 


1890. 


money they claimed was yet due to their people on account of the sale 
of all these lands known as the Outlet or Cherokee Strip. I beg all to 
remember that this was but eight years ago, and, their demande having 
been made in writing, I will read a copy of it: 

Wasutsaron, D. C., January 11, 1882. 


Sm; Tn compliance with our instructions, we desire to bring before you a 
matter of considerable importance, calling for curly action, 

Your predecessor, under date of February 9, 1880, sent a communication to 
Congress containing the appraisement of certain lands belonging to us and ly- 
ing west of the Arkansa@ River, being in all 6,514,576.05 acres. íf amount 
239,011,05 acres was apprai separately, and was to be paid for ina manner 
already prescribed by act of April 10, 1876, and the remainder, 6,844,562, were 
appraised by ths Secretary and the President, as the law directed, in June, 

79, At 47.49 cents per acre, making an śe of $3,013,082. 

Upon this there is due us interest from July 1, 1579, to the present date, or 
date of payment. at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum. u that amount 
there has been paid, by an appropriation in the deficiency bill of 1880, the sum 
of $39,000, and al so an appropriation last year of $50,000, passed to our credit 
last Summer as sums paid on our lands thus appraised at an regate for the 
entire tract of 47.49 cents per acre. It will thus be seen that there has been a 
full recognition of the amount thus due us by the President, the Department, 
and Congress, We have so far been unable to secure full payment, and now 
ask that you send an estimate for the principal and interest due us. Of the 
amotiut dus we ask that the sum of 000 be invested under the act of April 
1,1839. as a perpetual school and seminary fund, and that the remainder 
placed to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, subject to the action of the Cher- 
okee legislature or national council. 

At the time the treaty of July 19, 1868, was entered into, the demand was made 

on us that we cede all our lands west of 96°, on the ground that they were im- 
mediately needed for the occupancy of other Indian tribes. A treaty had been 
made with the Osages in 1865, contemplating their removal to the Indian Ter- 
ritory, which was accomplished, and took part of the tract. Treaties were also 
being at that time entered into with the Arapahoes, the Kiowas, and the Co- 
manches, and the Cheyennes, by which all the remainder of our lands lying 
west of 96° were set apart for these Indians, and the lands were so set apart by 
the ratification of these treaties, and which allotments have never been changed 
by law, save insomuch as has been hereinbefore . Every considera- 
tion ot law and equity required that we should have been pea for the land 
ceded long ago, Had our treaty been complied with, we should have been paid 
fifteen years ago, 

The treaty has, in all essential particulars, been set aside, In no instance 
were the Cherokees permitted to havea voice in their appraisement or d — 
tion. In 1872 General Francis Walker, then Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
in a letter dated February 16, 1872, called the attention of the Secretary of the 
Interior to the subject, and by the Secretary the matter was presented to Con- 


In the letter the Commissioner said: ‘By the terms of a treaty concluded Oc- 
tober 23, 1867, with the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, a portion of said Cherokee 
country west of 96° of west longitude, covering 4,300,000 acres, more or less, was 
assigned toand set a as a reservation for sald tribes, the United States, hay- 
ing received these lands from the Cherokees and transfi them, under treaty 

visions recited, to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, are of course responsible 
for the payment to the Cherokees of the sums properly to be paid on account 
of these lands.” 

Under these communications the act of May 29, 187, was enacted; and finally, 
under it, as „the en tract was appraised by the Secretary and Presi- 
dent. It was not appraised as for particular tribes, but as it had been all at the 
date of the law authorizing it set apart for certain tribes, the boundaries of said 
district distinct'y set forth, and the occupants determined, it was, without ref- 
erence to the difference in value of timber, yalley, and pasture land, appraised 
as One entire tract, the valuation being for the whole as a single body thus dis- 
posed of, and not an appraisement of particular tracts. 

It was neither the purpose ef the law, nor would it be in accordance with 
either law or equity, to pick out the most valuable tracts and take them at the 
price fixed for the whole. We could not permit such a gross abuse of the trust, 
nor is it to be presumed that the United States authorities would be guilty of it. 
We have already suffered great wrong by this delay. Weaska 88 remedy, 
The whole amount should be paid now, and it is all due under theo: existing 
regulations and provisions; nor is there any authority of law under which only 
a part of it could be paid. 

f the United States is unable to pay for it all at present, we ask that it pay 
principal and interest for what it wants, and restore the remainder to us as it 
was before the treaty of 1566. 


To one of these two things weare beyond all question entitled. Asking your 


favorable recommendation at an early day as pract 
We are, very respectfully, . 4 


©, 


Hon. S. J. KIREWOOD, Secretary of the Interior. 

This communication was referred hy the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for an estimate to be submitted to 
Congress and for other information, and after carefully considering the 
entire subject the Commissioner made his reply under date of Febru- 
ary 7, 1882, a copy of which I will read: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrick OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 7, 1882. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference of the 
dth instant, of a communication dated the 11th ultimo, from the Cherokee del- 
egates, wherein they ask that an estimate be submitted to Con for princi- 
pal and interest due the Cherdkee Nation under the sixteenth article of the 
treaty of 1866 (14 Stat., 804), for lands lying west of the Arkansas River, $500,000 
of the amount to be invested under the act of April 1, 1881, asa perpetual school 
fund and the remainder to be placed to the it of the Cherokee Nation, sub- 
ject to the action of the national council. 

In_ your reference indorsement upon this communication, you request to be 
furnished with all information in this office showing what payments have been 
made in any way to the Cherokee Indians, or for their benefit, for the lands, or 
any of them, mentioned in the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, which accompanies the communication of the delegates above referred to. 

In reply, I have to state that. of the lands west of the Arkansas River men- 
“tioned in thesixteenth article of the treaty of 1966, there haveactually been sold 
and occupied” the following quantities, namely: 


Acres. 

To the Pawnees.... a 

To the Poncas. „801. 
To the Nez Peroés.... veces 00,710. 59 
To the Otoes and Missourias . q acsevevesseee 129, 118. 20 
A ˖ » Ä 8 e « 551,732. 44 
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By the deficiency act of June 16, 1880 (21 Stat., beng sheen appropriation of $300,- 
000 was made, to be — into the treasury of the Cherokee Nation, out of the 
Sou due said nation, for its lands in the Indian Territory west of the Arkansas 

ver. 
the deficiency act of March 3, 1881 (21 Stat., 422), $50,000 was appropriated 


for 1 of the lands occupied by the Poncas, 
As re stated there were e (pss to the Poncas 101,594.31 acres, which at 
y 


47.49 cents per acre, the price fix the President June 23, 1879, amounts to 


$48,389.45, which amount has been carried to the credit of the Cherokees, 

The Cherokee Nation has therefore received, on account of their lands west of 
the Arkansas River, sold and occupied,” the sum of 818,389.46. 

1 will add that the President fixed the price of the Pawnee lands at 70 cents 
per acre, and the remainder of the lands west of the Arkansas River at 47.49 
cents per acre, 

The papers referred by you are herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
: H. PRICE, Commissioner. 
The honorable THE SECRETARY OF TIE INTERIOR, 


The sum of $300,000 referred to by the Commissioner in his reply 
was appropriated by act of Congress approved June 16, 1880. The act 
was as follows; 

That the sum of $500,000 is hereby appropriated, to be paid into the Treasury 
of the Cherokee Nation for its lands in the Indian Territory west of the Arkan- 
sas River, as per estimate of the Secretary of the Interior, and which sum shall 
be expended as the acts of the Cherokee legislature direct, to relieve the desti- 
tution of the Cherokee people, caused by the failure of crops during the past 
season by reason of the drought, this amount to be immedi y available. 
(21 Stat., 248.) f 

The further sum of $50,000 was appropriated by Congress in 1881 
and paid to the Cherokee Nation under the appraisement of lands (oe- 
cupied by the Poneas) west of the Arkansas River, at 47.49 cents per 
acre. (21 Stat., 422.) 

The appeal of the delegates of the Cherokee Nation for the money 
they claimed to be due from the Government for the lands appraised 
and sold was submitted with the letter of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to Congress, arid on the 3d day of March, 1883, less than seven 
years ago, Congress made an appropriation, as follows: 

That the sum of $300,000is hereby appropriated, to be paid into the treasury of 
the Cherokee Nation, out of the funds due under appraisement for Cherokee 
lands west of the Arkansas River, which sum shall be expended as the acts of 
the Cherokee legislature direct, this amount to be imm tely available: Pro- 
vided, That the Cherokee Nation, through its proper authorities, shall execute 
conveyances, satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior, to the United Stat 
FFF 
the prs bt 8 of enia 8 of money. (H Stat, 624.) Oo ar 

Mr. Chairman, I am admonished by my friend from Iowa [ Mr. STRU- 
BLE] that my time is almost exhausted, so that I can not comment upon 
the historical and legal status of these lands, as shown by the treaties 
and other documents that I have produced, as I would like, but it is 
shown that the Cherokees haye already received more than $1,600,000 
for these lands—lands to which I think at best they never had any right 
but the right of an easement; and yet with the audacity of a highway- 
man they insist that the Government of the United States has not the 
power by Congressional enactment to extend the boundaries of a Terri- 
tory so as to embrace these lands without their royal permission. Upon 
what meat have these our Cæsars fed that they have grown so great? 

Mr. Chairman, I would not do an injustice to these Indians, but we 
have a duty to perform for the Government of the United States and 
for the people whose representatives we are. In my judgment we 
should legislate for this Territory; we should create Territorial govern- 
ment for the people of Oklahoma, No Man’s Land, and the Cherokee 
Strip without delay. We should open the Cherokee Strip to white 
and industrious settlement. The cattle barons should go, and if a 
dollar remains due the Cherokees let us pay it to the last farthing; 
yes, let us be absolutely fair and pay to the Cherokees $1.25 an acre 
tor these lands instead of taking them at their appraised value, and 
while fair to the Cherokees let us be fair to our constituents and to the 
Government, whose servants we are. 

Had I the power I would open these Jands to settlement without de- 
lay. I would do this because I believe it right. Iwould doit because 
I believe the best interests of the country would be subserved thereby 
and because there are no legal or moral obligations that in the least 
restrain us, 

My objections to the present bill are that it does not go far enough, 
rather than it goes too far. 

Mr. Chairman, the conditions existing as to this Cherokee Strip must 
cease. They are abnormal, they are digraceful, and I shall be anxious 
to see how some gentlemen who have so much to say about the old 
soldiers and the poor and unfortunate people of the Jand vote upon this 
measure. I shall be surprised if, after all their boastings, they vote to 
dishonor the American soldier who saved his country from the horrors 
and calamities of treason and rebellion, and vote to exalt the American 
steer by declaring that these lands shall be reserved for the use and 
domination of the cattle companies, 

In conclasion, Mr. Chairman, I thank God that the President of the 
United States has given notice that the cattle leases are without an- 
thority of law and are against public policy aud must give way to the 
almost unanimous demand of the people of the country that these lands 
srah be ERN for and 1 ep to 5 85 settlement under wise and 
wholesome legislation. t us hasten that glad day by promptly pass- 
ing this Oklahoma bili. E 

Mr. BARNES was recognized. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that there remain unused 
sixteen minutes of the time allotted to the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, it was understood between the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] and myself that he would give some 
time to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TArsnEy] and that I also 
should give him some time. I believe I was to yield seven and one- 
half minutes and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] the same. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If the getitleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] 
wishes to speak now, perhaps he had better use the time which I am 
to allot him, which it was agreed should be five minutes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that I shall need 
the whole of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. BARNES. Seven minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Then the gentleman from Missqhri [Mr. TARS- 
NEY] will proceed for twelve minutes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the scope of the 

rovisions of the measure under consideration, it is proposed to estab- 

ish a Territorial government exercising all the powers of government 
legislative, executive, and judicial—over the people of Oklahoma proper, 
also over the country commonly known as No Man’s Land and the 
lands aequired from the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians, and to extend 
judicial authority and jurisdiction over what is known as the Cherokee 
past pace and over the country possessed and owned by the five 
ci tribes of Indians. 


I can not concur, Mr. Chairman, in the views and reasonings ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], nor with those 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER], urged in opposition 
to this measure. Neither can I concur with the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Territories that the measure here presented from that com- 
mittee embodies the measure of relief which the inhabitants of that 
country demand and which of right they should have. 

The objections which I would urge against this measure are directly 
opposite to the objections which have been urged by the distinguished 
gentlemen to whom I have referred. I believe that this bill, instead 
of being too broad in its scope and application, is too limited. Instead 
of going too far it stops short of meeting the requirements of the situ- 
ation. It does not go far enough. 

Sir, it is ur; here with great ability by my friend from Georgia 
Mr. BARN ESI and by my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] that 
y express covenants and 1 contained in solemn treaties be- 

tween the Government and Indian tribes owuing and occupying por- 
tions of this Territory it was agreed that the United States would not 
extend nor authorize to be extended over such Territory any govern- 
mental authority or control whatever; that no Territorial government 
should ever be created over or around such Territory; that by such 
treaty stipulations the Government is forever precluded from establish- 
ing any government, even to the extent of creating courts in said Ter- 
ritory, unless the sameis assented to by such Indian tribes; that such 
treaties are of full binding force and effect, and that if the measure 
under consideration be enacted it will be violative of such treaties, 

Mr. Chairman, if the position of the gentleman be correct, then my 
study of our system of government has been in vain and has profited 
me naught. I have been led, sir, to believe that the Constitution of 
the United States and the powers therein conferred upon the different 
departments of the Government extended to and were paramount over 
every foot of territory within the limits of the nation and over all the 
people within such territory. 

I was led to believe, sir, that the Constitution not only conferred the 
power upon, but made it the duty of, Congress and the Executive, when 
necessary or proper, to create subordinate governments for the welfare 
of the people; not only conferred the power and imposed the daty, but 
fixed and determined the character of the governments to be created. 
I have not yet learned that any portion of the Constitution can be sus- 
pended or annulled by treaty stipulations; I have yet to learn, sir, that 
the legislative and executive departments of the Government can throw 
off, abrogate, or contract away any of the powers, functions, or duties 
of government imposed upon them by the Constitution. 

The bold, broad proposition is presented in this debate that Congress 
and the Executive can sell, barter, and trade away the right to create 
governments for the people. I deny that commissioners appointed to 
negotiate treaties relating to land trades or the Senate of the United 
States by ratifying or the Executive by approving such treaties can 
suspend or annul the Constitution. I deny that thereby the Govern- 
ment can be estopped from exercising the powers and functions created 
and conferred by the Constitution. 

Need I remind this House that within the lifetime of the youngest 
Representative on this floor this country has been drenched in blood 
and billions of wealth has been expended in maintenance of the prin- 
ciple that this Government would not abrogate or surrender any of its 
constitutional authority, and that which it had no constitutional right 
to surrender it has no constitutional authority to contract away ? 

I therefore maintain, Mr. Chairman, that any stipulations or agree- 
ments contained in treaties or patents that the land described or re- 
ferred to in such treaties or patents should never be embraced in or in- 


cluded within or annexed to any Territory or State or erected into a 
Territory without the free and fuli consent of the legislative authority 
of the tribe owning the same, or that courts should not be established 
therein, are violative of the Constitution and are null and void. 

Concede the validity of treaty provisions of this character, and behold 
the absurdities and contradictions in our political system. A Consti- 
tution guarantying a republican form of government for every section 
of the country annulled or suspended by treaty provisions prohibiting 
the Government from authorizing the creation of a government, re- 
publican in form, over a vast territory within the jurisdiction of the 
Constitution. A constitutional command to create such governments 
bartered and sold away by the Executive and one branch of the Na- 
tional Legislature. A constitutional guaranty that all governments 
for all the people shall be republican in form, runnirg hand in hand 
with treaty covenants providing for the perpetual continuance of that 
system of government known only among the aboriginal tribes, 

Nor is this all; for carry out these treaty provisions to their full 
import and intent and you prohibit the Government from interfering 
to prevent the establishment of a monarchical or any other form of gov- 
ernment by the tribes inhabiting these lands, and this not only for 
the government of Indians, but likewise for the government of white 
citizens of the United States, who are more numerous in this Territory 
than are the Indians and who are there with equal lawful right. 

Mr. Chairman, another question is presented and discussed in this 
connection by the opponents of any Territorial government for that 
country. It is argued that by treaties and letters patent the Govern- 
ment conveyed to the Cherokee tribe of Indians the lands known as 
the Cherokee Strip“ or Outlet, that the title to said lands is vested 
in said Indian tribe, and that the provisions of this bill extending the 
jurisdiction of courts over such lands is in violation of treaty provisions. 

Mr. Chairman, if this or any other measure pending in this House 
would, if enacted into law, in my judgment, invade or take away tn 
the slightest degree any property right or any other lawfully guaran- 
tied rights of the Indian, there would be no man upon this floor more 
ardent in opposition to such measure than myself. Every property 
right of these Indians and every right which commissioners framing 
treaties with Indian tribes had constitutional authority to concede and 
grant ought to be guarded with the most jealous care and every such 
right be sacredly protected to the full extent of the letter thereof. But, 
sir; while we should deal in a spirit of fairness and with exact justice 
in our relations with the Indian, we should not allow any mere senti- 
mentality to influence us to concede to him rights which do not, in 
fact or law, exist. 

In determining the claims of Indians, based upon treaties and writ- 
ten instruments, we should construe such instruments by the same 
rules and give to the terms and provisions thereof the same construc- 
tion and meaning we would if the party claiming thereunder were 
white men instead of Indians. 

What, then, are the rights of the Cherokee Indians to the lands known 
as the Outlet or Strip?“ I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that these 
lands are the absolute property of the United States and that the Cher- 
okee Indians have no right or title to them whatever; that, influenced 
by a desire to obtain a speedy settlement and improvement of these 
lands; influenced by sentimentality; influenced by that spirit of gen- 
erosity and overfairness which induces and prompts the allowance and 
payment of doubtful claims, especially where payment is made with 
other people’s money; influenced by professional and interested lobby- 
ists (perhaps that is not now the proper designation of that patriotic 
class; I believe they now style themselves promoters of legislation), the 
Fiftieth Congress enacted a law authorizing the appointment of a com- 
mission to treat with these Indians and purchase whatever claim they 
might have or any pretended claim to these lands, and to pay them 
therefor at the rate of $1.25 per acre. The commission was appointed, 
attempted to negotiate, and failed to make the purchase, 

As I believe that the Cherokees have not one scintilla of right or title 
to those lands, either in law or in equity, I believe itis the duty of the 
Government to atonce open them to settlement, and that this billshould 
contain provisions not only for extending the jurisdiction of courts 
over this country, but also extend over it the jurisdiction of every de- 
partment of a Territorial government; and, further, that it should pro- 
vide for the immediate opening of the lands therein to settlement. 

The ownership of these lands, Mr. CImirman, is not involved in mys- 
tery.. They are not claimed by prescriptive right or immemorial oc- 
eupancy. To determine the ownership we are not compelled to ponder 
over and construe an ancient chain of treaties, patents, and other instru- 
ments of conveyance, multitudinous innumber and mystifying in lan- 
guage. The whole question is solved by the proper interpreting and 
construing of one plain and unequivocal instrument. 

Until the 31st day of December, 1838, these lands were the nndis- 
puted property of the United States. On that day President Van Bu- 
ren executed a patent relating to these and other lands to the Cherokee 
Indians. That patent recites the treaty under which and by authority 
of which it was issued. The treaty was dated the 29th of December, 
1835, and the second article thereof, as recited in said patent, was as 
follows: 


ART. 2, Whereas by the treaty of May 6, 1828, and the supplementary treaty 
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Nation of Ind the following tract of country. 

Then follows a description of the land now owned by the Cherokees 
east of the ninety-sixth parallel of west longitude, included in the lands 
of the five civilized tribes, and amounting to 7,000,000 acres. 

Following this description of said tract of land the second article of 
said treaty continues and recites as follows: 


In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of land thus provided for and bounded, the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west 
and a free and unmolested use of all the country west of the western boundary 
of said 7,000,000 acres as far west as the sovereignty of the United States and 
their right of soil extend. 

It is upon this clause of that treaty, and only upon this clause, that 
any claim of title or ownership of the ak or Outlet“ on the 
part of the Cherokees can be predicated. It is true that the granting 
clause of the patent issued by President Van Buren uses the same 
words in conveying the two tracts of land. It is as follows: 

Therefore, in the execution of the agreements and stipulations contained in 
the said several treaties the United States have pos an granis, and by these 
presents pd an and grant, unto the said Cherokee Nation the two tracts of land 
so surve and hereinbefore described, containing in the whole 14,874. 188.14 
acres, to have and to hold the same, together with all the Sy 5 privileges, and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging, to the said Cherokee À ‘ation forever, etc, 

The President in issuing this patent was executing a special agency. 
He was simply executing and giving effect to the treaty, and his powers 
and authority were limited by that instrument. The President has not 
ex officio authority to convey or make grants of the public domain, He 
acts in such cases only under special warrant and authority of law, and 
in this case President Van Buren acted only under authority of the 
treaty of December 29, 1835, and his authority was limited by the 
terms of that treaty; hence the estate conveyed is to be determined, 
not by the language of the patent, but by the provisions of the treaty, 
and the patent is void in so far as it imports the conveyance of more 
lands or a greater estate than was authorized to be conveyed or con- 
tracted to be conveyed by the provisions of the treaty. 

The treaty, I submit, in aptand proper terms authorized the convey- 
ance to the Cherokee Indians of a fee-simple title to the 7,000,000 acres 
east of the ninety-sixth parallel of longitude, and had it been the in- 
tention of the makers of the treaty that a similar title to the Strip“ 
should be conveyed the same words would have been used; a separate 
clause would not have been inserted for that purpose, but the fact 
that the distinct tracts were authorized to be conveyed (if any convey- 
ance of the Strip“ was intended) by different clauses of the treaty, 
and that entirely different language is used in defining the rights or 
estate in each tract to be granted or conveyed, shows conclusively that 
it was not intended that the same estate in each tract should be granted. 

In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of land thus provided for and bounded the 
United States further guaranty — 

Not convey, not authorize to be conveyed— 
to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west and a free and unmolested use 
of all the country west of the western boundary of said 7,000,000 acres as far 
west as the sovereignty of the United States and their right of soil extend, 

Is there a lawyer in this House who, if sitting upon the bench and 
required to determine from the language of the clause of that treaty 
I have just quoted what were the rights of the parties, and who, if 
the issue was between the United States and white citizens of the Gov- 
ernment, would fora moment entertain the idea of holding that any 
greater estate was conveyed or intended to be conveyed than a mere 
easement, an outlet, a right of way, a mere right of passage over? 

In construing an instrument of this character it is our duty to take 
into consideration the situation, conditions, and circumstances thatsur- 
rounded the parties when the instrument was made, It will be re- 
membered documents are before the House and already in the RECORD 
showing that when this treaty was made it was considered doubtful if 
the 7.000, 000 acres would be ample for the use of the Cherokee Nation. 
It will also be remembered that all the lands lying west of this dis- 
puted tract and extending to the Pacific Ocean belonged to the Mexican 
Government and were unoccupied, and the evident purpose of this guar- 
anty was that the Cherokee Indians might have a lawful passage-way 
or outlet“ from their home reservation to the unoccupied Mexican 
lands to the west for the purposes of hunting and fishing. If I be cor- 
rect in this, then the Cherokees can have no right or shadow of claim 
to these lands, unless such right of way, passage-way, or eAsement, call 
it by whatever name you will, still exists. 

Need I call to the attention of the learned lawyers of this House the 
old and familiar rules of the common law? Need I say to them that 
there is no sounder or better-settled principle of law than that, if I con- 
vey to another a fee-simple title to a part of a tract of land which I 
own and in the same instrument of conveyance I grant him a perpetual 
right of way or easement over the lands which I retain, for the purpose 
of reaching a living spring or running stream, with the use of such 
spring or of the waters from such stream, or if I grant him such right 
of way that he may have egress to or ingress from a public highway, if 
the spring dries up, if the stream ceases to ran, or if the highway be 
abandoned, the right of way over my lands, that estate or easement 
therein which I had granted to him, ceases to exist? When the use 
ceases the right terminates. 


Mr. Chairman, it is said by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] that the most obnoxious feature of this bill, that which 
is the test violation of treaty rights, is found in the provisions which 
i the creation of courts in the territory of the five civilized 

Sir, I have endeavored to show that the establishment of courts or 
the creation of any other department of government over any of the 
Indian Territory is not only the right, but the duty ot Congress under 
the Constitution, and no treaty can be made valid which attempts to 
abridge that right; and I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this bill will pass, 
but that before it shall pass and become a law it will have been so 
amended as to provide for opening to settlement immediately every 
foot of land in which no Indian title exists, and that it shall be far- 
ther amended so as to create a Territorial government exercising all the 
powers and functions of government over all the country in that part 
of the nation not already included in States and Territories. I want 
now and here the foundation laid for another great State of this great 
Union in which an American constitution, American Jaws, and Amer- 
ican civilization shall govern, protect, and elevate all the yoopie 

I say to you, Mr. Chairman, that the time has come when there is 
no longer room in the United States for the operation of two systems 
of government or two civilizations. Certainly the time has come when 
barbarism or semi-barbarism ought not longer to be fostered, encour- 
aged, or protected. The time has come when the Government should 
obey the Constitution and give to every part of the nation and to all 
the le thereof an American republican form of government. 

1 r. F I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

OREY]. 

Mr. MOREY. There can be little difference of opinion as to what 
the duty of Congress is in relation to the organization of government 
and the establishment of law in the Territory embraced in the 1 = 
tion now before this House. The Committee on Territories, which has 
had this matter in „bas listened patiently to the views and the 

ents of all who desired to be heard. 

e Indian Territory, as commonly known and including the Chero- 
kee Outlet, embraces about 47,000,000 acres of land. There is in this 
Territory to-day a population of not less than 277,000 people, thre 
times as many as are to be found eachin the Territories of Idaho, Wyo- 
ming, and Arizona, which are to-day knocking at the door of Congress 
for admission as States into the Federal Union. Of this population of 
277,000 people not less than 190,000 are white citizens of the United 
States. They are lawfully there in the enjoyment of those rights and 

rivileges which they enjoy and are entitled to enjoy as citizens of this 

epublic. We owe to those citizens a plain duty—that is, to provide 
them with government and with laws. 

It has been the custom of this Government from time immemorial, 
as the population of any given territory assumed sufficient numbers, to 
give to those people the government which is guarantied by the Con- 
stitution in the form of a Territorial government until such time ds 
they might seek admission into the Federal Union. 

This bill looks to the organization of what is to be known as the 
Territory of Oklahoma, with a Territorial government, a supreme and 
district courts, and other officers such as are usually proyided in the 
Territories, and embracing all of the Indian Territory except that por- 
tion occupied by the five civilized tribes. 

It also provides a judicial government for the southern and eastern 
portion of that territory now occupied by the five civilized tribes under 
the name of the Indian Territory. While I am in favor of the general 
provisions of this bill and believe that it is the duty of this Co š 
to afford government and law to these people, I have not been able to 
concur in all respects with the conclusions of the committee. In m 
view, sir, this Territorial government ought to embrace all the vest 5 
tory now and heretofore known as the Indian Territory. In areai 
not out of proportion to the area of other States of the Union. It hag 
a population to-day to entitle it to admittance to the Federal Union, 
and in my judgment the time is not far distant when it will be appeal- 
ing here for the privilege of statehood. It possesses all the elements 
of climate, soil, and situation to make it a greatand powerful State. 

It was the unanimous view of all the members of the committee 
which had this bill in charge that the people of this entire Territory 
were entitled to the protection of law and that they were entitled to 
the jurisdiction of courts for the purpose of protecting their persons 
and their property. I believe, sir, that this protection can best be ex- 
tended to these people through the instrumentality of local Territorial 
government, and I shall be prepared to unite in any effort that may be 
made on this floor to strike out the anomalous, un-Ameriean, and un- 
republican provisions of this bill, by which the jurisdiction of extra- 
territorial courts is extended for the punishment of crimes and offenses 
committed within this Territory, and shall favor the extension of the 
jurisdiction of the Territorial courts created for the Territory of Okla- 
homa over the entire Indian Territory. 

These people are entitled to their local self-government.. They are 
entitled to enact their own laws under the Constitution and the laws of 
Congress applying alike to all the Territories, Ihave neither seen nor 
heard any sufficient reason advanced either before our committee or 
before this House why the jurisdiction of the courts of Texas and Ar- 
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kansas should be extended so as to embrace the residents and inhabit- 
ants of the Indian Territory. I believe it can not be justified upon 
ciple. It is expensive, and there is no amergency in my mind which 
ustifies the continuance of that costly and un-American system, It is 
contrary to our institutions and to the spirit of our laws. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOREY. I will avail myself of the privilege of extending my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The Indian Territory, as commonly known, contains about 47,000,000 
acres of land, an area which is not excessive as compared with other 
States and Territories. 

Arkansas has 37,464,000 acres; Missouri has 44,425,000 acres; Kan- 
sas has 52,531,000 acres; Nebraska has 49, 187, 000 acres; Nevada has 
70,548,000 acres; Colorado has 66,512,000 acres; Texas has 170,099,000 
acres; Washington has 44,275,000 acres; Montana has 93,491,000 acres. 

The following Territories are knocking at your doors for admission: 
Arizona, with 72,332,000 acres; Idaho, with 54,273,000 acres; Wyoming, 
with 62,649,000 acres. 

The Indian Territory as it now exists is a well defined part of our 
country, with a public history ing to the whole Territory. It 
is advantageously situated to become a great and powerful State, and 
I urge my objection to any temporary expedient of legislation which 
may tend to permanently divide this ificent country by Territorial 
lines. This bill does so divide it. I have felt that this division is in- 
convenient and inexpedient, even for temporary purposes, and that it tends 
to results which this Congress ought to discourage, and not to promote. 

In my judgment it will tend to the permanent division of the In- 
dian Territory; that what you separate by this bill will never be re- 
united by any future Congress. I know it was that no such 

ent division was contemplated. And in order to meet the ob- 
Jeton urged against even a temporary division the spirit of compro- 
mise was invoked and the following provision inserted: 

Any other lands within the Indian Territory not embraced within these 
boundaries may hereafter become a part of the Territory of Oklahoma when- 
ever the Indian tribe or nation owning such lands shall sign tothe President 
of the United Sta in legal manner, its assent that such lands should become 
a part of the said tory of Oklahoma and whenever the President shall 
make proclamation to that effect; and may at any time hereafter 
change the boundaries of said Territory. : 


This provision, sir, in my judgment, is a strained application of the 
8 of section 1839 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
statute, which is common to all the Territories, was intended to 
preserve the rights of Indians whose lands might be within the exte- 
rior limits of any Territory, and to except from the jurisdiction of the 
Territorial government the Indians found therein, recognizing their 
right to local self-government, as provided in the treaties with these 
Indians. 

The provisión that Congress may at any time hereafter change the 
boundaries of Oklahoma Territory may be considered by future Con- 
gresses with some curiosity, but I doubt if they will attach great im- 

to our gracious concession. 

It is argued, therefore, that the present division is only temporary 
and that it can have no effect on the ultimate unity of the entire Terri- 
tory under Territorial aud State government. I can not give my assent 
to thisview. Since the 22d day of last April, 100,000 people have gone 
into the western part of this country, the Oklahoma of this bill. You 
give them a governor, a supreme and district courts, a marshal and 
clerk, and a Legislature. You divide their Territory into counties and 


` judicial districts and give them all the machinery and powers of local 


self-government. They will legislate; they will organize society; they 
they will build a capitol, court-houses, and schools; they will construct 
roads and highways and build bridges. 

The structure which you erect by this bill will crystallize into form 
and shape which can not afterwards be changed by adding to or taking 
fro 


m, 

How will it be with the remaining territory? We are told by the 
committee’s report that the boundaries of Oklahoma were not extended 
around the whole of the old Indian Territory, because of the objection of 


- the civilized tribes. 


This objection was urged by a representative of the Cherokee Nation, 
whose broad and far-reaching claims as to lands and money Congress 
will not undertake to settle in this bill. 

The rights of all Indian tribes are expressly preserved in the bill, 
and if stronger language can be suggested for that purpose it will be 
welcomed by every advocate of this kind of legislation. It can not be 
successfully claimed under existing treaty stipulations that the United 
States can not provide government and courts for its citizens who are 
lawfully in the Indian country by permission of the tribes themselves, 
88 always to the Indians their right to local self-government. 

is done in this bill by saving clauses, framed in the strongest lan- 
guage the committee could command. J 

There are in the country occupied by the five civilized tribes 112,000 
citizens of the United States, 77,000 of whom are lawfully there. There 
are only 65,200 citizens of Indian tribes in the same country, and of 
these only 20,000 are of full blood, the other 45,200 being mixed blood, 
freedmen, and adopted whites. 


The Indian tribes have their own laws and their own courts. With 
these we do not propose to interfere. The bill does nor disturb their 
tribal relations or government. This is all that they have reserved in 
their treaty stipulations. They have never for a moment claimed 
jurisdiction over the citizens of the United States in their country, but 
have expressly agreed and stipulated that Congress and the President 
may enact such laws as are necessary for the protection of their persons 
and property. 

Why should they be heard to object to the establishment of govern- 
ment for the nearly 100,000 citizens of the United States who are there 
by their permission as provided in their treaty stipulations? In my 
judgment, sir, it is not the Indian who makes the objection. It is a 
significant fact that white men, and not Indians, argued against giving 
government and law to our people who happen to be there. 

These citizens of the United States are entitled to government, so 
long as the same does not in any way interfere with Indian rights. 
They are entitled to such government, and they are entitled to make 
their own laws, as the people of other Territories are granted that right 
and privilege. 

And in order that they may enjoy that right the Territorial limits of 
Oklahoma should be extended so ns to embrace the whole of the In- 
dian Territory and bring under the Territorial government the more 
than 100,000 citizens of the United States who are excluded from its 
benefits and who are provided, under this bill, withonly the repressive 
and coercive government of the courts, 

The Indian can not be permitted tostand in the way, except in the 
defense of some right that he enjoys. No one proposes or desires to do 
him any wrong; and in this bill every saving clause has been inserted 
for the protection of every right that he may have, under any treaty, 
contract, agreement, or law. In the entire Indian Territory there are 
to-day not less than 277,000 people. 

The committee say in their report: 

Of this population at least 190,000 are white citizens of the United States. Of 
the other 87,000 people, not exceeding 30,000 are full-blood Indians, and at least 
one-half of these have adopted the habits and customs of civilized life, live in 
houses and dress as white le, and many of the adults speak the English 


2 Excluding the full-biood Indians, there are in the Indian Territory 
an 


the Territory of Oklahoma about 247,200 people who are either white or of 


mixed blood, but who, in nala: ce, andin their habits and customs, 
and in their intelligence, do not differ materially from the ple who inhabit 
the other parts of the United States. But all the ple in those Territories are 
entitled to that protection which just laws and local courts alone can give, 
The Indians are especially interested in the suppression of lawlessness in their 
midst, While they are amenable to their tribal laws and courts, yet there can 
be no security to persons or property so long as they are in contact with 
the criminal classes of all other nationalities, who commit crimes and depreda- 
tions and in many cases escape without punishment. . 


To my mind the strongest arguments made before our committee in 
the intérest of the Indians themselves were in favor of the integrity 
of the Indian Territory and against its dismemberment for any pur- 
pose whatever. The noble race of red men, with the rugged and heroic 
traits of character which have excited our admiration, is rapidly pass- 
ing away. It is a mournful thing to contemplate the disappearance of 
a race of men who once dominated with unrestricted sway a mighty 
continent. But the influences of civilization in their powerful and re- 
sistless march have subjected this continent to the higher and nobler 
uses of civilized life. 

The Indian has retreated until retreat is no longer possible. He is 
surrounded on all sides with that civilization to which he must con- 
form or, in the very nature of things, wholly disappear. The tribal 
relation will surely end and the Indian mingle his fortunes with the 
flowing tide of this great onward movementas he is mingling his blood. 
If the establishment of Territorial government will tend in a lawful 
and just way to induce the Indian to surrender his tribal relations 
and adopt the habits and customs of civilized life, then, in my judgment, 
it is better for the Indian; and this, sir, I believe to be the judgment 
of his best and most disinterested friends. 

I hold in my hand a schedule of contracts made by Indians with 
attorneys and agents to represent them here. These contracts are mainly 
contingent and are for services in the collection of claims against the 
United States. ; 

Aceording to this schedule there has been paid to attorneys by these 
Indians in the last ten years $173,522.74. And the payments not stated 
and the claims not acted upon, as nearly as I can judge, will double these 
payments several times over. The Indians will not be wanting in aid 
to maintain their tribal relations and to retard their absorption in the 
civilization around them, 

But, sir, there are other objections to dividing this Territory into 
two parts and establishing a Territorial government over one part and 
a merely judicial government over the other part. It is more expen- 
sive, In the Oklahoma part we are to have the same Territorial gov- 
ernor, eourts, and other officers that are found in all the other Terri- 
tories. 

These officers in Territories of larger extent furnish the government 
for the people. It has not been shown that they could not furnish the 
government in the entire Indian Territory. If it should at any time 
be found to be insufficient an additional judge could be provided, as is 
asked for in Idaho and Wyoming. 

What de we do in this bill? We create a Territory for judicial pur- 
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poses, called the Indian Territory, and for this the bill provides a su- 
preme court and three district courts, three judges, and a United States 
marshal and attorney, and two assistant All of these officers 
are in excess of what are given to the Territories of Wyoming, Idaho, 
Arizona, and New Mexico, all of which are of greater area than the en- 
tire Indian Territory. ; 

But, sir, this bill does not stop here. These courts to be established 
in the Indian Territory are limited in their jurisdiction, excluding 
from their jurisdiction crimes which are punishable by death or im- 
prisonment in the penitentiary. 


The exclusive jurisdiction for the trial of these crimes is retained in 


the courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex. 

The only reason that I have heard advanced for the continuation of 
the un-American system of taking accused persons long distances from 
the places where the alleged crimes were committed, for trial, is that 
good jurors could not be obtained in the Indian Territory. The best 
answer that I haye heard to this proposition was made before our comi- 
mittee by an Indian, who said: 

I won't say that we can get as good juries in the Indian Territory as you can 
in Arkansas. Ihave seen many juries in Arkansas, and I will say that you 
can get as good juries in the Indian Territory as I ever saw in Arkanens. 

Sir, I am not impressed with the idea that it is necessary to go from 
the Indian. Territory to Arkansas to get jurors for the trial of crimes 
alleged to have been committed in that Territory. Itis contrary to the 
spirit of our laws, and itis not necessary. A large majority of the citi- 
zens of the United States in the Indian Territory are law abiding. It 
is claimed that this country contains many who have fied there 
as fugitives from justice. Thisseems to be supported by the testimony 
before us. But, sir, there is an argument for the establishment of gov- 
ernment and law. These criminals went there because neither law 
nor government is thereby which they could be extradited for offenses 
committed elsewhere, nor punished for offenses committed in the Terri- 
ritory. The establishment of a government and courts would remedy 
this evil. Society would purge itself of the criminal class and would 
punish offenders, and the Territory would cease to be a refuge for fugi- 
tives from justice. 

Bat, sir, jurisdiction of crime committed in the Territory in the Ar- 
kansas and Texas courts is a useless extravagance, which onght not to 
be longer indulged. 

I append here a statement of expenses of United States court at Fort 
Smith, Ark., to December 31, 1889: 


Six months. 


Also a statement of expenses of United States court at Paris, Tex. 
to December 31, 1899: i 


The committee say: 
ß) omadena fogera areni a kraana 

I fully concur in that sentiment. It was used as an argument in 
favor of courts in the Indian Territory. I use it as an unanswerable 
argument against continuing the jurisdiction of courtsin Arkansas and 
Texas for the trial of offenses committed hundreds of miles distant in 
the Indian country. Sir, the cost of the United States court at Fort 
Smith, Ark., in five and one-half years amounted to the enormous ag- 
gregate of 51, 124, 452. Of this vast sum, $193,253.10 was for United 
States marshal fees, $138,427.40 was for jurors’ fees, $627,593.50 was for 
Witness’ fees, and $207,644.28 was for care of prisoners. 

At Paris, Tex., the fees of witnesses alone for the last six months 
amount to $32,880. 


Sir, I have here the report of the Attorney-General of expenses of 
United States courts for the year 1889, from which I select a few ex- 
amples to illustrate my argument: 


District of Columbia supreme court 110, 767. 77 
New York, southern district............ 1, 397. 88 
New York, northern district... — 96,564.76 
Ohio, RITIRO RR c — 45,006. 25 


Xow, sir, when we consider that the United States court for western 
district of Arkansas in the year 1889 cost $245,606.31, and in five years 
and one-half the enormous snm of $1,124,452, can there be a doubt that 
we have been paying dearly for these extra Territorial courts, and that 
the costly experiment ought to be abandoned ? 

Sir, there is but one course in my judgment which ought to be adopted. 
Let us erect a Territorial government over the entireIndian Territory, 
conformable to the general law of Congress applicable to all the Terri- 
tories, reserving all Indian rights. Let the people make their own 
laws and provide their own Territorial officers, as in other Territories, 
and govern themselves in their own way, subject only to the Constitu- 
tion and laws of Con Let us preserve the integrity of that great 
and magnificent domain, with all its tradition and history. The 
brains and the brawn of our people will be found there. The genius 
of our people will impress itself upon her institutions, and the time 
will come, and that day is not far distant, when she will be one of the 
fairest and richest of the American States. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE]. 

[Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire what time the gentleman 
from G ia has remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia bas nine minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. BARNES. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
wanted to oecupy those nine minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrRUBLE] is en- 
titled to control twelve minutes. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield that time to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi is here now and 
can occupy his nine minutes if he desires to do so. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is recognized for 
nine minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to say one word in reply to the gentleman 
from Kansas, The illustration which he gave as to the power of the 
United States, Mr. Chairman, to convey territory, is based upon the 
idea that there was no title in the United States to the lands which 
they have ceded to the Indians by these patents, and that was followed 
by the argument, and the very able argument, of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY], in which he says that the Outlet was not held 
by the same title with which the Cherokees held the land upon which 
they live. That is a mistakein-point of fact, because the ts were 
issued—I undertook to say, when interrupted by the gentleman from 
Kansas, they were issued by law of the United States authorizing 
the President of the United States to make patents to this nation. Did 
the Congress of the United States possess any power to pass that law? 
Will anybody here say that it had not the power to direct the issuance 
of these patents? 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to challenge the gentleman to produce any 
law that ever authorized the President or anybody else to make a pat- 
ent with the fee to the Jantis in the Outlet. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MANSUR. I assert it was done absolutely without any au 
thority of law. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then if we have done that, we did it so that we 
would fool the Indian. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman knows that I have but a few min- 
utes remainin 

Mr. PERKINS. I would state that there is no law authorizing the 
fee to be vested in the Indians. They were to have an ontlet there, 
and that was all the law ever provided. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘Then, if there was no general stipulation of law by 
which the Executive Departments of the United States were to give 
these patents, they were issued for the purpose of deceiving these poor 
Indians. The express stipulation was— 

That the several departments of the United States have given, ted, and 


by these presents do give and grant to the said Cherokee Nation the two tracts 
of land so surveyed and hereby described, containing in the whole 14,817. 100.14 


See Ap- 


acres, 
How? 


To haveand to hold the same, together with all rights, privileges, and appur- 
tenances thereunto belonging, to the said Cherokee Nation forever. 


That is the language of the patent. 


Well, now, the General Government of the United States must have 
had title to it. 


If they did not you made fools of the Indians, and you 
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should give back to them the State of Georgia, the State of Mississippi, 
and other States. It was an honest treaty made by a simple-hearted 
people that they would cede the country east of the Mississippi River 
for certain lands that the Government would give them (these very 
lands), and the Government did give them these very lands by treaty,and 
the President of the United States, 1836, issued the patents not only 
to the portion of land which the Cherokees occupied, but to the Outlet. 

The report of the committee in the last Congress shows that the Chero- 

kee Ontlet contained 6,022,244 acres of land, and that was embraced in 

thesame patentas that which conveyed the land upon which the Chero- 
kees do now live, and they hold the title to the one by the same in- 
strument of conveyance by which they hold the other. 

And, sir, does it become the Representatives representing the people 
of the United States, who have made this contract, compact, and bar- 

n with these Indians, to turn around now and say to them we 

absolutely conveyed no title to the territory which we ceded to 

the Indians and which the Indians acquired title to when they ceded 

title to the lands east of the Mississippi? This would be assuming that 

the Government had no title to the land which they assumed to have 
and which was paid in consideration for these lands ceded to us. 

Surely, sir, I need not appeal to lawyers; but I can appeal to the 
common sense and judgment of every man who can read a plain and 
simple provision of the English language to know whether or not these 
vast countries which you acquired east of the Mississippi were acquired 
without consideration. What was the consideration? 

The consideration was, under the terms of the treaty, we should give 
them these lands west of the Mississippi River. Now, sir, at this late 
day, in 1890, it is sought to take these lands from them, after solemn 
stipulations, after you have agreed to give them these lands, and after 
the solemn patent of the Government has been granted and signed by 
the President of the United States, ceding these lands and the title to 
them, reserving nothing exeept that if the Indians were to become ex- 
tinct or abandon the same the lands were to revert to the United States. 
They were occupied. How were they settled? Who got the money? 
To whom was it paid? Inthevery same Interior Department, where 
now lie the solemn patents of the Government given to these Indians, 
are to be found the recorded deeds of the Cherokee Nation to the 

friendly tribes who, by their consent, settled on these lands, They 
stand there now, and the Cherokees received the money and executed 
to the friendly tribes a transfer of their title to those lands. The Gov- 
ernment made it by a most solemn compact. The Government now, 
by its representatives in Congress, sets up the idea that it had no title 
to the land. Sir, it is an argument which the representatives of a free 
and generous-hearted peonia ought not to make. It isan argument 
discreditable to the very civilization to which they appeal now for the 
purpose of saying that this transfer should be set aside. 

Sir, your civilization was increased by the yield of the lands on the 
east side of the Mississippi which you obtained from these Indians; you 
have erected great, sovereign States out of those lands, and now, at 
this late day, the representatives of the people are to come in here and 
make the argument: ‘‘Oh, the Government of the United States had 
no title which was ceded to the Indians!“ Although you stipulated 
by treaty to do it, although you conveyed the land by the solemn 
patent of the Government, the argument is now made that the Govern- 
ment had no right to convey those lands! Was it a part of the public 
domain? Nobody will deny that. It was a part of thepublic domain, 
to be used by the Government in its interest. It was used in its in- 
terest, The Indians ceded their lands on the east side of the Missis- 
sippi and took those on the west side. Did you acquire title and did 
they acquire no title? Why, sir, how thin is the argument! 

It does not require even a lawyer to puncture it, butany plain, com- 
mon-sense man—and these Indians are plain, common-sense people— 
would answer you and say: ‘‘ You undertake to say that we acquired 
no title toourlands, What, then, has become of the title we gave you? 
The Indians gave you something; did they give it for nothing or for 
something that you could take away at your own option and pleasure?“ 
If we did not have a title, then we fooled the Indians, as they have 
been often fooled in their intercourse with white people; but now, in 
the midst of the blaze of the civilization of the nineteeth century, to 
which gentlemen have so often adverted, I trust that we do not intend 
to turn round and say to these people: We got your lands, we cre- 
ated States ont of them, we have thereby promoted that civilization 
which is now about to reach the acme of perfection in the end of the 
nineteenth century, and now we p to turn around and say to you 
that we had no title to those lands.“ [Applause.] 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. MANSUR]. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention distinctly 
to the issue that we present to the statements made by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. Heandevery other lawyer knows that 
ifan agent be authorized to make a deed ſor 7, 000, O00 acres and he makes 
a deed for 14,000,000 acres, as to the excess of 7,000,000 acres that deed 
is without authority and without consideration, and therefore, in point 
of law, does not carry the title, although on the face of the paper it 
a to do so. 

encé it is that we say that when we come to look at the treaties 


made with the Indians by which the President was authorized to make 
this deed, we find, as plain as letters of living light that have never been 
changed, that the President was authorized to make a deed to these 
Indians for 7,000,000 acres for a home, and, in addition to that, was 
to give them an easement of an outlet to the great hunting plains of 
the West. That was so well understood that the Secretary of War, 
in causing the grant to be made, coupled it with the statement to the 
Indians, saying in effect, Lou understand that by the terms of this 
treaty and of this deed which is to be made you get no title to the soil 
of the 7,000,000 acres in the Outlet.” 

Fourteen years run by and a new treaty ismade. Five years more 
run by and a new treaty is made. In both those treaties this language 
is reiterated. Then three years more run by before the patent is made, 
and on the last day of December, in the year 1838, that patent ie made, 
and then, apparently—no, not apparently, but absolutely—throngh the 
mistake of some person who did not know what he was doing, the deed 
was made in fee for 14,000,000 acres of land. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 


expired. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield the remainder of my time to my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I would not detain the committee 
at this late hour were it not for the fact that in the few remarks I sub- 
mitted yesterday I did not have an opportunity to complete the state- 
ment which I was then making in regard to the lands embraced within 
the territorial boundaries of the proposed Territory of Oklahoma. It 
is charged by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] that in including these 
lands within the territorial limits of that Territory we were violating a 
sacred treaty obligation. I stated yesterday that as to the lands west 
of the ninety-eighth meridian, purchased from the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw Nations and now occupied by the Arapahoes and Kiowas, we 
had purchased that land from the Chickasaws and Choctaws and had 
paid them for it, and they had relinquished all right to it, 

I stated also that the representatives of those two Indian nations liad 
come before the committee and asked, not that we should refrain from 
throwing this territorial line around them, but that we should give 
them additional compensation in case those lands should be at any time 
hereafter opened to settlement by white people. That was their only 
contention before the committee. Noone ever intimated that we were 
inhibited in any way from putting a territorial line around those lands 
which are known as the lands purchased from the Chickasaw and Choc- 
taw Nations. 

Now, as to the red strip just above that on the map; since the Okla- 
homa bill was under consideration in the last Congress we have pur- 
chased over four millions of acres of land from the Creek and Semi- 
nole Nations, and, by the Indian n bill of last session, we 

d them between four and five ions of dollars for a complete re- 
inquishment of the entire Indian title to the Creek and Seminole lands 
west of the home country of the Creeks and Seminoles, Those lands 
that we have pu , and to which the Creeks and Seminoles have 
relinquished all right and title, are also included within the territorial 
limits of the bill. 

Now, the only other lands that are known as Indian lands that are 
within those territorial limits are in what is known as the Cherokee 
Outlet, west of the ninety-sixth meridian. Thefirst strip upon this Out- 
let is occupied by the Osages. They have paid the Cherokees com- 
pletely for that land, and the Cherokees have no more right to the Osa; 
reservation than they have to the District of Columbia, and they do 
not claim it. Therefore, as to that land, we have a perfect right to 
era a Territorial government around it, there being no treaty stipu- 

tion t it. 

As to the few reservations west of that, those of the Otoes, the Kan- 
sas, and the Nez Percés, we have purchased those lands and paid for 
them, and the Indians have relinquished all right to control them. 

As to the 6,000,000 acres west of those lands, known as the Chero- 
kee Outlet, I say now that while that area of land is included in this bill 
there is not an Indian living on it and there never has been an Indian 
authorized to settle uponit in the history of thisGovernment. It was 
given as an outlet to the Cherokee Nation, and they are not using it for 
settlement. Mr. Devens, when Attorney-General, decided that they 
could not settle any of theirown people upon it; and it is now used for 
a cattle-pasture, being leased to the Cherokee Live-Stock Association, 
which is paying to this Indian nation, for the use of it for grazing pur- 
poses, $200,000 a year. There is not an Indian within a hundred miles 
of that tract. And how can this proposed government of Oklahoma 
affect Indians who do not live there and can not live there under the 
treaty? ‘There is not an Indian within the territorial limits of Okla- 
homa as defined in this bill who can producea single line of any treaty 
in existence whereby the Government of the United States agreed that 
he should not besubjected to a Territorial government. That disposes 
of the land within the jurisdiction of this proposed Territory. 

There are in the bill provisions relating to the establishment of courts 
in the Indian Territory and among the five civilized tribes, There was 
no person before the committee in this Congress or the last who denied 
the right of Congress to establish courts in that Territory, as provided 
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in this bill. Article 13 of the treaty of 1866 with the Cherokee Nation 
provides that— 
The Cherokees also that urt rts may be established by the 
e! agree at a co or cow y 


United States in said Territory, with such jurisdiction and in such 
manner as may be prescribed by law. 


That is all we are doing now. The only limitation ppn our power 
in this respect is that these judicial tribunals shall not interfere with 
the local tribal laws or the jurisdiction of the courts in the Indian Ter- 
ritory which are established for the government of the Indians. In 
order to insure a full compliance with this provision the committee 
copied the language of the treaty and adopted it as a section of this bill. 
I read from section 30, on page 31: 

But nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive any of the civilized 
nations of jurisdiction over all cases arising wherein members of said nations, 
whether by treaty, blood, or adoption, are the sole parties, nor so as to interfere 
with the righi and power of said civilized nations to punish said members for 
violation of the statutes and laws enacted by their national councils, where such 

laws are not contrary to the treaties and laws of the United States. 


That provision was put in at the instanceof the attorney of the Chero- 
kee Nation, who conceded that we complied with the treaty of 1866 in 
establishing these courtsoverthem. Those people came and petitioned 
for more courts. All the people of Vinita, I believe, sent in a petition 
of that kind; similar petitions came from people in another part of the 
Indian Territory. Indeed, it seemed as if the very children of the In- 
dian Territory were “ crying for’? more of these courts, which the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi and the gentleman from Georgia would have 
you believe are organized there to terrorize and outrage these Indians. 

One word more. I stated that the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER] had in the Forty-fifth Congress signed a report 
in favor of organizing a Territorial government for Oklahoma; and 
that government popen to embrace the entire area of the Indian Ter- 
ritory as now defined by law. I will printin the RECORD with my re- 
marks a copy of that report, to which I desire to call attention, as it 
carries the signature of the honorable gentleman from Mississippi, who 
then advocated strenuously the establishment of a Territorial govern- 
ment for the whole Indian Territory, I willalso publish a copy of the bill 
accompanying that report, which provided for this Territorial govern- 
ment and made these Indians citizens of the United States and subject 
to all the laws of the United States, which the bill before the House 
does not propose to do. 

Mr. HOOKER. That government was to goin operation by the con- 
sent of the Indians themselves. I hope the gentleman will publish the 
whole document so as to show that fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will all appear. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want it to appear distinctly that that government 
was to be established with the consent of the Indians. 

The report and bill referred to by Mr. SPRINGER are as follows: 


[House Mis. Doc. No. 18, Forty-fifth Congress, first session.] 


THE ORGANIZATION OF THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 
To accompany bill H. R. 1709.] 


Report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Forty-fourth Congress, second ses- 
: n, on the bill (H. R. 3922) to provide for the organization of the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3922) 
to provide for the organization of the Indian Territory, report: 

hat having given the matter very careful consideration, they have come to 
the opinion that the organization of the Indian Territory is demanded equally 
for the best interests of the Indians themselves and of the United States. The 
Indians are not likely to make wy pro; in civilization through their un- 
aided efforts. No savage ever civilized himself. No partially civilized people 
ever rose to a better state without help from a higher plane. Men always 
come worse instead of better unless they can be held to their goodness and 
made 8 therein by other and better agencies than their on. Instead 
of the lower lifting itself to the higher, the historical fact has always been that 
the higher bas to descend upon the lower and breathe into it its own spirit 
before there could be any progress to a better state. 

In our belief the Indians of the Indian Territory are not exempt from the 
application of this general truth. On the contrary, they illustrate it. All their 
progress, therefore, has been through incentives supplied from the outside. 

issionary agencies, through churches and schools, have prepared the soiland 
planted the seed of whatever distinguishes them from their former savage state 
and from ather Indian tribes who are still sayages. But for various reasons 
these agencies do not seem to be now increasing ; neither do the Indians of the 
Territory seem to be making, so far at leastas their general condition is con- 
cerned, much, if any, progress. The most promising condition of any of the 
tribes would seem to be that of the Seminoles, who, under the leadership of E. 
z nehn a white man whom they have adopted, are steadily and stri ly 

mproving. 

All of the tribes of tbe Indian Territory have largo funds held in trust for 
them by the United States, the interest of which is semi-annually paid to the 
nations, a portion of 5 to the terms of the trust, to be applied to 
the general expenses of the tribes and a portion for educational purposes. The 
Chickasaws have no separate school fund, their funds being all for national pur- 
poses and subject to their own disposal. 

The entire fund of the Cherokee Nation amounts to $2,519,000, Thirty-five per 
cent. ofthis fund, by the treaties with the Indians, should be applied to educational 
purposes, But by reference to the acts of the council of this tribe itappears that 
a considerable portion of the fund is annually diverted to other objects, to be 
reimbursed to the school-fund, but there does not seem to be any goode ence 
that this reimbursement takes place. A recent statement of a delegate from 
this tribe shows that nearly one-half of the children are growing up in igno- 


rance. 
It also soras that an expenditure, which sometimes reaches $25,000 a „is 


made b; nation in the support of del at Washington. Notwithstand- 
ing the large fund derived from the Uni States, which is increased by various 
tax nation has incurred a debt of several hundred —— 


es, dollars, 
gaos 1 in different shapes are sold from twenty-five to fifty cents on 
ollar, 
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No accounts are ever furnished to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 
stoners in which the money is expended, nor are any accounts published in 


The knowledge, therefore, of the manner in which all these trust-funds are 
expended is limited to a very few persons, most of whom are officers of the 
nation, drawing salaries from this fund. 

The w Nation, according to the returns of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, expends for educa! ion, and an average attendance of 300, 
the whole number of scholars seep 420. At the same time this council refuse 
to make any appropriation for the education of a part of the tribe who are living 
within the Territory assigned tothe Choctaws; and as the Choctaws decline to 
make any appropriation this portion of the Chickasaw tribe have no schools of 


any kind. . 

‘There can be no doubt that if a territorial form of Lachine tora is ized, 
the expenditures could be very largely reduced, and thata very much better 
application of the trust funds could be made, and that proper educational sys- 
tems could be devised, which would be for the permanent benefit of the tribes. 

For over a generation the Commissioner and the agents among these tribes 
have reported th at there could be no real advance toward civilization until each 
head of a family had allotted to him a homestead in severalty. Scarcely a report 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs can be opened without finding the 
same recommendation, either from the Commissioner or the Indianagent. The 
propriety of this must be apparent to every one. The individual Indian lacks 
the incentive to industry which comes from personal D till this 
is remedied there can be comparatively but little hope of his improvement. 
But any allotment of the land has been constantly opposed by the Indians, and 
is, if left to themselves, quite improbable. 

It seems almost a self-evident proposition that, if fifty or sixty thousand In- 
dians own in common twenty to thirty millions of acres of land, inclosed in a 
wall of laws, customs, and habits, separating them from civilization and from 
all outside influences, they can notimprove; thatif left to themselves they must 
and will continue Indians; that it is only by a law enacted by a higher power 
that can allot the land in severalty and organize a better government, where each 
man can own his on homestead and have an inducement to labor. To change 
the present system so as to meet this requirement without incurring other and 

rhaps 3 dangers calls for the utmost care. The Indian invested with the 
ndivid ownership of property needs to be guarded lest wicked white men 
wheedle him out of his possessions almost before he has entered upon them, 

It is not easy to avoid the manifold difficulties here, which any one can easily 
see. The whole problem is exceedingly difficult, butitisnotinsoluble. Equally 
difficult problems have been metand mastered. Butlaw and governmentand the 
application of the Christian forces of our civilization are the only hopeful agen- 
cies we can employ. There is no hope for the Indian anywhere, orfor usin our 
relation to him, until our Government is extended over him, giving him an 
cisely the same protection which any subject may claim, and securing from 
the same obedience which every subject should render. 

If the Indian is not already a citizen, under the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution, we ought to look for the time when he shall become such, and 
we ought to encou him in the expectation of becoming invested with all the 
rights and responsibilities of American citizenship. To this end the organiza- 
tion of the Indian Territory, under such restrictions as shall maintain the pres- 
en} rights of the Indians unimpaired, seems of prime importance. We 
fore recommend that some suitable measure, which at this time in the seasion 
can not be perfected, be early brought forward in the coming Congress for the 
organization of the Indian Territory. 

M. SCALES, Chairman. 


A. M. 

W. W. WILSHIRE, 

A. R. BOONE. 

WM. A. J. SPARKS. 

CHAS. E. HOOKER, 

C. H. MORGAN, 

J. H. SEELX E. 

H. F. PAGE. 

JNO. Q. TUFTS, 
Mr. Cravens, by unanimous consent, introduced the following bill: 

A bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, 


Be it enacted by the Sexate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be, and is hereby, created, within the 
Indian Territory, a temporary government, by the name of the Territory of 
Oklahoma, bounded as follows, to wit: On the north by the State of Kansas, 
on the west by the eastern part of New Mexico and Texas, on the south by the 
State of Texas, and on the east by the States of Arkansas aud Missouri. That 
the said Territory shall be organized in the manner, possess all the powers, 
privileges, and rights, and be subjected to all the duties, limitations, and liabili- 
ties provided in chapter 1 of Title XXIII of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, respecting provisions common to all the Territories. 

Sec. 2. That every person being a member of any tribe or nation in said Ter- 
ritory which has adopted the customs of civilized life shall be, and is hereby, 
constituted a citizen of the United States, and vested with all the rights and 
privileges of such citizens, 

Sec. 3. That each and every person who is now a member of any of the afore- 
said tribes by birth, marriage, or adoption, whether an Indian, freedman, or 
white person, who is the head of a family or a single person over twenty-one 
years of age, shall be entitled to a homestead of 160 acres of the land now occu- 
pied by the tribe of which he orshe isa member. All persons entitled to home- 
steads who may now own valuable improvements on, or may occupy, any of 
said lands shall havea prior right to the quarter-section on which such 
provements are situated. All persons entitled to homesteads as aforesaid shall 
cause an entry to be made of the same in the office of the register and the re- 
ceiver of the land office, hereafter established, in the manner and under such 
rules ns may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. The entries of said 
homesteads be made by. legal subdivisions, according to the United States 
surveys, Each person entitled toa homestead under this act shall have six 
months after the tract he or she may select iz surveyed within which to make 
his or her selection and entry; and for the pu of securing the persons en- 
titled thereto the prior right to select any of said lands, no sale or other dispo- 
sition shall be made of any of said lands, 3 as hereinafter provided. until 
the expiration of the said six months after said lands shall be surveyed anda 
copy of such survey furnished to the register and the receiver of said land office. 
Sale register and receiver shall set a and reserve from sale a sufficient 
quantity of suitable lands to furnish all persons cntitled to homesteads as afore- 
said who , for any cause, fail to make a selection and entry of the same 
within the time aforesaid, with homesteads, from which each person so en- 
titled may thereafter select and entera homestead in the manneraforesaid. 

SEC. 4. That all controversies that may arise respecting the selections and 
entries of homesteads shall be determined by the register and the receiver of 
said land office, subject to the appeal as now provided by law in like cases to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec 5. That as soon as may be after the selection and entry of such home- 
steads in the manner aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior shall issue patents 
for the same, vesting in the peepee parties entitled thereto and their de- 
acendants a full and complete title in fee-simple to each of said merece in- 
cluding the possessory ts of said tribes and the ultimate fee of the United 
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States: Provided, however, That none of the said homesteads shall be alienated 

or sold by said patentee or their heirs for ten ponte ates the prea this act 

3 fixe Ne of the Secretary of the Interior, and be exempt from 
e for debts, 

Sro, 6. That the residue of said lands not selected or set aside as homesteads 
shall be disposed of as follows: Sections numbered 16 and 36 in each township 
shall be reserved for the purpose of being a ae to theschools in the Territory 
and the States hereafter to be erected out same, All of the residue of said 
lands shall be sold in the manner provided by law for the sale of other public 
lands, and the proceeds of in the manner hereinafter provided. 

. Sn. 7. That all money now due. or that may hereafter become due, any of 
a said Indian tribes from United States and from the sales of the lands of any 
gn such tribe as herein provided shall be invested in the same manner that other 
funds of the respective tribes are now invested, and the interest 5 
from shall be applied to the same uses aud purposes. Said Territory is hereby 
constituted a land district, and there shall a land office established therein 
at the capital thereof, in conformity with existing laws, and a register and a 
5 receiver appointed therefor. The Secretary of the Interior shall cause the un- 
“al surveyed lands to be surveyed as soon as practicable. 
2 Sec. & That all cases pending in the district court of the United States for the 
ug western district of Arkansas at the date of the passage of this act, for offenses 
s committed within said Territory, shall be removed to the district court of said 
~ 5 be held in the county or district where said offenses were com- 
by mitted, in the same manner that causes are now removable from State to Fed- 
a eral courts; and the said court to which said cases are soremoved shall have full 
jurisdiction to hear and determine the same and to execute its judgment 
thereon. A surveyor-general shall be appointed for said Territory, who shall 
the same powers and be entit! to the same compensation. conferred 


k 1 the eral of Dakota Territory. And the said Territory 
i li consititate a land district. žá 

y Mr. STRUBLE. I move that the committee rise. 

K. The motion was agreed to 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAyson reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had directed him to report back favorably the 
bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War; also that the 
ney Committee of the Whole, having had under consideration the bill (S. 
et 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, 

had come to no resolution thereon. 
The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the bill (S. 1359) pro- 
viding for an Assistant Secretary of War. j 
: Mr. CUTCHEON. There is so small an attendance of members at 
* 1 hour that I think this bill had better go over for action in a fuller 
N. ouse. 
Mr. STRUBLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Pending the motion to adjourn the following business was trans- 
acted by unanimous consent: 


ie MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A A message from the Senate, by Mr, McCook, its Secretary, announced 
es the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was 


requested: 
* A pill (S. 306) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Ww Lansing, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 


owa; 
gr? A bill (S. 1608) establishing a customs-collection district to consist 
6 of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur- 


8 poses; and y 
gf A bill S. 2501) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
a be named San Benito, owned by a corporation of the State of California. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
= By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
S To Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, for the remainder of this week, on ac- 
5 count of important business. 

To Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, for four days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. McKrx.ey, for one week, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. BAYNE, for two days, on account of important business. 

Ro 4 WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, ; 

Mr. HOUK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
d the files of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors the memorial of John 
Cowden, giving his views on the question of the outlet of the Mississippi. 
* . LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend 
in the RECORD his remarks on House joint resolution authorizing the 
appointment of thirty medical examiners for the Bureau of Pensions, 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES UPON DECEASED MEMBERS. 


Mr. WILKINSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 
; Resolved, That 2 March 22, at 3 o'clock p. m., be fixed for the de- 
È livery of eulogies on the ife of Hon. Edward J. Gay, late a member-elect to the 
8 House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress from the State of Lou- 


E Mr. CUMMINGS submitted the following resolution; which was 

= read, considered, and adopted: 

Er Resolved, f 5 . į 

; a m ODETE RA poping Irin ba the TASSE at How: BUSTA TAUI AA Gore 
late a member of the House of Representatives from the Ninth district of the 
State of New York, 

A The motion of Mr. STRUBLE was then agreed to; and accordingly 

2 (at 5 Oclock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION® 


Under the rule, the following executive communications were 
2 from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 

ows: 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS FOR DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting communi- 
cation from the Attorney-General relating to deficiencies in the appro- 
priution for the Department of Justice—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

REQUEST FOR APPROPRIATION FOR AN ENGINEER MUSEUM. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Lieut. 
Col. W. R. King, Corps of Engineers, requesting an appropriation for an 
engineer museum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
REINSTATEMENT OF EDWARD BYRNE AS A CAPTAIN OF CAVALRY. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Byt. 
Maj. Gen. B. H. Greerson and a petition of certain officers of the 
Tenth Cavalry, protesting against the reinstatement of Edward Byrne, 
of the Army, as captain of cavalry—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING IN NEW YORK CITY. | 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling for an appropria- 
tion for alterations and repairs in the post-office building in New York, 
N. X. —to the Committee on Appropriations. 
SELECTION OF A SITE FOR A PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUFFALO, N. Y. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a state- 
ment of the delay in the selection of a site for the building for the 
United States post-office and public offices at Buffalo, and calling for 
legislation from Congress, and transmitting accompanying documents— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
: Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as fol- 
ows: 
GEORGE W. ATKINSON VS: JOHN`O. PENDLETON. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the re- 
port of the majority in the contested-election case of George W. Atkin- 
son rvs. John O. Pendleton, from the First district of West Virginia; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, trom the Committee on Elections, submitted the 
report of the minority in the contested-election case of George W. At- 
kinson vs. John O. Pendleton, from the First district of West Virginia; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed 
as part of the report of the majority. 

NELSON M’LAUGHLIN, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5147) for the relief of Nelson 
McLanghlin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WORDING AND OTHERS. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2281) for the relief of Charles Wording and 
others, owners of the brig Xenophon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

E. J. ALDRICH, 


Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4259) for the relief of E. J, Aldrich; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL J. OCKERSON. 

Mr. DOLLIVER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of Daniel J. 
Ockerson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SITTING OF COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 778) to regulate the sitting of 
courts of the United States within the district of South Carolina; which 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- - 


companying report, ordered to be printed. 
, NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK, 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2284) for the organization, im- 
provement, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

L. P. FEATHERSTONE VS, W. H, CATE. 
Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the report 
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of the majority of the committee in the contested-election ease of L, P. 

Featherstone es. W. H. Cate, from the First district of Arkansas; which 

was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT D, SALMONS, ~ k 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H; R. 5748) for the relief of Robert D. 
Salmons; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA HANCE, 

Mr. STONE; of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4480) for the relief of Isabella 
Hance, administratrix of William Hance; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole Honse, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BURTON. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3417) for the relief of William 
Burton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

JOHN RHODES AND WIFE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4304) for the relief of John 
Rhodes and wife; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

- HENRY S. FRENCH. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3148) for the relief of the estate 
of Ifenry S, French; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY H. S. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4381) for the relief of the 
estate of Mary H. S. Robertson; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

NOAH W. HALLEY. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back 
adversely resolutionpof the House to pay Noah W. Halley ce in 
pay between the salary of a folder and that of a Messenger; which was 
laid on the table, 

COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, asa 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 3719) to enforce compulsory attendance 
of witnesses before registers and receivers of the land office, a bill 
Ne R. 7216) providing for the compulsory attendance of witnesses be- 

ore the registers and receivers of the land office; which substitute was 
read n first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MIAMI INDIANS OF INDIANA. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 253) to reimburse the Miami In- 
dians of Indiana for money improperly withheld from them; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. i 

MARY ALICE WHITE OGDEN. 

Mr. DE HAVEN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White 


Ogden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 
CHRISTINA EDSON, 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 4810) to pension Christina Edson for meritorious 
services rendered the Government during the Indian wars in the Oregon 
Territory, now the State of Oregon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LEWIS STEELMAN. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2142) forthe relief of the heirs of Lewis 
Steelman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

VENEZUELAN STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNNELL also, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
ported back fayorably the joint resolution (S. R. 28) for the relief of the 
Venezuelan Steam Transportation Company; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with theaccompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS, . 

| Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 

as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 5404) to provide for commutation of 


timber-culture entries, a bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes; which substitute was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


MARY MINOR HOXEY. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, fromthe Committee on Pensions, re- é 


ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2435) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mary Minor Hoxey; which was referred to the Committee of 
the 654.855 House, and, wich the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
BOUNTY TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA VOLUNTEERS. 
` Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also. from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 950) to provide for the 
payment of a bounty to District of Columbia volunteers. 
COINAGE OF GOLD AND NICKEL PIECES. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Coina 


Weights, and Measures, reported back favorably the bill (II. R. 5596). 


to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and one-dollar gold pieces 
and the three-cent nickel piece; which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 


ing report, ordered to be printed. 
FEES OF OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 984) to extend the act of Congress en- 
titled An act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, mar- 
shals, and attorneys of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes, approved February 26, 1853, and section 
837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to the Territories of 
New Mexico, Idaho, Arizona, and Wyoming; which was referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with . 


the accompanying report, ordered to-be printed. 
SARAH G. SMITH. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 1131) forthe relief of Sarah G. Smith, exec- 
utrix and devisee of Francis L. Smith; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, grdered 
to be printed. 

JOHN C; GREEN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1608) to perfect the military 
record of John C. Green; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMOUNT DUE POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. SHIVELY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 493) providing for settlement of the claims 
of the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana. including the 
Pottawatomies of Huron, in Calhoun County, Michigan, as per treaty 
stipulations existing with said bands, a bill (H. R. 7255) to ascertain 
the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FEATHERSTONE VS, CATE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Elections, submitted 
the views of the minority in the contested-election case from the First 
district of Arkansas, of Featherstone rs. Cate; which were referred to 
the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed with the views of the 
majority. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, the following resolutions were submitted and referred 
as indicated below: 
BRANCH FOLDING-ROOM. 
By Mr. SPOONER: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to continue the lease of the house No. 221 Pennsylvania av- 
enue, northwest, as a branch of the folding-room for one year from January 1. 
1890, at a rental not exceeding $100 per month, the same to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House until provision is made therefor in one of the ap- 
propriation bills; — 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


By Mr, BUTTERWORTH: 

Resolved, That Rule XXXIV of the House of Representatives be amended by 
inserting after “foreign ministers,” in line 14, ‘thesecretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution;” 
to the Committee on Rules. 

DISABLED SOLDIERS ACTING AS MESSENGERS, 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: 


Whereas there are several crippled soldiers who received their disability in 
the Union Army and are now doing duty as messengers for the House of Rep- 
resentatives, but do not receive messenger’s pay: Therefore, 

Resolved, That all disabled soldiers now ray Hote for the House of Repre- 
sentatives as messengers be paid at the rate of $1,200 per annum from January 
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1890, during the Fifty-first Congress, said increase to be paid out of the con- 
pont fas of the House of Representatives; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
RESOLUTION OF INQUIRY. 


By Mr, McCORD: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to 
furnish the House of err miango Areka statement showing what contracts, if 
any, have been made within the last two years with any person or persons, and 
any tribe of Indians who are receiving annuities from the Government or are 
under the control of the Government, that have received the approval of the 
Secretary the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the said 
statement to show who said persons were, what they were to do for said In- 
and how much they were to receive for such service, together with cop- 

fes of all correspondence now on file in relation to such contracts ; 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


BILLS FROM COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


By Mr. MILLIKEN: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, February 20, be fixed for the consideration of such 
bills as may be indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
of the bills reported b. said committee, and that this order shall continue from 
day to day until the House shall otherwise order, not to interfere with revenue 
or —— appropriation bills or prior orders; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills and joint resolutions of the following titles 
were introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; which said 
bills were severally read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 7217) to amend An act for the erec- 
tion of an appraiser’s warehouse in the city of New York, and for other 

urposes,” approved September 14, 1888—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 7218) to provide for the purchase 
of the original records of entries and surveys of lands within the Vir- 
ginia military districts of Kentucky and Ohio—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7219) to declare forfeited all unearned 
railway land grants—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN; A bill (H. R. 7220) to provide for the examina- 
tion, survey, and completion of certain harbors and public works, and 
the removal of certain dangers and obstructions to navigation in the 
great northwestern lakes and waters connected therewith, and making 
appropriations therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By-Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 7221) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a disbursing officer for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHIVELY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7222) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of Eugene F. Arnold, as administrator of 
William H. Arnold—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTINE: A bill (H. R. 7223) for the erection of a public 
building at Reno, State of Nevada—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 7224) granting a pension to Mary 
Kuhn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 7225) for the relief of David H. 
Gibson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7226) ganting a pension 
to William J. Stauff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request): A bill (H. R. 7227) for the 
relief of James Belger—to the Committee on Military Afiairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7228) for the relief of Mary A. 
Stowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, CHEATHAM: A bill (H. R. 7229) for the relief of David F. 
Jarvis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7230) for the relief pf the heirs or legal represent- 
atives of Thomas Purify—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7231) for the relief of Daniel Dougherty—to the 
Committee on War Claims, e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of the heirs or legal represen- 
tatives of Gabriel Hardison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7233) granting a pension to 

t M. Copeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7234) for relief of Rosa Graves—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 7236) granting pensions to Powell's 
Battalion of Missouri Mounted Volunteers—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. i 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 7237) for the relief of 
Margaret Doyle—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 7238) for the relief of William H. 
Yı the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 7239) to correct the record of 
and grant an honorable discharge to Capt. W. Lyne—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7240) to authorize the Court of 
Claims to take jurisdiction of the claim of the executor of Agustin de 
Yturbide—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7241) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 7242) for the relief of William D. 
Matthews—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 7243) granting a pension to 
Catharine A. Beardsly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 7244) for the relief of Hickman 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 7245) for the relief of Snowdon & Mason— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7246) for the relief of Catharine 
Connolly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7247) for the relief of 
the estate of Joshua Craver—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7248) for the relief of 
Thomas G. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7249) for the relief of T. C. Gray—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7250) for the relief of F. M. Coleman—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7251) granting a pension to Christian Pope—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 7252) for the relief of Thomas A, 
McLaughlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7253) removing the c of desertion against 
the name of Levi Guy—to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and pa were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Petition of Hellen Loggins, of 
Scott County, Mississippi, asking for reference of claim to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Remonstrance of New England Brewers’ Asso- 
ciation, against increase of duty on hops—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of William J. Stauff, for 
original invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of citizens of Allentown, Pa., praying 
for the passage of a bill authorizing and directing the Superintendent 
of Census to collect data in relation to the electrical industry—to the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petitions of H. L. Markham and 400 business 
men of Manitowoc, Wis., relative to a public building at said city—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. y 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Memorial of orange-growers of Lake Wier, Flor- 
ida, asking for a higher tariff on oranges—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petitions of 103 citizens of Salt Lake City, Utah, 
and 24 citizens of Ogden, Utah, asking for n Sunday-rest law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAREY: Petitions of 42 citizens of Laramie, Wyo.; 31 citi- 
zens of Evanston, Wyo.; 177 citizens of Clyborn, Wyo., and by the 
Wyoming Territorial Sabbath-school Convention, at Cheyenne, asking 
for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of R. F. Baker, for relief to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition and papers in the case of Mrs. 
Margaret M. Copeland, asking for a special-act pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of 661 citizens of Iowa, asking for a 
Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Kent County, Maryland, for 
an appropriation for improvement of Rock Hall Harbor, Maryland—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Jacob Yount, administrator of Charles 
Wilson, deceased, of Benton County, Missouri, praying for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Governor’s Greys, of 
Dubuque, Iowa, recommending House bill 4668, to promote the effi- 
ciency of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of Santa Fé, N. Mex., for a 
Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of farmers of Clay Township, Iowa, 
asking for legislation to prevent the sales of future deliveries of grain— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition of 33 ex-Union soldiers of Washington 
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County, Missouri, asking for certain pension legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, of 21 ex-Union soldiers residing in Perry County, Missouri, ask- 
ing certain pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Mrs. Ada A. Crofoot and 37 others, 
2 an increase of pension for her to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Ezra Williard, asking for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of soldiers and sailors, favoring a 
service-pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of John B. McPherson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, asking for passage of Ingalls service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petitions of 3,495 citizens of California, asking fer 
a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 3 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, asking amendments to H. R. 4970, to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial from the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against Senate 
bill 2191, to incorporate the Philadelphia and Camden Bridge Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Francis M. Peck and 80 others, ex- 
Union soldiers of the late war and residents of Arkansas City, Kans., 
asking for an appropriation for relief of Charlotte Gill, now Mrs, Char- 
lotte Ross, of Arkansas City, Kans., for services rendered as hospital 
nurse during the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. H. Vennum and 39 others, ex-Union soldiers of 
the late war and members of Coffeyville (Kans,) Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, praying for the enactment of the pension legislation rec- 
ommended by the last two national encampments of the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of ex-soldiers of Gray County, Kansas, 
and of McPherson County, Kansas, for a service-pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of C. W. McNeill Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Frankfort, Ohio, asking for a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 228 soldiers asking for a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Binghamton Sabbath Association and of citizens’ 
meeting of the same city, also 850 members of St. John’s Methodist 
Church, Brooklyn, asking for aSunday-rest law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Joshua Cravers, praying payment for 
property taken by Union soldiers in the late civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of the United Presby- 
terian Church of Colorado Springs, Colo., and 1,557 citizens of the State 
of Colorado, asking for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

Also, petition of 250 citizens of Colorado, asking for » Sunday-rest 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of theState Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of the State 
of Colorado, asking for irrigation of arid lands—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States, 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Papers in the claim of Montgomery 
Patton, of Howell County, Missouri—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petitions of Mrs. Jane Hamilton, 
Sarah Jane Coffey, Margaret J. Eustice, George W. Houk, Frank P. 
Price, William P. Shelton, and Isaac Grizzel, asking that their claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petitions of the Protestant Episcopal Church of Vir- 
ginia, and 500 members of the Protestant Episcopal Church of Peters- 
burgh, Va.; also, of 225 citizens of Petersburgh, Va., asking for a 
Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 20, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 6942) to divide the judicial district of North Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 778) to regulate the sitting of the courts of the United 
States within the district of South Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. 4587) providing the terms and places of holding the 
courts of the United States in the district of Minnesota, and for other 
purposes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. INGALLS presented a petition numerously signed by citizens 
of New York, praying for certain legislation connected with the im- 
provement of the Harlem River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Washington Council, No. 1, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, Germantown, Pa,, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Blair educational bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 650 citizens of Zanesville, 
Ohio, not members of the Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
passage of the per diem pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta petition of a number of colored citi- 
zens of Southern States, praying for an appropriation to aid colored 

ple in emigrating to Western States and Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To what committee shall the petition be 
referred ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There have been petitions of a similar character 
presented, I think. Ido not know to what committee they were re- 
ferred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There has been no petition of this char- 
acter presented during the present session, so far as the Chair is aware. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to that com- 
mittee, 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of B. R. McCormack and other citi- 
zens of St. Clair County, Missouri, praying for the free coinage of silver; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present the petition of Alvin Saunders, of Ne- 
braska; A. B. Williams, of Arkansas; John A. McClernand, of Illinois; 
George L. Godfrey, of Iowa, and R. S. Robertson, of Indiana, members 
of the Utah Commission, praying for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Tex. The bill on that subject has been reported and is now on the 
Calendar, and I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring the opening by the President of 
the United States of negotiations with the Government of China for a 
peaceful and friendly adjustment of all questions between the two 
Governments; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented resolutions adopted by the Hartford (Conn.) 
Typographical Union, in favor of increasing the wages paid to the em- 
ployés of the Government Printing Office; which were referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of old veterans and citizens of Ster- 
ling and vicinity, in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of cer- 
tain pension legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also presented a petition of Olathe Grange, No. 118, of Kansas, 
praying that speedy action be taken in controlling trusts and combines; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented n petition of citizens of Lyons, Kans., praying for 
the passage of Senate bill 1094, granting service and disability pensions 
to soldiers of the late war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of Marion Post, No. 222, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Florence, Kans., praying for the passage of the bill 
donating the Fort Hays military reservation to Kansas for the 17 5 575 
78 a ae home; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

n 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, praying for certain legislation in regard to monopolies, trusts 
and combinations, pensions, the currency, railways, taxes, ete.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HEARST presented sundry petitions of citizens of San Francisco, 
Los Angeles, and other places in California, praying for the passage of 
legislation in reference to Sabbath observance; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 


‘REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill-(S. 1612) to construct a road from the city of Staunton to the 
se jan cemetery in the county of Augusta, in the State of Virginia; 


an 

A bill (S. 1293) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon, and moved 
that they be postponed indefinitely; which was agreed to: 


A bill (S. 1838) for the relief of James McD. Hays; 
A bill (S. 655) for the relief of Gaines Lawson; 
§. 1587) for the relief of Francis Covert; and 


A bill 
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A bill (S. 1575) for the relief of George W. Greenwood. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1455) to construct a road to the national ¢em- 
etery at Dover, Tenn., reported it with amendments, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1242) for the relief of Maj. James Belger, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

1389) to provide for increased compensation to be paid to John W. 

ilson, late of One hundred and second Regiment United States Col- 

ored , submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1560) for the relief of John A. Baker, private Company A, Eleventh 
West Virginia Infantry, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2764) to provide for allotment 
of lands in severalty to the Quapaw Indians in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes therein named; which was read twice by its 
title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the bill (S. 
1585) to provide for allotment of lands in severalty to Quapaw Indians 
in Indian Territory, and for other purposes and the bill (S. 2037) to 
provide for allotment of lands in severalty to the Quapaw Indians in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes therein named, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bills were postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1427) for the relief of John McBean, of Umatilla County, Oregon, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield; 

A bill (S. 713) granting a pension to Joseph McGuckian; 

A bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; and 
42 bill (S. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. Selina Bu- 

anan, 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1005) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
War to place on file in the War Department the names of the officers 
and members of the frontier guards mustered into the volunteer military 
service of the United States on the 18th day of April, 1861, and issue 
discharges to the same, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1112) for the relief of William Mackey, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1854) for the relief of James H. Bacon, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
1520) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 346) to extend An act to grant the right of 
way to the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes,” reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, trom the Committeé on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2074) for the relief of Sallie Hardman, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2729) ting right of way to the Red Lake and Western 
Railway and Navigation Company across the Red Lake Indian reser- 
vation, in the State of Minnesota, and granting said company the right 
to enter certain lands in said reservation at private entry for town- 
site purposes, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was 

to. * 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (II. R. 2592) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


PAYMENT OF A STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr, JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. DAwes on the 18th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, in the consideration of the 
bill to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Southern Ute Indians, in Colo- 


rado, be authorized to employ a stenographer, to be paid out of th tingent 
fund of the Senate. tain re Li pias 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. FRYE on the 17th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and it is hereby, authorized 
to employ a stenographer from time to time as may be necessary, to report such 
hearings as may be had before said committee, and to have the same printed 


for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the „ 
contingent fund of the Senate. - 


COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. DoLrm on the 14th instant, re- 
ported it withont amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer to report such hearingsas may be had before 
said committee on bills now pending before said committee, and to have the 


same printed for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. = = 


BILIS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to 
William Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 7 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to 
John McLaren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 2767) granting the 
right to build its bridges to the Virginia, Missouri and Western Rail- 
road Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2768) to amend certain sections 
of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2769) to constitute Wichita, Kans., 
a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 
1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,“ to the said 
port of Wichita; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2770) to constitute Leavenworth, Kans., 
a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 
1880, entitled An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the said 
port of Leavenworth; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2771) for the erection of a public 
building at Rome, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2772) for the erection of a publie build- 
ing in the city of Elmira, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2773) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
G. Stillman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. F 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2774) granting a pension to John Bar- 
low; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2775) for the relief of Paymaster 
James E. Tolfree, United States: Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2776) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles 
Blake, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2777) for the relief of Louis Ma- 
nigault; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Healsointroduced a bill (S. 2778) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Black; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2779) to regulate the number of officers 
in the Engineer Corps of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2780) for the relief of James Lans- 
burgh and Julius Lansburgh; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. ~ 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2782) to provide for the reduction 
of the Round Valley Indian reservation, in the State of California, and 
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for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2783) for the relief of the Mission In- 
dians in the State of California; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CASEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 60) for the relief of 
George A. Mathews, late Delegatein from Dakota Territory; 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Territories, N 

AMENDMENT ro A BILL, 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to examine 
and report to the Senate on the most suitable kind of a bridge, with approaches, 
from a point at or near the foot of New York avenue across the Potomac River 
to a point on the United States National Cemetery grounds at Arlington, so as 
to connect in the best manner the public grounds on both sides of the Potomac 
River, with estimates of the kind of bridge deemed most expedient and which 
will not interfere with the navigation of said river. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish tosubmit a motion that the Senate to- 
morrow, after the morning business, will proceed to the consideration 
of the Calendar and continue until an adjournment or an executive 
session, under the same rule that was adopted a week ago. I think we 
shall expedite very much the business of the Senate if we can devote 
one day to the Calendar this week. as we did last week. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. PLUMB. If I could be certain that the bill which I wish to 
call up this morning would be finally disposed of in some way to-day 
I wonid not object; but there is a bill in regard to the entry of town 
sites in Oklahoma Territory, which it is exceedingly important should 
be disposed of at an early date to meet a condition which is emergent, 
and I hope it may be disposed of to-day. But, for fear it may not, I 
object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Kansas inform me what the 
Calendar number of the bill is that he refers to? 

Mr, PLUMB. I think the Calendar number is 244. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the chances are decidedly stronger that the 
pill will be reached to-morrow if the motion of the Senator from Ohio 


is agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, But the trouble might be then that everybody being 
here for the purpose of considering unobjected cases on the Calendar the 
debate would be longer than admissible under the eighth rule, and the 
bill might then be displaced, or at all events I would be under con- 
straint to leave it on the Calendar to take its chances at another time. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the Senatorvery well knows, it would besubject 
to the will of a majority of the Senate as it is now and will be from 
now on. 

Mr, SHERMAN. We shall make more progress if we proceed regu- 
larly with the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I believe that we shall make more general progress 
by giving this privilege to the Calendar on certain occasions and cer- 
tain days, but at the same time there are other things which sometimes 
ought to have precedence. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not want to be resentful and do not intend to 
be, but if we can not adopt a rule that devotes a reasonable proportion 
of the time of the Senate to the Calendar under that rale under which 
we dispose of more business than under all others, I give notice now 
that gentlemen will have to get a majority of this body to take up bills 
out of their order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course I could not do anything else but run from 
a threat of that kind; but I will object to the motion all the same, and 
we shall see what comes up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The motion goes over under objection, but it will 
be in order to-morrow, and I give notice that to-morrow morning I 
shall ask for the consideration of the order at the proper time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed order goes over, objection 
being made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLUMB. Lnow move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Order of Business 244, being House bill 1015. 

Mr. PASCO. I was going to suggest that one item of the morning 
business is not yet completed. If I can take the floor for that purpose, 
I wish to complete the remarks I was making yesterday. 

Mr. PLUMB, Iwas not aware the Senator had the floor for any 


purpose. ` 

Mr. PASCO. Iwill give way for afew moments to the Senator 
from Kansas, 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course I do not desire to interfere with the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. PASCO, Yesterday 2 o'clock came before I had completed my 


remarks on the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, 


Mr. PL Then I withdraw my motion. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 620) to pro- 
vide for the time and place of holding the terms of the United States 
district courts in the State of South Dakota, with amendments in which 
it reqnested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the bill (S. 2652) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil’s 
Lake agency, North Dakota. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. R. 174) to create the eastern division of the northern Federal judi- 
ciary district of Georgia, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. , 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 835) 
to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors who are totally 
helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted while in the serv- 
ice of the United States. 

ASSASSINATION OF W. B. SAUNDERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr, CHANDLER 
on the 17th instant, as follows: 


Resolced, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
any information in his on with reference to the recent assassination at 
. Fia., of W. B. Saunders, United States deputy marshal for the district of 

a. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agrecing to the reso- 
lution, on which the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] has the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. In the course of my remarks yesterday I stated that 
there had been no conviction before the juries of the United States 
court in Florida election cases. During the night I have received fur- 
ther information stating that there was one conviction, and the reason 
why my correspondent had not previously informed meoſ it was because 
a motion for a new trial was pending. I make this statement now, so 
that the record which I submit may be accurate. 

When I closed yesterday the charge of Judge Walker to the jury had 
just been read. I wish now to have read from the desk an extract from 
the general presentment of the grand jury of Leon County. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


We denounce thesaid Mizell as a corrupt official who has substituted “true 
and tried Republicans” for the “impartial jurors required by the statutes of 
the United States, and we hold him up to the unmitigated contempt and scorn 
of all honorable men. x 

We do solemnly protest nst the action of the judge of said court in re- 
scinding the order of his able, just, and fair-minded predecessor, for holdin 
terms of said court at Tallahassee and Pensacola, where citizens with 
violations of election laws might be tried, near their homes and their witnesses, 
and we, in behalf of our people. express the hope that in the approaching trial 
of citizens of this and sister counties Judge Charles Swayne will so exercise the 

t powers confided to him by jaw that the confidence of this people in his 
rneas, if heretofore shaken, will be restored, that the respect due tothe Fed- 
eral judiciary from all persons in this State may not be lowered, and to the end 
that our people may have no cause to look upon Federal judges as partisan foes. 


Mr. PASCO. Asa further representation of public sentiment I sub- 
mit the general presentment of the grand jury at the fall term of the 
Jefferson circuit court, and ask that it be read at the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The most serious difficulty that our people are laboring under at the present 
time is the disturbed condition of society arising from the manner in whieh 
citizens of the county are being prosecuted before the United States circuit 
court, at Jacksonville, for alleged violations of the election laws at the general 
election held in November, 1488. This is the third grand jury that has sat in 
the county since that time. Nocomplaint has reached us, nor our predecessors, 
so far as we have been able to find ont, of any wrong-doing in thateleetion. It 
passed off peacefully and quietly; the result was accepted without a murmur; 
no disa) inted candidate ever offered to produce testimony before these grand 
juries that he had been injured or defrauded ; no committees have here lodged 
any complaint of unfair treatment towards their party friends. 

e United States court has since then held its terms in all the divisions of the 
district without finding any indietments against our citizens for such causes. 
Notwithstanding this, a special term of the court was ordered at Jacksonville 
on the first Monday in October, And we feel it to be our duty to call attention 
to some of the acts of this court and its officers, because we believe they are in 
violation of the constitutional rights of our citizens and the laws passed by the 
national Congress for their protection, 

It is well remembered that soon after the war the United States courts in this 
section were made use of as a means of oppression. The iron-clad oath ex- 
eluded from the jury-box the great body of the old citizenship of the State. The 
people were harassed by political prosecutions. Prejudice and partisanship 
overthrew for a time the foundation of the jury system. The enormity of this 
evil at length aroused the attention of the country, and the two Houses of Con- 
gress passed a law with the manifest purpose of restoring an unbiased and non- 
panas urysystem. Thejuriesinall future cases wereto be drawn from names 

urnished in equal numbers by officers of the courtof opposite political parties. 

The faithful execution of this law must result in something like equality as to 
the formation of juries, with reference totheir political complexion. But, atthe 
present session of the United States circuit court, it is admitted that twenty-two 
out of twenty-three grand jurors drawn under this law are members of the same 
8 party, and it is understood that the petit jury, drawn directly after, is 

n nearly the same condition. And, the attention of the court being called to 
these remarkable results, it accepted t as legitimate and honest, and failed 
to relieve itself of the terrible suspicion of a willful violation, by someof its own 
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officers, of the spirit or the letter of the law, in a partisan spirit, fora 
p! 2 d 8 partisan 


patroan The publie jury-box was not even 

e im; rtint fury law is thus practically repealed, and we see before us a re- 
newal of troubles which wrou sọ much misery and injustice while the clouds 
of war still lingered in the horizon, 

But the court has gone further and abrogated the rule established in the past 
Kf — e of giving the citizen his ancient privilege of being tried by a jury 

e Vicinage, 

The northern district of Florida was by an act of Congress divided Into divis- 
ions, and terms of the court were appointed to be held in this division of the 
State for the trial of cases arising here. Under this law, a rule of the court fixed 
the trial ofall cases from this and other counties of Middle Florida at Tallahassee, 

Without any reason being given, this rule has been suddenly swept awey, 
and citizens of this county ‘accused of crime are hereafter to be tried at Jack- 
sonville, 100 to 150 miles farther from their homes, ‘This so increases the cost 

getting to and from court with their witnesses that it amounts to oppres- 
sion, and the Government is wronged by the enormous and unnecessary mul- 
tiplication of fees and costs to the emolument of the lower officers of the court, 
And, as under the present rules, no jurors are drawn from this part of the 
state to attend the terms at Jacksonville, they go before strangers, and are de- 
prived of the benefit of any good reputation they may have built up in the 


The people feel that these acts amount to a denial of justice. When courts 
are so organized and conducted that the constitutional rights of the citizens are 
denied and the laws enacted for the protection of those rights are disregarded 
there are just grounds for apprehension. Every good citizen desires to see the 
Jaws executed. It is the safeguard of the country. But when public confidence 
in the courts is diminished and nship supplants impartiality, the 
and quiet of the country are in danger of interruption, and oppression and vio- 
lence are substituted for justice and d order. 

We make public presentment of these 5 so that they may reach the 
attention of the governor in the hope that a remedy may be found ough his 
inte: ition with the President, whose great duty it is to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed. 


Mr. PASCO. I have in my hand a letter dated Quincy, Gadsden 
County, Florida, on the 13th instant. It is from a Presbyterian clergy- 
man, a gentleman of high character, whose whole life has been an ex- 
emplification of the gospel which he practices and preaches. It gives 
a very fair indication of the condition of society now existing in Florida, 
cansed by these prosecutions, I read some extracts from it, in which 
he says as follows: ` 


Four, including two elders of our church at Iamonia, in Leon County, were 
indicted by the United States court in Jacksonville, a month ago, for alleged 
frauda at the last elections, and some forty others in the same county. They 
were in distress to know what to do, dreading trial so far from home and be- 
fore a partisan court, The church, Sabbath-school, community, and whole 
county in confusion. No plans of work, religious, agricultural, or scholastical, 
could be inaugurated. Less than half of my salary as their pastor last year 


could be paid, 
Several in this county have been served With notice of arrest, What will the 
end be? Please do all you can for us. 


I now ask to have read at the Secretary’s desk an editorial from the 
Florida Times-Union, the leading daily paper of the State, referring 
to the tragedy at Quincy. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE TRAGEDY AT QUINCY. 


The people of Florida, without regard to party, are unanimously deploring 
and denouncing the brutal and cowardly assassination of Deputy Marshal Saun- 
ders at Quincy. For such a vile murder no right-thinking man can offer the 
least excuse or paana ; there is nothing to be suggested in mitigation of the 
crime. The cold, cruel, premeditated manner of its execution takes its perpe- 
trators beyond the pale of punho sympathy, and they must suffer the conse- 

uences of a deed so foul that its very atrocity relieves Gadsden County and 
eè people of Florida and the South of any suspicion of sympathy or complicity, 
What motive for such a villainous purpose could bie mind one degree re- 
moved from idiocy or insanity suggest? Organized resistance to wrong would 
be a thousand-fold more honorable. The sudden banding together of men who 
felt the sting of persecution, the killing of an officer in fair, open resistance and 
defiance „ wrong, might excite a measure of publie respect, but to 
entice an unsuspecting man into some secluded spot and there coldly and cruelly 
assassinate him divests the act of every element of heroism. We know the 

te of Middle Florida. They are brave, candid, honorable. They maintain 
the! r rights inan open, honorable manner. The public will not visit upon them 
the consequences of an act which no honorable community can countenance, 
This killing was hedged about by a mere personal motive,and no honorable 
man will seek to inflict upon any community the responsibility for such an out- 
rage in ven ce of n personal wrong. $ 

Vhat could be expected of murdering one man in sixty millions? What prin- 
ciple is established? What public wrong is righted? One man is but n drop 
in the ocean of human affairs, vital as his being may be to family and friends. 
In this critical juncture we should do nothing to second the call for United States 
troops; nothing to justify the judicial proceedings which have been condemned 
everywhere throughout the country. This murder isa wound which no patri- 
otic, honorable, publio-spirited citizen would inflict upon his people. We still 
maintain that this United States court was organized to promote partisan pur- 

—partisan persecution—and law-abiding men everywhere would keep it 
on the defensive. Passive resistance to veon is more potent than ill-advised, 
$ odic resistance of a physieal character which inflicts a deeper wound upon 

e State than could be inflcted on any individual, 

MeFarland’s conspirator, Mitchell, was promptly arrested by the local author- 
ities and lodged in jail. Gadsden County should exhaust all its resources for 
the arrest of the guilty parties. The murder was no doubt instigated by per- 
sonal enmity,and the assassins must not be permitted to throw any of the re- 
sponsibility forthe crime upon the people to whom they have done such agriev- 
ous wrong. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the object of the resolution is doubt- 
less to connect the killing of Saunders with these troubles in Florida. 
It may be so. I have no other information on the subject than what 
has appeared in the newspapers; but I do know that Saunders had al- 
ready exhibited his unfitness for the duties of this office in the sad affair 
which occurred about a year ago in Holmes County, Florida. At that 
time he had in his hands a warrant for the arrest of one Brownell, who 
was accused of violating the internal-revenue law. He went out in 
the night-time, after having had several drinks of whisky, to the house 
of this man, who lived in a little cabin in Holmes County. He en- 


tered the man’s house without notifying him of his warrant or stating 
what his purpose was, and, after stationing Mr. Weller, who was the 
internal-revenue officer and who had accompanied him, at the back 
door to intercept Brownell in case he should attempt to escape, without 
reading his warrant, without notifying Brownell of his authority, he 
went into the house, Brownell was resting quietly with his family. 
Alarmed at this invasion, not knowing that it was for any particular 
purpose, his first thought was that he was being attacked by enemies, 
and he jumped from his bed and ran to the back door, taking up as he 
went his gun. When he got out to the back door there was young Wel- 
ler to intercept him. Supposing he also was engaged in a plot to rab 
or murder him, he killed Weller and took to the swamp and remained 
there till the next day. 

These were the facts that came out at the time, and they were facts 
sufficient to justify the removal of Saunders at the time from the office 
of deputy marshal. 

When these facts were judicially investigated before the State and 
United States courts, both, I believe, Brownell was declared justifiable 
and he was never further prosecuted. In investigating these matters we 
ought to have causes as well as results, and if the killing of Saunders 
was a result then we ought to have all the causes which led up to it 
from the very commencement of the sad history. 

We ought to ascertain the exact responsibility of Swayne and Strip- 
ling and Mizell and Walter, who have been shown to be connected with 
these partisan prosecutions. My colleague [Mr. CALL] made aneffort 
some time ago to get from the Department of Justice facts which would 
have perhaps thrown some light upon the subject; but in the report 
which came back the Attorney-General gave the Senate little of the 
information that was asked for. He was unable even to give an accu- 
rate account of the expenditures of his own Department, but he was 
able to give the exact number of Republicans whose votes were thrown 
out during the last election. He does this by indorsing a ridiculous 
fabrication of Mr. Walter. 

The absurdity of the story was manifest, and an examination of the 
election returns which are accessible to évery one in the almanacs of the 
day would have demonstrated it. He states that 10,000 Republican 
votes were cast out and not counted in the election of 1888. He states 
that 7,000 more were refused registration. Now, what do the returns 
show? In1872 there were 17,765 Republican votes; in 1876, 24,350, 
and at that time the Republicans had the assistance of the visiting 
statesmen ”’ from the North to help them out in counting the returns 
and making them as large as possible, In 1880 there were 23,654; in 
1884, 28,031. 

- That was at a time when they relinquished their party organization 
and supported an independent candidate for governor. In 1888, in the 
last election, their vote was 26,657, less than 2, 000 less than in 1884, when 
their vote was re-enforced by the Independents; and it will be remem- 
bered that this was ata time when the yellow fever was in the State, and 
when thousands of voters of both political parties were prevented from 
being present at the election. The study of these figures should be 
enough to satisfy any candid person that it wasimpossible for17,000 Re- 
publicans to have beendeprived of their votes during the last election. 

A communication from Mr, Walter plainly indicates that great ef- 
forts will be made to show that there were frauds in Florida during 
the last election. It may be so. This is neither the time nor the place 
to discuss it. That is not the true question before the Senate and be- 
fore the country. ‘The question is whether these men, these court of- 
ficers, are proper men to deal with this evil. Are they the men to try 
these cases fairly and justly? All that the people of Florida have 
asked, all that they have desired, all that they have requested, has 
been a fair and impartial trial. 

Warrants were sent out by the United States commissioners before 
this court was held, before the partisan grand jury was organized, to 
different counties in the State, and no resistance was made to them, 
and no difficulty existed in getting the accused persons down to Jack- 
sonville so that they might be examined. Notroublewas heard of from 
this source until after the court met, until the division lines of the dis- 
tricts were wiped ont, until this partisan jury was organized; and then 
for the first time we began to hear of resistance to the laws, of refusal 
to be arrested, and of these troubles which have occupied so large a 
share of public attention since those days. The great difficulty with 
reference to this matter is that the principal law-breakers are the officers 
of the court. They must be made to obey the law; they must be 
made to recognize the statutes of the United States; they must learn 
that the administration of justice is based upon the law of the land; 
and whenever the courts act in a proper manner, when they banish 
partisanship from their councils, whenever they administer justice, 
there will be no difficulty in having their writs, mandates, and sum- 
monses respected throughout the State of Florida. 

The whole disturbed condition of society has commenced since par- 
tisanship began in the courts of justice. I may state here that many 
of the witnesses and the men who stand around the United States court 
in Jacksonville, who fill up the lobby, are not those who go there for 
the purpose of giving proper testimony. I remember a man from my 
own county who, during the time that I wasatthecourt, going backwards 
and forwards for some weeks in the early part of the extra session, was 
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always to be found there. He had been convicted in the State court of 
stealing a cow from a poor n woman, but he was there, and, as the 
people of our county believe, for the purpose of manipulating the 2 85 
witnesses as they came in. He could not testify himself, because of 
conviction before the courts. 

There were others, men of similar character, some of the worst men 
from my own section of the State, with whom the districtattorney was 
surrounding the court. When some of these desired to get back home 
to visit their families writs were placed in their hands to beserved so that 
they might practically get home at the expense of the Government. Men 
of this class und character are some of the means which have been used 
to get up indictments and in the attempts to convict some of the very 
best men in our State. 

Now, Mr. President, I am disposed to make another effort to get in- 
formation with reference to the history of this court, and shall submit 
an amendment to the pending resolution. There ought to be enough 
patriotism in this body to consider the terrible events in the history of 
Florida during the past four or five months, ineluding the latest act in 
the drama, on a broader basis than mere political advantage. The 
Senators and Representatives from Florida laid all the facts then in 
their possession before the President in December, and offered him 
their further aid and their further information as they received it from 
time to time, but none has ever been called for. They recommended 
the withdrawal of the names of these partisan officers until these mat- 
ters could be investigated, but they have never received any response 
to their requests, either negative or affirmative, but the court has still 
gone on with its work, and week by week its partisanship has developed 
and become more manifest. 

I now ask Senators on both sides of the Chamber to aid me in getting 
all the facts before this body and in restoring to the people of my 
State the lawful and regular action of the courts of justice. To secure 
this information I snbmit an amendment to the resolution offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 


APPENDIX. 


Extracts from the proceedings of the United States circuit court at Jacksonville, 
Fla., January 11, 1890, during the examination of Charles E. Kirk, a witness 
8 of The United States vs. Benjamin Chaires, J. L. Agnew, and D. 

ooten. 

Witnesses were then introduced, and the following evidence was elicited; 

Charles C. Kirk was sworn as a witness. 

Q. What is your name? 

A, Charles C. Kirk. 

Q. Where do you reside, Mr. Kirk? 

A. In DeLand, Volusia County. 

Q. Where were you summoned in this case, if you have been summoned in 
this case? 

A. De Land. 

Q. Mr. Kirk, state to the court whether or not, in July last, you furnished to 
the clerk of this courta list of names of jurors for service in this court. 

A. I did, on or about that time. 

Q. Here is a book, or list, containing the names as furnished by the clerk; 
are oor 8 list, and see if it was furnished by you as from Volusia County. 

Ves, sir. 

Q. How many names are there in that list? 

A. Fifty-nine or sixty. 

Q. Mr. Kirk, did you furnish that list of your own accord or were you re- 
quested to furnish it? 

A. I was instructed to do so. 

Q. You were instructed to furnish a list? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Kirk, was that instruction oral or in writing? 

A. In writing. 

Q. It wasin writing? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have vou that writing? 

A. Ihave. 

Q. Will you produce it? 

_ A. I want to plead the matter to the court in regard to the marshal’s letter; I 

just object to presenting that written letter. 

The Court. On what ground? 

A. I just appeal to the court. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, Is it a private letter to you? > 

The Counr. Who wrote the letter? 

A. Mr. Mizell. 

UNITED States ATTORNEY., We have nothing to do with Mr. Mizell's letter. 

Mr. Coorer. May it please your honor, I ask that the letter be read and in- 
spected before it is ruled upon. 

The Court. We have nothing to do with Mr. Mizell’s letter; we have got to 
do with Mr. Farnell and Mr. Walter and what they did and what they said, and 
if you have a letter from them saying, “Send down good Republican names to 
9 in this box to find men guilty whether they are ng x Aad not,” all right, 

Vhat Mr. Mizell wrote, unless you ean trace it to Mr, Walter or Mr. Farnell, 
we have nothing to do with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We propose to connect Mr. Walter with it. 

The Covrr. Let me see the letter. 

Mr. STRIPLISG. If your honor please, I object to this court inquiring—— 

i das I will look ut this letter and make such use of it as appears proper 
ereafter, 

Colonel COCKRELL. If the court please, this witness has pleaded his privilege; 
now, in the course of orderly — m 

The Court, There is nothing now before the court except that I will look 
atthe letter and see if it bears on the subject; if hereafter it appears that Mr. 
Mizell received corrupt instructions, then we will take the two together. 

Mr. Coorzu. When your honor has read the letter I would like to submit 
some observations upon it before the court rules upon it. 

The Covrr. It is not necessary to hear arguments. The court is perfect 
clear that until that letter is connected with one of the parties in interest in this 
case we have nothing todo with it. If Ht is connected we will look at it. 


Colonel COCKRELL. If the court please, you can never establish a motive for the 
doing of a thing until you decide it has been done. I was going to present m 
views, I hayespent a great deal of thought and I have the authorities, — 


Ithink they that it is a universal rule that you must establish the exist - 
paca pt a fact — you can impute n corrupt motive for doing it, just as in 
murder. 

The Covurt. I say you can not establish the fact and then infer the motive. 

Colonel COCERELL. If the court please, you must establish the fact of the kill- 
ing before you can establish the motive for the killing. We have thus far the 
testimony of the witness that he selected the names and submitted them to the 
clerk of this court. The duty of the clerk of this court was to put names in this 
box without regard to party affiliations, This clerk and this jury commissioner 
received these names, That is one fact in the case. 

The Court. And that fact, the court holds, has nothing to do with the case. 

Colonel COCKRELL. Then itis utterly impossible to establish a motive. 

The Covrr. You must prove that when Mr. Walter and Mr. Farnell put those 
names in the box they did it for political purposes, 

Mr. Cooper. We expect to show that. 

The Court. What I want you to do is show that fact. I have already said 
two or three times that your testimony and this letter have nothing to do with 
the case, and it is no nse to repeat it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, If your honor please, we have got to establish the fact that 
those names were put into the box not witbout regard to party affiliations. 
Now, what is the first step in the procedure? I don't know what this witness 
will swear, but he has sworn that he selected these names under certain instruc- 
tions. 

The Court. I see we are merely continuing this discussion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Your honor will permit me to read what Justice Bradley and 
Justice Wood have decided, 

The Court. Colonel Cockrell, I am aware of what you contend, but the court 
has decided that point. 

Colonel I will ask the court to listen to what the court says. [Reads 
from decision.] I don't know what the witness will say, but we have submit- 
ted a statement of facts to show that these names were selected oo rivate in- 
structions with regard to party affiliations. I prppose to ask this witness 
3 whether or not these names were selected in accordance with those in- 
stractions. 

The Court. I have ruled that question out three times, and I don’t know but 
more; I have ruled seun and again that you can not prove what other parties 
did and what Marshal Mizell did or any one else did; you must prove that he 
did it with instructions from the clerk, and you must prove that ret 


Colonel COCKRELL. We expect to show that these corrupt actions of these 
parties prevailed to such an extent that, in point of fact, we are confronted with 
this solid Republican jury. From Volusia County, from Nassau County almost 
solid Repub! „from St. John's County almost solid Republican, from Oran, 
County almost solid Republican, from Clay and Putnam almost solid Re 
lican, and so on throughout the district. © expect to show that the ratio of 
those who were qualified to serve as jurors was at least two Democrats to one 
Republican, whereas we have now to one Democrat ten Republicans. 

Now, I submit, if your honor please, tliat when we have shown that the mar- 
shal of the court, who is a sworn officer of the court to draw names from the 
box, wrote to a party in Volusia County to select those names—assuming it to be 
true that the letter does indicate to this witness that he must disregard the law 
and select only true and tried Republicans—I submit to the court, as an officer 
of this court, interested in the administration of this court, that itis due from this 
court to this people to set aside this venire. * „ We consider that the charge 
is that the jury-box was packed for political purposes. Now, if the court 
please, we have shown as to Volusia County that the names were selected with 
regard to party affiliations. 

The Court. I overruled the answer, and the witness answered contrary to 
the instructions of the court, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then, as indicating what we propare to do, we have proposed 
to show that the names were selected from Volusia County with regard to po- 
litical affiliations; that is precisely one of the issues in this court. 

The Court. I have said to you, if you can show that upon the officers who 
made the selection, you may do so. 

Mr. Cooper., How can we do it? 

The Covert. Iam not here to answer the question, All I haye to say is, you 
must do it in accordance with the rules of evidence; that is all. 

Mr. Coorren. Will your honor permit us to show? Your honor has declined 
to let the witness show that these names were sel 5 

The Court. Weare not trying Marshal Mizell or any other officer. I don't 
know that I need aN it more than five or six times. As I have already said, 
what Marshal Mizell or anybody else bas said or done or written has nothing 
to do here, unless you first connect its having been done or said by the direc- 
tion or authority of the parties whose business it is to select these juries. 

Colonel COCKRELL, We have shown by this witness that this list was furnished 
to the clerk and that the clerk placed the names in the box. 

The Court. The clerk doesn't break the law when he takes names and puts 
them in the box if he don’t know one of them, if he doesn’t put them in on ac- 
count of his affiliations. He may put in the worst or the best man, but he does 
not break the law unless he does it corruptly. You must prove that the clerk 
and the jury commissioner did this corruptly. They are the men to make the 
selection. The charge is that they made it corruptly. Now, then, prove that 
they did it, and you can’t prove that anybody else did it. 

* * e s 


* s . 

Q. Mr. Witness, you have said that you furnished names to the clerk, and you 
compared the list t appears bere upon this pook with the list shown you as 
from the clerk’s book here, I will ask you to look at that list again and say 
8 ter not you retain a copy of the list you furnished. 

Ves, sir. 

2. Look at that list again and say whether or not that list there compares 
with the list you furnished; say whether that list there is in thevorder in which 
g furnished it—I mean whether the names appear consecutively in the order 

which you furnished it, 

The UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. I object. 

The Cover. I don't see that it has anything to do with the issue. 

Colonel CocKRELE. I want to show if it be a fact; I expect to show, if it bea 
fact, that this list was copied into this list here just in the order in which it was 
furnished, name by name, 

The Court. I don't see that that bears in any way upon the question. 

The Witsess, Yes, sir; it was just ns furnished; similar. 

—— aow Mr. Witness, do you know the political affiliations of these men on 
t list? 

The Cover. Don't answer that question; that is not a proper question. 

Colonel Cocknkll. We want to show—if your honor would permit me to 
frame a question—your honor has ruled that tat letter written by Marshal Mi- 
zell is not evidence unless it is shown to have been directed by Mr. Walter; but 
now, further, your honor has stated that if we show that Mr. Walter or 

The Court. The ruling of the court was, that if you present such evidence as 
to connect the clerk or the jury commissioner with it, I willadmit itas evidence. 

Colonel COCKRELL, I suppose that if we show that the clerk authorized him 
to write in those terms it would be the same. What I want to ask the court is 
this: Now the court holds that that icular letter isn’t admissible, and says 
we must connect it if it be a fact, and we must connect that fact with a corru) 
motive, I would ask the court this: Whether it is not entirely permissible for 
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ican party ns were well 
known Republicans, and he must have wn I ask your 
honor, wouldn't your honor decide that it is 3 admissible? And I would 
call en honor's attention to another principle, and that is this: That wherever 


Republ 


1 
ence is adduced to a judge only as ed from a jury, where he de- 
termines the evidence 4 that 8 ble unless wholly 
irrelevant. 


The Uourr, The letter is ruled out because, in the judgment of the court, itis 
wholly irrelevant. * è * I will not permit counsel to go on and first prove 
that the j is largely Republican and then show that the clerk knew it, and, 

failing in anything else, to argue that, because these two facts existed, 
‘ore his motives were corrupt. 
Colonel COCKRELL, I will ask your honof this question: Under the act of 
these men have to be selected without regard to party affiliations. I 
say that, if we show that in point of fact nearly all the jurors selected were Re- 
pees and that the clerk knew it, or present very strong evidence that he 
ewit- ~ 


The Covet. That brings in again every time the subject of inferences; that is 
just the position again, 


* * * s 
Colonel CockRreELL. You say you submitted this list to Mr. Walker? 
A. Yes, sir; by mail. 
Q. In what capacity to him was the letter addressed, clerk of the court? 
A. Clerk of the United States court. 
Q. 2 a gata then, this list to him as clerk of the United States court? 
es, sir, 
ou find those names in the books as you communicated them to him: 
find them on the list. 
you know Mr. Walter? 
had an introduction to him at one timea few weeksago. 
Do you know whether or not he isa Republican? 
suppose him to be a Republican; [ don't know. 
Do you know the political character or afliliations of the marshal? 
He seems to be a blican. 
The Courr. I don’t know that that has got anything to do with it. 


Q. You stated a while ago that you were introduced to Mr. Walter; I did not 
catch exactly the date. 

A. I don't recollect the date; it was some weeks ago. 

Q. Was inquiry at any time made of you as to the methods by which you pro- 

=! to re this selection, by the clerk? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. I will ask if you stated in that letter that these names were furnished, and 
at whose instructions? 

Q. Yes, sir; I did. 

What time was this you mailed this letter? 

A. I haven't the date. 

Q. Do you know about the date: what is the date of your letter of instruc- 
tions; have you got the letter? 

A. Jaly 5. Some time in the neighborhood of July 10 I sent the answer. 

Q. ae 8 got the leiter of instructions? = 

A. Yes, 


Q. Do you read from it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have the letters in your possession? 

A. I answered about July 27. 

State what you communicated in that letter to Mr. Walter. 
un UNITED States ATTORNEY. I object; they have the power to 

Colonel COCKRELL. Do you represent the clerk in this case? 

The UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, Yes, sir. r. 

The Courr. The clerk is one of the defendants in this case. 

Colonel COCKRELL. I was not aware of it. 

The Court. This case involves directly the clerk and the marshal. He is in 
that sense that would entitle him to take care of his interests. 

Colonel Cockre.L. Mr. Clerk, will you podao that letter this witness wrote 
you? [The clerk does not answer.] Isu t that the clerk, in his official ca- 
pacity, can not claim the privilege of a private citizen; he has no private inter- 
est in his official letters or in that letter. The letter was written to him by this 
witness in his official capacity. ~ A 3 = 


Q. Mr. Witness, did you, after the receipt of this letter of July 5, which you 
refer to as containing your instructions, did you write to Mr. Walter tha 
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t in ac- 
cordance with those instructions you had made the selection and furnished the 
names? 

The Court. Don't answer that. 

Counsel here requested afew moments for consultation, and the court ad- 
ree for dinner, first remarking: “I will give you any reasonable time to 

ind any testimony or any evidence to show that Mr. Walter, the clerk, or Mr. 
Farnell, the jury commissioner, put these names in the box because of their po- 
liticalafiliations, Whatever evidence there is to sustain that charge I will ad- 
mit, If such evidence exists I should like to have it. Mr. Witness, you will 
keep that letter in yourpossession. I do not desire to have it shown to any onc. 
It may be of no consequence, Itis of no consequence at present, and I know 
what use might be made of it. 

Mr. Cooper stated that he heard what the court said, but wished to be under- 
stood as making no pledge one way or the other. 

AFTERNOON SESSION. 


At the afternoon session, Mr, C. C. Kirk was recalled to the stand. 

Q. Mr. Kirk, you said in the forenoon that you wrote a letter to Mr. Walter, 
the clerk, in his capacity as clerk, and put it in the mail; have you seen that 
letter since? 

A. Yes, sir; a portion of it. 

Q. When did you see it? 

A. Since court, 

Q. Since court adjourned ? 

A. The clerk showed it to me. 

Q. In whose presence did he exhibit it to you? 

A. Mr. Stripllng's. 

Q. Was that letter, or any portion of it, mutilated or destroyed? 

A. Lew one portion of it. 

. You saw only one portion of it? 
he Corer. Perhaps it will facilitate this matter for counsel to state what they 
propose to prove by that. 

Colonel Cocxrerns. I want to show by this witness that in that letter he re- 
ferred tothe instructions received from Mizell the instructions which were offered 
in court this morning; and also that he said to the clerk that, in accordance with 
instructions received from Mizell, he made these selections, and in connection 
with that wo spen offer the instructions given by Mizell, 

The Covrr. If you can prove that Mr. Walter directed Mr, Mizell to select 
true and tried Republicans, I will hear that testimony; not what this witness 
wrote to Mr. Walter. 


i 
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3 But we 
that the letter was addressed to the clerk in his official capacity. 
received in his official capacity, and we 


pose to show that Mr. Walter was informed 
S to select this jury, and we propose to show 


letter bearing upon his motive has been mu and destroyed. e propose 

to show that that part of the letter relating to political aMfiliations of the parties 

has been mutilated or and we propose to show 2 witness that 

hae Seng said to him, as a fact, that it was no business of to preserve such 
e! 

The Covrr. My ruling this morning was to the effect that if we—that if they, 
the clerk and thejury commissioner, might have known that these were Repub- 
licans selected by the clerk and his friends as Republicans, and it is a fact that 
they were put in there corruptly, that you must provethe fact. That the friend 
said or wrote, “these are good Republicans,” would not fasten corrupt actions on 
the clerk or the jury commissioner. And I don't think the additional fact that 
a portion of that letter has been destroyed and put out of the way—I don't think 
that is any evidence to fasten corrupt actions on the clerk. I don't see how it 
can be urged and argued, or asserted. Suppose a letter was sent to the clerk 
saying that these are all Republicans, and that part is torn off; and the same 
way with thej commissioner on the other side, suppose a friend wrote, 1 
have sent you a of Democrats as your friend Jones wrote me to do,“ and 
afterwards it was discovered thata portion of the letter was torn off. I don't 
think that establishes the fact of corrupt actions. 

Colonel CocKRELL. But if we show, in connection with that, that it was a part 
of the knowledge of the clerk; that these names were submitted to the clerk 
under instructions from the marshal? It is the duty of the clerk, as an officer 
of this court, to institute an inquiry, if he does his duty under his oath, as to 
the methods by which these names were selected, and whether or not those 
methods were in accordance with the law. We have shown that the clerk was 
not only conscious of the illegality of his actions, but he bas absolutely miti- 
lated a letter received by him in his official capacity to destroy traces of that 


fact, 

The Covat. Admitting that the letter was here and put in evidence, it has no 
bearing upon the issue; you must prove a corrupt act on the part of the clerk 
or jury commissioner. 

lonel CockreL.L. We think one of the facts is the mutilation, by the clerk, 
of a letter received in his official capacity, by that part of the letter which bears 
directly upon the motives and methods by which these names were selected. 
We have connected the clerk with having a letter in his possession, which lét- 
ter refers to a letter of instruction from zell. The value of that evidence is 
one thing and its admissibility another. It may have more or less force as it 
is more or less connected with the main fact. That is to say, the intention to 
putin fa tase as Republicans, instead of disregarding party qualifications 
in the making up of the jury. 

We have gone a step further and shown that the party who made the selec- 
tion put the clerk in 88 of the facts, in connection with the list, as to 
the methods by which the selection was made, and not only the result, but the 
fact that he was instructed to do this by another, who assumed the act for the 
clerk. Now, your honor correctly said that the marshal had nothing to do with 
placing the names on the list, but the marshal assumes to have something to do 
with it. He instructs him not only that he must disregard the law, but that hie 
must select true and tried Republicans. 

We show that the clerk is informed by the letter from the witness that, in ac- 
cordance with the instructions received from the marshal, he had proceeded to 
make the selection. Now, then, we further show, in that connection, that this 
portion of the letter bearing upon the fact of the methods brought to bear had 
been mutilated. The witness testifies that he said in that letter that he had, in 
accordance with instructions received from the marshal, done so and so. I now 
submit to the court that if the clerk knew that the marshal had been giving in- 
structions in his name the clerk is bound by the act and these instructions, un- 
less he repudiates them. The witness swears that he proceeded in accordance 
7 5 the instructions received from Mizell, and that he informed the clerk of 
the fact. 

‘The clerk receives this letter in his official capacity, and instead of pulting it 
upon the files of this court he absolutely mutilates the letter, which proves di- 
rectly and conclusively the consciousness of having violated the law. It is a 
maxim of law and religion that everything is presumed against the despolia- 
tor. Men don't destroy and mutilate letters which make for their integrity. 
The fact remains that a letter was addressed to the clerk setting out that the 
jurors had been selected in accordance with a letter of instruction written by 
the marshal; that letter has been upon by the court and rejected. 

The Court. The court holds that letter in abeyance, I will admit the letter 
at the proper time or ar aaa it. It is now under the control of the court. 

Colonel COCKRELL. understanding was that your honor rejected the let- 
ter. We now offer this letter in evidence in connection with the facts which 
we now propose to prove. And I fiow say that under all the rules with which 
Lam familiar that letter is clearly admissible. Your honor may not so rule, 
but it strikes me that it is. The question now is not as to its value, but its 
admissibility. I can not see how it is that an officer of this 5 with 
the duty of selecting jurors, can transfer his responsibility, and the having 
been brought here to the court that these instructions have been given, and he 

by saying, I didn’t inquire as to what those instructions were.” 

Your honor was very correct in saying that the fact that they were all of one 
political party was not conclusive of a bad motive in the drawing, but where we 
show that written instructions were given, that the clerk is informed of the in- 
structions given by Mizell, I submit that the clerk can not escape the responsi- 
bility of ng this list by merely eats, to examine into the matter. It 
may be that is nothing wrong in these instructions, but we propose, as a 
part of our case, to show that there is something wrong. Does that bear upon 
the question of motive? I think it does. He says: 

“Select true and tried Republicans.” The witness writes; ‘In accordance 
with the instructions, I have made the selection.” Will the court say that the 
clerk can evade his responsibility by saying that he did not examine into what 
those instructions were? If he lived a thousand miles off there is still the great- 
est reason why he should examine into it. My oath requires that I make this 
selection myself. You say somebody has written you to make this selection, 
Yes. Then I want to know what instructions were given you. The instruc- 
tions are to send true and tried Republicans to the extent of fifty or sixty. Not 
only so, but the list itself is sent to the clerk as clerk of this court. 

I must say I think we have sufficiently connected the clerk with these in- 
structions. The clerk must have known of these instructions. The law is that 
they should besummoned without regard to party affiliations, The clerk isin- 
formed by this letter that this list was pre in accordance with certain in- 
structions. He must have known what these instructions were. Why, if he 
did not, did he mutilate this letter? It was because of a consciousness of his 
unlawful acts, I ask your honor in justice to admit this in evidence forthe pur- 
pose of ascertaining in the first place whether the jurors were selected with re- 

rd to their party affiliations, and in the second place whether the clerk knew 

fe The first question is whether they were selected without regard to party 

tions. Now, the question and the only 1 is, did the clerk know it? 

As bearing upon that question we show that the party who made the selection 
said to the olerk that he had done so under the instructions of another, 

The Court. Ican not see how counsel can insist upon following up that line. 
My ruling this morning completely covered that ground and everything of that 
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character, I have said,and it was admitted by counsel, that no matter who 
selected (hose names, or how they were ea if they selected the worst parti- 


way. 

2 said repeatedly that if Mr. Farnell may have known that the names 
he put in the box were Democrats and sent to him as such and Mr. Walter 
knew that every name that he put in the box was a Republican and sent to 
him as such, that if they acted in the exercise of their j t and believed 
that they would make good jurors, acts or instructions of anybody else have 
nothing to do with them. It is their privilege to take these lists and accept 
them or reject them, 1 do not see that it changes the case at all to show that 
Mr. Walter got some names, and perhaps the allegation, “the above names are 
all Republicans,” assuming the officer to be honest, as I would any man until 
3 otherwise —assuming that to be so, I do not see how we can take the al- 

egutions of outside puna in the way you use them for the purpose of an infer- 
ence. I do not think it is admissible. 

Mr. Coormr. Your honor refuses to admit the letter in evidence? 

Tle Court, Les. 

Q. 15 — select those names with regard to party affiliations? 

es, sir. ; s 

‘The Court, I don't think it necessary to go into that question. You may 
state that the court has decided that it would not admit any evidence to show 
the acts of Mizell or anybody else in regard to what anybody did in selecting 
names to send to the clerk. , 

* * > . * * ~” 

Mr. Coorkn. I have not had time to verify these memoranda, but here is a 
sample of what we expect to Pears, as to the different counties. I will read 
some of them, as it yaries a little in some of them: For Duval, of the first 85 
names all are Republicans, and then follow 15 Democrats. There are about 2 
Democrats to 3 Republicans in number and about twice as many Democrats as 
Republicans competent as Jasons, The clerk of the court is a prominent Re- 
publican and has been such for twenty years; he knows the politics of said 
names; he isa member of the Republican club in said county, and a large num- 
ber of these names are of members of this club. 

The Counr. All that is ruled out under my former ruling. 

Mr. CoopkR. I will read another: Orange County. The first 64 names were 
Republicans and 4 names were Democrats, one of whom, T. J. Shine, was dead. 
This list was selected by the chairman of the county Republican executive coni- 
mittee. There are about 2 Democrats to 1 Republican competent as jurors. 

The 8 Counsel, of course, understands that that question has been ruled 

n before. 

Ir. COOPER. As to Nassau, there are 30 names, all Republicans, and many of 
them can not read or write; that there are 3 Democrats to 1 Republican com- 
petent as jurors. As to Marion County, of the 113 names, 103 are Republicans of 
a certain faction of the Republican party, and 10 Democrats; thatthereare about 
2 Democrats to 1 . competent and qualifled for 17 —— and that the 
names were selected by a prominent Republican leader and candidate for office 
at the last election at the instance of the clerk, There are a number of these 
es) ane: we propose to prove, substantially, the same thing throughout all 

e district, 

In the county of Alachua, of the 41 names, all belong to one faction of the Re- 
publican party. As [have already stated, we propose to show substantially the 
same state of factsin every county in the district: that many of the Republicans 
on the list were Republican politicians who were frequently at Republican meet- 
ings and conventions at which the clerk was present/and were known to him 
as such. Also, that many of the Republicans selected are men of little or no 
education, and some of can not read or write. 

Colonel COCKRELL. I don't know that there is anything else, unless when the 
marshal returns we might want to put him on the stand, 

The Court. I think my former ruling can be considered as covering all that. 

Counsel announced that they rested their case, and the court took the matter 
under advisement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The proposed 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr, Pasco] will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Add to the resolution the words: 

That the Attorney-General also be directed to inform the Senate whether any 
efforts have been made by the Department of Justice to correct the action of the 
officers of the court which have resulted in isan juries made up mainly from 
one political party, in violation of the provisions of the impartial-jury law, and 
if so to report the same to the Senate. 

And the Attorney-General is further directed to inform the Senate whether 
he has any information of an official letter written or said to have been written 
by John R. Mizell, marshal of the northern district of Florida, dated July 5, 
1889, directing that the “names of true and tried Republicans” be furnished for 

tirors of the United States court for said district; and whether he bas any in- 
formation of other letter or letters of a similar cter written by the said 
marshal or by any other officer or officers of said court, and, if any such letter 
or letters haye been written, to inform the what action the Department 
of Justice has taken with reference to communications of that character from 
said official or officials. 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I move that this resolution take the 
same course that all other resolutions of a similar character have taken 
during the present session: that the resolution and amendment be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr, President, I should be much better satisfied 
to pass the simple, direct resolution as it was offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I have listened, so far as the 
confusion in the Chamber would permit, to most of the remarks of the 
Senator from Florida, and have listened carefully to his proposed amend- 
ment, and both seem to me to be a sort of premature apology for murder. 
It is evident that the amendment itself is intended to mitigate in the 
judgment of the public mind that offense which a newspaper of Flor- 
ida has stigmatized as a most brutal, infamous, and cowardly murder, 
which it was in the judgment of all human beings. 

I have learned, however, from the Senator from Florida that Saunders 
had sinned, that he had not always been a good man, and I judge—my 
inference from his remarks is that there would have been no objection 
to Saunders being killed if it could have been done in a proper way. 
That is a fair inference from the Senator’s apologetic remarks; and itis 
a fair inference from the general tone of his speech that it is not quite 
right for us to directly ask for asingle paper which may be the founda- 
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tion of practical ings without putting in some statements with 
regard to the bad character of Saunders, the bad character of Mizell, 
and the bad character of the administration of justice down there. 

What of all that? Does that make ita just thing that Saunders should 
be carried off when he was on an official errand, and shot by cowards, 
away from his associates, led out of the village, as I understand, fora ride 
and then killed when he was there representing the United States with 
a warrant in his hand? I do not care what Saunders did last year or 
the year before or at any time; I do not care how bad a politician he 
was; I do not care if he was the worst of men who stuff ballot-boxes 
and miscount votes year after year. That is nothing to me now. 
Here he represented the majesty of the United States, and he was shot 
by cowards and scoundrels for whom there is not the shadow of apology 
to be made anywhere by anything in his previous life or the previous 
life of Mizell or anything in connection with the administration of the 
United States courts or anything else. 

But there seems to be a report from the United States marshal upon 
this murder, and upon a simple resolution asking for that report heing 
offered we have hours of speech and scores of other matters brought in 
to divert public attention and postpone action. If gentlemen like to 
make that record before the country, very well. There is nothing par- 
tisan in what we propose, but there is something partisan in what the 
Senator says. If he likes to make an issue on political parties in that 
style, we will be perfectly satisfied and he is entirely welcome to it. 
We find it next to impossible to pass any resolution here asking for in- 
formation on file in the Departments concerning alleged crimes in the 
South, without being met in a similar way. 

Now, let the gentleman understand distinctly that I for one regard 
his speech and his resolution as an attempt to make a sort of left-handed 
apology for murder and to avoid investigation. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, there is no necessity whatever for the 
Senator from Connecticut to work himself up into such a feeling of ex- 
citement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator himself worked me up. I did not work 
myself up. 

Mr. PASCO. I simply called attention to the fact of this grossly im- 
proper way of discharging duty on the part of the deputy marshal so 
as to show that Mr, Mizell in retaining a person unfit for his position 
as his deputy had acted unwisely. I made no attempt to make excuses 
for anybody. I expressly refused to discuss the question and Jeft it to 
the consideratioh of the Senate when all the tacts shall come before it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to Jay upon the table the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida. I call for the reading of the res- 
olution and of the pro amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not make 
that motion, so as to cut off any discussion of the resolution. I sup- 
pose it is not the object of theSenator to prevent any further discussion 
of the resolution, and I therefore suggest that he do not make that mo- 
tion at this time. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to both Senators now that we should 
proceed to the Calendar, according to the regular rule. I may as well 
say now that there will be time enough for this discussion during the re- 
mainder of the session, when some measure of a practical character is 
pending, when this question of the condition of the South is pending, 
and I trust therefore that the matter may be passed by now in order 
that we may devote a little time to the Calendar, I make this appeal 
to Senators. 

* Mr. CALL, I have no objection to the matter passing over after I 
have made a single remark, 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope it will not pass over. 

Mr. CALL. After making a single remark I shall have no objection 
to this matter passing over to the morning hourof the next legislative day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. The question, is 
on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the reading of the original resolution 
and of the proposed amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution, with the proposed amend- 
ment, will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution of Mr. CHANDLER and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Pasco. f 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not understand the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. CALL. Isaid that I desired to submit some observations upon 
the resolution before it was finally disposed of, and upon the amend- 
ment of my colleague. I- merely desire to say afew words, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the motion to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. CALL. Is the Senator willing for this resolution to go over? 

Mr, CHANDLER. Iam not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now hope we shall go right on with the pend- 
ing resolution and let the school bill and other things be laid aside 
until this matter isdetermined. There isnouse of letting a resolution 
of inquiry stand in the way of the whole business of the people of the 
United States, and 1 insist that it shall be disposed of, and that the 
school bill and everything else be laid aside for that purpose. 
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Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not think that a member of this 
body should make any objection to a Senator, in a case of such grave 
importance, representing the facts of the case, the truth in behalf of 
his people. Every Senator owes a duty not only to the whole people 
of the United States, but to his own people when grave accusations are 
made against them and when cases of persona! violence are attributed to 
. causes that affect the whole order and constitution of society; and there- 
s&s fore the impatience that is exhibited of any investigation of this subject 
— which may pave the way in the minds of the Senate or any fair-minded 


SA men for a just consideration of the laws that may be necessary to be 

A passed in the public interest is out of place and opposed to what is 
5 demanded by every consideration of public duty, 

E Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] knows 


nothing about this affair. 

s Mr. HAWLEY. I want to know. 
* Mr. CALL. He can not, as a man or a Senator, either here or else- 
- where, undertake to denounce the parties concerned in thisway without 
> giving them a fair hearing. Who knows what provocation existed for 
a this horrible taking of human life? Who can say what prompted the 
deadly act? Are we to assume that these persons acted from a public 
sentiment, without evidence or proof in regard to the character of the 
man concerned in this transaction? 
s Mr. President, I condemn every taking of human life that is not in 
By self-defense or in the just defense of the public right and the public 
7 law. It is a sad and a solemn thing that men should be deprived of 
iz their lives. But the law excuses some cases of homicide because of the 
8. provocation. Can we pass judgment other than that which is passed in 
fi the enlightened criticism of the Democratic paper which has been read, 
. that it was a fearful and an inexcusable taking of human life in the 
By manner in which it was done. But suppose that the man killed was 
iy an unsafe custodian of the liberty of a 3 suppose he would have 

assassinated the prisoner himself, and he had reason to know it. It is 


. known that a white man and a Democrat in the custody of one of the 
~ men intrusted with the execution of the law there, when once repre- 
2 a senting the power of the State under a Republican government-as a 


aE sheriff, was put a prisoner in irons piercing into his flesh, and the man was 
E d from his home and thrown into the midst of a lake, whose 
A waters covered him, and the question of his innocence or his guilt has 
“ never been judicially settled. 

* Tell me that the Senator from New Hampshire or the Senator from 
y Connecticut would have trusted their lives in the custody of men know- 
¥ ing these facts! I should doubt their manhood if they would have 
7 done it, 

I make no justification of this act. I condemn the killing of men 
either while appearing under the cover of executing the process of the 
courts or as citizens and individuals. It is known that I have not 
been afraid to express these opinions publicly, but I venture to say that 
in the State of Florida there has been less of murder, less of taking of 
human life than in either the State of New Hampshire or Connecticut 
within the last ten years, or in the National Capital. I venture to say 
that there the relations of men of different political parties, of good 
character, have been more in accord than in either of those States. 

Mr. President, condemning as we all do this act of killing, deplor- 

< ing it as the pure and learned and able Judge Walker, of the middle 
circuit of Florida, a man who has no superior either in intellect or in 
learning or in the stainless integrity of a long life, a man who in him- 

; self and in his fathers before him has been known as rendering valu- 

: able public service in war and in peace in more than one of the States 
A of this Union—as this estimable and patriotic judge said from the 

i bench, there is no excuse or justification for the taking of human life 

except in self-defense. But the people of the State protest against the 
corrupt use of Federal power by a partisan tribunal. With the right 
and spirit of freemen they point to the danger which will come to life 
; and liberty from such lawless action. 
a That proper force may be given to the statements of Judge Walker, 
I will state here that this ableand learned man, this pure and patriotic 
citizen, whose long life has been of stainless integrity, wasa Union man 
in sentiment during the war and beforeit. His judicial office removed 
him from the arena of political strife and contention. His opinions, 
therefore, may now be regarded with all the respect that belongs to an 
enlightened patriot, a lover of peace, a friend of his whole country, de- 
i siring only such public policies and such public conduct in public of- 
t ficials as will tend to the preservation of peace and good will with all 
men. 

The death of a son distinguished for talent and for many virtues, 
the special friend of the colored race, their trusted champion and de- 
fender in the county in which the capitol is situated, a young man of 
bright promise of future usefulness and distinction, gives peculiar weight 
F and force to the opinions of this eminent man, this distinguished lover of 
By” his country, and this lover of peace and good government. 

The public sentiment of the country condemns with equal force this 
act in Florida as it does elsewhere. But shall we not take some lessons 
from it? Who does not know that the Senator from New Hampshire 
and the Senator from Connecticut can not misrepresent the publicsenti- 
ment and feeling of the American people, which will not allow their 
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right of personal security, the safety of their homes, to be trampled upon 
by lawless men, whether under the protection of courts or otherwise? 
We throw around the officers of the law the mantle of judicial power 
to protect them, and we rightly do it, but I see in the newspapers in 
Kansas and in every State of the Union that men resent, sometimes 
wrongfully, the processes of the courts when acting, as they conceive, 
upon them injuriously and oppressively. - 

What is the condition in Florida? Shall we be told that a man shall 
be permitted, upon the nomination of a President and with instructions 
from an Attorney-General, to use the powers of his court for political 
ends? Shall we be told that when aman unknown to professional life, 
a stranger in the community, enters upon the performance of this sol- 
emn and important public duty, repeals the orders which his Repub- 
lican predecessor had maintained for years, is surrounded with desperate 
and Jawless men, who experience and knowledge had taught the peo- 
ple stopped not at the law in the execution of their own personal enmi- 
ties; when a tribunal of this character is proved to have sent out a writ 
and order for the selection of tried and stanch political partisans to 
constitute the jury; when a jury of accusation is constituted in that 
manner in defiance of the law; when these men, desperate, and reckless, 
and lawless, are sent throughout the entire country to stir up in peaceful 
communities a war of races, and rape and the outrage of women and 
children, who, in their indisereet partisan zeal, indirectly prompt these 
acts and are particeps criminis in the outraging of women and the mur- 
der of infant life in a peaceablecommunity, inciting the use of the torch 
and the dagger, that the public indignation, the profound sense of wrong 
and oppression, which will pervade the mind of every community, will 
not communicate itself to the more fiery and bolder spirits and lead 
to acts of violence and the taking of human life? 

It is sad, most unhappy, that it is so, but it is true. It has always 
been true with the fierce blood which runs in the veins of the Ameri- 
can people North or South. They will not snbmit to manifest wrong, 
injustice, and cruel oppression. That is the public sentiment which 
omu to these desperate and misguided men the use of lawless and 
forbidden efforts to protect themselves. Condemn it? Yes. Repress 
it? Yes, by every fair and just means; but the first consideration is 
to purge the judicial office of its corruption and impurity. You can 
not execute the law with the ministers of crime. You can not repress 
the natural and just sentiment of indignation which respects purity and 
public honor when you intrust it to the degraded, and the corrupt, and 
the selfish men who are secking their own interests and their own 
personal ends rather than the pure objects of social order, of public 
virtue, and the enforcement of the laws which produce these results. 

Such, Mr. President, when you gather together the evidence, the im- 
partial, the true evidence, will be shown to be the facts, and I venture 
to say here that with all the hundreds and thousands of true men, of 
intelligent citizens, of patriotic and virtuous men in the State of Flor- 
ida who are Republicans, these sentiments and declarations which I 
make here to-day will find an almost unanimous response and approval. 
The question is not a party or political question in their minds. It is 
a question touching the social order, the safety of the home and the fire- 
side, the preservation of public morals, the value of property, and all 
that constitutes the peace and good order of communities, 

Now, Mr, President, neither my colleague nor myself has any purpose 
or desire to apologize for this act, to mitigate public opinion when the 
facts shall justly direct it. Neither he nor I desires to say or do any- 
thing which shall not discourage even the lawless elements from all 
impropriety in any attempts to protect themselves from violence. But 
we do desire and we properly desire in the presentation of facts which 
have been exhibited here to-day to impress the Senate, and even the 
Senator from New Hampshire, with the idea that justice and truth de- 
mand that we should consider first the causes which produced these 
results, and which would produce them in the State of New Hampshire 
or the State of Connecticut or any other State where there are men ot 
conviction, of determined purpose, who feel that for the security of the 
lives of women and children committed to their care they should have 
honest courts, pure and uncorrupt men to decide and to execute the 
sentence and judgment of the law. e 

Mr. President, I have no objection to the passage of this resolution, 
whether amended or unamended. It isof course manifest to the judg- 
ment of impartial reason that every crime requires a hearing and trial 
before a court with the orderly procedures that are established by law 
by our civilization for a fair, a just, and an unprejudiced court and 
jury. This single case of assassination is not an exception to the law 
which finds no man guilty until he is tried and condemned under the 
processes and in the manner established by our institutions and for 
which we have given hundreds of years of thought and effort and even 
forcible revolution to accomplish. It is not in itself a matter that be- 
longs to the province of legislative action until the facts are ascer- 
tained in some proper way which gives assurance of their truth. 

The report of an Attorney-General made upon statements of the men 
who have themselves produced this result is ex parte and prejudiced 
testimony, not the kind of testimony that the laws and the customs of 
this country require before forming an opinion as to the guilt or inno- 
cence of men. My colleague, therefore, for the purpose of enforcing 


— A A ae > ee ee ee e 


H NEETI eee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1890. 


1533 


the necessity of a full and complete on of all the facts which 
have tended to b about this result, has offered this amendment. I 
suppose that while he would prefer that it should pass it is not with 
him anything but the discharge of a public duty. 

We are not afraid of this investigation. It will show when fairly 
taken that the people of the State of Florida of both political parties 
live in terms of amity and peace and good will, that the contention is 
solely between individuals seeking office and claims of personal emolu- 
ment and preferment. It will show that no State in the Union has a 
record in which there is less of personal violence, of assassination and 
murder, of every form of crime than exists with the people of theState 
of Florida. 

We are not afraid, but we are willing to go to the examination in any 
fair tribunal. Therefore the greater the calamity that we should have 
in the shape of partisan officers in a community where the colored 
people are upon the path of education, where they themselves acknowl- 
edge, through their ministers and other leading people, that prosperity, 
peace, and good feeling exist between them and the white people— 
that in these happy and prosperous communities some wicked and evil- 
minded men, inspired from the regions below, could, for the sake of 
personal interest and for the money that they may obtain from the 
courts of the United States, enter into those communities and incite 
those easily misguided people toacts of crimeand violence which render 
every man’s household a place of danger and insecurity, not only to 
life, but to the virtue of the wife and the child that he is bound to protect. 

Can you not see that such acts of fiendish malevolence will move any 
people to the profoundest depths of feeling, and that when this feeling 
becomes a conviction it will spread like fire to the bold and restless spirits, 
to whose excited minds and inflamed feeling acts of violence and blood 
may appear in the seductive forms of resistance to wrong and to the 
corrupt tyrannies of another Jeffreys? 

That is the feeling which in the hearts of desperate men leads to 
lawless acts. That is the feeling relative to the ou g for which 
the Senator from New Hampshire is personally responsible. The blood 
of these people rests upon him. The destruction of the happiness of 
these households is his, and not that of the miserable men who are the 
emissaries. 

Mr. President, I shall at some early occasion demonstrate to this 
body that the imputations which have been cast upon the Southern 
people are groundless; that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], 
in his observations here in a speech which commanded, as what he says 
always commands for his eloquence and his grace, the respectful hear- 
ing of the people of the United States—I shall prove that the twenty- 
five years which have passed since the war present a record of unex- 
ampled christian charity and forbearance, of the most eminent and 
distinguished virtue, and the most wonderful progress in the concil- 
iation of two opposing and adverse races thrown into hostile contact 
by worthless men, such as those: who have produced and incited 
this taking of human life. History shows no such example as this. 
x is the crowning triumph of the white people of the Southern 

tates. 

You may talk, in the interests of party success and for the purpose 
of obtaining political power, of murders and assassinations, of cruelties 
that make the blood run cold, but there stands the plain unmistakable 
and eternal monument of the christian virtues, the forbearance of the 
gentle and Divine Jesus, implanted in the minds and practiee of the 
great body of the white people of the South, the education and progress 
of the colored people in such arts and industries as they have a natural 
aptitude for, and the continued residence in peace, friendship, abun- 
dance, and contentment with the people amongst whom alone in the 
thousands of years of recorded history they bave found protection, 
friendship, and sympathy. 1 

This poor, unfortunate man, Saunders, who was killed, professed to 
be my friend. I knew him well. From me he had nothing but kind- 
ness and friendship. I will say nothing unkind of a man who professed 
friendship for me and who is dead and gone to another life and an- 
other and supreme judgment. Iwill say nothing that will bear to the 
unhappy woman and the little child left behind a word of harshness, 
but I will say for that tender wife and that little child, for the public 
interest, and for his own good, it was a sad misfortune when other in- 
fluences obtained control of him and led him to assume the public 
duty which he took upon himself and for which he was unsuited by 
temperament, by prejudice, and by habits of life. When I say this I 
say what I can prove by hundreds of Republican men of high cham 
acter. 

No, Mr. President, examine, if you please, with the utmost strictness; 
take the testimony of prejudiced men; but when you come to take the 
consensus of a just public opinion of men of both political parties you 
will find, while none excuse, all condemn, and all are willing to unite 
in such legislation, just and fair and proper, as will prevent the re- 
currence of such offenses; that there is a unanimous consensus of pub- 
lic opinion that these things are not attributable to the Southern peo- 
ple, to race prejudice, to political conditions, but to the character of 
the reckless and lawless men who are intrusted with the execution of 
the laws of the United States; to the partisan bias, purposes, and meth- 
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ods of the United States judge of the court at Jacksonville, and the in- 
finences which he has permitted to gather around and control him. A 
man unfamiliar with the methods of courts and the administration of 
the law, either ignorant of or unimbued with the spirit of the great 
masters of the profession of law, who have and honored the 
highest walks of life, who have taught their disciples to hold the scales 
of justice evenly balanced, that right and justice and truth shall prevail; 
that the Goddess of Justice shall be blind, that she may not see her 
sisters or know their advantages or disadvantages, their wealth or 
poverty, or their political affiliations. This much my colleague and 
myself have thonght it our duty, not as the apologists of crime, 
but to say in defense of our people, of truth, and of right action, and 
in explanation of the causes which may have led to this unhappy 
event. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this discussion has taken a wide 
range, considering that the resolution offered to the Senate was merely 
to ascertain the information upon the files of the Department of Jus- 
tice concerning the assassination more than a week ago of one Saun- 
ders, a United States deputy marshal, within the State of Florida. 
Since the 4th of March last there has been Apoie by the present 
President of the United States a judge of the United States court for 
Florida, also a district attorney and a United States marshal. 

In the administration of justice in the State of Florida many indict- 
ments have been found for election frauds committed in that State at 
the Presidential and Congressional elections of 1888. Attempts are 
being made by this district attorney and this marshal toarrest and try 
the offenders. Some of them have been arrested and tried. Some of 
them have pleaded guilty, and many others are at large evading arrest. 
The Democrats of Florida as a body, in that part of the State where 
these elections frauds were committed and where these arrests have 
been made or attempted, are engaged in the defense of the criminals 
by killing the witnesses and United States deputy marshals, and there 
is in that section of the State of Florida an absolute rebellion against 
and defiance of the United States laws. 

John Bird, a respectable colored man—I do not know whether he was 
or was nota friend of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], as the 
Senator says Deputy Marshal Saunders professed to be—was summoned 
to Jacksonville to give testimony. He returned to his home in Mad- 
ison County without having testified, but still under the subpœna of 
the court. His house is a little way out of the village in which he re- 
sides. He lived there with his family, and shortly after his return from 
Jacksonville, one evening, a rap was heard atthe door. His wife went 
to the door and was informed that Mr. Bird was wanted outside. He 
stepped to the entrance; a man met him and called him to the gate. 
He passed out from the door and went through the yard to the gate, 
and was instantly riddled to death by more than forty bullets; and that 
was the end of John Bird, witness against the Democrats of Florida in 
election cases, and he was added to the silent voters of whom the junior 
Senator from the State ôf Florida [Mr. PAsco] had so much to say the 
other day. 

Mr. CALL, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I should be glad if the Senator would tell me where he 
gets that information from, in the first place. 

Mr. CHANDLER, What information? 

Mr. CALL. In regard to John Bird. I would like to know whether 
he states the facts as something that he knows, and, ifso, how he knows 
them to be true. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I was not there, Mr. President, fortunately for 
myself, but I have been informed by reliable authority, exactly as good 
to me as that of the Senator himself, that the facts areas I have stated 
them; that John Bird was called to the door of his house, called to the 
gate, and riddled by forty bullets; and if the Senator will join with me 
we will have an investigation of that affair by the Senate of the United 
States, if the Senator disputes the fact. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave no objection. Ionly wish the Senator to tell 
me. I now wish to ask the Senator another question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has not asked me any question yet. 

Mr. CALL. Yes; I asked you what your information was, and you 
said it was just as good as mine. It may be better. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I were able to give the name of my inform- 
ant I would not do it to the Senator, for fear that he, too, would be 
added to the silent voters” of Florida within a short time. [Ap- 
plause in the galleries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped to order. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would rather the Senator would ask a ques- 
tion than make a speech. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from Florida ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly, if he will not make one of his long 
speeches, 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if, when I saw 
him in Florida in company with soldiers of the United States counting 
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the vote of Archer precinct against the decision of the Republican su- 
preme court of the State of Florida, and he was known to be there 

in that business and for that purpose, with every possible 
influence to sustain him in accomplishing the miscount of the vote of 
the State of Florida under military authority, if any one hurt him or 
tried to hurt him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam surprised to hear the Senator speak of the 
count of the vote of Florida for Hayes in 1876 as a miscount. I sup- 
posed that, long before this, even the Senator had conceded that it was 
one of the fairest counts ever had in any one of the Southern States. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, allow me to ask another question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly, just as many as you like; but I have 
not answered the last one yet. 

Mr. CALL. I will wait, then, until you answer if. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I understood it, the Senator asked me if I 
did not go to Florida and get back safely. Yes, I did, and I have been 
there once since and have got back safely; but, Mr. President, I should 
not have been safe nor any other human being if I had been with John 
Bird, at his side, ten days ago, nor should I have been safe if I had been 
riding in a buggy just outside of Quincy, Fla., with Deputy Marshal 
Saunders about a week ago, unless I had been so fortunate as to have 
with me a company of United States troops such as the Senator says was 
ie at Tallahassee in 1876. Now, what is the Senator’s next ques- 

on? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator says that I ought to know that the vote 
of Florida for Hayes was a correct one. The point I am seeking to 
make is that the Senator, according to his statement of John Bird’s 
case, and John Bird were doing the same thing, he upon a large scale 
and John Bird upon a small scale; that is, they were seeking to affect 
a particular count of a particular vote. Now, Iwant to ask the Sena- 
tor does he not know 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not ask a question, but he 
made a speech, a short one, much shorter than we usually get from 
him, but still it was not a question. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator if he does not know that L. G. Den- 
nis, the leading Republican of the State of Florida, and a native anda 
citizen of the State of Massachusetts until he went to Florida, who was 
the leader of the colored people, himself testified, and his testimony and 
written statement are on record, made at the secretary of state’s office 
when he was there, that the vote at Archer 8 et, No. 2, which 
changed the result in the State of Florida for Hayes, was fraudulently 
made under the immediate supervision of L. G. Dennis himself. I ask 
the Senator if he does know that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President, I do not know it, and I will 
say further that if the Senate desires to go into the history of 1876 I 
shall be always ready to respond in ap eee of that subject. I 
have no doubt that both the Senators from Florida would rather spend 
hours to-day- in discussing the question whether Florida was rightfully 
counted for Hayes in 1876 than to come face to face here in this Sen- 
ate and before the country with the cowardly, wicked, brutal, and 
cruel assassinations within a fortnight of John Bird and W. B. Saun- 
ders; but I propose to confine this question, if I can, to the exact facts 
before the Senate that are presented by this resolution. ‘After John 
Bird was killed and while these indictments were pending, and John 
Bird not having given final testimony, the Attorney-General of the 
United States directed the marshal of the United States to proceed to 
make arrests, 

The Senator from Florida has undertaken to invest the errand of 
Marshal Mizell and Mr. Saunders, his deputy, to Quincy with some 
other purposes than belonged to it. Those men went to Quincy, Fla., 
with warrants in their possession for the purpose of making arrests of 
indicted criminals, whom it was their duty to arrest under the law and 
whom they had special instructions from the Attorney-General to ar- 
rest. They reached Quincy. They went to a hotel. Mr. Marshal 
Mizell remained in the hotel during the forenoon. He was asked to take 
aride into the country and took the ride, and, wonderful to relate in 
view of the sequel, he came back safely. Before he went away, how- 
ever, he warned Saunders that he ought to stay at the hotel. The 
marshal says that he had taken dinner that day with one McFarlan. 

MefFarlan wasa man who had on a previous occasion driven Saunders 
ont of one of the counties of that State to Jacksonville. McFarlan, 
going to Jacksonville a little later, was recognized by Saunders, and 
was indicted for a conspiracy, I think, to resist an officer of the United 
States, He professed great friendship for Saunders and for the district 
attorney, and showed many signs of an intention to turn State’s evi- 
dence and to disclose some of the outrages upon the ballot-box which 
had been perpetrated in the election of 1888 by the Democrats of Flor- 
ida. So, when McFarlan came to this hotel, Marshal Mizell, I think, 
bared 58 with him, and I think that Saunders also took dinner there 

th him. 

When the marshal came back from riding he learned that McFarlan 
had prevailed upon Saunders to take a ride into the country to see some 
tobacco farms. A little later, while Mizell and Mitchell, the sheriff 
of the county, were standing upon the court-house steps, a buggy drove 
up. In that buggy were not McFarlan and Saunders, who had gone 


out to ride only an hour before, but in that buggy was Mitchell, the 
brother of the sheriff, with the form of a man tipped over on the seat. 
Mitchell drove up to the porch of the court-house, and calling out to 
his brother, the sheriff of the county, he said, Here is a dead man for 
you,” and upon investigation the form in the buggy was found to be 
the dead body of Saunders, and it was taken possession of. Mitchell 
was not arrested, and the question is, where is McFarlan? 

The conclusion is irresistible. There is no doubt that McFarlan had 
inveigled Saunders into getting into his b with him and riding into 
the country. Shortly after they left the village of Quincy they were 
joined by Mitchell, the brother of the sheriff, and after the three rode 
alittle farther, upon some pretext or other, McFarlan got out of the 
buggy, shot Saunders to death, and ran away, and Mitchell brought the 
body in broad daylight into the town of Quincy and delivered it to his 
brother, the sheriff, and to the marshal of the United States. Baun- 
ders had been shot through from the neck to the side of his head by 
pistol bullets, shot from the rear inall human probability. I presume 
the Senator from Florida will ask.me how I know that, and ask me 
whether I was there or not, bnt the clear fact is that Saunders went 
away alive with McFarlan and came back dead with Mitchell. 

Mr.CALL. Will the Senator allow me just there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. Isuppose the Senator does not wish to misrepresent any- 
body. I do not wish to defend anybody that is guilty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has been excusing this outrage to- 
day on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr.CALL. No, I have not—not at all; not one word. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator's language will show in the RECORD 
to-morrow whether he has or not. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. I will abide by that. If the Senator will 
allow me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do, Mr. President. 

Mr. CALL. I condemn the outrage as severely and in as severe terms 
as the Senator from New Hampshire will condemn it, I have been 
saying that ninety-nine out of every one hundred people in the State 
of Florida will condemn it as severely as he does. But I wish to ask 
him a question. He does not wish to falsely accuse people not con- 
nected with these events. It is not his object to degrade innocent peo- 
ple in the public esteem. 

Now, I wish to ask him iſ he has any evidence that this man Mitchell, 
whom I do not know anything about except by name as a member of a 
respectable family of poor people in that country, who has hitherto 
borne a good reputation in all the walks of life—I wish to ask him if 
he has any facts or reasons for connecting Mitchell with this affair other 
than his bringing back the dead body of this man. I wish to ask 
further if his statement that he joined them after they left the town is not 
purely an imagination of his own. I know nothing about the facts 
except what he has said here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Florida evidently does not 
know as much about this transaction as I do. While I have been try- 
ing to find out something abont the murderer of Saunders and have 
offered a resolution calling for an official report upon the subject, the 
passage of which he and his colleague have been delaying, he seems to 
have been pursuing somebody else, to wit, the judge and the district 
attorney and the marshal. It is beyond all question that MeFarlan 
took Saunders away with him in his buggy and that Mitchell brought 
him back dead; and I say this, that he brought him back with glee 
and rejoicing, and when he was asked Is this man dead?” Tes,“ 
he said, damned dead.” That is what I am informed, and that is 
what can be proved if there can be an investigation. ~ 

I charge this man Mitchell, upon my responsibility as a Senator, as 
having been an accomplice with McFarlan in the murder of Saunders. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator just allow me a word? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; if the Senator will ask mea question; but 
I really hope he will not ask me anything about the Florida election 
of 1876. Let us waive that fora few minutes. 

Mr. CALL. I know the Senator is tender on that point, and justly 
tender, too, but I want to ask him at the same time—— 

Mr, CHANDLER. Iam not tender, but I want to confine the Sen- 
ator to this murder. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator may charge as a Senator that this man 
N 


428 — 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator need not now attack me for making 
a charge. If he wants to ask me a question, I will listen to it respect- 
fuliy and answer it as courteously as I can. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to have it distinctly understood and therefore I 
ask the question again. Have you any reason for denouncing this man 
as a murderer and a participant in this horrible crime, except the fact 
that he brought back Saunders’s dead body and a remark which is of 
doubtful inte: Y. é 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, I bave. 

Mr. CALL, Now, what other evidence have you ? 
Mr. CHANDLER, I have this: That the report which the two Sen- 
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ators are trying to suppress says that after McFarlan took Saunders 
out of the town of Quincy Mitchell joined them, and the three were 
seen riding in the buggy together, and if the charge can not be made 
under shose circumstances that McFarlan and Mitchell are responsible 
forthe murder of Saunders then I do not know on what evidence you 
can hold men responsible for being their brother’s keeper. 

Mr. CALL. Now, will the Senator answer, who is it that makes 
this report ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The report the Senator will get if he will allow 
this resolution to pass. Then he can read it himself. I perceive he 
has not seen it. Iwill send it to the Senator by a page and he can read it 
while I am talking, and then he will not have to ask so many questions, 

Mr. CALL. It is a newspaper report, eh? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, Mr. President, it is the duty of the State 
of Florida, which the two Senators represent on this floor, to arrest the 
murderers of John Bird and of W. B. Saunders. Has the State of 
Florida arrested them? Weare taunted here upon this floor every time 
this subject is before us with the want of authority and power on the 
parto! the United States to arrest men and redress such wrongs as these. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived it is 
the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business 
coming over from yesterday, which is the bill (S. 185) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, I ask my colleague to allow me to finish my re- 
marks. 

Mr. BLAIR, I ask myeolleagueand the rest of the Senate if it would 
not be better to go ahead and establish some schools in that part ot 
Florida. We can get those schools in one day earlier if we go on with 
the school bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I will say to my colleague that, although he 
thinks education may be a good cure for political murders at the South, 
yet I think if it has come to this, that the Senate of the United States 
ĉan not pass a simple resolution asking for a paper on the files of the 
Attorney-General’s office showing the dastardly and cruel murder ofa 
United States marshal, the Senate had better leave even the subject of 
education at the South and see whether it has this power of inquiry or 
has it not. 

Mr. BLAIR, That would seem to argue that we want the school- 
master not only abroad, but in the Senate. I insist upon it that we 
ought to establish these schools. 

If my colleague simply desires a vote, perhaps the Senate is ready to 
take n vote, and of course I shall yield if he desires to speak a few 
minutes and close this matter right away, and I shall get the schools 
in this aiternoon all the same, 

Mr. CHANDLER, Really, I hope my colleague will not put any 
limit to my speech. If he allows me to go on I can not promise to make 
it short. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to interject the education matter, then, 
and let the resolution go over. Perhaps by next Monday there will be 
no opposition to its immediate passage. 1 hope my colleague will not 
consider that [am exercising any discourteous power. I have not been 
heard in the Senate as yet on anything during this session, and I want 
to see if my voice is in good order. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I hope—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending this little settlement of the controversy be- 
tween the two distinguished Senators from New Hampshire, I ask the 
permission of the Senator from New Hampshire to allow me to intro- 
duce two or three bills. S 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam in thè hands of my 88 e now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am sorry for you, then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. I can hardly give way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If my colleague yields to me, I will yield to the 
Senator from South Carolina with pleasure to introduce his bills, but 
I have not the floor now, because the unfinished business is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the Senator from Sonth Carolina will yield to 
somebody else and the school bill will be postponed. How much time 
does my colleague desire? 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending thiscolloquy I think the Senator from New 
York and I might be allowed to get onr little bills in. He seems to 
want to introduce something and I wish to introduce several bills. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I venture to ask my colleague to yield to the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, I have no objection, 

Mr. EVARTS. If I may have the leave of the two Senators from 
New Hampshire, I beg to ask what the Senator from South Carolina 
said in reference tome, I did not catch it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply said that the Senator from New York evi- 
dently wanted to introduce a bill, and I was inclined to aid him as far 
as I could. 

Mr. EVARTS, On the contrary, I rose to urge that the debate now 
pending might goon. I know of nothing more important than it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I second that motion, sir. On with the dance, I 
say. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I should like to be coerced a little be- 
fore I submit to a postponement of the educational bill, 

Mr, SPOONER, In what form do you want it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have a sort of general expression 
around, as Let your colleague go on or something like that. 

Mr. INGALLS and others (to Mr. BLAIR). Let your colleague go on, 

Mr. BLAIR. This will not be carged up to the edneation bill, I 
hope, and I give way fora few moments. Idonotsupposeit will take long. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘Thanking my colleague and the Senate for their 
kindness —— 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield under compulsion, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that it was the duty of the State of Florida to make arrests for 
these two murders of John Bird and W. B. Saunders. It was the duty 
of the Senators from Florida to take sufficient interest in these cases of 
the killing of a witness and the killing of a marshal of the United 
States court to secure, if possible, the arrest and punishment of the 
criminals, 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator to allow me to interrupt him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator if he does not know that the governor 
of the State of Florida is reported in the public papers published here 
to have called upon the President of the United States and to have 
personally assured him that whatever power existed in the State of 
Florida for the arrest and the fair and just trial of the persons charged 
with this crime should be exerted? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Is that the Senator’s question? 

Mr. CALL, Yes; and did not the governor offer a reward, too? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do know that the newspapers say that the 
governor of the State of Florida did call upon the President and, as I 
may say, using the formula for that purpose, deprecated the murder of 
Saunders, That he has done anything else I do not know, I do not 
know that he has offered any reward. Ido not know that any arrest 
has been made. On the contrary, my information is that no arrest has 
been made, 

Mr. CALL. Now, I will ask the Senator another question. I will 
ask him if he has any reason whatever to justify him in making the 
statement that there has been any negligence whatever in the State of 
Florida or its officers in issuing warrants and seeking to execute them 
for the arrest of persons who may be suspected even of being connected 
with this murder. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no knowledge on the subject whatever, 
but I believe that the State officials of Florida do not take any pains 
whatever to arrest men in cases of this kind. I take occasion to say 
that I prefer the Senator from Florida should no tinterrnpt me any 
more. 

Mr. President, there has been no arrest made there; there has been 
no offer of a reward made, to my knowledge; I have not heard that 
any attempt whatever has been made to discover or to arrest the mur- 
derers of John Bird. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President—— 

Mr, CHANDLER. The Senators from Florida and the governor of 
Florida, as I understand it, are engaged in a very different business 
from hunting down these murderers, 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, I do not yield, Mr. President. 

Mr. PASCO, I wish to state a fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are engaged in very different business from 
hunting down the murderers of John Bird and W. B. Saunders, What 
are they doing, Mr. President? They are hunting down the district 
judge and the United States marshal and the district attorney, and the 
Senator from Florida comes here and defames the dead man on the floor 
the Senate, That is what they are engaged in, It is easily understood 
why they know nothing about the details of this business. It is be- 
cause they bave not studied it, It is because they have not sought the 
means of information which were at hand, and because they are here 
golng in before the Judiciary Committee and trying to prevent the con- 

rmation of the judge and the district attorney and the marshal whose 
business it is to punish election frauds in the State of Florida, if they 
ean do so by lawful means. 

Mr, PASCO, I want that language taken down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, I hope the Reporters will take it down, if 
the Senator from Florida would like it. Let it be taken down twice, 
if they choose; and I hope the Senator from Florida will remember it, 
for I say that that is what the Democrats of Florida are about to-day, 
individually and collectively, and through their representatives on this 
floor. From the time this judge and this district attorney and this 

were appointed they have been hunting them down and as- 
sailing them and defaming them in every 8 way and under all 
possible circumstances and in every possible place. 

That is the condition, Mr. President, in which the State of Florida 
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stands to-day. It has a judge and a district attorney and a marshal 
appointed by the President, not confirmed by the Senate, who are do- 
ing the best they can to punish election frauds and to proteet them- 
selves while they are about it. The Democrats of Florida have rallied 
to assail these men, the witnesses are killed, the United States deputy 
marshal is killed, and if there are not more of them killed before this 
business is over it will not be the fault of the Democrats of these half 
a dozen counties where, by frauds innumerable, crimes beyond meas- 
ure, a Republican candidate for Congress was counted out and a Dem- 
ocratic candidate for Congress was counted in. 

Now, this is the whole case and the whole situation. I do not won- 
der that the Senators from Florida wish to change the issue. I donot 
wonder that they wish to draw attention away from the murder of John 
Bird and the murder of W. B. Saunders, and get up all the stories they 
can concerning the drawing of jurors and the imperfect administration 
of justice in the State of Florida. 

ut, I say, Mr. President, that the issue can not be changed in that 
way. The first business of the governor and officials of Florida is to 
arrest these criminals, and after that, if they choose, come here and try 
to defeat the confirmation of the United States judge and the United 
States marshal and the United States district attorney. It is their 
business to show that as they alone have the privilege of punishing 
murder in the State of Florida they are determined to do something to 
that end, and, after that, come here and appeal to the authorities of the 
United States to correct any irregularities or faults that have occurred 
or are occurring in the administration of justice in that State. 

Mr, President, murder is an old weapon of the Democrats of Florida. 
The Senator from Florida wishes to go back into olden times, I am 
willing to go back with him into the history of the State of Florida 
ever since the war. In 1875 the State senate of Florida stood 12 and 
12, and one of the Republican senators, E. G. Johnson, by name—I 
give the name and the date, so that the Senator shall know what 
the case is—on the 21st day of July, 1875, was shot dead at Hart’s 
Road, Nassau County, and the senate of Florida was changed by that 
dastardly murder from a Republican to a Democratic senate; and al- 
though the murderer was well known, as I have been informed, certain 
it is that no arrest was made and no punishment inflicted, because the 
murderer was protected by the community in which he had performed 
his political crime. 

r. President, if these things be and the United States can apply no 
remedy, it is time that the United States Senate should find it out. If 
these things be and the United States Senate can not even pass a resolu- 
tion of inquiry, and call from the Department of Justice a report of the 
United States marshal in which he details the assassination while in 
the performance of duty of one of his deputy marshals, we have fallen 
upon evil times. Mr. President, a government that can not protect its 
citizens or that will not protect its citizens is not a government to be 
respected, and a country that tolerates such a condition of affairs has 
no liberties that are worth saving. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it is characteristic of every respectable 
community to tell the truth, and that public action shall be based 
upon truth, and not upon falsehood. There is no character that the laws 
describe as so contemptible as a man who is a false witness, and to be 
a false witness in matters of great public concern is a crime surpassing 
even the midnight assassin. Dark and wicked and fiendish as is the 
assassin of human life, he who murders the life and virtue of a whole 

ple surpasses him in crime and wickedness just so far as the fiend 
Falae surpasses the poor human creature here. 

The Senator from New Hampshire is so much the victim of his dis- 
ordered imagination, of his wild frenzy which led him in the State of 
Florida, contrary to the decree of the Republican court, to be a party 
to the change of the electoral returns by fraudulent means, which con- 
stituted a President of the United States, that even here he accuses 
men without any kind of evidence aud when the facts prove his state- 
ments to be absolutely untrue. 

‘The governor of Florida promptly issued a proclamation offering a 
reward for the discovery of these people. The courts of Florida are 
ready with all their instrumentalities to seize upon the man. The Sen- 
ator has said that MeFarlan, the last man who was seen with this man, 
has disap Ts it possible to arresta man who has absented him- 
self and whose locality is unknown? How many offenses in the West- 
ern States, prompted by the basest motives, are committed and the 
persons are unknown and can not be traced? Is this a just and truthful 
ground for such accusations? Are there no means of disguise and 
secrecy and escape? 

All these statements of the Senator in regard to Johnson are utterly 
untrue. There is not a syllable of truth in it. There was a man ac- 
cused—accused upon the oath of a man made upon information and be- 
lief who was paid to do it. There was a man arrested and loaded with 
chains for months, and tried before a Republican judge for the murder 
of Johnson, and he was acquitted, and acquitted upon proofs that would 
have acquitted him anywhere. The whole machinery of the State 
was in hands of the Republican party, the governor, the judge, 
and everybody, and the man who was charged with the offense was 
unjustly accused. Neither did it have any political significance what- 
ever. It did not change the political character of the senate. John- 


son had removed from the county of which he was the Republican sen- 
ator at the time and had vacated the office. 

Arrests were made, Several persons were arrested. Johnson was 
charged with personal wrongs and indignities which made it probable 
that he was the victim of personal revenge, and not for political or party 
ends. There is not a word of truth in the statement of the Senator. 
It was not done in a Democratic, but in a Republican State. There 
was a Republican governor and Republican judges, and the whole 
machinery of the State was in the hands of Republicans; and nothing 
but the violence of political excitement and misrepresentation has ever 
induced the charge that it had anything to do with politics. As Isaid 
before, the Republicans of the State repudiate such a statement and 
such a charge. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to go any further, We do not object 
to the passage of this resolution. We do not object to the inquiry. 
We do condemn the offense. We do aver that the State of Florida is 
prompt and speedy in the execution of the process under her laws for 
the arrest of everybody charged with crime, and that the juries of that 
State are just and impartial in the application of the law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I perhaps ought not to rise again on 
this matter, but I wish to observe to the Senator from Florida that the 
resolution pending before the Senate contains no indictment of the State 
of Florida. I have not undertaken to make any. Of course I should 
be supremely foolish to charge that the governor of Florida has com- 
mitted murder or is concealing a murderer. The resolution contains no 
indictment of the governor, or even of Mitchell or McFarlan, It does 
not say who killed Saunders. I do not recollect; perhaps it does not 
say that anybody killed him, or even that Saunders is dead; but judging 
from the information that is open to us as public men and citizens, there 
is enough of that information and of positive assertion to justify us in 
asking for an official paper said to be in the files of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s office. The general allegation is that an officer of this great na- 
tion, bearing a warrant from a United States court and in search of a 
criminal, was foully murdered; and that that in substance is true is af- 
firmed by a Democratic newspaper of that State, which the Senator has 
had quoted here. 

Therefore the question is narrowed down simply to that one single 
point. The conduct of the election of 1876, or the conduct of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire in connection with it, and all those things, 
nineteen-twentieths of what has been said here, and perhaps three- 
quarters of what I have said, have nothing to do with the question. 
It is simply whether it be proper or not to ask for that official report 
in an office of the Government, and if the fact be as reported. It is 
quite possible that there may be something done in the direction the 
Senator desires by further investigation of one sort or another; but 
there can be no investigation concerning it and no facts developed of 
the nature of those he has chiefly recited here that can have anything 
to do with the question whether or not there has been resistance to 
Federal authority in the murder of a Federal officer. It is not the gen- 
eral condition of Florida, its general history for the last ten or fifteen 
years, that we are after at all. The Senator can have a separate in- 
quiry concerning that if he thinks his State needs a general inquiry. 

I wish to observe to the Senator without the slightest personal feel- 
ing Whatever, but with the regard I have for him that is held in com- 
mon, the high regard that is entertained here for him, that his speech 
of to-day will make him popular in Quincy and wherever the people 
have ever engaged in resistance to Federal authority. His speech to- 
day will be received with pleasure by all that class of men, if there be 
any such class of men, for he has told us here that Saunders was not a 
safe man to hold prisoners; that it was dangerous to let him take a pris- 
oner. That he distinctly stated inhisspeech. He has spoken of these 
murders as efforts of a yirtuous people to defend themselves against a 
set of officers who were unfit to hold any power. That is apology; that 
is mitigation. He says the sentiment among these people to protect 
their virfue and honor can not be repressed, speaking of such occur- 
rences as these. That is apology in advance. He has attempted here 
to get a verdict of justifiable manslaughter in advance of an indict- 
ment even, for here is a simple inquiry for a paper. He says we can 
not know the facts, 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would rather not. I shall be done in a minute. 
I have not attempted to assert all the facts. Ihave onlyspoken of what 
is asserted in the public prints and in papers that were read here this 
morning as justifying a preliminary resolution of inquiry. That is all, 
and that I submit we have a right to pass. I submit it is a mistake 
politically, and legally a mistake as regards the form of business in the 
Senate, and in every way a mistake and a wrong, even to the Sena- 
tor’s own cause, to stand in the way of this resolution, the simple reso- 
lution unamended. 

Mr. CALL. I desire again to state that the Senators from Florida 
have not objected and do not object to the passage of this resolution. 
They have not made any apology, or excuse, or vindication of the com- 
mission of this crime; they have taken this action to indicate to the 
Senate and to the country the necessity of having honest judges and 
honest and reliable men, in whom the people have confidence, to sit in 
the courts and to execute their mandates. 


I will ask the Senator from Connecticut, while we condemn the act 
and are willing to agree to any measures which may repress in the 
fature or discourage such acts, whether the highest and first duty of the 
American citizen and the American Senator is not to see that the streams 
of justice shall not be corrupted and defiled by partisan men and men 
seeking their own ends, instead of the good of the people and the maj- 
esty of the law ? ' 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, onesingleword more. Nevertheless 
the Senator did speak of these killings as efforts of the people to protect 
their honor and virtue, and practically he has done so again. He did 
say of Saunders that he was a bad man, an unsafe man to hold prisoners. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, I beg pardon; I said of Mr. Saunders that he pro- 
fessed to be my friend; that I would not say one word which would 
grate upon the feelings of those he had left behind him. I did say, and 
I say again, that he was not a man suited for the business in which he 
was engaged; that his prejudices, his habits, his disposition, and the 
public estimation in which he was held unfitted him entirely. 

I did not say that the killing of this man or any other man was an 
effort on the part of the people to protect their virtue, I did say that 
the sense of insecurity which bad men create, insecurity to life, to fe- 
male virtue, to the safety of home, to the honor of women, the insecurity 
which bad men create when seeking their own personal and political 
advantage in communities situated as the Southern people were, com- 
municated itself to the lawless and desperate men who would be found in 
every community and was a cause of crime. I did not say if Was an 
effort on the part of virtuous people to protect their virtue, but I said 
that this feeling, which was ever present and universal, of necessity 
would communicate itself in every community to men who were reck- 
less and bolder than others. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, Mr. President, that is exactly what I repre- 
sented the Senator to have said, that Saunders is aman of such private 
character that the killing of him is not as bad as might have been ex- 
pected, considering what the Senator has just called the ever-present 
feeling on that subject, an everywhere present feeling. We have 
had too often cause to suspect that any man carrying a warrant of 
the United States on certain business was an unfit man and that his 
killing might have been expected from the everywhere present senti- 
ment, The Senator certainly did say in substance, and itis on record, 
that Saunders was not a safe man to hold a prisoner. What does he 
mean by talking about the virtue of women, protecting the virtue of 
women, and of households, and all that against such a man as Saunders? 
Did he hold a warrant from the court to commit rape? He was there 
to arrest a man charged with crime against the United States Govern- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the motion 
of the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. j 

Mr. BATE. Let the resolution be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate any 

information in his jon with reference to the recent assassination, at 

HENA Fia., of W. B. Saunders, United States deputy marshal for the district of 
or 

Mr. PASCO. Let the amendment also be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read Mr. PAsco’s amendment, which was to add to 
the resolution: . 


That the Attorney-General also be directed to inform the Senate whether any 
efforts have been made Orna Department of Justice to correct the action of 
the officers of the court which have resulted in partisan juries made up mainly 
from one political party in violation of the provisions of the impartial-jury 
law, and, if so, to report the same to the Senate. 

And the Attorney-General is further directed to inform the Senate whether 
he has any information of an official letter written, or said to have been written, 
by John R. Mizell, marshal of the northern district of Florida, dated July 5, 
1899, directing that the ‘names of true and tried Republicans" be furnished for 
jurors of the United States court for said district, and whether he has any in- 
formation of other letter or letters of a similar character written by the said 
marshal or by any other officer or officers of said court, and, if any such letter 
or letters have been written, to inform the Senate what action the Department 
of Justice has taken with reference to communications of that ter from 
said official or officials. 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the motion that I have made is exactly 
the one made by Senators upon the other side with reference to resolu- 
tions of a similar character that have been brought up and passed dur- 
ing the present session of the Senate. The amendment I have offered 
broadens the investigation so that all the troubles which have been in 
Florida during the last four months, nearly five now, which have already 
been called to the attention of the President, which have already been 
called to the attention of the country, may be embraced in the scope 
of the inquiry. 

Resolutions of a similar character having gone to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, I think it is right and proper that this should go there 
also. There was a resolution brought up early in the session, offered 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], which referred to the. killing 
of Judge Terry by Nagle. It was then stated by the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee that all resolutions of that character should prop- 
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erly be referred to the Judiciary Committee, and it was referred there. 
That was a case of murder, and that resolution is still in the hands of 
the Judiciary Committee. The effect of the motion I made is simply 
tosend the resolution with the amendment to the same committee that 
has charge of similar ones. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on the 
motion to refer the.resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Secre ed to call the roll. 

Mr. VEST (when Mr. CocKRELL’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. COCKRELL] is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr.Gray]. By the permission of 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], who is paired with my colleague 
[Mr. FARWELL], I will transfer my pair to my colleague and both the 
Senator from Florida and I can vote. 
$ Mr. PASCO. That relieves me of my pair, and that is entirely satis- 

factory. 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Iam paired on political 
questions with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bkown]. As this 
question has taken a political turn I shall not vote. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. ux]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Hoan] is detained from the Chamber on account of sickness. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). I wish to 
state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] is necessarily absent, and that 
he is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘ na * 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. If he were present, I should 
vote (E3 ven.“ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. PAYNE], but in the absence of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], who is away sick in this city, I will transfer the 
pair on this vote, so that my colleague will stand paired with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, and I will vote ‘‘ nay." 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grrson]. If he were present, 
J should vote “ nay.““ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have spoken with the junior Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Puen], and, he being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], his colleague [Mr. MORGAN] will be paired with the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, and the junior Senator from Alabama and myself 
will both vote. I vote nay. 

Mr. PUGH. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DANIEL. I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE]. If he were here, I should vote yea and I presume he 
would vote“ nay. 

Mr. CALL. I am with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
PIERCE]. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. DOLPH. My colleague [Mr. MrronzLL] is necessarily de- 
tained from the Senate and is paired with the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], 

The result was announced —yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Barbour, Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
3 eure P = i Veechess 
A orge, ugh, oor! 
Blackburn, Hampton, Reagan, Walthall.’ 
Blodgett, x Turpie, 
NAYS—25, 
Aldrich, Davis, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dawes, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Dixon, podre Spooner, 
Cameron, Evarts, Morrill, Teller. 
Casey, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Platt, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
ABSENT—33. 
Allison, Farwell, Hoar, Squire, 
Beck, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Frye, McPherson, Ste 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, Gorman, 8 urn, 
Colquitt, Gray, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Hearst, Pierce, Wolcott, 
Edmun Higgins Quay, 
Hiscock, Ransom, 


So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay the amendment upon the table. 

Mr. PASCO, Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

ep Te and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


e 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 

tor from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce]. If he were here, I should vote 
nay. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squrre]... If he were here, I should 
vote “nay.” = 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I will announce the 
pair of my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar], and I vote yea. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. ; 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. FARWELL] 
is detained at his room by illness, and is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from Delaware (Ar. Gray}. 

Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epmunps] to my colleague [Mr. MorGan], and vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis]. If he were here I should vote yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Aldrich, Da MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dixon, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, M ; Spooner, 
Cameron, eee dA Morrill, Teller, 
Chandler, 0 Pettigrew, 
Callom, Ingalls, Platt, 
Davis, Jones of Neyada, Pi 5 

NAYS—18, 
Barbour, Coke, 2 8 
Bato, George, Pugh, oorhees, 
ty, Hampton, Reagan, Walthall. 

burn, A Turpie, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Van 
ABSENT—329. s 
Allison, Edmuuds, Higgins, Ransom. 
Beck. Eust Hoar, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, McPherson, Stewart 
Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Gibson, Mo $ Washburn, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Gray, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hale, Pierce, Wolcott. 
5 Hearst, Quay, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 


LER], 
e resolution was agreed to. 
WHITE RIVER BRIDGE IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. MOODY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Lought to say that some two weeks ago the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] asked me to yield to him for the passage 
of a bill which will not cause debate, and I declined to do it, and I 
have felt badly about it ever since. I suppose he would have had the 
bill passed then, and I feel that I ought to yield first to that Senator 
if he desires it at this time. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I would be obliged to the Senator from 
New Hampshire if he would allow time to take up the bill. It is one 
that will not evoke debate, and one that will not occupy the time of 
the Senate beyond two or three minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; I will yield to the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2324) to authorize the building of a bridge 
across White River, Arkansas, by the Mississippi and Little Rock Rail- 
way Company. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word Ar- 
kansas, tosfrike out ‘‘or;’’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘as- 

to insert ‘* successors and; and in line 13, after the word com- 
merce,” to strike out travels“ and insert “‘travel;’’ so as to make 
the section read : 


That it shall be lawful for the Mississippi and Little Rock Railway Company, 
n corporation created and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the Stato 


all kinds, for the 
, and of all kinds of commerce, travel, or com- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, before the word 
„charges, to insert other; so as to read: 

That any bridge built under the act and subject to its limitations shall be a 
lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no other charges shall be made for the transniission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or for 
passengers or freight passing over said bridge than the rate per milo paid for 
the transportation over the railroad or publie highways leading to said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
COURTS IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. MOODY. Senate bill No. 620 was returned from the other 
House with amendments, which I ask may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 620) to provide for the time 
and place of holding the terms of the United States district courts in 
the State of South Dakota. j 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, to strike out 
section 5 of the bill and in lieu the: to insert: 

SEC, 5. That the circuit court of the United States for the said district shall be 
held at Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday of April and October in each year, and 
at Deadwood on the first Tuesday of July in each year, and at Pierre on the 
third Tuesday of November in each year, and cases taken on appeal or writ of 
error from the district court shall be returnable to the circuit court held in that 
judicial subdivision from which the a peel was taken. When the circuit court 
and district court are held, as provided in this act, at the same time and place, ono 
grand and petit jury only shall be summoned and serye in both said courts, 

To amend section 6 by striking out the word Pierre, in the sec- 
ond line, and inserting the words Sioux Falls.“ 

To amend section 6 by striking out the words Sioux Falls,“ in the 
third line, and inserting the word Pierre,” 

To amend the title by inserting, after ‘‘States,’’ in the third line, 
*‘cirenit and.” 

Mr. MOODY. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) toaid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it can not have escaped the observation 
of the Senate that the great labor organizations and labor unorganized 
alike throughout this country have from time to time made 2 dem- 
onstrations, in the form of petition and memorial and the action of 
public assemblies, urging the passage of this education bill, especially 
in the interests of the laboring people of the country in all sections. I 
have observed this morning the introduction, by the senior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], of aresolution by the Junior Order 
of United Mechanics of the State of Pennsylvania, Washington Coun- 
cil, No, 1, of thecity of Germantown, Philadelphia, inthatState. This 
is a very numerous and influential organization of that State, as I am 
informed by the Senator, and it extends to many other States also. 
Their utterance is so emphatic that I desire to read their resolution and 
accompanying letter as a part of my remarks: 

Wasninctos Counctt, No. 1, 
JUxIOR ORDER OF UNITED AMERICAN MECHANICS, 
Germantown, Pa., February 19, 1890. 

Dran Stn: Ata regular stated meeting of Washington Council, No. 1, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Germantown, Pa., held on Monday 
evening, February 10, 1590, the following resolutions were offered, and I was 
instructed to maila copy of the same to you: 

„ That Washington Council, No. 1, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa., in meeting assembled this night, 
February 10, 1890, unanimously extends its encourgementto Senator BLAIR, who 
is so ably presenting and defending the grandest and noblest bill ever framed 
in the cause of free and public education, namely, the Blair educational bill, 

And also that we do firmly believe that the above resolution is but a feeble ex- 
pression of the sentiment and convictions of the tens of thousands of voting 
members of the Junior O. U. A. M., who desire the said bill to become an act of 
national legislation, and by giving the same your attention and support, you 
will oblige, 

Respectfully yours, J 
CHARLES STUTZ, 
Recording Secretary, 35 East School street, Germantown. 
To Hon. J. D. CAMERON. 


The common people of thiscountry, the working people, whoare THE 
people all through the country, and ially in the North, where dur- 
ing generation after generation they have enjoyed real liberty and have, 
by reason of their intelligence and actual icipation in public affairs, 
the framing of law, the fashioning and direction of public sentiment, 
come to possess that power of self-assertion and combination which en- 
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ables them to take from whatsoever their labor produces their fair share 
of the price of the commodity, so that they receive for their labor a 
compensation which enables them to purchase a sufficiency to satisfy 
the wants of their higher civilization, 

These men, the laboring people, the bone and sinew of the Republic, 
especially in the Northern States, have come to comprehend how it is 
that education is thesecret of their power; that the education of those 
who perform corresponding labor in other parts of the country is the 
only defense in the North of this higher civilization of the and 
the capital invested in the North as the coming competition of 
the cheaper labor at the South. They see, if there be anything in the 
theory of a tariff operating as a protection to the cheap capital and the 
cheap labor and the products of both coming from other countries, that 
as there can be no formal tariff between the North and the South noth- 
ing can operate for the protection of capital and labor invested in the 
North but the development of homogeneous conditions in production at 
the South, the same that prevail there coming to prevail generally 
throughout the whole country. 5 

They know that the Southern working people, the Southern masses, 
must be intelligent or they will never receive that compensation for 
their exertions, that share in production, which is indispensable so that 
the article produced at the South shall cost there what it costs at the 
North. They comprehend that at least nine-tenths if not ninety-five 
or ninety-eight one-hundredths of every article produces is labor; that 
the cost of that article depends therefore upon the cost of labor; and if 
labor forever is tobe cheap and servile at the South, with their increas- 
ing skill which comes from practice in the diversified industries which 
are being there established, we of the North shall forever be obliged to 
contend with the production of like articles which are the result of the 
industry of the North in every department coming from the South at 
perhaps one-half the cost of similar articles produced at the North. 

The result inevitably must be then of that Southern competition, 
now 25,000,000 of laboring people, either the prostration of the indus- 
tries of the North or conditions must be established at the South 
which will make the cost of production there the same that it is in the 
North, so that the working people at the South shall receive of the 
things which their hands produce the same proportion in the form of 
wages which is received by the people of the North as a result of their 
industry, namely, from the article produced 95 or 98 per cent., as the 
case may be, of the price realized in the market for that article. Thus 
they, the producing classes at the South, will have something where- 
with to purchase and their industry will find a market at home, and 
they will cease to compete with the industry of the North. Then pro- 
duction will be consumed at the South, and thus the wealth of the 
South will be appropriated where it is produced, to the blessing of that 
great section of the country and to the avoidance of the ruinous com- 
petition which is now commencing by reason of Southern production 
with the industries of the North. Labor understands this all through 
the North. Labor is coming to understand this all through the South. 
Hence it is that this resolution and other resolutions of a like char- 
acter from all the t labor organizations and from Farmers’ Alliances 
and from the intelligent working people everywhere are finding their 
way to the Senate and to the other House, almost demanding, with a 
beseeching which is a demand, the enactment of this bill into law. 

As I have said before, the enactment of this bill is as indispensable 
for the prosperity of the North as of the South. 


FURTHER EVIDENCE. 


I have here, as on 88 days, a mass of matter, facts, testimony, 
evidence, from the highest and most reliable sources, bearing upon the 
condition of the country and the necessity of the improvement in our 
schools, which is the 3 object of this bill. I have here a letter 
from Baldock, S. C., dated July 8, 1889, addressed to myself. 


BALDOCK, S. C., July 8, 1889, 
Hon. Hexry W. BLAIR, Manchester, N. H.: 

Dean Sin: Isaw in the Charleston News and Courier your letter to Mrs. 
Chapin, which I read with a great deal of interest, . on the subject 
of education gives me great satisfaction. Ihave been en in the work of 
teaching nearly all my life, and hence I was delighted at the introduction of 
your bill into Con , and I regretted to see so much opposition to it, even by 
those members of ihe States who would be most benefited by it, South Carolina 
in particular. Having filled the office of school commissioner of this (Barnwell) 
county, [am well aware of the poor condition of our public schools and have 
been urging our State 8 of education to wake up the minds of the 
3 every part of the State on this subject, and thereby induce our mem- 

of Congress to do all in their power to securo the passage of your bill, as it 
would be such a bonus to our people towards the education of their children, 
as the amount raised by our State amounted to only about $400,000, which kept 
our schools running for only three months in the year, I thought the General 
Government was li lin offering us the very thing we needed. I wasalmost 
certain the Cleveland administration would give the bill a hearty approval, as it 
would a thousand times do us more good t any tariff bill would, over which 
so much time and money was sponi in debating the subject. 

I wrote several letters to our Representative, G. D. TILLMAN, with whom Lam 
personally acquainted, urging him to vote for the bill, but his constant answer 
was that there were objectionable features in the bill. I wrote him that as I 
understood the matter the funds would be placed in charge of our State board 
of education, to be dispensed as our own State funds were, namely, equally 
among white and colored, in separate schools, and the result was he came very 
near being left at home last election. I think, as matters stand now, that Sena- 
tor Tan and Representative TILLMAN are the only two opponents to your 
presen 3 

Iam very hopeful that the first bill passed by the next Congress will be the 


Blair education bill, and I know that it would be hailed by our white people 

in the lower counties of our State, even where the colored children are v: 

in the majority, as Iam pretty generally acquainted in all these counties. 
When our ublic-schoot system was first established with separate schools for 

white and colored I urged our white people to teach the colored sohools, and 


Ypo! 
versity, and thus secures a portion of the educational funds of the State, the 
number of colored teachers greatly increased and they are well qualified to 
teach the usual branches required in our public schools. 
The total enrollment of White children is $5,000; colored children, 100,009. 
Total white teachers, 2,000; total colored teachers, 1,500. : 
ee this statement you will be able to form a correct idea of our pub io 


schools. 

There is one great drawback to the success of our public schools, In 1876 no 
taxes were assessed or collected; consequently we are still one year behind, and 
our teachers, white and colored, have to wait one year for their pay or else sub- 
mit to have their pay certificates shaved 15 to 20 per cent. This is a great hard- 
ship to the poor teacher, 

This policy is indefensible, because the State, du twelve years of peaceful 
prosperity, ought to have sufficiently recovered to ready to give prompt 
remuneration for her teachers’ services. It is not unreasonable to expect that 
the State would be willing to remove the fetters which this lost year’s tax has 
fastened upon the feet of progress, especially in a matter which is to qualify the 
child the men and women of the future, to use to the best advantage theso 
prospective 

This is, as you perceive, from the school superintendent of the county, 
either now or very recently in office. Ihave here a fact which I take 
from the public press, but it is circulated quite generally and is very 
briefly stated. It bears upon the assertion that illiteracy is on the in- 
crease. It is the report to the Presbyterian assembly on the condition 
of the freedmen: 

New Yor«, May 20, 


The assembly's third day’s business session of the general assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church of the United States of America opened this morning. 
The report of the committee on the board of missions for freedmen shows 277 
missionaries working under the board, of whom 202 are colored and 102 of the 
116 ordained ministers are also colored. Contributions to the work last year 
amounted to $134,450, an inereaso of $2,797 over the previous year. The treed- 
men themselyes gave $31,092 for various parts of the work. 


This is the particular point that I wish to call attention to: 
Dr, Allen, secretary of the fund for missions among freedmen, spoke on the 


necessity for evangelical work among the colored race, In the South he said 
there are 1,840,556 colored children of school age, and of this number only 802,- 
555 attend school, 


855 than a million not attending, and only 800,000 who do attend 
school, 


Illiteracy is ou the increase, It can be scen in the idly growing number 
of sd voters, of whom, he said, unscrupulous politicians take undue ad- 
vantage, 


I have here a short article from one of the reliable journals of the 
eountry, the Boston Traveller, upon the illiteracy problem, in which is 
instituted a comparison between different nations of the world in re- 
gard to this matter of illiteracy with themselves and also with ourown 
country to some extent: 


A recently published census of the illiterates in the various countries of the 
world places Roumania, Servia, and Russia, cach Slavic in their people, at the 
head of the list with a Percentage of about 80 es cent. of the population unable 
to read and write. Of the Latin countries Spain, as would be popularly ex- 
peed, heads the list with 63 per cent., followed orsa with 48 per cent., and 

co and um with about 15 per cent, of their respective populations un- 
able to read and write. 


Our own is about 14 in this country. 


In Hungary the illiterates number 43 per cent., in Austria 39, and in Ireland 
21. The percentage in England is 13, in Holland 10, among the white popula- 
tion of the United States 8, and in Scotland it is 7. 


The entire percentage which I interjected is about 14 per cent. in the 
whole country at large. . 


The smallest percentage of illiterates is found in purely Teutonic countries. 
In Sweden, Denmark, Bavaria, Baden, and Württemberg there are practi- 
cally no illiterates; in the German Empire San is but 1 per cent. of illite - 
and in Switzerland itis but 2} per cent. The United States can not be specially 
proud of itsshowing, The census of 1880 showed that, of the entire population 
of the United States over the age of ten years, 13.4 per cent. were unable to read 
and 17 per cent, unable to write. In New Mexico and South Carolina the per- 
centage was upwards of 50, and it was only a trifle below this in Louisiana. 
In several of the other Southern States the percentage is very large, due, of 
course, to the large negro element ofthe population. But, taking the country as 
n whole, we are far ahead of Germany, Scotland, Sweden, Bavarla, Holland, 
and severalother European states in illiteracy. 


Not in intelligenee, but in illiteracy— 
and there is good ground to fear that the Eleventh Census will make but little 
better showing. The problem presented is one certainly which demands seri- 


ous consideration and emphasizes the need of both compulsory education law 
and of national aid for common schools, R sf R eane 


Here is some more figu with reference to tho illiterate popula- 
tion in our own country. take this from the New York Mail and 
Express: 

A census of the illiterates in the various countries of the world, recently pub- 
lished in a foreign journal, places the three Slavie states of Roumania, Servia, 
and Russia at the head of the list, with about S9 per cent. of pe popsletion un- 
able to read dnd write. Of the Latin-speaking races, Spain hi the list with 
63 per cent., followed by Italy with 45 p cent., France and Belgium having 
about 15 per cent. The illiterates in Hungary number 43 per cent., in Austria 
39, and in Ireland 21. “In England we find 13 oliand 10 per cent., 
United States (white population) s per cent., and Scotland 7 per cent. unable to 
read and write. When we come to purely Teutonic States we find a marked 
reduction in the percentage of illiterates. The highest is in Switzerland, 2.5; in 
the whole German Empire it is but 1 per cent.; in Sweden, Denmark, Bavaria, 
Baden, and Württemberg there is practically noone who can not read or write.” 


r cent., 


The Tenth Census states that af the entire population of the United States over 


ten years old 13.4 per cent. are unable to read, and 17 per cent, are unable to 
write. The extremes of illiteracy in various States and Territories are as follows: 


Unable to 


States and Territories. 3 10 e 


Per cent. Per cent. 

ENED 60.2 65.0 
48.3 55.4 
45.8 49.1 

2.6 3.4 

3.1 4.8 

4.1 5.7 

4.6 7.1 

3.5 4.3 

5.3 6.5 

5.9 6.6 

7.9 11.2 


It will be noticed that, after New Mexico, the Southern States have a larger 
percentage of illiterate residents than any others. This is la due to the 
great number of negroes therein. Of the total colored popr tion over ten 
ges of age, 70 per cent. are returned as unable to write. It is a consoling fact 

wever, that only 62.7 per cent. of the colored population between fifteen an 
twenty years of age are unable to wrile. This would seem to argue that the 
extension of colored children’s schools during recent years had been successful. 

Wyoming has a smaller percentage of illiteracy than any other State or Ter- 
ritory,and Dakota and 0 n follow her closely, Colorado and Massachusetts 
very nearly balance each other, but this is no indication thatthe former has so 

ral and good a system of education as the Bay State. Theshoe factoriesand 

e industries of Boston, Springfield, Worcester, Lynn, Lowell, Haverhill, ete., 

are in t measure responsible for the lack of general education in Massachu- 

setts. This is true ofall large cities. The slums are to blame for the illiteracy 
of America's children. 

Mill-hands will not send their children to school as long as the latter can carn 
a few cents each day in the factories. 

It may surprise some good Americans to learn that in pore of illiteracy 
we are far ahead of Scotland, Sweden, Bavaria, Holland, and other countries, 
but the figures quoted from the foreign journal are probably correct, 

Until we have compulsory education we can not hope to compete with Den- 
mark's wonderful record or with Germany's kindergartens and gymnasia. 
America should not forget that the secret of Germany’s standing as the greatest 
military power on earth, as well as her towering position in science and art, 
may be found in her schools and colleges. 


I have here a very recent letter or appeal of Dr. Curry, the repre- 
sentative of the Peabody fund, to the Congress of the United States, in 
which he presents the subject of national aid with great urgency, and 
at the same time, considering the force and completeness of the article, 
with great brevity. It contains a repetition of a small part of what I 
introduced yesterday, but I think it of sufficient value to have it in- 
serted entire. 


An appeal to Southern Representatives in Congress and to the friends of free 
schools in the South, 

My official position as general agent of the Peabody education fund, conjoined 
to my Southern birth, residence, and sympathies, must be my apology for the 
apparent presumption of this appeal. j 

Prior 10 1867 there was not any general or efficient aerogenes system in 
the South. Before the war academies and colleges for both sexes were numer- 
ous and did excellent work, but no adequate provision was made for the edu- 
cation of the masses, 

In the Southern States, excluding Delaware, Maryland, and Missouri, the 
school population, from six to fourteen years, according to the latest, most trust- 
worthy returns furnished to me from the Bureau of Education, is 4,028,775. The 
enrollment is 3,420,401, The school term at the South in the State schools will 
not average eighty days, while that at the West and the North is more than 
double, The ing in the rural districts is often of an inferior quality, what 
might reasonably be expected from poorly paid teachers employed for three or 
four months in the year. The annual school expenditure in these States is over 
213,000,000. And in this amount is not included what is collected by local assess- 
ments in towns and cities, 

By the census of 1880, 6,000,000 of the 16,000,090 of children of school age did not 
attend the public schools, Of the schoo! population of the South, nearly balf 
are not in school. Over six and a eins millions of our entire population 
could not write their names. Two millions of legal voters, of whom 909,000 were 
white and 1,100,000 were colored, could not write, This test of intelligence is 
so deceptive t while one-fifth of the voters could not write at all, it is prob- 
able that two-fifths were so imperfectly educated as to be unable to read intel- 
g a newspaper or the Bible. The illiterate voters in the South were 
1, 884 or over one-third: 69.8 per cent. of illiterate voters were negroes and 
30.2 ps cent. whites. In North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, bama. 
and Louisiana more than half the voters can not read their ballots 

The maintenance of our public schools has been complicated and made more 
onerous by the race question, which, whatever fanaticism or partisanship or 
crass ignorance may say, is the most fearful problem that our civilization has 
encountered, There is no discrimination in any of the Southern States against 


achools for n The length of the school year is the same for both races. 
Dr. Owens, of r Williams Tooga; in Nashville, an institution for negroes, 
says: The South has acted nobly in dividing the public funds and providing 


8 buildings.“ The Southern States, on whose territory the war between 
States was waged and which came out of the terrible struggle crashed and 
reduced to poverty, have paid nearly or quite $50,000,000 for the education of 
the negroes, and General Armstrong, the able principal of the Hampton School, 
who commanded a brigade of colored troops, says: “Southern tax-payers are 
doing more than any others for the negro by maintaining 16,000 free colored 
schools, stan annual cost of over $3,000,000. * * * Ofevery $100 paid in South- 
ern taxation, $91.50 are paid by white people.“ A 

The lamented Grady, in a recent speech in Boston, said that in Georgia “ the 
whites are assessed for $368,000,000 and the blacks for $10,000,000, and yet 49 per 
cent, of the beneficiaries are black children,” and that the n in the South 
8 peying one-thirtieth of the taxes get nearly one-halfof the fund spent in edu- 


cation.’ 

These negroes, with their inherited tendencies of superstition and their long, 
3 history of ignorance, Uhriftlessness, and slavery, are entitled to educa- 
tion, fo fullest moral and intellectual development, (1) as human beings, with 
individual responsibility and immortal souls, for whom Christ died, and (2) as 
citizens and voters in a representative Republic, 

It is a narrow view of the subject to confine it tonegroes, The destitution of 
the means of education among white children is appaling. Northern charity 
to the amount of over $15,000,000 has been concentrated upon negro children, 


serves, the rath 
No chapter in her history is more brilliant than this or more merits grateful 
recognition. Of the $80,000,000 paid out for public schools every img by the 
1 5 9 does not come near that proportion of the 
erty. x 
the school work of the South, has often written of the udeur and patriotism 
of the sacrifices of the South in this direction. No similar class 9 in 
the Old or New World has accomplished so much, in a time so short against 
obstacles so formidable.” 

Under her peculiar conditions, with a rural, agricultural, and sparse popula- 
tion, without recuperation from the impoverishment and exhaustion of the war, 
with a non-tax-paying, unskilled, pir be palpate il lately servile race 
of co-equal citizens as Taint occupants of her territory, it is financially impossi- 
ble for the South to sustain a system of free schools continuing in session eight 
months and affording educational facilities for the population of school age. 
‘The school demand can not possibly be met by her resources, and it is an alarm- 
ee that the States having the smallest resources have the heaviest school 

ens. 

Throughout the Northwestern States each child receives on an average for 
his yearly education about $15. In the South the per capita expenditure is 
about $3.86. A rate of taxation, on present values of property, adequate to fur- 
nish free instruction to both white and black youth, would be nothing short of 
ruinous confiscation. The so much vaunted prosperity of the new South,” in 
so far as it exists, has not reached agriculture, except partially and to a vory 
limited extent.“ 

The only remedy for this deplorable condition of affairs is national aid. The 
bill which passed the Senate at the last session proposes to act through State 
school systems. in subordination and auxiliary to State authorities, and steered 
as far as possible from bureaucracy and centralization. The distribution was 
not based on population in the ag: te, but on the illiteracy of the school popu- 
lution, ascertained or ascertainable from the sworn returns of census, It 
rightly recognized illiteracy, not as local or sectional, but as a national question 
of paramount importance, imperiling our representative institutions. The 
North may be geographically and practically severed from contact with the 
negr but she can not hope to be exempt from the industrial, social, moral, 
and political SOELA ROSA of their illiteracy, 

The North emancipated, citizenized, and enfranchised the negroes; and from 
these three distinct, substantive acts—by no means logical, legal, or civil conse- 
quents of one another—there is a resulting obligation that can not be honestly 
ignored or evaded to qualify them forcitizenship and suffrage. It will nolonger 
satisfy conscience or reason to say that the South enjoyed the fruits of slave 
labor and must now pay for the education of the man, for since Appomat- 
tox n quarter of a century has elapsed, and a majority of the negroes now liy- 
ing were never in! bondage to any man, 

he aid pro , if given in bulk, is not so much as is given every year to 
soldiers and agents in the way of pensions, and would be about one-fourth 
of the annual expenditures of the Government; but the bill appropriates only 
$7.000,000 the first year and an ave! of only $10,000,000 for the period of eight 
subsequent years. This trifling and temporary sum, to be paid over to State 
officers, is to be expended in the common schools on the right and healthful 
condition that no greater part shall be paid out to any State in one year than 
the sum expended by that State out of itsown revenues. To usean illustration 
of Senator BLAIR, if Florida, for instance, could receive by the pores of 
the bill $1.25 for each child, in order to get that the State would have to raise 
within itself an equal amount, thus securing for each child’s education $2.50. 

The aid should laced in the hands of State authorities, with proper ré- 
strictions. The moneyshould not be disbursed tothe schools by Federal agents, 
The State school systems should be strengthened in theirseparateness and efti- 
ciency, and not be made dependencies upon centralized power at Washington. 
Aid rightly bestowed, instead of promoting mendicancy, will develop self-ex- 
ertion, self-reliance, self-maintenance of ee eee ee and prevent any re- 
laxation of efforts in behalf of the independent maintenance of school systems. 
From the ordinance of 1787, prior to the adoption of the Constitution, through 
every administration, by every party, by every statesman, down to the present 
period, national encouragement of education in some form has been approved 
and sustained, 

Up to 1880 the Southern States had received for school pu 5,520,504 acres 
9 land; for universities, 322,560 acres, and for agricultural and mechan- 
ical colleges, 3,270,000 acres. During the same period Northern States and Ter- 
ritories received for schools, 62,273,415 acres; for universities, 842,960 acres, and 
for agricultural and mechanical colleges, 6,330,000 acres. The enabling act of 
22d of Febr: 1889, enlarged these land grants by gifts to the Dakotas, Mon- 
tana, and W. gton. 

It is not too much to affirm that the common-school system is an essential basis 
of free government, and that our liberties and the perpetuity of representative 
institutions are inseparably interwoven with the maintenance and well-being 
of our State-controlied free schools, Recently there have been strong and per- 
sistent efforts in behalf of “ parochial schools,” and the advocates of them, as 
substitutes for State schools, have manifestly increased their activity. If com- 
mon schools fail at the South or linger in feebleness and insufficiency, the 
parochial schools will acquire in strength, if notpredominance. If paro- 
chial schools become influential and powerful, and take, in any d e, the place 
of the State schools, the denominations controlling and supporting them will 
clamor for their share of State revenues, When religionists become a compact 
body and act politically as a unit, they can often control municipal or State or 
Federal elections, and parties and candidates, from policy or cowardice, will 
soon be 9 to the demand fora partition of funds. What has been done 
in some cities will be repeated disastrously throughout the land, 


»An examination of Tables 9 and 10 of section 1 of Commerce and Navigation 
for 1888, shows the total value of exports of merchandise, domestic product, 
and manufacture from the United States for the year ending June 30, 1888, to be 
$653.862,104. A hasty calculation shows the exports of Southern products, not 
including tobacco, sugar, and naval stores, to have been $388,494,567, which 
would leave as exports from the Northern States, giving them the benefit of 
the products not included, $297,367,585. In olden times it was held that exports 
were the basis of imports, and that a tax on imports was practically, in a large 
degree, a tax on exports. If that be true, even approximately, then the South, 
not to mention the adverse effect of “ Government partnership in trade,” pays, 
in — 1 —— to wealth and population, a disproportionate share of the taxes 
called customs duties, which Abe amounted to 8223,832, 741. Addtothisthe 
fact that of the expenditures by the General Government for general purposes, 
such as coast survey, light-houses, rivers and harbors, etc.—excluding pensions, 
civil list, private claims, ete.—a very much larger portion is e mded within 
the limits of the Northern States, and we have more than a set-off forany allega- 
tion of 2 of advantage as growing out of an appropriation for the pre- 
vention and removal of illiteracy and for the salvation of the Republic. 


The South in her past history, from the administration of Washington to that 
of Harrison, inclusive, has been conservative. ve her statesmen and 
her public opinion interposed to preserve the ancient landmarks and prevent 
departures from the Constitution and the precedents of the fathers. She has been 
as much maligned as misunderstood, If true to the free schools, she can save 
representative government and our civil and religious liberties. er freedom, 
present and prospective, from heterogeneous and foreign elements, and her con- 
sciousness of the perils from the race question, should make her as often 
heretofore, the great conservative, controlling, saving section of country. 
For the present and for a few years to come national aid is our only ho 

The South has favored the measure. Both political parties in North Carolina 
and Virginia have incorporated it in their platforms, The vote in the Senate 
on the school bill in 1884 was 33 yeas to Il nays; in 1886, 36 yeas to Il nays, andin 
1888, 39 yeas to 29 nays. Among those from the South recorded at one time or 
another in favor of Federal aid, or paired against an opponent, were Senators 
Brown, is COIQUITT, Garland, GEORGE, HAMPTON, Jackson, Jo: Jones 
of Florida, Kesxa, Pucu, Rassom, Riddleberger, Grasox, Lamar, VANCE, 
BERRY, BLACKBURN, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Mahone, WALTHALL, DAN- 
IEL, and Pasco, There could be no stronger need for the aid than now, The 
present session of Congress offers encouraging opportunity for accomplishing 
what we ha ve longed and labored for. The children, the country, our freedom, 
the yearnings of the oppressed of the Old World, combine to make us put forth 
a strong and united effort to remove and prevent illiteracy and save our free 


schools, = 
J. L. M. CURRY. 
RICHMOND, VA. 
HON. JOHN JAY, 


A recent editorial in the New York Star called out a valuable article 
in defense of this bill and of the subject of national aid to education 
from Hon. John Jay, who from the beginning has been one of the 
stanchest friends of this measure as well of course as one of the most 
able and illustrious,as he isoneof the most uprightand patriotic and dis- 
tinguished, of American citizens. This is under date of January 11,1890: 


MR, JOHN JAY'S PROTEST—AN ABLE PLEA FOR THE BLAIR EDUCATIONAL BILL— 
HE OPPOSES “DICTATION TO THE SOUTH '’—ISOLATED EXPRESSIONS OF AP- 
PROVAL OF THE MEASURE CITED AS EVIDENCE THAT THE SOUTHERN PEOPLE 
DESIRE IT—AN INGENIOUS BUT VULNERABLE ARGUMENT, 


5 — Will — 12 ae ; it to fi ggested b; edi. 

IR: you kindly permit me to say a few wu su your edi- 
torial of January 7 on the Blair bill, suggesting a principle of fair sA toward 
the Southern States that some of our journals have quite forgotten. rquot- 
ing the opinion of Mr. Russell, the superintendent of schools in Florida, that 
Florida does not need assistance and that the Blair bill would have woful re- 
sults, you remark ; 

“Tf Florida does not want national assistance, what is the sense of trying to 
force it upon her?“ 

Such an attempt would, as you suggest, be senseless. The Northern States 
would not have tolerated attempts from any quarter to control their action or 
dictate to them what they should accept or decline, what they should do or re- 
frain from doing, in regard to the national aid for education which they have so 
often accepted; and the Southern States are not likely to accept with humility 
attempts at dictation in this matter. In assuming thatthe Blair bill makes such 
an attempt you have, I think, been misled by the e which the opponents 
of the bill have found it convenient to make, but which are refuted by the pro- 
visions of the bill itself. Its first section distinctly leaves the acceptance of the 
tempo aid which it offers to the decision of the re of each State, as 
the 2 5 and intelligent judge of what, under, the peculiar circumstances of 
each, their feelings and interests may require. 

If the Florida Legislature findsits own means abundant for arresting illiteracy 
within her borders, enabling every child of both races to read, and placing its 
common schools on a level with those of the North, the ure of South 
Carolina or of Texas may possibly find the same task difficult or even impos- 
sible without assistance, or may have other reasons for declining it, The peo- 
ple of each State are properly left by the bill to decide this question for them- 
selves, with no attempt at dictation. To suppose that a bill so often approved 
by Senate committees, and by the Senate itself, should have been in a 
form to justify the charge that it attempted to force any State, No or South, 
would seem to be an assumption as violent and unreasonable as another charge, 
which some journals have attempted to fix upon the bill: that of en 


upon the rights of the and proposing to change their common-schoo! 
system and transfer it from the control of the States to a centralized parental 
tism at Washington, 


The bill, as we all know, has been scrutinized in the Senate and by the press 
for pany ears in reference to its acoord with the constitutional precedents of 
national aid to State education, from the ordinance of 1785 to the present time, 
in constant ts of land, land scrip, and money, and also in reference to the 
intimation that it might possibly touch upon the rights or dignity of the States. 
In the Senate its provisions were discussed for three successive sessions, and 
among the Southern statesmen, by whom the bill was approved, were such 
eminent representatives of Southern sentiment as Senators rand GEORGE, 
of Mississippi: Garland, of Arkansas; Puan, of Alabama; Vaxcx and Ransom, 
of North Carolina; Brown, of Georgia; HAMPTON, of South Carolina: Jones 
and CALL, of Florida; Jackson, of Tennessee; Riddle r. of Virginia, and 
others equally jealous of the rights and honor of the Southern States, and the 
last men to consent to a bill which affronted their dignity by an attempt at en- 
croachment or dictation, ' 

Your remarks on the impropricty of attempting to force the judgment of 
Florida su the impropriety of any attempt on the part of the North to dio- 
tate to the South what she should do in reference to the national aid offered 
by the Blair bill toward the removal of illiteracy and the establishment of com- 
mon schools, There seem to be special reasons why such attempts on the part 
of the North should arouse something like scorn and resentment in the South. 
One is the fact, which the Southerners do not forget, that the electoral body 
now added to the sovereign rulers was not created by their own choice, but 
was the free giftof the Federal Government,” making, as a Virginiastatesman 
said, an exceptional class” in its claim on the nation for education as citi- 
zens, Another is that the Northern States, with no such special occasion for 
assistance and with r resources of their own, have been so often and so 
bountifully benefited by national aid. 

In the division of the surplus of 1836,the State of New York received the 
largest quota of any, and the millions which she then took were so judiciously 
expended under the direction of Governor Marcy, partly in normal schools, dis- 
trict libraries (an appropriation promey followed by the district-library act, 
during the term of e John A. Dix), common schools, and permanent 
investments, that for half a century that national grant has helped to stimulate 
the ambition and increase the liberality of our citizens, and to raise the standard 
of excellence for the State and for the country. They naturally remember the 
untold benefits that have resulted from national aid in the several States, the 
aid in land alone having amounted at the end of our first century, in 1876, to 
neariy 80,000,000 or 125,000 square miles, a 2 man the 
landed area of Great Britain and Ireland, and more than of Franke.“ 


know that this vast 


They expenditure, in accordance with the policy of Wash- 
ington and Jefferson and the great founders of our Wepublicc was based, not 


upon the motive of charity to paupers, but upon a broad policy of national ne- 
cessity, national economy, and nal advantage; and $ to this policy Vir- 
ginia magnificently contributed in the surrender of the lands which so nobly 
entitled her to be called, justly and affectionately, the mother of States.” 

However gentle and dignified may be the response of the South to the North- 
ern sneer that if eens dhe ba accept the temporary assistance proposed by the 
Blair bill they will sinking their manhood, sacrificing their 1 
lowering their dignity as States, and descending to the level of paupers a 
mendicants, it wouid seem that Southern gentlemen are not insensible to the 
profound injustice of such insinuations nor to the illogical and ignoble attitude 
of those in the North who, in the midst of the rprosperiey created by common 
schools that have been largely aided by nation: ts, now deny the right of 
the South to similar assistance, and tell them thatifthe South shall accepta quota 
from the national Treasury she will humble herself to the low plane of men- 
dicancy,”’ adding to this taunt a recommendation to depend on “self-help.” 
Take, for instance, the dignified and unanswerable reply to such gibes by the 
Hon. William Preston Johnston, son of General Albert Sidney Johnston, who, in 
an address at Topeka, after speaking of the exceptional burdens placed upon 
the South, said: 

But we hear these young, rich, and prosperous States of the Northwest. 
whose educational systems have been based upon the bounty of the Federal 
Government, saying to us, If the Blair bill passes it will make mendicants of 
you all. Rely on yourselves alone.“ To us it seems that such an argument 
should not be used by the beneficiaries of similar grants, or that, before usin 
it, they should at least, on a fair adjustment of equities, return to the Uni 
States ry the value of the lands received by themselves. They can never 
H re Gres untold benefits of a fair start in the race of life, the gift of education, 
which has opened the whole realms of thought to the humblest voter. We do 
not ask it in forma pauperis, but as a right.” 

One plausible argument that was at first used with some effect against the 
Blair bill, that it was idle to force the public school on a community which did 
not appreciate and did not want it, has been happily ended by the gratifying 
fact stated by the Star of the substantial progress“ of the system, a progress 
marked alike in both races in nearly all the Southern States. This fact, amply 
verified, is but slightly due to national aid, which included a grant of some six 
millions to the Freedman’s Bureau and of $400,000 to the institutes at Hampton 
and Carlisle, which was not remitted to “self-help.” 


T call attention to this fact in connection with the sentiments of the 
chief of that institution, who now thinks that self-help is good for other 
people, whereas he himself and all that he is, with his institution, are 
the results of the help of somebody else and of very persistent begging 
to obtain it on his partas well as of others, and I can only account for his 
present assumed hostility to this measure by the fact that I know it 
was almost indispensable in order to get a continuance of many of the 
appropriations to support institutions of this country educating In- 
dians and others to at least cease to give support to this bill. Influ- 
ences that would defeat this bill brought their clutch to bear upon the 
throat of the institutions which were seeking help from this Govern- 
ment. That is my philosophy of the change in the attitude of some 
men. Since the facts have not changed, I can account forit in no other 
way. Mr. Jay proceeds: 


The advance in the school and in the awakened spirit and liberality of the 

8 the State has been greatly fostered by the judicious management of the 
y and Slater funds, as is shown by the very 88 repoxts of the 

Peabody trustees, with Hon. Robeft C. Winthrop at their h and Dr. Cw 
as their Sg ey emg" agent, and the schools established by religious denom 
nations at the North, „ and seminaries for teachers, have added 
at the South a new proof to t ‘forded by the North that the elevating in- 
fluence of the common schools, whether assisted by private generosity or na- 
tional aid, enlightens and liberalizes the whole community. 

One result of this gratifying progress and i enlightenment has been a 
clearer appreciation of the magnitude of the illiteracy to be overcome and the 
necessity of national aid toaccomplishit. This was shown during the last year 
1889—by the numerous letters from ago mem: experts published by the. 
Charleston Weekly News and Courier, and from others in the New York Inde- 
pendent. hh at A brief extracts may show their tone: 

The South is not equal to the task of fitting the negro for the duties of citi- 
zonship.“ John B. Boyd, of Durant, Miss. 

“It is a national problem, a national necessity, a task that can not be accom- 
pene by the Southern States alone. President Dreher, of Roanoke College, 

n 


“It raahe national aid for its solution. "—General Stephen D. Leo, presi- 
dent of Agricultural and Mechanical College of Mississippi. 
“Our situation is critical and calls for heroic remedies.”—Dr. J. H. Carlisle, 
president of Wofford College, Spartanburgh, S. C. 
“In some of the rural districts the question is either barbarism or the Blair 
bec FRc oh J. n 9 of 3 College, North See 
* o education, the negro has shown an eagerness, a persistency, a success, 
which do him infinite credit. —Professor Charles Foster mith, Vanderbilt Uni- 
versity, Tennessee, 
The attempt has also been made by,journals opposed to the bill to create the 
pression the better opinion of the North is against the bill, an impres- 
sion that has been aided by the refusal to publish articles in favor of the bill, 
and by a few letters from scholars who, in apparent ignorance of the careful 
provisions of the bill, have been made to believe that it ignored the principle of 
self-help, which it distinctly recognizes by limiting the annual aid to any State 
by the amount contributed by the State the year before; that it was in violation 
the Constitution; that its acceptance would involve State humiliation and 
tend to mendicancy, with other propositions equally at variance with the bill 
and with historic truth. 


You see that Hon. John Jay has found difficulty about getting his 
letters in favor of this bill published in Northern journals, and I in 
my personal complaint but reiterate the common experience. 

You find here that word mendicaney,“ the connecting link with 
the New York Post bureau of mendacity: 

The intelligent and mature opinion of thoughtful and patriotic citizens may 
be gathered m the recent action of the Union League Club of New York. 
That club, during the last year, under the presidency of the Hon, Chauncey 
M. Depew, unanimously reaffirmed the very careful report and resolutions in 
favor of the Blair bill, that it had adopted February 1), 1882, in which it had 


—. 9 — the comprehensive but gece provisions of the bill for each State 
and Territory to secure the enlig 


-= 


Blair bill as “entitled to rank third in the 
statesmanshi, 


achievements of American 
in the interest of humanity : the Declaration of 


Yet the opponents of this bill depend upon a Republican Senate, 
which has three times this measure, to defeat it, now that we 
have the power to make it a Jaw. Thus we are 2 Ree to arraign 
ourselves simply in opposition to the Declaration of Independence and 
these other two great measures which are coequal therewith. 


While the action of the Union 8 Club ia in accord with the repeated 
pledges of the ublican party and declarations and votes of many emi- 
nent Democrats, it is clear that the very features of the bill which secure the 
earnest support of one cass tend to concentrate and intensify the opposition of 
the various clements opposed to it, and that to secnre ils defeat, if e, they 
are endeavo: to force the South to reject the bill by imputations singularly 
ungenerous and unjust. 


I hope those who have made these imputations will read Mr. Jay’s 
letter before they are repeated on this floor. 
the 


common-schoo! ub delay 
and on a firm basis of excellence, and that it will facilitate other States and Ter- 
ritories aoce e ro visions to improve aud perfect their schools so as to 
arrest the tide 3 n 


In this immediate connection it would be well to remember how all 
over that great tract of our country which lies west of the Mississippi 
River these observations are exceedingly pertinent. 


ä among our people are some who do not view with pleasure 
education and elevation of all whoare pres- 
ently to wield the sovercignty and direct the destiny ofthenation. Op 

did not cease with Governor Berkeley, of Virginia, who said: 
I thank God that there are no free schools nor printing presses, sar page a 
from both;“ nor with Governor Hammond, of South Carolina, who said: “The 
free school system has failed. The paupers, for whose children it is intended, 
need them at home to work.“ Our schools, which Americans so tenderly love, 
which the civilized world admires, and of which Beecher said: The children 
all nationalities of the world enter our public schools; they all come out 

Americans, are called charity schools, pauper schools, and schools of vice. 
=F aot reed still hold that it is not well for electors to know too 
e still hear, in tones that sound like an echo from past ages, that “a 
spoiled ;” that “ignorance is the mother of devo- 
wed to exercise om in his ious or political 
best-ordained state is that in which the few are well edu- 
cated and lead and the many are trained to obedience,” and that the try 


nigger educated is a 


These are quotations from those who hold such sentiments and who 
are pretty active in opposing this bill. 


oyed and to which the South is not alone 
population, especially entitled. Let the 
as committees, but met fairly and squarely on 
bill is to be defeated and the South is to be denied all national aid in 

her great struggle with illi let not the reflection rest upon the Northern 


pretending that its acce 

the South : an pp. 
a 

aid, and the Northern press should promptly disclaim all sym 


sort of warfare, and freely accord to the South the same oppo’ of national 
aid to edacation which the North yed, and by which every No 
State has been largely benefited. 

yours, 


AY. 
No. 5 Wasurseron Piacs, January II, 1800. FONE SAY. 
Professor C. L. Davis, of the Greensborough (N. C.) Normal Collegiate 
Institute, writes me a letter, and, as he is a high authority, I desire to 
veit to the Senate, Every little oe tag I know how desirous the 
te is of further information. He written me previously: 


SAEN te 


Greensnonoven, N. C., November 5, 1859. 

My Dear Str: Yours of recent date came to my notice and contents noted 
with much interest—coming as it did from one whom we recognize as being 
among the best friends of my race. Would have answered on reception, but 
for being to seek such information from other parts of this and other 
States in reference to the general educational condition of the people (and es- 
pecially those of my own race) as would prevent the least exaggeration in con- 
nection with the affirmations and facts mentioned in this letter. I stated in my 
last communication that our people and the people in general were praying for 
the passage of the educational bill now before the Congress of the Uni States, 
but failed in the presentation of the reasons which its passage would be to the 


rere. 
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FEBRUARY 20, 


Rents gapis) provide themselves with teachers and h many of which are _ 
poor at best, and the poor colored le are leſt out. I am pastor of two 
churches, as a minister of thi which have been used for the last few 


rs. 


Tam credibly informed that in some of the districts in this and other States 
the colored and white people have little schools in the woods, under arbors built 
of bushes. 
When ta 
al why the 
y among 
ucational bill. 


under consideration these facts, one may casily understand tho 
ple of North Carolina and the thousands in the South (es- 
e colored people) so carnestly pray for the passage of the ed- 


The Greensbo: Normal and Collegiate Institute, Greensborough, N. O., is 
being taught in the ment of a church, forthe want of money to erect suitable 
buildings, having in attendance now about two hundred students, all crowded in 


one room, : 

This school has been in operation for the last five years, the organization of 
which was effected upon the prana of the public-school system being wholly 
inadequate to the education of our people. 

This school is engaged in the education of the whole people in this section— 
so many as may attend. Should there be other information needed which may 
be had, inform me and it will be my pleasure to furnish it. 

Please let me hear from you at your convenience, and oblige your humble 


petitioner, 
O. L. DAVIS, 
President Greensborough Normal and Collegiaic Institute. 
P.S.—If names are needed thousands can be procured, cic. 
Hon. H. W. Bram, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
I have here, from Mr. W. W. Russell, of South Carolina, a copy of a 
letter to the President that explains itself. He says: 
Wasntyetox, D. C., September 26, 1889, 
DEAR Sm: Linclose a copy of a letter to the President that explains itself. 
the of the Blair 


In my judgment the bill is one of the most important 
: American Coi ie 


respective of color, male and female, hoping for the early success of the bill. 
„ i 


O. L. D. 


that you will be r work at the coming session of 
Congress, I am, 
Very respectfully, yours, W. W. RUSSELL, 


1221 F'street, Northwest, Washington. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, Manchester. oh: 


Here is the letter addressed to the President: 


To THE PRESIDENT, Washington: 
Sin: The very deep FFF of my 
State, in the welfare of South Carolina prompts me to urge in strongest 


terms possible the passage of an act of Congress contai the provisions of 
the Blair educational bill, and tothat end that it should be laid before Congress 
at the nextsession with your favorable recommendation. The dense ignorance 


y 
6 race. It is said, upon what seems to be good 
authority, that there are 70,000 colored and 25,000 white voters who can neither 
nor write, 

But the worstaspect of this ignorance appears when we look to its effect upon 
crime. Crime of every nature is on the increase in our State; our penitentiaries 
are full to overflowing; our courts are obstructed by ignorant witnesses and 
ar and the jails are full. The burden that is thus imposed upon our people 

mainly to be ascribed to orance. 

The South is already heavily burdened with debt and already the poor aro 
taxed to the utmost limit. It would produce great distress among the people 
if the State were to levy additional taxes for any purpose whatever. To an 0x- 
tent greater than in other States the taxes with us are collected from the poor. 
Out of nine Representatives in Congress we have only one who is favorable to 
ma — yet without distinction of party, race, or color, our people heartily favor 


e 
It is the idea of those who claim to represent us, and oppose a measure that 
meets with general approbation, that the masses do not need education, and 
hence the appropriation by our State of large sums for higher education while 
the common s ls receive a mere pittance, 

If the Blair educational bill becomes a law it will mark a new era in the in- 
dustrial, social, and political life of the South. and but a short time will elapse 
before ignorance, vice, frand, 3 will greatly decrease, and the South 
will takeherstand in the sisterh: States, where she properly belongs, among 
the most prosperous and happy, and become truly American in her ideas. 

Very respectfully, 


I have here a letter from a poor man in a soldier, which is 
almost undecipherable, and yet what I have been able to decipher in- 
dicates that its contents are important. It comes from a representa- 
tive man and he is really pathetic in the statement of his situation and 
that of his class, I will leave it with the reporters and ask that so far 
as they can decipher it they will do so. Ihave read enough of it to sce 
that it is a letter that ought to go to the people of the United Statesas 
an object lesson, and as coming out of the heart, showing the condition 
of those who are lamentably in need of aid from some source. 

The letter is as follows: 


BAHTON, ALA., June 15, 1889. 


Dear Sin: We have no school in this county but about three months in a 
year, that is all they gave us. We have no teacher here; they say it is not money 
— 2 for them; it is from $35 to M0 in treasury for the school, and the chii- 
dren have a hard time getting to school, the po ple have to give mortgages on 
their crops, and they have to work them all the summer, and school is out in 
about that time, and some of them never get any schooling at all, and when 
they get wn they will not have any sense then. The white people allow us 

fege ai all. Weare served like dogs in the South. School will start 


it once a 
= Sy cars, trul 
vs - RICHARD JOHNSON. 


Mr. BLAIR. 


' 


Mr. BLAIR. Ihave a letter of J. B. Plumeau, of Summerville, S. 
C., dated May 17, 1889, addressed to myself. He had written to me 
and I had replied, whereupon he writes me this further letter: 


SUMMERVILLE, S. C., May 17, 1839. 

My DEAR Sm: Yours of the 13th instant to hand. Would beg leave to say it 
affords me pleasure to give and get you all information desired. 

It is as you say of the greatest importance to the South that your bill be 
pete, for the need of education is sorely felt. I wish it was possible to havea 

elegation go to Washington in the interest of the bill and to urge the impor- 
tance of ita amodini PAMEN but, alins, I find those that ought to be interested 
are not after education, but after office, thus leaving the masses to grovel 
in ignorance and vice. When it is time again for office t you see them. If 
that state of things is to last, then we can never be a people for education, and 
education slone is the only lever that will raise us up to become a 


people. 
Now, sir, there has not been a census of the children taken since the first year 
ofreconstruction ; therefore, the trne number of children can not be known, and 
you will not be astonished when-I tell you that there are children, and young men 
and women from twelve to twenty years of age, born since 1855, that cannot read 
or write, and those that can, do so imperfectly; and what is the reason? Itis 
this, that the schools of the State run aterm of three months to the year, the 
chikiren going one or two terms never go again, and is either working in the 
field, or is hired out, or tramping the road. When the reason is asked the re- 
ply is they do not learn anything. It is too true. Then there are others that 
are anxious for their children to learn, but they are too poor to a teacher. 
I have tried this experiment by teaching at the small pittance of ten cents a 
week and failed in keeping up a sufficient number. Then there are designing 
men that will advise the people not to pay for their children, that the State should 
keep the schools open. Even with this there are some that is striving to do 
what they can forthe education of the children, I have now a half acre of land 
deeded to me for a school-house, and I have taken the liberty of naming it in 
your iari wei will this fall try with what assistance Lean get to erect a 
ng. 
Rhe cities and towns, such as Charleston, Columbia, Greenville, Orangeburgh, 
and Sumter, are well provided with schools, but they even do not cover 
prona, for only those in their respective neighborhoodsare benefited. J think 

a proper census could be taken of the children from 55 ee of six to sixteen, 
white and colored, male and female, under the following hi 2 age, color, male, 
female, going to school yes or no, reason why, distance of nearestschoo! 
we would find 70 per cent. of the children not attending school, nor can 

or write. Our enemies, as well as those against educating the masses, wi 
say it costs too much, and that the negro can never be 8 

y, sir, as long as ignorance exists no nation or people can become a virtu- 
ous or moral peop Now we turn to the buildings we call schoo! and 
how in eight to every ten you will find them, you will find an old dila 
building, no benches ordesks, buta few boards to sit on; no sashes to windows, 
no maps, charts, or blackboard. Then forthe books yon will find the old Thomas 
Dilbert or Carpenter speller, which is as old as the Government, in the hands of 
thechildren. Yousend tothe nts for proper books, and are told in reply that 
if the children can't learn in the ones they have why they can stay home and 
work. teacher has no interest in seven to ten cases, and they sayin return 
the school will last but three months and I don't get but £20 or = per month 
and will have to find something to do for the rest of the year, and at most the 
children will not return the next term any way. 

Now, you can plainly see the barriers and difficulties to be surmounted, With 
these are you astonished at the political or moral standing of the negro, with 
no help, but everything to retard his upward growth to marhood, Can the 
friends at the North, the bone and sinew of this great and glorious Government, 
those that faced a Lee and led by a Grant to victory, | halt between two 
opinions as to the great necessity of the passage of your bill, that p: 
put the capstone to American freedom and liberty? Let some of the 
your bill and to the down-trodden race come South, etly take their oil 
and book, pass into the interior of the States, leaving cities and towns, note, 
with an eye single to justice, what they may see and what transpires, and then 
yo will have quite a different tune to the one that is sung in your cars regard- 

E their magnanimous troatment òf the pegro. 

Whenever a distinguished visitor from the North comes South he is immedi- 
ately dined and wined, and when he asks to be shown the schools he is taken 
to the Norris Street school, and is shown the school and its works, and very 
tinge 4 with this remark, See what we are doing to educate the negro.” Now, 
sir, that does not represent the State nor the one-hundredth part of it. The 
8 and teachers all are white, no credit to those of the negro race who 

ve completed their studies, graduated, and received their diplomas. They 
must seck some menial positions. Wecan not teach our own; then we are in- 
sulted by being told that we are nothing, and that we have no rights the white 
man is bound to respect. 

It takes a Calhoun of Abbeville to say that our females are without virtue 


to 
nds of 


ns a race because they do not Spices education and its teachi ; butenough 
has been said to show you what we are laboring under. I try and send 
you a copy of the school laws of the State, and also the annual report of the su- 


rintendent of education. If I can make it convenient, I shall try to come on 

n December, if you think I can avail any good, for it would be the happiest 

day of my life to see your bill passed. I shall agitate the question of education 

and see if a delegation can not be raised to go. ‘The times being hard and the 

means little, [do not think it will get through except we had aid. I shall now 

hope betore the end of the year 189 you will have the satisfaction to know that 

school-houses are scattered on every bill and vale in this broad land of ours, 

and especially of the South, and that children of both races are ed Then 

will the loyal and true heart of this good and great Government sing with 
louder and greater force than ever, “My country, tis of thee I sing.” 

Iremain, yours very uly, 
J. B. PLUMEAU. 


To Hon. HN RI W. BLAR, Washington, D. C. 
T have here a letter, not addressed to myself, but it is from a strong 
Democrat who is vouched for by Professor Alexander Hogg, of Texas. 
Tt is addressed to Mr. Hogg, and is from a friend of his who resides in 
Gloucester County, Virginia. It is dated March 31, 1887: 
GLOUCESTER COUNTY, Vincrsta, March 31, 1897. 
Dear Mr. Hoce: Lam in receipt of the batch of papers you sent me, which 
I have read with much interest, and for which accept my thanks. Your article 
in support of the Blair bill does you much credit, and its forcible presentation 
of the facts bearing upon the subject should place you in the front ranks of edu- 
caters of the South as one having at heart the education of her. le. Indeed! 
I might go farther and say, if you were a political man, seeking political dis- 
tinction, and the Blair bill was an issue in Texas as it has been ang still is in 
Virginia, your warm and 933 of a measure so well freighted 
with good for the Southern people sho induce the people of Texas to rec- 
np, ea you as the man to represent them in Co: 
t I infer from your article that Texas has ined this 
her representative men, COKE and REAGAN. 


boon, through 
As well and with the same pro- 
priety might her suffering districts have declined the provisions and benefits of 


This year they were wiser in Virginia, and the Democratic 
dorsed this bill, and they seem to haye succeeded. It is a 
gives success to every indorser; at least the people are with it. 


He [Croxton] too conceived the idea of centralization, and during the canvass 
was sọ emphatic against the bill, and caricatured its provisions in sucha way 
as toattempt to delude the people into the belief that the Federal Government 
would suggest such text-books for our Southern public schools as would teach 
our children to regard Lee and Jackson as traitors, and Southern chivalry noth- 
ing more than a myth. And said he: “I would rather see the State of Virginia 
sunk in bell than that Yankees should have anything to do with the education 
9 ld be t 1 aside by this artful dodge and they 

u people could not urned aside by urtſu an sat 
down upon Mr. Croxton with an emphasis that told too plainly what thefrsen- 
timents were in the matter. Where do the opponents of the bill get such ideas? 
Certainly they are not intended or implied within its provisions, and when it 


in- 
ill that 


says that the money shall be drawn by the Secretary of the Interior, and by him 


turned over to the proper disbursing officers of the severa! States, what canse 
have its opponents to fear Yankee interference asto text-beoks,ete.? The truth 
of the matter is, such opposition is re og, E than a quibble, a mean, debas- 
ing su we which no one who really has the education of the masses at 
heart would use. Statistics show that we must have Federal aid in this line, 
es ly poor, old, down-trodden Vi ia, whose revenues are Seng absorbed 
by the infamous coupons and otherw bad legislation. I am t glad to 
find in you sucha warm supporter of this measure, and the wonder is that every 
professor and educator in the land is not heartily enlisted in its cause. 

Old man Jeff was there also, in company with many others, His talk during 
the day was principally about and against the Blair bill. He said he bad re- 
ceived u letter from you in which you advocated the measure, but that he hay 
written you on that subject and he guessed he had silenced you, Your able ar- 
ticle shows to the contrary. 


This is not Mr. Jefferson Davis. 


From what standpoint he argued I know not, but his position is hard to reton- 
cile with his characteristic advocacy of education. 
same motive which I believe governs and actuate all opponeuts of the bill, 
5 that the colored people would also be the recipients of its great bene- 


It is not the true policy of the so-called Democratic party to give attention to 
the mental culture of the poor white people, let alone the colored people, whose 
education by the Federal Government strikes them with a holy horror. Claim- 
ing to have been trained in the Jefferson school, they entirely forget or ignore 
his liberal views on the subject of public education, and now say they are op- 
posed to converting the General Government intoa machine” for doing thus 


and so, 

The truth is they are as much opposed to universal education, I mean the lead- 
ers, as to universal suffi and 1 is only the fear of being everlastingly hurled 
trom power that makes them suppress and conceal their true in desi, 
But for the Underwood constitution we would have no free education in Virginia 
to-day except that kind which antedates the war, was the oulgrowth of pau- 
8 and which in itself wasa fruitful source of illiteracy because of the humil- 

tion which the system engendered. Some poor parents, of course, availed 
themselves of it, but many, while poor and unable to pay for the education of 
their children, were yet too proud to be called paupers and be regarded as a 
— 5 growth upon the body politic, and thus allowed their children to grow 
up in 

I ict, Mr. Hogg, that if Southern illiteracy shall ever be removed or di- 
minished the bill providing forsucha happy event must be nourished and passed 
by the Republican party. Indeed, as Johnnie Wise said the other day before a 

ichigan club, the prosperity and success of the South depends u the*tri- 
umph of Republican principles, I hope you may continue to e blows in 
favor of universal education. 

Fearing my long letter will weary you amid your many duties, I will close. 

Yours, sincerely, 


So much from a strong Democrat, an old Virginian. 
LOUISIANA, 


I have now a letter from the State superintendent of Louisiana. I 
shall ask to have this inserted. It isa recent letter and it shows the 
condition of education at the present time in the State of Louisiana, 
aa. 1er advocacy by the superintendent of the enactment of this bill 

to law: 


OFFICE OF THE STATE SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC EDUCATION, ? 
Baton Rouge, December 21, 1889. 

Dear Sin; It is not seriously asserted in Louisiana that the amount appro- 
priated for the common schools and to procure the services of competent teach- 
ers is near equal to the end proposed. . 

Difficulties are daily felt for the want of more money. The intended aid of 
the United States Government in granting the sixteenth section of every town- 
ship is hardly appreciable when subdivided in the different meron a 
With reference to the State, the trouble arises from tue fact that other impor- 
tant interests are dependent upon the public revenues. In providing forthem 
necessarily the portion for the public schools is not large. 

In addition to the unavoidably, at this time, deficient aid of the State, the sev- 

1 ishes are authorized to set aside a limited amount. 

Similar difficulties present themselves, Some of the parishes are in debt; 
there are important improvements to be made and current expenses to be met. 
In justice to these the appropriation is small; in others the local authorities 
vested with the power can not or will not set aside any amount on acconnt of 


pressing interests. 

It is but just I should state that notwithstanding these deficiencies, in certain 
localities, the friends and patrons of popular education bave managed to main- 
tain public-school sessions a reasonable length of time annually, This is ex- 
ceptional, Yesterday I visited several schools. None of them were particularly 
fortunate in so far as relates to funds. In the first visited there are fifty-three 

upilsenrolied. The average daily attendance was nearly as many. The teacher 

competent; the puplls are improving. Sue was employed ta teach two months. 
There is no certainty as to the number of months the school will be in session 
after that time for the want of money. With the nid of some of the ot 
the sehool possibly two months, 

In aid of another, many of the citizens of the community came forward and 


Lean only assign to him the y 


b 
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subscribed. About one hundred pupils will be taught a ten-month session by 
two competent teachers. 

The school fund for the session will defray about one-fifth of the expense. 

This is creditable to the donors of the community, If that condition existed 
bowen there would not be any necessity for further aid, but it does not exist 

n y.» 
The taxes are deficient. Notwithstanding the good will and the <a 
of the tax-payers to divide the funds for the education of both white and colored 
there is necessity for nid. 

Ihave the honor to be, very truly and essen Si 


. REAUX, 
Stale Superintendent of Public Education, 

Hon, Hexry W. BLAIR. 

I have also a very recent letter from William Preston Johnston, of 
Tulane University. This is from perhaps the leading educator of the 
South. One or two letters from him are already incorporated with my 
remarks, but of a considerably earlier date. This letter, under date of 
December 19, 1889, is a reaflirmation of the correctness of his former 
letters and views, and a brief statement of what additional matter he 
thinks essential to show the condition down to the present time, Itis 
addressed to me: 


TULANE UNIVERSITY or LOUISIANA 
New Orleans, December 19, 1880. 
Drau Stn: I have inclosed n reply to your letter of the 16th, as requested, 
ey pardon Ve intervention of the type-writer, as my handwriting is not par- 
ular! ; 
1 aoe’ 8 Mr. W. O. Rogers, late superintendent of public schools in 


New Orleans and a member of the present school board, to write to you, and 


have sent your letter to Mr. Breaux, superintendent of public education, witha 
request to reply to it. 
I hope you may succeed in passing your bill. 
ery respectfully, yours, 


Hon, H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate. 


The letter which Mr. Johnston incloses is as follows: 
NEw OL RANs, December 19, 1889. 


Dear Sm: You inform me it is alleged! that there has been such improve- 
ment in the situation that increased school facilities for the children of the masses 
of the people are unnecessary,” and ask my opinion on the subject. I think 

ou will find that this argument is used only by those who have been opposed 

the schoo! bill all along. 

There has been some improvement in the welfare of our 7 le in this State, 
owing to good crops, better prices, better methods of cultivation, white immi- 

on from the North, and freedom from overflow. Some of these causes are 

nt, some permanent; but our per le, doing what they could, have, in fa- 

vored localities, improved their schools. But thelr strongest efforts have scarcely 
breached the dense mass of ignorance that risesas a stronghold against progress 


WM. PRESTON JOHNSTON, 


and free government, 

In this city, the leading city of the South, in many respects uliarly favored, 
the schools, owing to our heavy municipal indebtedness and other causes, are 
actuall ing. Earnest men, loving their country and believing that 
the light of education is essential to our liberty and prosperity, are greatly dis- 
couraged, I re; this aid from the Federal Government as more than ever 

to solve the problem of education in the South. 

I can not, however, conceal from you the fact that many friends of education 
and of the schoo! bill have withdrawn their support, and others Jabor under 
grave doubts in rd to it. This reaction results from a dread which has been 
sedulously instilled that the school bill will be used for an entering-wedge,” 
as it is called, for Federal interference in our local affairs. If I shared this dis- 
trust I should oppose it as heartily as I now advocate it. But I re, the bill 
as the honest effort of friends of public education to aid the States in throwing 
off A rag intolerable burden of ignorance under which we of the South especially 
suffer, 

Nor can we expect that the white people of the South will long continue to 
pay twenty-nine-thirtieths of the tax employed in educating the negroes in the 

t attitude of that race toward them. If we are to have u better state of 
things we must look for it in the uplifting of the masses by the power of reason 
and increased intelligence. Public education only can effect this, and Federal 
aid is the indispensable prerequisite of any general system of public education 
in the South for many years to come. Viewing the question in this light, my 
opinion of the benefits and necessity of such aid is „ by the present 
condition of affairs, in which only an extreme optimist can perceive many 
grounds of hope or of a happy futare. MAS 

Ihave the honor to remain, very as peat A our obedient servant, 
WM. PRESTON JOHNSTON, 
Hon. H. W. BLA 
United 


Blates Senate, Washington, D. C. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson] has stated on this floor 
that Mr. Johnston is the best informed educator in the Southern States. 
He indorses Hon. W. O. Rogers, or rather refers to him in another let- 
ter, which I have somewhere, as having at his request prepared a more 
minute statement of the condition of education in Louisiana, especially 
in New Orleans, Under date of December 20, 1889, Mr. Rogers writes 


me: 
, TULANE Uxtverstry or LOUISIANA, 
: New Orleans, December 20, 1889, 
DearSte: At the request of President Johnston I write to you with reference 
to the public schools of New Orleans in their connection with the subject of 
national aid. Past relations tothem as superintendent, and present knowle 
of their condition as a member of the board of directors, would seem to be the 
f if not only ground for any expression of my views upon the subject. 
The financial embarrassment under which the schools of New Orleans have 
led for years past is a matter of public record, They have been sus- 
tai through many trials by the ene and devotion of the teachers, by 
the will of those who would not see the schools closed, and by eking out an in- 
herent vitality with scant and insufficient sabsistence. Itcan not be said that 
their condition is better now than it was ten, fifteen, or twenty yearsago. The 
popuisean of the city has increased. 
ublie buildi. and costly private residences and growing activities of com- 
merce, trade, and manufactories afford evidences of increasing prosperity. Pri- 
vate schools, academies, colleges, and universities are thriving. As a natural 
result, there has been a greater demand for school accomm ions. Man 
rooms are crowded with children. The bequest of John Mebonogh, whic 
can only be applied to the erection of school buildings, has been heavily drawn 
upon for necessary accommodations, The in demand for more school 
facilities has been met by diminished resources, The annual session has been 
shortened from ten to nine months, and now from nine to eight months, with 


a of a still further reduction to seven months for the coming year. 
e board does not feel at li to contract with the teachers for more 
than six or seven months of the year, se of the uncertalnty and insuffi- 


ciency of revenue, 

Loans must be negotiated with banks and money brokers it. order to secure 
any thing like . in the payment of salaries, and the mea- 
ger appropriations are still further redaced by the interest paid on such loans, 
and by the tedious and uncertain methods of obtaining means of support. The 
city government has reduced its appro ion for public schools fully one-third 
of former amounts, and claims that it is compelled to this cou and that it is 
doing all which can be done in the way of allowance, I have no desire to ques- 
tion the official conduct of ita members in making such reduction, because it is 
only too evident that the demands upon the city are very greatand its revenues 
inadequate for liberal expenditure in any direction. 

The State fund yields to New Orleans far less than it pays out, and from all 
sources the revenue for the publie schools is insufficient for the educational 
wants of the city. Cram and straitened on all sides by insufficient al- 
lowance, the question arises what can be done to meet the exigency of increas- 
ing demand of school population with diminished revenues, Salaries have 
been reduced, the school session has been shortened, and so, year by year, the 
tightening and closing-up process goes on with inexorable pressure. 

So far as the question of 1 ion which I take to bea fundamental ques- 
tion in national aid, it is evident that we can not look to private schools for re- 
lief. The principle of the private school implies a valuation upon education by 
parents who are willing to pay according to their means for the special instruo- 
tion of their children, and no system of private schools supported by tuition 
fees and personal administration has yet been devised sufficiently comprehen- 
sive to include the entire body of a large population. A purely voluntary sys- 
tem of public schools, with contracted means and with an indisposition or ina- 
bility to expand in strength or numbers, fails to meet the requirements of the 
country. Those who most need instruction are the most insensible to jts bene- 
ficial, uplifting influences, 

‘The school sustained by voluntary attendance only may be highly esteemed, 
with excellent methods and full of pleasant devices for promoting the develop- 
ment of the young into the nobler walks of learning or citizenship, but in the 
mean time there is another crowd of children and young persons growing up in 
ignorance, if notin vicious tendencies, and soon to take their place as the fathers 
and mothers, the tollers and voters of the next generation, What is to be done 
with that class, unfortunately increasing in numbers and in importance as an 
element in the composition of our cities and rural districts? Can the country 
afford to blink the question, delegating it to the future? 

Would it not be better to meet the question now, upon the basis of the reve- 
lations of the last census and upon our knowledge of present facts, rather than 
to wait for a new wave of emotion to sweep over the country when the statis- 
tics of the next census are made public? National aid to public education 
strikes me as a supreme effort made by the wisest and best thought of the 
country to avert impending evils, and if the education of the masses of the 
people means anything of good to the free institutions of the country I can see 
no way by which that result can be secured except by the intervention of that 
aid, e result can not be secured by private associations, and it is equally 
beyond the power of local governments. This is certainly true in the Southern 
States, where the question has been complicated by the results of the war, and 
where under the most favorable circumstances of well organized schools there 
1 been no apparent progress in overtaking the illiteracy of the lowest classes 
of society. 

More aggressive work, involving larger expenditure of money and additional 
forces of instruction, are needed, The delay to which the proposed measure 
of relief has been subjected, the indifference which it has encountered from 
another class, do not affect the great question at issue, and I venture the ex- 
pression of opinion that there is no other way of giving to all the people of the 
country the simplest rudiments of instruction—ability to read and write and to 
disch. the duties of life in a way which such knowledge implies. 

I would be glad to think that this poor word of mine can be of any service to 
you in the advocacy of the great measure with which you are identified. 


Very truly, yo 
3 WM. O. ROGERS. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, United States Senator. 


I have another brief letter from the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion for the State of Louisiana, which is transmitted to me in these 
words by Senator Gipson, under date of January 20, 1890: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1890, 
DEAR SENATOR: I beg to inclose to you a communication I have received 
from Hon. J. A. Breaux, superintendent of public education for the State of 
Louisiana, which explains his position on the question of national aid to pub- 
lic education, 
Yours, faithfully, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE STATE SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC EDUCATION, 
Baton Rouge, December 28, 1889. 

My Dear Stn: In a letter lately to Senator BLATR I said that the schools of 
Louisians are in need of aid. 

(I believe that there is an improving condition at this time, but the improve- 
ment is slow, owing in great part to the want of funds.) 

It did not occur to me to add that while aid isa necessity only such aid as is 
prorat for in the bill known as his bill will be acceptable and useful to our 

ple. 

conse me in troubling you with this unimportant statement: but I would 
regret if the impression were created that the representatives of the education 
department are at all inclined to favor aid on the partof the National Govern- 
ment with interference in any manner with the local management of the schools. 


Yours, sincerely, 
JOS. A. BREAUX, 
State Superintendent of Public Education, 


R. L. GIBSON, 


General RANDALL L, GIBSON. 


I read this as a supplement to his other letter strongly indorsing 
national aid and as showing the sensitiveness of the management of the 
schoolsof the South under these able and excellent gentlemen—thesensi- 
tiveness as well as, I think, the propriety. with which they resent any 
imputation upon the manner in which they will expend these funds if 
they are received. 

I have here a letter from the superintendent of Kentucky, Superin- 
tendent Pickett, in which he says he is against this bill, but he goes 
on to give the reasons why he is against it in such a way as to demon- 
strate the absolute necessity of the aid. He thinks that, instead of be- 
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ing assisted by this 5 from the Treasury, the South, or at 
least the State of Kentucky, should be paid for her slaves, and that 
an installment of that which was distributed to the States generally 
in 1836-1838, which Kentucky failed to receive, should now be made 
over to her; and in one or two other ways he sees claims against the 
General Government which he thinks ought to be preferred by the State 
of Kentucky, which, if acknowledged and paid by the Government, 
would give a larger amount of aid than they are likely to derive from 
this bill. 

The necessity, the want of money, the conditions of education in the 
State, as they have been depicted in the other evidence which I have 
spread before the Senate, are in nowise controverted by this statement 
of Superintendent Pickett, and therefore I submit this from one who 
says he is against the bill as evidence of the strongest character that 
the assistance which the bill proposes to render ought to be furnished 
and is actually needed; and coupled with this the assurance that, in 
my judgment, if it be not taken or received in this way, itis not likely 
to be obtained in any way, for the methods to which the gentleman 
looks for relief are not likely to be submitted to by the Government. 


STATE SUPERINTENDENT PICKETT, OF KENTUCKY, CALLS FOR THE FOURTH IN- 
STALLMENT OF THE SURPLUS REVENUE—ALSO FOR INTEREST ON SLAVE PROP- 
ERTY DESTROYED. 


[From Kentucky School Report, e 108, J. Desha Pickett, superinten- 
ent, 


Kentucky, with her inborn intelligence, energy, and sense of independence, 
and with her vast and varied material resources only needing further develop- 
ment, must continue to rely mainly on herself for the proper conduct and sus- 
tenance ofher common ls. Every importunate effortin any other direction 
contributes to lessen herself-reliance and her self-respect in regard to her schools. 
Yet there are legitimate claims that the Commonwealth has upon the General 
Government which in no sense should be ignored by your honorable body or 

rded by your obedient servant. In virtue of the large and unavailable 
surplus in the Treasury of the United States, the following suggestions were 
repared and published by the superintendent, for the special consideration of 
The last General Assembly, and as they are of equal force at present they are 
duly reproduced.” 

* In the Common School Report for 8 218-222, the origin of the 
school fund is succinetly recited, It will be seen that under the deposit act of June 
23, 1836, Kentucky reccived 81, 483,757. 30 from the General Government, that sum 
constituting the three installments. The fourth installment, calling for $477,- 
919,13, has never been paid, or, in other words, has never been deposited, as the 
law 8 requires, According to the act of Congress the d its were sub- 
ject to call, in ratable sums by the Secretary of the Treasury, if wanted to meet 
appropriations by law. These installments have never been called for, and no 
law has ever been enacted by Congress preventing the payment of the fourth in- 
stallment, It is still due, and there is a la pen? oe n the public Treasury at 
Washington. That amount should be legally collected and added to the com- 
mon-school fund of this Commonwealth.“ * The superintendent sug- 


gests: — 

First. That inasmuch as there is a large surplus revenue reported to be in 
the United States Treasury which is not needed for the ordinary expenses of 
the Government and is not demanded for the payment of any portion of its 
debts, and inasmuch as the fourth installment has not been paid to Kentucky 
for common-school purposes, the General Assembly take such steps as may be 
necessary for the proper consideration of the matter. It should be added that 
Virginia and other States are moving in the same direction. 

“Second. In consideration of the stated above and that Kentucky has 
annually and largely contributed to the creation of the surplus revenue in the 
Federal Treasury by the regular payment of taxes thereto, she is in s position 
to expect, as a moral and political obligation, her legitimate quota of such sur- 
—— 3 of all form of subsidy or of compromise of her inherent 
Ti as a State. 

Third. Creation involves the obligation of legitimate preservation. Inas- 
much asa large additional citizenship, with equal political rights and privileges, 
but of unequal material, had been created in Kentucky by the power of the Fed- 
oral Government, and in view of all the facts given, the superintendent suggests 
that such steps shall be taken as shall lay before said Government that which 
is due both to the white and the colored citizens of this Commonwealth in re- 
gard to the necessities of the common-schoo! system of Kentucky.” * > * 

In response to the pro; tion concerning tne ‘fourth installment,” indicated 
above, the honorable joint committee on education favored the su tion; 
the superintendent accordingly drew up a bill covering the whole ground, 
which duly became an act of the General Assembly, approved April 12, 1834, 

In accordance with the second su ion,” a bill drawn also by the super- 
intendent, guarding the character and credit of the Commonwealth in the event 
of national aid to common schools, was introduced in the senate, and finally, 
by executive et aloe became a law on the 12th of May, 1884. 

No special action was directly taken in regard to the third “suggestion,” but, 
as Kentucky was always rated and ranked as a loyal State“ by the Gene 
Government, and in view of her heavy loss in property, her slaves alone being 
assessed in 1860 by the proper State officers at $108,876,402,and that she is main- 
taining, as already shown, at the expense of her white schools, a system of com- 
mon schools for the very descendants of those slaves, the superintendent hereby 
“suggests,” as a matter of law and asa measure of relief, that these facts be duly 
represented to the General Government, 

A low rate of interest on one-tenth of the value of the emancipated slaves of 
the “loyal citizens" of the State would, with the present census of pupil chil- 
dren, maintain the system of colored schools, with a fair appropriation for the 
building of school-houses, The State would compensate for the increase of the 
school census. This plan is 5 practicable by the execution of a bond by 
the General Government in fayor of the Commonwealth, drawing interest, with- 
out invading the principal, at 4 per cent. per annum until the system becomes 
at least measurably, and by degrees, self-sustaining. 

Kentucky should apply for such relief, not as a gift, a gratuity, or a loan, but 
simply in part payment of a debt created by the annihilation of property rights 
of the State as a presumed measure of presai the Union. Indeed, such re- 
lief should be afforded all the Southern tes until they fully rescue themselves 
from the oppression a upon the war, and this can be legitimately done 
without predicating the principle involved upon any assumed duty or right of 
the General Government to interfere in any manner or measure with the dual 
system of common schools in any Southern State, though inadequately main- 
tained at large and burdensome expense, 

Then „A neutral before the war, has, with his endowment of the right of 
suffrage, me n formidable factor since the war, for his political attitude 
evolved a ee more difficult of solution than the war itself. It is, in fact, 
the war of ignorance wrought into the very foundations of government. It is 
still the gravest of race problems, for the newly created citizen, with his“ rights” 


and his ignorance, carries a force that is felt and a result that is feared. The 
superintendent presents,as he conceives, the only proper and practical solu- 
tion of the grievous problem of the political attitude of the colored man in the 
States of the South. His social status is defined and determined, but this does 
not lessen his civil status or his civil responsibilities, 


I have a letter from President Eldridge, of the normal school of Ala- 
bama, who writes from the president’soffice under date of January 24, 
1890, addressing the Commissioner of Education, Dr. W. T. Harris: 

Troy, ALA., January 24, 1890. 

Dear Stn: In receipting you for report, I take occasion to ask your judgment 
as to best means to reach Congressmen of both Houses as to the Blair bill. We 
sadly need it, for there is a great dearth of school funds all over the South. 
even fear thatthe showing of the last report will mislead and endanger the 
above bill. Coming so recently from Iowa (September, 1889), where more 
$4,000,000 are annually paid for schools that accommodate only a few more pu- 
pils than Alabama should provide for, I am forced to call Ala n's $300,000 as 
entirely too small a sum. The Blair bill will stimulate to greater giving and I 
trust to local taxation, now forbidden by our State constitution. 

Will petitions avail much? Any su; tions as to how the friends of educa- 
tion may work with or through you will be gratefully received. 


Yours for education, 
E. R. ELDRIDGE, 

Dr. W. T. Harris, Commissioner of Education. 

A voice from Macedonia! 

I have here a letter from Superintendent Finger, of North Carolina, 
who has for many years been superintendent of public instruction in 
that State. Thisis dated Raleigh, December 18, 1889, and addressed 
to Dr. Harris: 

RALEIGH, December 18, 1889, 

Dear Sire: I thank you for yours of recent date inclosing newspaper cu A 
Iam glad your letter to Superintendent Preston has published, Itnotonly 
shuts the mouths of the enemies of national aid as to your position on that sub- 
ject, but it is also a very valuable contribution to help it on. 

What you want, and what all the Southern friends of efficient systems wani 
is such Congressional help as will induce self-help, If I did not believe 
confidently that the Blair bill would have this result, I would be opposed to it. 

That some such stimulus is necessary may be seen from the following: 

1. The South is not now in a financial condition to bear the expense of suc- 
cessfully contending with the very great illiteracy of her ple, Considering 
the fact that almost the 3 popan were illiterate when enfran- 
chised, and are so yet, and the er facts that before the war school facilities 
for the whites were very poor, and that during the war, and for years thereafter, 
the schools, public and private, were either s nded or of com ively little 
22 the Sone general illiteracy may be y assumed as to the great masses 
of the people. 

2. Because the 2 are poor, and for other reasons founded in strong op- 
position to liberal education of the masses of the people, white and Spars the 
average politician of both political parties moves up on the educational line 
only as he is moved by some pressure. Evenif he desires progress he is very 
often afraid of the people. 

3. The great majority of the 2 have not enough education to make them 
appreciate it and earnestly contend for it. They unfortunately too readily be- 
lieve their worst enemies to be their best friends. Educate a generation and 
i. phages is the cause will not be allowed to suffer loss thereafter and we 
win the fight. 

4, Because of the financial weakness of our system South we necessarily have 
short terms and, as a rule, non-professional teachers, The result is by no means 
the best teaching. In other words, the schools, as a rule, do not command the 
patronage and influence of a very large ee rtion of the more intelligent citi- 
zens. Before the public schools can efficiently educate the people they must be 
continued Jong enough annually and be made good enongh to command the 
respect of all p —— of our people. When once good schools are established 
they will be actively sustained by good people generally, and not simply tol- 
erated, as are the schools in existence now by a great many people whose active 
favorable influence is a necessity for success, 

5. Those persons who in the South stand for the liberal education of all the 
people are very much in the nony: They contend against great odds and 
often feel very much discouraged and like giving up the fight. Consider for a 
moment the great effect for 1 that would result from their encouragement 
h Con jonalaid. Their ds, as it were, would be untied, and they would 
redouble their energies to make the schools commend themselves to all the 
people. The moral effect would be wonderful. I do not think there would be 
any danger of falling back in State appropriations during the time the help 
we vontinue. I believe the bill sufficiently guards that point. 

6, If we educate a generation, better living and greater material properly 
must be the result, and greater safety to life and pro y. Lift the people into 
the atmosphere of higher life and they will not willingly breathe any other. 

From these considerations and others which will readily su; themselves 
I think it is apparent that Congressional help to the people of the South through 
their State systems will sostimulate them into an appreciation of education that 
they, the source of all power, will thereafter compel lawmakers to provide 
3 80 that there shall be no backward step, and will at least silence opposi- 

on. 

One of the reasons or pretexts for 9 to the bill is its real or supposed 
interference with State systems. I wish the friends of the bill could change its 
35 that look that way, if any there be, and so spike that gun. As I see 

here, the op tion is largely people who do not see the necessity of much 
education for the masses of the people. 

I beg pardon for writing so much. I trust, however, hat I have written may 
a be uninteresting to you and any friends of the bill under whose eye it may 


Yours, very respectfully, 8. M. FINGER, 
State Superintendent Public Instruction, 
Dr. W. T. HARRIS, 


Commissioner of Education, Washington, D. C. 


I have a great deal of matter which I shall not detain the Senate by 
reading. This is from the proceedings of the sixth annual convention 
of the Lonisiana Educational Association held at Ruston, La., August 
7, 8, and 9, 1889. There is a great deal of matter here which I had 
marked to be inserted, all of it of great importance, but I realize that 
there must be an end to these things, and I will, therefore, content my- 
self by asking the Senate to submit to the weariness of listening to this 
resolution only, adopted by the Educational Association of Louisiana: 


4. Recognizing that the lack of funds is a great hinderance to the effective work 
of our educators and the advancement of education: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we heartily reiterate our indorsement, made at a previous con- 
vention, of the action of our Representatives in Congress in favoring the passage 
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to them and to our 


of the bill generally known as the Blair bill, and we 
about the passage 


Senators to continue the exercise of their influence to 
of said bill. 


This is so late an utterance as last August—August 9. 
THE OPPONENTS OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 

I have several times felt the necessity of alluding to the opposition 
which this bill has encountered from the friends of the antagonistic 
system of education known as the parochial or denominational system 
of schools. That opposition has been of so inveterate and influential a 
character that it has done more than any other cause, in my judgment, 
to endanger its enactment into law, and I havefelt, very much against 
my personal inclination, that it was a duty to say here and at this time 
that the developments of the last few years, more particularly those 
immediately preceding the present time, havesatisfied me that around 
this measure is concentrated now a great struggle, the result of which 
will bear strongly upon the fate of the public-school system in our Re- 

ublie. 
Z I do not complain that those who believe in the opposing system are 
insincere, that they are not able and upright men, conscientiously be- 
lieving that the system which they advocate is more for the public 
good than is the common-school system itself. But that is a question 
upon which the people of the country must make up their minds; and 
I feel as though it was my duty to state, what I believe to be the fact, 
„that the issue on this bill in this country at the present time is mainly 
an issue between the public-school system and the opposing system of 
education for the children of our people. E 

I have recently, in another connection, stated my views on this sub- 
ject, and will incorporate them as part of this address to the Senate. 

The Jesuits who have undertaken the overthrow of the public-school 

tem of this country are already far advanced in their work. And 
desire to say that by ‘‘Jesuits’’ I do not mean simply and alone those 
who may belong to that order, but I refer to them and to those who 
sympathize with them in their views of publie education and of the 
proper system for the use of the children of the people at large. 

Iam aware that some who belong in what are known as Protestant 
denominations share in the belief that the denominational school is the 
right school, the better school for the education of the rising genera- 
tion, and to them all, to this aggregate, I have applied this term, which 
I think is a proper one, not in any sense offensively, because the Jesuit 
is, as I understand it, the representative order of education in the 
Catholie Church. To it more than to any other is committed the charge 
of education in general, and they specially represent and execute the 
policy of the Vaticanin regard to the training of youth and in political 


But for the intelligence of the masses of the Catholic Church they 
would progress much faster, and were it not for the intrinsic badness 
of their cause and the deadly antagonisms with which they meet from 
the spirit of the age a few years would witness their eomplete triumph. 
Their onward march is now threatened by the education bill, which, 
if it becomes a law, will settle the great controversy between the public 
and the parochial or church school forever in favor of the former as a 
system of universal edueation in the common branches of knowledge. 

Hence it is that everywhere, by-all secret and indirect methods, as 
well as by the most open, although not more dangerous, assaults, by 
packing and manipulating committees, and threats of the anathemas 
of the church, as well as by mal influences of a powerful charac- 
ter, and particularly by manipulation of the press and the spread of 
false and mendacious matter throughout the country, through the 
agency of unscrupulous writers and the suppression of the truth, as 
well as its violation, every art of the profound and subile system of 
Loyola has been brought into incessant action for many years to ac- 
complish the defeat of this great and benelicent measure, which holds 
out the only sure and practical hope of the solution of the most seri- 
ous problems which we have yet encountered. : 

The twenty-five millions of people who inhabit the Southern States 
are naturally a more religious people than the people of the North. 
They are Protestants and liberals, and are free from the vast influx 
of immigration which has overflowed and transformed the Northern 
States, in whose school systems the Jesuit has now as much power in 
all the great centers as the older element of our population, and in many 

ces much more. If the great South can once be brought under the 
fluence of the system of free public schools—schools for the million, 
which shall teach freedom and equality for all—there will be an end 
of this struggle for the possession of the American child on the part of 


these east-ont European Jesnits, who now infestevery city and hamlet 
of America, where they are as hostile to true Catholicism as they are to 
free institutions, z 


If the children of these 25,000,000 of our Southern countrymen can 
once be trained in the public schools they will maintain the system 
against all comers, and we shall find the South the great bulwark of 
free institutions in all coming time. The education bill is the meas- 
ure around which the great battleisnow being fought. The enemies of 
free schools comprehend this very well, and havecomprehended it dur- 
ing all the long years of the contest for this bill, while the easy-going 
Republic has slumbered on, not realizing what these trained manipu- 
lators of men and parties have been about. If I have raised a warn- 


ing cry it was only to be met with a universal howl of „ bigot or 
“crank? from a well paid press or by the silence of the timid and pru- 


dent. 

But the masses of the e have always been, and they always will 
be, for this education bi No amount of lying can prevent it. No 
power on earth or under it can prevent the universal education of the 
children of this conntry in the free publie schools. This ultimately; 
but for the present the fight is a severe one by reason of the ignorance 
and apathy which prevail so largely, and the wrong impression made 
by tho ‘‘pernicions activity“ of the enemies of free schools, both po- 
litical and ecclesiastical. 

if the vast, ill digested, and ill directed feeling in this country which 
is anxious in some way to establish forever the free, public, non-sec- 
tarian school system for the education of every child in the land, 
could understand that the passage of this measure would secure just 
what and all it wants, for the whole country and for all time, the 
friends of free schools would probably be as wide awake as their oppo- 
nents, who are its opponents for the very reason thai they do see that 
the passage of this bill is the end of the fight. The parochial school 
would still have its place, and could be maintained by those who elect 
to do so, but as a system it could never supplant the public school, 
which, for all time, would become the college of the common people, 
maintained at the public 

In order to show how the Jesuits and their abettors understand this, 
jet me quote one from innumerable articles which their organs have 
published, in order to stimulate opposition to the educational bill. 

I qnote from a recent issue of the Church Progress and Catholic 
World. Theitalicsare mine, the Roman letters are in the original article. 


THE BLAIR SILL NOT DEAD, 


eo to 
on Southern education has been definitely Diete By he South. 
paue to benefit. It outraged, first of all, the independent s; States 
t considered paupers; it violated the spirit of the Constitution, which forbids 
the Federal Government to offer and the States to take ; it was a threat- 
ened misuse of ee: and it was above atl a blow aimed at Catholicity 
fn America, The it deserved to fail. What it was supposed to accomplish at 
some future time ia easy to see. It wouldbea precedent for future bribes, It would 
strengthen the hands of one great party in the South. It would be a boom to the 
sectarian school system, 

“Above all things it would leave Congress free to offer similar support to the 
school systems everywhere, and end by making the system national. Then of 
course. death to the parochial schools! But the South will not have it, and the 
great partiesfearit. Mr. Blair can go back to New Hampshire.“ We wishsuch 
were the ease. Our contemporary has certainly overlooked the fact that at the 
National Educational Socicty last month, the Blair bill, f. e., national appropria- 
tions for educational pu to the States in proportion to the degree of Hit- 
eracy, received the u ons vote of the convention. 

Again, at every State convention held this year similar resolutions have been 
drawn up and unanimously . Sach was the case in the Ohio State Re- 
publican convention, ns also last week at the Iowa one. Why, even old Vir- 
ginia, yes, the Bourbon Democracy of the Old Dominion, has, in convention as- 
sembled, declared that even it was susceptible of this Blair bribe, as will be 
a the second plank of the platform adopted at Richmond last week, 
as follows: 8 

“Second. The r founded the public-school system of the Com- 
monwealth, The present efficiency of the system is the result of Democratic 
laws and Democratic effort, We will eare for and support the public schools 
until every child shall beable to secure the benefits of education. To tats END 
WE FAVOR LIBERAL APPROPRIATIONS EY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, APPOR- 
TIONED AMONG THE STATES IX THE RATIO OF THE ILLITERACY OF THENE POPU- 
LATION.” 

Evidently, so fnras Virginia Democracy is concerned, the South does want the 
Blair bill. When it is a question of appropriating money from the national 
Trea: and the increased patronage and chances of plunder it affords, poli- 
boas Si 5 ive of party, easily reconcile themselves with a measure such 
as the r 

What with this state of things and Mr. Harrison, who in his letter of acoept- 
ance commended the very plank in the Chicago platform declari in favor of 
the Blair bill, it is T carange that BLAIR SMAI be Goslarad ead. Atthe 
coming session of ngress we will see that this bili for the promotion of men- 
dicancy is the liveliest “kiad of a corpse.” 


Ah! There is that word ‘‘mendieancy,*’ the connecting link with 
the bureau of mendacity conducted by the New York Evening Post. 

I can trace nearly every article in the public press agninst the educa- 
tion bill to the machinations of the Jesuit power or to the Bourbon 
Southern Democracy—not that wiser Democracy led by PUGH, GEORGE, 
Giso. and Lamar. The false and miserable pretense that the educa- 
tion bill is aimed at the Catholic Church is met by the fact that the 
Catholic masses are forit. The Catholic masses are for free schools. 
Many of the greatest and best of Catholic public men and ecclesiastics 
are for the education bill. But the bill does and will immeasurably 
strengthen the public-school system, wherein the Catholic child has 
the same opportunity as any other, and where all will learn the spirit 
of free institutions untrammeled by the blight of sectarian taint, supert- 
stition, or ecclesiastical prejudice instilled into the susceptible soul of 
childhood to pervert the loyalty of his civil allegiance and to enable 
the Jesuit to dominate in the affairs of state. ; 

Now, the time has eome. The education bill is again before the 
country. Politicians have to decide whether they are for the public- 
school system or against it. Thé people are now comprehending the 
great issue involved. Shall not the public-school system be strength- 
ened so that it may possess the South, and thus the South, by reflex 
action hereafter, be enabled to aid to save to us the public-school sys- 
tem gf the North, now so threatened and in many places already con- 
trolled by Jesuitical craft and power? . 
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It is of no use to play the ostrich in this fight. It is about time for 


Republicans and Democrats who care for the of free 
‘schools to lift up their heads from the sand and pat themselves in a 
‘more seemly posture for action. The people will hold them responsi- 


ble for the passage of the education bill, and if there is occasion to 


fear the wrath of anybody it is not thatof the enemies of publicschools, 
but of the sixty millions of the American people who not hold us 
guiltless if we longer permit the childhood of our country to grow up 


in ignorance and consequent poverty and shame, 

The education bill will solve the race problem. 

The education bill will elevate and preserve the right of suffrage 
throughout the whole country. 

The education bill is the only possible tariff against the production 
of the cheap, because ignorant, labor of the South. 

The education bill will so elevate labor that it will command 
wages, and thus create a home market at the South for the increased 
production of its diversifying industries. 

The education bill will decide the t school controversy against 
the Jesuit and in favor of the free publie system of education for all. 

These things accomplished, the Republic will be perpetual. 

It will be impossible much longer to avoid the public-school issue 
in national politics, In fact, it is there already, and can not be elimi- 
nated without a final decision. 

The abolition of time and space by steam and electricity has brought 
the American people so close to each other that State lines, which once 
were partition walls, are now no more. They may serve to mark out 
locality of administration, but they can not prevent the identity of 
causes and forces which control the development of events throughout 
the whole country. We are one people, and we can not help it if we 
would; we would not help itif we could. The Nation is inevitable. 
It is a fact. Whether it will become and continue a great, wise, pow- 
erful, and peaceable Nation depends upon conditions. 

The Nation isa living soul. It has will, and that is the one thing 
without which the mass of people would be but an aggregation of in- 
dividual bodies and qualities. The national will is the point where 
they combine and concentrate in action, What that action shall be 
depends, however, upon the knowledge possessed by and the motives 
which influence the minds of individuals, This brings us to the old 
apothegm ‘‘ Knowledge is power,“ and reveals the necessity of virtue 
as the guaranty of upright motives, so that, under the guidance of both 
virtue and in‘elligence, national like individual action may be right. 

In a republic the national will is but the concentration of the ma- 
jority of personal wills into one, aud the result is an impulse to action 
and to events in accordance therewith. Hence follows the necessity 
of the universal diffusion of intelligence and virtue among the people. 

All patriotic minds must and doagree to this. I do not mean tosay 
that the theory of universal education is conceded by all to be the trne 
one, for there isa numerous and powerful classamong us who deny the 
right of individuals to decide upon all things which concern themselves 
or that the majority should rule in whatsoever concerns the action: of 
the public. The right of private judgment in the affairs of church is 
denied necessarily by the Constitution by the very nature of some re- 
ligious organizations. To the old and everlasting question What is 
truth?“ the individual is not to make his own reply, is not to render 
his own decision, but to follow that of another intelligence than his 
own and submit to a foreign and higher authority. 

This principle is at war with the lawof our political being, and ex- 
tending, as it necessarily does, to the whole realm of voluntary action— 
because conscience is the touchstone of all right voluntary action, and 
only voluntary action can be either right or wrong—it is an unavoid- 
able conclusion that true patriotism in a republic is not consistent with 
an intellectual belief, however sincere; that there is an authoritative 
earthly guide to personal action outside the individual himself, except 
as the free will of all is merged in the free will of the majority. 

Now, everything depends upon education: the imparting of facts, 
the inculcation of doctrine or alleged teuth, the discipline of the powers 
of the mind, and the training of the conscience, which is the develop- 
ment of the sense of right and wrong. 

Two great institutions in our society undertake to control the educa- 
tion of the child. The public-school system undertakes to give uni- 
versal education, and aims to impart that trainingand toconvey that kind 
and degree of knowledge which shall insure absolute freedom of action 
to the individual in all the affairs of public und private life which are 
the subject of voluntary control, and to secure right action by the infu- 
ence of intelligence and upright motives. 

There are many private schools founded upon the same principles as 
the public-school system, and for the purposes of this discussion should 
be included with that system. Both aim alike to secure complete in- 
dependence of thought and action to the individual soul and that such 
action be right under the guidance of personal virtue and intelligence, 

The other great system of education seeks to control the whole course 
of the subsequent life of the individual by the imposition of an extrane- 
ous authority upon the will or deciding power of the soul in that pe- 
riod of life when it is easy to fashion the fate of the child. 

This is done with a view to the perpetuation and supremacy of the 


church, which is believed by those who adhere to this system to be the 
true authority which should be acknowledged as the infallible ultimate 
source of decision and control in all human affairs into which conscience 
enters, whether civil, political, or religious. 

This system is the sectarian or denominational school proper, and a 
very large proportion of these schools in our country are known as 
parochial schools. The method of their support, as well as the nature 
of the principle upon which they are founded, compels them to become 

ively hostile to the public-school system, and even if they were 
not so the public-school system would necessarily become id and 
ultimately fail if they were general, because of the division of that 
support which is required for the maintenance of the all-inclusive pub- 
lic system. è 

The inherent hostility of the great principles upon which the two 
systems are founded would lead to their perpetual clashing even if 
there was no difficulty in carrying the burden of two systems where 
one, properly supported, is enough. 

The public-school system is the Republic and creates a free citizen- 
ship. e other gives a religious training primarily, and inculcates the 
idea of church authority as that which must guide the individual when- 
ever the church asserts it, and it is for the church, not the individual, 
to decide when its jurisdiction attaches as the guide of action. Polit- 
ical affairs may involve the very existence of church organization, and 
upon this fact is grounded the perfectly logical claim of the church to 
temporal power. The supremacy of the spiritual over the tem 
power is but the strongest possible statement of temporal ere It 
is the merging of the temporal power in the spiritual, and the employ- 
ment of the temporal as a mere agency of the former. 7 

Think of the tremendous superiority of the spiritual over the tem- 
poral power when once the former has obtained dominion of the soul 
as measured by their great test—a comparison of the penalties which 
each may inflict upon him who violates their respective commands, 

The one can kill the body, and that is all. The other can burn both 
body and soul forever. Now, it is this latter proposition which is the 
secretof thechurch’s power over the child tanghtin the parochial school. 
Hence the two systems collide from the very nature of the opposing: 
principles upon which they are founded. If this idea of church au- 
thority should come to permeate the public-school system the parochial 
school would disappear. It is not the manner of support, the fact that 
one is maintained by the public and the other is not, but in the inherent 
difference in the nature and effect of the instruction given to the child. 
One is freedom and the other slavery. The one not only permits but 
insures the perpetuation of the Republic, the other destroys it. Iam 
not deciding nor now asserting which is right. 

But I do assert that the issue between these two systems of instruc- 
tion is a national issue, that it is already joined, and that the public- 


school system is getting the worst of it so far. In less than ten years 
from this time, unless there be a change, the ial-school 3 
will be the prevailing one. I do not know that it be not the best, but 


I think it is fraught with ruin to our free institutions. I can not be- 
lieve that this state of things will continue. 

There is nothing new under the sun, but it is not necessary that a 
thing should be new in order that it be strange, 

Why will not these ecclesiastical educators yield to the spirit of the 
age? * Why insist that the child shall be taught an all ce in the 
last resort which in even temporal affairs is above the right of private 
judgment, and which conflicts with the essential principle upon which 
republican institutions are founded? This question is not addressed 
to one denomination, but to all the great religious organizations, which 
are developing to some extent, I fear, this same inherent tendency of 
human nature to take untoitself power. What power is like the spirit- 
ual when it is brought into action to control private judgment in the 
affairs of this world? 

This war is now raging around the education bill. Why not let the 
public-school system alone, that it may perform that vast and benefi- 
cent work for which no other system is either adapted or adequate? 
No one desires to assail the private or the parochial when it is confined 
to its proper sphere. There are 65,000,000 peqple with their children to 
be educated. Nearly 20,000,000 with their children are in need of the 
publicschool. To resist the establishment for them of the efficient public 
school is to condemn them to a generation ofiguorance. The 10,000,000 

who believe in the parochial school, if there be so many, can not possibly 
educate this great mass, larger than many powerful nations of the 
world. But it seems almost as though the darkness of dense ignorance 
was preferred to that light and intelligence which shine from the win- 
dows of the publie school. 

The encroachments of this power are marked thronghont our country. 
I need not allude to the recent controversy over the appointment of 
two officers of this Government in the Department of Indian Affairs. 
It is, I should say, rather a matter of comparatively slight consequence 
what begemes of the fifty thousand children of these two hundred and 
fifty thousand Indians, important in itself when considered with ref- 
erence to the education of our illiterate millions. But the real pointis 
this, that across the Mississippi, in these young Territories and newer 
States, every one of which is yet to be the seat of mighty populations, 
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for every inch of that land now unirrigated is in future time, by reason 
of public works, the initiation of which I trust will be witnessed in 
our own Congress, ultimately to be as fertile as the prairies this side 
or beyond the Mississippi, there will live two-thirds of our population 
in coming time; and in these early stages, in these incipient days, 
everywhere throughout that broad domain are being established and 
built up institutions, not so much for the Indian as for the white man 
and for other races which are yet to come, who shall find there fash- 
ioning institutions ready-made and adapted to these supplanting pop- 
ulations as they come from abroad or as they originate on the spot, 

At this very session we have had introduced a bill for the admission 
of New Mexico asn State in this Union. For what reason is that? 
A Btate, scarcely 10 per cent. of whose people can intelligently read 
and write and who mostly speak a foreign tongue. 

Mr. President, the Constitution of the United States prohibits 
action by Congress which shall favor an establishment of religion, and 

ties, so far as the General Government is concerned, civil and 
religious liberty, but there is no limitation upon the eee of a State 
in this We have been quick to discover this difficulty in Utah 
and we haye held Mormonism at bay. We have refused the admis- 
sion of Utah until such time as there shall be no danger that Mormon- 
= can become the prevailing religion of a great State within the 
nion. 

Thus far New Mexico has remained in the same condition. Why is 
that Territory brought here and tendered to the Union to-day? It is 
in order that there may be established as one of the great States in this 
Union another province of Quebec, in which there shali be the power 
to incorporate and to establish religious institutions with no such thing 
as religious liberty or civil liberty, because where there is a temporal 
power established and enforced under the sanction of spiritual power, 
if that spiritual belief can impose penalties beyond those which can be 
imposed by the civil power, which extend only to the extinction of 
human life—if, I say, there is such a power established in any State of 
this Union, that power can remold organic law and make an end of 
civil and religious liberty within that State, and from it may spread 
a spirit all over the country and whatsoever of corporate institution 

be necessary to assail and to destroy the liberties of other States, 

Mr. President, I perhaps need say no more in this direction, but I 
fear what may be established by the success of such a bill. 

The Southern States haye made some trouble in this Union, but if 
their children once could be trained by a vitalized and all-pervading 
system of publie schools they would be for all time with their influ- 
ence on the side of civil and religious liberty. In the North the public 
schools inthe great centers are themselves very largely subjected already 
to hostile influences. I do not know how true it is—I suppose it to be 
true—but I was informed by a doctor of divinity that in a single dis- 
trict in the city of Brooklyn, of forty-one teachers in the public schools 
thirty-nine were already of the Roman Catholic faith. 

Their religious faith is their right, but they should not yield to the 
influence of any allegiance foreign to the American state. 

I do not complain of that. If they can take possession of our pub- 
lic-school system, and take it under the law, let them do so, and let 
those who yield to it suffer the consequences; and it may be that the 
enlightened spirit of the age will relieve us from all difficulty in this 
direction. But what I do say is that the public-school system in all 

of this country, in the northern portion of this country and in 
the cities especially, is largely ceasing to be under the control of thoso 
who believe in civil and religious liberty as our fathers understood 
those fundamental rights. 

Now, if the public school can become the educator of the children of 
25,000,000 of people at the South, that public school will in the future 
give dominance in public affairs by holding the balance of power in any 
controversy that may come in future time to the spirit of civil and re- 
ligious liberty, and we may find from the South the surest guaranty of 
the tion and perpetuity of the Republic. 

But with this system gradually failing, which the statistics I have 
laid before the Senate have demonstrated to be the fact, the public 
school must ultimately yield, and the most active efforts are now being 
made to substitute the other in its stead. All the important localities 
in the South are being seized upon; immigration societies having spe- 
cial reference to the possession of the Southand the training of the 
children in the parochial schools are springing up in different quarters; 

uurchases of real estate are made in all the cities of the South, and in 

eveloping centers of trade, transportation, and business, and with an 
artfulness and a skill, the result of centuries of training, so that there 
is to be found in no other organization anything like it. The South is 
being taken possession of, and the public-school system, already weak- 
ened, is liable to be destroyed. 

It is for that reason that I think that as American citizens and as an 
American Senate we ought at this particular time to give aid to the 
public schools of the South; nor do I forget the North. I cam not dwell 
upon that subject more. I have taken, as I know, far too much time 
already. I appreciate, I assure you, Mr. President and Senators, the 
courtesy which has endured this long infliction of facts and the desul- 
tory arguments with which I have been able to accompany them, but 
it has seemed to me a necessity that the truth should be before the peo- 
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ple, that the truth should be before the Senate, for we are approaching 
a period of most vital action with reference to the interests and to the 
life of our land. 

I haye endeavored to sum up the conclusions which I have arrived 
at briefly thus: 

Mr. President, I now come to certain propositions which I think are 
fairly deducible from the premises already laid down. These proposi- 
tions are, L think, true: 

First. That intelligence and virtue generally diffused among the 
masses of the people are necessary conditions to the existence of repub- 
lican governments in the nation and in the States. 

Second. That in so far as ignorance and vice exist republican govern- 
ments fail, and that, although the forms of freedom may continue, yet 
the substance will be eaten out and ultimately the fabric itself will fall. 

Third. That there is now in all parts of thecountry a dangerous de- 
gree of ignorance among the people, and that those invested with the 
sovereignty, which is the suffrage, are by reason of ignorance to a dan- 
gerous degree unfitted to exercise the fanctions of government. 

Fourth. That this mass of ignorance is increasing, and not diminish- 
ing, although there has been a slightly greater increase of population 
than of illiteracy relatively during the decade from 1870 to 1880 in the 
country as a whole. 

Fifth. That in many parts of the country conditions are growing rap- 
idly worse rather than better, and that the evil is of that peculiar nature 
that the local power and disposition to apply the remedy grows less as 
the necessity for it increases. 

Sixth. That the danger to the country is everywhere, although the 
disease may be largely local; that ignorance anywhere circulates every- 
where and poisons the political and social life of each State and of the 
whole people. 

Seventh. That the remedy must heapplied by those who perceive the 
danger; that if there is anywhere indifference to the remedy it proves 
that there is the more occasion for its use, and that the insensibility of 
the patient requires at once such measures on the part of those still in 
relatively sound health as will prevent the spreading of the plague; and 
that the cry of physicians and nurses for help should control our action 
rather than the convulsions or the stolidity of the patients, 

Eighth. But in this case there is neither indifference nor stolidity; 
there is simply an inability to combat the plague unaided and a cry of 
distress. Ignorance is worsein a republic than the pestilence. 

Ninth. That the exceptional degree of illiteracy prevailing in some 
parts of the country as it constitutes a common danger, so it is the re- 
sult historically of causes for which the whole country is responsible, 
and that those portions of the land which have been from theim- 
mediate presence of the institution to which we trace the evil are not 
without participation in the guilt as well as the lucre which apper- 
tained to it. 

Tenth. Those parts of the country where there is least illiteracy have 

as arule received already very largely pecuniary assistance from sources 
which originated in fortunate location and the wise providence of those 
who lived before them, and that there is justice in the request for help 
made by those whose ancestors acquired and defended the soil whereon 
these happy millions and glorious institutions now repose in prosperity 
and strength. 
- Eleventh. That there is no State or Territory in the Union where the 
facilities for common-school education should not be greatly increased, 
and none where twice the amount of expenditure and effort now going 
on might not profitably be made. 

Twelfth. That local taxation is very heavy, falling chiefly upon home- 
steads and visible personal property and the estates of those least able 
to bear taxation, which shonld come from the surplus of society and 
not from its primary means of existence, while the national income is 
derived mainly from things either better not consumed at all, and there- 
fore the more heavily taxed the better still, because there will be the 
less of that harm which comes from consumption, or from articles paid 
for by those who have the surplus earnings and accumulated wealth of 
society. 

Thirteenth. That since, at the present time, the national taxation is 
far less burdensome to the masses of the people, upon whom falls much 
more heavily the weight of the support of State and local institutions, 
and also since the existence of the nation is as much imperiled by igno- 
rance as the perpetuity of the States, therefore the common good requires 
the appropriation of national aid to the support and maintenance of 
common schools. 

Fourteenth. That this aid should be distributed in such way and 
should so long continue as is necessary in order to equalize the facili- 
ties for common-school education and to once elevate the status of the 
masses of the community to a high standard of intelligence, at which. 
point and after which the community would, in self-defense and from 
the instinct which inclines men to keep a good when they possess it, be 
sure to educate itself sufficiently without national help. This is proved: 
that systems of education are best supported and most firmly fixed in 
the most intelligent States. Those States would as soon surrender their 
liberties as their schools. They are synonymous. 

There is much more which might be said. I have here citations of 
facts from the highest authorities showing the bearingof education upon 
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crime and pauperism, and upon all the great evils which a to 
society, and which are the subject-matter of legislation. If it becomes 
necessary later in the debate to introduce them in reply to anything 
that may be said, they will be available. 

I desire to state, with reference to the history of this bill, what I 
said in the opening, that so far as the dominant party in the Govern- 
ment at the present time is concerned, it has been a part of its national 
policy since the year 1884; it hasbeen incorporated in the platforms of 
several State conventions, and it has been approved by the action of 
the State Legislatures in quite a number of the Northern States and 
in many of the Southern States—in Ohio, in Pennsylvania, in New 
Hampshire, and several others of the Northern States, if I recollect 
aright; it has been approved by our President, voting twice for this 
bill almost exactly as it now stands in the Senate in 1884 and 1886, 
and, in fact, his hand was conspicuous in fashioning many of its details 
in the session of 1884, when the bill was first passed by this body. 

The specific plank in our last national platform approving of national 
aid and fashioned with reference to the pending bill, which had been 
already passed by the Senate twice, was approved by the President in 
his letter of acceptance, and in his recent message to Congress we all re- 
member that he approved of national aid as in his judgment indispens- 
able to the rescue of our country from the evils of illiteracy. 

I think that this boon to the country is a promise of the Republican 
party. I should feel that failure to enact this bill into a law by the 
present Congress would be a breach of faith with the American people. 
i should think that we had obtained power by false pretences and that 
an indignant people would justly hurl us to private life and to incon- 
sequential oblivion if we fail to keep this pledge. 

On the other hand, the Democratic party by a larger proportion of 
its most eminent legislators, has indorsed this bill, and it is evidently 
in the interest of the people, the common people, the poor people, the 
country, I should say, whether North or South, East or West, and it 
is but a pittance for which we ask, 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], who sits before me, rose in the 
midst of the debate and asked to report or that some favorable action 
should be taken upon a bill having reference to the improvement of 
Galveston Harbor. That bill calls for the improvement of a single har- 
bor in his State, an important improvement which the country will 
undertake to perform, costing a larger amount of money than will be 
paid in the first year to the entire South by the appropriation which 
is called for by this bill. Our river and harbor bill annually amounts 
to more than this will average for only eight years. 

For years we have been giving to the soldiery of the country, in the 
form of pensions, a larger amount yearly than this bill will require in 
the whole period of its existence if if should run to the end, and we 
propose at this Congress, without a doubt, and I am for it if any manis 
for it, to add to the permanent taxation of the country at least double 
the amount that this bill, upon the average, will carry during only the 
period of eight years, and year after year, by the consent, by the posi- 
tive action of the Democratic party as well as by ours, we are likely to 
increase the pension-roll more for years to come -I had almost said an- 
nually likely to increase the pension-roll more than the entire amount 
which this bill will require for the period of its proposed duration, 

The great South pays part of these enormous expenditures and re- 
ceives scarcely anything in their distribution. But while our soldiers 
need this money at home and will get this money at home, we could 
make some little redistribution to a more needy class of people, and 
who have more to do with the future of the country than have the very 
soldiers who preserved it when rebellion assailed it. Yes, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think that the merest justice, the merest sense of self-preserva- 
tion, the slightest exercise of common sense in our national action, would 
induce us to give this pittance to education. 

T can not doubt either, Mr. President, that the result will be favor- 
able to this bill. As a Senate we have passed it three times. Your 
committee has reported it five times. Originally we were unable to 
obtain action; this is the fifth report, and if we succeed at this time, as I 
believe we shall, then four times will the American Senate have indorsed 
this heneficent measure, and, in my judgment and in my belief, it can 
not fail to become a law. 

Originally we passed this bill in the year 1884 by a vote of 33 to 11. 
There were many pairs, In 1886 we passed it by a vote of 36 to 11, 
and the last time we passed it by a vote of 39 to 29. These changes 
in the majority have been almost wholly the result of changes in the 
Senate, wherein Democrats, I am sorry to say, were substituted for 
Republicans or for other Democrats who had given their votes earlier 
for the passage of the bill. 

Still there is all through the South among the masses of the people 
a very large predominance in favor of national aid to education, and 
the majority, as I believe, of the higher and the better statesmanship 
of that great section of our country still approve of the provisions of 
this measure. So far as the North is concerned, there has been very 
much misrepresentation of the provisions of the bill. It has met tre- 
mendous opposition from the sources which I have felt called upon in 
the discharge of my duty emphatically to indicate here this afternoon. 
That has accounted for a large part of the opposition to this measure, 
as I believe, from the Northern States. Butin spite of it all the sense 
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of self-preservation will enact this bill into law. If it should fail the 
cause will not fail, for the evil will remain, and the time will soon come 
when, in response to these many days which I have occupied in plac- 
ing facts before the Senate and the country, some measure which will 
3 illiteracy from our land will inevitably become a national 


w. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I suppose it will not be agreeable 
to the Senate for me to proceed this evening. It is rather late. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator desire to speak to the pending bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 21, 1890, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, February 20, 1890. 


a House metati2o’clock m. Prayer by Rey. GEORGE H. COREY, 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
prov 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit for pres- 
ent consideration a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

CONTESTED ELECTION, FEATHERSTON VS. CATE. ` 

‘Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. On yes- 
terday morning the chairman of the Committee on Elections gave no- 
tice, I believe, that he would call up on next Wednesday the case of 
Atkinson vs. Pendleton. I desire to give notice this morning that im- 
mediately after the close of that case I will call up the contested case 
of Featherston vs. Cate. 

AGREEMENT WITH SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a communication of the 8th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting a report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and ac 


companying 3 made with the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Da- 
kota or Sioux Indians, 


for the purchase and release of the surplus lands in the 

e Traverse Indian reservation, in the States of North and South Dakota, 

the negotiations for said purchase and release having been conducted under 

the authority contained in the fifth section of the general allotment act of 

February 8, 1887 (24 Stats., 388), which provides, among other things, that the 

“purchase shall not be complete until ratified by Congress, and the form and 
manner of executing such release shall also be prescribed by Congress.“ 

This ment involves a departure from the terms of the general allotment 
act in at least one important particular. It gives to cach member of the tribe 
160 acres of Jand without regard to age or sex, while the general law gives this 
allotment only to heads of families, There are, I think, serious objections to 
the basis adopted in the general law, ially in its application to married 
women; but if the basis of the agreement herewith submitted is accepted, it 
would, I think, result, in some cases where there are large families of minor 
children, in excessive allotments to a single family. Whatever is done in this 
Ss lis of course become in some sense n precedent in the cases yet to be dealt 
Wit! - 

Perhaps the * of the payment by the United States of the annuities 
which were forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863 (12 Stats., 652), should not 
haye been considered in connection with the negotiation for the cession of 
these lands. But it ap that a refusal to consider this claim would have 
terminated the negotiation,and if the claim is just its allowance has already 
been too long delayed. The forfeiture declared by the act of 1863 unjustly in- 
cluded the annuities of 2ertain Indians of these bands who were not only guilty 
of no fault, but who rendered meritorious services in the armies of the United 
States in the suppression of the Sioux outbreak and in the war of the rebellion. 

The agreement submitted, as I understand, proyides for the ent of the 
annuities justly due to these friendly Indians, to all the members of the two 
bands per capita, This is said to be the unanimous wish of the Indians, and a 
distribution to the friendly Indians and their descendants only would now be 
* difficult, if not impossible, 

e agreement is respectfully submitted for the 9 of Congress. 


ENJ, HARRISON, 

Executtv® Mansion, February 18, 1890. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
agreement referred to in the President’s message, omitting the signa- 
tures of the Indians, be published in the RECORD for the information of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

The agreement is as follows: 

AGREEMENT. 
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terms 

just and equitable between the United States and said tribe of Indians, which 

pureh FETTE by Congress, and the 

release shall also be prescribed by Congress; and 
peton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians are 

desir.us of disposing of a portion of the land set apart and reserved to them 

yy. 5 third — 50 evel 3 s 8 e 8 1 and sae 

n States, n: tust partly he State of No: Dak and partly in 

the State of South Dakota: 


Now, therefore, this agreement made and entered into in pursuance of the 
visions of the act of Congress Spec red February 8, 1887, aforesaid, at the 
ton „South Dakota, on this, the 12th day of ber, 1839, by and 
between Eliphalet Whittlesey, D. W. Diggs, and Charles A. Maxwell on the 
tac ge the United States, duly authorized and empowered thereto, and the chiefs, 
d men, and male adult members of the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Da- 
kota or Sioux Indians, witnesseth ; 

ARTICLE I. The Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians 
hereby cede, sell, e and conyey to the United States all their claim, 
right, title, and interest in and to all the nnalloted lands within the limits of the 
reservation set apart to said bandsof Indians, as aforesaid, remaining after the 
allotments and additional allotments provided for in article 4 of this agreement 
shall have been made. 

Arv, 2. In consideration for the lands ceded, sold, relinquished, and conveyed 
as aforesaid, the United States 2 seo and agrees to pay to the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, parties hereto, the sum of $2.50 

r aore for each and every acre thereof, aud itis agreed by the ties hereto 

the sum so to be paid shall be held in the Treasury of the United States 
for the sole use and benefit of the said bands of Indians; and the same, with in- 
terest thereon at3 per cent. perannum, shall be at all times subject to 1 ria- 
tion by Congress for the education and civilization of the said ds oF sk se 
or mombers thereof,as provided in section 5 of an act of Congress approved 
February 8, 1887, and entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the United Statesand Territoriesover the Indians, and for other pur- 

4:" Provided, Thatany religious society or other organization now occupy- 
g under proga authority, for religious or educational work among the Indians 
s in this agreement ceded, sold, relinquished, and conveyed, shall 
have the Ht for two years from the of the ratification of this instrument 
within wh rehase the lands so oceupied ata price to be fixed by the 
8 the United States: Provided further, That the cession, sale, relin- 

ment, and conveyance of the lands described in article 1 of this agreement 

1 not take effect and be in force until the sum of $342.778.37, together with 
the sum of $15,400, shall have been paid to said bands of Indians, as set forth and 
stipulated in article 3 of this agreement. 

Rr. 3. The United States stipulates and agrees to pay to the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, parties hereto, per capita the sum 
of $312,778.87, being the amount found to be due certain members of said 
bands of Indians who served in the armies of the United States against their 
own people when at war with the United States, and their families and 
descendants, under the provisions of the fourth article of the of July 23, 
1851, and of which they have been wrongfully and anjustly deprived by the 
operation of the provisions of an act of Lge approved February 16, 1863, 
and entitled An act for the relief of persons for damages sustained by reason of 
depredations and injuries by certain bands of Sioux Indians,” said sum being 
at the rate of $18,400 per annum from July 1, 1862, to July 1, 1888, less their 
rata share of the sum of $616,086.52, heretofore approp: ted for the benefit of 
said Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, as set forth in 
report numbered 1953 of the House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress, first 

on 


The United States further agrees to pay to said bands of Indians per capita 
the sum of $18,400 Seen the Ist day of July, 1888, to the Ist day of July, 
1901, the latter date being the period at which the annuities to said bands of In- 
dians were to cease under the terms of the fourth article of the treaty of July 
— 1 aforesnid, and it is hereby further stipulated and agreed thatthe afore- 

sum of $342,778.37, ther with the sum of $18,400, due the Istday of July, 
1889, shall become immediately available upon the ratification of thisagreement, 

Arrt, 4. It is further stipulated and that there shall be allotted to each 
individual member of the bands of Indians, parties hereto, a sufficient quanti- 
ty, which, with the lands heretofore allotted, shall make in each case 160 acres, 
and in case no allotment has been made to any individual member of said bands 
then an allotment of 160 acres shall be made to such individual, the object of 
this article 3 to equalize the allotments among the members of said bands, 
so that each individual, including ed women, shall have 160 acres of land. 
And patents shall issue for the lands allotted in pursuance of the provisions of 
this article, upon the samo terms and conditionsand limitations as is provided 
— ue ote 5 of the act of Congress approved February 8, 1887, hereinbefore re- 


ART. 6, The agreement concluded with the said Sisseton and Wahpeton bands 
of Dakota or Sioux Indians on the Sth day of December, 1881, granting a right 
of way through their reservation for the Chi , Milwaukee and St. Paul Rail- 


way is ye Mayra ratified, and confirmed. 
agreement shall not take effect and be in force until ratified by 
the Congress of the United States, 


RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair lays before the House the following re- 
quest of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Is Tar SENATE OF THE Usrren STATES, February 19, 1890. 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to request the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2652) for the relief of the 
Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake agency, North Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will be directed 
to return the bill to the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BULLOCK, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family, 
To Mr. BREWER, for two days. 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Briss, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. O'DONNELL, for one week, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. On last evening, immediately before the adjourn- 
ment, the § stated that the first question is on the Senate bill 
1359, pro for the appointment of an Assistant Secretary of War. 
Thereupon a motion was made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRU- 
BLE], and the House adjourned. My inquiry is whether or not that 
vote is now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it is not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When would it be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be in order after the 
disposal of business on the Speaker’s table on any day when carrying 
out the regular order of business. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference report 
on Senate bill 835. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (8.835) to increase the pensions of cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors who are totally helpless from injuries received or dis- 
ease contracted while in the service of the United States, having met, after full 
and free conference, have to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
res ive Houses as follows: 

hat the Senate agree to the House substitute for said bill with the followin. 
amendments: Before the word “certificate” in the thirteenth line, insert the fol. 
lowing words: “ e of this act or of the.“ Also, strike out all after the 
word disability,“ in the fifteenth line, and insert Made subsequent to the 
passage of this act;” and the House agree to the same. 
E. N, MORRILL, 
JOHN G. SAWYER, 
Á 5. S. YODER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


DAVIS 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
DAVID TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement accompanying the report of the conference committee 


is as follows: 
Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1890, 
Statement to accompany report of conferces on Senate bill 835. 


agree that the clause giving tho Commissioner of Pensions discretionary au- 


ill are made necessary by the fore- 
going changes, and do not affect the principles of the bill. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. S. er, I hope some person familiar with this 
matter will inform the House as to the effect of these amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Speaker, the statement which accompanies the 
report of the conferees sets out very clearly what the effect of these 
amendments will be. Thesubstitute which passed the House provided 
that this increase of pensions should take effect from the time of the 
certificate of the board of surgeons showing the increased disability to 
exist, That is stricken out, and the increase is only to take effect from 
the passage of this act. 

The House will remember the purpose of this bill, which is to cor- 
rect an error, inadvertence, or injustice in the act of June, 1880, which 
provided that all persons who were then on the pension-roll at the rate 
of $50 a month should be increased to $72 a month; but it made no 
provision for those who should afterwards be put on the pension-roll 
at $50a month. Now, the House substitute provided that that in- 
crease should take effect from the time that it was shown by examina- 
tion of the board of surgeons that the disability existed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I can not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS, ‘Will the gentleman from Kansas permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MORRILL. I would rather get through with the explanation, 
and then I will answer any questions 3 may ask. 

The effect of this change is to strike out that clause which would 
allow the increase to take effect from the time that the increased dis- 
ability was shown to exist by the board of examiners, which might be 
any time between June 30 and the present time, and for the increase 
to commence from the passage of this act; and, in case of disabilities in- 
creased hereafter, from the date of the certificate made by the beard 
hereafter. The result will be to wipe out all arrears that would come 
under this increase. 

The other clause that is stricken out is the elnuse the House inserted 
allowing the Commissioner of Pensions, in cases of disability amounting 
to total disqualification from the performance of manual labor, less than 
that which required attendance of another person, to make a rate be- 
tween $30 and $50 per month for these disabilities. That is stricken 
out, leaving it $72 per month for those totally helpless and regularly 
requiring the aid and attendance of another person. 

Now, I will answer such questions as the gentleman from Texas de- 
sires to ask. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman from Kansas that under 
the agreement that has been reached by the conferees on the part of 
the two Houses 
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Mr. MORRILL. There is so much confusion that I can not hear the 
gentleman from Texas, 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. It seems that the 
House does not desire to transact business with any knowledge of it. 
It is impossible to procure order, If the gentleman from Kansas will 
resume his place at his seat the Chair will endeavor to secure order, 
so that the whole House may hear; but it seems to be difficult to keep 
order long. Will gentlemen resume their seats and cease conversation? 
[After a pause.] The Chair thinks the gentleman can be heard now. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood from the gentleman from Kansas that 
in the agreement that has been reached between the conferees on the 
part of the Senate and House on this bill that there will be no arrears? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the effect of the agreement. 

Mr. SAYERS. The arrears have been done away with. Now, I 
would ask the gentleman from Kansas the question if he has any idea 
of the total amount of annual expenditure that will be involved by this 
bill if it should become a law? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is possible to estimate that exactly for the com- 
ing year. Of course we can not tell what it will be in succeeding 
years, but the total number now on the pension-roll at the rate of $50 
per month is 1,648. The whole of these will not be increased by this 
bill, for the reason that there are many paon there by special acts, 

- which will not be affected by this bill; but estimate the number at 
1,600 and multiplying that by 22 will give yon the exact cost under 
the bill this year. Next year there may be more than 1,600, but under 
the bill this year the cost is estimated to be from $400,000 to $450,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is all I desire to ask. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 3 

Mr. MORRILL moyed to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE WORLD’S FAIR. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday and Friday, February 20 and 21, after the approval 
of the Journal, be set aside for general debate on bills H. R. 6883 and „and 
that the vote be taken on Monday, February 24, in the manner p: 

the resolution submitted with the committee's report, unless the House shall 
have determined by vote that a world’s fair shall not be held, 


Mr. MILLS. I would like to have some explanation from the gen- 
tleman in charge of this hill as to the division of the time in the dis- 
cussion of the bill. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, before this discussion is entered 
upon I desire to make the point of order that this bill makes an ap- 
propriation and must have its first consideration in Committee of the 
Whole. I am willing that the preliminary discussion shall proceed 
with the understanding that the point of order is not waived. 

Mr. MILLS. But the ari ment about the time for discussion can 
be made in the Honse and e by the House, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will waita 
moment I will make a suggestion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What objection is there to considering the bill in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Before I move that this House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole I should like to make a 
preliminary statement in regard to the division of time allowed for de- 
bate which is proposed by the committee, This question is a peculiar 
one in some respects, It is desirable that it shall be presented to the 
House not only in a general way, but by the representatives of four 
different cities; and the committee suggest to the House that the time 
shall be divided, giving an hour to the chairman, if he needs to occupy 
so much, and then an hour to the different cities for to-day, the closing 
hours to be allowed to the gentlemen who oppose any fnir at all. To- 
morrow it is proposed that an hour shall be allowed to the gentlemen 
who oppose any fair and the restof the day be divided between the cities. 

Mr. MILLS, And what do you propose to do for to-morrow? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. [stated that we proposed to al- 
low the opponents of a fair to have the first hour of to-morrow and that 
the balance of the day shall be divided between the gentlemen repre- 
senting the different cities. We think that between one and two hours 
can be allowed to-day, and perhaps more time than that, and we hope 
that will be satisfactory to the opposition. 

The SPEAKER. In response to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, the Chair would state that it has been the universal prac- 
tice of the House when a special order was made to regard the provision 
for consideration in Committee of the Whole as waived. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it certainly can not be considered as 
waived in this proposition, that involves an expenditure by the Goy- 
ernment of at least a million and a half of money. It was never inti- 
mated when this matter was under discussion that it was proposed to 
consider it in the House instead of Committee of the Whole; and the 
presumption would naturally arise that when the House makes an order 
that a certain thing is to be considered on a certain day it will be con- 
sidered under the rules of the House unless some intimation is given 
that the rule will be waived. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. The committee propose to move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. I simply 
desired to make a statement to the House of the time proposed to be 
divided before moving that the House resolve itself into Committee ot 
the Whole, and was doing so when interrupted. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I wish to say a word on the question raised by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. ~ 

Mr. MILLS, The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] 
proposes to move to go into the Committee of the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER. It is impossible to have these matters decided with- 
out creating a precedent, and the Chair desires to have read a decision 
made in the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Daxren, under instructions from the Committee on Labor, called up the 
resolution reported from said committee on the Lith instant and referred to the 
House Calendar, fixing Wednesday, January 19, 1887, for the consideration of 
the bill of the House (II. R. 7266) to aid in the establishmentand temporary sup- 
port of common schools, 

Mr. Horsàx made the point of order that as the resolution involved a change 
of rules it must lic over one day. 

The SPEAKER overruled said point of order, on the ground that under the prac- 
tice the introduction and reference of such a resolution was the notice required 
by Rule XX VILL 

Mr. Srrincer made the further point of order that the biil referred to, under 
clause 3, Rule XXIII, must receiye its first consideration in Committee of the 
Whole, end that said requirement could not be changed except in the ordinary 
way of changing the rules. 

he SPEAKER overruled said point of order, on the ground that it was a com- 
mon practice for the House to make a bill a special order or to set apart a day 
for its consideration, and the effect of such action was to take it out of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and bring it into the House for consideration, as in the case 
of bills not appropriating money, etc. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires further to say that if the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will examine the order in this 
case he willsee thatit provides only for general debate for two days and 
not for any further action whatever. What further action will be taken 
with regard to the bill when the time comes it is impossible for the 
1 to say. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] has 

e floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that it is the purpose of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] to call up now the bill to 
authorize this Government to go into the show business in competition 
with Buffalo Bill and other like showmen—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman seems hardly tobe laying a founda- 
tion for a parliamentary inquiry. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KILGORE. I am coming to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be kind enough to state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 3 

Mr. KILGORE. The parliamentary inquiry I want to make is, 
whether or not the question of consideration can be raised on this bill 
now. The House on a previous day was in the mind to consider this 
bill, but it may not be in that mind to-day, and I insist that we have 
the right to raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the gentleman has the right to 
raise that question. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I raise the question of consideration. P 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas raises the question of 
consideration. The question is, Shall the bill be now considered ? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask fora division. 

The House divided; and 

The SPEAKER said: Upon this question the ayes are 138 and the 
noes 21; so the House determines to consider the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE, I make the point of no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair overrulesthe point. [Laughter.] The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] has the floor. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on 
the World’s Fair, in asking the attention of the House to their report 
and the bills presented 

Mr. MILLS. Is not the gentleman trom Massachusetts going to set- 
tle something about the debate before he proceeds? We want to have 
something understood as to how the time will be divided between those 
who favor a world’s fair and those who oppose it. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I have stated the case twice to 
the gentleman, but I will restate it. 

Mr, MILLS. The gentleman had stated what he proposes to do, but 
we want to know what the House proposes to have done. There are 
two sides to this question. One side is supported by my friend from 
Massachusetts, but there is another side, Now, we want a fair divi- 
sion of time between those favoring the bill and those opposing if, and 
that is all we ask. 

The SPEAKER. Unless gentlemen are able to arrange that matter 
thereis only one thing to be done, and that is to proceed with thediscussion. 

Mr. MILLS. Then we will expect the Chair to recognize gentlemen 
opposing the bill and give them half the time. 

The SPEAKER. The question of recognition is one that must rest 
with the presiding officer. 
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Mr. MILLS. I know it rests with the presiding officer, but we shall 
expect the presiding officer to act fairly in the matter. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt that the ion of 
the gentleman from Texas will be realized according to the views en- 
tertained by the Chair. 


Mr. MILLS. But still it is usual 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair will be very glad to have this whole 
matter of debate arranged without any reference to the Chair, but, if 
an arrangement can not be had, then the discussion must proceed. It 
is only by unanimous consent that any such arrangement is made. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I have stated twice 
to the House the proposition which is made by the committee and 
which we believe to be entirely fair, considering this question in all its 
bearings. This isa peculiar question. It is not only a proposition for 
a world's fair in which the people generally are interested, but it is a 
claim for the fair to be held in one of four cities, and the case can not 
be fairly presented to this House without a presentation of the claims 
of those four cities as well as of the general proposition. Therefore 
the committee ask that the four cities shall be heard and their repre- 
sentatives permitted to submit their arguments to the House. 

The committee desire also to give the opposition all the time that it 
is fair they should demand, and even more. The proposition which I 
submitted was that the chairman of the committee should first have an 
hour to-day to open the case and explain the bill to a certain extent. 
Then that the four cities should each have an hour to present their case 
to the House; then that the opposition should close to-day with an hour; 
then that the opposition should have the first hour to-morrow; and then 
that the four cities should follow in reply. But if, in the course of de- 
bate, it shall appear that the time is unfairly divided, I have no doubt 
that the committee and the House will give a listening ear to any 
claims which may be presented and be glad to extend thetime. It 
seems to me, however, that two hours for each of these cities and 
two hours for the opposition is a fair division, and I submit that to the 
Honse. 

Mr. MILLS. In other words,-eight hours’ debate on one side of the 
question, with two hours’ debate on the other side, is considered a fair 
division of time. 

Mr. FRANK. That is not a fair statement of the question. 

Mr. MILLS, Wait a moment; let me see whether I can not make 
what will be accepted as a fairstatement. There are two sides of this 
question represented on this floor. One side is in favor of holding a 
world’s fair; and it makes no difference that Chicago, St. Louis, New 
York, and Washington are candidates for the location. There may be 
a dozen other places in the United States that would like to have this 
fair; and because these places are candidates it is no reason why gen- 
tlemen on this floor may not want other places voted for when the qnes- 
tion comes up. The question before this House is, Shall we have a 
world’s fair or shall we not? Shall we pass this bill or shall we not? 
And now the committee reporting in favor of this bill comes into the 
House and makes a proposition unlike anything that I ever heard pro- 
posed during the sixteen years that I have been here, that when this 
question is submitted to the House for discussion one side shall occupy 
three times as much time as the other. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. In reply to the gentleman I 
would say that it is not necessary we should consider hypothetical cases. 
The question before us is the general proposition, shall we havea world’s 
fair? The suggestion is that one or two hours be devoted to the affirma- 
tive of that general proposition, and the same time to the negative, that 
we shall not hold a world’s fair. Then there are four cities to be heard. 
There are nota thousand places,asI understood thegentleman to suggest, 
whose claims may have to be considered. There are four cities whose 
claims I believe this House desires to hear stated. I think that the 
i e as of the-committee is equitable and practical and meets the 

emands of the debate upon which we are about to enter. [Cries of 
Regular order!“ ] $ 

Mr. MILLS. My friend from Massachusetts thinks that because 
these four cities are all that have been named as candidates for the loca- 
tion of the fair nobody else has any interest in that question. Sir, I 
remember some oceasions when gentlemen were running for office and 
when all the regular candidates were beaten, and somebody else who 
was not a candidate was elected. There may besomething of that sort 
here, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It may be a dark horse.“ 

Mr. MILLS. I insist that under any arrangement which may be 
made there shall be a fair distribution of the time. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman from 
Texas does not state this proposition in exactly a fair way. [Cries of 
Regular order.“ 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isdemanded. The Chair de- 
sires to say, in view of what has been remarked on the floor, that this 
question is twofold: first, whether the House will vote to have a fair 
or not and, second, where the fair, if one be agreed upon, shall be held. 
The Chair thinks that the debate ought to be so guided as to give the 
House full information upon all the points involved. The argument of 
the question as to the city whose name shall be inserted in the bill does 
not imply an argument either for or against the passage of the meas- 


ure, but only upon the merits of the location, that the fair should be 
held in one place rather than in another. The Chair thinks that the 
debate will have to be so arranged that full information can be given 
to the House upon the ts on which it needs enlightenment. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, Mr, Speaker, it is not the in- 
tention df the committee 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask, simply as a matter of informa- 
tion, whether the committee proposes, after the location of the site has 
been agreed upon, that this bill be recommitted. In that case will 
not the bill come back for discussion and the whole question of the 
advisability or desirability of a fair be open for debate? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. That question I can not answer 
now. The committee have not decided in regard to their action in that 
contingency. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood that the committee proposed to recom- 
mit the bill. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, there is no pur- 
pose in the minds of this committee to check debate or to prevent fair 
consideration of this important matter in every phase of it. There is 
a difference of opinion on this question. It is true there is opposition 
to the holding of a fair. The committee and those gentlemen who are 
in favor of holding a world’s fair do not desire to shut out anything 
that gentlemen may desire to say on the opposite side. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in presenting the report and the bills of this com- 
mittee for the consideration of the House I will call attention to the 
fact that the petitions, resolutions, and memorials which were presented 
to the committee recommended different places in the United States for 
the location of the world’s fair, and it seems to me that the rivalry be- 
tween four of the great cities of this country to have the fair located 
within their limits is an incident of which we can afford tó be proud 
and which may well excite the respect and admiration of the American 
people. I knowit has been insinuated here this morning, as elsewhere, 
that these localities are seeking to secure this fair because it is for their 
local advantage. I believe that it is for their local advantage. As the 
chairman of this committee, I might doubt the propriety and desirabil- 
ity of having a fair if I did not believe that the fair would be a local 
advantage to the city where it may be held. 

But I believe that underlying this competition there is a spirit of 
American enterprise and patriotism which influences the citizens of 
these different cities in their struggle for the location. I believe that 
this rivalry assures us, too, of the fact that either of the cities that we 
may select will be sure to consider it a matter of honor that everything 
connected with this great commemoration shall be in accord with the 
dignity, the extent, the resources of this country. We may well be as- 
sured that the city chosen will so carry out every provision for the fair 
that the results will redound to the honor of the United States of 
America. In thatspirit I call upon gentlemen of the House to consider 
the claim of these cities in addition to the merits of the general propo- 
sition. 

As there were four prominent places in the minds of the people for 
the location of the fair, it was necessary that in presenting a substitute 
for the bills referred to the committee we should present two bills. We 
have therefore submitted House bill 6883, which covers all the provis- 
ions necessary to organize and hold a national and international fair in 
either one of the three cities, New York, Chicago or St. Lonis, and in 
bill 6884 we have presented a plan adapted to the city of Washington, 
there being so marked a difference between the conditions relating to 
Washington and those surrounding the three other cities. 

Mr. Speaker, I will spend a few moments in reviewing the several 
sections of House bill 6283 as briefly as the importance of the question 
will permit, and will make some general references to the provisions 
that may be specially debated in the consideration of thisquestion. If 
gentlemen will turn to House bill 6883 they will find that the first sec- 
tion provides that a world’s fair shall be held in 1892, under the con- 
trol of a commission created for that purpose. If they refer to section 
2 they will find the composition of the commission and provision for 
their general duties. 

In section 3 it creates a commission, a body corporate, and invesis 
it with necessary powers to do the business connected with such an 
organization. 

In section 4 the bill provides for the appointment of commissioners 
thirty days from the passage of the act on nomination of the governors 
of the several States and Territories; and it also provides for alternates 
to that commission. 

In section 5 it provides for a quorum at the first meeting, and em- 
8 the commission to make the necessary rules and to appoint its 
officers. 

Section 6 provides for free admission of foreign exhibits and protects 
the Government from losses on account of tariff or customs duty by 
reason of subsequent sale or disposition of that merchandise. 

In section 7 there is an appropriation to cover the necessary expenses 
attending the free admission of foreign exhibits. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I will call the attention of the House, when in 
debate I refer to this section, to the fact this call on the Government 
for an organization to provide for the holding of this fair is simply that 
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the Government may lend its aid to the people and confer the dignity 
of its recognition on this great commemorative event. 

„The 8 made there of $100,000 to discharge the expenses 
incident to the admission of goods free of duty will be returned to the 
Government. It can scarcely be called an expense. It is only tofur- 
nish necessary and convenient arrangement for introducing the mer- 
chandise, objects of art and curiosity, and manufactures from foreign 
countries which may be sent here for exhibition. 

In the Philadelphia exhibition of 1876, $50,000 were appropriated, 
and, if gentlemen will remember, this country has advanced not only in 
its resources, but in its population enormously since then; if they will 
realize that commemorative exhibition and fair will bear no compari- 
son in magnitude with the one we propose, if they will realize the popu- 
lation of the United States of America will have increased 50 per cent. 
between 1876 and 1892, they will see that it is not an extravagant, but 
a prudent proposition that the amount of money shall be increased to 
$100,000 from $50,000, which was the amount appropriated for that fair. 

And I will remind gentlemen, when the people ask for the support 
and indorsement of the Government, they do not ask for contribution 
of money. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Let me say to thegentleman from 
Massachusetts that the million and a half dollars loaned by the Gov- 
ernment to the Centennial fair at Philadelphia was paid back into the 
Treasury, and if this exhibition which is now proposed excels that of 
1876 it will be a great day for New York, or Chicago, or Washington, 
or wherever else the commission may go. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I am glad to have the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania interrupt me with any pertinent remarks in- 
dorsing the world’s fair, but I was not then, Mr. S er, referring to 
the appropriation of a million and a half of dollars, but to the fifty 
thousand dollars appropriated by the Government to pay the expenses 
incident to the free admission of foreign goods. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. That was not enough for that pur- 
pose, and if we go into this business we should appropriate enough. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, I am glad to know the gentle- 
man indorses the wisdom of the committee, as we have made the ap- 
propriation $100,000, increasing it from $50,000. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will no longer dwell on that section, but turn 
to section 8. Section 8 provides for the report of the commission to 
Congress and for a programme of appropriate ceremonies, $ 

Section 9 provides for the issuance of a proclamation by the Presi- 
dent, through the Department of State, as to the time when the open- 
ing and closing of the exhibition will take place, the place where it 
shall be held, and the extending of an invitation to foreign govern- 
ments. And, Mr. Speaker, I claim again for this committee that it 
has been scrupulously careful in all of its investigations in the prepara- 
tion of this bill before presenting it for the consideration of the House. 
While they ask, and the people have a right to ask, that the populace 
of this country shall be encouraged in such a grand celebration as is 
proposed here, one so important in the history of the country—I say 
while they make that claim, they are at the same time so conservative 
that they will not permit the President of the United States or its Gov- 
ernment to connect itself by foreign invitations or by any encourage- 
ment which may be held out tothem in any manner with this fair until 
the Government of the United States is satisfied that every requisite 
consideration has been made to insure the success and the dignity of 
this commemoration and exhibition. 

But I will pass from that to section 10 of the bill, which empowers 
the commission to receive subscriptions and issue certificates of stock, 
and also provides for the distributionofthe proceeds. It provides that 
the commission shall keep regular minutes and render full accounts, 
with vouchers, ina business, regular form, exhibiting the full receipts 
and expenditures, which exhibits are required at all times to be open 
to Government inspection. 

In section 11 provision is made for the amount to be subscribed and 
collected before the commencement of business by the commission, and 
provisling that no part of the funds subscribed or pledged in aid of the 
exhibition shall be refunded to ordivided among the shareholders until 
all liabilities are discharged. And I will call attention, Mr. Speaker, 
to this provision as another practical business proposition, guarding the 
honor and dignity of the country and everything connected with the ad- 
ministration of this fair, 

It is proposed in this section that a guaranty fund of $5,000,000 
shall be first subscribed to insure the liquidation of every obligation 
connected with, as well as the success of, the celebration itself; and it 
also provides that before any act shall be performed under this cor- 
porate body 10 per cent., or $500,000 in cash, shall be paid as an in- 
dorsement and security for any such operations as may be undertaken. 

Section 12 provides for calling the commission together, and fixes 
thirty days for opening the books of subscription after giving proper 
notice thereof, for the election of officers, the appointment of commit- 

tees, making the necessary rules, regulations, ete. 

Section 13 provides for the term of officers of the commission, for 
general and special meetings of the shareholders, etc. 

Section’ 14 authorizes the commission to issue bonds and secure pay- 
ment of the same by mortgage. 
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Section 15 provides for printing the certificates of stock and for the 
punishment of counterfeiting them, exempts the Government and the 
shareholders from liability, and maintains the authority of the State 
laws in connection with the exhibition. It is deemed wise that the 
Government—asa business method—that the Government of the United 
States should prepare the certificates of stock in order that they might 
not be subject to counterfeiting, and also that certain laws should be 
enacted for the punishment of all such offenses. s 

But we insert no indirect proposition in the bill for securing any en- 
couragement or payment of money from the Government that is not 
plainly stated in the bill itself It is so plain, and intended to be so 
plain, that he who runs may read“ and understand it; and all the 
expense that the Government is called upon to incurin connection with 
the . of the certificates is to be paid for by the commission 
itself. 

In the next section, section 16, provision is made for the disposition 
of all of the property of the commission at the close of the exposition 
and the final report to be submitted to the President of the United 
States. 

Section 17 provides that the commission shall make a report from time 
to time to the President of the United States, and also for a full ex- 
hibit of the results in the final report. 

Section 18 limits the existence of the commission. 

Section 19 exempts the Government from any liabilities that may be 
created for debts of the commission. It is plainly and clearly stated, 
I repeat, that the Government is protected in every possible way, and 
that all the Government has to do is stated clearly and plainly in the 
sections of the bill as submitted. 

Section 20 reserves the right to amend or repeal, exempts governors 
of States from liability in case they fail to indicate the commissioners, 
and provides for the exemption of the commissioners themselves from 
liability for failure to act. 

Section 21 provides for a Government exhibit and the appointment 
of a board charged with the collection and preparation as well as safe- 
keeping, etc., of the Government exhibits. It provides for the com- 
position and organization of said board. 

It will be seen in this section that we ask the Government to take a 
part in this great exposition. Weask them to take a part in the ex- 
position, that they may give to the people of the United States, toa 
vast number of the people of the United States, wherever the exposi- 
tion is held, an opportunity to see the treasures of the Government 
which are gathered in the different places in the City of Washington. 
It is one of the prominent and most interesting features of this exposi- 
tion. It is an exhibition for the people. 

Basing the probable number that will attend it upon the precedents 
of the past, we may easily estimate that the exhibition on the part of 
the Government of the United States means that it will give twenty 
or thirty millions of people an opportunity to study the important col- 
lections made by the Government and exhibited there, which present 
objects of rare interest to the masses of the people. We simply, rep- 
resenting the city that may hold the exhibition, ask the Government 
of the United States to do her share in this great work and aid in this 
event. 

It is, it seems to me, a constitutional right from the precedents of 
the past. We see no reason why the Government of the United States 
should discriminate against any of her citizens. I see no justice in the 
Government of thesUnited States year after year appropriating the 
money of the people for foreign exhibitions and when the people in 
our midst, our own people, come up here and ask for aid that they 
may inaugurate an international exhibition, to have the Government 
decline to do so under the plea that it is an unconstitutional measure. 

I believe that the Government has a right to provide for ifs own ex- 
hibition, if it has not the right to go further, and I shall dwell more 
upon that when I shall argue the general proposition and the general 
features of the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me, do I understand 
from his general remarks that the only liability of the Government is 
for its own exhibit? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. For its own exhibit. Weask for 
an appropriation of a million and a half dollars under a commission, 
organized and controlled by the Government itself, in order that they 
may defray the expense of sending to the exhibition, wherever it may 
be held, the works of art, objects of curiosity, and instruction that be- 
long to the Government itself; and I will say, sir, in that connection, 
that the million and a half dollars is only to provide an adequate sum, 
beyond which there can he no reasonable prospect that the Government 
will be called to go; but if, in the judgment of the commission they 
have the power to create, they should decide that less than a million 
and a half dollars is adequate, if five hundred thousand dollars is all 
that is required to makethisexhibit what it should be in order that the 
American peopleshould havean exhibition of their own which is worthy 
of 60,000,000 people, no more will he expended. 

Mr. BLOUNT. . I would like for my friend to say what the million 
and a half dollars is for. How is it to be used? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It is to be used in the erection 
of buildings for their own exhibition, on their own part. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Then how muchisit estimated that the Government 
buildings will cost? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. That is left to the Government 
itself, The committee make no proposition as to what the buildings 
shall be or how much they shall cost. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then how do you get at the estimate that a million 
5 a half dollars will be the total cost? How do you determine upon 

t? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. In a general way we have made 
an estimate as to the total, and this places the amount at the outside. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I simply want an approximation. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. We gave that as an approxima- 
tion of the outside expense. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As to the buildings themselves? ~ 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. We thought wecould not gointo 
that. The buildings and the style of the buildings will be left to the 
commission to be appointed by the Government, which we believe will 
be qualified to do that when they enter upon their duty. 

Mr. FRANK. Section 22 covers that proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We have had some experience in this business of 
se ge exhibitions. Can yon tell what the cost has been hereto- 

‘ore? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. There was the Philadelphia ex- 
hibition, I do not know the cost of the buildings. but the Government 
was called upon for $1,600,000, but $1,500,000 was repaid to the Govern- 
ment. The cost of the buildings was a small proportion of that amount. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there a proposition requiring that to be repaid? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir. That is a contribu- 
tion of the Government to take care of its own exhibit, It does differ 
from Philadelphia in that regard. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It stands on a different footing. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I will say in explanation of it 
that we ask a million and a half that the Government may take care 
of its own exhibit. Believing that the Government recognizes the pa- 
triotic claims of the people in making an exhibit, we believe that we 
should provide room for it, and if it is material that the Government 
should make its own exhibit it can not do less than maintain it at its 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You do not make any provision for its return. 

Mr. MORSE. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I would rather that the gentle- 
man should make a statement in his own time. 

Section 21 provides for the Government exhibit and provides for the 

of selection, preparation, safe-keeping, ete, 

Section 22 makes an appropriation for the transportation, care, eus- 
tody, exhibition, and erection of suitable buildings, and the return of 
the articles belonging to the Government exhibit. 

Mr. Speaker, that ends the bill 6883. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there anything in this bill restricting this com- 
mission to the expenditure of a million and a half? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. That is the limit of the appro- 
priation. It is under the charge of the Government, and the Govern- 
ment has the right tosay whether they will expend a million and ahalf 
or half a million. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there anything to say that they are not to go be- 
yond a million and a half? : 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. They are under the control of 
the Government itself, and they could not go further than theamount 
appropriated. We have asked for what is deemed to be necessary. 

. BLOUNT. That is placed in the statute. Now, is there any- 
thing which provides that they shall not go beyond that? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. That is placed in the statute, 
and they would have no right to go any further. 

Mr. BLOUNT. They have in the past, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. That would be the established 
law and the Government could not go beyond the expenditure of the 
amount appropriated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It sometimes does it in cases of this kind where 

are surrounded with so much sentiment. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I would like tosay, Mr. Speaker, 
in regard to that suggestion that there is some ideality in the highest 
and best type of an American. Ido know that as an American. Ibe- 
lieve that the highest incentive to action in material things is indi- 
vidual interest, and I believe that the American people, from the high- 
est to the lowest, have something else in them than simply impulses of 
a material kind. 

I believe that there are few men who send their ships to whiten dis- 
tant seas, that there are few men who plan great enterprises, construct 

railroads across the continent, or who have delved into the depths 
of the earth to develop its mineral resources and wealth on a great 
scale but have the impulse as an impelling force, an undercurrent, that 
they would add to the greatness of the country by extending its in- 
fluence and its commerce everywhere. It should be the aim of the 
Government to develop every good quality, and in that way give an 
incentive to its people. I say that the merchant does that who extends 


his commerce and strives to surround himself with everything that 
would be a delight to himself and his family. [Applause. 

It is one of the glorious things that the widow’s son and the poor boy 
always and everywhere in this country may attain the most distin- 
guished position and the greatest wealth, and when the question is 
asked of me as a mercantile man, if we are governed by our individual 
interests in all that we do for our own advancement and the honor of 
the country, I deny it as an American citizen. [ Applause. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, in connection with the questions that have been 
suggested Iam wasting a great deal of valuable time and depriving 
the House of hearing more eloquent speeches from gentlemen who are 
to follow me. 

‘The second bill, No. 6834, is the bill that is adapted to the city of 
Washington. That bill differs from the others in the fact that Wash- 
ington is to be indorsed and the expense is to be sustained by bonds 
issaed by the District of Columbia. The other bill depends upon the 
money of the people. I shall not discuss the propositions of that bill, 
but will leave it to gentlemen who represent it. In place of a corpo- 
ration to transact the business, as in the case of the other cities, this 
bill for Washington provides for the appointment of a board to control 
and manage the business and disburse the money, and then appoint a 
commission to aid them in the management of the fair, to be made up 
of members from the different States and Territories, In the section 
of the bill which relates to the appropriation of money the proceeds of 
the $15,000,000 of bonds of the District of Columbia to bear interest 
at 3 per cent. are applied. 

The proceeds of the fair in the one case, in bill No. 6883, go to the 
stockholders who furnish the money for the exhibition; but in the bill 
No. 6884 the proceeds received from the tickets sold go to discharge 
the obligation incurred by the bonds to be issued by the District of 
Columbia. I need not say to gentlemen on this floor, as to thé bonds 
of the District, that whatever portion of them is not provided for by 
the receipts will have to be divided, as to the burden, between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and an assessment upon the property of 
the District. The bill seems equitable in that respect, because the 
Government owns and controls one-half the property and the citizens 
the other half. Thesame liberality, so far as the people are concerned, 
is shown in the bill No. 6884 as in the bill No. 6883. It is no purpose 
of the people to ask the support of the Government beyond what is fair 
and equitable for the Government to give, and the expenses of the fair 
will be paid by the people of the United States. 

But, now, Mr. Speaker, while I have spoken longer than I bad intend- 
ed, Imustdevote a few minutes as chairman of the committee to the gen- 
eral proposition in regard to this fair. It is supposed that, under the 
peculiar construction of the committee, the chairman is the only man 
upon it who is not open to conviction by argument and persuasion, and 
it is well that, as I stand for the fair first, the gentlemen representing 
the different cities should have an opportunity to argue in respect to 
their several cities and present their claims to the House. And when 
I appeal to the members of this House as the Representatives of the 
American people to vote for this bill, I make the appeal in answer to 
the call of millions all over the country, and not merely in answer to 
the call of our own people, because the attention of the world outside 
has been drawn to the importance of this proposed commemoration. 

I believe that in every phase of this question—whether we regard the 
inspiration to the patriotism of our people. whether we look at it as a 
grateful recognition of the services of one of the most important char- 
acters in history, whether we say that it is fitting after the lapse of four 
hundred years that this people should commemorate the discovery of 
America—in every phase of this question we must conclude that the 
fair should be held. If we believe, as I believe, that the discovery of 
the American continent led to results which have been of the greatest 
benefit to mankind at large, it seems fitting and appropriate that at the 
close of four hundred years we should call the attention of the world 
to that great event by such a celebration, and I believe the result can 
only be to inspire our people with greater patriotism and to lead them 
to a more perfect realization of the benefits of a free government. 

I believe that the people are warranted in holding this fair as a prec- 
edent for the future. But, sir, I wish to speak not merely of the sen- 
timental aspects of this matter, but also I desire to call attention to its 
advantages as a commercial proposition. It is natural, I may suggest, 
for a commercial man with the American spirit to look at the material 
advantages of this project, and it seems to me that tht invitation of the 
Government of the United States to the peopleof the world to visit our 
country, to study our institutions, and to comprehend our resources, is 
a wise thing from a commercial point of view. 

It comes in regular sequence for us to invite the people of the world 
to come here in 1892. We have had two congresses already, the Pan- 
American and the Maritime Con Now, let us utilize the ideas 
which leading men have put forth in those important conventions, and 
invite the masses of the people, the representatives of labor as well as 
of capital, the man who has an inyention, the man who wishes to im- 
prove his condition, invite them all to come here and see the resources 
of our country, the opportunities which it presents, and what this 
American people have achieved since 1622. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I advocate this fair for the reason that it will 
bring the nations of the world to visit America, And now, Jet me for 
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n moment dwell on the more distinctly financial aspect of the question. 
Will gentlemen recall the fact that the people of the United States 
spend each year in Europe from one hundred to two hundred millions 
of dollars? Will they remember that during the year of the French 
world’s fair 125,000 Americans spent some $200,000,000 in Europe? 

Now, asa business proposition, without os. sentiment, consider for 
a moment that a portion of that money, possi ap $100,000,000, will be 
kept at home. Consider further that we invite the nations ‘of the world, 
not one nation, but all, and if they bring, as they will bring, a hun- 
dred millions of dollars into the country it will give a great impetus to 
business, and will bean advantage toevery man in this country, what- 
ever may be his station. 

But that is not all. It is not simply the money that will be brought 
in by the traveling public; it is the fact that it will show what we pro- 
duceand what we have. And itis not possible that there should be any 
different result from that which followed the Centennial of 1876, Al- 

though that was limited atthe start by doubts and fears, still 10,000,000 
of people were gathered at that fair. General Walker, president of the 
Technological Institute of Boston, a conservative, thoughtfal, and studi- 
ous man, gives us his opinion that in thirteen years the Philadelphia ex- 
hibition repaid for its cost a handred-fold. And remembering that this 
fair is to be dignified by the recognition of the Government, with invi- 
tations to the nations of the world, an invitation which every civilized 
nation will be glad to recognize, and with an increase of population from 
1876 to 1892 of 50 per cent., with an increase of wealth, with develop- 
ment on every side, estimate for a moment the difference in return that 
we are warranted in anticipating. 

And, Mr. Speaker, while I hurry on, I wish to say that in this com- 
mercial view of the question the interest is not confined to one section 
of the country. It is refreshing to stand up here and speak as an 
American withont any of the embarrassments or shackles of partisan- 
ship or party. This exhibition is of as much interest to the South, 
though they may vote against it, asit is tothe North, The manufact- 
urers will send to this exhibition the best products of the loom and the 
forge; and from every section of the North the world will see an exhibi- 
tion which will not only attract attention, but which will astound the 
beholders upon its merits. And I know of no section of this country 
that has greater reguirement for capital and enterprise than the South- 
ern portion. 

They have a wealth that can not be estimated. They have done lit- 
tle comparatively to develop it. They have more interest than the 
North has in bringing to the notice of the intelligent world their 
resources and inviting capital for their development. Mr. & r, it 
seems to me that when this World’s Fair Committee ap to this 
House for the anthorization of a fair it does so in the name not only of 
the rich manufacturing world butin behalf of every man who toils from 
the rising to the setting of the sun. I beleve that the moment intel- 
ligence goes from this House that the United States of America are to 
have a world’s fair in 1892 the inventive genius of this country will be 
invoked so that not a single manufacturer in the land, no man who has 
anything that he has faith in, will permit himself to be shut out from 
being present at this exhibition with the objects of his production. And 
T believe that the capital which will be brought in here will give to 
trade an impetus of which the benefit will not be lost in years. 

I speak on this question with conviction. I respect the different 
views of other men, but I should not be true to myself and to my ex- 
perience in life if I did not try with my best ability to impress upon 
this House the importance of carrying out this proposition. I would 
call the attention of the Southern States and the rest of the country to 
the importance of our commercial development. We are trying to re- 
alize the prediction which was made before 1830, when De Tocqueville, 
in his Democrary in America, announced to the world that the South 
American states were the legitimate customers of the United States of 
America, 

He said it was only a question whether the merchants and manu- 
facturers of the United States had the enterprise to command their own. 
And it seems to me that we have begun that work, that this world’s 
fair will be the climax. and that the result will not only be that lines 
of steamers will be encouraged from the North, but the lines that have 
already commenced to run from the extreme portion of the South will 
be extended farther than Cuba, to the South American states, the 
islands of the Caribbean Sea, and the Mexican Gulf. 

It is not in accord with the enterprise of to-day that the mails which 
go from the South American states should go by the West India mail 
steam-ships via St. Thomas to Europe. They should land in Florida or 
on the Gulf coast, and go through the United States by quick dispatch, 
perhaps to the boundary line of Nova Scotia, and from there to Europe. 

There never was so favorable a time for the American people to fol- 
low up the work of development as to-day. If we hold this national 
and international exhibition the next four years will enable the steam- 
ship lines that have commenced this development tosostrengthen them- 
selves by the receipts from passengers and merchandise as to bridge over 
the dull times which always come to new organizatons in the inaugura- 
tio» of theirenterprises, 

But, Mr. Speaker, if I continue these remarks I am afraid I shall 
have no time to give away to my friends. I will say only one thing 
more, I believe in the importanceof this exhibition, that the celebra- 


tion isa recognition of Christopher Columbus and his life, and 
that it will the people with increased patriotism; that it will 
benefit the world and bind all nations more closely together. I be- 
lieve, too, if is well for us to remember, what the history of the past 
twenty-five years should impress upon us: the importance of the Ameri- 
can people being brought closer together. 

I believe that such an exhibition as this will bind more closely the 
North and the South. We know from the friendships that are cemented 
on this floor that whatever our differences of political opinion they do 
not change or check the relations between individuals. If the North 
and the South, with a common patriotic spirit, will meet together in 
carrying out this enterprise, we shall find that the results will be bene- 
ficial, not to asection, but to the entire country, from ocean toocean and 
from sea to gulf. 

Mr. Speaker, it is natural for the Representatives of the old thirteen 
States to refer to the sufferings and the sacrifices connected with the 
history of their different Commonwealths. We know that the record 
of the founders of this Government, their sufferings and sacrifices, isa 
heritage which belongs especially to no State. The history of the 
“old thirteen” belongs as much to the new States as to the old. But 
sometimes the Representatives of the old States feel that it is their 
duty to repeat again and again the story of the past. I know of no 
State that is more tenacious in keeping alive the watch-fires on the old 
altars than the little State which I have the honor to represent in part; 
and I believe it is well when we enter into any new project to recall 
the sacrifices and the faith of the fathers as an inspiration. 

As I studied this bill and now as I advocate its passage, the amount 
of money involved and all that the Government is called upon to do 
seem meager and insignificant in my estimation. I can not but turn 
back the pages of history and bring up the condition of my own State 
at the close of the Revolutionary war one hundred years ago. It is 
well for us to do this. It is well forus to reaffirm the articles of faith 
that inspired the fathers. When the Revolutionary war was brought 
to a close in 1783, when the battles were over and the roll was called, 
the little State of Massachusetts found that the flower of her yonth had 
been decimated. 

Tn one single town of Massachusetts, represented by my friend from 
Essex, there were more than 400 handred widows and more than 700 
fatherless children in a population of only 7,800. That little town had 
sent into the Revolutionary war an entire regiment, from the colonel 
down. And a further fact—not so bad as what I have just stated, but 
very disheartening—was found to exist: the State was loaded witha 
burden of debt that would discourage, it seems to me, most modern 


men. 

The State of Massachusetts when the war closed in 1783 owed more 
than her entire yaluation, real and personal, by assessment. The debt 
was over five millions of State debt with accrued interest, and over five 
millions her proportion of the national debt with accrued interest. 
She had no banks, no steam-ships, no railroads, She had a sterile soil, 
but brave hearts aud true, and they faced the unmeasured way before 
them with courage and honor. They paid the’ debt in fifty years and 
with the enterprise that deserves the admiration and should be an ex- 
ample and precept to us all. [Applause.] When the second straggle 
for the life of the nation occurred, the State of Massachusetts with an 
assessed valuation of $11,000,000 in 1783 had grown to a thousand mill- 
ions in 1885. 

And, Mr, Speaker, it was the result of conrage and enterprise and 
of faith in the institutions of the American people. They believe in 
liberty and law, and knew if they were trne to themselves they. 
would reap a rich harvest for their own generation and those who 
would come after them. And my last and closing words are these: I 
trust, without any other desire than the true interest of the country, 

ting differences of opinion which exist here, that this Congress, 
the Fiſty-first, will be true to the past history of the country and set 
an example of patriotism and enterprise for the members of the Con- 
gress of the United States a hundred years hence to contemplate and 
to follow. [Great applause. ] 

Mr, FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, in 1492 Christopher Columbus re- 
vealed to mankind a new world and awakened from the repose of cen- 
turies a mighty continent, where the germ of a new civilization has 
guickened to the pulse-beat of a powerful nation. It is appropriate, 
therefore, that we, the people of the United States, should celebrate in 
1892 the anniversary of this, the greatest maritime event in the history 
of the world. 

The subject has arisen to the dignity of a world’s fair, and its im- 
portance to us as a people can not be overestimated, for the benefits to 
accrue from such an exposition will be felt over the length and breadth 
of the land in the higher estimation abroad of our country and its 
institutions from personal inspection, in the increased activity in busi- 
ness circles from the impetus which competition will give, in the en- 
largementand elevation of ideas which spring from familiar intercourse 
with many peoples. 

It is u 8 now in which of the great and growing centers of pop- 
ulation-ef our country this commemorative celebration shall take place. 
Iam for New York because I believe the selection of New York means 
the greatest possible success in this undertaking and because of her 
great advantages; and our proposition sets forth a well digested pian 
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for pea operation, which will not, as a visionary scheme, sprung 
upina night, fall to pieces upon the test of demonstration, for it is 
founded upon principles of business, 5 men of business. 

If the Congress of the United States; in its wisdom, will bestow upon 
the city of New York the. location of the world’s fair, we will assume 
the responsibility to finance it and make it a success. New York has 
more than $5,000,000 already subscribed for this purpose by her citizens, 
which is intended merely as a guaranty fand, a preliminary step, while 
the city of New York is ready to contribute $10,000,000 more, making 
$15,000,000 in all; and we will not ask Congress for one dollar in money 
for this enterprise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a question? 

Mr. FLOWER. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the city of New York contemplate providing a 
public building? 

Mr. FLOWER. It is ready to make such Government exhibit as 

is ready to pay for. If you want any exhibit you can say so, 
and if you do want one you can make the amount what you choose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What I wish to know is, so far as the Government 
expense goes, whether there is any difference between New York and 
any other city. 

Mr. FLOWER. We propose to havea fifteen-million fair, while the 
bill provides only for five millions. I hope the gentleman will not in- 
terrupt me, but will listen to my remarks, and he will find just exactly 
what it is we do propose, and I hope it will meet with his approval and 
support. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iwill answer the gentleman from Georgia when my 
time comes. 

Mr. FLOWER. The New York fair committee has obtained an op- 
tion for the use of lands just above Central Park that are commodious 
and have an inviting physical aspect. They form a grand plateau, be- 
ing nearly a hundred feet above the ocean, with a commanding view of 
the North and East Rivers and Long Island Sound, and where the ele- 
vation and winds fresh from the waters moderate the heat of summer. 

The site is already supplied with sewers, gas, and Croton water, and 
its surface crossed by macadamized boulevards, at a cost of a million 
and a half of dollars. It is accessible at Eighty-sixth, Ninety-second, 
One hundred and tenth, and One hundred and twenty-fifth streets by 
ferry-boats from Jersey City and Hoboken. The New York Central and 
Harlem and New Haven Railroads have depots at One hundred and 
tenth street. The Elevated and the New York and Northern Railroads 
pass through it, and the lines of horse-carson Manhattan Island center 
init. We can move by railroad and boats 60,000 people an hour, each 
way, to and from this site.. Eight hundred thousand people live within 
walking distance of it; and a circle, with a radius of 5 miles from its 
center, would include 3,000,000 people. 

This site is ready for usenow. Itcontains 309 acres, while the Paris 
exposition contains only 250 acres. To make any other one available 
for the protection of health by proper sewerage and the introduction 
of gas and water will consumeat least one year’s time in the mere pre- 
liminary work of preparing the ground; while ours is ready for the 
architects to begin the superstructures the moment that Congress, in 
its wisdom, sees fit to designate New York as the city for the fair. 

Mr. Speaker, has any other city met this question of site and solved 
it? No, sir! Others have only attempted the financial problem and 
will ask usfora large appropriation. In Chicago, in St. Lonis, in 
Washington, this problem of site is still in the clouds. We, in New 
York, have passed that point. 

Time is pressing upon us. All must admit that very little time is 
left in which to prepare for this fair. To reach the present preliminary 
preparation of a site, as we have prepared ours, took Philadelphia one 
year in time and cost a million and a half dollars, and it will take Chi- 
cago, St. Lonis, or Washington much time and cost any one of them 
much money. Ifthecountry is to have a fair no opportunity for failure 
to prepare a proper site should be allowed to endanger its success, and 
the only proper site fully prepared is in the city of New York. 

‘The capacity of New York City for entertaining visitors may be shown 
by the following table, prepared by the New York Hotel Association: 

In “rec pao 1888 the board of excise of New York City granted licenses to 


180 hotels, accommodating 250 persons each. 45, 000 
50 hotels, accommodating 150 persons each.. 7,500 
50 hotels, accommodating 75 persons each... 3. 750 
With cots in la d parl hich can be put in use, 50 2 81 
cots in largo rooms and parlors, w can be pii use, r 
cent. of this can be added.. .. , ssssssssccnsssesessscsssesaneyesianonen e 23 125 
81.375 
Annex rooms outside of hotels will furnish 50 per cent. of this . 12, 187 
Boarding-houses can easily care for. . . . annsa « 175,000 
ROS TIN RUUD E occas tag TIT E A NEEE TANAB ORA „000 
will stop daily with friends. 
Brooklyn, Jersey City, watering places near New York, and cities and 
towns within one hour’s ride, can furnish comfortable quarters for 
% AAA op bavenin edn casehsadgncnceauan EE EOT IE „000 
1.001, 562 


Which would enable New York to take care of over 1,000,000 daily 
visitors to the world’s fair. 
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From this it will be seen that New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City 
have now the accommodations to take care of the fair and the 
who will come to it, and that, too, without creating an artificial boom on 
property. This is an important consideration. When the fair is over 
and the people have dispersed to their homes, New Vork would not go 
backward, because to fulfill these promises would be, to her, no great 
exertion. But my firm belief is that any smaller city than New York, 
bearing the responsibility of this fair, would not recover from the set- 
back it would receive after the fair was over in ten years’ time. 

New York is the half-way station between the greater part of this 
country and the world, through which come and go nearly 70 per cent. 
of ourexportsandimports. Her commercial position, therefore, would 
give the United States, through this fair, an impetus it could receive 
from no other city. 

The American manufacturer and agriculturist will have a greater 
incentive to exhibit his wares and products in New York City than he 
would in any other, by reason of the fact that he will have a larger 
local assemblage to be instructed and benefited; and by reason of the 
farther fact that his goods will be thrown into comparison with like 
wares and products in the great commercial exchange of the continent. 
The benefit of representation in New York is attested by the number 
of outside interests which have already availed themselves of it. 

This exposition may have galleries adorned with the art of the world, 
stately edifices filled with the products of the soil and of the sea, halls 
rumbling with machinery converting raw material into the manufact- 
ured article; but, without certain special features, it will in a short 
time lack in interest and become monotonous. The site proposed 
in New York faces and fronts on North River, There, in 60 feet of 
water, any ship can maneuver with safety; and, it is proposed as a 
special feature of this fair, to give in front of the fair grounds where 
thousands of people can behold it a naval pageant, where the vessels 
from Spain and Italy and from every country in the world can be dis- 
played—such a pageant as has never before been witnessed in this coun- 
try. The naval armaments of the great powers of Europe will be ma- 
neuvered; and not the least source of pride to Americans will be the 
sight of our own infant Navy in competition with them. An exposi- 
tion celebrating the greatest naval event of the world would not be 
complete without this naval pageant. f 

Much of the interest in the late exposition in Paris was in sights 
without the exposition grounds. In this, New York, with her magnifi- 
cent collections in museums and galleries of art, with her places of 
amusement, with her Brooklyn bridge spanning the East River, with 
her towering Goddess of Liberty keeping watch at the gates of the city, 
with her Central Park, one of the largest and finest pleasure-grounds 
in the world and the final resting-place of Cleopatra's Needle, can sat- 
isfy the most exacting, and her superiority must here be conceded. Then, 
again, with this fair held in New York, the many points of interest and 
local attractions in surrounding cities would be easily accessible to for- 
cign visitors. Two hours’ ride will take them to Philadelphia, where, 
in Independence Hall, still hangs the old bell that tolled the death- 
knell of tyranny and hailed the birth of liberty on these American 
shores. Three hours more will take them to Washington, where, in 
an inspection of the Capitol and other public buildings, in a personal 
examination of the workings of a Republican form of government, in 
receptions by the American representatives of their own home govern- 
ments, more interest will be taken than in any city, except New York, 
And not far beyond lies the historic field of Yorktown. In the other 
direction lies Boston, with its culture, its museums of art, and its Bun- 
ker Hill. Nor should we forget Niagara, whose rush of mighty waters 
every foreigner will want to see. Nor the proximity of such summer 
resorts as the Thousand Islands of the St. Lawrence, Newport, Sara- 
toga, Long Branch, and Coney Island. And from New York it is but 
one day’s ride to that great and thriving city of Chicago, on the shore of 
Lake Michigan, and to that hospitable and beautiful city of St. Louis, 
on the bank of the Mississippi. 

As this is to be an international exhibition, largely dependent for its 
success upon the acceptance by foreign nations of the invitation to par- 
ticipate in it, it behooves us to use due care in affording foreign exhib- 
itors such facilities as may bring within the reach of all the opportunity 
to take part in it without subjecting them to unnecessary expense, de- 
lay, and liability of damage to their exhibits. Chicago and St. Louis 
must both concede that for foreign nations to reach their cities they 
must first ship by water, unload (in New York, if you please), reload, 
ship in freight cars (liable to blockade and wreck) over 900 miles in- 
land, and unload again before exhibits reach their destination, and when 
the fair is over their exhibits must again be loaded, unloaded, and re- 
loaded in order to be returned to the countries whence they came. 
Washington can boast no less labor in handling. New York can claim 
that vessels arriving from any country in the world can land their car- 
goes within the docks of the exposition grounds without breaking bulk. 
In considering this question alone in the matter of location, shall we 
consult our own interests as one against those of fifty or sixty foreign 
nations, many of whom, perchance from disregard of this very circum- 
stance, may be deterred Ron joining us in this undertaking? 

It has been said that the center of population in this country is nearer 
Chicago than New York. From distant boundaries this may be true. 
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But the Centennial at Philadelphia and the expositions at London, 
Vienna, and Paris prove conclusively that the greatest number of 

ple who availed themselves of the benefits of those international f 
were those from neighboring States within a few hundred miles, from 
which they came en masse. Let us profit, then, by the lessons from 
these expositions, and locate this fair in the midst of our densest popu- 
lation. As shown by the last census, the population within a circle 
having a radius of 300 miles from Chicago was 46 to the square mile, 
while that of a like circle abont New York showed 100 to the square 
mile, and these figures have not been materially disturbed in the last 
decade. As I have said, this fair must depend largely for its support, 
if it is to be made a self-sustaining enterprise, upon the patronage of 
the people in its immediate neighborhood, and in New York they would 
come two to one as against Chicago or any other city. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, with a guaranty on the part of New York 
for the pecuniary success of the fair, with its dense population, its 
many points of interest, its attractiveness to foreign visitors, its com- 
modious harbor to receive foreign goods, its ample accommodations to 
provide for the comfort of a million daily visitors, and with a beautiful 
site in the hands of the committee already improved to the extent of a 
million and a half of dollars, we claim that New York is better pre- 

for this fair to-day than any other city that asks it at your hands; 
in fact is the only city prepared to undertake the enterprise, complete 
the buildings by May 1, 1892, and close the fair by November 1, 1892, 
and therefore is the only place where the fair can be held in that year, 
where politics will be debarred, for we will finish the buildings two 
= before a President is nominated and close the fair before the 
election. 

Are you prepared, gentlemen, to vote from the public Treasury five 
or ten millions of dollars for Chicago, or St. Louis, or Washington, to 
locate the fair in any one of those cities when you can locate itin New 
York without any appropriation except for your own exhibits? And 
as this fair is designed to commemorate the triumph of the greatest 
navigator of the world, would you have it celebrated in any other than 
the greatest maritime city in the western world, and which lies on the 
Atlantic Ocean, the scene of his exploits? 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to the time when all the Territories will 
be happy, populous, and prosperous States, when population will be as 
dense in the West as it now is in the East. Then, when this hope is 
realized, may Chicago, or St. Lonis, or some other great city yet to be 
named be the recipient of the vote of Congress for the world’s fair in 
the fifth centennial of the discovery of America. 

Westward the course of empire takes its way; 
The four first acts already past, 

A fifth shall close the drama with the day; 
Time’s noblest offspring is the last. 

But for this time, by your suffrages, New York will hold it; and if 
we do hold it we will carry it through without the expenditure of one 
dollar by the General Government. 

The advantages of New York we have shown at their own intrinsic 
value. We offer New York for just what it is. We do not wish to de- 
tract from Chicago or St. Louis or any other western city, for we know 
that the growth and prosperity of any part—North, South, East, or 
West—of this great American Republic of ours adds to the material 
wealth, to the glory and the grandeur of the Union. [Great applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MASON in the chair). To whom 
does the gentleman from New York yield the floor? 

Mr. FLOWER. I desire to yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Moore}; but hefore doing so I wish to call the 
attention of the House to a telegram just received, which bears with 
considerable importance upon this question. Here is a telegram an- 
N that Governor Hill has just signed the world’s fair bill. [Ap- 

use. ; 
a ] ALBANY, N. Y., February 20, 1890. 
The world’s fair bill became a law at 12.59 p. m. to-day, with the governor's 


signature. 
T. 8. WILLIAMS, Private Secretary. 
Hon. ROSWELL P. FIOWER, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, when the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FLOWER] asked me to use a few moments 
in presenting the cause of New York on this occasion, I confess that at 
first it seemed hardly necessary. New York and New England are 
neighbors. For three centuries they have stood side by side in solv- 
ing the problem of civilization on this continent that the genius of 
Columbus unveiled. How well they have done their part the world 
knows. From the handful of settlers led by Miles Standish at Ply- 
mouth and Petrus Stuyvesant on the Hudson, they have grown to 
10,000,000; from poor and weak colonial dependencies they have risen 
to seven well ordered, prosperous, and enlightened States. Though 
rivals in the great fields of commerce and manufactures, that rivalry 
has never disturbed the ancient amity of these Commonwealths, and 
to-day New England is as proud of the splendid progress of New York 
as New York is proud of the noble prestige of New England. 

It has seemed to me that the neighborly feeling alone would incline 
New England as a unit to New York. In fact, New England will have 
all the advantages of the fair without any of its inconveniences. So 
will Pennsylvania and Ohio. So, in fact, will the whole country. 
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While New York will assume and carry the burden, there is no region 
so remote but will escape the toil and trouble involved in such an en- 
terprise. To the artisans of New York and New England, comprising 
one million strong, double the number that can be gathered at any 
other point, this exhibition will offer its highest advantages. 

The artisans of the South and West, in meeting the artisans of the 
East and Europe in New York, will carry away hints and ideas that 
will be of incalculable value in their new industrial fields, To the two 
million sons and daughtersof New York and New England now scattered 
through all the other States, especially in the States of which Chicago 
and St. Louis are natural centers, the appeal of New York comes with 
touching force. Itis the thanksgiving summons that invites these mill- 
ions back to the feasts and joys of the old homestead. In that visita- 
tion New England will be one with New York in the warmth of her 
welcome and the generosity of her hospitality. 

Next to London, New York is the most important commercial and 
financial city in the world. It is one of the greatest manufacturing 
cities, also. It has all the resources to make a world’s fair a success. 
Confident in its strength it stands ready to take the whole burden of 
the enterprise. It neither asks nor desires Congress to assume it. 
This is a very important consideration. With the increased demands 
on the National Treasury, of which we have already been forewarned 
by the distinguished chairman of the Committee of Appropriations, 
there are grave objections to imposing on the National Government the 
financial liability of a great world’s fair, surpassing any similar enter- 
prise in our history. Fortunately New York, with a superb courage 
and vast resources, stands ready and eager to relieve the Government of 
this liability and give to the New World and to the Old an exhibition 
worthy of the transcendent event which it will commemorate. 

While insuring the financial success of the fair, New York willinsure 
a more important featurestill. The participation of the European gov- 
ernments in this exhibition is nomore necessary than the participation 
of the people of Europe. If we are not to profit by a comparison of 
our products with theirs the exhibition will fail of its most valuable 
object. To secure this advantage the fair must be held in the commer- 
cial capital of the country, and that commercial capital is New York. _ 
It can not be a thousand miles from the seaboard, nor where there is 
no commere except the commerce of patronage. 

It would be a strange, a mistaken anomaly to hold a world's fair com- 
memorating the discovery of America elsewhere than at the seat of the 
mighty events that have transpired on this continent in four hundred 
years. Here on the Atlantic coast have been the birth-place of those 
ideas and the scene of those achievements which constitute the full 
flower of our American civilization. Here is the place and New York 
is the city to display that flower to the world. 

Mr. FLOWER. I now yield the floor to my colleague, Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, let me first acknowledge the courtesy 
of my distinguished colleague [Mr. FLOWER], in whose time I am per- 
mitted to speak upon this subject. For the purposes of this discussion, 
Ishall assume that there is patriotism enough in the American Con- 
gress—enough of the true American spirit among the members of this 
body to insure the passage of some sort of an exposition bill. It would 
be improper for me and distasteful to me as well to criticise the motive 
or the action of any gentleman upon this floor who proposes to vote 
against the passage of a world’s fair measure as an abstract proposition. 

I simply know, and I make the declaration boldly, that the great 
heart of our common country, the patriotism of our whole people, would 
unqualifiedly condemn adverse action in this regard. 

Ont of the many potential reasons why the contemplated exposition 
should be held in imperial New York, I desire, in the brief tifne ac- 
corded me, to emphasize and italicize a proposition founded upon a term 
just interjected into this discussion by my esteemed friend from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Blount]. He has somewhat slightingly alluded to the“ sen- 
timent' connected with the proposed exposition. It occurs to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is not and has not been sufficient consideration given 
to the element of sentiment involved in the proposition under discus- 
sion. 

In the midst of the excitement of the friendly contest for the site of 
the forthcoming exhibition, we have thought most, it seems to me, of 
celebrating the mere discovery and too little of honoring the memory of 
the discoverer of America. We can nat appreciate now the conditions 
that existed four hundred years ago. Superstition and tradition had 
peopled the trackless, unknown ocean with more than mortal terrors. 
As an instance merely of the truth of this assertion, historians tell us 
that the early eastern geographers, forbidden by the Koran to repro- 
duce living things in their illustrations, depicted the dreaded ocean by a 
figure representing a black, crooked hand—that of Satan—arising from 
the waters, ready to drag down into the yawning gults the sailor hardy 
enough to voyage upon the unknown seas! What wonder, with teach- 
ings such as this, that these superstitions were credited very largely by 
even more than the common people four hundred years ago? And it 
was against these theories—these conditions—that the clear-thinking, 
defiant navigator contended for weary months and wearier years. 

There is not in history any wherea more romantic and stirring recital of 
human endeavor against adverse circumstance than is presented in the 
life-story of the explorer whose vast discovery we are soon to celebrates 
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The vision of this far-off land was to him something more than a dream, 
its actual, physical existence more than a conjecture. In the sublimity 
of his faith the scorn of his contemporaries and the abject fears of his 
associates were alike di his appeal first to the sen- 


disregarded, Making 
ate of his native Genoa, anxious that his own land should reap the’ 


benefit of his discoveries, his only reward was refusal. At Venice the 
same fate awaited his offer. A like proposition made to the court of 
Portugal met with the same discouraging rejection. Still, with allthe 
fervor of the devotee, he cherished and held fast to the faith that was 
within him. Not in his own land, but at the court of Spain were his 
theories first entertained, and it was the generous heart of woman that 
first encouraged his daring enterprise. When, in the crowded halls of 
the forthcoming exposition, the boundless prosperity of the American 
people shall be made manifest, let American manhood and American 
womanhood alike pay tribute to the memory of the Spanish Isabella 
whose belief and whose bounty made this discovery possible! 

The Wizard of the Ocean, whose grand achievement this fair is in- 
tended to commemorate, this man of stainless character and of daunt- 
less courage, of profoundest thought and of sublimest faith, was, by 
study, by association, and by the hardest of practical experience, a sea- 
man. He was essentially the captive and the victim of those twin 

ailers of the human heart, obscure birth and iron fortune.”’ 
is home in his earliest youth, he arose from an almost menial position 
on shipboard to become an admiral of the Spanish navy. 

All his thought, all his energies, all his life, were given to the search 
for the unknown western lands which faith told him were awaiting dis- 
-covery across the trackless ocean. 

I challenge all history to produce any figure so grand in all its pro- 
portions as the personality of him who, patient yet zealous, meeting 
defeat with sublime courage and success with sublimer self-abnega- 
tion, finally planted the sacred cross of the mother church upon the 
shores of an unknown western world. [Applause.] 

He was essentially a sailor, the first sailor of his time, the most re- 
nowned mariner the world has ever known. And now, to italicize, if 
I can, a proposition based upon what seems to me to be proper sen- 
timent: An event intended to commemorate this sailor's discovery 
of America would be incomplete without a naval parade. It would 
be incomplete without the presence here of representatives of the navy 
of the country which gave thegreat explorer birth. Italy has to-day one 
of the best equipped navies inthe world. She has eighty-six armored 
vessels (more than double the number in the American Navy), in- 
cluding two of the largest war-ships yet built, besides over one hundred 
other war vessels, with a tonnage of nearly 283,000, and a force of 12,000, 
officers and men, and a reserve force of fully 34,000, Spain, too, has a 
navy more than double the size of our own. It would nof be an ap- 
propriate anniversary of the grand discovery if both the Italian and 
Spanish navies were not properly represented in our waters. 

Chicago could offer perhaps many and varied attractions; St. Louis, 
with its warm-hearted hospitality, would do the best it could; Wash- 
ington would welcome our trans-Atlantic guests with kindliest greet- 
ings; but not Chicago nor St. Louis nor the Federal Capital could receive 
one single vessel of the navy of the country of the great explorer's 
birth or of the land of his adoption. 

The broad bosom of New York Bay would take to itself the incom- 
ing ocean steamers, bearing thousands upon thousands of trans-Atlantic 
pilgrims to the shrine of our commercial and manufacturing industries, 
and would disembark them at the very door of the temple. 

More than this, riding at anchor within gun-shot of the exposition 
would be, or should be, the warships of Italy, the land of the explorer’s 
birth, and of Spain, the land of his adoption. 

The bay and the East and North Rivers would be the avenues over 
which the grandest naval pageant of the world should be exhibited. 
The crowded shores of Manhattan Island, of Jersey, of Long Island, 
would salute the combined flags of Spain and Italy and of free and 
prosperous America as they floated from the mast-heads of their repre- 
sentative vessels. It is conceded that this proposed naval exhibition 
can be held nowhere else of all the localities to be voted for except in 
and around imperial New York. 

This is to be not a national but an international fair. Suggest to a 
citizen of the Old World the name America, and the other name—New 
York—at once comes before his mind. It is to New York he desires to 
go and it is New York hedesires to see. He does not want to go to any 
of these comparatively distant places—and the average foreigner has a 
horror of distances—atter a voyage of 3,000 miles of ocean, 

And New York, even in its normal condition, is a world's fair in 
itself. With iis resident population of 1,700,000 it is the most cosmo- 
politan of American cities. It has heen estimated that it contains as 
many Germans as Berlin, as many Jews as Palestine, more Irishmen 
than Ireland's capital, and more Italians than the discoverer's native 
city of Genoa. 

ked at from every point of view it is and will be, especially dur- 
ing the seasons of the year to be covered by the exposition, the most 
attractive of all the American cities. Its very location and surround- 
ings make it so. It is an island companioned by islands. Its capacity 
to accommodate and care for unlimited numbers of visitors has been 
tested over and over again, and there has always been room and wel- 
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come for more. The noble structure spanning the East River makes 
its sister city of Brooklyn, for the purposes contemplated here, a part 
of this grand municipality; and no city this wide world over is more 
hospitable to strangers than this, the third city of the Union, so well 
represented here by my colleagues, Messrs. CAMPBELL, and WALLACE, 
and CLANCY, and MAGNER. In less than five minutes the tourist may 
be carried from New York to the western shore of Long Island, and 
thence by rail to dozens of us Villages and charming sea-side 
resorts, all within easy reach of the great city and all combining 
beauty and healthfulness. A short but most magnificent sail will take 
the stranger from New York to Staten Island, an emerald set in the 
sapphire waters; and this attractive spot, with the whole of eastern 
Jersey and the whole of Long Island, from the East River to Montauk 
Point, may, for the purposes of this exhibition, be regarded as parts 
of the great metropolis. 

Gearing in mind that this is to be an international exposition, one of 
its principal objects should be the education, through its means, of 
our manufacturers and artisans and agriculturists in the lines of their 
respective vocations. And if we can instruct the foreign mannfacturer 
oragriculturist in his especial work by an exhibit of our own skill, that 
instruction, in the spirit of international amity, should be freely 


ven. 

New York is the greatest manufacturing State in the Union, and one 
of the most important when looked at from an agricultural standpoint. 
Where else could an industrial exposition more properly be held than 
in the very heart and center of industrial enterprises ? 

I have not the time, Mr. Speaker, to enlarge upon this branch of the 

subject. It has been estimated that New York can be reached in twenty 
hours from their homes by over twenty millions of people. Everybody 
in the United States desiring to go anywhere upon a holiday visit would 
prefer to go to New York rather than to any other city in the Union. 
It has been demonstrated that the comfort and convenience of our pros- 
pective guests from across the ocean would be best subserved by the 
holding of the exposition in New York. The application of the old 
and true maxim, the greatest good to the greatest number,“ leaves 
no other choice to the American Congress than to establish New York 
as the site for the fair. 
The city has provided a guaranty fund of $5,000,000 to place the 
exposition upon an assured basis. The State has appropriated $10,- 
000,000 for the erection of the necessary buildings. A commission has 
been selected to govern and control this appropriation, constituted of 
one hundred and three gentlemen known and esteemed in the business 
and social world of the State—men of stainless character and of spot- 
less honor. 

Should the fair be held elsewhere it is possible, though I admit not 
robable, that party policy might control the management of the ex- 
ibition. To the eternal glory of the Empire State be it said that the 

patriotism of her people, rising above party, has earried this movement 
out of the slough of polities and has made the prospective management 
of the fair absolutely non-partisan. 

Let me put this proposition to the members of this Congress, to men 
who are leal and loyal to the land they serve, who desire at this juncture, 
without local prejudice, to serve the best interests of their common coun- 
try: Would not the visitor from abroad get his best impressions of the 
greatness of this land of ours and the vastness of its resources from a 
close examination of the city of New York rather than from a like in- 
spection of any other American city? Again, let me say that this is 
to be pre-eminently an. international affair. We are to be on exhibi- 
tion as a land, as a nation, before the eyes of the civilized world. 

Let us drop mere local pride. Let us suppress mere local feeling. 
As denizens of no one of the magnificent cities within our vast domain, 
but as representatives of the whole American people, sincerely desirous 
to do what is best and wisest for the welfare of our whole country, let 
us locate this fair in the city of which every American is justly proud, 
in the chief city of the land. . 

Mr. Speaker, as for the next one hundred years there will be perhaps 
but one international celebration of the discovery of America, so there 
is but one center at which the exposition can be held to attain the full- 
est measure of success, and that one center is the imperial city of New 
York, the grand metropolis of that western world which the great ex- 
plorer 1 four hundred years ago! [Loud and continuous ap- 

lause. 
5 Mr. FLOWER. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CuamINGs]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, in the five minutes vouchsafed to 
me, I trust that I shall address the House without bias and without 
prejudice. 

‘The proposed world’s fair is to commemorate the greatest event since 
the birth of our Savior. > 

Considered as an event in the world’s great drama, it enlarged the 
8 . Shifted the scenery, extended the view, multiplied the actors, 
amplified their rôles, and affected in an almost miraculous degree polit- 
ical, material, and social relations. 

The ition ought to be proportionate to the greatness of the event 
which it is to commemorate, 

It should be held in a city of a magnitude commensurate with the 


a a pee ee 8 yee eee ENAT Se ee E VE ee ee 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5 A 4 7 - Âj * r . + 
is a 22 7 ` E 


1559 


greatness of the undertaking. The selection of a site is of vital im- 
portance. Upon it depends the success of the fair itself. 

Founded upon a sound financial basis, the judicious selection of a 
site ought to return us the greatest and most successful exhibition ever 
held upon this continent if not upon the face of the globe. In this 
selection the nations of the world are to be considered, and not the 
American people alone. ‘The fairis to be international, and not merely 
national. It is to be a world’s fair, and not an American fair alone. 

The discovery of America gave a new birth to commerce, It devel- 
oped a mighty commercial center, destined to be the most important 
upon the earth, Commerce is the soul of civilization. Without it 
there can be no fair worthy of the name. This proposed fair can not 
be a world’s fair unless it is held at the greaf commercial center of the 
New Continent, No one will deny that New York is this center. 

Furthermore, to be overwhelmingly successful the fair must be held 
in the city most easy of access to the nations of the world. New York 
is this city. It is its situation and its accessibility that have made it 
the commercial center of the continent. There is no other city equally 
as accessible, The fair is thus not a necessity for New York, but New 
York is a necessity for the fair. Itis not only the commercial center 
of the New World, but it is its literary, artistic, financial and manu- 
facturing metropolis. Indeed, it is a world’s fair itself. It has at- 
tractions lar superior to those of all other American cities. To specify 
no further, its Bartholdi statne surpasses the Colossus of Rhodes in 
grandeur and its Brooklyn bridge alone may well be termed the eighth 
wonder of the world. 

It has the finest and most accessible harbor upon the Atlantic coast. 
All the vessels in the world can ride at anchor in its bay. It is the 
greatest port of entry and the greatest outlet of the western world. 

In situation, natural advantages and commercial facilities it is in- 
comparably superior to any other American city. It is a commercial 
ocean into which all the rivers and rivulets of American trade flow. 
Steam-ships and sailing vessels from every port on the globe can land 
exhibits within a quarter of a mile of the spot where it is proposed to 
erect the buildings for the fair. 

Its railroads stretch from the mouth of the St. Lawrence almost to 
the Gulf of Tehuantepec. They reach from Puget Sound to the Ba- 
hama Channel. Passengers from nearly every city and village upon 
the North American Continent can he landed upon the proposed fair 
grounds without change of cars, 

So much for its general advantages. Its local advantages keep equal 

A thousand steam-boats plying on the Hudson, on Long Island 
Sound, and along the Jersey coast can place passengers within hailing 
distance of the fair at nominal rates of fare. 

No proposed site offers equal facilities for local transportation. Its 
elevated roads alone carry nearly half a million passengers every day. 
Its cable, electric, and horse car roads are equal to the task of carrying 
another 500,000, They can easily double this traffic. All these facili- 
ties will be required to make the fair successful. No other city can 
furnishthem, In addition, multitudes can be brought tothe fair grounds 
from Jersey City, Brooklyn, Weehawken, Hoboken, and the lower end 
of Manhattan Island by its fleet of ferry-boats. Its largest hotels are 
within twenty minutes of the proposed site. The hospitality and en- 
terprise of its citizens are certainly equal to those of any other city. 
They insure the trebling of the facilities for the transportation and 
comfort of the visiting multitudes if the fair is located there. 

There are other advantages equally as manifest. Within 20 miles of 
the proposed site of the exposition there are 3,500,000 souls. Within 
200 miles there are 8,000,000 of inhabitants. It can not be said of other 
cities competing for the site. This density of population goes far to- 
ward insuring the success of the exposition. Millions can visit the fair 
and return home at night. Among these millions are a host of mechan- 
ics, artisans, and laborers. It is to be an industrial exhibition. Work- 
ingmen and workingwomen are especially interested. Four of these 
sons and daughters of toil can visit the fair if held in New York to one 
who can visit it if held elsewhere, Men who toil in our factories and 
delye in our mines can not afford to go a long journey to reach the fair. 

Hold the fair in New York and New England will pour into it her 
army of mechanics. The working men and women of New York, Penn- 
sylvania, and New Jersey—indeed, of the whole country—will profit 
by it. It will be an exhibition for the people, and not exclusively for 
wealthy citizens, prosperous tradesmen, and well-to-do farmers, 

The heat of summer is an objection which might apply to Wash- 
ington, but not to New York. Within three-quarters of an hour’s ride 
of the city are Coney Island, Rockaway, Long Beach, Long Branch, As- 
bury Park, the Long Island Sound resorts, and ascore of similar water- 
ing places. Half a million visitors might sleep within sound of the 
ocean surf every night. 

But the great objection to Washington as a site is that it would ne- 
cessitate a large expenditure from the national Treasury. Location 
counts for little without money to back it. New York profers the 
money. She offers $15,500,000—more than it took torun the Govern- 
ment yearly under Jefferson’s administration; if is more than was paid 
for the entire Northwest under the Louisiana purchase. New York asks 
no assistance from the United States Treasury, but take theentire finan- 
cial burden upon herself. 


The same reasons which make Chicago and St. Louis phically 
appropriate for a national exhibition make New York the center for one 
international. Sheclinches the argument by offering to foot the entire 
bill, which no other city is prepared to do. 

Sir, I do not plead for New York. I pleadforthefair. The fair itself 
pleads for New York. That city possesses every advantage, while her 
rivals are palpably handicapped by disadvantages of situation and condi- 
tions. Select the commercial center of the continent fora site and you 
awaken the active interest of all nations. Select an interior city and 
you will excite their surprise alone. One will incite them to partici- 
pate and co-operate in the effort to commemorate the grand discovery 
of Columbus and the other will lead to their absolute indifference, 
[Loud applause. 

During the delivery of the above remarks Mr. CANDLER, of Massa- 
chusetts, was recognized, and yielded three minutes of his time to Mr. 
CUMMINGS. 

Mr. PICKLER subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from New York may have five minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. The city of New York has just as much time as the 
other cities, and I do not think that the request of the gentleman that 
the time of the gentleman shall be extended is fhir to the other cities. 
Let the time be taken out of the time allotted to New York, and let 
the gentleman have all the time he wants. 

Mr, CUMMINGS resumed and concluded his remarks. 

Mr. FLOWER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Tracey], 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, there are times in the life of every na- 
tion when the entire community becomes imbued with an irrepressible 
impulse to celebrate in an impressive manner the anniversary of some 
great event. We have for months just witnessed in this country a 
steadily-growing popular demand that in the year 1892 an international 
fair be held in commemoration of the discovery of America by Chris- 
topher Columbus. 

To-day we find that this question has taken so strong a hold upon 
the public mind that the House of Representatives, in conformity with 
the demand of the people, has appointed an extraordinary committee 
composed.of prominent members to formulate a project which is ex- 
pected to cause the selection of a site best adapted to make successful 
a fair participated in by all the nations of the earth, and it is under- 
stood that whatever location is decided by this Congress to be the proper 
one will be chosen and will be given the prestige of the moral support 
of our Government. Only the cities of Washington, Chicago, St. Louis, 
and New York have elected to enter the lists for this prize of govern- 
mental approval which will determine the position. es 

The spirit of friendly rivalry and feelings of local pride that hay 
been engendered forbid us to hope that the immediate representatives 
of these four cities will listen patiently to any arguments favoring other 
than their respective localities, but it can be assumed that the large 
majority of this body will determine upon the choice of the city con- 
venient for our people and at the same time most acceptable to the 
other nations taking part in the exhibition, 

If the object of this undertaking were only to collect and exhibit our 
own articles of produce and manufacture it might well be argued that 
either of the great enterprising cities of the West, St. Louis or Chicago, 
is admirably located for such a purpose. Or if, being an international 
exhibition, our Government determined to defray the expenses which 


must be met, this beautiful city of Washington might well be seri- 


ously considered as an appropriate point, 

But it must be always borne in mind, Mr. Speaker, that we are seek- 
ing a place in the United States most central and accessible to all na- 
tions and one which is calculated to bring success, while asking only 
a charter from our Government, and not one dollar from the national 


Can any unprejudiced member doubt for a moment that the ideal lo- 
cation, everything being taken into account, is the great metropolis on 
the coast? Gentlemen of the House, consider carefully the claims of 
New York. : 

No city in the country will be more willingly visited by people from 
all partsof the United States, and beyond all question countless num- 
bers of exhibitors and visitors will go there from all European and South 
American countries who can not be induced to go elsewhere. Thenec- 

funds are tied and the grounds already are prepared for 
the erection of the requisite buildings. Tam confident that this House 
of Representatives in its wisdom will decide to absolutely insure suc- 
cess ti for the world’s fair the city of New York. [Greatap- 
plause. 

Mr. FLOWER. I no yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. QUINN]. 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, as one of the Representatives of the city 
of New York, Iam proud of the opportunity thus given me of adding 
my testimony to the reasons already so ably presented by my col- 
leagues why we should vote for the report of the committee recom- 
mending that a world’s fair be held, and then to give my reasons why 
such fair should be held in that city. 

A great deal having been said by the champions of the other cities 

i this honor to the effect that New York had no proper place 
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wherein to hold the fair, permit me to direct your special attention to 
this matter and picture to you the site chosen by her for the fair. Mr. 
FLOWER has told you of the great improvement already made in that 
portion of the city where the fair is proposed to be held. He has told you 
of its complete and perfect condition of sewerage, which has cost the 
city of New York over a million and a half of dollars, a district which 
is now ready at a moment's notice for the construction of all the build- 
ings necessary. 

Those of you who have had the good fortune to visit New York and who 
may also have visited that central portion of the city bounded by One 
hundred and twenty-third street on the north, One hundred and tenth 
street or Central Park on the south, Fourth avenue on the east, and 
the Hudson River on the west, will recognize at a glance the territory 
which I am about to describe. This is, as I am sure you will admit, 
one of the grandest spots on God’s footstool. 

Rising as it does about 100 feet above the mighty waters of the 
Hudson and surrounded as it is with thousands of large and costly 
buildings, filled with tens upon tens of thousands of the very best 
classes of our citizens—the bone and sinew of our Jand—truly might it 
be said that the eye of man bath never gazed upon scenery more fair 
than this! 

To the north can be seen full 20 miles of the Hudson, until the 
view becomes lost, by the windings of the river, in Tappan Bay, which 
is nearly 8 miles wide—a river dotted with the most beautiful islands, 
and the Catskill Mountgins towering heavenward in the distance. 

Straight across, and for miles up and down the river on the Jersey 
shore, rise the Palisades to a height of over 300 feet, and forming, as 
the Falls of Niagara do, one of the wonders of the world. To the south 
of the grounds lies the great commercial portion of New York, contain- 
ing a population of at least a million and a quarter of souls; here the 
view extends nearly, if not quite, to Sandy Hook, 25 miles away, and 
through whose gateway pours a never-ending fleet of vessels, bearing 
the en of the world, and from every clime, to the wharves of that 
great city. 

What a picture of reality this is and which is to be seen day after 
day as the years roll round from the rising to the setting of the sun. 
This in itself is an exhibition which to see is worth coming thousands 
of miles. And yet we are told by some few gentlemen here that we 
have no proper site for a world’s fair! I might mention that within 
the territory just set apart asa site and mentioned by me are two most 
beautiful parks, Morningside and Riverside, the latter said by tourists 
to poe views more enchanting than they ever met with in all their 
travels. 

Some have said that it is now too late to hold a fair in 1892. The 
gentlemen are right if they refer to the holding of it any where outside 
of New York. Declare by your vote now that a fair is to be held and 
that New York is the place to hold it, and the people of that city will 
show you, will show the country and the world, that no time is too 
late for her; then all the mighty resources of that greatcity will spring 
intoaction; you will then see the unlimited power which she holds ever 
ready, and the accomplishment of whose will, as well as the power of 
the people of this land, will besuch an exhibition in itself as will excite 
the wonder and admiration of the world. 

Ships the largest in the world can sail up to and deposit their pre- 
cious freight of exhibits right at the very gates of the fair buildings. 
Trunk-lines of railroads, now skirting the grounds on every side, will 
bring glad and wondering throngs from all over the country; our in- 
comparable elevated railroad system, which now with ease carries 500,- 
000 passengers daily, can handle in such an emergency 750,000; our 
floating palaces of steamboats will bring to the grounds an unlimited 
number. 

The capacity of her hotels are unlimited, and one grand, proud feat- 
ure of the conditions to be found there is that her charges are just and 
uniform; a dollar procures as much for the purchaser whether she is 
entertaining tens or whether sheis entertaining a million. Equal wel- 
come for all, equal courtesy for all, equal rights for all, in that city by 
the sea. As we possess everything, so will everything combine to insure 
a grand success, Thousands of our grateful working men and women 


` will be put to work, plenty will abound everywhere, and the appreci- 


ation and blessing of a happy people will be yours. 

Gentlemen, you are face to face with a most important question. 
You are assembled to decide by your vote that our country will hold, 
on the four hundredth anniversary of its discovery, an international, a 
world’s fair: Remember that you are representing 60,000,000 people; 


remember that the civilized world will send the products of her genius 


and of her wealth to our shores on that occasion; remember that as 
Americans we are constantly boasting of our genius and our greatness. 
Now for the first time, I might say, we are to be pitted against the 
globe in a contest which will require every man to do his duty. Where, 
then, and to whom shall you intrust the protection of your national 
honor? Reflect calmly fora moment, and then I am sure you will say 
New York! Great in your unselfishness, glorious in your strength, 
magnificent in your Americanism, to you, and you alone, I trust the 
standard of my country. Bear it as you have always borne it before ! 
You, and you only, should be selected to lead us in this great contest 
against the world! Iam convinced that, with you, no star of that flag 


shall be dimmed, and that the thousands who will come to visit our 
shores will stand appalled, if not delighted, at the magnitude of our 
greatness, at the glory of our Republic! 


Columbia's sons, let them be near or far, 
Confess New York the first in peace or war; 
And by the mighty Hudson, only there, 
Most fitting place to hold a great world's fair. 


Chicago, giant of the glorious West— 

St. Louis, Washington, calm now your troubled breast, 
Proclaim your country’s glory everywhere, 

New York the only p to hold a great world's fair! 


[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McAnoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. I yield one minute of my time to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, I believe there should be held in the 
za 1892 a celebration which will fittingly commemorate the four 

undredth anniversary of the discovery of this continent by Columbus, 
History does not record, sir, a discovery which in far-reaching results, 
in its impress upon civilization, parallels that of Columbus. Civiliza- 
tion, education, science, literature, and industry have here attained a 
foremost rank. Upon a continent unknown to civilized man four hun- 
dred years ago has grown up a government which has outstripped every 
government on the globe in everything save population. Occupying, 
though it does, a minor part of the continent discovered by Columbus, 
the proud acclaim “Iam an American” has a meaning throughout 
the world, ‘‘I am a citizen of the United States.’’ 

The celebration of the discovery of the continent will be one by the 
United States. This proposed celebration has come to be called a 
world’s fair. Mr. Speaker, a world's fair should be held in 1892. It 
should equal or eclipse all the fairs, expositions, or other national pa- 
geants that have heretofore been held, under whatever government, in 
whatever clime, on the face of the globe. I believe, sir, if we, if all the 
American people, will lay aside all political, sectional, or other differ- 
ence and enter with the determination and the will of the founders 
of this Government into this moyement, at whatever place this fair is 
held, it will be the brilliant success it should, a credit to our Govern- 
ment, a lasting monument to our progress. Opinions must differ as to 
details. They differ widely as to location. 

The city of my choice, New York, possesses—and I do not mean to 
speak disparagingly of other cities—as does no other place, every require- 
ment, every detail, every convenience, to meet the needs of the fair; 
transportation, by sea, by river, by sound, by rail, to bring the hun- 
dreds of thousands of visitors to our city; within the city the best 
system of local transportation in the world; a site almostin the heart 
of the city, possessed not alone of beauty, but of every modern conven- 
ience for health and comfort, and ample provision to house and provide 
food for all comers. There, sir, I believe, with the least expense to the 
Government, can the fair be held that will reflect the greatest credit 
upon this nation; they, with her $15,000,000 already in hand; there, 
with her committee, peerless committee that it is, representing the cult- 
ure, the wealth, and the business of the nation’s metropolis, already 
appointed. t 

Sir, when some other city shall present such advantages, such in- 
ducements, to her will New York gracefully yield the palm. y 

But I wish to say, sir, now and here, that should a majority of the 
Congress differ from me, should this beautiful Capital city or either 
of the great cities of the West, St. Louis or Chicago, be chosen, by 
voice and vote will I do my fall for its success.. Until the voting, 
which is to begin on Monday, is finished, until one or the other of these 
competing cities shall have their longing desires satisfied, I am a New 
Yorker. From then on I am an American, a citizen of the United 
States, proud of my country, my Government, her flag; proud of her 
history and her progress, and determined that her celebration in 92 
shall be such a one that foreign visitors will leave our shores with their 
respect and admiration for our country and our Government increased. 
(Applause. ] ; 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, this is not the first time in the history 
of our country when New Jersey stands by to succor her sister New 
York, During the darkest days of the Revolution the cheering cry 
went up, Good news from the Jerseys,” to cheer the hearts of Amer- 
ican patriotsin New York. Understanding that this is not to be a gov- 
ernmental exhibition, paid for out of the public Treasury, I favor it, 
and cheerfully and emphatically declare myself in favor of New York 
as the best site. 

To-day, sir, in every counting-room, workshop, and farm, and deep 
down in the silver-veined mountains of the western coast, millions of 
American working men and women are awaiting your verdict as to the 
proposed world’s fair. They look forward with pleasure to this com- 
ing object-lesson to be taught by the industry, art, and genius of the 
universe. They are unanimously for a fair. 

As Americans we are proud of Chicago and St. Louis. They are great 
and progressive cities—splendid monuments to the untiring enterprise 
of our Western fellow-citizens. They are fit capitals of that triumphant 
empire which has grown with fabulous rapidity in our Western States, 
Enterprising, vigorous, patriotic, manly, and American, the great West 
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grasps with firm hold the scepter of power. We are not jealous of them; 
they are the children of the older American Commonwealths. They 
are of our blood and bone; they are entwined in every fiber of our being 
with us; we for them, and they for us, and all for our common country. 
Coney Island may be nearer to us than Cheltenham Beach (where my 
friend LAWLER cools his intellectual brows in the heat of summer), 
the Atlantic Ocean than Lake Michigan, the Cooper Institute than the 
new Music Hall, but they are all American, even the stupendous new 
Music Hall in Chicago. 

We draw no lines around the imperial metropolis of New York that 
take in Peapack, N. J., and the Great American Desert. We draw a 
line in a radius of 100 miles of the New York city hall and take in 
nearly 8,000,000 human beings, every one of whom can make many 
visits to the fair and swell the receipts to make your great exhibition 
self-supporting, No successful fair can be held unless contiguous to a 
dense population that can and will be its daily patrons. Jersey City, 
Newark, Hoboken, Elizabeth, New Brunswick, Paterson, Trenton, and 
Camden in our own State are parts of New York so far as the fair is 
concerned. Come to the fair and spend a refreshing night, after the 
wonders and labors of the day, on our splendid coast, honeycombed with 
railroads, 

The little strip of territory across the Hudson River called Hudson 
County, New Jersey, contains a population of over300,000 human souls, 
whom I have the great honor to represent on this floor. A perfect ocean 
of humanity has gathered around New York, one of the eae metro- 
politan cities of the world. We need this great fair. We have reached 
that stage in our civilization and development when we should address 
ourselves to those arts and sciences which stimulate the mind and ele- 
vate the soul of man. There are greater and more precious things in 
life than even, useful as they are, colossal engines and mammoth agri- 
cultural products, The hand and voice of genius have announced a 
higher gospel than that voiced by the sordid mart and typified by the 
gold in your Treasury. Touch the great heart and soul of this unri- 
valed Republic. Lift our peopleabove the gross materialism of the baser 
things of life and fix their gaze upon the higher altitudes of mental prog- 
tess. Show them at a glance the splendid progress of humanity, the 
magnificent conquests of civilization, the highest arts which feebly 
shadow forth the innate nobility of the human soul. 

And where shall this splendid exhibition be held? Where but in 
the unrivaled metropolis of this western world, open on every avenue 
to all the nations, the waters of the Atlantic floating the fleets of the 
universe to the very gates of her exhibition grounds? There stands 
New York, hemmed by two mighty rivers crowded with the world’s 
fleets, walled by the everlasting hills, the hum of her industry and com- 
mercial activity mingling with the thunder of the Atlantic surges. The 
charter of her commercial supremacy has been written by nature and 
the world has long since acknowledged its justice. Shestands abreast 
of the highest civilization, thoughts, and arts of the older worlds and 
she throbs with the mighty impulses and giant energies of the new. 

The Americanism of New York is bounded by neither longitudinal 
nor latitudinal lines, nor confined by mountain ranges, nor limited by 
the course of rivers, She knows no sectionalism. Carolina and Cali- 
fornia are her sisters, dearly loved and valued as Massachusetts or Illi- 
nois. She rejoices in the growth of the great West; she reaches out to 
aid in the development of the rising and mighty South. The citizens 
of every State, the inhabitants of every land, are her guests every day 
in the year. In herself she is a world within a world. 

Her hand is potent in building the colossal evidences of material 
growth, her heart is as big as this our magnificent continent, and her 
mind has expanded with the growth, development, and intelligence of 
the splendid millions of the Kepublic. She stands between the Old 
World and the New, cosmopolitan, catholic, and American. Her great 
and familiar name awakens tender sensibilities and excites admiration 
in every land and in almost every home of the world. There is nohamlet 
so remote, there is no outpost of civilization so far removed, from the 
mountain defiles of Britain to the Bedouin camps of Asia and the 
thronging hives of the Celestial Empire, where New York, facing the 
broad Atlantic as the acme of Western civilization, is not a familiar 
name, A mighty force for liberty, the first outpost of American in- 
stitutions on our Eastern coast, older, vicious, and antagonistic systems 
assail her in vain. 

Give this fair to New York, and she stands there with overflowing 
coffers ready to pay its expenses to the last dollar. She pledges her- 
self to the nation to outdo even the splendid exhibition of the genius, 
art, and industry of our sister republic, France. Shestands before the 
nation the true capital of its power and thought. Take, if you will, 
from it every dollar appropriated by this bill, and I have no fear for 
the liberality of the queen city of three Americas. She will, if neces- 
sary, say take back your $1,500,000 appropriated by this bill, and the 
big heart that gave millions to suffering cities and unfortunate human- 
ity will conduct the enterprise without a cent of Federal aid. 

Give this fair to New York, and the poon of the world will join 
the American millions in ratifying the choice. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]. 

Mr. HITT. Is the hour for New York exhausted? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. HITT. Mr, Speaker, in the few moments reserved me, I will 
state some of the reasons why the world's fair should be held at Chicago. 
It is the site most convenient for the largest number of the people of 
the United States to attend a world’s fair. While it is not quite cen- 
tral in Phical position, but east of the center, it is a great interior 
city and is central as to population. The exact center of the popula- 
tion of the United States is a short distance southeast of Chicago, nearly 
midway to Cincinnati, and standing there you face an equal number of 
our people whichever way you turn. 

icago surpasses every other place in the United States in the travel 
facilities it offers for those coming to a fair, for their accommodation 
while attending the fair, and for their journey home. 

Its hotels are on an enormous scale and have never been overtaxed. 
Within a few weeks the largest hotel structure in the world, the Au- 
ditorium, has been added, and there will be abundance for the exhibi- 
tion. The street cars carry 450,000 average per day. The railway cars, 
it is computed, can handle 148,335 per hour; the steamers, 17,000 per 
day. 

It is the most convenient point generally for the concentration of the 
products of the most important pursuits of our people. 

It is the great city of the Mississippi Valley, the widest seat of agri- 
culture in the world. It is equally convenient for the mining indus- 
tries, from Pennsylvania to the Rocky Mountains; for the coal, iron, and 
copper of the Eastern and Northwestern States; for the gold, silver, 
and lead mines of the far West. It is convenient and suitable for the 
vast manufacturing interests carried on all around it in cities only minor 
in importance to Chicago, while Chicago itself is one of the leading 
manufacturing cities of the world. It is convenient for commerce, 
which is there carried on upon the grandest scale and in the highest 
activity by land and water in all the products of the forest, of the farm, 
and the mine. The railway tonnage passing through Chicago is esti- 
mated to be the largest in any city upon the globe. In the number of 
vessels, it is the first port in the Union and only second in tonnage. 

Every visitor to the world’s fair in Chicago must traverse our country 
to a greater or less extent to reach it from whatever direction he will 
come, and will thus acquire larger ideas of the Republic of which he is 
a citizen. 

And a foreigner would not stop at the gate of a country and then go 
back, as he would were it in New York, but would enter in and see the 
prodigious opulence and boundless promise of the Republic, and es- 
pecially the marvelous Mississippi Valley and its leading city, so young 
that inhabitants living there can remember the original wildness of the 
natural plain by the lake, so strong and active that it ranks in wealth 
and power of achievement with the greatest seats of population on the 
globe. The land offered you for the site of the fair is ample, smooth, 
ready for the builder's hand; no blasting away rocky cliffs, nor filling 
abysses at an expenditure of millions, nor angry citizens determined 
to resist the unconstitutional taking of their property; 2,000 of acres 
ready for every possible demand that the greatest exhibition will re- 
quire. 

‘This is an advantage and saving of probably five millions of dollars 
over New York at the very start. Besides the spacious lake-front park, 


in the heart of the city, for the machinery hall and buildings for the , 


fine arts and industrial exhibits, there are 586 acres of admirable land 
in Jackson Park, convenient for every purpose, and other connecting 
parks, making 2,000 acres ready for the builders to go to work. Space 
is required wider and wider with each exhibition. At Philadelphia 
we thought it vast, but even the New Orleans fair required 221,000 
square feet more than the Philadelphia exhibition. 

This great exhibition should be for all the people to enjoy and profit 
by, not merely a class who seek amusement in great cities by the sea- 
beard, but the plain people by millions in all the States. For their con- 
venience it should be inside of the country, not upon its border. And 
it will be visited by vastly more people if in the valley of the Missis- 
sippi than if placed upon tide-water. As General Francis A. Walker, 
of Boston, writes: 

Chi i 
2777 seokions thas is'st auch ts te AIr for its aval AA 
trial, and political effects. The citizens of the Southern and the Northwestern 
States would pour into Chicago to visit the exhibition in throngs that would lo: 
remain the subject of wonder and admiration. And the population that woul 
be brought within the reach of these educating and inspiring influences would 
be such as it is pre-eminently desirable to reach and to affect. It would consist 
largely of those who usually have little opportunity for indulging themselves 
in recreation and small privileges for the cultivation of the finer tastes of life. 

Chicago affords the opportunity to bring to the notice of the capi- 
talists, foreign and domestic, the vast undeveloped resources of the 
West and South, which seek capital and tempt its investment. The 
people of Chicago are unanimous, hearty, enthusiastic; no word of 
bickering, no division of opinion, no whisper of partisanism, no jeal- 
ousy of neighbors, no powerful body of land-owners who feel wronged 
and are determined to interpose litigation to stop them. They are 
Americans who love their country and will use every endeavor, from 
first to last, to make the fair such that every American in the farthest 
corner of the Republic will be satisfied; more than that, will be filled 
with honorable pride, and every stranger from abroad will go away 
with higher admiration for the achievements of the American people. 
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New York dwells upon the convenience which its seaboard site affords 
to foreign visitors. What proportion will they bear to the great army 
who wili come to the fairin myriads, y not less than 15,000, 000, 
of whom, say, 100,000 will be forei ? Itis arg a Sets 
125,000 Americans visited the world's fair in Paris year. e are 
a traveling people, and more Americans go to Europe than Euro 
come to America, Is it not better that 100,000 fi visitors should 
go aday’s ride into the country for that is the time from New York to 
Chicago—when they have already come 3,000 miles, than it is to have 
many millions of our people compelled to go a thousand miles farther 
to a fair situated upon the very edge of the country? [Applause.] 
The fair should be in a great city, and it should be in the interior of 
the country if it can be done. Sucha city is Chicago, with over a mill- 
ion of inhabitants, and no drones among them. A western commu- 
nity, where a man is pushed to the full exertion of his best energy, 
counts for more in productive power than an equal number in old coun- 
tries. A town of 10,000 people in Minnesota is more active than one 


«of the same size in quiet Connecticut; just as the thrifty Connecticut 


town counts for more than one of the same population in Italy or Aus- 
tria that has . for centuries. This activity of every man in the 
community explains the immense rapidity of achievement in the city 


of Chicago. 

Last year the buildings constructed there, if placed in line, would 
ing 2 a street frontage of 55 miles. The live-stock received in that 
city in 1889 were valued at over $200,000,000. Its gigantic grain com- 
merce rose to 182,000,000 bushels. There is no idle class, no men of 
leisure; the richest work as hard as the poorest. It is not known espe- 
cially as a manutacturing city, yet there are 2,400 manufactories there, 
with 132,000 workmen, whose product last year was over $402,000, 000. 
There is every kind of manufacture that engages human skill and in- 
dustry and upon the grandest scale: asteel-rail establishment that man- 
uſuctures 3,000 tons of steel rails per day, the largest plant in the world; 
agricultural implement manufactories, where the employés would 
make an army ten times greater than those commanded by the suc- 
cessors of Columbus for the conquest of the two empires of Mexico and 
Peru. And Chicago will itself contribute nobly to the fair. It was a 
citizen of Chi s McCormick—who appeared forty years ago in 
the first great world’s fair at the Crystal Palace in London and showed 
an American invention, a reaper, which was awarded the highest honor 
the Queen could bestow, and which the London Times declared the 
great invention of the century, and one which placed the crop of En- 

d beyond r. [Applause] In the forty years that have 
ds and brains have not been idle in Chicago, and her contributions 
to the next fair will be precious, like her contribution to the first one. 

There are vast facilities for taking care of the visitors, let them come 
fast as they will. Eight hundred and fifty railway trains arrive and 
depart daily. The immense railway stations, beautifully and admi- 
rably arranged, make passenger travel convenient and easy with the 
greatest crowds. That city is the head and heart of the vast interior 
railway system of the United States. The headquarters of the greatest 
companies are there, single railways covering over 5,000 miles, And 
from the centra} offices in Chicago orders are issued that fix the time of 
starting the trains in Denver, Minneapolis, Galveston, and New Or- 
leans. Over 50,000 miles of railway are tributary to and center in and 
are controlled by Chicago. It is a healthful city. Turn to the Amer- 
ican Almanac, page 52, where are compiled the returns of all the boards 
of health of American cities, and you will find that the mortality rate 
in New York from year to year is 5 per cent. greater than in Chicago. 

The fair at Chicago will enlist the enthusiastic efforts of all the peo- 
e * a memorable and magnificent success. [Long continued 
applause. ` 

Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, the people of Chicago are earnestly in 
favor of a world’s fair in 1892, even though it is not to be held in Chi- 
cago. General Francis A. Walker has declared in the February num- 
ber of the Forum that the centennial exposition at Philadelphia has 
already repaid its cost one hundred times over, not to the people of 
Philadelphia, but to the people of the United States, The people of 
Chicago—workingmen, business men, professional men, and capital- 
ists—all agree in asking Congress to allow the great celebration of 
1892 to be held in their city. They know how much responsibility is 
involved in the honor they ask at your hands. They are prepared to 
meetit. Jf you lay this duty upon them they can not afford to fail. 
They feel that they will not fail. The world knows that they have a 
habit of succeeding in what they undertake, 

We believe that this great national and international celebration can 
be held, and ought to be held, not on the seaboard, but in the great cen- 
tral valley of the nation. It need not be held in the metropolis or the 


; panor Capital of the nation. Reasons that apply to England and 


ce donot apply to the United States. In England and France the 
metropolis is at the same time the political capital. One-seventh of the 
people of England live in London. Paris, unlike New York, is an in- 
terior city surrounded on all sides by other towns and cities and by a 
country population. In England and France the customs and tradi- 
tions of five hundred years have tended toconcentrate the political and 
intellectual life in the head city of the nation. It is not so with us, and 
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I hope it will never be. The intellectual and political life of this na- 
tion is diffused throughout the Union. If it resided in great cities Min- 
neapolis and St. can claim it as well as Chicago; Kansas City and 
New Orleans as well as St. Louis; Boston, Buffalo, and Pittsburgh as 
well as New York. It is not confined to great cities. It extends 
throughout the farming districts. The farmers of the United States 
rather than the residents of the great cities hold in their steady hands 
the destinies of this great Republic. 

Never until now since history began was there a great nation of which 
this could be said. It is the most notable result of the discovery and 
settlement of this country by Europeans, and the free institutions which 
they founded here. Therefore we claim that the great national cele- 
bration, representing not the industries alone, but the lifeand thought 
of the nation, may fitly be held near the center of population, near 
the center of railway facilities, in the central valley of the United 
States, the greatest agricultural region in the world, even though it 
be a thousand miles from the seat of Government and a thousand miles 
from the metropolis of the United States. 

We believe that Chicago has many advantages as the location of the 
exhibition of 1892. We remind you that our population, strong as its 
local feeling is, is largely made up of settlers from other countries and 
other portions of the nation. It is all the better fitted to receive and 
entertain the people of the United States and our guests from abroad. 
The present mayor of Chicago was born in the city of New York. The 
last mayor of Chicago was born in Massachusetts. The last mayor but 
one, who held office for several terms, was bornin Kentucky. Chicago 
is represented by four members on this floor. Two of them were born 
in New York, and one in Maine, and one in New Hampshire. There 
is a society in Chicago called the Sons of New Hampshire, to which I 
have the honor to belong. Other societies of the same kind represent 
nearly all the States of the Union. These societies and others like them 
will all co-operate to make the celebration a success and reflect honor 
upon the city in which it is held. 

There is not a greatcity in the Union where the people of the United 
States will find themselyes so much at home. We believe that we can 

ty the financial success of the undertaking. We have raised 
5,000,000 by voluntary subscription. A quarter of a million of this 
sum, one-twentieth of the whole, is in small sums. We prize these 
small subscriptions. They come from the working people of Chicago, 
and show the interest of the entire population. They are an added 
guaranty of success. Another guaranty of success is that our sub- 
scription fund, while it comes mainly from Chicago, comes also from the 
outside. Nearly every State in the Union is represented. Then we 
propose to raise five millions more hy the issue of bonds in the manner 
provided by the bill reported from the World's Fair Committee. A 
committee of responsible, conservative, experienced business men of Chi- 
cago have unanimously agreed that this can be done and shall be done 
if necessary. 

We have thus an available fund of $10,000,000. Not a dollar of thie 
fund will have to be paid to buy or condemn land. Not adollar will bs 
used for the permanent improvement of Chicago or of the park system 
of Chicago. It is available for the fnir of 1892, and we believe that it 
is a larger available fund than has yet been proposed by any other city. 
We have not thought it necessary to appeal to our State Legis ature. 
We have behind us oneof the richest and greatest States in the Union, 
the greatest agricultural State, without a dollar of debt, and deeply in- 
terested in our success. If it be necessary for the State to act in order 
to secure a State exhibit, and especially an agricultural exhibit which 
shall be worthy of the nation and worthy of the State in which the cele- 
bration is held, such action will be forthcoming, Task gentlemen to ex- 
amine with care the statements made before the Senate committee by\ 
Mayor Creiger, Mr. Brian, and Mr. Jeffrey, contained in the pamphlet 
which has been laid on your desks, 

You will find that we shall be at no expense to secure an ample and 
convenient site. There are several from which we can choose. They 
are as level asa floor. They are accessible by rail. You will find also 
that we sent Mr. Jeffrey to Paris to make a special study of the Paris 
exposition. He has made his report. We have thus been enabled to 
carefully count the cost. Wearesure wecansucceed. Weare resolved 
to succeed if you intrust this great and honorable duty to our hands. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if Congress decides to hold this celebration in some 
other city, still we believe that the celebration ought to be held. Let 
me conclude as I began by referring to the estimate of General Francis 
A. Walker of the value of the Philadelphia exhibition of 1876 to the 
people of the United States. I do not hesitate to express the opin- 
jon, he says, that that celebration was one of the greatest forces 
ever introduced into the industrial life of the United States, and that 
as a mere matter of money it bas repaid its cost a hundred-fold within 
the brief term of thirteen years. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whatever time I have leftI yield tomy colleague 
(Mr. Hirr l. 

Mr. „ I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] for ten minutes. 

Mr, McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, Iam in favor of celebrating the 
four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America, and I believe 
the best way to do it is to have an international exposition or world's 
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fair in which not only the people of the United States shall 

te, hut in which the people of all the nations of the world be 

vited to take part. 

When in the fifteenth century Columbus started upon his famous 
voyage, the people of Castile and Arragon had splendid hopes of hissuc- 
cess, but their most enthusiastic visions never pictured such results as 
followed the discovery of America, and they never dreamed that in less 
than four centuries the New World would march to the front and sur- 
pass the Old World in progress, improvement, and adyancement. At 
Genoa, Italy, where Columbus was born, arrangements are being made 
for a great celebrationin 1892, The Government of Spain, whose gen- 
erous Queen, Isabella, aided Columbus four centuries ago to start on 
his wonderful expedition, has given notice thatit is ready to co-operate 
with the United States of America in any movement that may be in- 
augurated to do honor to the memory of Christopher Columbus. 

hall this, the foremost Republic of the world, now become a Iag- 
gard? Shall this, I may say the greatest country in the world, now 
hang back and be dilatory, and wait to be eclipsed, or shall we take 
the lead, and do our duty? I believe that we should hold an interna- 
tional exhibition in 1892, and that we should present a grand pageant 
of civilization, a splendid picture of progress and prosperity, and a dis- 
play of arts andindustries, and products, and minerals, and manufact- 
tres sach as have never been seen before in the world. The time is 
propitious, Our Republic is at peace with the whole world. We may 
with propriety invite all the nations of the world to come and join 
hands with us in the pleasures of peace and in the civilities of friend- 


four of the great cities of our Republie are now vying with each 
other in generous rivalry and asking for this fair, and each city is ready 
to pay the expense of the fair if Congress will grant the necessary leg- 
islation. I believe proper legislation should be granted immediately, 
but the United States Government should not pay any part of the ex- 
pense of the proposed world’s fair except a reasonable amount for the 
proper display of Government exhibits. For the great cities asking for 
this international exhibit I have only kind words and admiration. I 
with pleasure express my admiration for New York, the Empress City 
of the East; for Chicago, the Queen City of the Lakes and the Princess 
of the Prairies [applause]; for St. Louis, the brightest gem in the dis- 
dem that represents the great Mississippi Valley. [Applause.] And 
I shall not omit, because I can not forget, the grandest Capital in the 
world, Washington, this beautiful city, with its magnificent public 
buildings, its central squares, its beautiful parks, its lovely homes, its 
hospitable, patriotic people, as intellectual, refined, and accomplished 
as can be found in any capital in the world. [Applause in the galler- 
ies and on the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe when we locate the great world’s fair of 1892 
we should go to that part of the country where pr improvement, 
and advancement have been illustrated so well and so thoroughly, and 
that part of our country is the great West, the country west of the Alle- 
ghany Mountains. [Applause. ] 

In 1853 a world’s fair was held in the East, at New York. In 1876, 
when an appropriate place was desired to celebrate the centennial of 
the Declaration of Independence, Philadelphia, also in the East, was 
selected. Again, in 1889, the centennial of the inauguration of the 
first President was held with great ceremonies at New York. 

The East has been honored three times, and the South was recognized 
and honored by the International Cotton Centennial, held at New Or- 
leans in 1884. The great world’s fair of 1892 should go to the West, 
and, in my opinion, be held at Chicago, [Applause.] 

My friend from New York said that the fair should be held at a sea- 
port city. The record of the past does not support him in that posi- 
tion. At the last session of Congress I had the honor to report to this 
House two bills in which money was appropriated to aid citizens of the 
United States to make a proper display at the great international ex- 
positions held at Melbourne, in Australia, and at Paris, France. Mel- 
bourne is not a seaport city; Paris is not a seaport city. And in 1873 
there was a grand world's fair held at Vienna, in Austria. 

In these days of railroads, Chicago, with her thirty-eight lines of 
railway, can furnish all n facilities for transportation and travel, 
and she has also great facilities by way of the lakes. Another argument 
I wish to make is this: The fair is to be held not only for foreigners, but 
for American citizens, and it should be held where it will be acceptable 
to the greatest number of Americans, and it should be grandly and dis- 
tinctly American. There will be twenty millions of our people at the 
fair, whether it is held in Chicago, New York City, St. Louis, or Wash- 
ington; and I desire that citizens of our own country be remembered 
when we determine where the fair shall be held. Chicago is centrally 
located. A radius of 500 miles around Chicago embraces twenty-one 
millions of people. 

Thirty-seven thousand foreigners eame to the Philadelphia Exposition 
in 1876. At the exposition of 1892, no matter where it may be held, 
there will not be more than 75,000 foreigners. They can readily come 
by rail to Chicago. The fair should be held, therefore, in the interior; 
not on the rim of our Republic, but somewhere near the center of the 
ge; Sar [Applause, ] - 

e industrial, agricultural, and mining growth and prosperity of our 


great country are best shown in the West and South. The commercial 
and manufacturing and life-supporting heart of the nation is west of 
Alleghanies. : 

The strongest and best exhibits of American enterprise, American 
civilization, and American progress are fonnd in the great West and 
Sonth. [Applause. ] 

Therefore, we wish foreigners who visit our Republic to see our cities, 
our public works, our commeree, our resources, and our wonderful op- 
portunities in the West and South. We wish them to see our mount- 
ains, lakes, and rivers, and meet our busy, brave, and hospitable people. 

The farmers, the planters, the miners, the manufacturers, the lum- 
bermen, the iron-men, and the stock-raisers, all demand that the great 
world’s fair shall be held this time where it will be accessible and con- 
venient to the people of the great South and West. Let us, then, have 
the great fair of 1892 west of the Alleghany Mountains. 

Thus we will pay proper respect to the memory of Columbus; thus 
we will cultivate social and commercial relations with our sister nations 
of the world; thus we will present to mankind the history, the re- 
sources, the industries, the arts, and the manufacturers of our great Re- 
public; thus we will show a proper appreciation of the wisdom and 
heroism of our forefathers who founded this great Republic, and pay 
proper respect to the ability and statesmanship of those who have pre- 
served and perpetuated it; and thus, too, we will open wider opportu- 
nities to foreigners who visit our world’s fair of 1892, and give to our 
own people the facilities and accommodations they so richly deserve. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. My colleague [Mr. Hrrr] desires to yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I believe in a world's fair. I be- 
lieve that we ought to celebrate the four-hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America, not because it is a matter of sentiment, but be- 
cause itis a matter of practical importance. From time to time nations as 
well as individuals should pause in their ordinary career to take account 
of their progress and their assets. The merchant atthe end of the year 
takes his account of stock. The surveyor when he is running his courses 
takes a back sight to see if his compass is all right and if he is running 
in the right direction. So, from time to time s nation ought to take a 
back sight as well asa forward sight, onght to take an account of stock. 
We ought to measure the road by which we have already come, and 
forecast the path which lies before us. So, Mr. Speaker, I am for the 
world’s mir; and I am for holding it in the best place for it, wherever 
that may be. 

We need, as a nation, to take account not only of what we have, but 
also of what we have not. We want to know not only what we have 
accomplished, bat also what remains to be accomplished and in what 
direction to push our future progress. A world’s fair will bring together 
the people of the conntry in vast numbers, and will bring together in 
less numbers the people of other countries, to look upon our progress 
and see what we have done. If will stimulate the farmer to greater 
production; it will stimulate the manufacturer; it will stimulate the 
artisan; it will increase all the expressions and avenues of life and 
make us, as the world’s fairs of the past made us, a broader and more 
cosmopolitan people than we had been. We need not only to measure 
ourselves by ourselves, but we need to measure ourselves by other nations 
as well, and we can only do this by an international exhibition. The 
war, Mr. Speaker, taught us our physical strength and our national 
prowess. It made us known to all the peoples of the world as the 
greatest military nation upon the face of the earth. But peace has her 
victories not less renowned than those of war, and these are the days 
of peace, and our arts are the arts of peace. 

Berkeley in his immortal poem has said: 

Westward the course of empire takes it way; 
and westward, following the course of empire, we should take our way 
when we seek to place before the nations of the world an exposition of 
what this nation has accomplished in the past. I come, Mr. Speaker, 
to speak not so much for a particular city, but I come to speak for the 
West, for the great, broad, free, growing, prosperous, progressive West, 
the seat of the present empire of this nation, and to be the seat of the 
future empire of the nation. No pent-up Utica confines our powers in 
the West, but the whole broad continent is ours. There, in the valley 
of the Mississippi, is the seat of the greatest and most rapid develop- 
ment and progress that the world has ever seen, There is the typical ~ 
city of that valley, the Queen City of the Lakes, Chicago, in herself a 
marvel, the most phenomenal city that the world has ever looked upon. 
There, where sixty years ago was a vast prairie, to-day stands a city 
of more than a million people. ‘They tell us that Peter the Great built 
St. Petersburg upon the banks of the Neva, but the people of the world 
have built upon the shores of Lake Michigan, the most beautiful lake 


“in the world, with waters as clear as crystal, the Queen City of the 


West, the wonder of this age, the marvel of all ages. 

This fair is to be, first of all, an American fair, and it should be lo- 
cated to accommodate the greatest number of the American people 
and effect the best display of American interests. No one questions 
that Chicago is the seat and center of the great agricultural interests. 
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So it is most accessible to the mining interests. The gold and silver all 
lie beyond; the great iron and copper mines of Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
and Michigan are contiguous and easily reached. In manufactures 
the West is fast rivaling the East. Chicago is the center of the great- 
est railroad system on the continent. She sits at the head of the great- 
est water-way in the world, the great chain of lakes, She is in the 
heart of the richest food-producing basin in the world. She has a ca- 
pacity to receive all the visitors that may come, with true Western hos- 
pitality. She is in herself a world’s fair, the greatest possible exhibit 
of American enterprise and progress. Ihave no word of detraction for 
any of the other cities named. New York is the commercial and finan- 
cial metropolis of the country. 

St. Louis is a beautiful city that would be a marvel of growth in 
any other country than our own. 

Of Washington I do not need to speak; she speaks for herself. 

But Chicago presents in the highest degree all the requirements of a 
location for the exposition. It is central, Around the lake on whose 
shores she sits as queen cluster four great States, embracing one-sixth 
of the population of the Union. Chicago is sufficiently enterprising to 
make it an assured success, She has ample room and unlimited com- 
munication by land and water. She is an epitome of the continent. 
The people of every country would find here thechildren of the father- 
land. She is a polyglot city. 

New York has had her turn. 

Philadelphia has had a great centennial exposition under the auspices 
of the Government. 

The South has not been forgotten, but has been aided in her great 
cotton exposition at New Orleans. Tbe West now claims her right, 

We are for the fair, and we want it to be the great American fair; 
and that it may be we want it in the right place. 

Go into the west corridor and look upon Leutze’s great painting illus- 
trative of ‘‘ Westward the course of empire takes its way.” See the 
eager stress and strain as the endless throng press forward to the great, 
boundless, and enticing West. It isthe East, New York and New Eng- 
land, pressing forward to the land of promise and hope. 

Gentlemen, when you seek a place for the great world’s fair take the 
advice of New York’s greatest journalist and ‘‘Go west.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. HATCH. My Speaker, in that connection I ask unanimous 
consent for general leave to print remarks in the RECORD upon this 
subject. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. My colleague [Mr. Hrrr] desires to yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted to me 
it will be impossible to say anything in relation to the provisions of 
these bills; and I will therefore address myself to the question of where 
this fair should be held. A fair is held largely to educate the people. 
A great empire has grown up west of the Alleghany Mountains in the 
last century thatthe people of New York seem to know but little about; 
and I desire that this fair shall be held in the West for the purpose of 
educating the people of New York to.a knowledge of this great empire. 
[Laughter and applause.] For the last half century this great empire 
has furnished the cow and the grass and the corn, and New York has 
done the milking. This empire now desires to do some of the milk- 
ing herself; and by the noise from New York I should judge that they 
realize there that the weaning time has come. [Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, when I rose I did not intend to say anything de- 
rogatory to any of these great cities. They are all worthy of a fair, 
and my great regret is that we can not locate one in each of them. 
All fair-minded men will admit that New York has many things to 
commend her as a place for this exhibition, and as for this beautiful 
city of Washington, I do not find it in my heart to say aught against 
her. She is a magnificent city. St. Louis is our neighbor, and if the 
fair is to be located there her people will do all that can be done to 
make it a success. 

But after you have counted the advantages of all these cities I invite 
you to go with me to the phenomenal city washed by the watersof Lake 
Michigan. I say phenomenal because there has never been in the his- 
tory of the world another city of twice her age with over a million in- 
habitants. She is younger than many of the members of this House. 
Go with me and look at that city carefully, at her great hotels, her 
great railroads, her sites for this fair in every quarter of the city, and I 
am satisfied that you will agree with me that she embraces all the ad- 
vantages of the other three cities together. 

I agree with my friend from New York that this fair should be held 
amidst a dense population and in a great agricultural country. Let us 
see how Chicago is situated in that respect. She has a million inhabit- 
ants. She is surrounded by large cities, towns, and She is 
located in one of the richest agricultural counties in the world, which 
is dotted all over with farms in a high state of cultivation and inhab- 
ited by prosperons and intelligent farmers who have time and money 
nif to join and make this fair a d one. 

The country tributary to her and lying within twelve hours’ ride of 
the city—TIllinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, Missouri, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, 


Michigan, and Minnesota—grows over half of the wheat of this coun- 
try and more than 8 cent. of the oats and corn. [Applause.] 
So you can see very ly that the country that produces this much 
is in a splendid condition to help to make this great show a grand suc- 
cess. icago handles more grain than any other city in the world; 
Chicago has a larger meat trade than any other two cities in the world; 
Chicago has more railroad terminals, greater general facilities for all 
classes of railroad business, and more miles of side-track than any other 
city in the world; she has more acres of public parks connected by more 
miles of boulevards than any other city in the world; she has a larger 
inland shipping trade than any other city in the world and larger than 
any other three cities in the United States. [Applause. ] 

Chicago is inhabited by a people whose hearts and hands are always 
open to any t enterprise that serves to develop and build up this 
country and for the benefit of mankind, Her people have obliterated 
from their vocabulary the word fail.“ They do not understand its 
meaning. The world-wide reputation of her citizens for ability, en- 
ergy, and push will assure every one that if the fair is located there it 
will be a brilliant success and a celebration in every way fitting as the 
world’s tribute to the noble mariner who discovered our hemisphere. 

Mr. ADAMS. My colleague desires to yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. ~ 

Mr. PERKINS. As one representing an agricultural constituency, 
and a constituency of the West, I favor this resolution which provides 
for holding this great world’s fair or exposition. I believe, sir, as has 
been expressed upon this floor to-day, that the centennial exposition of 
1876 held at Philadelphia contributed in no small degree to the glory 
of this people and to our prosperity as a nation, and I believe that like 
results will follow this great world’s fair which we propose to hold in 
1892. 

Then comes the practical question for us to consider, Where shall it be 
held? Shall it be for the convenience of the people of our country, in one 
of the great interior centers, accessible by railroads and by water to all 
parts of the country, or shall it be held upon the coast of the United 
States, or at this beautiful Capital city? That is the question that 
comes practically and logically before us for our consideration. If itis 
to be a great national exposition, under the auspices and control of the 
General Government and managed by governmental directors, it seems 
to meit ought to be held in this Capital city, with all its beautiful parks, 
its national renown and honor, its magnificent public buildings, and its 
glory as the seat of Government of the people's Republic. [Applause.] 
But if it is to be a great industrial exposition, in which our States are 
to participate, to be em . and governed by State directors, then some 
one of the great central Western cities, accessible to all sections of the 
Union, should be selected. And, Mr. Speaker, looking at the situation 
as I do, I think that gem city, that ambitious, growing city situated 
upon the banks of Lake Michigan, with all of its beautiful parks, a city 
accessible by railroads to every village and hamlet in the land, a city 
unsurpassed in commercial activity and business prosperity, is the place 
to be designated for the world's fair. [Applause. ] 

I, like other speakers, have no unkind word to speak of other com- 
peting cities, and yet perhaps it is well for us as Americans, when pro- 
viding for a great American exposition, to look at the facts and con- 
siderations that naturally suggest themselves when contemplating the 
selection of this site. I have in my hand Wilson’s Business Directory 
of New York City, printed in 1888, and on running over the list of 
names of hotels in the city of New York I find in that great city such 
names as the Aberdeen, the Abingdon, Buckingham, the Bull’s Head, 
the Burlingame, the Carlton, the Hotel Bartholdi, the Hotel Bristol, 
Hotel Brunswick, Hotel Devonshire, the Hotel Hungaria, Hotel Royal, 
the St. George, the Shelburne, the Vendome, St. Cloud, St. Denis, 
St. James, Victoria, Wellington, Gladstone, and the Hotel Westmin- 
ster, but I fail, Mr. Speaker, to find that a single one of these hotels 
in that great metropolitan city has been named in honor of one who 
was first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his country- 
men. [Loud applause. 

I fail to find a single hotel in that great city named in honor of this 
beautiful Capital city of our nation. I find Westminster, St. James, 
St. Cloud, St. Denis, and so on, all remembered and honored, but 
none to commemorate the names and achievements of American states- 
men and the soldiers of America that we delight to honor. General 
Grant, who accepted the surrender of the great chieftain of the Con- 
federate forces at Appomattox, is not remembered; General Sherman, 
who led the boys from Atlanta to the sea, is forgotten in the list of 
names; General Sheridan, who, like a meteor, shot through the Valley 
of Virginia, leading the boys to victory after dishonor and defeat had 
been secured, as was confidently believed by the Confederates, he whom 
we delight to honor as Little Phil. Sheridan,“ is not remembered, 
or named there [applause]; and so, Mr. Speaker, I could continue the 
list, and I fail to find that any of our statesmen, our soldiers, our beau- 
tiful cities, or our great States are remembered or named. 

But, on the other hand, the statesmen of Europe, the heroes of 
Europe, the rulers of Europe, are commemorated and honored in the 
names to be found there, and we are invited to pay them homage. I 
believe as an American Congress, I believe as representing American 
constituencies, we should send the world’s fair to an American city, 
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[Great applause.] If we are to hold an exposition for the convenience 
and accommodation of Euro) nations, let us go to London at once. 
[Renewed applause and laughter.] But if it is to be for the men who 
cultivate the fields of this country, the men who hold the plow and 
work in the shops and factories; if it is to be for the patriotic citizens 
of the country, through whom we hope to make the honored guests of 
Europe welcome and who will extend to them a royal greeting, let us 
go to some one of our t interior cities, alive to all the grand activi- 
ties and aspirations of this new world of ours, and hold there an expo- 
sition which will be an honor to the nation and remembered in the 
ages that axe to come. [Applause.] It seems tome that this argument 
should be conelusive upon us. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Do you find any such name as Oklahoma in that 
section of the country? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, my friend from New York is so much afraid 
of Oklahoma that he wants to get this exposition down here on the ex- 
treme border of the country, where none of that people may have an 
opportunity to attend or take any part init. [Applause.] But, Mr. 
Speaker, I want this exposition to go where even the humblest citizen 
of Oklahoma can share in its glories and contribute to its success as a 
part of our great nation. [Applause.] è 

Mr. SPINOLA. How about bringing on the sooners; you do not 
want them, do you? 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend from New York may indulge in that kind 
of argument, if he chooses to do so, in support of his own views, for it 
is, after all, a convenient argument when all others fail, and it may be 
consistent for my friend, who represents the city with its celebrated 
committee of four hundred and her other advantages, to indulge in 
such arguments, but not forme. [Applause and laughter.] I prefer 
to look at the great and diversified interests of this country, and discuss 
the question on its merits as it should be discussed—discuss it for the 
poor and humble as well as for the rich and great. 

As one who had the honor of attending the centennial celebration at 
New York on the 30th day of April last and as one who shared in the 
privileges and pleasures of that event, I can speak from personal ob- 
servation and experience of the crowded condition of that great city 
and of its inability to provide for a great exposition. After one suc- 
ceeded in getting to one of its hotels it was a matter of almost utter 
impossibility to get away from it again, or to see the city, because of 
the lack of means of transportation and the crowded condition of the 
streets. And my friend from New York and every member on this 
floor knows that in reaching New York from the steam-boat or railroad 
landings it costs almost as much to reach a hotel from such landing or 
depot as.it does to go from here to the city of New York. [Loud ap- 
plause and laughter.] Can men of moderate means be accommodated 
in such a city? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. ADAMS. My colleague, Mr. Hrrr, desires to yield to my col- 
league, Mr. LAWLER, five minutes. 

Mr. LAWLER. I am not like many of our orators who have spoken, 
who had prepared speeches ending with poetry. I will commence by 
saying Malice towards none, and charity for all.“ That has been 
our fight, and by that condition of things we have got such a powerful 
newspaper as the New York Sun (and I commend its last Satur- 
day’s issue to our New York friends) giving Chicago one of the most 
complimentary articles that could be written. I would like to call 
further attention to one of their eminent statesmen and most prosper- 
ous business men, Chauncey M. Depew. When Mr. Depew thought 
that the fair was gone from the people of New York he said that the 
Republicans, Democrats, Mugwumps, and Socialists all united for 
Chicago. There is no politics in that city.” That was Mr. Depew’s 
expression. 

And there never was or will be. I want to say that I hold in my 
hands petitions from the workingmen of every State in the Union (I 
will except New York, but there are petitions in my hands from Penn- 
sylvania and all other cities in the Union), representing millions of 
workingmen, asking that the exposition be located in the city of 
Chicago. We have not attempted to belittle the other cities in our 
argument among friends, I am sorry to say that I can ngot say as much 
for our opponents; but I want to disabuse their minds in this direction. 
No polities has been allowed up to the present time, nor will there be 
so far as Chicago is concerned, in the world’s fair. The governor of 
the State, it is true, is a Republican; the mayor of Chicago is a Demo- 
crat; into the hands of those gentlemen will be given the appointing 
power of this general committee. Those interested feel, believe, and 
know that these gentlemen will pick out nothing but experienced busi- 
ness men and put them at the head of that committee. My friend from 
New York [Mr. FLOWER] in making a lengthy speech got down to one 
point that I would have liked him to cover, and that was in regard to 
the hotels, but that he said he would insert in the RECORD. 

Allow me to present the following facts for Mr. FLOWER’S observation: 
Chicago has a population of 1,200,000 and an area of 175 miles. It has 
the best hotel accommodations of any city, maintaining not less than 
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120 first and second class hotels, besides 150 buildings and flats, which 
will accommodate 300,000 guests. Additional hotels will be erected 
should 5 decide upon Chicago for the fair, which I know will 
be done. ere are not less than 25 trunk-lines terminating in Chicago, 
and 850 trains arrive and depart daily from the different depots, accom- 
modating 125,000 people every twenty-four hours. The Chicago parks 
are unsu: covering not less than 2,038 acres and extending over 
60 miles. Its 100 business blocks and bank buildings excel those of 
any other city in the United States, 

Chicago has 1,386 miles of streets, and has been paving her streets 
for the last six years at the rate of 50 miles a year, having already 400 
miles paved. There are in operation 587 miles of street-car tracks, in 
addition to 50 miles of cable-car lines, and this system is being ex- 
tended all over the city. Twelve thousand miles of sidewalks are laid 
and 54 miles each year are being completed. The health department, 
under the able management of Dr. Wickersham, shows that the death 
rate is the lowest of any large city in the United States. The police and 
fire departments of Chicago are the best managed in America, the police 
department consisting of 1,700 patrolmen, while the fire department 
employs 850 men and is without equal in the world. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would just like about one minute further, I would 
like to have said that Chicago in her great calamity recognized the fact 
through her representatives of the outpouring and generous responses 
of the people of this country and all over the world. I say to the peo- 
ple of New York to-day that we have gota great West there, and I want 
the visitors to the world’s fair to come and see that West. In my hum- 
ble opinion this fair should not have stopped at Chicago, but should 
have even gone farther into the West. I want the New York people 
to come beyond the Alleghany Mountains once and see what we haye 
got in the great West. I say that Chicago stands ready to make this 
a successful enterprise. Chicago does not ask a dollar to bear the ex- 
penses; but our business men will subscribe if necessary $25,000,000 
to make this exhibition what it ought to bein this country. Come, 
my friends, to the Garden City of the West and you will be proud of 
your visit. 

Mr. HITT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CHIPMAN]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of holding the fair. 
My constituents are in favor of holding one, and I have no doubt that 
the great city [Detroit] which I have the honor to represent here will 
be the first among the foremost in any exhibition that is made. I also 
am in favor of the great West, the heart of our resources, the ever-living 
fountain from which the prosperity of the country is derived. I would 
invite the people from abroad to go to that region, for no man sees Amer- 
ica who does not see the West. I would like to ask them to go there 
and listen to the rhythm of the nation’s heart and learn from it how 
great is that western country. I Would have them go there and see 
our great lakes and great rivers. I would have them visit Buffalo, 
Cleveland, Toledo, Detroit. Cincinnati, Milwaukee, St. Louis, Chicago, 
and other great marts of industry and manufacture, and learn how 
great the mother must be and how strong she must be whose children are 
so strong. 

Gentlemen have spoken of New York being an exposition in itself. 
I have nothing but kindness to say of New York; but, sir, the great 
West is the region of grain; it is the region of cotton. 

There, Mr. Speaker, are our mines of copper, and of gold, and of silver. 
There the eternal hills sentinel the wealth of America and tell us that 
it shall be everlasting. [Applause]. It is to this region that I would 
invite the people of the world. Itis to this exposition that I would 
introduce them as a true reflex of the glory and of the greatness of the 
American people. So far as manufactures are concerned, so far as all 
the elements which should make a great exposition are concerned, these 
great cities which I have mentioned, and others west of the Alleghany 
Mountains, must, under all circumstances, contribute the real exhibit 
of American prosperity and progress, Sir, let us have our people gath- 
ered together in the true abode of patriotism, the West. I mean no 
disrespect to any other section, but there the true American feeling is 
stronger than in any other section of this country; there we know how 
much the North owes to the South and the South to the North, the East 
to the West and the West to the East, and how much every citizen of 
this great country owes to every other citizen of it. Weare cosmopoli- 
tan, we are patriotic. Our situation, our vastness, make us national in 
the highest sense of the term. In that abode of patriotism it will be 
well not only for foreigners to meet us, but for our own citizens, from 
all parts of the country, to meet one another and grasp hands in the 
hearty love of fellow-Americans, But, one word more, Mr. Speaker. 
When I have said all this I need only add that there is but one place 
which can achieve all that I desire to be achieved, and that is the pres- 
ent metropolis of the West, the future metropolis of America, the grand 
city of Chicago. [Applause.] 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, the city of St. Louis, to those whose good 
fortune has brought them within its confines, speaks more eloquently 
through the charms it possesses and displays than I can, and if all who 
are to pass upon this question had been fortunate enough ever to have 
been within its borders, mnch that has been said and much that I shall 
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say might remain unsaid. If an can be added to what has been 
said within the last year in the public prints, in public assemblies, in 

. the public tho: before the committees of the House and the 
Senate, and upon this floor, I have not been able to think of it, and I 
may be obliged to repeat some things. Of course, if anything remains 
unsaid which might have been said, I claim it for the city of St. Louis, 
whose merits distance those of any other city, and put her so far in 
the van as to entitle her to the surfeit. 

In the discussion, Mr. Speaker, of the site for the world's fair, I had 
not intended saying anything in disparagement of any other city, but 
there seems to be a disposition on the part of some in this contest to 
covertly and covetously belittle the great interoceanic city of my home, 

+ All fools haye still an ite! to deride, ` 
And fain would be upon the laughing side. 

The place, Mr. Speaker, for this proposed commemoration is to be 
chosen, I apprehend, upon sound reasons and to promote the ends 
sought to be com . If it is intended to select a place for the 
missi work of enlightenment, which was alluded to by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TAYLOR ], I wouid plead earnestly and sincerely, 
now and at all times, for the city of Chicago, whose people, Mr. Speaker, 
learn their art from magic-lantern reproductions, their history from 
cycloramas and panoramas, their sculpture from cemeterial monu- 
Fo and their politics from criminal calendars and trials, [Laugh- 
ter. 

Ine original conception, however, of this celebration emanated some 
five years ago in a series of articles published in my city. The thought 
was one of pure sentiment and of unselfish and patriotic feeling. It 
was to commemorate in a fitting manner the discovery of the New 
World by Christopher Columbus. The World’s Fair Committee have 
embodied in the bills before the House what they believe to be a suit- 
able way to carry out this idea, which, I repeat, first saw the light of 
day in the publications I have just referred to. 

i regret to say, however, Mr. Speaker, that the original thought has 
almost entirely disappeared under the débris. The sentiment is dis- 
placed by sordii considerations, the patriotism by political machina- 
tions. In a matter of this character, primarily and substantively an 
historic one, I want no political party, Democratic or Republican, city, 
State, or national committee-man, or party manager, to locate the site 
for this great historic event according to what he thinks is proper and 
accordant, } 

The history of a country, gentlemen, isnot made by a political party, 
nor indeed by all political parties alone, though the progress of its 
people owes much to the established character of its form of govern- 
ment. ‘The political aspect of this matter is not confined to the city 
of New York. Chicago vies with the city of New York in this dis- 
tinction and supplements it by an aspect distinctively mercantile. An 
examination of the bills referred to the World's Fair Committee dis- 
closes the fact that Chicago alone declined to name her incorporators 
in the bill, but required that to be left blank in order that the governor 
of the State of Illinois might designate the incorporators. 

St. Louis, Mr. Speaker, offers the advantages of location. She is situ- 
ated geographically so as to be accessible to the largest number of peo- 
ple of this country and of the countries of this continent south of us, 
Mexico and the Americas. In the way of exhibits of our wonderful 

she is nearer to a greater variety of them than any other city, 
and as to foreign exhibits, of which so much has been said, they can 
be brought through the jetties and handled at the docks of New Orleans 
more conveniently and brought to St. Louis with less confusion than 
at the port of New York. : 

There has been, in respect to local advantages, no unseemly rivalry 
in the hearts of the people of the city of St. Louis when locating the 
actual site within its confines, It does not require the different loca- 
tions in the city of St. Louis spread all over its territorial limits to com- 
pass this great work. We have at least half a dozen sites that can com- 

it, without distributing it over the city and without in any 
way interfering with the symmetry of the exhibition. 

Possessing in an eminent degree the power to carry ont the require- 
ments of the bill under consideration, able and willing to live up to its 
provisions in good faith, she asks you in a spirit of a lofty ambition to 
place in her care under the guardianship of the National Government 
this celebration, Her hospitality is famous the world over, her liber- 
ality is unquestioned, her honesty unsullied, her health-producing and 
health-preserving climate unparalleled. 

She comes to you in no spirit of political rivalry; she does not want 
this fair to gain a political advantage. She comes to you with words of 
import — 7 like those of Isabella when she recalled to her presence 
the wandering, disheartened, and discouraged navigator, and said: I 
will assume the undertaking for my own crown of Custile, and am 
ready to pawn my own jewels to defray the expenses.” 

My country, tis of thee, 
Sweet land of liberty, 


Of thee I sing, 

1 as is St. Louis, inhabited by people from every clime, 
orderly, law-abiding, and loyal at all times, proud of their fatherland 
and respectful of their former allegiances, once a part of the Spanish 
Empire, she beseeches you to let the nations of the earth participate, in 


the land of freemen and freedom, of equal rights and untrammeled 
pona convictions, in her municipality, in the preservation of the 

deed of which all are the beneficiaries; to walk in her beauti- 
ful parks, ornamented by the greatest sculptors’ art, the monuments 
erected by her citizens’ liberality to Alexander von Humboldt, Chris- 
topher Columbus, William Shakespeare, and U. S. Grant; to ride over 
her spacious and well-paved boulevards, and rest with ease, quiet, and 
comfort in her luxurious hostelries: [Prolonged applause. ] 

She would bid you and all the world, men, women, and children, 
old and young, to a nursery of virtue, instead of a morass of vice. She 
invites the living statesmen to the homes of Benton, Bates, and Blair, 
statesmen now departed. In St. Lonis, in the heart of the Union, 
where this nation’s power is fast centering, in the great valley of the 
Mississippi, explored by De Soto, surrounded by the history and tra- 
ditions of France, Spain, and the Indian, is the fittest spot for the cele- 
bration of the achievement which has invested the name of Columbus 
with imperishable renown, if the glory of the whole country is to be 
considered. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes of my time to my colleague, Mr, 
NIEDRINGHAUS, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Mr. Speaker, I notice that my colleagues 
are all very much pleased to have me rise for the first time to address 
this body. I assure you it is not without hesitancy that I do rise to 
speak on so important and vast a subject, and I fear that long before 
I shall have done the subject justice my stock of oratory will have been 
exhausted. [Laughter. ] 

I stand before you to-day, Mr. Speaker, in the attitude of a disin- 
terested citizen, who is interested in all the cities that are contesting 
for the site of the world’s fair. ; 

St. Louis has been my home for thirty-five years, where I have found 
a wife and raised a family, and a large one at that [laughter], and 
where, under the liberality of its business men and bankers, I have 
been enabled to start and carry on a business that is not equaled any- 
where. [Laughter and applause.] But I am equally interested in 
the city of Chicago. I count among its business men some of my very 
best friends. I have business interests in that city. The same is true 
of the city of New York; and I must say that I have been honored by 
New York by being called upon to contribute to the world’s fair fund 
of that city. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Have you ded ? 

Mr. NIEDRINGHADS. I have not done so yet, but I suppose I 
shall have to. 

Now, my interest in the city of Washington is, Mr. Speaker, of a 
loftier nature. It is from the standpoint of a patriot and a statesman. 
LLaughter.] As the Democratic press of my locality is pleased to keep 
my interests constantly before my city and State, it has seen fit to rec- 
ommend me for almost any office except that of President of the United 
States [laughter], and which, as they well know, I would not accept. 
And in order to make my second term doubly sure, they have of late 
assured my people that there was no danger of my doing any damage 
either in committee or on the floor, [Laughter and applause.] My 
own party, Mr, Speaker, I am sorry to say, has not discovered any of 
these cteristics. 

But, sir, I am not here to represent my own interests, Iam here in 
company with my colleagues, Mr. FRANK (who has so generously ex- 
tended to me privately all the time I may want) and Mr. Kinsry, to 
Tepresent and to present to you, gentlemen, the city of St. Louis as 
above all other cities the place where the world’s fair should be located. 
And Iam pleased to say that the Representatives from the State are 
heartily co-operating with us. I trust that before I get through with 
this effort—for such it is—[laughter] the members of this body will 
be convinced; and I hope they will not dare to appear before their con- 
stituents for re-election this fall unless they vote for the city of St, 
Lonis. [Laughter and applause.] That choice being made, as I have 
no doubt it will be, by an overwhelming majority, 1 hope some gen- 
tleman from the bity of Chicago will be generous enough to move that 
it be made unanimous. 

Much has been said and still more written [laughter], and, there be- 
ing no strangers here, I may as well state I had also written a speech, but 
it is lying moldering in my drawer [laughter]. There were only five 
minutes accorded me, and I did not know that I could do agreat deal in 
that time; Iconsequently thought it best for me to rely on the moving of 
thespirit. [Laughter.] Much has been said and more written to show 
that this fair ought to belocated on the Atlantic coast, in the interest 
of European visitors and exhibitors. I have understood the citizens of 
this country have expended $60,000,000 in visiting the fair at Paris. 
Still others are carrying over bodily their millions earned under our 
more liberal institutions. And that is not enough; very often they 
throw in their daughters. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FRANK. I extend to the gentleman five minutes more. 

M 2 IEDRINGHAUS. Five minutes, I am afraid, will not do me 
any i 

As I was saying, these Americans abroad, besides taking there their 
millions, have thrown in their daughters, with very little in return, 
except, perhaps, a defunct lord, duke, or baron. Now, Mr. Speaker— 


as CR —- zoala = * z agii — s -ig — 
f s 8 * oe rr 9 
- KAR KO e ** oars a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1890. 


ie es 2 ö n F ee 


1567 


I am afraid you are not interested [laughter]; but, sir, if you had 
these fellows on your hands they would not bring, in the matrimonial 
market of this practical country, halfa cent a pound. [Laughter.] 
The love of Europeans for America is not for the sake of our itu- 
tions. It is not love at all; it is merely fondness, like that felt years 
ago by the Fiji Islanders for the European, because he was nice and 
tender. [Laughter.] 

As to the exhibitors, I can assure you that they will follow us to 
the end of the continent to secure the privilege of glancing at the prog- 
ress made by the American people during the last quarter of a cen- 
tury. The Philadelphia exposition of 1876 was a new inspiration to 
European manufacturers, and it infused new life and energy intothem 
such as they had not dreamed of, and since then they have become the 
strongest competitors for the markets of the world. This argument, 
therelore, used by my friends from New York, whom I very much ad- 
mire, as well as the great city they represent, is not well taken; and if 
the exposition is merely to be an exposition by the American people 
it should be held in the part central of this country, in the Missis- 
sippi Valley, in that noble and patriotic city of St. Louis, situated on 
the banks of the great Mississippi. 

Now, to speak of St. Louis. Being St. Louisan, whose characteris- 
tic, as everybody knows, is modesty, to come here to sing our own 
praise is very unnatural. [Laughter.] St. Louisans are the mosthos- 
pitable people on the globe; and we will prove it to you in 1892 when 
you come to visit the fair. St. Louis people know how to hold a fair; 
they know how to make expositions a success. We have often been 
asked here, Why haven't we heard more about St. Louis?“ We 
have often had to stand rebuked by visiting people. Last summer we 
had the pleasure of having with us a committee of Congressional gen- 
tlemen—the Oklahomacommittee. [Laughter.] Andone of its mem- 
bers, the gentleman from Mississippi, in the early morning ascended 
the dome of our court-house [laughter and applause] and there, sir, 
from its top viewed the city as it spread out about him on many hil 
slopes, and over broad plains. [Applause. ] 

A Memner. He saw two cities. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Yes, sir; and he saw more. [Renewed 
laughter.] I will explain. [Laughter and applause.] 

A MEMBER. Oh, no; that is enough. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. He saw stretched out before him a sea of 
houses, with streets north and south parallel with the river 15 miles 
Jong, cut at right angles east and west 8 or 9 miles; and as he stood 
there in the morning hour [laughter and pees 9 the sun shedding 
its golden beams upon roofs and steeples [applause], upon mighty busi- 


ness buildings, factories, and private houses, it came from the bosom of | large 


his heart like spontaneous combustion. [Great laughter and applause. ] 
Noticing, too, that the horizon was about equal distance in all direc- 
tions [renewed laughter and applause], he exclaimed, ** This is the 
great city, the center of the universe. [Long-continued laughter and 
applause. ] - 

Chicago is-a great city, the wonder of the world. But for once, Mr. 
Speaker, Chicago will have to look on; and I trust, as the chariot of the 
world’s fair passes by for the purpose of locating in St. Louis, that Chi- 
ago shall bid it God speed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
[Cries of “Go ont”? “Yield him more time!!“ 

Mr. HATCH. The time has been divided among members repre- 
sentir the four cities, and it is not fair to those gentlemen to have the 
time extended to one member, as is here proposed. I protest against it. 

Mr. FRANK. The time of my colleague having expired, I will yield 
now for tive minutes to my other colleague [Mr. WADE]. 

Mr. WADE. I will yield my time to my colleague [Mr. NIEDRING- 
HAUS]. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Small favors are gratefully received. 
[Laughter ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to state why St. Lonis should have the 
world’s fair. But before I state that I must make mentionof my friend 
from New York [Mr. BAKER], a gentleman not easily astounded, but 
who was absolutely fascinated with the grandeur of the city of St. Louis, 
and my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] was so well pleased during 
that festive day with the city and its surroundings that he did not even 
suggest the idea to adjourn. [Laughter.] 

This, Mr. Speaker, will give you, in a measure, a bird’s-eye view of 
the situation of the city of St. Louis, which is the finest of that of any 
city on this continent. Now, just a few words with regard to the ad- 
vantages of location. St. Louis has within a radius of 500 miles, as it 
is indicated on the map here present, a larger population by several 
millions and a greater number of miles of railroads and a Jarger mile- 
age of navigable rivers than any other city in this country, and the dis- 
tance for Mexican and Central and South American ports (the nations 
who are equally interested in the celebration of this great event) is 
shorter than that of any other city competing for this fair. 

St. Louis is the commercial and manufacturing center of the great 
Mississippi Valley. Its advancement of late years in its commercial 
and manufacturing interests is unequaled by any city of its size, and 
the publicimprovements that have been made within the last ten years 
in streets and public buildings are hardly equaled anywhere. Theim- 


provements for rapid transit and other public improvements now in prog- 
ress have been estimated to cover over $40,000,000. Thecitizens of St. 
Louis were the very first to cheerfully subscribe the supposed requisite 
millions necessary to induce Congress to locate a site for the fair, and 
when a St. Louisan subscribes and obligates himself he means to 
pay- 

The sanitary condition of the city is the very best. The city bei 
situated on high, rolling ground, we have a drainage that is not Scale 
by any other large city in the country. The number, beauty, and acre- 
age of its parks is greater than that of any other city; and when we 
speak of a suitable site for the holding of this fair St. Louis can offer 
to this country sites (half a dozen of them, if you choose) that can 
not be equaled. The city offers to the world's fair commissioners the 
use of one of its largest parks, of 1,300 acres, which, besides being ex- 
eellently adapted for the holding of the’ fair, also affords in its drives 
and romantic scenery the advantages of such recreation as the visitors 
to a large fair need. 

Now, sir, I wish to tell my Republican friends—and I have been put 
up to this by parties on the other side. [Great laughter andapplause. ] 
That is the fact. [Renewed laughter.] In the summer of 1888 the 
national Republican committee sent a Macedonian cry to St. Louis to 
save the House to the Republican party. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Well, St. Lonis did it. [Renewed laughter.] My friends on the other 
side know this. St. Lonis sent to this floor three Republican Repre- 
sentatives. [Laughter.] And by the votes of those Representatives 
in prospect the new States were admitted into the Union, and their 
Representatives to-day sit here in dignity representing those young and 
royal States. [Applause.] St. Louis did this for you Republicans. 
Noti 1 75 will you do in return? [ Long- continued laughter and ap- 

use. 

3 There are, Mr. Speaker, four cities contending for what appears to 
be a national favor, and if such it is, St. Louis is, above all cities in the 
United States, entitled to this favor. The people of the United States 
are under obligations, yes, are indebted to the city of St. Louis for its 
noble deeds of patriotism and heroism at the time of the nation's 
greatest peril. When the nation became engulfed in the most bloody 
of civil wars it was the city of St. Louis that rose like a rock out of 
the seas to stem the tide of this deluge of war and destruction, and by 
its noble work and example strengthened and kept in line the balance 
of the border States, thereby preventing the breach from taking still 
greater dimensions, which if it had not been prevented would have de- 
manded an untold additional treasure of life and property. 

The result was that the city of St. Louis was transformed into a 
military camp, the natural course of business ceased, and while 
other cities to the east and north of us were being benefited and built 
up by the result of war we were defending the cause of the people. 
And while we may have been looked upon by many gentlemen on the 
other side of the House as one of the greatest enemies to their cause, I, 
really rejoice tosee that they are, almost toa man, anxious to pay hom- 
age to this city, and they rejoice with us to-day in the preservation of 
this Union in one country, one flag, and one God, 

Now, therefore; Mr, Speaker, I take it that it is time for this nation, 
when it has the means at hand, to relieve itself of this great moral 
obligation as a country to the city of St. Louis and exhibit the mar- 
velous results and achievements of farm and forest, of mine and factory 
and studio, of land and of sea, in the very spot where at one time was 
to be seen an exhibition, as it were, of the forces of war and destruc- 
tion. I say, Mr. Speaker, that at this point the people of this country 
should gather and the nations of the world be invited to celebrate one 
of the greatest of human events—the discovery of this God-blessed 
country by Christopher Columbus four hundred years ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FRANK. The gentleman’s time having expired, I will yield 
the remaining time to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. I will yield ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. STONE], 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I never saw the Garden of 
Eden, and never will. I do not know where it was, and no one seems 
able to advise me. I do not know what it was. It is to me only a 
sacred tradition, full of meaning and of wonder—a beautiful picture 
hung somewhere on a shadow wall, away back in the night beyond the 
age of history. 

I never saw the garden of Hesperides, whose golden apples were 
plucked by Hercules while the maids of Erebus slumbered on their 
watch and the sentinel dragon slept. 

I never saw that wonder of the ancient world, the hanging gardens 
of Babylon, which Nebuchadnezzar reared in graceful terraces high 
above the brazen gates of the city that they might remind his Median 
wife of her native mountains. I never saw any of these. 

But I have seen the garden of the modern world. In that marvel- 
ous basin which lies between the green tops of the Alleghanies and the 
lordly peaks of the Rockies, between the Great Lakes of the North and 
that summer sea which sings its love songs to our beautiful Southland, 
lies the unchallenged and undisputed garden of the world. Climb yon 
mountain height, whose azure crown can beseen from the Capitol, and 
look out across this matchless en, which is also an empire, unri- 
valed by any upon which the lights of heaven shine. Yonder glim- 
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sheen is the Mississippi sweeping down from the Great Lakes, 
broad and beautiful, cleaving this fertile valley in twain, Yonder come 


the melted snows of the Rockies, and here go the turbid floods sent 
down from the slopes of the Alleghanies, Yonder, in the very 
heart of the valley and in the very heart of the Republic, they glide 
gracefully one into the other, and thence pour on their turbulent floods 
united, laving the feet of imperial cities on the way, until they are lost 
among the blue and laughing waves of the sea. Where can sucha trio 
of great inland seas be elsewhere found upon the globe? Behold the 
checkered earth, cross-cut in every direction by a vast, complete, won- 
derful web and net-work of rivers and railways. Here, too, in this 
magic land, like monuments reared to the gods, are the great cities of Cin- 
cinnati, Louisville, Memphis, New Orleans, Galveston, Kansas City, 
Omaha, Denver, Minneapolis, St. Paul, Milwaukee, Chicago, Detroit, 
Indianapolis, St. Louis, and hundreds of other large and aspiring cen- 
ters of population, industry, and commerce. 

What is there in American manufactures which can not be found in 
this wonderful valley and all over it, developed on an immense scale 
and to the highest degree of perfection to which they have attained ? 
Where would you go else upon this continent or in the world to find 
mineral wealth in coal and iron, in lead and zinc, and in all the min- 
erals useful to the arts, developed on a scale so yast and universal as 
here? Here in this unrivaled valley God, in the unexampled munifi- 
cence of His providence, seems to have rested the fecund soil on ribs of 
iron and deep-laid foundations of rich and inexhaustible mineral and 
fuel deposits. Here, too, are the granaries and store-houses of the world. 
Go into the Southern States of the valley and see endless plantations 
white with cotton bolls, or green with waving sugar-cane. Go into 
the central and northern States of the valley and see leagues multiplied 
into leagues of growing corn, and hay, and wheat, and grain, and ce- 
reals of all kinds. Here also are to be found the great aggregation of 
our domestic animals, horses, mules, and herds of every description, 

It is from these fields your exports come. The products of these 
pastures and plantations are almost your sole reliance for foreign com- 


. merce. They supply your balance of trade. They introduce you to 


foreign potentates and powers. But for them you would have no ac- 
quaintance, no commercial intercourse abroad. This valley is also the 
center of our population. It swarms with teeming millions of the 
bravest and proudest men, the loveliest and most heroic women who 
ever stood ready to invent, advance, uphold the enterprises of a coun- 
try, defend its integrity, and, if need be, die for its glory. In no na- 
tionon the globe can all the phases of a people’s possessions and civili- 
zation, industrial, social, educational, moral, religious, be so accurately 
and universally exemplified as can those of the American people here 
in the valley of the Mississippi. 

And here, right in the very center of this great valley; here, right at 
the center of our 60,000,000 of population; here, right at the center of 
this phenomenal wealth and unexampled development of empire; here, 
in the very center of that circle of noble cities and commercial capitals 
which girdle her with a golden chain; here, like a royal jewel set lust- 
rousin the center of the garden; here, resting upon the pulsing heart of 
the Republic itself; here, upon the two shores of the great Father of 


Waters, midway between the emptying pointsof the Missouri and Ohio, 


lanted upon the soil both of Missouri and Illinois, joint jewel of twin 
Sintes, each standing in the front rank of American Commonwealths, is 
the great city of St. Louis, a central star, and the proud capital of the 
great valley, whose 600,000 people throw wide her gates and invite the 
world to her hospitalities, as ample as they are generous. 

Whether the Government should commit itself to this enterprise at 
all, I do not say. But if a world's fair under national auspices is to be 
held—a real worid's fair—then St. Louis, being the central point of our 

pulation and of our agricultural, mineral, andindustrial development, 
is the place where it should be established. It is the place because the 
very term implies that people are expected from abroad; and if so, there 
is no place elsewhere at which foreign visitors can be brought into such 
close, intimate, and universal contact with all the elements of our civ- 
ilization. II it is to be merely a local affair—simply a national expo- 
sition—then let all false pretense be swept away. 

If it is to be a world’s fair we want our kith and kin of all tongues 
and degrees who come to us from other lands to see where the cotton 
they spin is grown, where the bread they eat is produced, where the 
juicy steaks broiled for their delicate palates in the coftee-houses of 
London and the cafés of Parisare fatted. We wantour English cousins 
to see the blue-grass pastures of Kentucky, where the thoroughbreds 
are raised which win their Derby cup and the borrowed surplus of my 
noble lords. We want our Teutonic friends to inspect the great Amer- 
ican hog on his native heath, and, finding him fat, slick, and healthful 
as any porker dare be, go back prepared to silence envious tongues, and, 
if need be, to beard the iron chancellor in his den. We want our vis- 
itors from all the world to see our waste of agricultural wealth and re- 
turn to astonish their hungry constituencies with stories of how they 
saw farmers in Kansas and Nebraska burn corn as common fuel, and 
thus induce their countrymen to come to us, as went the sons of Jacob 
to the fat land of Egypt, to buy our surplus. These things will not 
be seen, and these practical results will not be achieved if the fair is 
held in New York or Washington, nor so well seen or so well achieved 


if it is held in Chicago; for, though Chicago may claim to be in the 
great valley, it is upon its uttermost northern outskirt. 

Again, looking to the convenience and accommodation of our people 
of all sections, the advantages of St. Louis surpass those of her com- 
petitors beyond all reasonable controversy. Midway between North 
and South, East and West, she is in no sense a sectional city, but in 
every sense a representative American city in the highest acceptation 
of the term. The visitor from New England or California, from Michi- 
gan or Florida, will be equally at home. They will meet upon mid- 
oe ground and none will feel like a stranger in à strange and inhospita- 

e land. 

Considered as a competitor for either a world’s fair or a national fair, 
St. Louis has advantages of location and surroundings unequaled by 
any city on the continent. If the fair is to be chiefly for the benefit of 
a single city and a small region of adjacent country, upon which it is 
to depend mainly for support, then New York and possibly Chicago 
may lay some small claim to superiority. The chief argument put for- 
ward by New York is that the success of the fair will depend upon 
local patronage, and to obtain that they say it must be made accessible 
to the largest number of people who will be able to go and return in a 
single day. But that argument strips the enterprise of its international 
character, reduces it below the level of a national exposition, and makes 
it essentially a mere local show, and in that view I am unable to see 
What business the Federal Government has to meddle with it. 

Ifa fair is to be held under the authority of the National Govern- 
ment, in which all the world is expected to participate, in which all 
the people of the Republic are expected to take part, then it should go 
to the center of the Union. If such a fair is to be held, St. Louis wants 
it, and ought to have it. Imputations against her ability to handle and 
manage so vast an enterprise I consider too small and too mean for seri- 
ous answer. Of course she can manage it with success; otherwise she 
would not attempt it. She would not venture if the overwhelming dis- 
grace of failure was possible, I dismiss these idle, idiotic tales, unwor- 
thy of refutation, and say to you that St. Louis does not overestimate 
her power, and relying upon it she pledges her honor and her good name 
that if this great enterprise be intrusted to her hands she will wake its 
success a source of pride and congratulation to you and to the whole 
Republic. 

Mr. HATCH. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, those who attend 
the world’s fair, which we may hold, from foreign countries will be 
comparatively few in number. The contributions outside of our own 
country will be principally in the way of interesting exhibits. The 
personal attendance from abroad will be principally of people of ample 
means and inquisitive minds, 

The first consideration with us in regard to this fair, apart from the 
necessity of seeing that it is rightly conducted, is the convenience of 
our own people and the benefits to accrne to them. We should select 
a locality that is ample, by reason of its extent and facilities, to ac- 
commodate so great an enterprise as this; and we should select that 
locality of this character which is the most centrally located. Indis- 
putable statistics show that the city of St. Louis is much nearer the 
center of our population than any of theayailablecities which have been 
discussed in connection with this matter. The facilities for getting 
there are more extensive, as shown by our statistics on transportation, 
than are those of any other given locality in our country. 

What boots it, so far as our impression upon other nations is con- 
cerned, if they visit only the outer rim of our country? They come 
from countries that are accustomed to consolidation and centralization, 
where the capital, a London or a Paris, is the all-masterful power, and 
if they visit simply some point on our circumference and do not extend 
their travel into the interior they would wholly misjudge the nature 
of our people, the extent of our resources, the character of our institu- 
tions. Sir, we should select this locality, not only because it isan am- 
ple one, but because it is that ample one, which, when visited by peo- 
ple from other countries, they will know there is just as much north 
of it as they have passed from the east in getting to it, just as much 
south of it as there is north, and just as much still to the west as they 
have left in the east, and that they are in the heart of the American 
nation; and there, seeing our people gathered together from every 
quarter, as they will see them congregated at this central spot, they 
will be impressed with the real evidences of our national greatnessand 
the security of our national peace. 

It is not simply our broad domain, it is not simply our material re- 
sources, it is not simply the intelligence and virility of our people, 
that will impress them and that makes our country great; but they 
will see the millions of all classes of American people mingling to- 
gether in that unity and concord which is the chief element of our 
peace and strength, which will be powerful to impress them with the 
sense of our importance as a nation [applause] and which pleasant 
and instructive intercourse will be most beneficial to us as well as assur- 
ing to others, 

ee the hammer fell. ] 

r. HATCH. I now yield five minutes to my colleague from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I speak not only for St. Lonis, but I 
am confident I voice the sentiment of our people when I declare that 
Missouri heartily concurs aud unites in the request preferred by the 
city of St. Lonis that the world’s fair shall have its habitation within 
her borders. i 

Mr. Speaker, the imperial domain known in history as the Louisiana 
Purchase was acquired from the great Napoleon under the administra- 
tion of Mr, Jefferson, and by the plastic and transforming impress of 
our civilization has been molded and fashioned into a magnificent 
array of thirteen States and three Territories. 

As a native Missourian, sir, I take peculiar pride in the expanding 
greatness of that Commonwealth, and while my views may possibly be 
colored by local admirdtion and affection, yet, with no disposition or 
design of instituting invidious distinctions or comparisons, I still feel 
warranted in expressing the conviction that Missouri in all her charac- 
teristic endowments and resources is the crowning contribution to the 
Union which was carved out of this splendid purchase. 

With a territorial area of 65,350 square miles, its greatest length being 
342 miles and its average breadth 282 miles; with a climatic range which 
embraces and fosters the productions of the temperate zone and those 
of the more northern latitudes; with a rapidly augmenting population 
which the census of this year will show to exceed 3,000,000; with not 
only St. Louis as her chief emporium, but other great and thriving cities 
as well, most notably Kansas City, only a few years since an unim- 
portant trading post, but now a city numbering perhaps a quarter of a 
million of inhabitants—a marvel of genius, energy, andenterprise; with 
a mineral wealth opulent and inexhaustible; with a railway system of 
nearly 6,000 miles; with the Missouri River sweeping through her cen- 
ter and the Father of Waters washing her eastern boundary, I submit, 
therefore, in all candor, Mr. Speaker, whether I have overestimated the 
honorable and equitable claim I have presented for my State. 

I desire further to note, Mr. Speaker, in connection with our mani- 
fold advantages as a locality for the world’s fair, the fact that the geo- 
graphical and commercial center of the United States, as well as the 
center of population, are probably now within the limits of her borders, 
and that Missouri herself is the central Commonwealth in that group 
of States which constitute the wonderful valley of the Mississippi— 
that mighty empire within au empire whose eastern and western limits 
are the Alleghany and the Rocky Mountains. 

The ulation of this valley already equals that of all the other 
States 555 Territories, whilst there is yet room to furnish homes and 
maintenance for perhaps 200,000,000 people. It possesses a railway 
system reaching to every State, and almost to every county, city, and 
town, which, with the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers and their afflu- 
ents, are sufficient to bear the products of its fields and forests, its mines 
and manufactories, to the marts and harbors of commerce, 

Right here, Mr. Speaker, in the very center of this affluence of soil 
and climate, of mines and forests, of rivers and railroads, sits the city 
of St. Louis, with more than half a million of people, who ask that this 
great exposition shall be located within her gates. 

Although, Mr. Speaker, St. Lonis has within the scope of the terri- 
tory immediately tributary to her commerce a greater population and 
more perfect and extensive transportation facilities than either of her 
rivals, yet, sir, Ido not wish to disparage the merits of Washington, 
of New York, or of Chicago, who are also aspirants for this high honor. 

But, sir, this exposition should not only represent the wealth of the 
resources of the continent which Columbus discovered, but if it is to 
be inaugurated and established under the auspices of the General Gov- 
ernment it should be located at the very center of political, commercial, 
and phical power. 

New York, whilst the unquestioned commercial metropolis of the na- 
tion, is yet situated upon the geographic edge of the continent, which 
fact alone, with respect to the exposition, will entail needless expense 
and inconvenience and in millions of cases deprivation upon our po 
ple. Chicago, a perfect prodigy in her commerce and enterprise, is to 
a very great extent obnoxious to the same objection, and others to 
which I will not now advert. 

Washington, beautiful and attractive in itself, rich in historic tradi- 
iions, and the focus of our national grandeur, must nevertheless, de- 
spite these splendid endowments, become, as to the maintenance of this 
immense exposition, a charge upon the public Treasury, and I am un- 
willing, Mr. Speaker, except for the display of its own exhibit, that 
the Government should be held to one dollar of liability is this behalf. 

St. Lonis, Mr. Speaker, with confident but in no respect overweening 
pretensions, presents her plea, based upon the arguments already briefly 
outlined, as well as upon the further advantages of her ample and in- 
viting parks and pleasure grounds, the benign climate, and the health- 
fulness of her people, and the extensive accommodations offered by her 
hotels and the hospitality of her citizens. In behalf, therefore, of the 
simple merits of the case, I invite the attention of Congress to a favor- 
able consideration of the claims of the great metropolitan city of the 
Commonwealth of Missouri. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I now yield the remaining time to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH]. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, if we are to celebrate the four hun- 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of America, it is appropriate that 
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we should show the world the gigantic strides which have been taken 
during the period which has No; not the time which has passed 
since that event, because the value of the discovery laid unappreciated 
and unestimated for years. Nor even since the unpromising and tem- 
porary settlement at Jamestown, Va., in 1607, but rather from the time 
of the landing of the hardy pilgrims on Plymouth Rock, in 1620, when 
they purchased the freedom of religious thought and conscience at the 
price of banishment from the land of their nativity, and built their 
domestic fires and reared their humble homes on the unknown shores 
of a wild and unexplored land. 

It is proposed to show to a wondering world the progress of this 
great people, the results of the enterprise and indomitable spirit of the 
descendants of these early settlers who have made this great nation the 
pride and admiration of the universe. Difficult was the task before them. 
First compelled to conquer the land from an aboriginal race which 
would not adopt the customs or assimilate itself to the habits of its 
conquerers, but slowly aud sullenly took their way towards the setting 
sun, yielding their domain only to the more intelligent force and higher 
civilization of the white man, that task had not been accomplished 
when the colonies were compelled to rise in indignant rebellion against 
the unjust demands of their mother country, with their weak ranks, 
inspired by the watchword, ‘‘ Give me liberty or give me death,“ de- 
feating their foes and forcing the acknowledgment of their independ- 
ence as free and sovereignStates. This was scarcely a century ago, but 
the Government has spread its giant arms until its holds underits rule 
a vast domain stretching from ocean to ocean and from lake to gulf. 

Within this century all has not been peace. Again was the nation 
compelled to meet its ancient foe, and although victorious in its three 
years’ war the fire-brand of the enemy had destroyed its beautiful 
capital and the invading force had laid waste its fields. For the pro- 
tection of its frontier and the enlargement of its territory it also waged 
a four years’ war and planted its banners in defiance and victory over 
the halls of the Montezumas, Cursed with a domestic institution an- 
tagonistic to the principles of liberty upon which its Government was 
founded, enervating to the energies and destructive to the propis of 
its people, it found in that institution a menace to its very existence, 
and civil war followed; prolonged and bloody was the contest; how 
great the victory let history the story teli. The blood ofits best born 
wasspilled on battle plains, and the end found one section of its terri- 
tory in waste and ruin; butthe strength of the Republic as a Union of 
free and independent States was demonstrated to the world. 

Notwithstanding all these interruptions to her progress, notwith- 
standing her youth, the United States stands out acknowledged to 
be one of the greatest nations history has ever known. What tongue 
can voice, what pen can write, the full story of her glory, the renown 
of her arms, the accomplishments of her genius, the achievements of 
her indefatigable industry, and her tireless energy? It is proposed to 
show this by this contemplated exposition, and upon us as Representa- 
tives of this great people devolves the responsibility of naming the city 
to whose midst we will invite the people of all tongues and all lands 
that they may see the progress America has made and compare it with 
the work of the nations of all the world. Where should this best be 
done ? 

I will say nothing detrimental to the claims of other cities when I 
lift my voice in favor of holding this exposition at St. Louis, because 
it is almost the central city of this great Republic established on the 
continent Columbus discovered, because itis amply able to exhibit the 
products to the best advantage, and to accommodate the visitors who 
would flock there from the four quarters of the earth, and thereby make 
Pie rs worthy of the great Republic under whose auspices itis 

eld. 

There is a most lamentable ignorance in other lands of the extent and 
power of this country of ours. In order that this ignorance may be 
removed and the extent of our territory and the achievements of our 
muscle and brain made manifest to all mankind, I would meet the for- 
eign visitor in the harbor which American science has deepened so that 
vessels of all sizes might approach without difficulty and anchor within 
the port of the metropolitan city of the Republic. I would conduct 
him through the crowded streets of New York, show him its busy marts, 
its manufactures, its workshops, and then rest his tired eyes and brain 
by a drive through its matchless park. Then by the lightning express 
I would bring him here to the Capital of the nation, with its broad 
and beautiful streets, its splendid avenues, ending in refreshing circles, 
I would point to its elegant dwellings, its massive public buildings, and 
to this legislative Hall—unrivaled in all the world—and say, ‘Behold 
the seat of Government of this great Republic.” I would take him 
down the Potomac to the quiet shades of Mount Vernon and point to 
the last home and final resting place of the immortal Washington, 
t first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen.” 
Having impressed the visitor with this scene, I would place him upon 
“the limited” and carry him to the southern foot of the Great Lakes, 
where rests the Paris of America ’’—proud, defiant, pushing Chicago— 


taking him byitslofty edifices, its tasteful residences, over its grand boule- © 


vards, I would tell him, as we journeyed on, the strange story of its 
active, prosperous life; of the vast fires which laid in ruins its beautiful 
streets, and how from its ashes sprung a fairer, nobler city, which 
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laughed tho fury of the fire fiend to scorn. Leaving this City of the 
Lakes I would rush the visitor over the iron rail until we paused beside 
the Father of Waters“ and at the mighty Mississippi. Man 
had made the highways over which we had hitherto traveled, and had 
solved the qu n of transportation over hill and vale: but here we 
stood beside God’s mighty highway. Rising amid the northern snows 
it takes its way southward until it empties its mighty waters into the 
Gulf. on whose banks bloomsthe southern rose; upon its broad bosom 
may float the commerce of a world. 

l would recall to the mind of the visitor the fact that whilst the fame 
of Columbus is not to be ignored, neither should it be forgotten that 
another such adventurous spirit, Ferdinand De Soto, discovered the 
Mississippi and was buried in its waters. We stand, then, midway 
the continent, and here we reach proud, prosperous, enterprising, and 
hospitable St. Louis, with her wealth, earned by honest toil, and her 
growth founded on a substantial business prosperity. In St. Louis 
second only to the metropolis as a business mart, receiving the goods 
sho bnys and delivering the products she sells—there would I locate this 
fair, 

I would bid the visitor remember that he stood in the center of the 
great empire. Looking to the North he sees the fields of cornand wheat 
the riches òf agricuiture—furnishing bread for the millions. Turning 
to the South, he finds the abundant fields of cotton and cane. To- 
wards the East lie the busy marts of commerce, and to the West the 
mines of countless millions of gold and silver; while on every hand 
rises the busy hum of honestindustry. Here in the central city of the 
Republic would I display the product of the genius and talent and la- 
bor of the world; let the visitor contemplate the wonders man has 
wrought, and behold around him everywhere the evidence and signs 
of a great, prosperous, and happy people. [Great applause. } 

Mr. WILsox, of West Virginia, was recognized. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, wherever this exposition is held I 
am forit. If it be in Washington, I am for it; or if held in Chicago, 
St. Louis, or New York, I favorit, After four hundred years’ contact 
with the civilization of Europe it is time that the Three Americas should 
challenge comparison with the Governments of Europe and Asia ina 
great exposition to be held on these shores whither Columbus pointed 
the way. 

Historically, no fitter place can be named than the beautiful Capital 
District bearing his name, the seat of Government ofa Republicof sixty- 
five millions of Americans, the chosen meeting place of all the republics 
of the Three Americas actually holding a congress at the other end of 
yonder avenue while we debate at this end. 

After all the stormy contention of many months, above the clashing 
rivalry of many cities seeking purely commercial leadership, above the 
din of this wur cf words wherein it appears that New York, St. Louis, 
and Chicago discovered America and the name of Columbus finds little 
reverence, I want to call the House back to the original proposition ap- 
proved once by all of these cities, that this great nation at its Capital 
should celebrate this great anniversary, gathering about perpetual me- 
morials to Columbus the sister States of America here where they can 
come to meet the representatives of Spain and of all nations; that 
here, on the spot dedicated to his name, millions of living eyes may 
behold the triumphs of our civilization, our arts and industries, along- 
side of the functionaries and the habitations of this government of 
the people. Here alone to foreign minds can we show both the scroll 
and the interpretation. Here alone can this celebration rise above the 
level of a hippodrome or suggest a motive beyond a mere commercial 
boom. Come back, then, brethren of three rival greatcities. A plague 
on both your houses. Let us find peace in a national celebration. 

As after the War of the Roses, that long and bloody struggle, the fol- 
lowers of the white rose and the red rose found peace under.a king in 
whose veins was the blood of Lancaster and York, a king who wore the 
blended colors, white and red, so would I blend and harmonize your 
rivalries now. 

In this fight, after the belated peace at Albany, we look again upon 
the white rose of New York. 

And the color of Chicago is red. Red not because of the embers of an- 
archy she so bravely stamped upon, but let me say out of compliment 
to her able and brilliant Representative, who has so wrought for Chi- 
cago, with hair scrambled, with the smile of a cherub on cheeks so 
round and rosy—let me say that Chicago’s cheek, ample as the shield of 
Achilles, flushed with hope of success, is red. 

Red is the color of Chicago. St. Louis, the beautiful queen of the 
Mississippi Valley, with all her marvelous growth of recent years, for 
this one last occasion only, in this race for the fair, St. Louis is the 
bluest of all blue distances; and St. Louis’s colors are blue. 

Here let us blend the rivalry of these three colors of these three 
cities, discordant, belligerent, and sectional, in the colors of the Na- 
tional Capital Washington dedicated to the red, white, and blue. Let 
them float here at the sanctuary of our ny bat a national exposition 
in the DistrictofColumbia. [Applause on the floorand in the galleries. ] 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will inform the galleries that order must 
be maintained. Applause is inappropriate. 


Mr. McCOMAS, Nowhere else can we find space more ample. If 
you look at the map you behold the Mall, with 300 acres, while the 
open lands reaching from the State Department to the Observatory 
add 220 acres more. There, too, are the Flats, two years hence giving 
a noble park on the broad river, adding 700 acres more. 

Is it buildings and the plant of au exposition you seek? Already 
here $50,000,000 (not five or fifteen) already invested in thè Museum, 
the Smithsonian, the Monument, the Patent Office, the Capitol, and 
the public buildings far exceed what fifteen millions can accomplish 
elsewhere. 

The plans for the new Smithsonian, the new Agricultural building, 
and the Geological Museum are already prepared and can be built and 
used for the exposition, then used forever by the Government. 

The new Library building will then be completed, and is adapted 
for an exposition art gallery beyond any ever used at a world’s fair. 

The fifteen millions provided by the bill of the committee will not 
therefore involve the loss elsewhere suffered by tearing down the build- 
ings. All the main structures would be utilized by the Government, 
now paying $120,000 annual rental for private buildings in this city. 

The transportation problem is easily solved here. The Pennsylvania 
read, the Baltimore and Ohio, the Chesapeake and Ohio, the Richmond 
and Danville system, and Atlantic Coast Line can to-day handle 300, 
000 passengers daily, Within two years their capacity to handlecrowds 
at an exposition would be practically without limit. 

Washington to-day has 270,000 people. In 1892 it will exceed 
300,000 population. It is a city of boarding-houses. Fix the exposition 
here and huge flats will spring up, numberless temporary hotels, and 
ample room forall the people. Quick trainsin less than forty minutes 
will carry twenty thousand tired sight-seers to Baltimore every day. 
My experience last summer taught me that an exposition crowds the 
huge city more than the lesser one where the fair is held. I found 
London overcrowded by people coming from and going to Paris, while 
in Paris room was abundant. Paris had the exposition, but London 
had the crowd. This was the. observation of the visitors I met there. 

Thus, friends of New York, if the exposition be held in Washington, 
your city will be crowded as London was. The time is short. I am 
sorry Columbus did not wait until 1493 hefore making his discovery. 
Here in Washington you could make a year of exposition, beginning Oc- 
tober 12, 1892, and give the delight of this climate in autumn and the 
charm of its early spring to the people who gather here then. Let it 
be here, then, that New York may have a splendid exhibition building 
with all its gold and gilding. Here plant the corn palace of the great 
West. Here let Chicago shower on the sovereign people her and 
swine. Here let St. Louis display her pageants, aud om from 
her marble trance” above this Dome will bless the rival cities who met 
on common ground and buried local rivalries in this uncommercial but 
national city, affording a great national exhibition under non-partisan 
governmental control.” [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LEE]. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, so much has been said in this debate that 
there remains but very little for me to add. But, sir, of all the places 
mentioned for a national exhibition I think the city of Washington, 
the Capital of the country, is not only the proper, but the only place 
where it should be held. It was proper, sir, that the centennial cele- 
bration of the Declaration of Independence should be heldin Philadel- 
phia, for it was from the time-honored hall there that that great enun- 
ciation of human rights was made and launched upon the world, which 
stirred the breast of every patriot and caused hope to spring again, ex- 
ulting, on triumphant wing, in the hearts of many where then reigned 
dark despondency if not abject despair. 

It was proper, sir, that the great industrial exposition should have 
been held in the city of New Orleans, to show to the world what the 
South had accomplished; to show, notwithstanding her years of sorrow 
and suffering, what progress she had made in the great march of pros- 
perity. But, sir, when you come to speak of a national exhibition to 
which are to be invited the nations of the world, who, as I am informed, 
will only treat at the seat of Government, it strikes me that that con- 
sideration alone would be a sufficient argument for the selection or 
Washington as thesite. With the exception of the ancient city of Rome, 
so far as my recollection of history goes, Washington is the only city 
which was selected as a governingcity by its founders. It was intended 
to be a capital, free from commerce and from trade. 

Some of our friends on the other side, I think the gentleman from 
Illinois, said that sentiment should enter into the selection of the site 
of the world’s fair. I heartily respond to that idea, for it furnishes an 
additional reason why the fair should be held here. The visitor who 
comes to this Capital filled with the sentiment of America’s history, 
should he want to view the spot where the firstlodgment of Englishmen 
was made upon this western continent, can do so by a few hours’ ride. 
Should he want to see the heights and plains of Yorktown, where was 
enacted the last great drama of the Revolution, it is an easy stage by 
boat or by train. Alexander Humboldt, standing upon these stepa on 
his visit to America and looking at the beautiful scene that stretched 
before him, said it was the grandest that he had ever seen, because he 
looked upon the land which had given to this country its greatest sol- 


dier, its greatest civilian, and its greatest President. He looked upon 
the land, too, that was foremost in the organization of the freedom of 
the country. ` 

He looked across that river upon the land that gave to the young 
Republie its western domain, which ended only with the setting of the 
sun, that domain which is now teeming with population and whose 
Representatives sit upon this floor and will vote upon this question. 
And, sir, if sentiment is to enter as a factor into this selection, it seems 
to me, as was referred to by the distinguished gentleman from Mary- 
land who preceded me [Mr. McCosras] that the proper place fora 
great national exposition is here, upon the only territory that bears 
the name of the discoverer of America and in the city which bears 
the name of its great founder, the pater patriw of America. - [ Applause. ] 
And, sir, as my friend has said, should any visitor desire to visit the 
Mecca of America, Mount Vernon, it is within easy reach. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not tire you or this House by putting forward in 
the few minutes assigned to me any argument as to the capacity of this 
city to entertain its visitors, for that all admit; but I will say once 
more that if we aro to inyite the nations of the world to come amongst 
us and to exhibit with us, and if we are to act the part of hospitality, 
we should take them not only to our hearts, but should bring them here 
to the home of this great country. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. COLEMAN]. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, the question of the hour is, where 
shall the world’s exposition be held? And, we have heard arguments 
well presented by the champions of the different cities, each argument 
carrying much to impress us, each giving peculiar and good reasons as 
far as they went. But to my mind, Mr. Speaker, the place to hold 
the world’s exposition where will be celebrated the four hundredth an- 
niversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus is in 
the Capital of this nation Washington City. [Applause. ] 

New Orleans is particularly interested in this matter, for it concerns 
her welfare certainly as much as that of any other city in the country, 
and New Orleans hopes, therefore, and expects that the great exposition 
will be held in that city which will give it greatest success in 1892. 
This date, though seemingly close at hand, is not too near to permit 
the full completion of the necessary buildings and all the important 
details required to miake successful the efforts of this great, prosperous, 
pushing, and Lede. ate people to celebrate in a fit and proper man- 
ner the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America, and 
to commemorate that important event by the grandest world’s exposi- 
tion ever known, dreamed of, or heard of before in this world. 

This exposition must be national and international in its composi- 
tion and its characteristics, and the only proper place to locate it is at 
the Capital of this nation. Mr. Speaker, with so many cities candidates 
for the honor of holding the world’s fair in 1892, we realize the grand 
resources of our country, and while the three cities named outside of 
Washington possess advantages peculiar to themselves, they are all 
commercial and industrial rivals of each other, but meet no such ri- 
yalry from the national city of Washington, the domicile and the head- 
quarters of our nation, the pride of every citizen in this glorious country, 
and in whose welfare, permanent improvement, and prosperity every in- 
dividual citizen of this nation has an interest, 

As to the question of the shortness of time between now and the date 
set for holding this exposition, I can testify to the fact that the World’s 
Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition held at New Orleans in 
1884 and 1885 was practically completed in a marvelously short time; 
in fact, six months previous to the opening of that exposition the grounds 
on which that wonderful display was located werea cow pasture. Pond- 
erous machinery and steam-engines were installed, thousands of feet of 
steam-pipe were fitted and connected, and nearly a mile of shafting was 
placed and put in motion, all done in what seemed to many to be an 
incredibly short time, supposed by some to have been a physical im- 
possibility. 

I am credibly informed that in this city of Washington, at the cor- 

ner of Thirteenth and F streets, not long since a well constructed brick 
and stone building, seven stories above ground and two stories below 
ground, was completed in about seventy days. Mr. Speaker, I havea 
very high appreciation of the wonderful skill and energy of the Ameri- 
can mechanic and American laborer, and I believe that the exposition 
could be ready in all departments before 1892 if it was absolutely 
necessary and the money required was forthcoming. 
The location of this world’s fair and exposition in Washington will 
not only gratify the people of this country, but will be considered a 
compliment to foreign nations who are to be invited to send exhibits 
and to participate, and they will appreciate the selection of Washing- 
ton for the fair in a practical way by sending their goods and wares to 
us for exhibition at the recognized national domicile of the host. The 
question then is, shall we extend this compliment to our foreign friends 
or not? This is for us to determine, and I therefore most earnestly 
hope that Washington will be selected because it is our country’s na- 
tional Capital. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. COMPTON]. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I can not, in the brief time allotted 


to me, begin to do justice to the subject which this House is consider- 
ing, but I shall endeavor, as pointedly as I can, and as briefly, to call 
the attention of this House back for a few moments to what was the 
original purpose and design of the proposed celebration of the landing 
of Columbus, and to a few reasons, briefly stated, why, in my judg- 
ment, this is, of all places in America, the place where that celebration 
should be held. F 

In April, 1886, the senior Senator from the State which Iin part 
represent submitted to the Senate of the United States a joint resolu- 
tion looking to the holding of a celebration in honor of the discovery 
of America by Columbus, that celebration to be held at the national 
Capital. Every resolution introduced into that body or this from that 
time to the present has looked to the holding of this exposition at the 
national Capital. 

In addition to this, in December, 1886, a convention assembled here 
in the city of Washington, representing twenty-four States of this Union. 
In thatconvention there were many of the leading men from those States 
including the States which to-day are contending for thesiteat which this 
exposition shall be held—IIlinois, Missouri, New York. Many of the most 
prosperous and Jeading Commonwealths of the nation, by their repre- 
sentative men in that convention—governors and others—adopted, in the 
city of Washington, in December, 1886, a memorial and body of reso- 
lutions declaring the purpose of their meeting to be to bring the coun- 
try to the consideration, and successful consideration, of a proposition 
for the holding of a fair in Washington City to celebrate the landing of 
Columbus and the discovery of America by him four hundred years ago. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in this case, as almost always, first impressions 
are the best. What was it, Mr. Speaker, that impelled the introdue- 
tion and consideration of this resolution and others similar to it in the 
Senate of the United States? What was the motive which operated 
upon the minds of representative men of the States to which I have al- 
luded in the convention held in December, 1886? It was to make this 
essentially and par excellence a national gathering. What do we be- 
hold to-day, Mr. Speaker? The object and purpose of this d cele- 
bration in a great measure and to a great extent absolutely and en- 
tirely perverted. s 

Sir, what is the thing of all others that an American, proud of his 
country, should desire to present to the consideration of an intelligent 
foreigner? Isitour magnificent domain? Is it the marvelous and 
untold accomplishments of our people in every line of business? Is it 
our countless wealth as manifested in our rich mines and fields? Is it 
the snecess of the artisans in our manufactories? Is it our splendid 
achievements in the way of invention, in the military art, and other- 
wise? Sir, there is not one of these considerations that might not be 
as striking and as marvelous under a despotic government as under a 
republic. The brightest and most precious jewel in the diadem of Re- 
publican America is her free institutions, her republican form of goy- 
ernment. Where, within the broad limits of your great land, would a 
foreigner be so impressed with the magnificent. structure of govern- 
ment which we possess as here within the citadel of its power where 
its representatives reside ? 

Are we to be told, sir, that we are to forget all that our fathers 
fought and bled for and all that generations since they lived and died 
have held sacred and maintained as the best and most priceless herit- 
age of the American citizen? Or are we to be told that wealth, power, 
and extended rule and magnificent empire are to eclipse the thought 
of free government and free institutions? If so, I for one—and I be- 
lieve that in this I speak thesentimentof the great body of the Ameri- 
can people and their representatives—though I love Washington and 
desire above all things, in this connection, to see this exposition a suc- 
cess, and a success right here within this national Capital, I would 
range myself on the side of those who would say, Have no exposi- 
tion.” 

Sir, it was said of old, All roads lead to Rome.“ Itis said in these 
days of commercial enterprise and wealth-worship that All roads lead 
to New York.” It will be said, presently, when the leading city of 
Illinois shall have reached the zenith of her power in the great North- 
west, lying upon the bosom of the lakes, that All roads lead to Chi- 
engo. And it may be that in the bright future thatawaits the Queen 
City of the West, upon the bosom of the Mississippi, the time may 
come when, in her grandeur and magnificence, all the people surround- 
ing her may proclaim, ‘‘ All roads lead to St. Louis.“ For one, sir, I 
hope, in God’s name and in the name of American republicanism and 
American liberty, that the day may never come when the most cher- 
ished thought in the heart of every American will not be, All roads 
lead to the Capital of the nation, where our liberties are maintained 
and protected.” [Applause. ] 

Therefore, it is that upon a higher plane—in the interest of that Goy- 
ernment to which we are all attached and which we hope to see main- 
tained forever—that this idea may be disseminated and carried to the 
farthest ends of the earth by those who may come from abroad to visit 
our exposition—for this reason it is that I desire above all things to 
see the exposition held right here, where they will see what America 
has done, not only in the form of government which she maintains, 
but in the institutions which she has established, and in the buildings 
themselves in which this Government lives and does its work. Sir, we 
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have everything here to invite the location of this exposition here. 
Washington will have the proper accommodations. We have every- 
thing here that a foreigner could desire to see, and what he must see 
if he wants to obtain any just conception of our institutions and form 
of government. i 5 

Some gentlemen, in speaking of the expositions which have been held 
abroad, spoke of the French exposition as having been held: in Paris, 
the exposition in Austria at Vienna, and the exposition in England at 
London. Of course; why not? Are not Vienna, Paris, and London 
the representative cities, respectively, of the population, the institu- 
tions, and the forms of government existing in those countries? Soit 
is here with our Capital. Let, then, the foreigners who come to our 
shores see with their own eyes and through their own mental appre- 
hension—let them take in and grasp the great contrast between what 
we as free American citizens hold as the best form of government in 
contrast with that under which they have lived. If this can be done 
the grand idea of our institutions will circulate, and we shall not have 
held our exposition in vain. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]: 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose, in the brief 
time allotted me, to address any remarks to the general proposition 
whether a fair should be held. That, by the sentiment already re- 
corded in this House, is well understood. Neither do I propose to dwell 
upon what has seemed to many an important consideration, the pe- 
cuniary one. 

As has been quoted heretofore in this debate, there are influences 
flowing from institutions of this character, not merely of a temporary 
nature, but stretching through a series of years from one end of the 
land to the other, which will repay a hundred-fold and more whatever 
the expense may be. i 7 

Assuming that the proposition is granted that the fair shall be held, 
the whole and sole remaining question is as to its location; where it 
shall be situated to prove the greatest success and to do the most ma- 
terial good by adding to the glory and to further advance the interests 
of this country. 

It is a fair, international in scope, you hold under the auspices of our 
nation, awakening to the depths our national pride. Not merely is 
it a question of sentiment, which, as I believe, should direct its loca- 
tion to the city of Washington, for if sentiment and that alone con- 
trolled I have no question that a large majority of the members of this 
House would be found casting their votes in favor of the city of Wash- 
ington. But when we hold this fair there are certain other considera- 
tions which must outweigh all matters of mere sentiment. They are 
those which look to its success, present and future, for the benefit of 
the whole country. 

Here in Washington, Mr. Speaker, pulsates the heart, here throbs 
the life-blood of the nation which is felt from one end of the land to 
the other. The members, each in their proper sphere, perform their 
wonted functions, but here is the nation’s life-blood set in motion, 
whose throbbings are felt alike from Alaska to Florida, Not merely 
that, sir; it has been appropriately described as the Mecca of America, 
because here it is that they are in touch, not merely with the political 
sentiment of the country, but here they are in touch with the active, 
earnest sentiment of this land from all of its parts. From here start 
those movements, those ideas, which, spreading, soon take possession of 
the country. Located here, the fair is divested of all semblance of sec- 
tionalism. Here those from Alabama and from Maine, from California 
and from the great interior of the country, meet on an equal plane im- 
bued with the same ambition of making the fair one worthy of the 
proud name of America, one which shall rival, ay, and surpass any- 
thing that the world has hitherto seen. 

Tt has been said in this debate and urged as a reason why this city 
should not be considered, that it was impossible to accommodate the 
throng which would flow here during the fair. I apprehend, sir, that, 
as in the case of Philadelphia in 1876, wherever the city may be chosen 
there will spring up, whether it be at Washington, Chicago, New York, 
or in St. Louis, those monuments to American industry and enterprise, 
designed for the purpose of increasing the accommodations and meet- 
ing and affording to all who come the same courteous, hospitable re- 
ception that has always been the reputation of the city of Washington. 

Another consideration, Mr. Speaker, applies with equal force. In 
the other cities, whose claims have been here so ably presented, there 
throbs the unceasing tide of manufacture, of commercial strife. It 
reaches rivalries which at times have become bitter. Washington en- 
ters into no such contest, She lies here upon the banks of the Potomac, 
content with the position which she occupies in the organism of this 
country; vying not in the least, but content that she furnishes to these 
other cities the moving, prompting spirit, the life-blood by which these 
industries are enabled to succeed. 

Each city has presented its claims, presented them with all the 
strength which able orators could command; but not one word has 
been said, because no word can be said, in disparagement of the na- 
tion’s Capital, a Capital which in a few short years has grown to be one 
of the most beautiful cities on the face of the globe. Where else will 
you find such broad avenues, such pleasant parks, interspersed with 


beautiful homes, private residences, and with the magnificent and 
stately publie buildings? It is in these lies her great attraction to the 
visitor, whether he be American or foreign. ‘They form already a suf- 
ficient center of interest to attract here hundreds and thousands annu- 
ally. Add to them, as now proposed, the world’s fair of 1892, and 
when that is done you have added but another attraction to this great 
city. Add to them the world’s fair, and then, when it shall have 
ended, you will have here remaining the monuments of the industry 
of Americaand American citizens, monuments worthy the name, which 
will tend to still further embellish a city in which all the citizens of 
every one of our forty-two States takes a just and honest pride. 

It is needless, Mr. Speaker, after what has been already said to dilate 
upon the natural advantagesof Washington. It isneedless to enter, in 
the brief time allotted to this debate, into the details of her facilities 
for transportation. It is only necessary to say that these are abundant 
and will be. But one thing needs to be borne in mind: imbued as 
we all are with patriotism, I believe that we should feel, or that we 
shall feel, in case of casting a vote for Washington, down in our hearts, 
that we have cast a vote to raise still higher the fame of this nation; 
and I believe that in 1892, when the Dome of this Capitol is gilded with 
the rays of the setting sun, it will glance across stately buildings, ay, 
even palaces, monuments in themselves to our nation, to our enterprise, 
industry, and ability in holding this great world’s fair. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, The gentleman who was to have 
occupied the remainder of the hour is not present, and therefore I re- 
serve the rest of the time. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege, and 
ask that a correction of the RECORD be made. IL observe in the RECORD 
of this morning, immediately following the remarks of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on yesterday, a report from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, which he referred to in his remarks made in the 
Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Forty-fifth. 

Mr. HOOKER. He stated that he would publish the bill in con- 
nection with it, but he has published in the RECORD of this morning a 
bill introduced in the Forty-fifth Congress by Mr. Craven, from the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and not the bill which this report had any 
connection with whatever. Mr. Craven was not a member of the Forty- 
fourth Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the report was made in the Forty-fifth. 

Mr. HOOKER. The report was made in the Forty-fourth Congress, 
and the bill you filed was introduced in the Forty-tifth Congress, the 
report having no reference whatever to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a mistake. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is not a mistake at all. Here it is for itself. The 
report was made by Mr. Seely in the Forty-fourth Congress, and the bill 
which the gentleman attached to it was the bill of Mr. Craven in the 
Forty-fifth Congress, and he never belonged to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs in any Congress, the Forty-fourth or any other. 

Mr.SPRINGER. ‘There is a bill of another number. If the re- 
porter will furnish the original bill itself it can be seen whether that 
was the bill supplied. It was indicated by number and title in the re- 
port printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is not the original bill, for I have the original 
bill; and it naturally follows that the bill which was introduced by Mr. 
Craven in the Forty-fifth Congress could not possibly be accompanied 
by a report made to the Forty-fourth Congress, for Mr. Craven was not 
in the Forty-fourth Congress and was not on the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in the Forty-fifth Congress, I make these remarks only to show 
that it was not the same bill, and so as not to place me as appearing 
to indorse the Craven bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will you put the other bill in now? 

Mr. HOOKER, I will put it in when I get ready. You ought to 
have put in the proper bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state that the bill that I put in when I 
handed it to the reporter was the right bill, but I do not know what 
bill got to the Printing Office; but the gentleman says he has got the 
original bill, as I understand him, The mistake may have arisen at 
the office and been made by employés for aught I know. 

Mr. HOOKER. If he intended to represent that I indorsed Mr. 
Craven’s bill he ought to have put in the proper one. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If itis the wrong bill I want to say to the gentle- 
man 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint reso- 
lution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1181) to require the Superintendent of Census to ascértain 
what percentage of the people own their farms, and the number of 
farms under mortgage, and the amount thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, 
Texas, the sale or the removal of the improvements thereof, and for a 
new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon; 
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A bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's 
Lake agency, North Dakota; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 37) for the removal of obstructions to naviga- 
tion in the Missouri River, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. ARNOLD, 
for one week, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, Lask leave to present the following resolu- 
tion for immediate consideration. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege, and 
I would like to have the attention of the gentleman from Mississippi 
to what Tam about to say. Some gentlemen inform me that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi said that I knew I had put in the wrong bill- 

Mr. HOOKER. You knew that you were putting in the Craven 
bill. You ought to have known what bill you put into the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But did you state that I knew that I had put in 
the wrong bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. I believe you knew you were putting in Mr. Cra- 
ven's bill. I had nothing to do 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam informed by gentlemen near me that you 
stated that I knew I had put in the wrong bill. Does the gentleman 
state that? - 

Mr. HOOKER. Lou have put in the Craven bill instead of the other 
bill, and it was the very bill you ought to have known that I had never 
supported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know you stated that; but did you state that I 
knew I put in the wrong bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. I say that you know I was never in favor of the 
Craven bill; and I say that Craven never was on the Indian Committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That is not the point. If the record shows that 
the gentleman made that statement, I want to state emphatically that 
it 92 true. I put that bill in in good faith, supposing it was the 
right bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then in good faith and carrying it out, you ought 
to put in the right bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Ihave said that I intend to do that. 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce the following reso- 
lution for immediate consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LER] asks leave 
to introduce the following resolution, which the Clerk will read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to inform the House of Representatives what steps, if any, haye been 
taken to protect the interest of the United States in the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal Company, and, if none has been taken, to advise the House of Represent- 
atives if any legislation is necessary to protect the United States in said canal 
company. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I object, and I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LEE. hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will not object. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. The understanding was that the 
debate should not extend beyond 6 o'clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I asked the gentleman from Virginia if he would 
not yield to me in order that I might make a personal statement, and 
I hope that the gentleman will now allow him to take the floor. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I must insist on the objection. 

Mr. CANDLER’s motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 

from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 
INDIAN SCHOOL TRANSPORTATION. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for Indian school transportatiom for 
the fiscal year 1890—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

INDIAN SCHOOL, CARLISLE, PA. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior for badinas, walks, and fences at 
the Indian school, Carlisle, Pa.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

DEPREDATION CLAIM OF JONES, RUSSELL & CO. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relating to a depredation claim of 
Jones, Russell & Co.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

CASES BEFORE THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 


copy of statements and findings in the cases of Herman L. Rontzohi 

administrator of John Rontzohn, ts. The United States, and of 0 

Emmet vs. The United States to the Committee on War Claims. 
SURVEY AT DULUTH, MINN. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, report of the examination and survey of prop- 
erty recently donated to the United States by the city of Duluth, Minn,— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
i Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as fol- 
ows: 
FLAGS CARRIED BY COLORADO REGIMENTS. 


Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4553) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the State of Colorado the flags carried by Colorado regi- 
ments; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 75) to fix the regular terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the southern district of Alabama; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. ~ - 

EXCHANGE OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 49) to carry into effect the 
provisions of the convention between the United States of America, 
Belgium, Brazil, Italy, Portugal, Servia, and Spain, concluded March 
15, 1886, and ratified July 19, 1888; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ae- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON L. PARVIN. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Clai reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4376) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin 
and Henry A. Greene; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF CARTERSVILLE, GA. 

Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3452) for the relief of the First Baptist 
Church of Cartersville, Ga., a bill (H. R. 7256) for the relief of the First 
Baptist Church of Cartersville, Ga.; which substitute was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, MARIETTA, GA. 

Mr, THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3451) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Presbyterian auh in Marietta, Ga.; nek was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. a : 

CATHOLIC CHURCH AT DALTON, GA. 

Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3435) for the relief of the trustees of the Cath- 
olic Church at Dalton, Ga.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE BROWN. 

Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2725) for the allowance of the claim of George 
Brown for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, asreported by the Court of Claims under the provisiens of the act 
of March 3, 1887; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REDUCING LIFETIME OF PATENTS TO SEVEN YEARS. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 332) to reduce the lifetime 
of a patent to seven years; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LETTERS PATENT 173673. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, also, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 861) to extend the 
terms of letters patent No. 173673; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OPINION UPON QUESTIONS OF FACT. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 649) to deprive 
the judge in a court of the United States of the authority to give an 
opinion upon questions of fact, a bill (H. R. 7305) to deprive the judge 
in a court of the United Statesof the authority togivean opinion upon 
questions of fact; which substitute was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report. 
ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS P, MORGAN, JR. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2162) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL P. CARTER. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2994) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Samuel 
P. Carter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 


Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (S. 1296) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the 
British bark Chance; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, the following resolution was submitted and referred 
as indicated below: 
EXPENSES OF HOUSE COMMITTEE. 


By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: 

Resolved, That $5,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, is hereby appro- 
priated out of the contingent fund of the House, by and under the direction of 
the Se t-at-Arms of the House, to pay the rea agree of the House Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization in the joint investigation of the work- 
ings of the Federal immigration laws by the Senate Committee on Imm tion 
and the House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, as authorized 
by the Senate concurrent resolution; 


to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills and joint resolutions of the following titles were 
introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; which said bills 
were severally read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 112) appropriating 
$3,000 to inclose and beautify monument at Moore’s Creek, N. C.—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 7257) 
fixing the salaries of employés in ian’s department in United 
States court-house and post-office building in the city of New York—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 7258) to establish a pier light at Bay- 
field, Wis.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 7259) to provide for 
the better protection of life in case of fire in the District of Columbia 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURROWS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7260) creating a com- 
mission to inquire into and report upon the material, industrial, and 
mental progress made by the colored people of the United States since 
the year 1865, and making appropriation for the same—to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 7261) authorizing the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of New Mexico to increase the jurisdiction of 
justices of the peace in said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 7262) to appropriate to the Eastern 
Shawnee Indians the sum of $9,079.12—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: ` 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 7263) to increase the pension of 
Henry L. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 7264) for the reliefof the heirs 
of John Schwartzenburg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 7265) for the reliefof the Newark 
Filtering Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7266) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Robert Withington—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7267) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Charles L. Bullis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) for the relief of Margaret Parker—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7269) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Fors- 
ter—to rye mat K. 7 pi ent 45 righ 

Also, a H. R. 7270) granting a pension to Louis A, Bright—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7271) granting a pension to Bridget Turley—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7272) granting a pension to Mary 8. Carr—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7273) granting a pension to Julius M. Bates—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7274) granting a pension to Loretta Strutton—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7275) granting an increase of pension to J. H, 
Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7276) granting an increase of pension to Manhat- 
ton Pickett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7277) granting a pension to Anna 
Koch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7278) removing the charge of de- 
sertion against John Connell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7279) for the relief of T. W. John- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7280) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
M. Lomax—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7281) to date the pen- 
sion being paid to Mary E. Hawn back to the date of her husband’s 
death—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7282) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth New—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7283) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Stanton Maines—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7284) granting a pension to Bridget Mallon—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) granting a pension to Norman B, Pratt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7186) granting additional pension to Lyman 
Flowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON; A bill (H. R. 7287) for the relief of Mrs. Her- 
mina Martel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7288) for the relief of Mrs. E. W. F. Chevis—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 7289) to define and regulate the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7290) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7291) for the relief of 
John Davis—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. PAYNTER; A bill (H. R. 7292) granting a pension to Donna 
M. Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7293) granting a pension to Sarah Dixon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 7294) granting a pension to G. T. Nickell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7295) to remove charge of desertion against J. P. 
Warder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 7296) to remove charge of desertion against Fran- 
cis Brieriey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7297) to remove charge of desertion against H. C. 
Prater—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of John W, 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7299) granting 
a pension to Thomas Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7300) for the relief of Edward Rice—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7301) for the relief 
of A. J. Weatherford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7302) granting a pen- 
sion to B. W. Kilbourn—to the Committee on Tavalid Peanions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7303) granting a pension to Ellen E. Cutler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7304) granting a pension to David P. Allen to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


A bill (H. R. 5833) for the relief of Nicholas Whitehall—Committee 
on Patents di and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of Charles Lanman—Committee 
on Patents di and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4117) to determine the rights of John J. Schillinger 
and his assignees under certain patents—Committee on Patents dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3607) for the relief of W. W. Hubbell—Committee on 
Patents discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3651) for the relief of William C. Dodge—Committee 
on Patents discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4449) for the relief of Joseph Trent—Committee on 
Patents discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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A bill (H. R. 5615) for the relief of Jearum Atkins—Committee on 


Patents disc and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 5666) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the of the towboat Future City—Committee on War 


Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | 


under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of letter-carriers and other citizens of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., asking for an increase of salaries for letter-car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of 124 farmers, against option dealing—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of ex-soldiers of Crawford County, Mis- 
souri, for the Grand Army of the Republic pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Cloverland Grange, No. 1674, 
Patrons of Husbandry, Clay County, Indiana, against the proposition 
to pay a certain class of manufacturers $10,000,000 as bounty on flour 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of Gill Prairie Lodge, No. 2253, Sullivan County, 
Indiana, favoring a revision of the patent, coinage, banking, tariff, and 
other laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Re- 
becca Wilkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of the heirs of Elmira J. Kelly and 
Nancy Patrick, widow of J. M. Patrick, that claims be referred to 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Pennsyl- 
vania for Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also petition of citizens of Parker’s Landing, Pa., members of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, for liberal pension legislation and in- 
— in certain cases of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of National Council Congregational 
Churches and others, in favor of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Two petitions of farmers of Idaho, against bucket- 
shops—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Josiah Mitchell and 35 others, of Clay 
County, Illinois, to enact a law to make dealing in futures in grain a 
criminal offense—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, HANSBROUGH: Petition of residents of North Dakota, ask- 
ing that the agreement made with the Berthold agency Indians Decem- 
ber 14, 1886, be ratified—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of Business Men’s Associ- 
ation of Davenport, Iowa, favoring a gun foundry at Rock Island ar- 
senal—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Memorial of the Board of Tradé of Indianapolis, 
Ind., for the repeal of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. J. Park and 48 others, of Marion 
County, Iowa, for passage of law to prohibit gambling contracts in rela- 
tion to farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Capt. William Lyne, for correction 
of record and honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of-George Hertung, for removal of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petitions of ex-soldiers and sailors of Geary 
County, J. O. Peebles and 265 others, citizens of Meriden, Jefferson 
County, and Alex. C. Boner and 508 ex-soldiers, National Home, Leay- 
enworth, Kans., for service pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE; Memorial of J. C. McCoy Post, No. 1, Colum- 
bus, Ohio, in favor of a service-pension act—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petitions of Sarah Dixon, widow of George O. 
Dixon, and the heirs of William Dixon, for pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Joseph P. Warder and Henry C. Prater, for honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ee petition of John W. Moore, for relief to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of M. F. Thomas and 24 ex- soldiers of 
Opolis, and memorial of meeting of ex-Union soldiers of Geary County, 
Kansas, in favor of pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of John T. Wood and 34 farmersand residents of Den- 
nis, Kans., asking for legislation suppressing bucket shops—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Memorial of ex-soldiers of Geary County, Kan- 
sas, protesting against a reduction of the revenues until a service pen- 
sion is provided for—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


ington (D. C.) Humane 


By Mr. PICKLER: Memorial of Kilpatrick Post, Grand Army of the 
bs dott at Huron and Highmore, S. Dak., asking for pension legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Charles Mix County, South Dakota, for 
a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of 75 citizens of Kent County, 
Michigan, for Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of A. P. Baker, for relief 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John Dayis—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petitions of S. O. Bogunrief and 64 others, Walter 
Rutledge and 28 others, and David King and 55 others, citizens of Sac 
County and West Silver Alliance, of Quimby, Iowa, against option deal- 
ing—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of Henry S. Hilton, for invalid pension 
to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Memorial of the Kansas City Commercial Club, 
relating to the improvement of the Missouri River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Three memorials from the mayor, common coun-~ 
cil, and business men of Prairie du Chien, Wis., for an appropriation to 
remove obstructions from the Mississippi River opposite said city—to 
the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Memorial of California fruit-growers, for in- 
crease of duty on oranges—to the Committee on Ways and Meany 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 174) to create the eastern division of the northern 
Federal judiciary district of Georgia, and for other purposes was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SIOUX INDIANS AT DEVIL'S LAKE AGENCY, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (S. 2652) for 
the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake agency, North Dakota, 
which was returned by the House of Representatives to the Senate in 
compliance with its request. 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The votes by which the bill was ordered 
to a third reading and passed will be reconsidered, if there be no ob- 


jection, and the bill will be indefinitely postponed. That order will 


be made. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a letter from Rev. T. A. Fernley, 
corresponding secretary of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Sabbath Association, 
communicating resolutions of that association favoring the of 
the Sunday-rest bill in the District of Columbia, and the change of the 
date of Inauguration day; which, with the accompanyiug paper, was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition from the mayor and city 
council and many citizens of the town of El Reno, Oklahoma, praying 
for the enactment of what is known as the Plumb town-site bill for 
Oklahoma in preference to all other bills on that subject. As this mat- 
ter has been reported back from the Committee on Public Lands and is 
now on the Calendar, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I also present the petition of George S. Fisher, 
praying reimbursement for his losses while consul in Japan. I move 
that the petition be printed as a document, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Board of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the bill to incor- 
porate tke Philadelphia and Camden Bridge Company; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the members of Enos B. Com- 
wel Post, No. 63, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eagle Corners, Wis., 
praying for the passage of the service-pension bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Bishop Mallalieu and the mem- 
bers of the Minnesota Methodist Conference, praying for the passage of 
a Sunday-rest Jaw for the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of 500 citizens of Phillips County, 
Kansas, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1094 granting service 


and disability pensions to soldiers of the Jate war; which was referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented the petition of A. S. Pratt, president of the Wash- 
iety, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
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2378 and House bill 2353, for the prevention of cruelty to children; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CASEY presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
North Dakota; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


A memorial to Congress requesting the passage of the two pension bills pro- 
posed by the Grand Army of the Republic national pension committee. 

Be it resolved by the senaie ee house of represcatatives concurring), That a copy 
of the following memorial, signed by the president of the senate and the speaker 
of the house of representatives and attested by the secretary of the senate and 
by the chief clerk of the house of representatives, be sent to the honorables Grt- 
BERT A. PIEROE, LYMAN R. Casey, and to Hon, H. C. Hanssroven; 

That the honorables Lyman R. Casey and Giuserr A. Prerce, representing 
this State in the Senate of the United States, and Hon, H. C. HANSEROUGH, repre- 
senting this State in the House of Kepresentatives of the United States, be, and 
they are hereby, respectfully requested to present the following memorial in their 

tive Houses, and to urge the passage of an act of Congress in accordance 
with this memorial, to wit: 


To the Honorable the Congress 5 the Uniled States : 
The opi of the 3 of North Dakota, in Legislative Assembly convened, 
reh represent: 
hat the people of the State of North Dakota 9 desire that all honora- 
bly discharged soldiers who served in the Army of the United Statesduring the 
late war of the rebellion should receive a pension from the United States for 


their services, They also desire that those suffering from disability incurred in 


consequence of such service should be especially remembered, without consid- 
eration of rank in the service ; 

That many Grand Army of the pee members now reside within this 
State and that the provisions of the bills now proposed by the Grand Army of 
the Republic national pension committee embody the resolutions concerning 
8 as adopted unanimously by two consecutiveuational encampments of 

e Grand Army of the Republic: 

They therefore respectfully request that your honorable body give said bills 


your favorable consideration. . 
ALFRED DICKEY, President of the Senate. 


Attest: 
C. C. BOWSFIELD, Secretary of the Senate. 
D, B. WELLMAN, Speaker of the House. 


J. G. HAMILTON, Chief Clerk. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Crescent Lodge, No, 1734, Far- 
mers’ Mutual Benefit Association, praying for the passage of certain 
legislation in regard to corporations, trusts, combinations, the currency, 
pensions, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of old soldiers, citizens of Geary County, 
Kansas, praying for the passage of certain pension legislation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a memorial adopted ata meeting of the Butler 
County (Kansas) Farmers’ and Laborers’ Union, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill providing for the issuance of United States bonds 
asa basis of the national-banking system; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of the Board of Trade of Man- 
atee, Fla., favoring an appropriation to dredge the bar and deepen the 
channel of Manatee River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CALL presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 701) granting 
a pension to Sophy Turner, widow of William H. Turner, deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


TOTAL DISABILITY PENSIONS, 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (5.835) to increase the pensions of cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors who are utter! 1 from injuries received or dis- 
eases con while in the service of the United States, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 

tive Houses as follows : 7 

That the Senate agree to the Housesubstitute with the following amendments: 
Insert before the word “certificate,” in the thirteenth line, the words Tommee 
of this act or ofthe.” Strike outall after the word “ disability,” in the nth 
line, and insert the following words: Made subsequent to the passage of this 
act; and the House agree to the same, CEDAK 


AVIS, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
DAVID TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Attest: 


S. S. YODER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, who has submitted the conference report, make a state- 
ment in general as to what the bill contains as agreed upon by the 
conference committee. 

Mr. DAVIS. Theact of 1850, by which it was provided thattotally 
disabled pensioners of a certain class should be advanced to the rate of 
$72 a month from $50 a month, only provided for those who were on 
the rolls at that time and did not provide for an increase of the pen- 
sions of that class of pensioners who should be put on the rolls there- 
after. This bill as it passed the Senate corrected that inequality. The 
other House p certain amendments giving those who had put 


on the rolls since 1880 arrears from the date of their application, It was 
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upon that ment that the conference was had, and the result of 
the conference is that the bill is substantially restored to what it was 
as it passed the Senate. 3 

Mr. CULLOM. Are the pensioners who were on the rolls before 
now to get arrears? 

Mr. DAVIS. No. 

Mr. INGALLS. The general effect, then, as I understand it from 
the statement of the Senator from Minnesota, is that all pensioners 
who under existing laws were pensioned at the rate of $50 per month 
have their pensions now increased to $72 per month. 

Mr. DAVIS. AN totally disabled pensioners—all of that class. 

Mr. INGALLS. All totally disabled pensioners, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on concurring in the re 
port of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2378) to prevent fraudulent trans- 
actions on the of commission merchants and other consignees of 
goods, repo: it with amendments. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 279) for the establishment of a pure- 
food division in the Department of Agriculture, to provide for the in- 
spection of live-stock about to be slaughtered at slaughter-houses, can- 
ning, salting, packing, and rendering establishments, the carcasses or 
products of which are intended for human consumption in any State or 
‘Territory other than where slaughtered, or for exportation to foreign 
countries, to prohibit the introduction of adulterated or misbranded 
food or drugs into any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
from any other State or Territory or foreign country, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with an amendment; which was ordered to be printed, 
and on his motion the bill, with the amendment, was recommitted to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 100 copies of the 
amendment ordered printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2443) to authorize the Duluth, Red Wing and Southern 
Railroad Company to constructa bridge across the Mississippi River at 
or near the city of Red Wing, in the State of Minnessota, and to estab- 
lish it as a post-road, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam directed by the Select Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1644) concerning the irrigation of arid lands in the valley of the Rio 
Grande River, the construction of a dam across said river at or near El 
Paso, Tex., for the storage of its waste waters, and for other p 
to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and to 
recommend the passage of the substitute. I give notice that I shall 
hereafter present a written report to accompany the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1927) granting an increase of pension to George 
Colwell, reported it withoutamendment, andsubmitted a report thereon. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columibia to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2784) to amend sec- 
tion 204, Revised Statutes United States, relating to the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2054) to provide for fortifications and otherdefenses 
upon Puget Sound, in the State of Washington, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
75) to provide for fortifications and other defenses upon Puget Sound, 
in the State of Washington, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. DOLPH. I report, by direction of the Committee on Coast De- 
fenses, the bill (S. 74) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast 
defenses, with amendments. In explanation of the action of the com- 
mittee on the two preceding bills I will state that some provision has 
been made in the bill now reported for fortifications on Puget Sound. 
This bill is not reported by the unanimous vote of the committee, but 
I am directed to report it favorably, nevertheless. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1262) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense on the Pacific coast, for the construction of the 
armament and equipment thereof, and for other purposes, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1260) to provide for the establishment of a gun factory for the finishing 
and assembling of heavy ordnance on the Pacific coast, reported it with- 
out amendment, 7 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Transportation Routes to 
the Seaboard, to whom was referred the bill (S. 449) making an ap- 

ropriation for the construction of a boat-railway at The Dalles and 
Celilo Falls and at Three and Ten Mile Rapids, on the Columbia River, 
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in the State of Oregon, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely, 

He also, from the same commit to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 2785) making an 
appropriation for the construction ofa boat-railway at The Dalles and 

o Falls and Ten-Mile Rapids, on the Columbia River, and for the 
improvement of Three-Mile Rapids; which was read twice by itstitle. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2786) for the donation of Fort 
Brooke military reservation at Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr.PLUMB. Iam also directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 15) to donate to the town of Tampa, 
in Florida, the Fort Brooke military reservation, for the benefit of free 
schools, and other purposes, to report it adversely. I think the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who is a member of the Committee 
on Public Lands, designed to ask that this last bill be placed upon the 
Calendar, notwithstanding the adverse report of the committee, and I 
will therefore make the request in his behalf The report is that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed, but I ask that it go upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2787) for the relief 
of sundry citizens of Washington, D. C., growing out of the destruction 
of their property in the execution of an order of Gen. O. E. Babcock, 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, and executed on the 3d day of Sep- 
tember, 1873; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2788) for the relief of John Webster, of 
Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 2789) to punish crimes com- 


mitted against officers of the United States while in the discharge of | be 


their duties; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2790) to reorganize and 
equalize the rank and pay of the personnel of the United States Navy, 
and forother purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2791) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the mili reeord of Lewis D. Simmonds; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2792) to make the Lake 
Borgne outlet and to improve the low-water channel of the Lower Mis- 
sissippi River, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. CULLOM. In connection with the bill and in support of it I 
present a memorial which is somewhat lengthy and contains many 
facts. I move that the memorial be printed as a separate document 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 2793) to authorize the Wash- 
ington and Mount Vernon Railway Company to lay its tracks on cer- 
tain streets in Washington, ete.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2794) for the relief of Royal E. 
Dake; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2795) granting a pension to James 
Hunter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2796) granting a pension to William Guy- 
ler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
en Pensions, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2797) granting a pension to Lucy 
A. Dewey, formerly Lucy A. Budson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2798) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward Miles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2799) for the relief of Philip 
T. Sharp, of The Dalles, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. REAGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2800) to promote 
the constraction of a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2801) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Harriet B. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2802) to include Dade County in the 
southern judicial district of Florida, and to provide terms of court in 


said county, and for the issue and return of process; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2803) for the relief of Capt. Thomas W. 
Lund; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 


+ 


0. M. LARAWAY. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill (S. 1934) for the relief of O. M. 
Laraway be recommitted to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


The motion was agreed to, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 


A bill (S, 1181) to zagate the Superintendent of Census to ascertain — 
W. 


the number of people who own farms and homes and the amount of 
mortgage indebtedness thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, 
Texas, the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, and for anew 
site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's 
Lake agency, North Dakota; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 37) for the removal of obstructions to nav- 
igation in the Missouri River and extension of jetty work at the mouth 
of Columbia River, Oregon. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask fora vote on the resolution which comes over 
under objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning business, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], coming over from a previous day. It will 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That on Friday, February 21 instant, after th ing busi. h 
Beate ati — to path ves the E eae res 1 —— 1 
continue such consideration until an adjournment or an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be considered as agreed to, 

if there be no objection. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 19th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 54) con- 
gratulating the people of the United States of Brazil on their adoption 
of a republican form of government. 


TOWN-SITE ENTRIES IN OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 134, being the bill (S. 1896) concerning the entry 
and dis of town sites in the Indian Territory and elsewhere. 

Mr. ‘The morning business has not been concluded yet, 

Mr. PLUMB. The Chair had announced that, I think. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair had announced that the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio was laid before the Senate, coming over from yes- 
terday. ` 
Mr. SHERMAN. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear that it had been Tipoa of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced that the resolution 
would be considered as agreed to in the absence of objection, and heard 
no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that the bill the Senator from Kan- 
sas moves to take up is on the Calendar, 

Mr. PLUMB. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Was it passed over informally ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It was passed over informally. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Without prejudice? 

Mr. PLUMB. Without prejudice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I suppose it comes under the rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. The resolution of the Senator from Ohio does not take 
effect until 2 o’clock, I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It takes effect now, and that is why I asked if 
this bill had been passed over without prejudice. If it is on the Cal- 
endar, haying been passed over informally, it comes under the rule. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1896) concerning the entry and disposal of town sites in the In- 
dian Territory and elsewhere. 

Mr. PLUMB. Order of Business 244, House bill 1015, is the same 
subject-matter, and I move to substitute that for the consideration of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas simply to ask 
that the House bill be considered, not substituted, because it would 
thereby be made an amendment to a Senate bill too. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam speaking of the consideration merely, not the 
act of substitution. 


a 
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Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator request the Senate to consider the 
Honse bill in lieu of the Senate bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that phrase suits the Senator from Tennessee bet- 
ter, I will employ it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks the Senate 
to consider the House bill in lieu of the Senate bill. The House bill 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R.1015) to provide for town-site en- 
tries of land in What is known as Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senate to unanimously consent that the 
consideration of this bill may take the place of Order of Business 134. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the House bill will be read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. TI understand the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas is to substitute this bill for his own bill. 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senate Committee on Public Lands has offered 
as a substitute its own bill for the House bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That would be the motion hereafter. 

Mr. PLUMB. That will be the motion to act on hereafter. I pre- 
sume it may be necessary to read the entire House text. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of the Scnate to the House bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committeeon Public Lands report to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That so much of the public lands situate in the Indian Territory and also in 
the tract of ccuniry known as No Man's Land, adjoining the Indian Territory 
on the west, as may be necessary to embrace all the legal subdivisions covered 
by actual oceupancy for purposes of trede and business, not exceeding 1,280 
acres in each case, may be entered as town sites, for the several use and benefit 
of the occupants thereof, by three trustees for each town site, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Interior for that pu such entry to be made under 
the provisions of section 2387 of the Re Statutes as near as may be; and 
when such entry shall have been made, the Secretary of the Interior shall pro- 
vide an eerie for the properexecution of the trust, including such survey of 
tho land into streets, alleys, squares, blocks, and lots as may be necessary, or 
the approval of such survey as may already have been made by the inhabitants 

‘eof, the assessment upon the lois of such sum as may be necessary to pay 
for the lands embraced in such town site, costs of survey, conveyance of lots, 
and other necessary expenses. 

Seco, 2. That in the execution of such trust, and for the purpose of the convey- 
ance of title by said trustees, any certificate or other paper evidence of claim 
duly issued by the authority recognized for such purpose by the people residing 
upon any town site the subject of entry hereunder, shall be taken as evidence 
of the oecupancy by the holder thereof of the lot or lots therein described, 
2 that where there is an adverse claim to said propery such certificate 
shall only be prima facie evidence of the claim of occupancy of the holder: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this zet contained shall be so construed as to make valid 
any claim now invalid of those who entered upon and oceupied said lands in 
8 cash laws of the United States or thé proclamation of the Presi- 

reunder. 

Sec. 3. That lots of land occupied by any religious organization, incorpo- 
rated or otherwise, conforming to the approved survey within the limits of such 
town site, shall be conveyed to or in trust for the same. 

Src. 4. That all lots not disposed of as hereinbefore provided for shall be sold 
for the benellt of the municipal government of any such town, or the same or 
any pae thereof may be reserved for public use as sites for public buildings, or 
for the purpose of parks. if in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior 
such reservation would be for the public interest. 

Src, 5, That the provisions of sections 4, 5. 6. 7. S. 9. and 10 of an act of the Leg- 
islature of the State of Kansas, entitled An act relating to town sites,” ap- 

ved March 2, 1468, shall. so far as applicable, govern the trustees in the per- 
formance of theirduties hereunder. i 

Sec. 6. That the trustees appointed under this act shall have the power to ad- 

minister oaths, shall keep a record of their ings, which shall, with all 
filed with them and all evidence of their official acts, except conveyances, 
filed in the General Land Office and become part of the records of the same. 
They shall be allowed such compensation as the Secretary of the Interior may 
ibe, not exceeding Sto per day while actually employed: and the Secre- 
of i ee ] also provide them with necessary clerical foree by de- 

or otherw. 

Sue. 7. That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated to carry into effect the provisions of this act, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment rted by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. B Y. If I understand the question now before the Senate, 
it is to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill, that being the 
amendment reported by the majority of the Committee on Public Lands. 
Ts that 5 question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Publie Lands as a substitute for the 
House bill. 4 

Mr. BERRY. That is the way I understand it. The proposition be- 
fore the Senate is as to whether it will agree to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the question before the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not think that the Senate should 
make this substitution. I do not believe that the substitute reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate ought to pass this 
body. This is an important question, involving important interests in 
that Territory, and also involving what is still more important, the 
question as to whether parties shall be compelled to obey the law of 
the land and the proclamation of the President of the United States 
issued in accordance with such law. 

In the first place, I wish to state that March 1, 1889, there was ap- 
proved an act of Congress which said: 


Any person who may enter upon any part of said lands in said agreement 
mentioned prior to the time the same are opened to settlement bi 491 of Con- 
ose rat not be permitted to occupy or make entry of such lands or lay any 
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This refers to the Oklahoma lands. 
Again, on March 2, 1889, there was approved another act containing 
the following words: 

Until said lands are opened to settlement by proclamation of the President, 
no person shall be permitled to enter upon and occupy the same, and no per- 
son violating this provision shall ever permitted to enter any of said lands 
or acquire any right thereto. 

On*March 22, the President issued his proclamation, in which he 
uses the following language: 

Warning is hereby again expressly given, that no person entering upon and 
occupying said lands before said hour of 12 o'clock noon of the 22d day of April, 
A.D. 1889, hereinbefore fixed, will ever bo permitted to enter any of said lands 
or acquire any right thereto, and that the officers of the United States will be 
8 to strictly enforce the provisions of the net of Congress to the above ef- 


Tn aceordance with the above provisions, troops were stationed at 
various points on the borders of and within the Oklahoma lands to en- 
force these provisions. 

Honest and law-abiding men obeyed, but at once a set of lawless 
men organized to defeat the operation of this law and to defraud the 
former class out of and hold from them all the best lands and town 
lots within the Territory. 

‘The law of 1889, together with the proclamation of the President of 
the United States, prohibited any person from entering said Territory 
before the 22d of April, 1889. The Senate committee amendment pro- 
poses that, notwithstanding parties entered in violation of that law, 
notwithstanding they entered in violation of the express provision of 
the proclamation of the President of the United States, certificates is- 
sued by the town authorities there shall be prima facie evidence of title, 
and where there is no contest shall be absolute evidence of title. This, 
I think, isunjust. This, I think, isa wrong anda fraud upon the law- 
abiding citizens who went there in honesty and in good faith. 

To show how these parties violated the laws of the land whose title 
by reason of the certificates the Senate committee amendment now 
proposes to make good, I ask the Secretary to read from the official re- 
port made by Inspectors PICKLER and MacBride, Republican employés 
of the Interior Department, Mr. PICKLER being now a member of Con- 
gress from South Dakota, in the House of Representatives. These 
officers, sent there by the Secretary of the Interior to inform the Sec- 
retary as to the manner of settling Oklahoma, have made an official 
report. That report is before the Senate, and shows the manner in 
which parties, who did not regard the law and did not regard the proc- 
lamation of the President of the United States, secured the bestlandin 
the town of Guthrie; and if the amendment of the Senate committee 
is adopted their title will be made good bya vote of the Senate. Lask 
the Secretary to read from the report of these officers, and I ask that 
the Senate will give attention to it, because, as I have before stated, it 
is an important matter, in which every citizen of the United States is 
interested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


GUTHRIE, April 27, 1889. 
General Jons W. NOBLE, Secretary of Interior: 

We have the honor to respectfally report as follows: 

About three hundred people were in and about Guthrie before 12 p. m. on the 
22d instant. Two car-loads arrived upon Sunday evening and many wero here 
upon Saturday; a few deputy marshals were in and about the town limits for 
a week or two previous tothe logal opening of the Territory. This body of men 
was composed of em aod marshals, land officials, railroad employés, railroad 
stowaways brought here in freight trains, deputy internal-revenue collectors, 
and a host which can not be classified. : 

The first homestead was made by Mark 8, Cohn, a personal friend of the re- 
ceiver. He got in the land oftice under circumstances; Three deputy 
marshals surrounded the doors. Col. D. B. Dyer, of the Wells-Fargo Express 
Company, stood in the middle of the doorway at 12 m. One of these deputy 
marshals sprang infront of Colonel Dyer; the door opened, and this oo, per- 
mitted two men to pass him; one was Cohn and the other J. E. Dille, half- 
brother of the register. Cohn entered a homestead for himself and filed three 
declaratory statements for others; he also presented a town plat, based upon a 
survey made before 12 m. and gotten up under the direction of Col. W. II. Olay- 
ton, of Fort Smith, Ark., another friend of the receiver. J. E. Dille, half-brother 
as aforesaid, was also one of the signers of this town plat, 

The second entry made was a homestead by said Jehu E. Dilie; he also made 
a declaratory statement for bis brother, Jonathan Dille, and for one James B, 
Kenner, The three deputies who officiated at the land office wero appointed 
at the special request of the register and receiver (see Marshal Needles’s list of 
deputies), and of these three deputies two made declaratory statements th: h 
Cohn, the man whom they wrongfully admitted. The lands entered b 
and Dille surround the town of Guthrie, as will be seen by a plat herewith sent 
and marked Exhibit A. 

In this connection we call your attention to Marshal Needles's report, show- 
ing thet Colonel Clayton, who got up the town-site plat which was filed by the 
aforesaid Cohn, wasappointed deputy marshal at the request of Receiver Barnes. 
We make no comment; the record, plat, and facts for themselves, Wit- 
nesses to above facts: (1) The record; (2) Major Nelson, clerk of the United 
States court at Muscogee; (3) D. B. Dyer, mayor of Gu e, attorney as afore- 
said and n personal friend of Major Warner, of Kansas City, Mò. 

We send you herewith two lists of deputy marshals and entries so far made 
by them; we do not know that these are complete lists. The deputies shame- 
fully misused their positions. In behalf of Marshal Needles I desire to state that 
he gave us every aid in his power to discover fraud or unfairness. 

Collector of the Kansas district appointed a large number of deputies, to be 
called upon if necessary by Special Agent Clark. These appointments were 
used to defraud the bona fide settlers and in violation of law. 

We will send a supplemental report early next week about these deputies, 
and give, so far as we can ascertain them, à list of names. G, W. Jones, one of 
these deputies, was distributing points freely to friends in Newton and Arkansas 
City. > at = F. W. Calais, general agent Champion Washing Machine Com- 
pany, Jolle“ 

As one of the marshals expressed it to Captain McArthur, eommandantof the 
post, Everybody here is interested except you military men.“ The under 
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signed have held aloof from all factions, but found in Captain MeArthur a gen- 
tleman of integrity, foresight, and ey soba wean purpose to discharge alt his 
duties to the Government without self-seeking. 

Your telegrams have been . Tho delays were not ours, 
but caused by inefficient telegraph facilities. We have carried out your instruo- 
tions in letter and in spirit. 

The hundred and one duties performed to make matters a success here can 
not be detailed in any report. We were consulted upon all sorts of questions 
by the citizens,and gaye our aid, in connection with the commandant of the 
post, wherever it would benefit the general public or tend to promote publio 
peace and security. 

-Our telegrams touching the quiet, orderly, and law-abiding spirit of this peo- 
ple were accurately true, and we repeat t reports. The ple know that 
whatever fraud or unfairness may have been practiced the Government is not 
a party to it, and or have full confidence that complete justice will be done 
them in due time. The list of entries made by officials and their friends does 
not include town lots, of which no record is kept. 

As a matter of fact we Know that 8 of all kinds hold town sites which 
they are not fairly entitled to, and which were obtained by violating the Presi- 
dent's proclamation. This report should have been gotten up in better form, 
but we write under difficulties, and will supplement it if necessary. We had to 
go slow in our investigations and win the confidence of the people who did not 
“standin” with OPO ee 

Respectfully submit 

K CORNELIUS MacBRIDE, 
J. A. PICKLER, 
Inspectors. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, that report requires no comment. That 
report from these officers, which, as I understand, is not disputed, shows 
that the receiver, Mr. Barnes, had lived at Forth Smith; that a man 
named Cohn, who was an intimate friend of his; thatanother, Judge 
Huckleberry, who was also a friend of his; that another man named 
Turner, who was also a friend of the receiver—that these parties were 
appointed deputy marshals; that under the pretext of being deputy 
marshals they were allowed to enter that territory before the 22d of 
April, 1889; that in addition to this, Col. William H. H. Clayton, of Fort 
Smith, a lawyer of prominence and ability, who had, prior to that time, 
for ten or twelve years, been United States district attorney and has 
since that time been nominated for district attorney by the President 
of the United States, which nomination is now pending before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary—he also, upon the recommendation of the re- 
- ceiver, Barnes, was appointed by Marshal Needles as a deputy marshal 
of the United States; that these deputy marshals permitted Cohn, who 
was standing at the door at the hour of noon, to enter, keeping other 
parties back; one gentleman named Dyer, I think, was kept ; that 
Cohn did enter, and that thereupon he and Dille, who was a half-brother 
of the register, in his own name and thename of his brother and some 
other parties, located eleyen hundred and odd acres of land lying in and 
around the town of Guthrie. 

It is true that this does not show that they located on town lots, be- 
cause the reports of the inspectors show no record was kept of them, but 
that these deputy marshals did locate on some town lots in the town 
of Guthrie therecan be no doubt; and, in addition, thatColonel Clayton, 
who had gone in as a deputy marshal of the United States the Sunday 
previous to the 22d, had prepared a plot of the town of Guthrie, and this 
man Cohn, who was his friend and the friend of Barnes, from Fort Smith, 
when he was permitted to enter that office in connection with the 
brother of the register and take eleven hundred and odd acres of that 
land, also filed his plot, prepared by Mr. Clayton on the Sunday pre- 
vious, and afterwards various lots were located by these parties and their 
friends, is charged by many citizens. 

I say that the official report, coming from Republican sources, tends 
to show that these officers, Barnes, theland receiver, and Dille, the land 
register, confederated with these parties to violate the law, permitted 
them to enter contrary to the provisions of law and the provisions of 
the proclamation of the President of the United States; and now it is 
proposed by this Senate bill that if any of these parties received a 
certificate thereof from the authorities of the town which they or- 
ganized it shall be held as prima facie evidence where there is contest, 
and absolute evidence where there is no contest. 

As to the manner of settling Oklahoma City I present a statement 
prepared by citizens of Oklahoma City: . 

On April 19, 1889, there was formed at Topeka, Kans., a corporation named 
“The Seminole Town-Site and Improvement Company; directors, J, C. Will- 
son and L. H. Crandall, Topeka, and J. A. Hudson, Sidney Clarke, ex-member 
of Congress, and W. L. Couch, old boomer, all afterward of Oklahoma City. 
Its objects were to locate towns and sell the lots, construct street railways, clec- 
trio and lights, water-works, canals, and ditches, and operate them. (For 
copy of their articles of association see Exhibit 1, hereafter set out.) To get 
into the Oklahoma lands in advance of time W.L. Couch procured s contract to 
build a switch at Oklahoma station for the railroad, and got in with him, by one 
means or another, paged five hundred men, Among those were two ex-mem- 
bers of Congress. On the side-tracks at that station a company had a large 
number of houses, horses, wagons, and men to move them this on the evening 
before the opening. To better enable them to succeed, persons went to points 
outside of Oklahoma lands, where crowds of settlers were gathered, and 
urged them, as they valued and prized their future homes, not to enter the lands 
until after noon, April 22, and then themselves came to Oklahoma station. Prior 
to April 22 J. B. Weaver selected for himself the northwest quarter of section 28. 
township 12, range 3, and posted near it notice of his intentions to homestead 
the same; his son took the adjoining quarter, southwest quarter of section 28, 
township 12, range 3, both valuable quarters and near the city, while Couch, his 
father, and all his brothers selected quarters lying 3 — town. 

This Seminole corporation was there with the city plats an the business 
portion surveyed on the ground, all before noon of April 22. Atnoon these Semi- 
nole men and boomers rushed upon these lots and occupied them by driving a 
stake into each one. Many of them in this way staked numbers of 
and the better to conceal large holdings placed their own names on one 


or two stakes and upon the others put the names of persons who were known 
to them and who were not in the Territory and who were unknown to others. 

Many of them put tents upon them, and as fast as teams and men could move 
them shanty houses were crowded onto theselots. In this way nearly all 
the valuable lots were obtained by these bands of law violators. One ex-men- 
ber of Congress staked one lot which he afterwards sold for $500, and then went 
to and set up a tent on his homestead, being there two minutes after 12, but be- 
fore he got to the land office another filed on the land and finally took it, 

Some took, we think, not less than twenty lots, and others in pono 
Var pe settlers from the outside arrived none but inferior or badly located lots 
were le: 


Mr. President, there were thousands and tens of thonsands of law- 
abiding people all over the United States who believed that the law 
would be enforced. They believed that when Congress stated that no 
man should enter prior to the 22d of April, 1889, Congress meant what 
it said. They believed, when the President of the United States issued 
his proclamation and said that if any individual entered that territory 
prior to that time he would never receive any of this land, that the 
Congress of the United States would see that the law and the Presi- 
dent’s proclamation were carried out. 

But in the face of these law-abiding citizens, these poor people who 
had no chance whatever to violate the law if they had so desired, these 
three hundred, under the pretense of being deputy marshals and of 
having contracts to work on railroads, and various devices and frands, 
did enter that territory and in connection with these officers, as that 
report shows, were enabled thereby to take the best land in Guthrie 
and in Oklahoma City, and various other cities of that territory. 

But in addition to the report which has been read by the Secretary, 
which is official in its character, Mr. MacBride, who was an officer of 
the Interior Department and who has been dismissed since, has been 
recently interviewed by a reporter of the New York World, and in ad- 
dition to the statement made in that report he makes a statement which 
I will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

MACBERIDE'S UNOFFICIAL STATEMENT, 


“J went into Guthrie on the first train,” he said to the World correspondent. 
“T had not been in Guthrie long before I discovered that it was not bloodshed, 
but rascality, which the Department had to fear, I found that John I. Dille, the 
land roe ve and C. M. Barnes, the receiver, had contrived to allow their friends 
and relatives to come into the Territory before they had any right and enter 
the choicest land. Powerful political influence was brought to r on us in 
reference to the report, No one said, ‘If you report the facts in this case you 
will Jose your position,’ but the effort was more indirect than that, - T can’t sa: 
that my report had anything to do with my ntinuanece with the public 
pean To know that the appropriation for my office was exhausted and it 
ce: y law. 

“I was in the Territory six weeks when I found that John I. Dille, the 
land register, and G. M. Barnes, the land receiver, had connived to allow ille- 
gal filing of claims, General W. H. Clayton and Barnes were ſellow-towusmen. 

Slayton, under the guise of a deputy United States marshal, went to Guthrie 
on urday before the opening on Monday, and on Sunday he surveyed the 
section of land laid out for the town site of Guthrie and made a plat, Mark 8. 
Cohn was selected to enter this plat. He, too, was in the Territory before he 
had any right to be,and by the grace of Land Receiver Barnes. Jehu E. Dille, 
a brother of the land register, Dille, was also on the ground before the opening 
and by the grace of his brother's official position Dille and Cohn were selected 
to make the first entries. They prepared themselves with power of attorney 
from several persons, including soldiers, to enter, 

Hy the request of Register Dille and Receiver Barnes, these men were ap- 
pointed deputy United States marshals to guard the door of the office on the 
morning of the opening. These three men were personally known to Dilleand 
Barnes. It was understood that Dille and Cohn were to be allowed to enter 
the door first. Dille and Colin sat on the steps of the land office, waiting for the 
hour of 12 to come, so that they could enter their lands. D. P. Dyer, of city, 
who went into the Territory as a Wells-Fargo Express Company's agent, ex- 
pected to be the first man to make an entry. He, too, was at the door, ready to 
enter, and in 1 have been the first man had it not been for the pre- 
concerted plans to have Dille and Cohn enter first, 

Wen the door was opened these three deputy marshals shoved Dyer aside 
and permitted Dille and Cohn to goin. When they finished entering they had 
filed for every section of land which touched the section set apart for Guthrie, 
but one of which was held by a lawyer named Walton, a brother to Senator 
Walton, of Colorado. This filing also included Clayton’s plat of Guthrie, 
When [finished my report I recommended the removal from office of Land Reg- 
ister Dille, Receiver Barnes, and United States Marshal Jones, of Kansas, Jones 
is the only man who has been removed uptothe present time. In his talk with 
me Dille always impressed upon me that he was formerly secretary of the In- 
diana Republican central committee and personally acquainted with President 

arrison. 

THEY ONLY FIRED THE DEMOCRAT, 


“Secretary Noble had a talk with President Harrison on this same matter and 
I fully expected to see both men removed, but they still held on. Marshal 
Jones. a Democrat, was the only officer removed on the strength of my report, 
but that was not my fault. My report on Dille and Barnes was stronger 
than on Jones. There was any quantity of fraud in opening Oklahoma. Those 
who were most to blame are men who should be above dishonest acts, The 
people will get their just dues if this investigation is not smothered and if the 
amendmentis adopted in the House which invalidates the title to all lands en- 
a by persons illegally in the Territory before time or titles coming from 
em,” 

Mr. BERRY. That is the interview purporting to come from this 
man, who was an officer of the United States. As I said before, I do 
not bring this forward for the purpose of making an attack on Colonel 
Clayton, Mr. Barnes, Mr. Dille, or anybody else, but any one familiar 
with Colonel Clayton and his character, and his position as a lawyer, 
his ability as a man, and his standingin Arkansas, and the positions he 
has held, would know from the fact that he accepted a deputy marshal's 
place as an appointment there that it was not accepted for the emolu- 
ments or honors that attached to deputy marshals of the United States, 
and the fact that he made this survey of Guthrie before that time, and 


| the further fact that, if this Senate bill passes, certificates that were 
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thereafter issued under town authorities there would have the farther 
effect to ratify and confirm every title of those who entered contrary 
to the provisions of law, would, it seems to me, be sufficient to defeat 
the Senate bill. 

It is true there is a provision in the Senate bill which says it sball 
not be held to ratify and make valid the titles of parties who entered 
there, but there is another provision in the bill which in effect does 
make valid and ratify the title to these lands of every violator of the 
law who confederated with the officers of the United States. There is 
a provision in the Senate bill which says that “where there is an ad- 
verse claim to said property such certificates shall only be prima facie 
evidence of the claim of occupancy of the holder,’’ and these same parties 
who had combined together succeeded in organizing the town and is- 
sued certificates to each other and to other parties who had entered con- 
trary to lawand thereby secured certificates for these lots, a dozen lots, 
perhaps, or more than that, tothe same individual, and this bill says 
that where there is a contest these certificates shall be held as prima 
facie evidence, and where there is no contest that they shall be held ab- 
solutely good. 

There can be no contest in the great majority of cases, because the 
law-abiding citizens never were able to get on these Jands until after 
other parties had secured ession of them and held them by the strong 
hand and the shotgun, and therefore under this Senate bill there is no one 
that can come in and make a contest, and hence the certificate that the 
Senate bill provides for amounts to a ratification of the fraud and wrong 
that was perpetrated by these men. 

There is a provision in the House bill which ought to be in this bill, 
and the House bill is far superior, I think, to the Senate bill, and the 
Senate bill should not be substituted for it. There isa provision which 
rightfully cuts these parties out and prevents them from obtaining title, 
and it ought to be in any bill that passes the Senate. That provision is: 

That the claim fora town site or any part thereof, or to any lot 
therein if made by a United States marshal, deputy marshal, or other officer or 
nt of the United States who was in said Territory prior to the time fixed for 
entering thereof by the proclamation of the President, or if made by a pêr- 
son who entered said Territory, or took possession of such town site or part 
thereof, or lot therein, in advance of the time fixed for entering said Territory 
by the proclamation of the President, and in violation thereof, shall be deemed 
and held invalid: Provided, That any person not legally disqualified from en- 
tering lands under this act shall have the tight to purchase at the minimum 
price any lot or lots they have heretofore purchased from legal occupants and 
upon which substantial improvements have been made, and the assignee or 
vendee of such officer or wrongdoer shall secure no title by a purchase or as- 
signment therefrom; but where purchases haye been made from such officers or 
wrongdoers by innocent parties and in good faith, their rights as occupying 
claimants shall be respected by said commissioners and the value of improve- 
ments made by them in good faith shall be a valid lien on the lot or lots so pur- 
chased and occupied. 


Mr. President, that is a just provision. That simply says that the 
will of Congress as expressed in the act of 1889, that no person who en- 
tered prior to the time fixed in the President’s proclamation should 
obtain any advantage thereby, shall be carried out. I appeal to the 
Senate in behalf of the thousands of poor people all over the land who 
sold their all and took their wives and children and went to that border 
and waited day by day and week by week in good faith. Supposing 
that the law would be carried out, they stopped at the line and never 
crossed it because the law said they should not until a bara time. 
And yet the parties who connived with officers of the United States, 
these deputy marshals, these parties who, under the pretense of haying 
to work on the railroad and by various other devices and frauds, were 
in there prior to that time, are the parties who have got these certificates 
to town lots in the towns of Guthrie and Oklahoma City. If the Sen- 
ate bill becomes a law, the Senate of the United States, the Congress of 
the United States will have been made a party to this fraud and the 
defender of those who have openly violated the law. 

I trust that the motion to amend the House bill will be voted down 
and that the Senate will take up the House bill which was discussed 
by that body for days and days. It may not be perfect in every re- 
spect, but that it is superior in PYRY way to the Senate bill, in my 
opinion, there can beno doubt. Let the Senate takeit up and let it be 
known to the country that, when Congress an act and schemers 
undertake to come in and violate that law, the Congress of the United 
States will say, Lou can not take that advantage and you can not 
come and ask any legislation at our hands to perfect the title which you 
obtained by fraud and in direct violation of the law of the land and 
the proclamation of the President of the United States.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, no one can take exception to the charac- 
terization which the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has made of 

who went into the Territory of Oklahoma in violation of law. 
e amendment of the Senate committee, being the bill which the 
Public Lands Committee originally directed to be reported favorably, 
confers no rights upon such persons in any form whatever. On the 
contrary, in a very carefully guarded proviso substantially prepared by 
the Senator from Arkansas himself, every question of that kind is re- 
mitted to the decision of the proper authorities, the local land officers, 
the Secretary of the Interior, and so on, as the case may be. 

We simply decline to enter that domain by legislation, to say what 
the rights of these various people were, but leave them all exactly as 
they were on the 22d day of April, 1889, under the law as it existed 
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at that time and under the proclamation of the President. That pro- 
viso is in section 2, and reads as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as to make 
valid any elaim now invalid of those who entered upon and occupied said lands 
in violation of the laws of the United States or the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent thereunder, 

I can say further that I believe that nine-tenths, or even a larger pro- 
portion, of the persons who are interested beneficially in the town sites 
as settlers and occupiers are in favor of this bill in substantially the 
ama Bich it has been reported from the Senate Committee on Pub- 

ic 

I do not care to detain the Senate with debate upon the question at 
this time unless it shall become necessary, but I believe that the sub- 
stitution of the Senate amendment for the House bill is in the interest 
of justice and of its orderly administration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair inadvertently neglected to re- 
mind the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] of the expiration of his 
time, The debate is proceeding under the five-minute rule, and the 
Chair will feel bound to enforce the limit from this time on. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a ques- 
tion, if the Chair will permit me and he will consent, before he takes 
his seat. 

Mr, PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Kansas says the Senate bill leaves 
the settler’s rights precisely as they are. I want to ask the Senator if 
the Senate bill does not say expressly in so many words that wherever 
the town authorities that the people organized out there—there can be 
no legal town authorities—have issued certificates for lots, those cer- 
tificates shall be prima facie evidence of title in case there is a contest 
and conclusive evidence in case there is no contest? 

Mr, PLUMB. That is true to a certain extent, undoubtedly. 

Mr. BERRY. It is true absolutely. 

Mr. PLUMB. Only as to occupancy, and all the right conferred only 
operates to give status, and this status can be overcome by proof. 

Mr. BERRY. But does it not have this effect, that where a party 
entered there contrary to law and in violation of Jaw and took 
sion of those lots, and there is no other party claiming the lots, no 
contestant for them, and he obtains a certificate from the authorities 
out there, the Senate bill will give him title to them ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not necessarily, because any disclosure to the com- 
missioners or trustees under this bill that any person claiming title en- 
tered illegally will undoubtedly result in ousting him. 

Mr, BERRY. The Senator is entirely incorrect, because the bill says 
that these certificates shall be absolutely conclusive in case there is no 
contest and prima facie evidence where there is a contest. Then I sa 
that under the Senate bill, if there is no contestant, the party, altho A 
he was a deputy marshal, gets the title by reason of this bill, and the 
Senator can not get around it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator himself, if I may speak 
of that which occurred in committee, . agreed that the only 
thing which was necessary to make this bill meet the views he expressed 
was the amendment he proposed when the bill was reported which 
is now pending. Let him test the sense of the Senate upon that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Kansas states that I ever agreed 
to this bill in committee or anywhere else, he is mistaken. On the 
contrary, as is known to every member of the committee, I offered an 
amendment there anthorizing the town authorities to make a contest, 
and that amendment was voted down in committee, and I offered it and 
had it printed in the Senate, and when the Senator reported the bill I 
stated publicly upon the floor of the Senate that it was not a unani- 
mous report and that I was against it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is so excited that he did not hear what 
I said, I said with the exception of that amendment, and I asked him 
to test the sense of the Senate upon the amendment he proposed in 
committee, and of which he has made proffer in the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I propose to test the sense of the Senate between the 
Senate and House bill. The House bill says that these violators of 
the law shall receive no title and the Senate bill practically confirms 
their title, and I want the Senate to say whether it stands with the 
law-abiding people of the United States or whether it is willing by its 
vote here to say that those parties who deliberately violated the law 
and who are charged with confederating with public officers to enter 
these lots contrary to the law, who have secured these town sites and 
many of them being sold to non-residents, and shay are held to-day by 
persons living outside of the Territory—whether the law-abiding peo- 

le shall be thus overridden by those who are willing to violate the 

aw, and give title in the face of the law and the proclamation of the 
President of the United States, 

Mr. DOLPH. The two clauses of this bill concerning which there is 
controversy are found in one section, section 2 of the Senate bill. The 
first is— 

Thatin the execution of such trusts— 

That is, that in its execution by the trustees who take the title to 
the town lots for the holders— 


and for the purpose of the conveyance of title by said trustees, any certificate 
or other paper evidence of claim duly issued by the authority recognized for 


f 
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such purposes by the people residing upon any town site the subject of entry 
hereunder shall be taken as evidence of— 


What? 


the occupancy by the holder thoreof of the Jot or Tots therein described, except 
that where there is an adverse claim to sald property: such certificate shall only 
be prima facie evidence of the ¢laim of occupancy of the holder, 

That is all. But now follows the proviso in the same section, the 
latest declaration, which must control the previous declaration: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as to make 
valid any claim now invalid of those who entered upon and ocoupied said lands 
in violation of the laws of the United Slates or the proclamation of the President 
thereunder, 

That submits the question of the validity or invalidity of this occupa- 
tion, of which the certificate is really prima facie evidence in the case 
of à contest, or is sufficient evidence of occupation if there is no con- 
test—submits the question of whether it isa valid occupation to the 
trustees. As I said before, this proviso follows the other provision; it 
is the latest declaration of the legislative will, and therefore the con- 
trolling one upon the subject. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it seems to me there is merit in both of 
these propositions. IfI understand the condition ofaffairs in Oklahoma 
Territory now—and I have received a vast number of letters upon the 
sulject on both sides of this controversy, a great many men from my 
State having gone in there, and being interested in these town sites 
and otherwise—the salient point between the parties is this; Town- 
site companies issued certificates—and I have some of them here to- 
day—certifying that such and such parties were entitled to lots inside of 
the limits of these town-site claims, for which they paid a certain amount 
to these companies in the way of entry fees to pay the expenses of the 
entry. The parties who own these town sites claim that their action, 
which was utterly without law (based, however, I have no doubt, upon 
the exigencies of the situation, they being there dependent upon them- 
selves both for law and for any interests of property that they might 
acquire), should be made valid; that these certificates shonld now he 

i by Congress. The contention upon the other side is that 
the certificates amount to nothing, and that a great many of these 
town-site entries were illegal and should not be considered at all by 
Congress in any legislation npon the subject. 

I recognize, Mr. President—and I do not think that any argument is 
necessary to impress upon the Senate that faci—that citizens of the 
United States who are lawfully in that Territory, and who were com- 
pelled by the exigencies of thesitnation to provide government for them- 
sclves in the interest of law and order and property, should receive the 
kindest consideration from the Congress of the United States. That 
sort of argument peculiarly impresses a Western man who knows what 
life upön the frontier is, and I sympathize with those people who ear- 
nestly and fairly ask Congress now to consider the fact that they did 
the best they could in the interest of law and order by organizing these 
towns and issuing these certificates. So far,so good; but then we 
come to another question, aud there I confess I sympathize with the 
House bill. 

The Senate substitute puts the marshals and officers of the United 
States who availed themselves unquestionably—for there is no doubt 
about it—of their official position to get hold of the best land, the best 
lots, to speak more accurately, in Oklahoma—the Senate bill puts them 
exactly on a footing with other citizens. Ifa United States marshal 
ora deputy got possession of the best lot in Guthrie or Oklahoma City 
and holds a certificate from a town-site company, hestands exactly like 
Brown, or Jones, or Smith, who held no position under the Govern- 
Inent, and who came in as best he could without an official position, 
and had to take care of himself. 

Now, I have simply to say that I am irrevocably op to giving 
any officer of this Government one single inch of that Territory. ‘The 
only way in which we can settle the question is by refusing to any dep- 
uty marshal or any other officer any rights under this bill. We know 
very well that these frauds—for they were nothing but frands—were 

petrated, and the House bill, in my judgment, was correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. PLUMB, Lask unanimons consent that the Senator from Mis- 
souri may be allowed to proceed with liis remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to continue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall not object, but I think the rale should be 
enforced or else be abandoned. X 

Mr. VEST, Tam through, Mr: President. I have made my point, 
and that is all I care for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we onght to go to the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB, I have made remarks to the extent of two or three 
minutes, but in view of the understanding that we should proceed to 
the consideration of the Calendar, I ask unnnimous consent to make a 
few further remarks, and if, at their expiration, the Senate manifests a 
disposition to go on with the regular order I shall not press the pend- 
ing bill further to-day. 

r. HARRIS. Idid not hear the request of the Sana tor from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I said that if I could have the opportunity to make 
a few remarks on the general subject to which this bill relates and the 


conditions which it is expected to cover I should not insist on pressing 
the bill further now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think, as the Senator from Arkansas fMr, BERRY] 
was indulged beyond the limitation, the Senator from Kansas ought to 
be indulged to reply as fully as he may deem necessary. 

Mr, BUTLER. May I ask my friend from Kansas if he will consent 
to the bill going over after he gets through with his remarks ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Isaid that I would not press the bill at the conclu- 
sion of my remarksif the Senate manifested a disposition not to further 
consider it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like very much to see the debate in the 
RECORD to-morrow before taking action upon the bill, in order to see 
what has been said, and therefore I shall ask that the bill go over after 
the Senator concludes his remarks, 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas will allow me to suggest, 
in view of what the Senator from South Carolina has just said, that he 
will ask to have the bill go over at the conclusion of the Senator's re- 
marks, if it would not suit the Senator just as well to ask on Monday 
for the consideration of his bill, and proceed with the debate then. 

Mr. PLUMB. I prefer that my remarks should go along with those 
of the Senator from Arkansas and those of the Senator from Missouri, 

Mr, President, on the 22d day of April last a phenomenal condition 
ot aſſuirs existed in whatis known as Oklahoma. Something over two 
million acres of land had been opened to settlement by reason of a law 
of Congress and the proclamation of the President issued thereunder, 
The law and the proclamation declared that no one should acquire 
rights on these lands who entered upon them prior to the date named 
in the proclamation, which was the 22d day of April. But nolaw had 
been passed for the government of the people who should go upon these 
lands, and none whereby titles could be acquired to Jands settled upon 
for town-site purposes. 

No section of the country was ever so ndvertised as Oklahoma was. 
No section of country was ever such a center of attraction as Oklahoma 
for months preceding that date. Men gathered there from ev: r 
tion of the country in great crowds on the margin of the Territory. A 
supplementary order of the President allowed them to enter the s 
tory proper, but not to go upon these lands. They went on the Cher- 
okee Strip, on thenorth, adjoining the Oklahoma border, and into the 
Chickasaw and Choctaw countries, on the south, and into the Indian 
country, on the east, close up to the line. 

At these several points they were restrained from entering upon 
these lands, first by the consequences impona by the proclamation of 
the President under the law which forbade any person who should 
illegally enter from ever acquiring any title to the land and also by the 
presence of the military. 

When 12 o'clock of the 22d of April arrived there was a general rush. 
There were two specially objective points on the eastern border of Okla- 
homa on the line of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa FG Railroad, one of 
them Guthrie, where the President established a land office and where 
it was known that as a consequence of the establishment of that land 
office there would bea large town; the other point on the railroad was 
Oklahoma City, a point at the junction of the railroad with an impor- 
tant stream, favorable for the location of a town, und it was picked out 
in advance by men who had entered the Territory long prior to the 
passage of any law on the subject of the entry of these lands, More 
than thirty thousand people entered Oklahoma during the day. 

The greatest rush was at Guthrie, and I will use that town a3 an ex- 
ampleof hat occurred. Ten thousand people rushed to the vicinity of 
the land office there. They were mainly strangers to each other, ambi- 
tions, energetic, active, pushing, aggressive, and there was naturally con- 
troyersy. Every man wanted one or more lots. There was no law by 
which they could be putin possession or by which their relations to each 
other or to the Government could in any way be adjusted or established, 
With that instinct which has been the governing one of our race during 
its entire career, after the first few hours of discord and contention every 
one said, Let us have order.“ The result was u mutual agreement 
to establish a municipal government. 

An cleciion was called and held under forms assimilated to those 
provided by law elsewhere, a mayor and members of a city council were 
chosen, and thereupon ordinances were enacted for the government of 
the city, and, among other things, they provided methods, first, of lay- 
ing out and establishing the boundaries of lots, squares, streets, avenues, 
and alleys, and next for settling the rights of the various persons who 
were claiming to hold and occupy portions of the town site. 

In some places it was found that men were in the streets; that is to 
say, in the places which, according to the survey, were to be the places 
for avenues and streets. They wera put out. Three or four or a 
dozen men were found occupying asingle lot. The tribunnl created to 
determine the rights of these different persons, after a hearing more or 
less patient, more or less just, but, whethérpaticntorimpatient, whether 
just or unjust, in accordance with the will of the majority there look- 
ing on and directing the thing which was done, one man was put in 
and two, three, four, or half a dozen men were put out, and thus the 
rightfalness of occupancy was resolved. y 

Those who were put out yielded as men would yield anywhere else 
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to the decree of a court of competent: jurisdiction, and out of the chaos 
of these first hours came order—that order which has been enforced 
since that time, and as impartially, as justly, and as wholesome as the 
order which has been enforced in any municipal organization in the 
United States. 

There has never been higher testimonial to the sclf-restraint and to 
sentiment in favor of order on the part of the American péople than is 
fonnd to-day und has been found ever since the 22d day of last April in 
— municipalities which have resulted from the settlement of Okla- 

onia. 

In pursuance- of and in accordance with the necessities of the case, 
taxes were levied upon these lots and upon the personal property of the 
persons who them, and the momenta man was decreed to he 
the possessor of a lot he built himself a house upon it, a residence or 
a business place; or both, as his circumstances required, and there grew 
up at Guthrie a populous, prosperous place, a city of seven or eight 
thousand people. Noone going there to-day would suspect that it was 
not under an organization established by law, any more than he wondd 
suspect the absence of law in any city in the United States. Houses 
that are worth from one thousand to twenty thousand dollars have been 
built there on the faith of the title conferred by this body created for 
the purpose by the people in their primary capacity. 

Some men went there with lawless intent, but the main portion 
went to do what they believed the law required and authorized, and 
men are there to-day who believed that the law did notintend to ex- 
clude those people who were legitimately in the Territory in the per- 
formance of official fanctions before the 22d of April. There is u post- 
master there appointed by the President of the United States, and that 
pestniasler believes as solemnly as I believe in my existence that he 
was entitled to take a lot, notwithstanding he was in the Territory and 
on these lands in the exercise of his functions as postmaster before the 
22d. Men were there as conductors and as brakemen upon the rall- 
road, and as legitimately there as we are here in this Senate Chamber, 
and they believed that they had the right to take lots and they took 
them. They may have been mistaken, but their mistake involved no 
moral turpitude. They were as honest about it as we are about the 
perfarmance of our functions here to-day. 

Other men went there less honestly to speculate off the necessities of 
the situation and the opportunities which were presented. I do not 
dofend one of them. The Senator from Arkansas has got a qnarrel 
with some of them, perhaps because they went from his own State, 
He has had his say about them. I shall not go into that, however, 
because it is not necessary. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me 

Mr. PLUMB. Nine-tenths of the men wlio thus entered the lands 
have long since sold out or abandoned them. 

Mr. BERRY. Win the Senator from Kansas prt an interruption 
there in regard to the statement about u quarrel? 

Mr, PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Bo far as the statement goes that I had any personal 
quarrel with the gentleman who went from Fort Smith, it is an entire 
mistake, Ido have a quarrel, however, with any man from Arkansas 
or auy other State who goes and combines with the Federal officers of 
the United States to violate the laws of the United States; and I do 
not care whether ho lives in Kansas or in Arkansas. 

There were combinations from both States; and I will inform the 
Senator that never by my vote will I permit any man who is capable 
of such a combination to consammate the fraud; never will I ratify 
and confirm his alleged title to lands to which he has really no title. 
If this bears hardly upon the gentleman’s political friends in Arkansas, 
that is his and their misfortune and I am not responsible for it; but 
it is not a matter nal with me. 

Mr. PLUMB.. Mr. President, the gentleman from Arkansas whom 
the Senator has characterized, may or may not be a good man; the land 
officers may or may not have performed their 3 The Senator may 
be of the opinion that the Senate of the United States is the place to 
try those qnestions. I do not think so. 

The Secretary of the Interior isthe superiorof these men in the Land 
Ofice; and if the Senator from Arkansas will move a resolution of in- 
vestigation I will support it; buthe can not, as I think, in justice seek 
to impede the ofa just law npon an unsupported assertion as 
to the itude of the men to whom he refers. 

Mr. B Y. itis supported by the report of two Republican in- 


Mr. PLUMB, I decline to yield. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator says it is unsupported. It is supported 
by a Republican member of Congress [Mr. PICKLER] and by Mr. Mac- 
Bride, another Republican inspector. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator is under another misfor- 
tune, but he is seeking to bave tried here a question which is not even 
collateral. The question as to whether a re or a receiver in a 
given case is corrupt has nothing to do with the rights of a man who 
seeks to enter a tract of land, and I never before even heard it sug- 

that such was the case. I know that these men who have been 
assailed have made defense, whether good or bad I do not know and I 
do not care for the purpose of what is going on here. Ninety-nine-one- 


hundredths, I will venture to say, of all the men who entered upon 
thesé lands illegally have long since disappeared, and now the Senator 
wants the men who bought them ont and who succeeded to them to be 
punished because they thus succeeded. 

Mr, President, in the administration of the land laws, with which the 
Senator from Arkansas is familiar, nothing is more common than that 
some man who is not qualified as a pre-emptor or a homesteader, be- 
cause he has once had and exercised the right of homestead or pre- 
emption, goes upon the public lands and claims a quarter section of 
land to which he has no legal right, and maintains his possesaton upon 
it until some man who wants it comes along and then for a considera- 
tion he yields to him. But he man who goes in does not do so iu the 
right of the man he succeeds, but in his own right. So the men who 
went into possession as successora, so to speak, of the men who entered 
illegally are there in their own right aud entitled to be protected. 

It must he borne in mind also that the Congress of the United States 
left these people without government. They had to resolve order or 
there would have been bloodshed and disgrace, They resolved it in 
the manner which I laye stated, and the government of these towns 
to-day pursues the éven tenor of its way, resting upon the popular will. 
and whatever has been done in the way of determining tlie rights of 
occupancy by the is-ue of certificates or otherwise, has in ro- 
sponse to this popular will. . 

Men have gone nhead upon that basisand paid taxes for the support 
of these municipal governments. They have put improvements upon 
these lots, which are not only valuable, but necessary in order that the 
town might be built and business might be carried on. They have 
done that which they were compelled by the exigencies of tlie sit unt ion 
to do; and for ths Congress of the United States to come in now and 
treat that question de novo and ö to say that, notwithstanding what these 
local bodies did, notwithstanding the fact that they were under com- 
pulsion to take action, and that what they did reflected the will of the 
majority, as itstill does, we will take away rights conferred and recog- 
nized, upon the basis of which investments have been made, would be 
an outrage. 

Bat, Mr. President, this bill gives no right to anybody which he did 
not have at thetimeofentry. [would scorn toaid in the passage of any 
bill which should assume legislatively to determine those rights which 
everywhere under civilized governments are determined only by judi- 
cial tribunals. So this bill, in Janguago carefully guarded, simply say» 
that nothing in it contained shall make valid that which was invalid, 
and if there işa man upon any of these lands to-day who is there in vio- 
lation of the law his invalidity will pursue him through all these pro- 
ceedings, and all that the Senate Committee on Public Lands asks is 
that whatever the rights of the people were at that time they may he 
preserved and may be continued. 

The United States marshal and his deputies were there legally. If 
they actually occupied and still continue to occupy lots, why should not 
their rights, whatever they may have been at the time, be preserved? 
Are we to construe the law under which they claim? Did any one 
ever before hear of a legislative determination of private rights the sub- 
ject of controversy? Is this*tribunal given by the Constitution the 
authority to determine property rights? Wecan not construe the law 
that we ourselves pa: where that constrution involves rights which 
have accrued nnder it, 

I do not know that the United States deputy marshals were not en- 
titled to lots in Guthrie or other towns in Oklahoma. I believe they 
were not, but the law does not devolve upon me the duty of deciding that 
question, and in this bill which I have had the honor to report from 
the committea it is carefully stated that whatever the status of these 
people had been there with reference to each other or with reference to 
the 5 at 7. time we a 9 = that only for the 

urpose of enabling the persons w. 0 ese certificates, who occu 
these lands, who 20 paid the taxes, who have performed the dates 
of citizenship, and whom we left without the shelter and the protection 
of law, togo before these trustees with their certificates and exhibit them 
simply as prima facie evidence that they occupy the premises deseriboil 
therein. 

They have been made the basis of taxation, have been the subject of 
traffic and transfer in numberless instances; they are the munimentas 
of title, upon the faith of which business houses and residences have 
been erected. It is hy reason of the operations of the municipal body 
which directed their issne that to-day there is order instead of disorder, 
that there is business in place of anarchy, aud peace in place of war, 

Now, Mr. President, I am not so anxious to punish somebody for 
what has transpired that I will disregard that maxim of the Jaw which 
has accompanied the administration of justice from the beginning, 
which says that it is more unconscionable to punish onc innocent man 
than to allow ten guilty to escape, 

But, Mr. President, I suppose that, under the operation of this law or 
any otherlaw which we can pass, some man will get a foothold there who, 
according to the technicalities of the law, might not be entitled to it 
I do believe, and in fact I can say that I know, that under the House 
bill and under the proposition made by the Senator from Arkansas a 
hundred men will get what they are not entitled to, compared with 
the one who will get what he is not entitled to under the Senate hill, 


— 
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It is not a question to be considered da novo, It is a question to be 
considered as we find it. Congress can not conscientiously and fairly 
take accountnow; that is to say, it can not avail itself of its own wrong. 
It left the people there without government. They provided ifforthem- 
selves as well as they might, and the general result is peace amd order 
and prosperity and the conservation of right, and there is nothing in 
this bill which in the slightest degree militates against that which is 
right as involving any moral turpitude. 

If it should happen; as I do not think it will happen, that underits 
provision some poor devil will get a little tract of land 25 by 130 feet, 
to which he is not strictly entitled, on payment of his portion of the 
burden of taxation imposed by the bill and in consequence of the pay- 
ment of his taxes heretofore, who is wronged? He has not taken 
away from any other man that which he wants, because if the other 
man wanted it he would be there to eontest, and his contest would be 
given effect to under this bill. 

This Government ever since 1841, when the pre-emption law was 
passed, has proceeded upon the theory that it wanted not so much 
money for its lands as settlers upon them, and it has not looked closely 
into anything except the one question, Is the claimant willing to set- 
tle upon this land and make a home upon it?’ It has not considered 
itself defrauded if some man, by misadventure, failed to comply with 
all the technicalities of the law, provided, always, he actually made 
and maintained settlement, 

Under the provisions of that act supplemented by the homestead law, 
the population of this country has spread from the East to the West; 
great States have been populated on the public domain, and civiliza- 
tion and progress have gained thereby. 

When Congress came to consider what should be done about a code 
of mining laws we found men in the gulches of the mountain region 
everywhere where there was gold or silver, who had located upon 
mineral lands, and who had made regulations virtually without war- 
rant of law, fixing the size of mineral claims—in one district estab- 
lishing a width of 50 feet, in another one of 100 feet, and so on, and 
also providing rules and regulations whereby the possession of mining 
claims should pass from one person to another and such transfer be duly 
recorded by a person authorized by a mass meeting of those interested. 

Did Congress proceed to say ‘‘ We will wipe that all out, clean it off 
like a cobweb, and go back to the beginning and inquire into the right 
of the first man to the particular mining claim which he is in posses- 
sion of, because he may have bought it of some man who was possibly 
disqualified from holding in his own right?” 

No; instead Congress said, Whatever these people have done in their 
primary capacity and under the pressure of necessity about the size of the 
claim, abont the method of passing title, and as to who is properly in 
possession, we will recognize and give full effect to; and not only that, 
but rising to the occasion it said, Not only will we recognize what has 
heretofore been done, but whatever regulations miners under such cir- 
cumstances may hereafter establish with reference to these matters we 
will recognize and give effect to, and the courts of the United States 
shall do the same.’’ 

The bill proposed by the Committee on Public Lands, which has 
been the subject of so much anathema upon the part of the Senator 
from Arkansas, is upon the same line. It conserves the rights of settlers; 
it fails to destroy property as the House bill would do. The House 
bill would take away from hundreds of men everything they haye in 
the world, in the sacred name of justice, from men who are innocent of 
wrongdoing and who have acted in perfect good faith. 

No, Mr. President, there is no interest of the people, no interest of 
morality, no interest of justice, no interest in the world which calls 
upon us to put violent hands on what the people in Oklahoma have 
done. When we have provided a way whereby their lands can be en- 
tered, a tribunal before which all can appear to have their respective 
rights determined, and have given to each one of them who bears the 
certificate of the local government merely a status in the court such as 
every man should possess who has a paper title, and have said We 
confer no right upon anybody which he did not have in the inception’? 
—when we do that, we shall have done that which is wise, we shall 
have done that which is just, and we shall have done all we can do, 
either in the forum of law or in the forum of conscience. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I should like to ask unanimous con- 
sent to oceupy a few minutes more in reply to one statement made by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Kansas states that this bill leaves 
the status precisely as it was. Isay that that is nota correct state- 
ment. Thatisthe issue between us,and Senators can look to the bill 
itself. I reassert and restate and eall the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to the statement, which he can not deny, that the Senate bill 
says that where the deputy marshals, these men who entered there in 
fraud, these men who it is admitted took these lands in fraud, where 


‘they hold a certificate and there is no contestant upon that land, that 


certificate is conclusive evidence of their title. And yet the Senator 
says he does not aid these parties any; that he does not help these 
fraudulent entries by the bill. 


I reassert, Mr. President, that the bill says that the certiffeates in 
the absence of contest shall be conclusive evidence of title. 

There can be no contest unless some one else has occupied the land, 
and when the honest people of the United States wanted to occupy it 
they were met by these men who had entered it in violation of law at 
the point of the gun, and they were kept off and not permitted to oc- 
cupy it, and therefore they can not contest. 

Nor can any Senator who is a lawyer reconcile the speech made by 
the Senator from Kansas with the provisions of the bill, for does not 
the Senator from Kansas himself know that the certificates will be ab- 
solute and conclusive as to title although the entry was frandulent un- 
less some other party comes in and contests who had occupied the land ? 
And even in such case, if it is occupied, then the certificate is prima 
facie evidence, and where no one has occupied the lot it is conclusive 
evidence, And yet, in the face of that fact, the Senator from Kansas 
stands before the Senate of the United States and says that this bill 
does not confer any right that is not already conferred. It is true a 
subsequent provision says that it shall not be held to make valid that 
which was before invalid, but when it makes the certificate conclusive 
evidence which can not be contested it does make the title valid of the 
man who entered in fraud. 

This is the question that is presented to the Senate of the United 
States. ‘The Senator from Kansas says that I seek to try certain par- 
ties from his own State of Kansas who organized a company and set- 
tied the city of Oklahoma, in Oklahoma Territory, and citizens of the 
State of Arkansas who organized and combined and confederated with 
the Federal officers ut the town of Guthrie to obtain town sites to which 
they were not entitled, and yet the Senator stands back and ap in 
the name of American enterprise to the Congress of the United States 
to make them a party to these frauds committed by men who live in 
the State of Kansas or the State of Arkansas. 

That is the issue which is presented, and the Senator can not divert 
attention from it. The House bill confessedly protects every man who 
was an innocent purchaser. It says in so many words that he shall have 
a lien upon that property for the value of his improvements. The 
House bill simply cuts out those who entered there contrary to the law; 
and the House bill, and not the Senate bill, should become the law. 

The Senator from Kansas says that, notwithstanding a man was a 
deputy marshal of the United States and entered the Territory in ad- 
vance of time, he had the right to enter lands, Let us see how that 
is. Here is an act of the Congress of the United States which says that 
no ponon who enters there before the time specified by the President 
of the United States shall be permitted to take any land. The Presi- 
dent’s proclamation makes it absolute that no individual who entered 
that Territory prior to the 22d of April, 1889, should receive any benefit 
fromit, and yet these men procured themselves to be appointed deputy 
marshals; men who were citizens of other States, men of wealth, men 
of standing, lawyers of ability, go there and have themselves appointed 
deputy marshals in order to enter that Territory. They entered there 
in the way of fraud in the beginning, because their only purpose was 
to take an advantage and to clothe themselves with this authority in 
order to avail themselves of the opportunity to secure these lots. 

Now, then, is it just, is it right, that the law-abiding citizen who 
stopped upon the border, the poor man from the State of Arkansas or 

the State of Kansas, who had his little all and his family, with his two- 
horse wagon, waiting patiently, believing the law would be fairly en- 
forced, should be permitted to be circumvented by these deputy mar- 
shals, appointed in fraud, who procured their appointments in order to 
gain this advantage? Should they be allowed to have possession of 
these lots? Is that the idea of justice and of right of the Senator from 
Kansas, that these parties should be protected, while the poor, homeless 
man who believed in and who had faith in the Government of the United 
States, who had faith in the proclamation of the President that he had 
helped to elect—I say is it right and proper that he should be keptout 
and shall have no standing, and that the Senate bill shall declare that 
certificates issued, as was done in Oklahoma City by the very men them- 
selves who violated the law and issued certificates to each other for dozens 
and dozens of lots, shall be conclusive evidence where there is no con- 
test? If the Senator says that and if he prefers to stand by the side of 
these parties who have violated the law, who were appointed deputy 
marshals by connivance with the Federal officers, I take my stand with 
the poor man who was there with his all and who believed that this 
Government would protect him when he obeyed its law and when the 
proclamation of the President was issued under the law stating that no 
one should enter before noon of the 22d of April, and that all should 
have an even chance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only want to oy one thing and then 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to suggest an amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield in a moment. 

The poor man whom the Senator from Arkansas isso solicitous about 
is entirely free to go on the land to-day. Any man who states that 
any other man is now occupying a lot in Oklahoma illegally can go 
upon that lot to-day. The poor man from Arkansas has had since the 
22d day of last April to get from the borders of that beloved State into 
Oklahoma. He can go there now, and whenever he sets up an adverse 
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claim the claim is bound to be considered. The certificate only gives 
a man 

Mr. BERRY, He can make no adverse claim without occupancy. 

Mr. PLUMB. He can go and occupy. 

Mr. BERRY. If heshould undertake to occupy and a breach of the 
peace should occur, the Senator from Kansas would say,“ There is the 
lawless element from Arkansas going to raise a row.“ He can not oc- 
cupy without getting into a fight, for even if the party who now occu- 

ies entered contrary to law he will hold it with his shotgun, and the 
nator knows it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
it is obvious that this bill can not be considered under the five-minute 
rule under which we are proceeding. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER] has given notice that upon the conclusion of there- 
marks of the Senator from Kansas he would object to the further con- 
sideration of the bill, which would carry it over. ` 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the Senator from Missouri propose his amend- 
ment, soas to have the whole case before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator propose his amendment and let it 
be printed, and then let the bill go over. 

Mr. VEST. That is exactly what I propose, I want to conciliate 
these raging factions, if I can, and do justice toall parties. I propose 
this amendment to the second section of the Senate bill; it will meet 
my views, but I do not know whether it will meet anybody else’s or not: 

Aud provided also, That the claim for a town site ox any part thereof or to an 
lot therein, if made by a United States marshal, deputy marshal, or other offi- 
cer or agent of the United States, or any person claiming to besuch who was iu 
said Territory prior to the time fixed for the entering thereof by the proclama- 
tion of the President, shall be deemed and held invalid, 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator thinks that Congress is here to try the 
rights of persons under the law passed a year ago, that amendment 
would be proper. 

Mr. VEST. The Senate bill tries it as much as this amendment does, 
because it says that occupancy shall be conclusive in a certain case and 
in another case prima facie only. 

Mr. PLUMB, Only in a case where there is no controversy. 

Mr. VEST. Prima facie. Every lawyer knows what that is. It 
throws the burden of proof on the other party. 

Mr. PLUMB. That only gives to the holder the opportunity which 
every other holder of a certificate has. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the point. The Senator from Kansas should 
be logical. He attacks this amendment because he says it is an adjudi- 
cation. Now, what does he do in the second section of his bill but 
throw the burden of proof on one party by adjudication, if it can be 
done by 1 ative enactment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Is not that the same kind of adjudication? You say 
that no man should haye a right there at all. 

Mr. VEST, The Congress of the United States, without constitut- 
ing itself a judicial tribunal, can say, and has the absolute right to 
say, in regard to a territory like Oklahoma, to the land officers there, 
that when certain things have been done by certain people they shall be 
invalid. It has a right to say that its own officersshall not avail them- 
selves of their official presence in order to get land away from other 
people in this Territory. 

Mr. PLUMB. Suppose they were there legally. 

Mr. VEST. It makes no difference. Isay Congress should not per- 
mit its officers to use their official presence in order to have an advan- 
tage in getting land. Iam perfectly willing to recognize these certifi- 
cates of town sites to everybody except these officers, and we know 
absolutely, if human evidence is worth anything, that men obtained 
these appointments in order to get hold of these town lots and did it. 

Mr. HARRIS, I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri, suppose 
these officers went in after the 22d day of April, would the mere fact 
that they were United States marshals work this inhibition? 

Mr. VEST. This amendment does not contemplate that. It says 
if they were there prior to the 22d of April. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair), TheSenator 
ig ey [Mr. HARRIS] objects to the further consideration of 

e bill. 

Mr. PLUMB, I give notice that at the close of morning business 
on Monday morning I shall move to take up the bill for consideration 
by the Senate, 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like an order to be made for the printing of 
the amendment I have offered, before the bill goes over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be printed and considered as pending. 

WEARING OF BADGES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting permission to officers and enlisted 
men of the Army of the United States, members of the Society of the 
Cincinnati, the Society, the National Association of Veterans of 
the Mexican War, the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United 
States, and of the Grand Army of the Republic, to wear the badges 
adopted by those orders, 
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The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and ingert: 
That the distincti i 

fu tbe arknlen ud BATIA Of TTT 
war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion, respectively, may 
be worn upon all occasions of ceremony by officers and enlisted men of the 
Army and Navy of the United States who are members of said organizations 
in their own right, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A joint resolution granting 
permission to officers and enlisted men of the Army and Navy of the 
United States to wear the badges adopted by military societies of men 
who served in the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, the Mexican 
war, and the war of the rebellion.” 


J. A. TOWLE. 


The bill (S. 747) for the relief of J. A. Towle was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for paying to J. A. Towle, late post- 
master at Williamsburgh, Kans., $125.82, to reimburse him for losses 
resulting from the theft of three registered letters from his safe by barg- 
lars who entered the post-office on the night of November 8, 1882. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. E. TRASK. 


The bill (S. 739) for the relief of Mrs, E. Trask was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mrs. E. Trask, late 
postmaster at Emporia, Kans., $243, to reimburse her for losses result- 
ing from the theſt of five registered letters by burglars, who entered the 
post-office on the night of October 5, 1871. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


The bill (S. 491) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word south,“ 
to strike ont the words “‘five miles and insert the words ‘‘to the par- 
allel of forty-four degrees fifty minutes,’’ and in line 11, after the word 
“enst,” to insert the words „along said parallel;? so as to make the 
section read: 

That the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park, as now fixed by sec- 
tion 2474 of the Revised Statutes, shall hereafter be as follows: Beginning at a 
point on the forty-fifth parallel of north latitude where said parallel is inter- 
sected by the western boundary of the Territory of Wyoming; thence due east 
to its point of intersection with the meridian of 110° west longitude; thence due 
south to the pomale of 44° 50’; thence due east along said parallel to the merid- 
isn of 109° west longitude; thence due south along said meridian to the 
forty-fourth parallel of north latitude; thence due west along said parallel to 
its point of intersection with the west boundary of the Territory of Wyoming; 
thence due north along said boundary line to the place of beginning; and it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to cause an accurate survey to 
be made of the boundary lines of said park as established by this act, said sur- 
vey to be recorded in the offices of the Surveyor-General and Commissioner of 
the General Land Office of the United States, as provided by law, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 18, after the word and,“ 
to strike out to and insert the Secretary of the Interior may;’’ so 
as to read: 

It shall also be the duty of the officer in command of such troops to act as 
superintendent of the park under the instructions of the Sea thon? f of the In- 
terior, and the Secretary of the Interior may employ not exceeding five persons 
from civil life to act as policemen and scouts within the park, who shall be 
familiar with the roads and trails. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, after the word ‘‘public,’’ in 
line 6, to insert the words such structures to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior may lease small portions of ground in the 
park, not exceeding 10 acres in extent for each tract, for a period not exceeding 
twenty years, to any one person or company at any one locality, on which may 
be erected hotels and out-houses and such other buildings as he may deem nec- 
essary for the use of the public, such structures to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior; but such lease shall not include any of the geysers or other ob- 
jects of curiosity or interest in said park, or exclude the public from the free and 
convenient approach thereto, or include any ground within one-eighth of a mile 
of any of the geysers, the Yellowstone Falls, the Grand Cañon of the Yellow- 
stone River, or the Mammoth Hot Spring, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

Mr. MANDERSON. Those constitute all the committee amend- 
ments. The word constructed“ on page 9, section 7, line 36, should 
be ‘‘ construed ’?—a printer’s blunder. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. z 
POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS OF MICHIGAN AND INDIANA. 


The bill (S. 308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie In- 

ciay in Michigan and Indiana was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. ° 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this bill has undergone very thorough 
investigation session after session, and last year it passed the Senate. 
It has been slightly amended this year, but not in any substantial way 
to change its effect except one item as to the question of testimony. It 
is a thoroughly correct bill; it has been examined by several adminis- 
trations and recommended by the Interior Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


CHRIST CHURCH LAND IN WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washing- 
ton parish, District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of 
the United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in 
the city of Washington, District aforesaid was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Sr. ROSE’S INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, 

The bill (S. 1373) for the incorporation of St. Rose’s industrial school, 
in the city of Washington, District of Columbia was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BROADUS G. ROBERTS. 


The bill (S. 441) granting a pension to Broadus G. Roberts was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Broadus G. Roberts, late of Company D, Six- 
tieth iment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. PADGETT. 

The bill (S. 218) granting a pension to George W. Padgett was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of George W. Padgett, late a private in Company B, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment of Illinois Cavalry, on the pension-roll at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT A, BRIDE OR M’BRIDE, 

The bill (S. 812) granting a pension to Robert A. Bride or McBride 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Robert A. Bride or McBride, late of Com- 
pany H, One hundred and eighty-third Regiment of Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL DIXON. 


The bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of 
James Dixon, d was consid as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place upon the pension-roll the name of Rachel Dixon, 
dependent mother of James Dixon, deceased, late of Company A, Forty- 
ninth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN BLACK. 


The bill (S. 808) granting a pension to John Black was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John Black, late of Company B, Thirty-cighth Regi- 
ment of Pennsylvania Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BETTS, NICHOLS & CO, 

The bill (S. 258) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co. was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to pay to the holder 
of draft numbered 5453, on Treasury-Interior warrant numbered 4801, 
dated March 1, 1860, payable to and indorsed by Sampson & Hendricks, 
of Austin, Tex., on the assistant treasurer of the United States at New 
Orleans, for $250. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

< AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAW. 

The bill (S. 2221) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Stat- 

utesof the United States, relating to copyrights, and for other purposes 


WWW and the Secretary read 
e bill. > 
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ate GEORGE. Is it in order to object to the consideration of the 
ill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I object. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a statement before the objec- 
tion is made. 

The bill as read specifies certain amendments which it is proposed 
to make in certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the Unitnd States. 
Tt is not a good form in which to pass a bill, for a bill ought tospecify 
and recite the sections as they will appear after the amendments have 
been adopted. The committee on copyrights in the other branch have 
prepared and reported acopyright bill inthat form, embracing precisely 
the amendments which are suggested in the Senate bill, but reciting 
the sections as they will then be amended. I should like to substi- 
tute by amendment that bill for the bill under consideration. Then, 
if the Senator from Mississippi desires to object, the bill can go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. There can be no objection to that, because I was 
going to call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut to the form 
of his amendments. It is certainly very much more satisfactory to say 
that such a section is amended so as to read, and then let it ap 
exactly as it will read. i 

Mr. PLATT. The bill which I propose to substitute by way of 
amendment is exactly upon that principle. 

Mr. HARRIS. It covers too big a question to be considered under 
the five-minute rule. Therefore, let the amendment be presented and 
let the bill go over. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be presented and printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert what I send to the desk, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be better to have the bill kept at its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not lose its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Connecticut to report this as a committee amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink I have a right to do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill does not lose its place under this call? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will not lose its place. It 

over under objection 

Mr. HARRIS. One objection carries it over to the Calendar under 
Rule IX, 

Mr. PLATT. I do not suppose that was intended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inasmuch as it is very certain that we can not con- 
sider this bill under the five-minute rule, does the Senator object to its 
going under Rule IX? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly Ido. I want to have it retain its place on 
the Calendar, 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave no objection to its holding its place, butit 
can never be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PLATT. I have learned this, that when a bill gets over under 
the ninth rule, it gets beyond the control of the person who has it in 
charge very often. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will retain its place on the 
Calendar. 

WILLIAM c. DODGE. 


The bill (S. 2222) for the relief of William C. Dodge was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to William C. Dodge, 
of Washington, D. C., $10,000 for a cartridge-loading machine fur- 
nished by him to the United States upon an order from the Ordnance 
Department, and for the use of his invention and of the patent there- 
for, dated July 17, 1866, and for his improvement in cartridges pat- 
ented July 4, 1865, and for the infringement of his patents by the United 
States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. CREECY. 

The bill (S. 1024) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
to finally determine the claim of Charles E. Creecy for the use of the 
Schillinger patent in the Capitol grounds was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. Shall it go over 
under Rule IX? 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that by the order under which we have 
been proceeding it has not been the custom when a single objection was 
made to have the case go under Rule IX, but simply to have it go over, 
holding its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have no objection to the bill holding 
its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. We are proceeding under Rule VIII, with all its pro- 
visions, without modification. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think any case which has been objected to 
under the proceeding in former days has gone under Rule IX, but has 
simply Be tag on the Calendar, 

Mr. An objection necessarily carries it to the Calendar 
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under Rule IX, but so far as I remember there has not been a single 
case that has gone to that Calendar during this Co for the reason 
that by unanimous consent we have allowed the bill objected to to 
hold its place. The same rule may apply, so far as I am concerned, to 
the Senator’s bill now objected to. 

Mr, PLATT. I think that all cases ought to be treated alike in that 


respect. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have no objection to the bill retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 
The bill will retain its place on the Cal- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endar. 

Mr, HALE. The Calendar does not show any case under Rule IX, 
I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think myself that the Calendar under Rule IX 
has been rather obsolete, because all such matters that go over retain 
their place on the Calendar, 

Mr. PLATT. And under Rule IX the Senator in charge has to move 
to take them up. That is the difference. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I have no objection to the bill retaining 
its place. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will retain its place on the Cal- 
endar. 
GEORGE W. HOOK. 


The bill (S. 882) for the relief of the sureties of George W. Hook, de- 
ceased was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
release Arthur St. Clair Denver and the estates of Edgar us, de- 
ceased, Thomas H. Williams, deceased, Samuel Todd, deceased, Will- 
iam Van Voorhies, deceased, Sam Bell McKee, deceased, J. J. Vallejo, 
deceased, H. Laurencel, deceased, Patrick Durkan, deceased, and James 
A. MeDougall, deceased, from all obligation and liability whatsoever 
on account of those persons having been sureties upon the bonds of 
the late George W. Hook, deceased, dated on or about the 1st of July, 
1858, given as security for the faithful performance by George W. Hook 
of his duties as receiver and disbursing agent of the United States land 
office at Humboldt, Cal. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN DE LEON. 


The bill (S. 1545) for the relief of Edwid De Leon was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $479.11 to Edwin De 
Leon, late consul-general of the United States in Egypt, being the bal- 
ance found due him on adjustment of his official accounts by the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

L. A. DAVIS, 

The bill (S. 636) for the relief of L. A. Davis was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It refers to the Court of Claims the petition 
and papers of L. A. Davis, of Chehalis, Wash., in which he claims 
$14,844 for services in carrying the English mails both ways over mail 
route No. 15406, between Olympia and Monticello, in Washington 
Territory, from about August 1, 1868, to June 30, 1870. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN WHITE DOWLING. 


The bill (S. 1222) granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ellen White Dowling, as a volunteer nurse 
during the war of the rebellion and as a soldier’s widow, at $37 per 
month during life, from March 4, 1887. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA K. WHITE. 

The bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lydia K. White, a volunteer nurse durin 
the war of the rebellion, and to pay her, during life, $25 per 8 5 
from March 4, 1888. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT THEODORE HOWARD. 


The bill (S. 111) granting a pension to Robert Theodore Howard was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is adversely reported. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It will go over, as a matter of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is objected to. It is an adverse rt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. „Being adversely reported the bill will be 
indefinitely med, if there be no objection. 4 

Mr. HARRIS. Being on the Calendar I suppose it was placed there 
at the request of some Senator, I do not know who. Let it remain on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better stand where it is on the Calendar. 


Mr. HARRIS, - Yes, so I 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Was it not the understanding that when 
this bill was reached it should be indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. CAMERON. No; let it remain where it is on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill remain on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will remain on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Going over without prejudice, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go over withont prejudice. 

LOUISA V. KILPATRICK. 

The bill (S, 255) granting a pension to Louisa V. Kilpatrick, widow 
of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.- 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘of,’’ to strike out ‘$2,500 per 
annum!“ and insert 5100 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Louisa V. Kilpatrick, widow 
of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, and pay her a pension of 8100 per month, in lieu 
of the pension now paid her. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to amend the amendment, line 7, after 
the words one hundred, by inserting and sixty-six and two-thirds;”’ 
so as to read: 


Pay her a pension of one hundred and sixty-six and two-thirds dollars per 
month, ete. 


Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey why the widow of General Kilpatrick should have a larger pension 
than that given to the widows of other officers of his rank. there 
any particular reason for this increase? Why not give to all widows 
of officers of the same rank the same pension ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to state that it is proposed to give the 
widow of General Judson Kilpatrick the same pension that has been 
granted to the widows of other deceased general officers, to wit, in the 
cases of Mrs. Logan and Mrs. Blair. 

General Kilpatrick was a very gallant officer. He spent many years 
of his life in the Army. He was born in New Jersey, educated at West 
Point, and left the Academy one year before the expiration of his term 
for the purpose of entering the Army. When he left the Army he left 
it in a very much crippled condition in respect to health. From the time 
he left the Army until he was sent abroad to represent his country in a 
foreign land he suffered from ill-health. He died from the effects of 
wounds received in the service. He served his country both in the 
Army and in a civil capacity for a long period of time, and the records 
of the War Department will show that he performed his military service 
with great capacity, and he is there mentioned for very honorable serv- 
ice. We desire only to give his widow and her dependent children the 
same pension which has been granted to others, without making any 
distinction or drawing any comparison whatever. It is a case that ought 
to arouse the sympathy of everybody. She is entitled to the pension if 
anybody ever was entitled to anything. 

Mr. BERRY. When the bill was passed giving Mrs. Blair and Mrs. 
Logan $2,000 each, a year, I stated that those measures would be 
used as a precedent for other cases, and that sooner or later I presumed 
the widows of all officers of that rank would be placed upon the pen- 
sion-rolls at that rate. It was urged then that there were special 
reasons for that action, and that the cases could not be used as a prec- 
edent, 

I know that it is useless for me to stand here and oppose this bill or 
any bill like it, but I simply want to he placed upon the record as say- 
ing that I for one do not believe that the widow of a general officer is 
entitled to any more pension than the widow of a private; that there 
can be no reason in law and equity why a few generals should be picked 
out and their widows given $2,000 a year while the widows of other 
generals of equal merit have less, and especially while the widow of a 
private soldier gets $12 or $15a month. I do not believe it is just 
and I do not believe it is fair. 

I do not care to call for the yeas and nays upon the question, because 
my former experience has been that it avails nothing, but I want to be 
placed upon the record that I am opposed to this pension as I was to 
that of Mrs. Logan and Mrs. Blair and all others that make a distinction 
in favor of the widows of general officers when there should be no such 
distinction. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Jersey proposes to increase this pension from $100 a month to $166.663 
amonth. The Pension Committee amended the bill by reducing the 
amount of pension that was originally allowed by the draught of the bill 
from $2,500 a year to $100 per month. If there is any criticism that 
could be justly made upon the Committee on Pensions it is that it is 
even more liberal than just in its allowances. 

I know nothing of the merits of this case. Iam willing to follow 
the committee, but I certainly shall not vote for an amendment that 
goes two-thirds above the amount that that committee found it proper 
to allow in this case. I shall not object to the passage of the bill, but 
I am opposed to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the 
Committee on Pensions, 


1890. 


Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to have the amendment to the amend- 
ment read. 

3 The amendment to the amendment will 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word hundred,“ in the 
proposed amendment, insert the words and sixty-six and two-thirds; 
s0 as to read ‘‘one hundred ‘and sixty-six and two-thirds dollars per 
month.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. Inasmuch as the Senate is very thin and the 
probability is it would be necessary to call the yeas and nays upon the 
amendment 

Mr. HARRIS. It is evidently necessary if the amendment is passed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Task that the bill may go over without preju- 
dice, keeping its place under Rule VIII, in order that at some future 
time the bill may he called up when the Senate is full and when the 
case can be decided by a full Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from New Jersey? The Chair hears none, and the bill will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


MARIAN F. HAYNIE. 


The bill (S. 582) for the relief of Marian F. Haynie was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that H. H. Haynie, of Washington, D. C., was 
in the spring of 1861 appointed a pilot in the United States Navy in 
the war of the late rebellion; that he was on the 6th of April, 1863, ap- 
pointed a volunteer acting master and pilot, and was immediately put 
into and did engage in the active service of his country, and did con- 
tinue in active service until the 31st day of May, 1865, when his appoint- 
ment was revoked by the Secretary of the Navy, the war being over; 
that he did not receive the one month’s pay for each one year's serv- 
ice allowed to officers of the Navy of his class by Secretary Welles, or 
any portion thereof; and that the late Secretary of the Navy is of the 
opinion that he has no power to modify the order of his predecessor, 
issued May 31, 1865, revoking the appointment of Haynie. 

The bill proposes to pay to Marian F. Haynie, widow of H. H. Haynie, 
$200, in full of all sums due Haynie for his services and for all claims 
for extra pay under the act of Congress approved March 3, 1865, and 
under the rulings of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


LEGALIZATION OF GENERAL LAWS OF ARIZONA. 


The bill (S. 2247) legalizing the general laws of Arizona, except as 
to certain repealing acts, and for other purposes was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Connecticut, in charge of this bill, that the Delegate from Arizonasaid 
to me in a conversation recently that he doubted very much the pro- 
priety of passing this bill, and he expressed a desire to have some fur- 
ther conversation with me on the subject. While I have no disposition 
to interpose any objection to the bill, I am under the impression that 
it ought to be passed over under the circumstances, and I suggest that 
it go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘That will be satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over, retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Tue bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, 
approved July 19, 1888, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘revived,’’ tostrike out “and amend,” 
and in line 15, after the word ' be,“ to strike out “‘extended;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

That an act entitled An act to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas,” 1 e July 19, 1888, be, and the same 
is hereby, revived, and declared to be in full force and effect from and after the 

of this act. And section 7 of said act, which provides that said act shall 
null and void if actual construction of the bridge therein authorized be not 
commenced within one year and completed within three years from the date 
thereof, shall be, and the same is hereby, so amended that the time within 
which said bridge is required to be commenced shall be one . from the 
sage of this act and the time within which it is required to be completed shall 
be three years from the date of the passage of this act. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
BRAZOS TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1873) authorizing the Brazos Terminal Railway Com- 
y to construct a bridge across the Brazos River, in the State of 
exas, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. $ 
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The first amendment was, at the end of section 1, to add and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 

Said bridge shall be so constructed as to provide for the passage of railway 
trains, and, at the option of the said corporation, may be used for the passage 
of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot- 
parega, for reasonable rates of toll, to be fixed by said company and approved 

y the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 21, after the word other, 
to strike out device“ and insert devices“; so as to make the proviso 
read: 

Provided, That the draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for 
the of boats and other water-craft, except when trains are passing over 
the draw; but in no case shall unnecessary delay occur in opening the draw 
during or after the passage of trains; and said corporation shall maintain, at its 
own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights and other signals on said bridge 
as the Light-House Board shall prescribe; and said corporation shall provide, at 
its own expense, such sheer-booms, guide-piers, and other devices ns may be 
necessary to facilitate the safe passage of boats or other watercraft through the 
spans of said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after the word “act,” 
to strike out ‘‘so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial 
obstructions to the navigation of said river by the construction of the 
said bridge and insert whenever Congress shall consider it neces- 
sary to the pubiic interest; and in line 7, after the word act, to 
insert or the entire removal of said bridge, if required by Congress;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


That the right to aller, amend; or repeal this act, whenever Congress shall 
consider it necessary to the public interest, is hereby expressly reserved; and 
any alterations or changes that may be required by Congress in the bridge con- 
structed under this act, or the entire removal of said bridge, if uired by Con- 
gress, shall be e by the corporation owning or controlling the same at its 
own expense; and ifsaid bridge shall not be commenced in one year and be fn- 
ished within three years from the of this act the rights and privileges 
hereby granted as to such bridge shall be null and void. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARY J. FOSTER. 


The bill (S. 779) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension- 
roll the name of Mary J. Foster, widow of Milton S. Foster, late a pri- 
vate of Company A, Fifth Regiment Kansas Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM CHURCH. 

The bill (S. 778) granting a pension to William Church was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Church, late second lieutenant of Com- 
pany C, Second Regiment West Virginia Cayalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN K. EVANS. 

The bill (S. 776) granting a pension to John K. Evans was consid- 
ered as in the Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro]l the name of John K. Evans, late lieutenant Company C, 
Second Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KATE H. TAYLOR. 

The bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Kate H. Taylor was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Kate H. Taylor, widow of the late Rear-Admiral 
William Rogers Taylor, at $50 per month. 

The bill was rzported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA C. KING. 

The bill (S. 1073) providing a pension to Matilda C. King was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, the name of Matilda C. 
King, widow.of the late Col. John H. King, brevet major-general of the 
United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. GUMMO. 

The bill (S. 862) for the relief of John W. Gummo was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John W. Gummo, 
late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
$190, being the balance of bounty due him for services rendered the 
Government during the late war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES r. PEALE. 

The bill (S. 1513) to place James T. Peale on the retired-list of the 

United States Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


1588 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 280) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which 
became a law August 10, A. D. 1888 was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill wasreported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the following 
proviso: 

That the inner line of rails shall be atthe minimum distance of 8 
feet from the center of the improved roadway : And provided further, That said 
railway shall be located on such side of the roadway as may be indicated by the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ST. MARY’S RIVER AND HAY LAKE CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT. 


The bill (S. 1631) making appropriations for improving the St. Mary's 
River and for improving Hay Lake Channel was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill go over. I do not see the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye], who reported it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

Mr. HARRIS, Let it retain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It will hold its place on the Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will hold its place on the Calendar. 


DISCIPLINE AMONG CUSTOMS OFFICERS, 


The bill (S. 2237) providing for the maintenance of discipline among 
customs officers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to add at the end the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, on application by 
the suspended person within one year from the expiration of the suspension, in 
his discretion pay the whole or any part of the pay forfeited by reason of said 
suspension. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the several collectors, naval officers, surveyors, and ap- 
praisers shall have power, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as punishment for any neglect or minor delinquency the punishment whereof 
is not prescribed by law, to suspend from duty with loss of pay for a period not 
to exceed thirty days for any one cause, any customs officer or employé nom- 
inated or appointed and subordinate to such collector, naval officer, surveyor, 
or appraiser: Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, on ap- 
plication by the s nded person within one year from the expiration of the 
suspension, in his discretion pay the whole or any partof the pay forfeited by 
reason of said suspension, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, 


The bill (S. 1263) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of 
a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in 
San Francisco, Cal. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ainendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING BILLS. 

Mr. SHERMAN, At the request of several Senators I ask that all 
the bills on the Calendar relating to public buildings may be taken up 
and considered. There are some twenty of them, perhaps, in all, and 
they all ought to go together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and that course will be 
pursued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The next public building bill is Order of Business 
247, Senate bill 1477. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO. 

The bill (S. 1477) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Sacramento, Cal. was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COURT-HOUSE IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 

The bill (S. 2038) for remodeling and repairing the apparatus for the 
heating, ventilation, and sewerage of the United States court-house in 
the city of Washington, D. C. was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EL PASO, TEX. 

The bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building 
authorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, to be erected at 
El Paso, Tex. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA, NEBR, 


The bill (S. 2000) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of 
site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, Nebr. was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ANNAPOLIS, MD. 

The bill (S. 1357) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Annapolis, Md. was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY, MO. 

The bill (S. 2349) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Kansas City, in the State of Mis- 
souri was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


The bill (S. 1266) for an extension of appropriation for the erection 
of a public building at Los Angeles, Cal. was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: ~ 

That in addition to the sum appropriated for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Los Angeles, Cal., by the act of January 29, 1887, 
there be, and is hereby, appropriated the further sum of $350,000, which the Sec- 
retary of the ereby authorized to expend under the provisions of 
ma act in the purchase of additional ground and enlargement of the build- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLEGHENY, PA. 


The bill (S. 2402) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Allegheny, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to lines 46 and 47, page 3, where the 
bill reads: 

But the same shall not exceed 
penses, 

‘ Mr. VEST. I move to amend by filling the blank with the word 
six, 

Mr. SPOONER. Six dollars should be the amount allowed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEAVER FALLS, PA. 


The bill (S. 2403) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public bnilding thereon at Beaver Falls, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. In line 46, I move to fill the blank before the word 
dollars“ by inserting ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exeeed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In line 75, the semicolon after the word 
+t Postmaster-General’’ should be a comma; so as to read: And the 
Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation,’’ ete. That cor- 
rection will be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, KANS. 

The bill (S. 2406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. In line 46, before the word dollars,“ I move to 
insert six; so as to read: 8 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 


dollars per day and actual traveling ex- 
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the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


The bill (S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martins- 
burgh, W. Va. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings und 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike outall after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, inclading fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, in 
the city of Martinsburgh and State of West Virginia, the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and yentilating apparatus, elevator’, 
and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moncys in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cireula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the T. „who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department,who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 

ion relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings i relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
8 shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed % 47 — day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual ee e of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available, 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
poan, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

Jnited States, nor until the State of West Virginia shall haye ceded to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the adminis- 
tration of the criminal Jaws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for, and thesketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect, and 8 by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
nvnilable for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and yentilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet, on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. PASCO. There is au amendment to the amendment to be offered 
by the committee, and in the absence of the Senator having charge of 
the bill I was requested to offer it. I move to make the amount ap- 
propriated by the bill $125,000. This is done in accordance with a 
recommendation made by the Supervising Architect in a letter ad- 
dressed to the Senator from California [ Mr. STANFORD], the chairman 
of the Committee, as follows: x 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1390. 

Sır: In compliance with letter of the 9th ultimo from your committee, nest- 
ing such information as I may have and my opinion in regard to the advisa- 
bility of Senate bill 278, introduced on the 4th ultimo by Hon. CHARLES J, FAULK- 
NER, becoming a law, to provide for the uisition of a site and the erection 
thereon of a public building for the use of the United States district and cir- 
cuit courts, post-office, internal reyenue service, and other Government offices” 
pt es aria W. Va., at a cost not to exceed $100,000, I have to submit the 

‘ollowing: 

Copy of a report dated December 31, 1889, made to this office by the honora- 

180 z 8 ber 20, 1839, mad: ‘this fice by the postmaste: 
of a repo mber 20, x eto office by the r 
of tinsburgh, W. Va. 

Copy of astatement dated December 27, 1889, sent to this office by the Deputy 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Copy of a report dated December 23, 1889, made to this office by the collector 
of internal revenue at Parkersburgh, W. Va., in regard tothe internal revenue 
business at Martinsburgh, W. Va. 

After considering the statements contained in the papers above cited in con- 
nection with computations made in this office, I am of the opinion that a site 
can be procured, and that a public building about 40 by 90 feet in dime § 
three stories high, with basement, of fire-proof construction, with heating ap- 


ponas: elevator service, vaults, and approaches, can be erected thereon for 
125,000, or $25,000 in excess of the limit of cost of site and building 

by said bill, and that such a building would afford ample accommodations for 
the present and prospective needs of the Government offices to be located 
therein, and that said bill should become a law after being modified so as to 
have the words “one hundred thousand dollars,” on lines 12, 21, and 22, chan; 

to one hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars,” so that 
may be fixed as the limit of cost of site and building. 


fully yours, ; 
JAS, H. WINDRIM, Supervising Architect. 
Hon. LELAND STANFORD, 


Chairman Committee on PublieBuildings and Grounds, 
Uniled States Senate, 8 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Florida to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13 of clause 1 of the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, after the word hundred,“ it is proposed to 
insert the words and twenty-five; ’’ and in line 14, after the word 
“hundred, it is proposed to insert the words and twenty-five;’’ so 
that the amount appropriated will read one hundred and twenty-five 
thousand dollars.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALINA, KANS. 


The bill (S. 595) for the erection of a public building at Salina, Kans. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
erected thereon a suitable essen iucluding fire- proof Taui heating and ven- 
. elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation 
of the United States post-office and other Government offi in the city of Sa- 
lina and State of Kansas, the cost of said site and building, including said vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators. and approaches, complete, not to 
exceed the sum of $150,000, which said sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated 
for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale or land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to desiguate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to snid Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said pore sites, 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem farther investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 

sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may desi 

and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manier as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the retary of the 
fabian se od shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shail be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agen 
and the compensation and actual eee said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shail be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawi specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, exceptas hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
Jnited States, nor until the State of Kansas shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the supervising archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
8 and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. ‘J 

Phe building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including strécts and alleys. . = 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


latter amount 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 
The bill (S. 506) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
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the city of Zanesville, Ohio was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. : 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: y 3 
That the Secretary of the 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or oth: 
to be erected thereon, a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use accom- 
modation of the United States fice fr other Government offices, in the 
city of Zanesville and State of Ohio, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and yentilating apparatus, elevators, and app es, com- 
plete, not to ex: the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. f 

Is for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publie 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least. twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Pro: made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause thesaid proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, whoshal!l make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and ail maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation „he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shali be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the pi accom- 

nied by all statements and maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
tS them, n like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shal! thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected, 
The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 

uses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
Tie Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be n to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals. actual traveling expenses of said agent, and 
the compensation and actual traveling expenses of d commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approyal by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

Na money 3 by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
Taited States, nor until the State of Ohio shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and all: 


eys. 
The amendment was agreed to. ° 
The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third readiag, read the 


third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT EMPORIA, KANS. 


The bill (S. 593) for the erection of a publie building at Emporia, 
Kans. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: - i 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise. a site, and cause to 
erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city of 
Emporia and State of Kansas, the cost of said site and building, including said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators,and approaches complete, 
not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appropri- 
ated for said purpose, out of any moneysin the United States Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 2 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 

rt to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his reeommen- 
ation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 
Tf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation n 8 may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shal examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 


be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
a site, and cause 


accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken or sub- 
mitted to them, in like —— as hereinbefore provided in Dine TO- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the tary of the 
posers is shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 


e 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 1 m 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of ad for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other mses incident to the selection of a site, and for necessary survey 
thereof. shall be immediately a le. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the supervising architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money Speen te by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Kansas shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre of the Interior. 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, in ng fire-proof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating 17 clevators, an proaches. 

The building shall unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DANBURY, CONN. 


The bill (S. 233) for the erection of a public building at Danbury, 
Conn. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
See with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherw: u site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators. and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the cit: 
of Danbury and State of Connecticut, the cost of said site and building, includ- 
ing said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is here- 
by appropriated forsaid purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. f 

Pro made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the 8 who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who s! make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recom- 
mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by 
the original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have 
one into his ee ere to the ary 88 Se Be 

upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of ihe Teens shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an . — of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, piss, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury ent; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, t the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immiediate!y available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for tle preparation of 
sketch-pluns, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
Jnited States, nor until the State of Connecticut shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
teot and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
tior, aud the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be avail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults 
heating and ventilating apparatus, clevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including strects and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


1890. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WATERBURY, CONN. 


The bill (S.234) for the erection of a public building at Waterbury, 
Conn. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and a tn for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city of 
Waterbury and State of Connecticut, the cost of said ite and building, inelud- 
ing ssid vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby 
appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publio 
advertisement in one or more of the 8 of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the e specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be necompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusions in the premises, accom- 
panied by all statements, iam plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the jury shall 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The com sation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray 
the expenses of advertising for 8 actual traveling ex of said 
agent, and the compensation and actual traveling e of said commis- 
sioners and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for neces- 
sary survey thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketoh- plans, be iy et specification», and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Sapervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money Mamie by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

Jnited States, nor until the State of Connecticut shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for, and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said ap riation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, includ . vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be nnerpored to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW LONDON, CONN. 


The bill (S. 977) for the erection of a public building at New Lon- 
don, Conn. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by p , condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
iby Pepa bg vaire. elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation 
of the United States post-office, custom-house, and other Government offices, in 
the city of New London and State of Connecticut, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
proies complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 

hereby pond Br son for said purpose, out of any moneysin the United States 
Treasury not otherwise ee 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said ity. of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shiall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shal! be an of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
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posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
. relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 
shall, within 


said 
Secre of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 


oom all 

to them, in like manner as fore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said spont of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the : 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected, 


expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling ned pores of said agen’ 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of saic 


a yulid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

Jnited States, nor until the State of Connecticut shall hayeceded to the United 
States exclusive gd emer over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or the owner thereof, for all pu: es except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for building ve n ri y the Superv Arch 

timates for building shall have bee: ed by the Sa itect 
and approved by the Secretary of the 8 the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and E ge ig 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


Mr. HAWLEY. There is an error of one letter falling out in line 
21, before the word opening.“ It can be corrected without any mo- 


tion, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will be made. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO, 


The bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a,public building in 
the city of Youngstown, Ohio was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquine, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Youngstown and State of Ohio, the cost of said siteand building, including said 
vaults, heating and Mage y-ray APETA elevators, and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appropri- 
»ted for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury uot 
otherwise appropriated; 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest — 
tion, for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury De nent, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommenda- 
tion thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the orig- 
inal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come inte 
his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shali be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and graut such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premi 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Seeretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the popariti ot 
8 drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as-hereinbefore 
8 until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Ohio shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
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tary of State be, and he 


tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said sok peep shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating ap us, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on cach side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. - : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


Mr. HALE. It is getting pretty late, and there ought to be an execu- 
tive session. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope not. We started to consider these bills for 
public buildings, and a few are left on the Calendar. I think it would 
be rather an invidious distinction between those which happened to be 
late in getting out of the committee and those which were brought 
earlier into the Senate, and it will take only a few minutes to dispose 
of the remainder. 

Mr. HALE. At what number are we now on the Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are twenty-three public building 
bills still remaining on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE, What was the last number? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Order of Business 306 was the last. 

Mr. INGALLS. The next public building bill contains but six 
lines. Iam quite sure that will commend it to the consideration of the 
Senate, 

Mr. HALE. What number is that? 

Mr. INGALLS. Order of Business 308. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question pending is the motionof the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator to delay that a moment until 
I can make a report from the Committee on Printing upon a matter that 
seems to be of a great deal of importance. 

Mr. HALE, Very well. 

INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (ie House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 

s hereby, authorized to have the proceedings and final 
act of the International Marine Conference and the report thereon by the United 
States delegates printed and bound at the Moe) r Mee Printing Office, and 
that in addition to the usual number there shall be 2,000 extra copies for the use 
of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; for the use of the 
Departinent of State, 1,300; for the use of the Treasury Department, 600; and 
for the use of the Navy Department, 500 copies. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted a re- 
port to accompany the bill (S. 305) to transfer the revenue marine to 
the naval establishment, heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted a 
report to accompany the bill (S. 2543) to promote the efficiency of the 
General Land Office, heretofore reported by him. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate preceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After fifteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 36 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 24, 1890, at 12 o’clock 
m. ; 


Sprigg Shackleford, to be postmaster at Gunnison, in the county of 
Gunnison and State of Colorado, in the place of Frank Adams, whose 
commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Levi Drake, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of Hart- 
ford and State of Connecticut, in the place of -Morgan E. White, who 
has resigned his incumbency held by virtue of appointment by the Presi- 
dent under date of May 21, 1889, and who also declines to qualify under 
his contirmation by the Senate of December 19, 1889. 

Edward C. Weeks, to be postmaster at Tallahassee, in the county of 
Leon and State of Florida, in the place of David W. Gwynn, removed. 

Madison Davis, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of Clarke 
and State of Georgia, in the place of Wiley B. Burnett, whose commis- 
sion expired February 15, 1890. 

William C. Charles, to be postmaster at Kiowa, in the county of Bar- 
ber and State of Kansas, in the place of John Poston, removed. 

Thomas E. Hurley, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Kansas, in the place of George B. Falconer, 
whose commission expired February 19, 1890. 

Edward E. Watkins, to be postmaster at Williamsburgh, in the 
county of Whitley and State of Kentucky, in the place of J. D. Adkins, 
removed, William F. Watkins, confirmed January 9, 1890, being a 
mail contractor, and therefore ineligible. 

George A. Edgarton, to be postmaster at Chicopee, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Simeon A. Jacobs, 
whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

Davis P. Gray, to be postmaster at Whitinsville, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Thomas F. Gor- 
man, removed. 

William W. Sampson, to be postmaster at Malden, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Lozien O. Ball, 
whose commission expired February 19, 1890. 

John Graham, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of Ber- 
rien and State of Michigan, in the place of John G. Mansfield, re- 
moved, 

John F. Nestell, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1889, and the postmaster having resigned. 

Josiah A. Peck, to be postmaster at Wabasha, in the county of Wa- 
basha and State of Minnesota, in the place of James H. Evans, whose 
commission expires March 1, 1890. 

Josiah E. West, to be postmaster at St. Cloud, in the county of Stearns 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Joseph Edelbrock, whose com- 
mission expires March 1, 1890, 

Henry C. Griffin, to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county of Adams 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Benjamin S. Chase, removed. 

Henry H. Troth, to be postmaster at McCook, in the county of Red 
inar and State of Nebraska, in the place of Franklin A, Thompson, 
resigned. $ 

John W. Crosby, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of Hills- 
borough and State of New Hampshire, whose commission expired Feb- 
ruary 19, 1890. 

John Pittenger, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county of 
Warren and State of New Jersey, in the place of George M. Downs, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Elias R. Pope, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of Union 
and State of New Jersey, in the place of William L, Force, whose com- 
mission expires March 1, 1890. 

John I. Blair Reiley, to be postmaster at Phillipsburgh, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey, in the place of Frank Kneedler, 
whose commission expires March 12, 1890. 

Allen H. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Rhincheck, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of Andrew J. Odell, re- 
signed. 

John N. Knapp, to be postmasterat Auburn, in the county of Cayuga 
and State of New York, in the place of William J. Moses, removed. 

William L. S. Olmsted, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York, in the place of John B. Abbott, 


NOMINATIONS. removed. 
i Executive nominations received by the Senate the 21st day of February, 1890. of Wasuincton Plage sen po ps edo mabe a oe rahe Shed 
2 POSTMASTERS. $ : 


Whitley T. Ewing, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county of 
Etowah and State of Alabama, in the place of Lawrence Smith, removed. 

Frederick Axe, n at Eureka, in the county of Hum- 
boldt and State of ifornia, in the place of Francis P. Thompson, 
whose commission expired February 15, 1890. 

Morgan II. Bailhache, to be postmaster at Martinez, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California, in the place of John McCann, re- 


lyn, whose commission expired February 19, 1890. 

Charles T. Baxter, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburgh, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Ohio, in the place of John C. Sceva, whose 
commission expired February 8, 1890. 

Pearl M. Cartmell, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Clark and State of Ohio, in the place of Francis M. Hagan, removed. 

Philo S. Clark, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county of 
Scioto and State of Ohio, in the place of William K. Thompson, re- 


moved. signed. 

Sa William S. Vawter, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, in the county ape F. Sarratt, to be postmaster at Steubenville, in the county of 
HP of Los Angeles and State of California, in the place of Margaret A. Finn, | Jefferson and State of Ohio, in the place of George Moore, whose com- 
N removed. mission expires March 18, 1890. 

A Homer H. Grafton, to be postmaster at Manitou Springs, in the county John R. Wolfe, to be tmaster at Shelby, in the county of Rich- 

SS of El Paso and State of Colorado, in the place of Joseph W. Green, re- | land and State of Ohio, in the place of Samuel S. Bloom, removed. 

f moved, Miss Jessie G. Baker, to be postmaster at La Grande, in the county 
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of Union and State of Oregon, in the place of Franklin T. Dick, re- 


signed, 

Andrew J. Bingham, to be postmaster at New Brighton, in the county 
of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Walter S. Braden, 
whose commission expires March 1, 1890, 


Adam T. Darr, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the county of | the first census district of Kansas. 
Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Alexander| David W, Reed, of Waukon, Iowa, to be supervisor of census for the 
M. Dick, whose commission expired February 10, 1890, second census district of Iowa. 
William A. Kump, to be postmaster at Hanover, in the county of} William A. Harris, of Isabella, Ga., to be supervisor of census for the 
York and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William Heltzel, whose | sixth census district of Georgia. k 
commission expires March 1, 1890. Isaac Becket, of Savannah, Ga., to be supervisor of census for the 
Valentine W. Medlar, to be postmaster at Mahanoy City, in the | fifth census district of Georgia. 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, inthe placeof Maurice | Marion Bethune, of Talbotton, Ga., to be supervisor of census for A 
Litsch, whose commission expired February 10, 1890. the fourth census district of Georgia. ý 8 
John V. Miller, to be postmaster at Lewisburgh, in the county of | Joseph H. Thibadeau, of Atlanta, Ga., to be supervisor of census for 
Union and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William D. Himmelreick, | the third census district of Georgia. 3 
removed, Christopher C. Haley, of Jasper, Ga., to be supervisor of ceusus for <q 
George T. Morgan, to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the county of | the first census district of Georgia. 2 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank P. Crotzer, James McLaughlin, of Stafford Springs, Conn., to be supervisor of 2 


whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

Robert C. Ballantyne, to be postmaster at Brackettville, in the county 
of Kinney and State of Texas, in the place of C. A. Gildea, resigned. 

Benjamin B. Lowrie, to be postmaster at Navasota, in the county of 
Grimes and State of Texas, in the place of P. A. Smith, whose com- 
mission expires March 29, 1890. 

Charles R. Lee, to be postmaster at Berryville, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Virginia, in the place of John N. Shepherd, whose 
commission expires March 31, 1890. 

Samuel H. Higginbotham, to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia, in the place of George 
H. Flagg, whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

B. Hand, to be postmaster at Hurley, in the county of Ash- 
land and State of Wisconsin, in the place of M. E. Lennon, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 19, 1890. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF ARIZONA. 

Richard E. Sloan, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the supreme 

court of the Territory of Arizona. 
PROMOTION IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. William J. Pettus, of Virginia, to be a passed assistant 

surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 

Emery C. Humphrey, of Westcliffe, Colo., to be surveyor-general of 

Colorado, 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Louis McKenzie Bell, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Ferdinand Eidman, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue 

for the third district of New York. 
CONSULS. 

Henry R, Myers, of South Dakota, to be consul of the United States 
at San Salvador. 

Frank D. Hill, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 
Montevideo. 

C. I. Croft, of North Dakota, to be consul of the United States at 
Carthagena, United States of Colombia. 

Edward Bedloe, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
at Amoy. 

CONSUL-GENERAL. = 

Samuel Merrill, of Indiana, to be consul-general of the United States 

at Calcutta. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 

William McKusick, of Wilmot, S. Dak., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Sisseton agenty, in South Dakota. 

J. George Wright, of South Dakota, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Rosebud agency, in South Dakota. 

SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 

Napoleon B. Chambers, of Hawesville, Ky., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the first census district of Kentucky. 

Joseph E. Ryus, of Graham, Tex., to be supervisor of census for the 
seventh census district of Texas. 

James P. Neweomb, of San Antonio, Tex., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the fifth census district of Texas. 

John C. Sharp, of Jackson, Mich., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Michigan. 


Thomas G. Mann, of Hinton, W. Va., to be supervisor of census for John W. Schall, to be postmaster at Norristown, in the county of S 
the second census district of West Virgi Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 2 
Willard S. Augsbury, of Antwerp, N. X., to be supervisor of census | James S. Fisher, to be postmaster at Flemington, in the county of y 
for the seventh census district of New York. Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. : 


William E.Case, of Norton, Kans., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Kansas. 

Samuel R. Burch, of Olathe, Kans., to be supervisor of census for the 
second census district of Kansas, 

Littleton S. Crum, of Oswego, Kans., to be supervisor of census for 


census for the second census district of Connecticut. 

John McCarthy, of New Haven, Conn., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Connecticut. 

Harrison Dingman, of Washington, D. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the District of Columbia. 

William A. Anderson, of Sacramento, Cal., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of California. 


Jack R. Wilson, of Grove Hill, Ala., to be supervisor of census for 


the fourth census district of Alabama. 
& Silas J. Douglass, of Buffalo, N. Y., to be supervisor of census for the 
eleventh census district of New York. 

Myron W. Van Auken, of Utica, N. Y., to besupervisor of census for 
the eighth census district of New York. 

Benjamin S. Robinson, of Greenfield Centre, N. Y., to be supervisor 
of census for the sixth census district of New York. 

Benjamin B. Odell, jr., of Newburgh, N. Y., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the fourth census district of New York. 

Edwin L. Wage, of Albion, N. Y., to be supervisor of census for the 
tenth census district of New York. 


POSTMASTERS, 


E. J. MeBride, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of Solano 
and State of California. 

James M, Simpson, to be postmaster at McPherson, in the county of 
McPherson and State of Kansas. 

Mrs. Anna M. Moore, to be postmaster at Dighton, in the county of 
Lane and State of Kansas. 

John H. Ball, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of Sum- 
ner and State of Kansas. 

George Huycke, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county of 
Ellsworth and State of Kansas. 

Hansford Anderson, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of King William and State of Virginia. 

George D. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at Blossburgh, in the county 
of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 

William H. Underwood, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

Theodore Pierce, to he postmaster at Canton, in the county of Brad- 
ford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert McWhinney, to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

William M. McKim, to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county of 
Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 

Josiah Keller, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county of Som- 
erset and State of Pennsylvania. 

George S. Keiper, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edward H. Graves, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Henry H. Evans, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the county of War- 
ren and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert W. Bannatyne, to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas D. Alexander, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 


Ferdinand H. Sturzenacker, to be postmaster at Ellendale, in the - 


county of Dickey and State of North Dakota. 

David Lamont, to be postmaster at Dillon, in the county of Beaver 
Head and State of Montana. 

Jacob E. Whitson, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of Fresno 
and State of California. 

William S. Canon, to be postmaster at San Luis Obispo, in the 
county of San Luis Obispo and State of California, 
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William H. Baldwin, to be postmaster at East Orange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. x 
Noah Wolven, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county of Ulster 
and State of New York. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 21, 1890. 
CONSUL. 


Ferdinand A. Husher, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
at Port Stanley and St. Thomas. 
MARSHAL, 
Hutson B. Saunders, of Maine, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Maine. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


‘Edward M. Love, of Ainsworth, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Valentine, Nebr. 
Benjamin S. Williams, of Yankton, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Yankton, S. Dak. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Elbert D. Weed, of Montana, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Montana. 


* DISTRICT JUDGE, 


Hiram Knowles, of Montana, to be United States district judge for 
the district of Montana. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Levi E. Pond, of Wisconsin (Westfield), to be pension agent at Mil- 

waukee, Wis. 
SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. : 

Edward Aldrich, of Barton, Miss., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Mississippi. 

Bartholomew C. White, of Louisiana, to be supervisor of census for 
the second census district of Louisiana. 

George Baldey, of Louisiana, to be supervisor of census for the first 
census district of Louisiana. 

John H. Fisher, of Paris, III., to be supervisor of census for the fifth 
census district of Illinois. 

Jacob Wheeler, of Springfield, III., to be supervisor of census for the 
sixth census district of Illinois. 

Oscar T. Avery, of Pontiac, Ill., to be supervisor of census for the 
fourth census district of Illinois. 

James L. Linderman, of Osseo, Wis., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census district of Wisconsin. 

Harry P. Clark, of Guthrie, Ind. T., to be supervisor of census for 
the census district of Oklahoma, Ind. T. 

John Kelly, of Springfield, Oregon, to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Oregon. 

Caleb P. Lockey, of Wilmington, N. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the third census district of North Carolina. 

John R. Walker, of Trenton, Tenn., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census district of Tennessee. 

Francis W. Macusker, of Georgetown, S. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of South Carolina, 

Delevan Yates, of Aiken, S. C., to be supervisor of census for the sec- 
ond census district of South Carolina. 

Samuel T. Poinier, of Spartanburg, S. C., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of South Carolina. 

Richard A. Derrick, of Centre Brunswick, Rensselaer County, New 
York, to be supervisor of census for the fifth census district of New 


York. 
of Sanford, Fla., to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of Florida. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Henry P. Kraus, to be postmaster at Reno, in the county of Washoe 
and State of Nevada. $ 
Mes. Ada Hunter, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county of 
Lenoir and State of North Carolina. 

Daniel Gunn, to be poene at Sulphur Springs, in the county of 
Hopkins and State of Texas, 

Lincoln H. Gray, to be postmaster at Longview, in the county of Gregg 
and State of Texas. 

Robert M. Gilmore, to be postmaster at Muscogee, in the Creek Na- 
tion, Indian Territory. 

Levi H. Peacock, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Georgia. 

Andrew J. Locke, to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county of Bar- 
bour and State of Alabama. : 

Joshua Stephens, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of Noxu- 
bee, and State of Mississippi, 

Edmund H. Thompson, to be postmaster at Wesson, jn the county 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 

James W. Lee, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county of Mon- 
roe and State of Mississippi. 

Frederick A. Garrison, to be postmaster at Palatka, iu the county of 
Putnam and State of Florida. 


James H. Vincent, to be postmaster at Pocomoke City, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Maryland. 

Rollie Moore, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the county of Wicom- 
ico and State of Maryland. 

Harry C. Keefer, to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county of 
Frederick and State of Maryland. 

B. Lyon, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of Mont- 

gomery and State of Ohio. 

Edward D. Rhoades, to be postmaster at Rensselaer, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Indiana. 

Charles F. Ernst, to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the county of 
Buchanan and State of Missouri. 

Charles W. Pelsue, to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county of 
Boone and State of Missouri. 

Henry S. Hebard, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county ot 
Monroe and State of New York, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, February 2i, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIOTT, 


. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CRIME IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have a resolution calling 
for information from the Attorney-General, for which I ask present con- 
sideration. The Committee on the Judiciary have reported a substi- 
tute for the original resolution, which I ask to have adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and is hereby, requested to furnish 
the House of Representatives the following information : 

1, The number and names of persons in the District of Columbia charged with 
murder, manslaughter, and assault with intent to murder during the years 
1885, 1886, 1887, 1888, and 1889. 

2. The number and names of such persons as have been tried, and the result 
of such trials in the above-mentioned cases. 

3. The number and names of persons arrested and convicted of carrying con- 
cealed weapons in the District of Columbia during the above-mentioned years, 

The substitute wes read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, requested to farnish 
the House of Representatives with the following information: 

1, The number and names of persons arrested in the District of Columbia 
charged with murder, manslaughter, and assault with intent to murder during 
the years 1885, 1886, 1887, 1888, and 1880. 

2. The number and names of such persons as have been tried, and the result of 
such trials in the above-mentioned cases. 

3. The number and names of persons arrested and convicted of the charge of 
carving. eoncealed weapons in the District of Columbia during the above-men- 

oned years. 

4. The nationality and color of each person referred to in each of the state- 
ments herein called for. 


The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ' 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTEREST OF UNITED STATES IN THE CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, if itisin order I ask the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I have sent to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Atlorney-General of the United States be, and is hereby, 
requested to inform the House of Representatives what steps, if any, have been 
taken to protect the interest of the United States in the Chesa e and Ohio 
Canal Com y. and, if none have been taken, to advise the House of Repre- 
sentatives if any legislation is necessary to protect the United States in said 
canal company. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia for the present consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will add five words, asking the 
Attorney-General to inform us also what steps, if any, can be taken to 
preserve the canal as a water way, I will not object. $ 

Mr. LEE. That is vot the object of my resolution. I only want to 
know what steps, if any, can be taken or should be taken to protect the 
interests of the United States in the canal company. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let the Attorney-General inform us also what can 
be done to preserve the canal as a water way. 

Mr. LEE. I suggest that the gentleman introduce a separate reso- 
lution for that purpose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to have that included in the resolu- 
tion. 

Pave LEE. Can not the gentleman introduce a resolution to that 
effect ? 

i McCOMAS. But will not the gentleman consent to add those 
words? 

Mr. LEE. Well, I do not care to introduce that into this resolution. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Then, Mr. Speaker, the resolution had better go 
to a committee. 
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The SPEAKER. Objection is made. p 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimons consent to offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk for present consideration, 

Mr. FRANK. Let it be read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized and empowered 


to have printed and bound by the Public Printer such papers and documents 
as may be desired for the use of such committee haying relation to subjects 
considered by said committee during this Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to the resolution, 
but I suggest to the gentleman that he ought to provide that the cost 
of this printing shall not exceed $500, as we have no authority to order 

tinting in excess of that without a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the resolution as offered conforms to the 
resolutions that have been offered by other committees for printing, 
but I have no objection to the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I move to add as an amendment, pro- 
vided the cost thereof shall not exceed $500.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I accept the amendment. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I movethat when the Houseadjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is simply a resolution that when the House 
adjourns finally to-day it adjourn until Monday next. It does not cut 
off the evening session for pension billa? 

TheSPEAKER. It relates tothe final adjournment to-day. It does 
not interfere with the pension session. 

Mr. BANKS. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the world’s 
fair bill. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] has the floor. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the duty has been assigned me of 

king on this question from the fact, I presume, that I was con- 
nected with the Foreign Affairs Committee of the last House of Represent- 
atives, to which were referred for consideration two bills, one for the 
celebration of the centennial of the adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States, the other for the celebration of the centennial, the 
quadro-centennial of the landing of Columbus in 1492. The commit- 
tee on which I had the honor to serve took favorable action—and I be- 
lieve it was unanimous action—upon both bills, the chairman of the 
committee in the last Congress being intrusted with the reporting of 
the bill for the celebration of the quadro-centennial in 1892 and I be- 
ing intrusted with the report and conduct of the bill providing for a 
celebration of the centennial of the adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

I regretted to see one of those measures fail; and we have now under 
consideration, upon a report made from the Committee on the World's 
Fair in this Congress—a report which has been so elaborately and elo- 
quently explained to the House by the chairman of the committee, 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER ]—a bill proposing that 
we shall celebrate the greatest event in the history of all the peoples 
of the world; that we shall celebrate the four hundredth anniversary 
of the discovery by ChristopherColumbus of the continent of America, 
an event which not only revolutionized the geography of the world 
and broughtinto existence anew area to be peopled with a thriving and 
industrious population, but which opened a new era in the history of 
the world in this, that it furnished the means of establishing a gov- 
ernment here that will send its influence all over the globe. 

This, the most memorable event in the history of the world, deserves 
commemoration; it deserves commemoration for many reasons. When 
the centennial of the Declaration of Independence arrived we celebrated 
that centennial at the city of Philadelphia and in sight of Independence 
Hall, whefe that solemn declaration had been made by our ancestors in 
convention assembled that these colonies are and of right ought to 
be free and independent States.” It was appropriate that the city of 
Philadelphia should be selected for that centennial, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States gave its aid. 

I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, that it would bankrupt the multipli- 
cation table to endeavor to estimate the advantages of that centennial 
to the American people and the American Government. It gave to the 
advance of commerce and trade in this country an impetus which a 
hundred years preceding had not been able to accomplish. It was ap- 
propriate that the great city of Philadelphia should be selected for that 
occasion and it was appropriate that the Government of the United 
States should lend its aid and its countenance, 

But now you propose a celebration of the great event which brought 
this continent into existence; and Iam ſor it in the same spirit in which 
I was for the celebration of the Centennial of our Independence at Phila- 
delphia. Iam for it because I believe that these centennials have more 
to do with establishing the permanence of our Government and secur- 
ing the liberty and independence and prosperity of our people than any 
other events that occur in our history. In the leading nations of the 
Old World exhibitions of this kind have been held, in London, in Paris, 
in Berlin, and in Vienna; and in all these instances in the great coun- 


tries of the Old World the seat of government, the capital of the country, 
has been selected as the appropriate place. 

I have visited the t city of New York. I have had the honor of 
receiving the hospitalities of its generous-hearted people; and while I 
know that it is the gateway to the commerce of America, while I un- 
derstand and appreciate its great commercial importance, commanding 
a harbor overlooked by that grand statue of Li with her torch, 
which like the vestal fires is never to go out, flashing its light across 
the ocean back to the countries of the Old World from which we borrow 
our language and our laws, I have nothing but a feeling of kind re- 
gard for the great metropolis of our country, and should it be selected 
by Congress as the site of the fair I will hail it with gratification as being 
exhibited in oneof the great metropolitan cities of our country whose his- 
tory has been one of honorable commerce and whose citizens have ac- 
quired a reputation for patriotism and hospitality surpassed by none. 

Should you select that great internal metropolis of the West that 
sits upon the glittering lake upon which it borders—magnilicent in its 
proportions, splendid in its population, speeding as it were with the 
tread ofa giant into the pathway of commerce and trade, and holding it- 
self with wonderful power a competitor of the great metropolis of New 
York—should you select Chicago, whose hospitality I have also enjoyed, 
I shall be for the fair. 

And should you turn your eyes to that beautiful city on the banks 
of the great Father of Waters, St. Louis, situated upon that stream 
which washes the shores of my own State and gives it a name, and 
bearing upon its broad bosom the rich products of the West, and de- 
bouching into that golden bowl of the West Indies, the Gulfof Mexico, 
all the wealth of production of the great valley of the Mississippi, I 
shall be for the fair at St. Lonis, 

But should you select, Mr. Speaker, the Capital of the nation, so in- 
timately identified with the history of the nation, should you select 
this Capital, where it has been my fortune to pass the last ten or twelve 
years of my life, this Capital situated in the heart of the District of Co- 
lumbia, named after the great Columbus, this Capital presenting now, 
as was well said by my distinguished friend from Maryland [Mr. Mo- 
ComAs], an invested capital of over $50,000,000 in advocacy of the fair; 
the great Capitol itself built in a style of architecture more beautiful 
I am told than any that adorns the Governments of the Old World; 
more exquisite in its architecture than the parliamentary buildings of 
England; more perfect in its adaptation to its uses than the assembly 
rooms at Paris or anywhere else, standing as it does, towering on the 
banks of the Potomac just above the home of the great Washington him- 
self, I am for the fair. It presents, I say, an already invested capital of 
over $50,000,000 in its publie edifices, of which this building is the 
chief. Your Agricultural Department, your great National Museum 
(which already needs an extension that will be permanent), and all the 
other great Departments of the Government, with their contents, are 
here, and are an exhibit of themselves, and will constitute a nucleus 
around which, spanning the ground from the heights of the Capitol to 
Georgetown, you will be able to command ample room for the construc- 
tion of all the permanent edifices and ample room for all the temporary 
edifices that may be needed for this grand occasion. 

Sir, fairs have been the means of interchange of sentiment between 
peoples and nations from the earliest dates. They have grown in mag- 
nificence and splendor in modern times because of increased population, 
increased commerce, and increased channels of trade. The national 
Capital, sir, is not far from the commercial gateway of the metropolis 
of our country, New York. Itis not very far from the great cities of 
Chicago and St. Louis; and, as was well said by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], the vast numbers who 
will congregate here at your fair will come in a large degree from our 
own people, while those coming here from abroad will pay tribute to 
this great nation and to the great principles upon which it is founded, 
and will learn that we, the descendants of European sires, have estab- 
lished upon this continent a government, and erected here (though we 
are, comparatively speaking, but young in the years of nations) a Cap- 
ital oe public edifices that outrival all the grand edifices of the Uld 
World. 

And this, Mr. Speaker, I say ought to be, not because this is Wash- 
ington City, but because it is the seat of our Government, because it is 
the locality of the National Government, a locality necessarily non-par- 
tisan in its selection for an exhibition of such a character, and because 
there can be no contending factions here, if you hold the fair in this 
city, the seat of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no contest here with reference to trade; 
there can be no contests with reference to commercial questions in re- 
gard to this city, but upon national and patriotic ideas and thoughts 
this celebration of the discovery of this great continent ought to take 
place at some convenient point where its populace can meet; and what 
place more appropriate than the nation’s Capital, where all can stand 
upon the plane of equality in their rights, as well as in their devotion 
to the great Government which we have established ? 

Here in this Capital we have already many resources, much to be 
seen, much of interest to the people of this country and of the world, 
much of which is not portable in character and could not be carried 
elsewhere, neither to Chicago, St. Louis, or New York, nor to any other 
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int where this fair should be established, but which must be seen 
ere, if at all. And in that , as well as for the other reasons I 
have cited, the investment in the celebration at this point would be a 
crown appropriate to the completion of this four hundredth year after 
the discovery of the continent in commemoration of the name of the 
great discoverer. 

Here is already a nucleus around which the discoveries of science, 
the development in art and invention, which have made such strides 
in this country within that period, and the evidences of the progress of 
the masses of the people of this country could be exhibited at this 
Capital, where the people from all parts of the country could renew, as 
they bend their knee at the shrine of liberty, their devotion to the 
great principles upon which the Government is founded and the liberty 
it is intended to perpetuate. [Applause.] And, while I have no ob- 
jection to any of the great cities named and while I shall still remain 
an advocate of the fair if any other place isselected, because I believe 
it is only a fit and appropriate celebration on the part of this country, 
yet I, in my calm judgment, uninfluenced by locality or local influ- 
ences, but as an American citizen, say that we should select the na- 
tional Capital as the proper place for extending a hand of welcome 
to the nations of the world, to give them an opportunity to see what 
we have done after a period of four hundred years of existence, as well 
as to extend a hand of welcome to all of ourcitizens from every State and 
Territory, whatever may be the locality; and foreign nations have a 
right to expect that the celebration of the discovery of this continent 
shall be held at the nation’s Capital, and that they shall be entertained 
in the regal manner in which American people, hospitable in their 
thoughts and feelings, will extend to all people, speaking whatever 
language they may, all over the world. 

I trust, sir, whatever of jarring contentions may exist between cities 
contending for this locality—and I am gratified to say that the contest 
up to this time has been carried on in the most amicable spirit of 

endly rivalry—but whatever spirit may enter the contest I trust that 
the same sentiment will prevail which I have expressed before, that, 
whatever locality be selected, whatever point may be chosen, all the 
others will lend a hearty concurrence; and it is but just to say of the 
non-represented people of the District of Columbia that it was the peo- 
ple of this District who, long before any place was designated for the 
site of this exhibition, established a board of promotion, and for four 
years have been earnest advocates of holding this great fairat the Capital 
of the nation. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLS] for one hour in opposition to the propo- 
sition of holding a world’s fair. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the American people have surpassed all 
the peoples of the world in the growth of their civilization. We pro- 
duce more from our farms, factories, and mines than any other people. 
We exchange among ourselves and consume in the satisfaction of our 
wants more of the products of our labor than any other people. We 
excel all the people of the world in the accumulation and distribution 
of wealth and the acquisition and diffusion of knowledge among the 
masses, We have more morality and sobriety, more happiness, more 
prosperity, and more national power than any other people. We are 
the most inventive and the most enterprising people in the world and 
have surpassed all others in the invention and use of labor-saving ma- 
chinery. 

It may not be unprofitable to inquire why it is that a nation that is 
only one hundred years old has so far su those who are its sen- 
iors by more than a thousand years. Why is it that this composite 
people, the product of the German, the Scandinavian, and the Celt, 

ve in this short period of their history gone so far beyond their an- 
cestors on the continent and islands of Europe? It is the same cause 
that enabled the English people to surpass their ancestors on the con- 
tinent, though they have excelled their ancestors in a lesser degree than 
we have excelled ours. They have grown justin proportion as they 
have emancipated themselves from the paternal intermeddling of their 
government with the private affairs of the people. They have enlarged 
the area of freedom and contracted the area of arbitrary power. 

The individual right of thinking, speaking, and acting finds greater 

ition and surer protection on the British Islands than on the 
continent. There is more personal, civil, political, and religious lib- 
erty among them than there is among their neighbors. And it is free- 
dom from restraint, freedom for the full play of physical, intellectual, 
and moral forces, that is the essential condition for the growth and de- 
velopment of civilization and all the beneficent results that follow in 
its train. After all, the advancement of the English people only began 
two centuries ago. Her emancipation began with the accession of Will- 
iam of Orange, in 1688. They had been straggling through centuries 
to strike off the shackles which their government had riveted upon 
their limbs. Their sacrifices and sufferings had been productive of no 
results until they asserted some rights in themselves that they required 
their sovereign to acknowledge and agree to support. 

From this separation of the power of the government from the 
rights of thesubject began the dawn of the English civilization. From 
that time they became a progressive people; notso free as we have been 
and are to-day, but much freer than they had ever been before. Prior 


to that time their government had been, as had all others, dictating 
and enforcing upon its subjects its will in reference to their self-regard- 
ing duties. A man’s thoughts, opinions, and actions regarding his own 
conduct in respect to himself were all under the inspecting eye of the 
government. It kept under strict surveillance the right of 

and the right of the press. Tt was constantly intermeddling with the 
private affairs of the individual. It held down and cowed the spirit 
and genius of the people so that they could not rise and grow. But 
when the great reformation came they threw away their fetters and at 
once began the career that has made them the foremost people of Eu- 


Tope. 

‘When our fathers laid the foundation of the Republic they were fa- 
miliar with the struggles of their kindred in Europe and their own 
struggles at home. They determined to erect a government for a free 
people, and in doing so they resolved to make the government strong 
enough to protect and preserve every right of the citizen, but prohib- 
ited it from encroaching on them, Our governments were created to 
protect and preserve the rights of the citizen, In all his thoughts, 
words, and actions which regard himself alone he is notassociated with 
his fellow-citizens. He is a free man, and he is under no law but the 
law of duty to himself and his Creator as it shall reveal itself to his 
own conscience. 

Mr. Jefferson has most clearly defined the boundaries between the 
sovereignty of the government and the sovereignty of the citizen on 
the first page of the seventh volume of his works, He says: 

Our legislators are not sufliciently apprised of the rightful limits of their power, 
that their true office is to declare and enforce only our natural rights, and to take 
none of them from us. No man has a natural right to commit aggression on 
the equal rights of another, and this is all from which the law ought to restrain 
him, Every man is under the natural duty of contributing to the necessities or 
society, and this is all the laws should enforce on him; and, no man having a 
natural right to be the judge between himself and another, it is his natural duty 
to submit to the prep ofan ag pec third, When the laws have declared 
and enforced all this they have fulfilled their functions, and the idea is quite 
unfounded that on entering into society we give up any natural right, 


This is the creed of the freeman as it was written by the author of 
the Declaration of Independence, to which I referred the other day. 
Here the great truth is reiterated that it is the duty of the Goverr- 
ment to secure the natural rights of the citizen, and to take none ot 
them from him.’’ Now, in order that the Government should accom- 
plish just what its authors intended it should, they distributed its pow- 
ers among many agents. They knew how dangerous power was; how 
it was always stealing from the many to the few. They knew, as Mr. 
Jefferson said, that liberty was always yielding and the Government 
always gaining ground.“ To prevent these, as far as possible, they dis- 
tributed the governing power: some to the nation, some to the State, 
some to the county, and some to the individual. I quote again from 
the same author. In his sixth volume, page 543, he says: 

The way to have good and safe government is not to trust it ali to one, but to 
divide it among the many, distributing to every one exactly the functions he 
is competent to. Let the National Government be intrusted with the defense 
of the nation and its foreign and Federal relations; the State government with 
the civil rights laws, police, and administration of what concerns the State gen- 
erally; the counties with the local concerns of the counties, and each ward 
direct the interests within itself. It is by dividing and subdividing these repub- 
lies from the great national one down through all its subordinates until it ends 
in the administration of every man’s farm by himself, vy placing under every 
one what his own eye may superintend, that all will be done for the best. 

What has destroyed liberty and the rights of man in every government which 
has ever existed under the sun? The generalizing and concentrating all cares 
and powers intoone body, no matter whether of the autocrats of Russia or Franco 
or of the aristocrats of a Venetiansenate. And I do believe that if the Almighty 
has not decreed that man shall never be free (and it is a blasphemy to believe 
it) the secret will be found to be in the making himself the depository of the 
powers respecting himself, so far as he is competent to them, and delegating 
only whatis beyond his competence by a synthetical process to higherand higher 
orders of functionaries, so as to trust fewer and fewer powers in proportion as 
the trustees become more and more oligarchical. 


Here is the principle upon which free government is founded and 
the principle upon the adherence to which rests our hope of its preser- 
vation. Some powers are ted to the General Government, and all 
others are reserved or forbidden. Around its boundaries a wall of 
constitutional interdictions is written. It is forbidden to pass that 
boundary. The national is forbidden to enter the State and the State 
is forbidden to enter the national jurisdiction, Again, the State is sub- 
divided into lesser jurisdictions, so that the local government may be 
constantly under the eye of those most interested and most competent 
to determine what is best for themselves. 

“Good and safe government ™” requires that the State shall permit 
the counties to control their own local concerns, according to the will 
of its people. And descending to the farm, yes, to the individual citi- 
zen, there is a certain area of personal sovereignty marked and defined, 
into which the nation, the State, and the loeal governments are all 
forbidden to go. Within that territory the man is sovereign, and his 
supremacy is guarded and defended by bills of rights in the national 
andall the State constitutions, The ion of these natural rights 
is what makes him a free man. If this domain is invaded by govern- 
ment his liberty is lostor endangered. Liberty is his undeniable right, 
the right with which he is endowed by the Creator. 

It is the zealous watchfulness over these rights and their constant 
maintenance that has made usa great and powerful people, the wonder 
and the admiration of the world. Throughout our history our fathers 
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have had the virtue to observe the boundaries that defined and guarded 
these several jurisdictions, and in the main our governments have been 
so administered as to declare and enforce only our natural rights and 
duties, and to take none of them from us.” 

If that virtue is lost and the boundaries are broken down, and the 
stronger usurps the rights of the weaker, and all poweris concentrated, 
whether in one man or in the majority of all, then liberty is lost and 
free government will live only in history. Mr. Jefferson tells us that— 

Justice is the fandamental law of society; that the majority oppressing an in- 
dividual is guilty of a crime, abuses its strength, and by acting on the lawof the 
strongest breaks up the foundation of society. 

These, sir, are the fundamental principles of free government, and 
the devotion of our fathers to these Pet 8 in the administration of 
government has made us the prosperous and happy people we are to-day. 

Within the last quarter of a century we have been sighing for the 
flesh-pots of Egypt; we have been turning our faces backward, and as 
though we were weary and tired of liberty, tired of the bauble of free 
government. Weare forgetting the precepts of the fathers; we are fall- 
ing away from their faith, and we are picking up and wearing as jewels 
the fetters they tore from their limbs. We have heard at this session, 
from the other side of the House, the principles of Alexander Hamilton 
extolled. 

The country has been congratulated that the Government is going 
backward to espouse the ideas of Alexander Hamilton. Whatisit that 
is so attractive, so charming in the ideas of Hamilton? He wanted a 
strong centralized government, formed on the model of the British Gov- 
ernment. He wanted the governors of the States appointed by the Presi- 
dent, not elected by the people and responsible to them. He wanted 
the President to have the veto power over the acts of the Legislatures 
of the States. Hamilton believed the English Government was the 
best.in the world. 

Hamilton and Jefferson represented the opposing ideas that contended 
for mastery in the formation of our Government. One deified power, 
tho other liberty. To employ the language of Mr. Jefferson, Hamilton 
“loved the people as infants whom he was afraid to trust without 
nurses. Jefferson loved them as adults whom he freely left to 
selfgovernment.” Hamilton did not believe the people capable of 
Self. government; Jefferson did. Hamilton believed that whatever 
rights the people had they obtained from the Government; Jefferson 
believed whatever rights the Government had it obtained from the 
people. Hamilton believed that the Government was the parent and 
the people its children; Jefferson believed the people were masters and 
the Government the servant. [Applause. ] 

These are the Hamiltonian ideas to which we are told the country is 
joyfully turning. If that be true we are wending our way back to the 
darkness and despotism of the middle ages. Our progress must be ar- 
rested and we must cease to be the wonderful people we have been 
from the beginning of our history. 

In the great struggle in 1800 Jefferson triumphed over Hamilton, 
and liberty over power, In the eight years of his administration and 
the eight years of Madison’s and the eight years of Monroe’s the Dem- 
ocratic principle became so thoroughly imbedded in the popular heart 
that the Hamiltonian idea was extinct, and the Federal party which he 
had created and of which he was the head was dead. It did not have 
a mourner in all the land. There was no man anywhere who denied 
or doubted the capacity of the people for self-government or who de- 
nied or doubted the wisdom of distributing the powers of government 
among many agencies. Democracy was all-triumphant. ut for the 
last twenty-five years the Republican party has been conjuring up the 
ghost of Federalism and directing the administration of government so 
as to concentrate all powerin one central government. Little by little 
the national has been encroaching on the State governments and on the 
rights of the citizen. If we continue at this rate it will not be many 
years until the Legislatures of the States will have about as much 
power and as much dignity as a town council, 

Mr. Madison tells us that— 

The preservation ofa free government requires not merely that the metes and 
bounds which separate each 8 of power be invariably maintained, but 
more especially that neither of them be suffered to overleap the barrier which 
defends the rights of the people. 

Tn order to preserve these barriers we have been taught to watch with 
jealousy all the movements of publie officers, We have been admon- 
ished that confidence is the parent of despotism;“ that we should 
bind the agents of government by the chains of the Constitution,“ 
and that we should construe the Constitution strictly in the interest 
of local government and the liberty of the citizen. 

Instead of this we have been construing it so liberally as to concen- 
trate at Washington so many things that Representatives find the 
greater part of their time employed as claim agents and mailing clerks 
for their constituents. They hardly have time to give one hour in 
twenty-four to study the measures of legislation which come up for 
our consideration. 

We now have a national fair on our hands. It is said to be the four 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America. It has recently been 
discovered that we owe a debt of gratitude to our country and to Co- 
lumbus, its early friend. We are now urged to make a large appropri- 
ation to provide for a suitable exposition to commemorate that event. 
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We began the patriotic business in 1876, It was then claimed to be a 
patriotic duty to open the Treasury and help to celebrate the centen- 
nial anniversary of Independence. 

We had been celebrating the anniversary of Independence on the 4th 
of July every year fora hundred years. In every neighborhood and 
school district in the Union we had been reading the Declaration as our 
political bible. But all this did not meet the exacting demands of the 
patriotic heart. We must have a great fair, I opposed it then as I 
oppose this now. The Government has nothing to do with fairs. These 
are private concerns, Congress has nothing to do with building jails 
and court-houses for State purposes. These belong to the State. Why 
not keep inside the barrier? Mr, Madison says that the preservation 
of free government requires us to stay inside of our barriers. Then 
why should we go out? 

But to emphasize the importance of the measure they tell us that the 
fair is to celebrate the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
North America by Christopher Columbus, Why, Columbus never saw 
North America. As far as we know Columbus died without ever havi 
the idea penetrate his brain that there was such a country as Nor 
America. He started from Spain in 1492 to look out a passage to the 
Indies, and the first land hestruck wasSan Salvador. He sailed round 
the islands of Cuba and Hayti, and went back to Spain. On one of his 
voyages he entered the mouth of the Orinoco River in South America, 
but he never saw North America if history is to be trusted. North 
America was discovered some years later by a gentleman whose name 
this country bears.. So that our four hundredth anniversary is a few 
years too soon, if it is intended to commemorate that event. 

But there is something else besides rendering honor to the name of 
Columbus in this patriotic exhibition. ‘This is a business transaction. 
There are more dollars than sentiment atits bottom. It is a money- 
making transaction, and like all other schemes for making money at 
the expense of the publie Treasury, it comes covered all over with the 
old flag. [Laughter.] Itcomes bearing the old flag in one hand and 
extending the other to receive an appropriation. You would not see 
these eager delegations from rival cities pressing their claims if there 
were not something more stimulating than patriotism in these piping 
times of peace. 

Patriotism is a cloak that men always use when they are prng the 
Government to do something that will enable them to make fortunes, 
This is sunshine patriotism. It costs nothing. It comes from business 
men. The real article is a plant that grows at night when the light ot 
the sun and stars is gone. It grows in the shadows of the humble and 
lowly cabin wherethe poor live. It opens its brightest flowers and pours 
its sweetest perfumes on the air as the gathering clouds pile thicker 
and the night grows darker. It arouses the manhood, animates the 
bosom, strengthens the courage, and points the patriot to the path of 
duty. 

The poor man never talks of patriotism in time of his country’s peace 
and prosperity. But when the liberties of his country are imperiled, 
the note of warning sounded and the call of duty is heard, he comes 
forth from cabin and cottage, bids adieu to fireside and home, presses 
close to the standard that represents all that he loves on earth, touches 
elbows with his countrymen, and on the field of battle yields his life 
11 and pours his blood as a ransom for her redemption. [Ap- 
plause. 

The patriot, when he shows his devotion to his country—a devotion 
of which he would boast—shows it on the battle-field, not in Congress, 
But the patriotism that is now on exhibition isthe patriotism of money. 
Ever since we started in this business in 1876, these patriotic shows 
have been springing up all over the country. We haveseen the fruits 
of the bad precedent. We have verified the truth of Mr. Jefferson’s 
utterance, that— 

A departure from principles in one instance becomes a precedent for a sec- 
ond, that second for a third, and so on, till the bulk of society is reduced to the 


pes automatons of misery, to have no sensibilities left but for sinning and suf- 
ering. 


We made the departure from principle in 1876. We were told then 
it was necessary to have the indorsement of the Government to give 
national character to the exhibition; that our own people would have 
no confidence in it and that foreigners would not respect it unless Con- 
gress adopted it and aided it from the public which was done 
with funds wrung from the people by au abuse of the taxing power. 

The Philadelphia exhibition was a great success. It was organized 
and conducted by business men on business principles, and they made 
a profit that went into their pockets. 

The result of that exposition shows that it is a business matter and 
can be successfully carried out without the interference of Government. 
It proved that Mr. Jefferson’s faith in the capacity of the people was 
well founded. He believed that man would attain his highest civili- 
zation when he was left in the possession of all the rights and liberties 
with which he was endowed by his Maker; that his advance would 
be retarded in proportion to the interference of the Government in 
the affairs of his daily life, and that protected in the enjoyment of all 
his natural rights, and then left to himself and reliance on himself, he 
would reach his highest possible good and make his greatest progress in 
moral, intellectual, and material advancement, 
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My friend [Mr. Hrrr] who opened the debate for Chicago, in his 
fine presentation of her claims, told us about the McCormick reaper and 
that its inventor was a citizen of Chicago. He and the city of Chicago 
reflect credit on themselves when they show that they are proud of 
Cyrus McCormick. The American people are all proud of McCormick; 
so are the whole world. And we are all proud of Chicago and the en- 
ergy and pluck of her people. But neither Chicago nor Congress nor 
the Government is entitled to any credit for that invention. 

The reaper was not invented by the Government, but by McCormick. 
It only proves what a free man can do in a free country, and the im- 
mense beneficent results of that invention ought to impress upon our 
minds the necessity of abstaining from governmental interference in 
the private affairs of the people. 

y friend thought he scored a strong point for Chicago and against 
New York in presenting the McCormick incident. 

As I am speaking neither for Chicago nor New York, but for Jeffer- 
sonian Democracy, I must be permitted to say that New York also scored 
a point at the world’s fair in 1851—one that was as astonishing, not only 
to England, but to the whole world, as McCormick’s reaper. New 
York City showed that she had a citizen that could build a yacht that 
beat the world. Until 1851 England believed that she was mistress 
of the sea,” And she was. It was the boast of every Englishman that 
Britannia rules the waves. And she did. They thought that En- 
glishmen knew more abont ship-building than any people in the world, 
but the America, built by George Steers, convinced them that it was 
there where they made their mistake.” 

At that great exhibition the world was challenged to contest for su- 
premacy, not only within the crystal walls, but upon the crystal sur- 
face of the waters. More than a dozen yachts entered the lists for the 
peoa that had been built in English navy-yards and by the 

tof English architects. Steers built his American yacht and named 
it for his country, and sailed over to England and entered the race at 
Cowes. Itwasa great day. Everybody was out to see the race. The 
Queen came to see the royal yacht run away from the Yankee, -A 
watchman was placed aloft on one of the vessels to give the first signal 
of the approach of the winning racer. Guns were loaded to the lips to 
fire the triumphal salute which should hail England as still the mis- 
tress of the sea. 

A powerful glass was given the watchman to sweep the distant wa- 
ters and catch the first approach of the royal yacht as she proudly led 
the advance. But when a signal was given that a sail was in sight the 
question was quickly asked, Who leads?“ The response was, The 
America.“ Who next? was impatiently asked. He swept the seas 
again with his glass and said: She is so far ahead that there is no other 
in sight.“ [Applause. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Government did not build that yacht. George 
Steers built it and is entitled to all the honors of the triumph. Steers 
had been studying the construction of yachts for years. He was a ship- 
builder. Before him it had been held that the center of displacement 


should be forward of the vessel’s beam. He maintained that it should. 


be uniform all along the vessel's lines. He built the racer on his own 
theory and won, and neither the Government nor the Federal Treas- 
ury had any part in achieving the victory, If the people of New York 
want the world’s fair they can get it and make it a grand success, just as 
Steers did the boat race. 

If the people of Chicago want a fair they, too, can have it, and make 
it a success, just as McCormick did the reaper. Any city can organize 
a fair, just as they can a bank or a railroad corporation, and can make 
it equally as successful. New York, Chicago, and St. Louis have built 
railroads and sent their lines all over the United States. They have 
established banks, factories, and suspension bridges. They can just as 
easily organize a fair company and have it successfully administered. 

The citizens of Washington, though not a whit behind her rivals in 
enterprise and business capacity, have not had much to do either in the 
organization of railroad companies or of their own local government. 
The District of Columbia is the only spot in the Union that bears the 
name of the great discoverer of South America, When the District of 
Columbia is mentioned it calls to our mind the fact that it is the only 
place in the United States where the people have no control over their 
government. This is the only spot where the government does not 
come from the consent of the governed. 

The right of representation, the violation of which caused the great 
rebellion of 1776, is unknown in this District. The ballot-box is un- 
known here, however powerful it may be in other localities. 

Our friends on the other side of the House have been contending all 
along that colored men are not permitted to vote in the Southern States, 
They are taking testimony now upon which to indict and arraign that 
section of the Union before the bar of public opinion for denying the 
right of colored men to yote. While they are bringing railing accusa- 
tions against others for wrongdoing, would it not be well for them to 
examine their own record on that subject? 

Who was it, in the Forty-third Congress, denied to the colored and 
white voters alike of this District the right to vote? A Republican 
House and Senate passed the bill and a Republican President signed it. 
When I first came here the District of Columbia had its local govern- 
ment, as every other Territory had, and it had its representative on 


this floor, just as other Territories have. It has no government now, 
except the government of men over whom its people have no control. 
They have no power to limit the taxation imposed upon their property. 
They have no control over their roads and streets. 

Self-government, the very germ of our political institutions, is wholly 
unknown in this District. It was taken away from the people of this 
District because a Republican administration decided that, after a trial, 
colored men could not be trusted with the government of this District, 
though they were marvelously proper persons to intrust with the gov- 
ernment of South Carolina and Mississippi. [Applause. ] 

If we are to select Washington as the site for the world’s fair, if we 
are to invite the people of the United States and all the world to come 
and see this beautiful Capital city, these magnificent public buildings, 
to ascend the Dome of the Capitol and look far out over this splendid 
country, would it not be best for us to remove this black spot of dis- 
franchisement before that time comes? Would it not be best to put 
the people of this District on an equal footing with all other communi- 
ties? 

If the negroes of Sonth Carolina, Mississippi, and Louisiana can be 
trusted with the government of millions of people, can not the negroes 
of the District of Columbia be trusted with the government of two 
hundred thousand people? At least, I must contend that our friends 
on the other side whoare vexing theirsouls about the rights of colored 
voters in the Southern States, where Congress has no right to interfere, 
should restore the right of the colored voter in this District, where they 
do bave the right to interfere. I insist that they shall cast the beam 
out of their own eyes before they concern themselves abont the mote 
in ouf eyes. x 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these fairs can all beheld. If our people in Chi- 
cago want one, and those in New York, and those in St. Louis, and here 
in Washington—if they want them, they can have them. I see that 
the business men of Washington City have met together and proposed 
to sell bonds to the amount of $15,000,000 in order to have funds to 
have the fair here, to sell bonds payable in thirty years, to put an ad- 
ditional burden upon the shoulders of the people here in order to hold 
a fair in Washington City! 

Iam opposed to selling bonds in time of peace. We are proceeding 
to the payment of our national debt rapidly; ani that is one remark- 
able feature of our Government and people. ‘The debts of Europe are 
stationary. The people are oppressed by constantly increasing burdens 
in governmental affairs, taxed to death, governed to death. Their Gov- 
ernments find it impossible to extort revenues sufficient to support their 
extravagant administrations and they are piling their debts higher and 
higher. No one in England expects the enormons debt of that coun- 
try is to be paid. It is now mountain high, created by the continental 
wars in which it has been engaged. If they can keep it at the present 
figure they will be fortunate, 

But here, sir, this self-governed people in the enjoyment of their free- 
dom are soamassing wealth, so increasing population, that in a few short 
years, after having engaged in the most stupendous war ever fought on 
the face of the globe, a war that exhibited the highest gallantry, the 
greatest bravery, the best skill in generalship ever before known in the 
history of the world, they have nearly paid their enormons debt. We 
could have paid it in less than a generation. It is going down now so 
rapidly that we can pay it all in a few years. If we had not reduced 
taxation on wealth after the war it would have been paid, and instead 
of paying interest and sinking fand amounting annually to one hun- 
dred millions we would haye been free from taxation to that amount. 

If we are to issue these bonds, Mr. Speaker, as is provided in one of 
these bills, Ishall ask the House to see to it that the principle laid down 
by Mr. Chase when he was Secretary of the Treasury shall be inserted 
in them, and that is that the Government shall have the right during 


every moment of their lifetime to call them in and pay them. [Ap-- 


lause. ] 
p I take it for granted, Mr. Speaker, we are going to have one of these 
fairs, either at Washington, Chicago, New York, or St. Louis. I take 
it for granted one of these places will be selected as the place where it 
is to be held. Congress is going on tointerfere with the private affairs 
of the people. 

I do not know whether there are men enough of the old Jeffersonian 
stripe to restore the old principle, and to act upon it, that the Govern- 
ment shall be the servant and not the master of the people; that the 
Government shall do what the Government was created to do and shall 
abstain from doing what was declared it should not do. 

I fear there are not enough to prevent the passage of this bill. It 
will pasų, and be charged to patriotism and Columbus. [Laughter and 
applause. 

When the bill is passed I shall have to vote for a locality; and in do- 
ing so, like the rest of you, I suppose, I shall have to try to represent 
my people. They will have to go to the fair wherever it is to be held 
and they will be taxed all the more the greater the distance they will 
haye to go to reach it, Transportation will amount to a great deal if 
they should have to go to Chicago or fartheraway, We will stop there- 
aye =. our friends and neighbors at St, Louis. [Laughter and ap- 

ause. 

5 We trade with St. Louis. The St. Louis people mingle with our 
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people. We sell tothem and they sell to us. We meet and com- 

mingle in our business affairs, and I know I represent the people of my 

district, and I believe I represent the sentiment of the people of the 

State and their interests, as well as their feelings—at least I think so— 

when I vote to give them a chance to go to the fair with the least ex- 

penditure of what little money taxation has not taken from their 
ets, 

Mr. FITCH. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MILLS, Certainly. 

Mr, FITCH. Has the gentleman not been talking business in the 
last sentence or two? 

Mr. MILLS. I have. 

Mr. FLOWER. What is the use in putting the fairatSt. Louis, which 
will cost the Government so much and to which the gentleman ob- 
jects, when yon can send it to New Vork, a more convenient location, 
for nothing? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLS. I am opposed to putting it anywhere, butif you make 
a bill—if a majority of the House shall pass a bill and I have to vote— 
then, of course, I have my preference like other men. I shall do all I 
can to oppose the bill, but if it passes I shall vote for St. Louis. 

Mr. LANSING. Why would you vote for an unconstitutional meas- 


ure? 

Mr. MILLS. Isay that if I have to vote for a place for holding the 
fair, I want to put it as near to my people as possible. I would move 
to put it in Texas—I would like to have it ia my district [laughter] 
if I could get it there and you are determined to have it. 

Mr. LANSING. But you say it is unconstitutional? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, I do. 

Mr, LANSING. Then why would you vote for it at all? 

Mr. MILLS. I said I would vote against it. [Langhter. J Ihave 
been exceedingly unfortunate in my language, if the gentleman in- 
ferred from what I was saying that I was going to vote for the bill. I 
will vote, when it comes to filling up the blank, to put St. Louis in, 
and then when it comes to the passage of the bill I am going to vote 

“no,” like alittle man. [Laughter and applause. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofitsclerks, announced 
the passage of a bill of the following title; in which concurrence was 

uested, namely: 

A bill (S. 2324) toauthorize the building of a bridge across the White 
River, Arkansas, by the Mississippi and Little Rock Railway Company. 

It is also announced that the Senate agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Honse to bills of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (S. 835) to increase the pension of certain soldiers and sailors 
who are totally helpless from injuries received or disease contracted 
while in thé service of the United States: and 

A bill (S. 620) to provide for the time and place of holding the terms 
of the United States district courts in the State of South Dakota. 

PROPOSED WORLD'S FAIR. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, thereisa fableof mythology that Ulysses 
once made war upon the Trojans. In the night he was interviewed by 
the gods, who warned him of a certain dangerous island he was to pass 
where the song of sweet sirens wonld allure him and his sailors ashore, 
Having listened to the song of New York, Chicago, St. Lonis, and Wash- 
ington, who would woo the world’s fair, I propose to break the charm 
and take a business view of the situation. 

I will begin the few words I have to say upon the pending measure, 
by saying that I appreciate the great compliment which the Speaker 
of the House paid to the State of Massachussetts, which I have the 
honor to represent in part, by selecting the chairman of the important 
committee from that State. I think the member from the Ninth dis- 
trict [Mr. CANDLER] has demonstrated the wisdom of your choice. 
I think if the fair is to be held anywhere it should be held in Wash- 
ington, the Capital of the nation. [Applause.] Having said this much, 
I have now to say that I am notso happy as to agree with my colleague 
as to the wisdom of this measure at this moment, and while I might 
be willing to vote for a world’s fair later in the session I am not at this 
stage of the session, nor until more important matters are disposed of; 
and I ask a moment in which to give the reasons which lead me to this 
conclusion. 

First, our Democratic brethren on the other side have predicted in 
advance that the first acts of the majority of this House under the new 
rules would be to wipe out the surplus and empty the Treasury of the 
United States. 

One of these bills, the one likely to pass, calis for an issue of bonds 
by the District of Columbia, an expenditure, if the fair should be 8805 
in this city (which will undoubtedly be the compromise agreed upo. 
if it is held anywhere), of $15,000,000, one-half of which, at least, Piho 
Government would be held for. The Paris Exposition, I am told, cost 
$12,000,000. It is supposed that the country would get back a part of 
this sum from foreign visitors and exhibits; but I think it issafe to say 
that this proposed world’s fair, wherever ‘held, will involve a loss to 
the Treasury of the United States of several million dollars. If it is 
proposed to practice economy, would not this be a good place to begin ? 
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I submit that if we are going to have a world’s fair and are going to 
issue bonds or appropriate large money from the Treasury of the United 
States, there are several bills calling for large money that I desire to 
see past first. 

First. The soldiers’ dependent pension bill, vetoed by President Cleve- 
land, by which it is decreed thatno Union soldier or his dependent rela- 
tives shall die in the poor-house. 

Second. We should pass a bill to pension every soldier still living 
(there are not many) who suffered the tortures of the damned in An- 
dersonville and other prison pens of the South. 

And I submit that this vast sum can be used in other directions. 
This great and expanding country is calling for and is entitled to a 
large appropriation for the improvement of its riversand harbors. We 
are suffering for public buildings in the centers of trade and population. 

Far better to expend $15,000,000 in establishing a postal telegraph 
throughout the country or remit so much of the tax off sugar, a mime 
necessity of life, a tax that bears oppressively upon every Jab or 
mechanic and the humblest of our citizens. 

The country needs education. The statistics of illiteracy in several 
large States of the Union are appalling and growing worse. All his- 
tory confirms the fact that our form of government can not exist ex- 
cept upon the basis of the intelligence and education of the masses of 
the people. Where republics have been undertaken with an ignorant 
and illiterate population, as in Spain, Mexico, Central America, and 
South America, they have repeatedly gone down in blood, darkness, 
and shame. If we would perpetuate this free Republic of ours, the 
best government on the face of God's green earth, we must provide 
for the education of the people and the children of those who seek an 


asylum on these shores, Far better to spend this large money in the 


direction of the Blair educational bill. 

But first and foremost. Before we buy luxuries like the world’s 
fair, T demand that the nation shall keep its unwritten promises, prom- 
ises made to the defenders of the flag in the nation’s hour of deadly 
peril. These unwritten promises must be religiously kept, cost what 
it may. The nation may need soldiers again, and can not afford to 
break faith with these men. 

We are not suffering fora world’s fair. During the last decade and 
a half we have been having in this country a series of grand centennial 
celebrations, beginning at Concord in 1875, at Philadelphia in 1876, 
Again we celebrated the adoption of the Constitution in 1887, and con- 
cluded with a grand celebration of the inauguration of George Wash- 
ington as the first President of the United States at New York in 1889. 

I submit that the country has had a surfeit of celebrations for the 
present. The great event of the discovery of America might probably 
be celebrated by erecting in the Capital of the nation a monument or a 
statue in granite or bronze to Columbus, for a comparatively small 
sum, and by which we could tell to the present as to generations yet 

unborn that we are not ungrateful or unmindful of the valor or achieve- 
mentsof Columbus, the great discovererand explorer of the New World. 

We are told that several of these bills involve no expense to the Gov- 
ernment. The same claim was made with reference to the great ex- 
position held at New Orleans; yet that comparatively trifling affair cost 
the Government in round numbers $1,500,000. Isubmit that the Gov- 
ernment, haying once given its sanction to this measure, wherever held, 
will be bound to stand behind it, make any appropriations, or meet any 
deficiencies necessary to its success. 

Once more I submit, before spending the amount eventually involved 
in any of these measures, will it not be well to have a navy and coast 
defenses to comport with the dignity of a nation of 60,000,000 people? 
We read of an ancient king who invited his enemies to visit his capital 
and showed them his treasures and its defenses, and later they came 
with arms and took them away and despoiled his city. 

Among the things that the Queen of Sheba told Solomon, when 
she saw the glory and splendor of his kingdom, was, ‘‘ the half was never 
told.“ The modern Queen of Sheba who visits this country and the 
proposed world’s fair, unless a great change is made between now and 
then, will go home and report to the general of her army that of the 
weak and defenseless condition of the United States the half was 
never told.“ 

Would it not be a humiliating spectacle to exhibit to these foreign 
visitors that, with our present navy and coast defenses, a third-class 
European man-of-war could enter any of our harbors on the Atlantic 
or Pacific and demand and collect any ransom they chose? 

I believe, before we buy a world’s fair, one of the duties of the 
Fifty-first Congress is to wipe out this standing disgrace and humilia- 
tion to this great and powerful nation. 

If I understood my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] 

yesterday in the confusion, I understood him to say that these bills 
fixed the liability of the Government at bounds which could not be 
passed, and that the liability and responsibility of the Government 
and the amount which, under any circumstances, they would be liable 
to pay were so definitely and explicitly stated that it could not be mis- 
understood and could not be exceeded. The question which I desired 
to ask him was how to reconcile that statement with the twelfth sec- 
tion of one of these bills, which provides that the same may be altered 
or amended in any particular at the discretion of Congress. What is 
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to hinder, under that section of the bill, and after the Government has 
embarked in this enterprise, the commissioners from coming to Con- 
gress and saying that the sum appropriated, $15,000,000, is not suffi- 
cient, and calling for $30,000,000 or any other sum? I trust the Fifty- 
first Congress, in the face of the other large expenditures which are 
called for, demanded by the people, and absolutely necessary to cgr wel- 
fare and prosperity, will pause before indorsing this measure and pon- 
der the matter well. I submit that there is no demand among the peo- 
ple that I have the honor to represent upon this floor for a world’s fair, 
My constituents are greatly interested in other measures before this 
Congress, to which I have alluded, and I have received as high as ninety 
letters in a single day since the convening of this Congress pertaining 
to public business, but I have yet to receive the first syllable from my 
constituents upon the subject of a world’s fair; and I submit that there 
is no demand among my people for this measure. 

Mr. MILLS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, it is nota pleasant task tostem the tide 
of patriotic enthusiasm. Weare a patriotic people. Patriotism is one 
of our grandest characteristics. We have made a record upon the his- 
torie page of which any people, any nation, any civilization may well 
be prou 

But a world’s fair is a luxury, and, before we commit ourselves, we 
should first ask the cold-blooded business question, Can we afford it? 
We should not allow our enthusiasm or our inspiration to conceal the 
real situation. Weshould pause to look at our assets and examine our 
bank account, and see if we have a sufficient surplus to enter into this 
expenditure of money. 

Now, the annual estimates of our income for the next fiscal year amount 
to the sum of $450,414,337.34. That is the estimated income for the 
next fiscal year and every dollar that we can reasonably hope to re- 
ceive during the next fiscal year from which to pay the expenses of our 
Government. The appropriations for the current fiscal year ending June 
30 next, the regular appropriations, amount to $368,751, 202.68, The 
deficiencies passed during the short session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
which closed on the 4th day of last March, aggregated the sum of $16,- 
330,518.30 and the miscellaneous appropriations for that short session 
amounted to the sum of $10,255,795.29, or a sum total of $395,337,- 
516.27. And what is the outlook for the future; what is the outlook 
for the coming fiscal year? What amount of checks will we have to 
draw against the sum of $450,414,337.34, which is our estimated reve- 
nue and total income for that year? Let us see. 

The regular appropriations for the coming fiscal year will amount to 
$305,214,562.04. The permanent annual appropriations, which are pro- 
vided permanently by law, and for which we are not required to appro- 
priate annually in the appropriation bills, amount to $101,628,453, or 
making a total of permanent and regular appropriations for the coming 
fiscal year amounting to $406,843,315.04. 

Now, suppose the miscellaneous appropriations for this long session 
should equal the miscellaneous appropriations for the short session 
(and they will and perhaps exceed them). Then what have we in 
addition to the $406,000,000? You must add the sum of $10,255,- 
795.29 for miscellaneous appropriations. But there is another fact to 
be taken into consideration. There are staring us in the face now defi- 
ciencies that amount fully to the sum of $25,000,000. Add your $25,- 
000,000 @eficiency and your $10,255,795.29 of miscellaneous appro- 
priations during the session, and yon have a grand aggregate of ap- 
propriations in the next fiscal year of $442,099, 110.33. 

Let business men -porse and face these figures. They may be chill- 
ing figures; but I tell you it is better for us to pause and face them 
now than to pause when it is too late and be staggered by them, Four 
hundred and forty-two millions ninety-nine thousand one hundred and 
ten dollars and thirty-three cents, when only $450,414,337,34 is the 
estimated revenue of the country from which to pay shen Where are 
my friends who are interested in the river and harbor bill? You must 
bear in mind that these figures do not take into consideration that great 
bill, with allits diversified industries and interests. 

There was no river and harbor bill passed at the last session of last 
Congress, The Chief of Engineers, in the Book of Estimates, says that 
there can be profitably and well expended upon the rivers and harbors 
of the country during the coming fiscal year the sum of $38,532,550. 
Thirty-eight million five hundred and thirty-two thousand five hundred 
and fifty dollars can be profitably expended upon the rivers and harborsof 
this country during the next fiscal year. Is there any man who is in- 
terested in that river and harbor bill that is willing to say, I will lay 
aside Iny interest in the commerce of the country for the purpose of 
passing an appropriation of $1,500,000 with which you may carry on a 
world’s fair?” 

Where are the gentlemen who are interested in these public-build- 
ing bills—over $40,000,000 are embraced in the bills for public build- 
ings that have been introduced in this House during the present ses- 
sion—persons desiring to have Uncle Sam erect a house in their little 
towns? Where is the man interested in a public building who is will- 
ing to sacritice himself and say, ‘‘I will give it up in order that we may 
have a world’s fair in 1892?’ 

Mr, I will. 


Mr. PETERS. My friend from Chicago, who has got his public 
building already, is willing to give it up. [Laughter. 

Where are the friends of the Blair educational bill? [Laughter and 
applause.] Where are those who stood up for hours and hours in the 
last Congress and endeavored to obtain recognition for the purpose of 
bringing up that measure? They stated that it was an angel of mercy 
that was to carry light into the dark places of this country. But I 
tell you that that angel of m can not fly without money; and it 
requires $7,000,000 to carry out the purposes of that bill. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwill yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I presume that I can 
say all I have to say within the time allotted tome, I want to begin 
by expressing my surprise at what the gentleman from Texas stated 
in the course of his remarks in reference to these centennial affairs 
being business matters. I want to say to this House that in my opin- 
ion all of them we have had, beginning at Lexington and Concord and 
coming down to the Philade!phia Centennial of 1876, and throughout 
all these centennial expositions with which we celebrated moment- 
ous facts in the history of our country, there has been no idea of busi- 
ness, The inception of them has been entirely from a patriotic senti- 
mentin the people. I know how it was in the Centennial of 1876; 
and whatever benefit that Centennial may have been locally to the city 
of Philadelphia is another thing. I do not pretend to say that the 
localities are not benefited indirectly by holding these expositions wher- 
ever they may be held. But I want to disclaim the idea of business 
and to put it upon the idea entirely of patriotic sentiment, 

I for one could not rise in my place, I would not dare to do it, I 
would not dare to-day to face my constituency, if I opposed a bill for an 
exposition. In reference to the present idea I want to say this, that 
my sole fear is that you have commenced too late to accomplish success 
in the year 1892. 

I know the energy of New York when it becomes aggregated. We 
know how there is a pulling apart there; there always has been in that 
city and always will be aclashing of individual interests; hut aggregated, 
the State of New York, backed by the city of New York, can accom- 
plish great things. So with Chicago; that city, I believe, can accomplish 
anything in a comparatively short time. But, sir, I want to say to these 
cities, and to the city of St. Lonis, that all of you have commenced this 
undertaking too late. You can not make a success of it in the year 
1892. Now, I want to remind my fellow-members that Philadelphia 
commenced seven years before the 10th day of May, 1876, when that 
Centennial Exposition was opened. And seven years was none too long. 
I can say also of the people of Philadelphia that when they undertake 
to do anything they do it with energy and perseverance and they suc- 
ceed; but I want to warn you gentlemen here that two years is too 
short a period to do what this country will expect you todo and what 
the world at large will expect you to do. 

Now, sir, without stating the conclusion I have come to as to my 
vote, because I must say that I have not yet made up my mind eyen 
at this late day as to where I shall give my vote, it does seem to me 
that this Capital city is the proper place to have some commemoration 
of the discovery of America by Columbus. It does seem to me that 
the Congress of the United States could not go astray by appropriating 
a large sum of money to erect a monument of some design to mark this 
four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America, 

One word more. Christopher Columbus did not discover New York, 
or Chicago, or St. Louis, or Washington. [Laughter.] Poor old man! 
He is dead and gone, and he is not here to speak for himself; but I will 
say in his behalf, being prompted by patriotic sentiments, that, if you 
undertake to do anything to carry his name down to the future cent- 
uries of this country’s existence, you must do it right, you must do 
itas the American people will expect it to be done, and therefore I 
hope that there may yet be some provision inserted, if this commem- 
oration is to be in the shape of an exposition of industries, making the 
date later than the year 1892. I make that suggestion because when 
we extend the time for a locality we desire success. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] to control one hour 
in favor of the city of Washington as the site for the world’s fair. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] has also yielded five 
minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, Mr. Speak ak the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] having yielded ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana, I must withdraw my five minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, for three hundred and ninety- 
eight years it has been taught in all the schools and academies and 
collages and universities, not only of America, but throughout the world 
that Columbus was the discoverer of a new world in the western hem- 
isphere; but to-day comesalong my friend, Professor MILLS, of Texas, 
who announces the astounding doctrine that what has heretofore been’ 
accepted as a fact is not true and that Columbus did not discover 
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America! Mr. Speaker, for one I prefer, for this occasion at least, 
to adhere to the old idea that Columbus did discover America, and that 
its discovery was the greatest event recorded in secular history; an 
event, in the stately phrase of Canning, which brought in a new world 
to redress the grievances of the old.” > 

The discovery of a new land by Columbus opened a field to which 
men fled from the suppression of civil liberty by the despotisms of 
the Old World. It gave to independent labor a field for untrammeled 
exercise and full development. It gave to mankind a place of refuge 
from religious intolerance and bigotry, 

It was a great step forward in the advancement of the world, in the 
amelioration of the condition of mankind. It kindled a lamp which 
shed its light across the sea, illuminating the darkest recesses of the 
Old World and awakening men from the lethargy in which they had 
slambered for centuries, 

The conclusion is irresistible that Columbus was an instrument se- 
lected by an all-wise God to work out His own beneficent purpose. It 
was a divine inspiration which germinated in his mind the idea of a 
new world and imbued him with the determination to effect its dis- 
covery. It was an all-seeing Eye which directed the westerly course 
of the frail barks with which were freighted the destinies of a continent. 
It was an all-powerful Arm which protected them from the perils of an 
unknown deep and landed them safely upon the shores of an unknown 
country. E 

That land to-day is the home of representative government, a nest 
of republics, of which the United States of America is the eldest sister. 

One hundred years ago, at the three-hundredth anniversary of tbe 
discovery of America, our country was in its swaddling clothes, unde- 
veloped, our people few, without the means or wealth or transportation 
facilities to adequately commemorate the great event. Now we are a 
great nation, abreast with the foremost of the Old World, with 65,000,000 
of people of untold wealth and resources, with steam and electricity 
harnessed to the car of progress, at peace with the world and at rest 
among ourselves, and to fail at this time to put forward our best and 
earnest efforts in celebration of an event to which, under God, we owe 
all we have and are and expect in time to be, were to fail in respect of 
our duty, were to prove recreant and unworthy of the great trust com- 
mitted to us. 

An hundred and odd years ago a talent was placed in our keeping, 
and by diligence it hath been increased to ten other talents, and shall 
we not nowrender, before all the world, an account of our stewardship? 
Is not this the accepted time? Shall the four hundredth anniversary 
of the discovery of the American continent go by unnoticed by the fore- 
most Republic of the New World? Shall we, progressive in all things 
else, show a spirit of unprogressiveness in this? Would not the ery of 
For shame! go out in well merited rebuke from our sister republics 
of less ability than ourselves to fittingly commemorate the great 
event? 

Would not the nations of the Old World, in one of which less than 
twelve months ago an international exposition of unexampled splendor 
was held, comment in surprise and to our discredit that the United 
States should permit to pass by without appropriate celebration the 
quadro-centennial of the discovery of America? What say the repre- 
sentatives of the great American people to this? Let it be remembered 
that no national, or inter-American, or international commemoration 
of the great achievement of Columbus has ever been undertaken b 
any of the republics founded on the continent which he discovered. 
No State of the North American Union, no great city even, has been 
named for him. Only the smallest political subdivision among us, the 
District of Columbia, bears his honored name. 

The memory of Columbus has not received at the hands of the people 
who inhabit the best port'on of the great continent he discovered the 
attention and reverence commensurate with his great achievement. 
Let us now make amends by providing for its appropriate commem- 
oration in 1892. Let us celebrate it with a splendor which will eclipse 
anything of the kind ever attempted before by any country. 

1, for one, am in favor of such a celebration. I take no stock in the 
doctrine which has been announced here to-day on both sides of this 
House that there should be no world’s fair of 1892. Iam surprised 

- that any man from the South should stand upon this floor and oppose 
the fair. Why, Mr. Speaker, we of the South have more to realize in 
the way of material benefit and development as the result of a fair of 
this sort than has any other section ofthe Union. I care not where it is 
held, whether in Washington, St. Lonis, New York, or Chicago, we of 
the South, with a great region as yet in the infancy of its development, 
with natural resources unequaled by those of any other section, must 
derive great benefit from a world’s fair. It would call the attention 
of the capitalists of the world to the profitable fields to be found in the 
South for the investment of capital. Already capital is flowing in on 
us seeking investment by the tens of millions of dollars. We want 
more. We want to advertise our section by our exhibits before the 
people of the world at the world’s fair of 1892. 

The claim that there is no warrant in the Constitution for the small 
appropriation of a million and a half of dollars which this bill carries 

is too flimsy, too old, and too stale to find serious lodgment in the judg- 

mentsof gentlemen here, Already have such appropriations been made, 
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for the Centennial fair at Philadelphia in 1876 and for the great Cotton 
Exposition which was held in my own State in 1884-'85. We from 
Louisiana appreciate what was done by Congress for the great South- 
ern exposition at that time, and are ready to strike hands with Chicago 
or New York or St. Louis or Washington and stand with them, or with 
that one of them which shall be chosen, in the effort to make it a great 
success. [Applause. ] ; 

Mr. Speaker, within the last twelve months there has been held in 
one of the countries of the Old World a great international exposition; 
I refer to the Paris exposition of last year. We have been told by 
those who attended that all civilized countries upon the face of the 
globe were adequately represented there except the United States of 
America. We have been told by an eminent citizen of New York in 
an address which he made before one of the committees of Congress, 
that at the Paris exposition that exhibit of the United States which 
attracted most attention was a sample of petrified wood from the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona, 

If we then made so poor an exhibit of the resources and wealth of 
our country is it not an additional reason that we should by a great 
national and international exposition in 1892 give to the people of the 
Old World fall evidence of the greatness and grandeur and glory of our 
common country? [Applause. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore d Mr. DINGLEY). The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] for seven minutes of 
the time yielded by the gentleman from West Virginia, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr, Speaker, I have little time in which to 
speak upon the question as to the location of the world fair, though 

haps as long as the patience of the House will allow after the 
ours which have already been consumed and the many speeches whi 
have already been made in discussing it. 

Whether the world’s fairis held or not, the proceedings of this House 
on yesterday and to-day show that oratory still lives in this land, and 
that the present will compare favorably with any period in our 
history in the production of the silver tongue of which Cicero makes 
special mention. - 

I say with no little degree of pride that speeches have been made 
within the last thirty-six hours on this floor which will stand as models 
of the highest type of pure American oratory, and I hesitate to enter 
a field, even for so brief a time, where between these grand efforts and 
my poor words the comparison will be so striking. 

But, sir, while my speech may be unadorned by figures of fancy and 
tropes of oratory, the city in whose behalf I shall speak presents attraé- 
tions which no tongue can picture and no brush can paint. Beaut 
and grandeur and magnificence fill the eye and delight the po, 
Evidences of nature’s power and greatness and glory rear their 
arousing patriotic pride in the citizen and warning other nations that 
this Union, with her people united in a common bond and their hearts 
beating in common sympathy, is a nation strong enough to maintain 
its rights and brave enough to strike for them. 

Located on the banks of a river which mirrors the scenes of the early 
perils of the English settler and near by the historic precincts of James- 
town and the romantic ground of Pocahontas; close by Yorktown, 
where the glorious strife was ended which gave to us a country and the’ 
oppressed ofevery land a refuge; close by the home of him whose praises 
all lands sing; close by the tomb of him whose name is without stain 
and whose fame is without bounds; almost within sight of the bowers of 
Mount Vernon, to which all feet tend as to a modern Mecca to drink in 
inspirations of duty, patriotism, and self-sacrifice for love of country; 
located in a section whose climate is unsu d in salubrity; whose 
medicinal waters almost rival those of that fabled fountain whose 
conferred immortal youth; whose soil is fertile and makes glad the h 
of the husbandman; whose valleys are carpeted in springtime in nat- 
ure's green, or wave in summer in the sunlight their golden harvests, 
or fill the landscape in autumn with their maturing corn rows and 
sweet-scented hay-stacks; whose hills are dotted över with cattle pre- 
paring for the market, or with the dairy man’s herds, making music with 
the tinkle of their bells; whose forests in their primeval stateliness in- 
vite the woodman’s ax and the lumberman’s saw; whose mountains 
tower high, like grand memorial pillars erected to him who four hun- 
dred years ago made possible the work which has written the name of 
the American Union above all nameson the scroll of nations, and whose 
bowels are filled with iron ore and coal to smelt it sufficient to ran an 
iron belt thrice round the civilized world, and with copper, and man- 
ganese, and all the metals which go to make up the material strength 
and power and greatness of this unsurpassed land; located in a section 
where the furnaces and forges light the heavens by night and becloud 
them by day; where the water-falls hum with machinery and the song 
of the saw, spindle, and loom makes merry the artisan, mechanic, an 
laborer all day long; where the sails of every clime spread their white 
wings upon the glassy waters of its rivers and and bays and upon the 
bosom of old ocean herself and drop the fruits and products of all the 
zones into its lap, and where is heard the shrill whisper of the steam- 
engine with its wheels of lightning traversing every nook and corner 
transporting its passengers and delivering its cargoes—Mr. Speaker, 
need I name the city to which I refer? Sir, it is the city of American 
pride, it is the cynosure of American eyes, it is the idol of American 
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hearts, it is the Capital city of the American ts ae designated by 
Washington, planned by Washington, and named for Washington. 

What greater advantage, what greater attraction can any city offer? 
Its magnificent distances and avenues, its grand parks at every turn, 
its superb drives leading in ev direction, its unrestricted breathing 
space, its ample hotels and boarding-honses, its beauty and grandeur, 
and its location, all point to it as the place at which this great celebra- 
tion should be held. 

But, sir, there is a sentiment, too, which should mark this city as the 
place, and I will say thatsentiment alone actuates me in supporting the 
proposition fora fair. It isnocold business idea that prompts me; it is 
no selfish or sordid desire for pecuniary gain for any city or section that 
guides me. No, it is thesentiment of pride in my country, in its achieve- 
ments, its progress, and its glory that impels me, and I want the old and 
the young to come to this, their Capital, that they may see for themselves 
what a country théy have and return to their homes with their souls 
swelling with national pride and with the inspirations which alone they 
can gather within the precincts where the air is redolent with the per- 
fume of the memories of the men who established this Union and the 
men who step by step have carried # forward until, like Saul among the 
men of Israel, it stands head and shoulders above the rest of the nations 
and tribes of men. 

Tam actuated by the sentiment, too, Mr. Speaker, that in my pride 
I want the people of other lands invited to see the marvelous develop- 
ment of this land. I want the invitation to bé national, and then I 
want the nation to entertain its guests at its own national home, and 
there is but one national home, and that is the national Capital. [Ap- 


plause. 

The APRAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Grmson] is reco for five minutes in the time of the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I can not forbear, in the few 
moments accorded to me, to give expression by my voice, as I shall em- 
phasize by my vote, my preference for the one spot in the United States 
of America which above and beyond all others commends itself as the 
locexity where the exposition of the nation’s development, progress, and 
grandeur should be celebrated. Here in this very city of Washington 
where we now stand, circled by all that exalts and embellishes civil 
life, is the spot where the fair which the world shall be invited to see 
should be held. 

Mr. Speaker, there is something significant in connection with the 
suggestion that this is a world’s fair. It is not a world’s fair; it is 
America’s fair, and should be held upon a division of America grander 
than all the divisions of that name, and in a spot, the Capital of the 
nation, where the Old World shall be invited to see the progress and 
development of the New. Upon the east front of the Capitol there is 
the colossal figure of Columbus, bearing in his outstretched hand the 
New World, which he offers to the Old. What more fitting than that 
in this spot thus symbolized the Old World shall see, upon the invita- 
tion of the New, what the New World has accomplished ? 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Covert] in his remarks, as I 
read them in the RECORD this morning, states that the great objection 
to Washington as the site of the world’s fair is that there is no harbor 
here in which the navies of Spain and Italy, the land of Columbus, 
could anchor. I agree with the gentleman in the idea which he has so 
beautifully suggested, that the navies of these two countries should 
unite with us in the memorial of this event in which those nations 
have so deep and vitalan interest in common with us. 

But let me say to him, if there is not a suitable harbor at Washing- 
ton, there is a harbor almostat her very doors, almost under the shadow 
of this Capitol, in the city of Baltimore, where not alone the navies of 
Italy and Spain may ride at anchor, but where the navies of the world 
may find a sure and safe anchorage. And let me say to him that in 
his boasted New York harbor the guns of Castle Thunder will boom 
forth no more deep-mouthed welcome to our shores than will the guns 
which crown the battlements of that historic point laved by the bil- 
lowy dash of the blue Patapsco, where in times gone by amid the 
rocket’s red glare and bombs bursting in air” the immortal Key gave 
to America, at one and the same time, her birth song and her national 
anthem in The Star Spangled Banner.“ [Applause. ] 

If the gentleman boasts of what New York will present to the won- 
der-awed visitors from a foreign shore in the beautiful statue of Liberty 
Enlightening the World, the result of Bartholdi’s genius, let me say 
to him that far beyond and above that will be the more beautiful, the 
grander and higher idea, not of liberty enlightening the world, but a 
world enlightened by a type of liberty known nowhere else on the face 
of the globe—in the very Goddess of Liberty herself, surmounting the 
grand Dome of this Capitol, a figure of liberty typified by no Phrygian 
cap, the badge of freedmen who once were slaves, but a type of liberty 
symbolized by the head-dress of the Indian princess, commemorating 
forever a class of people with whom Columbus had first contact and 
who havé never been slaves from then until now. [Applause. ] 

One word, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion. Washington by intendment, 
by her historic associations, Washington by her location, Washington 
by her surroundings and environments, by every condition and consid- 
eration that can fire the American heart or kindle American pride, in- 
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vites your action in the selection of a site for the exposition of America’s 
development, America’s progress, America’s grandeur, and America’s 
triumph. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, Iam one of the few, perhaps, in the 
House of Representatives who have not either directly or indirectly 
(except so far as I have an interest in my country) any interest in this 
fair. My people have no city to be boomed by it. They have given 
me no instructions upon it. They wish simply, if it shall be held, to 
contribute to its success by their efforts aud to share in its glory. But 
I haye been a little amused in listening to the different arguments which 
have been made in opposition to holding a world’s fair. My friend from 
Kansas has argued that the country is too poor to have it; that we need 
to appropriate the money to other purposes. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, every man is too poor to make expenditure for any 
luxury or any comfort, almost, if he thinks so. I presume we could all 
lay up more money if we would sell our comfortable dwellings and live 
in tents instead of houses. But, sir, I am one of the men who believe 
that this country celebrates too little, that we have too few holidays, 
that we do too much work and have too little play, that we spend too 
much time in saving the dollars which we leave for somebody else to 
contend and quarrel over after we are dead. 

My other friend over here thinks this money should be reserved to 
pay pensions to the soldiers. Iam sure that no man in this House will 
go further or make greater efforts than I to compensate those brave 
men who went down on the perilous edge of battle to defend their 
country and give us the Government which we have to-day. But let 
me say to my friend that, if this world’s fair shall be held, I believe 
there are no people in this country who will more largely, more ear- 
nestly, or more eagerly participate in itthan the men who carried the 
flag of their country and made it possible for us now to have a world’s 
fair and to float the flag of the nation more proudly in the face of the 
nations of the earth to-day than it ever floated before. 

And let me say further, Mr. Speaker, that the soldiers of the country 
know enough to know that if this world’s fair shall be a success in de- 
veloping and exhibiting to the world the great industries of the nation, 
its great prosperity, the fruits of its industry, and the fortune which to- 
day seems before it, that success, that exhibition, will be a grander 
tribute to the men whose bravery saved the conntry and made all this 
possible than any other tribute you can pay to them, and they will 
so consider it. J 

I do not believe, no matter how honestly or patriotically it may be 
said, that the gallant Union soldiers who survive to-day will thank any 
man for pleading the poverty act for them. They would rather havea 
dollar less in their pockets and be able to see the grand, golden fruits of 
their deeds spread out before the world, as this exhibition can not fail 
to do. [Applause.] 

But we will take care of the soldiers and have the fair, too. The 
country is not too poor to do both. We will keep the Treasury replete 
with money by protecting our industries and the workman's labor, and 
from this repletion pay the Government expenditures even when we 
shall have passed the dependent pension bill, the arrears bill, and 
such other legislation as may be necessary to sustain in their old age 
the country’s gallant defenders, Thus we will bring money to the 
nation’s coffers by giving the people prosperity, and, while we expend 
suficient sums to do justice to the soldier, at a world’s fair we will 
glorify his exploits by exhibiting to all the many peoples who shall 
come here on that grand occasion the magnificent results of his valor, 
and so display, not only the products of American genius and enter- 
prise, but also what has been made possible by American courage. 

And my friend from Texas [Mr. MILIS], whom I am always glad to 
hear, who is always energetic and sometimes even eloquent, and who 
I am sure is patriotic, has discussed almost every question which has 
arisen from my earliest boyhood down to the present time on this prop- 
osition of the world’s fair, [Laughter.] His first objection to it was 
that it was not Jeffersonian. Ihave heard a good deal about the doc- 
trines of Jefferson, and I never heard a man who prided himself on 
being a follower of Jefferson who had anything he wanted to do or any- 
thing he wanted to prevent who did not quote Jefferson. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

If that old patriot and statesman could rise from his grave to-day he 
would wonder at the ten thousand different characters and doctrines 
which are attributed to him. 

TheSPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Thope J will be permitted to continue my remarks 
to show, at least, on which side of the question I am and where T shall 
vote for the location of the world’s fair. [Laughter. ] 

Again my friend argues that Columbus did not discover the North 
American continent. But he discovered America. He was the first to 
conceive the idea that there must be land on this side of the globe to 
balance the eastern hemisphere, and he pursued his conception to demon- 
stration by actual fact. 

He was the first to cross the ocean, and, whatever was done by those 
who came after him, he was the great pioneer of the stormy Atlantic. 
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To his genius, enterprise, intrepid courage, and fortitude is due the 


fact that the American continent is to-day crowned with the bless- 
ings of civilization, indeed, the best and most advanced civilization 
known to mankind; and should the dead rise now no returned soul or 
soul at present living could so justly take pride in the green fields, the 
great industries, the grand cities, the enlightened and beneficent insti- 
tutions, and the happy homes of intelligent, Christian, growing America 
as could Christopher Columbus, whose marvelous discovery has led to 
it all. Let no man attempt to tear a laurel leaf from his brow or di- 
minish the measure of his renown. His memory should dwell ever in 
the pride and affection of Americans. 

But my friend says that the Government has no constitutional right 
to interfere in this matter. Is it an interference for the Government 
to provide for the celebration of the four hundredth anniversary of the 
continent over which it holds jurisdiction and where the people who have 
created and support it have lived and live now? Yes, says my friend, 
it is a constitutional interference with the rights of the people, and so 
the Constitution and Thomas Jefferson ever appear to forbid whatever 
the gentleman thinks should be prevented, and he would let the State 
of New York, or the city of Chicago, or St. Louis celebrate the world’s 
fair. Indeed, is the gentleman so unpatriotic as that? Ido not be- 
lieve he will be when he shall weigh the import of his words. 

When the people of Athens complained to Pericles of the cost of the 
statues and temples with which he is said to have adorned and beauti- 
fied that city more than Rome was so beautified from its foundation to 
the time of Cæsar, he replied, “Then Pericles will pay the bills; but 
the credit shall be ascribed to Pericles, and not to the Athenians,” where- 
upon they resolved at once that the city should incur the expense and 
made no farther complaint. 

Would the gentleman have his countrymen iess patriotic and mag- 
nanimous than this pagan people? Have we less to be proud of? In- 
deed, have we achieved so little in all these four hundred years thatit 
may be all compassed within the limits of one State or city? Are we 
ready to say let New York or Chicago or St. Louis have all the honor 
of celebrating our progress and greatness, if only either one of them will 
foot the bills? No, I am sure the American people are not so poor in 
purse or patriotism as to consent to that. 

A world’s fair should be held in 1892 and it should be entirely ana- 
tional affair, an exhibition by the nation of the fruits of the genius, 
enterprise, courage, and industry to the other civilized nations of the 
earth and to itself, and it should be held at the national Capital. Noth- 
ing could be more undignified, more disgraceful to us as a people than 
to anction this fair off as you would a lot of old furniture at a com- 
mon vendue, inviting three cities to bid against each other for it asa 
means to a local boom. Here at the Capital, where are to be found the 
archives of the nation, its public buildings, its monuments, and the 
statues of its heroic men of the past, let us invite the people of other 
lands to come into the parlor, and not any one of the business rooms 
of the country, where we will gather together fortheir observation and 
instruction, too, the products of the brain and muscle of our people in 
all quarters of our great, diversified, and wonderfully rich domain. 

Here shall the golden grain of the West, the cotton of the South, the 
manufactures of New England, the delicious fruits of our Pacific shores, 
and the commerce of our extensive coast and the Great Lakes be gath- 
ered beside the offerings that come from beyond the sea, and foreigners 
shall learn of usand we of them of the resources of all, while we thus in 
the best way possible celebrate the great discovery of that peerless nay- 
igator whose fame must be as wide as the world so long as human life 
and memory shall endure. 

Out ofall this will grow utilities far exceeding in value itscost. New 
markets will be opened to our industries when they shall have come 
to be better known. A greater respect for our country and its people 
will inate in the minds of those who come here, and a greater 
friendship will grow up between the members of the grand family of 
nations. 

I have no word to say to the detriment of New York or Chicago or St. 
Louis. I admire the enterprise, the public spirit, and the liberal way 
in which they have opened their pockets to secure to themselves re- 
spectively the world’s fair. Indeed, it would be hardly too much to 
say that either of them alone, with the country immediately contrib- 
utory to it, could get up a great world’s fair on its own account, 

But let them come in with us all, and at the Capital, in which we 
are equally interested, make this a great national affair, in which every 
section of the country shall feel that it has a part, where my friend 
from Texas, and my friend from St. Louis, my friend {rom New York, 
and my friend from Chicago may mect and shake hands, all equally 
inspired with patriotic emotions in view of a splendid exhibition of 
their country’s progress and grandeur. 

I haye no fear that the fair will be a financial failure here or else- 
where. We have many more people than we had in 1876, when the 
Centennial was held in Philadelphia, and there are many more stran- 
gers to come here, with better means of transportation. 

Besides, this fair, commemorating as it will the four hundredth anni- 
versary of the discovery of the continent, will keenly touch the pride 
as well as arouse the interest of our people. All will want to make it 
a success, “Thousands will wish to see the Capital of their country 


and take that time to doit. Many thousands of old soldiers will be 
only too glad to come here to see the great exhibition and at the same 
time visit the scenes of theirexploits ofa quarter of a century ago. The 
1 of our countrymen will insure this great fair to be a success. 

t us raise it above the reach of greed and make it national. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houk] for five minutes. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr, Speaker, if I am to speak at all I must request 
auth, s2 I have a very sore throat and can not otherwise talk so aś to 
be heard. 

I take it for granted that we are going to havea world’s fair, althongh 
I have heard of one or two people against it. But it strikes me the busi- 
ness interests of this country, the growing development of the South 
and West, and in fact the entire territorial dominion of the nation, all 
conspire to ask this Congress to provide that there may be a world’s fair 
at which our wondrous wealth, skill, and development may be exhibited. 
While I have thought there could be no logical reason against this exhi- 
bition being provided for, I have at the same time all along felt that to 
have this world’s fair anywhere except at the Capital would take from 
it much of its importance. When France had her world’s fair it was 
in Paris; so of England, it was in-London; and so of the other nations 
of the world—Germany, at Berlin; Austria, at Vienna. 

But it is said that Washington has not the capacity and accommo- 
dation to take care of the enormous number of people who will come 
to visit the world’s fair. Indeed, there may be something in that—a 
little bit. But the mere fact of locating the world’s fair here will of 
itself inspire the enterprise and bring forth the capital necessary to pro- 
vide the accommodations and every facility, including more railroads 
and hotels. Washington is the Capital of this great country of ours. It 
is the center of the political power of this nation. From here go out 
the threads of thought and influence which mold and make national 
policies and give inspiration to the American people. Here and here 
only will a world’s fair have that national significance and importance 
which should attach to it as showing forth the resources and power and 
glory of the American people, Here are the many Government builfl- 
ings, including this beautiful structure in which Congress and the Su- 
preme Court assemble. There may be some sentimentin this. It may 
be to some extent sentimental, but for one and I have not the time 
to go into the reasons in detail I propose to cast my vote to hold this 
fair at the Capital of the nation. {Applause on the floor and in the 
galleries.] I propose to cast my vote for holding it here in sight of the 
most beautiful city on earth. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The galleries will not indulge in applause. 

Mr. HOUK. It has been already said, and truthfully, the Govern- 
ment has already many millions of dollars invested in public buildings. 
There is not a man on this floor or a member of this body whodoes not 
know it will take the expenditure of many millions more in order to 
provide the necessary buildings to meet the demands and wants of this 
greatcountry of ours, Butitseems to me in bringing this fair to Wash- 
ington the matter may be so arranged and conducted that the nation 
will inherit the buildings necessarily constructed for the world’s fair; 
and it will be a permanent investment for the whole country and sup- 
ply needed wants, so that as we walk along the streets we will not be 
ashamed by reason of the condition of some of our public buildings, 
notably the city post- office. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Why not locate the world's fair here, construct permanent buildings 
and dedicate them to the public use throughout all time. It is almost 
a shame that the Capital of the nation should have been so neglected 
in the past as to endanger its aspirations for the honor of being the 
seat of this coming wonderful exposition. [Applause.] 

Give Washington the fair, and thus lay the foundation for a city 
which will represent the United States in all respects, as it dogs now 
politically and socially. LApplause.] 

I have not heard many of the speeches which have been made on this 
subject and do not know what the arguments have been in regard to this 
matter, but I hear it whispered around that we have to appropriate so 
many millions of dollars in order to carry if out if located at Washing- 
ton. Why, Mr. Speaker, has it come to this? Can one of the so-called 
sovereign States of the Union afford to expend $10,000,000 for a world’s 
fair—no reflection on New York—when the forty-two Statesof the Union 
combined can not afford to expend the necessary fund to have a national 
exhibition where all the world can come and see the glory of the coun- 
try and return to say, as the queen of old said to her le—the queen 
who had gone to see the glory of Solomon—that one-half has not been 
told? [Applause 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STEUBLE]. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend at this time to ex- 
press any choice as between the cities competing for the proposed 
world’s fair, although I entertgin and at a later time will express 
such choice. I rise at the request of a friend to bring to the attention 
of the House and the country a very laudable undertaking originated 
by an enterprising Western paper, the Detroit Journal, having in view 
a proper testimonial from the American people to the great and valuable 
services ren this country by that patios and soldier of France, La 
Fayette. It is proposed by this journal, and it is seeking to interest 
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the people of America in the subject, that a suitable subscription shall 
be raised, placed in the hands of a committee to be eee? of gentle- 
men of national repute, which committee shall decide the form of ex- 
pression to be made to the people of France as our testimonial in honor 
of her t son. The moderate contribution suggested for this pur- 
pose is but $1 from each contributor. 

The object, I think, all gentlemen will commend; and I trust that it 
may be the desire of those who hear me to have interest in this project 
extended over the entire country, notwithstanding at this time we have 
prominently before our minds a purpose to honor the name of Columbus, 
for we shonid have room in our thoughts and hearts for the soldier and 

triot who in one of the darkest hours of the Revolutionary struggle 

eft his native land and out of his own private fortune defrayed his 
expenses to this country to aidan oppressed people in a desperate strug- 
gle for the priceless boon of liberty. 

Mr. McCOMAS. You mean La Fayette was the friend of Washing- 
ton? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I mean more than that, I will say to my friend; I 
mean that he was not only the friend of Washington, but he was the 
friend of liberty and a friend of the struggling colonies. If the gentle- 
man from Maryland fora moment doubts this, let him refresh his mind 
by reference to history, and he will soon be convinced that La Fayette’s 
friendship for Washington was not the moving cause of his determined 

rpose to unite his fortunes with the colonists, but thatit was his pro- 

‘ound emotions and far-reaching sympathy for our Revolutionary heroes 
which impelled him in the face of most discouraging opposition to aban- 
don his position and rank at home and chance his future and fame with 
a people little known by him, but who had, within two years prior to 
his embarkation for America, startled the world by their audacious and 
defiance of a power of highest rank and dignity among the na- 
tions of the earth. He will be reminded thata youth of nineteen, hold- 
ing inferior rank in the French Guards, on learning that a struggle for 
liberty was pending in this land, found his heart ‘‘ enrolled in it, and 
to such an extent that no discouragement of friends at home or friendly 
agents of the colonies, no command of hissovereign nor threat of British 
ambassador, was, equal to his restraint. Over and above all these his 
unconquerable spirit rose triumphant, and fitting up a vessel which he 
was compelled to send to another port than that in his own country 
from which he would have chosen to depart on his patriotic voyage, 
we find him—like Columbus—sailing from Spain, in order, if possible, 
to make sure of his voyage against all plans for its defeat, whether of 
his own ruler or that of the enemy of the American colonies. 

Evading the pursuit of the two British cruisers sent to intercept 
him, he landed safely in Georgetown, S. C., and hastened at once to 
Philadelphia. Presenting himself to the Congress, relying confidently 
upon the credentials given him by the colonial agent, Deane, he was 
met with what to him seemed a cool and surprising reception. 

Upon suitable explanation being made to him that Congress could 
not, without injustice to American soldiers, ratify the contract made 
with Deane, and appreciating at once and clearly the situation, this 
young hero and patriot, nothing daunted, bat with noblest self-sacri- 
fice, humbly begged that he might enter the service of the Revolution- 
ists without pay and as a volunteer. 

Is it any wonder that Congress was profoundly impressed with his 
devotion to their cause, with the great sacrifices he had made in order 
to serve it, and that a resolution was at once passed accepting his serv- 
ices and declaring ‘‘that, in consideration of his zeal, illustrious fam- 
ily and connections, he have the rank and commission of major-general 
of the United States?“ 

The next day La Fayette and Washington met, and then began the 
ardent attachment which the gentleman from Maryland appears to re- 
gard,the occasion of his first and later interest in American affairs. 

But, as will be readily seen, no personal attachment for the great 
leader and commander of the colonial forces, however profound and 
meritorious it afterwards became, was the motive that first awakened 
in the breast of the young guardsman a determination to seek alliance 
with the forces in which Washington became the most notable figure. 
Pure, intense, and unconquerable interest in the cause of an oppressed 
and noble people, whose inspiring manhood, as evinced in their defi- 
ance of an unholy and contemptible tyrant, appealed irresistibly to 
La Fayette’s young spirit, was the sole impelling force which aroused 
and led him over all obstacles to seek the shores of America and the 
dangers of active military service in the army of a poor but heroic and 
invincible foe to British oppression. : 

His faithful and valuable services need not be recounted; they areas 
familiar as the events of which they were so important a part. While 
it is true that in years after, on his return to this country, he was over- 
whelmed with popular love and applause, and on the part of the Federal 
Government substantial acknowledgment was made of his personal and 
military assistance to the colonial arms by the grant of money and land, 
yet it may well be considered, on behalf of the vast body of our common 
citizenship now enjoying the great blessings of civil liberty, and en- 
gaged as we now are in celebrating historic events, that an appropriate 
occasion exists for a popular testimonial in the form of a monument, 
suitable in conception and lasting as granite, in memory of one whose 
heart and life were, in a momentous period of our history, most poten- 


tial in a struggle the result of which made it possible for this Repub- 
lic to have being. — 

More than one hundred years have passed since La Fayetto sailed 
from Spain to greet America’s noble yeomanry then in conflict of arms 
with a proud, imperious foe. Astounding changes in old and new 
countries have followed close upon the flight of time. Monarchies have 
crumbled and fallen and others still are crumbling under the power of 
the people, who can not always be enslaved. Instead of Louis XVI, 
instead of the marvelous genius of Napoleon, instead of hated monarchy 
in the land of La Fayette, we see a splendid Republic fashioned largely 
after ourown. Without kinship of tongue, of customs, or of manners 
we behold a people through all the years of our national history friendly 
to our country, its institutions, its fame, and its destiny;and hand in 
hand, though ocean wide may intervene, we onward march in splendid 
illustration of the capacity of intelligent men to rule themselves and 
maintain freedom in largest measure. 

Within a few years France at the hands of certain of her liberty-loy- 
ing citizens has placed in prominent permanance in the harbor of our 
chief metropolis a most significant and complimentary figure, the statue 
of Liberty Enlightening the World. No reciprocal expression has since 
been made by the people of America. Shall it be forgotten that this 
liberty that doth so enlighten the world was in great part achieved 
by the assistance of a patriot of France, whose illustrious example has 
never yet been re ized and commemorated by any testimonia! direct 
from the hearts of the liberty-loving people of the land he loved and 
so greatly served? Sir, I do not believe it, butrather, when the appeal 
shall be made to our people, whether in the form in which it is now 
proposed by the disinterested gentlemen in a Western State or in some 
other, from city and town, from village, hamlet, and prairie will go up 
a response that will be heard the wide world round” in honor of France 
and herillustrious, patriot son. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the choice of a site 
for the exposition of 1892 should be governed by the character we pro- 
pose to give to the exposition itself. At intervals during the past four- 
teen years we have had a series of centennials which have commemo- 
rated, each at its appropriate place and each with its appropriate ex- 
ercises, the chief steps in the founding of the Republic. 

The past history of any people is largely the strength and the true 
wealth of that people, and these successive celebrations have had an 
influence for good that it is scarcely possible to overrate. Coming soon 
after the close of a gigantic civil war, when the feeling of sectional 
hostility still rankled in the hearts of the combatants, they were espe- 
cially timely and wholesome, because they turned both sides from nurs- 
ing their estrangement to the reverent and enthusiastic celebration of 
deeds and of men whose glory and whose achievements were the com- 
mon and the equal inheritance of all. They restored, as nothing else 
could have restored, the just historic perspective, and, happily recall- 
ing the immense contribution of the vanquished States to the fabric of 
our freedom, they tempered and chastened the pride of the one section 
while they rekindled the national patriotism and exalted the sense of 
citizenship of the other. 

The event we now propose to celebrate is of a different order. It is in 
no sense our own peculiar or national possession. We share the glories 
that cluster about it and the beneficent influences that flow from it 
with all the nations of the New World and with some of the nations of 
the Old World. It is not an epoch in the history of the United States; 
it is not an epoch in the history of America; it is a great and unsur- 
passed epoch in the history of mankind. No nation has as yet at- 
tempted to celebrate so capital an event in human history as this. It 
demands, therefore, either that we shall pass it by in decent silence or 
that we shall observe itina manner and upon a scale commensurate 
with its historic dignity. 

We do not rise to that dignity, Mr. Speaker, if we seek to give to the 
commercial idea the sole or the chief prominence. The greatest things 
which the New World offers to the Old are not the things that we see; 
not our teeming population, swarming from sea to sea; not our agri- 
culture, or commerce, or manufactures, or arts, or inventions; not our 
chief city on the eastern seaboard, whose crowded streets I trod a few 
months since, returning from a foreign land, with almost the affection 
I feel for the paths of my village home; not the rival queens of the 
Mississippi Valley; not our railroads, or any of the items of our ma- 
terial wealth, abundant as it may be and constantly gushing forth from 
new and unsuspected fountains. All these we share with the other 
great nations of the earth, though, perhaps, we outstrip them from our 
happier environment, 

To all these let us give ample and fitting display; but greater fruits 
than these can the New World offer tothe Old. Weoffer them, sir, for 
the first time in human history, the spectacle of a great nation, if not 
already, destined soon to become, the greatest of all nations, built upon 
the corner-stone of equal citizenship; a people of freemen; free speech 
and a free press; where property is safe and order is preserved, not un- 
der the menace of power and by standing armies, but by the happy and 
indissoluble union of order with liberty; a land where religion and the 
blessed charities it fosters flourish in unwonted vigor, not buttressed 
by a church establishment, but founded in freedom of conscience; all 
these are our own peculiar products, and all these things, not less than 
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our material and visible wealth, we must show forthif we are to make 
the exposition of 1892 such as its historic dignity requires it to be. 

In a word, we must make it an exposition not only of our agricult- 
ure, our manufactures, our commerce, of the arts of war and peace, 
of science, invention, and the liberal arts, but of education, of social 
economy, of national, State, and municipal government, of history and 
literature, of our freedom in all its manifestations, of the abounding 
fruits of our unconstrained philanthropy, and of our free and untram- 
meled religion. 

And such an exposition, Mr. Speaker, I need hardly argue, can not 
be committed to any municipality of this country, however great it 
may be, or to the control of any private corporation, no matter how ex- 
cellent the individuals that compose it, It can be fittingly carried on 
only under the auspices of the greatest and the freest nation of the 
Western World, and by that National Government which is the in- 
strumentality by which we secure to ourselves these especial blessings. 
[Applause] NT 

Any other patronage would fall below the historic dignity of the 
event. And, sir, if the exposition is to have the patronage and the re- 
sponsibility before the world of the National Government, it can be 
successfully held only at the seat and Capital of that Government. [Ap- 
plause in the House and in the galleries. } 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think it necessary in closing this debate that 
I should enumerate in detail the reasons for this opinion. It seems to 
me, upon a deliberate survey of the claims of the different cities, that 
the city of Washington presents advantages that none of the rest can 
present. In the first place, sir, no man will doubt that there are here 
ample facilities of every kind for the transportation, for the entertain- 
ment, and for the proper conduct of any exposition, no matter upon 
what scale of magnificence we may choose to establish it. 

Here the Government itself owns the land upon which the exposition 
can take place. Here the Government itself is to-day in sore need of 
the buildings that would be required for the exposition. Here is a 
city not given to trade and commerce, with ample streets and avenues 
that are never choked by business, but that were specially designed for 
great pageants and great throngs of visitors from this and other lands, 
Here along the Potomac, whose waters will add to the success as they 
will tothe enjoyment of such an exposition, is the Government site for 
its location, easily accessible to all the multitudes of people that shall 
visit it. Here the Government has its stores of accumulated historic, 
scientific material, without which any exposition of this character would 
not be what it should be. And, sir, we present to the American peo- 

.ple and to their Representatives in this House a financial scheme that 
is not obnoxious to any of the constitutional objections raised by my 
friend from Texas [Mr. MILLS]; a financial scheme that is clear and 
explicit, that does not impose upon any locality or any individual bur- 
dens that might be unwillingly borne; a financial scheme that will in- 
sure the success of this exposition upon the large and grand scale ap- 
propriate to it, and at the same time will cost the Government eventu- 
ally no more than it will cost to have the exposition anywhere else in 
this country. 

And now, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, we have, in the project and in the 
bill proposed for the city of Washington, done that which has given infi- 
nite trouble if ĩt has been successfully done at all in other cases. We have 
entirely exorcised the spirit of politics and partisanship. We assure 
you that the control of this exposition will not be in the interest of any 
political party, not in the interest of any man, or city, or section, but 
in the 518 of all the people of all the States of this country. [Ap- 
plause. 

Locate your exposition here, and there will be no hear#burnings 
among the other competitors, Not one of the great commercial cities 
will feel either that its interests are harmed, its prestige or growth re- 
tarded, or its business impaired by the location of the exposition at the 
United States Capital, each in turn contributing to mäke it what it 
ought to be. And, sir, every citizen of this land,wherever he may be, 
can have the assurance that a great exposition, worthily setting forth 
the glory of his country as the leader of civilization and the leader of 
freedom in all the world, is being carried on in such a way as will bring 
no harm or injury, but, on the contrary, credit and power to all sections, 
to all individuals, to all States, and to all parties. [Loud applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I will give that to anybody that 
wants it, 

Mr, SPINOLA., Give it to me. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Ah, I am afraid of you, general. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I thank the gentleman for the time, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Ireserveit, Mr. Speaker. [Laugh- 


ter.] 
Mr. HATCH. I yield ten minutes of my time to my colleague from 
Missouri [Mr. FRANK]. f 


Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, the friends and advocates of St. Louis 


are clamoring for time, but the wishes of the far West have not yet 
been heard, and I now yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
TARPEESI 

Mr. VANDEVER, Mr. Speaker, the propriety of holding a world’s 
fair on the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America, in 


commemoration of that event, should not be disputed by any Ameri- 


The sudden revelation of a new continent, through the genius of 


Christopher Columbus, was astartling eyent that aroused the world to 
a new life, and which, in effect, turned the current of human affairs 
against the Saracen, who, at that time, was the most powerful monarch 
of Europe, and who had but recently crossed the Bosporus and raised 
the crescent above the cross upon the towers of Constantinople. 

The short time allotted me will not permit a review of the events 
that followed. It is enough that we behold the results in the develop- 
ment of a republican empire in the West that far surpasses the splendor 
and the power of the most renowned empires of the East. 

Mr. Speaker, the question now before this House is, Where shall the 
fair be held—at New York, at Chicago, at St. Louis, or at Washington 
City, the Capital of this nation? New York City is the principal gate- 
way by which the commerce of a vast region enters and departs. She 
is opulent and great. The merchant princes of the land reside there, 
who say to us, Give us the world’s fair and we will foot the bills 
without expense to the Government.“ Mr. Speaker, if the motive of 
those who hear me is to make money out of the world’s fair, ten call 
for bids, and let it go to the city that will pay the most for the privi- 
lege of having it. 

He who steps first on the American shore at New York City and be- 
holds the evidence of wealth, of commerce, of trade, and of the manu- 
factures of that great metropolis will want to see something of the 
great country from which it draws its prosperity. And should he ad- 
vance to the head of eastern navigation at Chicago and behold another 
great metropolis of over a million population, he will wonder still 
more, and desire to explore the prolific region from which this wealth 
and this prosperity is drawn. He will not pause until he hasdescended 
inte the valley of the Mississippi beyond, and there he will discover 
the source and fountain of the p ity of Chicago, of New York, and 
of all the cities on the Atlantic seaboard, and will soon discern that 
St. Louis is the head center of it all. 

St. Louis, seated on the western bank of the Father of Waters, with 
St. Paul and Minneapolis above and New Orleans below, Omaha and 
Kansas City, its suburbs, and other great centers of prosperity, whose 
combined population and resources su: the aggregate of New 
York and Chicago and perhaps all the East! Why, Mr. Speaker, the 
Mississippi River is an inland sea, so called by Mr. Calhoun nearly half 
a century ago. It has 15,000 miles of shore-line, including all its 
branches. You ascend from St. Louis a thousand miles to the Falls of 
St. Anthony, where are located the largest flour mills in the world, in 
the midst of wheat fields of unsurpassed fertility and of boundless ex- 
tent; you ascend the Missouri River from St. Louis 4,000 miles by 
steamer to Fort Benton, in Montana; you descend 1,200 miles to the 
Gulf of Mexico; you ascend the Ohio River 1,000 miles to Pittsburgh 
and pass cities of renown at almost every bend. 

The bosoms of these rivers float commerce of untold extent. You 
take rail at St. Louis to the City of Mexico, to New York City, to San 
Francisco, and to almost every hamlet as well as city of this great em- 
pire of the Western Continent, The commerce of this vast valley ex- 
ceeds tenfold the foreign commerce of New York City, and its varied 
industries and manufactures exceed in value and variety those of all 
the balance of the country, The empire of the West is in the valley 
of the Mississippi, and St. Louis is its central point, and that is where 
the world’s fair should be held, at the confluence of four great rivers, 
the like of which is to be found nowhere else on the face of the 

lobe. 
N The next centennial of the discovery of America will be held in Cal- 
ifornia, and I advocate St. Louis now for the reasons above stated, and 
for the further reason that it is the nearest to California of any point 
proposed for the world’s fair. 

DeWitt Clinton is an honored name, of which the State of New York 
and the country are justly proud. The great achievement of his life 
was securing cheap water communication between the West and New 
York City. No less entitled to credit and to grateful remembrance is 
the name of James B. Eads, of St. Louis, who conceived a plan and 
executed it of deepening the navigable channel at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, so that as large ships can enter there as any that en- 
ter the harbor of New York. 

The discoverer of America and the adventurous explorers who fol- 
lowed after him penetrated the then wilderness to the Mississippi River 
and to the California coast a century or more before the Pilgrims 
landed at Plymouth Rock, and before the settlement at Manhattan 
Island, and before Penn led his peace-loving companions to the banks 
of the Delaware. They were of the Latin-speaking peoples of South- 
ern Europe, and gaye names to the rivers, headlands, and bays they 
discovered. Their descendants are found from one end of the Missis- 
sippi Valley to the other, and all over California and in New Mexico 
and other Territories. At St. Louis the traditions of the past, of Pil- 
grim Fathers and of Spanish explorers, are cherished and are associated 
with the land. Nowhere else on the continent do such grounds for 
fraternity and friendliness exist between men of different origins, of 
different sections, but of oneness in national pride, as at St. Louis, and 
that is where the fair should be held. [Applause.] 
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Mr. HATCH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr, CARLISLE. Mr, Speaker, I thank my friend from Missouri 
for the time he has yielded me, though I shall, perhaps, not occupy 
half of it. It is too late to attempt to say anything new upon the sub- 
ject under discussion, and I rise, therefore, only for the purpose of re- 
stating, in as few words as possible, and emphasizing the two consid- 
erations which will influence my vote in the matter. 

If local interests alone wére to be consulted I would have great dif- 
ficulty in determining how to cast my vote, because each one of the 
four cities represented in this debate is certainly worthy of the honor 
for which they all are contending. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this is not a local question, and it ought not to be 
a sectional one. The purpose of the exposition which it is proposed to 
hold in 1892, as I understand it, is not only to afford to our visitors from 
abroad an apportunity to witness an exhibition of our wonderful agri- 
cultural, manufactured, and other products, but also to enable them 
to see and to realize the vast extent and marvelous development of the 

t country in which we live. There are smaller countries upon the 
globe which surpass us in the beauty and value of their works of art, 
and there are others which rival us at least in the variety and quality 
of their manufactures and in the perfection of their agricultural prod- 
ucts. 

But there are none that can be compared to usin the intelligence, 
the perseverance, and the courage which in the short space of one hun- 
dred years have carried the very highest type of Anglo-Saxon civiliza- 
tion across the Alleghanies, across the Ohio and the Mississippi, and 
covered the plains of the great West with magnificent farms and popu- 
lous cities and towns. We want to exhibit our country and the in- 
comparable people who found it a wilderness and have made it a garden. 
. f ; 

We want our visitors to see our great mountains, our mighty rivers, 
and our wide prairies. We do not want them to stop at the door, but 
we want them to come and see us as we are at our homes. [Applause. ] 
New York is a great city and we are all proud of it, but there are great 
cities in other parts of the world, while there is nowhere such a coun- 
try as our visitors will see if they come to the interior. If our terri- 
torial area were small, as that of England or France, and we had only 
one great city substantially representing the characteristics of our peo- 
pi, the propriety of holding the exposition in that city would not be 

isputed. But such is not the case here. We have more than 3,000,000 
square miles of territory, containing many large cities, each one having 
characteristics peculiar to itself. We have a variety of soil, of climate, 
and production which can not be appreciated by a visitor who stops at 
the seaboard. 

But, Mr. Speaker, our own people, looking alone to their own in- 
terests and convenience, have a right to demand that this great expo- 
sition, if one is held, shall be located at a place as near the geographical 
center of the country as can be found. 

Why shall the people of the far West and the Southwest be com- 
pelled to travel or to ship their exhibits across the continent in order to 
reach the exposition when it can be held in a more convenient place 
without injustice to anybody? The city of St. Louis is nearer the 
geographical center than any othercity mentioned in this debate, and the 
city of Chicago is next. For my part, I will vote for St, Louis as the 
location of this fair [applause], and, if it turns out that it can not go 
there, I will vote for Chicago. [Applause. ] 

Let the people of the North and the South and the East and the 
West meet upon the banks of the Mississippi, in the very heart of this 
new continent, and there, remembering the perils and glories of the 
past, but forgetting its strifes and dissensions, let them celebrate that 
great discovery which resulted in establishing homes for millions ot 
free and prosperons people. 

I have said this much, Mr. Speaker, npon the supposition thatan ex- 
position is to be held under the auspices of the Government of the 
United States; but it would be uncandid not to say, while I have the 
floor, that neither of the bills submitted by the committee meets my 
approval. I deny the authority of Congress to create a corporation ex- 
cept in the District of Columbia or the Territories for this purpose, or 
for any other purpose not directly connected with the administration 
of publie affairs. The limitation placed upon the power of Congress 
in this respect by the reasoning of the Supreme Court in more than one 
ease is conclusive, in my opinion, and I can not vote for any bill which 
contains such a provision. And it is altogether unnecessary. 

Any State in the Union whose people desire to have this exposition 
held within its limits can incorporate an organization to carry it on. 
Nor can I vote for an appropriation of $1,500,000 to defray the expense 
of a Government exhibit. Such an appropriation, in my judgment, is 
in the very highest degree unreasonable and extravagant. The money 
can not be expended withont the grossest waste or incompetency, un- 
less the Government proposes to erect costly and permanent buildings 
to be hereafter donated to the city in which the exposition is held; and 
to that Iam opposed. But I desire to say that if a proper bill is pre- 
sented containing a reasonable provision for the Government exhibit, I 
ex to support it. Beyond that Iam not prepared togo. [Applause.] 

. HATCH, I now yield five minutes to my colleague, Mr. KINSEY. 


1 


Mr. KINSEY. Mr. Speaker, I assume that the people of this coun- 
try approve the proposition to commemorate the discovery of America 


by Columbus sn tially as pointed out in the bills now before the 
House, and that they will heartily unite in making the proposed expo- 
sition of 1892 worthy of the grand event which it is designed to cele- 
brate. Whatever remarks I may submit, therefore, upon this occasion 
will bear upon the question of location. The patriotic sentiment of 
this country will not tolerate the selection of a site for reasous that 
appeal only to the desire of the great competing cities to aggrandize 
themselves. They all stand ready to welcome in 1892 the stranger of 
this and other lands within their gates. 

None of them, however, are unmindful of the rich commercial har- 
vest to be gleaned by a favorable location, and like them the Vast sys- 
tenis of railways radiating from each have entered the lists and with 
an iron grasp are endeavoring to lay hold of this prize. Such ambition 
for supremacy is laudable; such enterprise superb; both are distinctly 
American, but neither is far enough removed from the influence of 
local and selfish purposes to safely guide us to a right conclusion in this 
matter. Mr. Speaker, if we are to celebrate this memorable event in 
the world’s history at all, if we are to pay a just tribute to the grand 
and intrepid genius of Columbus, let it not be upon a plane that is sug- 
gestive of a selfish motive, but rather upon one that is creditable to 
the patriotism, the gratitude, and the honor of America, 

We propose to celebrate the magnificent progress of human liberty, 
civilization, and art which radiates over the western world from the 
place where Columbus landed on October 12, 1492. At what point of 
vantage shall we meet, and, looking back over the world’s history of four 
centuries, pay a just tribute to the world’s greatest discoverer and hom- 
age to the divine Providence which led him safely across the trackless 
ocean to our shores? In inviting the considerate attention of this House 
to the city of St. Louis as a proper and fitting place at which to hold 
this proposed exposition, I beg your indulgence for a few moments un- 
til I endeavor to state some of the reasons why, in my judgment, the 
world's fair should be held at that point. 

The greatest thing which this country has to exhibit is the country 
itself. The territory of the United States is so vast, its development 
of such stupendous and varied character, that our own people, Mr. 
Speaker, do not know it as they should. For this reason, if for none 
other, it seems tome that we should select a site which will enable our 
people in traveling to and from it to see and know their own country bet- 
ter than they now knowit. Furthermore, we should select a represent- 
ative city, and by that I mean a city that contains in its population rep- 
resentatives of all sections of the country, North, South, East, and West. 
You will find that nowhere as you find it at St. Louis. New England will 
meet among our citizens sons and daughters who have brought to us her 
culture, her education, and her energy, and all else that has made her 
great. The Northand the West have sent to us their favorite sons, who 
to-day are the merchant princes of the great metropolis of the Mississippi 
Valley. From the South has come the flower of that country. No- 
where have the asperities of that gloomy period of our history of thirty 
years ago been so completely obliterated as in the city of St. Louis. It 
is there that the blue and gray have indeed joined hands; they have 
beaten their swords into plowshares, their spears into prnning-hooks,’’ 
and are rivals now only in the arts of peace. So that to-day there is 
in the people of the city of St. Louis all that is good, all that is grand, 
that is great, and that is representative of the people of the whole 
United States. 

A quarter of a century ago we were on the border line of the great 
controversy which had just been raging between the North and South. 
While Ne York and Chicago were reaping a great harvest of commer- 
cial wealth, St. Louis was emerging from the wreck and ruin that was 
incident to the civil war. Coming out of that baptism of blood, her 
progress has been no less phenomenal, no less stable, no less wonderful 
than that of any*other on the western continent. Her people are gen- 
erous and hospitable to a fault. Accustomed year after year to enter- 
taining vast numbers of strangers, she to-day stands waiting with out- 
stretched hands to welcome the people of this and other lands in 1892. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another feature of this proposed celebration 
that has been entirely overlooked. Columbus was one of the grandest 
charactersof the Latin race. Our sister republics of Central and South 
America are equally indebted to him with ourselves, and we hope that 
they, too, will join with us incommemorating his test discovery. If 
we are tocelebrate, therefore, in a fitting manner this event is it not proper 
that we should pay some attention to him and tothem? It was nearly 
a century before the Pilgrim Fathers landed on the stern and rock- 
bound coast of New England that De Soto, completing the work which 
Columbus began, penetrated that wilderness which is nowa part of the 
great empire west of the Mississippi Valley. In his last voyage he 
visited what is now the State of Missouri. 

What more fitting soil, therefore, could be found on which to locate 
this grand exposition than that which was discovered by DeSoto? It 
was more than one hundred years before Marquette and Joliet traversed 
the wilds of the great Northwest that the Spaniards penetrated to the 
spot where we now ask you to celebrate the discovery of the New World. 
My colleague from Missouri alluded on yesterday to the fact that Mis- 
souri was part of the Louisiana Purchase, a territory which was under 
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the dominion of Spain and France in turn and which now contains the 
descendants of those intrepid, venturesome pecile- We ask you to 
come to their land, the followers of the t discoverer himself, to the 
land of the mound-builders who preceded them, leaving nothing but 
the remnants of their civilization behind. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that St. Lonis, not because she hopes to reap 
a benefit from this project, but because she contains in herself all the 
elements of American progress and civilization, because she is repre- 
sentative of the whole country, because she is located on the very spot 
which witnessed some of the early discoveries in this country, because 
she is able and willing to take care of this project and handle it with 
credit to the Government and herself, invites you within her hospita- 
ble gates. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. O’Nearr]. 

Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the constituency whose 
partiality allows me the privilege of representing them upon the floor 
of this House are an old-fashioned Democratic constituency who believe 
in economy in governmental expenditures, in the least restraints, the 
fewest impositions, and the broadest liberty consistent with good gov- 
ernment. I do not profess to be able to represent them with ability in 
these deliberations. I do desire, however, to represent them with the 
utmost fidelity to their interests and desires. I do not know that I 
shall be able to voice their sentiments in this debate in relation toa 
** world’s fair or no world’s fair.“ I believe, however. that they will 
re a reasonable appropriation if hedged about with proper safe- 
guar 

I feel quite sure, if a world’s fair is to be held, they would favor its 
location at the city of St. Louis. That great and growing city is nearer 
and more easy of access to them than either of the other cities compet- 
ing for the prize. Hence, for me to favor any other could hardly be ex- 
pected. But, Mr. Speaker, aside from any personal feelings of my own, 
aside from any interest which Í feel that my constituents have in this 

` matter, the great business interests of the country fix St. Louis aa the 
proper place. The present capabilities of the country and those por- 
tions thereof most susceptible to stimulated progress demand St. Louis 
as the location. 

Suppose we take an account of our present condition and paint with 
fidelity to nature a picture of the near future. What will follow? 
Sixty-five per cent. of our territorial area lies west of the Mississippi 
River, to say nothing of the far-off Alaska. Fastis our population grav- 
itating trans-Mississippiward. Where was the center of population 
in 1880? In latitude 39° 4’ 8“ north and 84° 397 40“ west longi- 
tude, about two and a half miles gonth and nine miles west of the 
observatory at Cincinnati, Ohio, one mile south of the Ohio River, 
in the district represented upon this floor with such distinguished 
ability by Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, late Speaker of the Fiftieth Con- 

Where is it now? Marching westward in a direct line to St. 

uis. In less than a twelvemonth after the census of 1880 that 
center crossed the Ohio River and found a lodgment on Hoosier soil, 
in the district represented with such eminent satisfaction to his con- 
stituents by my worthy colleague, Hon. W. S. HOLMAN. It is march- 
ing west through his district, if indeed it has not made its way to the 
home of Democracy, in the district whence comes a man whose force as 
a logical debater and whose voice and power as a most gifted orator 
will one of these days reverberate through the galleries to the delight of 
his friends and the discomfiture of his enemies, Hon. JASON B. BROWN. 

Westward still it will speed its way—if to the right or to the left of 
my own Indiana home (Washington, Ind.), not to exceed 10 miles the 
one way or the other—onward toward St. Louis, nearer, and nearer, 
and nearer. During the decade now ending it has progressed toward 
Chicago, but more rapidly toward St. Louis; for every mile nearer Chicago 
more than 2 miles nearer St. Louis. This disproportion will increasein 
St. Louis's favorand to Chicago’s cost until it crosses the Wabash River, 
that washes the western limits of the district for whose people I speak 
to-day. ‘The Wabash is a navigable tributary to the great Mississippi 
system of water ways. When it leaves the western bank of that river 
it will still be headed toward St Louis, but will begin to turn tail 


upon Chicago, And the day will come when it will reach that great. 


river, by our people so proudly spoken of as the Father of Waters,’! 
and when it does it will be near the eity of St. Louis. 

Let us, if you please, consider our territorial area and the distribu- 
tion of our population with reference to the drainage basins, the con- 
figuration of our country, and what do we find? Let the deductions 
be drawn from the census of 1880. (See Compendium of Census of 1880, 
volume 1, pages Sand 9.) Take the New England States, the Middle 
Atlantic States, the South Atlantic States, the lake region country that 
drains down the St. Lawrence, and the States draining into the Gulf of 
Mexico east of the Mississippi River, and what is the territorial area of 
all this partof our aggregation of States? Six hundred and thirty-four 
thousand seven hundred and sixty-three square miles,29.13 per cent. 
of the territory included within the thirty-five States existing in 1880 
east of the Rocky Mountains. And what was the population of these 
square miles of territory? Twenty-five million five hundred and sixty- 
two thousand eight hundred and twenty-four, 52.44 per cent. of the 
population of these thirty-five States. 


What is the territorial area of the great valley drained by the Mis- 
sissippi and its tributaries—that territory whence come our great 
agricultural wealth and products, a territory inhabited by a people 
who have too few champions in these Halls of legislation—what is 
the territorial area of this great basin? One million two hundred and 
forty thousand and thirty-nine square miles, 56.93 per cent. of the total 
area of the thirty-five States. And what was the population on this 
basin, not now, but away back in 1880? Twenty-one million eight 
hundred and twenty-one thousand two hundred and fifty-four, 54.83 
per cent. of the population of said thirty-five States. 

Add to this the territory lying west of the Mississippi. drained into 
the Gulf by the Brazos, the Sabine, the Colorado, the Nueces, the San 
Antonio, the Rio Grande, and other rivers, a territory more tributary 
to St. Louis than to either of the other cities, and embracing 303,000 
square miles of territory, or 13.84 per cent. of the domain included 
within those thirty-five States, and containing a population of 1,333,216, 
or 2.73 per cent. of the population of said States. Including within 
the Mississippi basin and the basins draining into the Gulf west of the 
Mississippi, 1,543,447 square miles, or 70.87 per cent. of the territory 
circumscribed by the limits of the thirty-five States, and holding within 
ample folds 23,154,469 people, or 47.56 per cent. of the population of 
the States named, Remember this was in 1880. Since then our pop- 
ulation has been drifting west. Remember this included only thirty- 
five States. It did not include California, Oregon, or Nevada, or any 
of the Territories out of which since that time four new States have 
been made. It did not include the Indian Territory, New Mexico, Ari- 
zona, Utah, Wyoming, or Idaho. j 

Consider the increased population west; consider the population of 
California, Nevada, Oregon, and the new States and Territories, and 
who will say that St: Louis is not the place? Could we but make a 
calculation based upon the growth of the country as it will be shown 
by the census soon to be taken, how much stronger would these reasons 
appear—St. Lonis, 2,000 miles from the Pacific; only about 1,000 miles 
from New York; midway between the Gulf and Canada; a good feed- 
ing and watering station for those traveling from north to south and 
from south to north; a good place to rest for those journeying from the 
East to the West or from the West to the East; surrounded by a country 
susceptible of vast p 

If we are to hold the world’s fair from mere motives of sentiment 
and patriotic pride, then hold it at Washington City, the Federal Cap- 
ital. If we are to hold it that Wall street may fatten at the expense 
of our constituency, then hold it at New York. If we are to hold it 
that the grain gamblers and the beef combines may oppress our agri- 
cultural toilers, take it to Chicago. If we are to hold it to benefit the 
great interests of our people, to advertise our resources, stimulate our 
industries, show the Old World our whole country, and give an op- 
porma to the overcrowded sickly populations of the tern sea- 

board to come out West and inhale a little of God’s invigorating at- 
mosphere, give us St. Louis. There it will be the greata benefit to 
the greatest number, the greatest benefit to the widest area of terri- 


tory. 

It will only be the wealthy of foreign countries who will come to see 
us, and they will come as readily to St. Louis as to either of the other 
cities, They will have farther to go and will consequently leave more 
change behind them. St. Louis has a better mixture of Eastern blood 
and of Western blood, of Northern blood and of Southern blood; a 
small cent., but sufficiently large to leaven the whole lamp, of the 
Celt, the Teuton, and the Briton; has a more conservative and cosmo- 
politan people; have more fully divested themselves of the feelings and 
prejudices incident to the late unpleasantness; the lion and lamb have 


lain down nearer together, and that is therefore the territory upon 


which we can best all compromise. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

Mr. HATCH. I yield tomy colleague from Missouri [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, a stranger here, ignorant 
of the fact that the American Republic had ontstripped in material 
development the older civilization of the world, in ignorance that 
a small colony founded on the Atlantic seaboard has, in a compara- 
tively brief period, grown into a population of more than 60,000,000, 
and from a narrow strip of sterile soil has expanded for3,000 miles from 
sea tosea, would naturally conclude after listening to the fervid oratory 
of gentlemen upon this floor who afivocate the location of the world’s fair 
east of the Alleghanies that the great West was still almost in a state of 
nature; that the Indian still pursued the buifalo along the waters of the 
Missouri and through the Great American Desert, and that the com- 
merce of the Mississippi and its tributaries was still carried on by 
means of the batteaux of the voyageur, as in the days of Lewis and 
Clarke. Those gentlemenin their zeal seem to forget that the star of 
empire has long since passed the Blue Ridge and now is fixed in the 
sky that spans the great valley of the Mississippi. 

There, to-day, Mr. Speaker, is the seat of empire upon this conti- 
nent, From that quarter of the country shall go forth in the fature 
the dominating influences which shall control the destinies of the Re- 
public henceforth and forever, 

The sooner our friends from the upper Atlantic States recognize the 
great change in population, wealth, material development, and political 
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power the better. The proud boast of the old Roman of the Cæsars 
was that all roads led to Rome. At one time this was the case with 
New York in this country. It is no longer true, Asan American 
citizen I am proud of our greatest city; but permit me, sir, to ask 
whence come the forces that upbuild and maintain our great metrop- 
olis? From the Atlantic seaboard? No, sir; they come from the 
country west of the Alleghanies, from the great West, from the valley 
of the Father of Waters, in the heart of which sits enthroned like a 
queen its great commercial center, the fair city of St. Louis. 

Our friends who advocate the location of the fair here in the Eastern 
part of the country Jay great stress upon the fact that it is to be an in- 
ternational fair, and we should therefore locate it most convenient to 
the foreigner. 

Though the fair will be opened to the competition of the world, yet 
its main purpose will be to display the products of American genius 
and industry. And while the American people will open wide their 
hospitable arms to receive those from foreign lands who shall come for 
purposes of competition or merely as visitors, yet it is folly to ignore 
the fact that their attendance will play a very insignificant part in the 
success of the fair; hence, the convenience of our own people should 
be the prime consideration in its location. 

No one willdeny that, all things being equal as to facilities for cheap 
and rapid transit, the center of the country must necessarily be more 
accessible to the masses than its outer edge. And now, Mr. Speaker, 
let us examine fora few moments the claims of the rival cities as to this 
point, I hold in my hand a map of the country east of the Rocky 
Mountains, showing three 500-mile circles drawn with New York, 
Chicago, and St. Louis as their centers. 

According to the census of 1880 the population within the St. Louis 
circle was 3,720,956 greater than New York, 2,039,490 than Chicago, 
and according to the estimates recently published in Eastern papers, 
based upon the increase of population within the last ten years, St. 
Louis has now 3,154,126 more of population within her circle than Chi- 
cago and 6,199,298 more than New York. Within the same lines New 
York has 34,369 miles of railroad, Chicago has 54,801 miles, and St, 
Louis 77,571. These figures speak with no uncertain sound. In addi- 
tion to this St. Louis enjoys the advantage of 18,000 miles of river navi- 
gation; from the mountains to the Southern sea, water carriage insures 
cheap and easy transportation. 

Mr, Speaker, the people of the Old World have had more than one 
opportunity to observe in the past the fruits of our forests and fields, 
to gaze upon, study, and compete with the products of the inventive 
genius of the American people upon their own soil, at the Crystal Pal- 
ace in London, at Vienna, and more recently at Paris. In addition to 
this they have met us at Philadelphia, at the Centennial Exposition, 
and at New Orleans, and I may add that despite unfriendly laws our 
wares have penetrated to every quarter of the globe and the produc- 
tions of this great country are known already ofall men, 

I say, then, Mr. Speaker, if the purposes of this fair are simply to re- 
exhibit that which is already familiar to the people of other countries, 
and witness their exhibits, and the exhibition is to take place at a point 
remote from the masses of the people—from the farmers and other la- 
boring men who constitute the great majority of the people. and upon 
whose broad shoulders rests its prosperity, then the whole thing is 
merely empty sentiment, is a delusion, will be of no practical interest 
to people generally, and the sooner the bill is voted down the better. 

far as the people of the great West are concerned the fair might as 
well be held in London or Paris as in the Eastern States. The cost of 

rtation over so great a distance and the expense of attending 

after arrival at New York or Washington absolutely preclude the av- 

-erage farmer, mechanic, and laboring man from even entertaining the 
idea of attending at those places. 

It has been argued upon this floor that the convenience of foreigners 
would be bettersubserved by locating the site at the sea- coast. 

For what purpose will the intelligent foreigner cross the ocean to 
attend the fair? Will it be to see the splendid city of New York? No, 
sir; the Old World is full of cities equally if not more interesting. Will 
it be to gaze upon the exhibits there displayed? I answer, yes, to 
some extent; but the main purpose will be to see the country that 
has made possible the great city of New York, and which now domi- 
nates the world in agriculture, science, and the arts. 

After all, Mr. Speaker, the chief exhibit America has to offer to the 
world at the proposed fair is the country itself, the homes of her peo- 
ple, the proudest, bravest, the happiest and most prosperous on earth. 

not this a spectacle fit “ for gods and men,“ and will it not be so 
rded by those who shall seek our shores? 

t us then arrange to receive the foreign visitor at New York, in- 
vite him to inspect the Brooklyn bridge, so much vaunted on this 
floor, and visit for a time the great fair which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CU Gs] says is always there to be seen; conduct him 
thence to the national Capital, and invite him to inspect its magnificent 
publie buildings, its broad, beautiful streets, the monument dedicated 
to the Father of his Country, and other famed attractions of this stately 
poy ge city; henee conduct him through Virginia and show him the 
old mother of States and of statesmen, and the descendants of those 
who contributed so largely to the deep foundations of the Repnblic 


itself; over her Blue Mountains lead him through Pennsylvania, the 
keystone of the Union arch, showing him along the way not only the 
furnaces and other evidences of the enterprise of the people, but the 
hardy toilers who drag unwilling wealth from the bowels of the earth 
beneath her mountains; thence through Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
the homes of millions of peopl who inhabit a country as fair as the 
sun looks down upon in its journey; a sight well worth a trip 
around the world to see; and then having arrived upon the east bank 
of the Father of Waters, point the stranger to the other shore, and bid 
him look upon the most beautiful, the healthiest, one of the most en- 
terprising and easily first as the most oy has city in the world, 

Tell him there you have located the fair, which he shall enjoy, in 
addition to the exposition already established, and a fair which after 
more than thirty years of successful exhibit has received by the com- 
mon consent of the American people already the seal of nationality; 
then bid him enter her hospitable arms and rest upon the very heart 
of the continent. 

There is no better way to magnify in the eyes of the world our great 
country and its power, to show them the country really discovered by 
Columbus, and the čonguoring people who inhabit it, than by locating 
this fair in the center of it all, at the city of St. Lonis. 

It is able to take care of the vast numbers of people who will visit 
it during the proposed fair. Go ask the Grand Army of the Republic, 
which in the past has enjoyed its hospitality. Go ask the Democratic 
party of the Union, which has twice there met in national conven- 
tion. Go ask the thousands and tens of thousands of farmers, arti- 
sans, mechanics, and others, who for more than thirty years have at- 
tended her great fair; in short, go. ask the intelligent travelers from 
every quarter of the globe who have visited it; for the hospitality of 
St. Louis is bounded in its reputation only by the horizon of the world. 

Mr. Speaker, it is but common justice to the farmers and laboring 
men of the great granaries of the West, who inhabit the center of the 
continent, richer than the delta of the Nile, and which gives greater 
impetus than any other to the commerce of the country, its arts and 
manufactures, by its sustaining influence, to locate this fair in their 
midst, to the end that the world may see our greatest exhibit, the 
country itself and the people who inhabit it, and that they in turn 
can see those from beyond the seas and the products of their industry. 

151 HATCH. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FoR- 
MAN]. 

Mr. FORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I intended to take no part in this dis- 
cussion, as I am one of the Representatives from the grand State of 
Illinois and one of those who do not believe that Chicago is the very 
best place for holding the world’s-fair in 1892. For that reason I pre- 
ferred to content myself by simply declaring my choice by my vote, 
without raising my voice in opposition to acity of my State. 

Butin what I may say I shall cast no reflection upon Chicago. Her 
course in this struggle has been by some condemned. One eminent 
gentleman has been pleased todenominate her the windy city.” But 
if these distinguished critics would but inspect closely her great prog- 
ress they would pardon her for the use of wind“ or other elements 
of nature to bring about her wonderful development. 

I am, sir, in favor of holding this fair, not so much for the benefit of 
foreign exhibitors, for I regard that but an incident to this great enter- 
prise, but, sir, for the purpose of bringing together in close relations 
the people from all sections of our country. A 

It is, sir, a source of constant surprise to a Western man to note, even 
among otherwise iy, as people of the East, such a misconception 
of the conditions of the West. 

I remember with what interest I read the remarkable debate on the 
tariff question in the Fiftieth Congress. 

A gentleman from Maine who now enjoys the distinction of presid- 
ing over this body said that his opinion of the West had immensely 
improved by a pilgri westward. In hisenthusiasm he said, Why, 
I saw soil so fertile that if we had it down in Maine we would sell it 
by the bushel.” J may not be correct in fhe quotation, for it has been 
some months since I read the speech alluded to. This was a good-na- 
tured witticism at the expense of the West. But the gentleman con- 
ceded that a personal inspection was necessary to an understanding of 
our capabilities, 

If such wantof information obtains among the statesmen of the East, 
what must be the density of ignorance upon this subject among the 
common classes of New England! 

Yes, sir; I want the people of the Eastern States to be educated and 
improved by a visit to the West. Let us offer the strongest induce- 
ments to the boasted culture of Boston, the recognized commercial 
thrift of New York, and the refined intelligence of Washington to come 
in contact with the sturdy, aggressive spirit of the West. 

I am in favor of St. Louis as the location. Much has been said for 
her and better said than I can say it. New York comes here with her 
$15,000,000 fund and shakes itin the face of this Congress and offers to 
purchase this prize on business principles. Chicago is willing that it 
should be knocked down to the highest bidder if she could only have 
time to apply to the State of Illinois for necessary legislation to enable 
her to float bonds in any sum she desired. 

Washington offers local and historic objects of great interest, and prof- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


fers more of sentiment than any city competing in this straggle. But, 


sir, I believe St. Louis, by her history in the past, offers the best guar- 
‘anty for the success of the enterprise, She is the only Western city 
which has ever made a success of an exposition, and she is the only city 
in the world which has for more than thirty consecutive years con- 
ducted a fair upon a gigantic scale and never made a single failure. 
Select her, and rest assured that the fair will be equal to your mostsan- 
guine ex tions. Every citizen who attends it will go away from 
there with a higher standard of patriotism and a truer, grander concep- 
tion of the future of America. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, in the fifteen minutes remaining I pro- 

to add a few words to what has been already said in behalf of the 
ocation of this fair at the great city of St. Louis. We have traveled 
over such a wide field in the discussion of this subject and gone over the 
question to such an extent that the discovery of America by Columbus 
has even been questioned on this floor to-day. 

But, Mr. Speaker, no gentleman on the floor will question the fact 
that Columbus discovered the eastern shore of America in 1492. It re- 
mained for another great sailor and another great soldier—a great mar- 
iner and a great warrior—to discover the grandest portion of this conti- 
nent fifty years after, when Fernando De Soto discovered the banks of 
the great Mississippi River in April, 1541. 

It has occurred to me more than once, Mr. Speaker, that it was very 
Providential that it was not permitted to that great explorer to dis- 
cover the Mississippi Valley for fifty years after the Eastern shore was 
discovered, and that the settlement of this section was delayed a hun- 
dred years; for had the settlement of that portion of our material do- 
main not been delayed by Providence for one hundred years the New 
England States and Manhattan Island to-day would be simply Indian 
reservations, with their lands for sale at $1.25 per acre. [Laughter 
and applause.] We had to exhaust the energies of our people for one 
hundred years upon the Eastern coast of this great empire before the 
people were permitted to enter the promised land, the magnificent, the 
great Mississippi Valley. [Renewed applause. ] 

And the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] who opened the 
discussion, and made the first plea in behalf of that great metropolitan 
city, made a frank and candid confession to the House, for which I 
thank him, when he stated, what we have known in the Mississippi 
Valley for the last fifty years, that New York was simply a half-way 
paron between the great producing West and the markets of the 
world. 

It was a candid and a true statement. Yes, my friend, it has been 
“a half-way station, where you have plucked the profits cf the prod- 
uce of our magnificent lands before they were permitted to enter the 
bottoms of your carrying trade to go to the markets of the world. It 
is a half-way-station’’ where, by your excessive tariff laws and local 
expenses, you have increased, ay, trebled the prices of everything be- 
fore they reach the great consuming masses of the people of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. Upon such an occasion and for such an epoch I would 
be ashamed to stand on this floor and ask to haye the location of this 
fair established at ‘‘any half-way station.“ [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I come here to plead that it may be held in the great 
central terminus of all the railroads, all the commerce, and all the car- 
tying trade of America. 

St. Louis is not “a half-way station“ to anywhere between any 
points, She is the starting, the central; she is the local center of the 
great commercial wealthof the United States. I hoped that my friend, 
who was so candid and frank as this, would not have made any state- 
ment in the remainder of his address which was unfair to St. Louis. 
But that gentleman stated that New York was the only city that had 
selected a site for the world’s fair. Why, my friend, you have not se- 
cured one yet. According to your own statement you have only got 
an option“ on it, and what an option means in that city, in Wall 
street, we all know. [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Isuppose you have been there. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr, HATCH. No; fortunately, my friend, I have not, and this is 
one reason Iam not trying to get there now. [Renewed laughter. ] 
You admitted that you have only an option“ on the site, and in de- 
scribing the magnificence of the site you say thatit contains 309 acres. 
Why did you not read this little pamphlet that we have put upon the 
desks of all the members ?—the statement made by three distinguished 
citizens of Missouri before the Senate committee, and it is their publi- 
cation that we have put here on your desks, Did you read it? Do you 
not know as a matter of fact that the great city of St. Louis, through 
its municipal government, by its two houses of legislation and signed 
by the mayor of the city, has dedicated and guarantied to the people 
of the United States the handsomest park in the world for this site— 
Forest Park—containing an area of 1,380 acres? [Applause. ] 

Why, you can take your little site, on which you hold an “option,” 
up, and dump it down in Forest Park three times a day and scarcely 
find it, [Renewed laughter.] Here is a park built up with magnifi- 
cent boulevards; it is sewered, lighted by gas and electric lights, and 
I suppose that you [to Mr. FLOWER] have been there, at least I think 
you must have been, because you said something in your remarks about 
the site being there, either ‘‘in the clouds or in the mud,“ and I sup- 
pose you must have been reminded of that by seeing some of those 
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magnificent old forest trees in that park, trees which are growing in 
Forest Park to-day that were standing monarchs of the forest when La 
va pe sia hundred years ago traversed the Upper Mississippi. [Ap- 
plause. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to say in disparagement of any 
of these localities, except so far as to answer a misstatement made upon 
our fair city. I am not going to bandy words or say one single word 
in disparagement of any city seeking the location, because I see that, so 
far as the substantial merits of the case are concerned, St. Louis is so 
far ahead of all the other places named that she can afford to be mag- 
nanimous, for they are not even in competition with her to-day. [Re- 
newed laughter and applause. ] 

If you want tocarry this fair to the territorial center of government, 
you must take it to St. Louis. If you want to carry it nearest to the 
center of population, you must carry it to St. Louis. If you would 
carry it nearest to the masses and within reach of the largest number 
of the people of the United States, at the lowest possible expense, you 
must carry it to St. Louis. If you would carry it where it would have, 
and will have, the grandest success and the advantages of the experi- 
ence of the largest number of public-spirited citizens in the conduct of 
such enterprises, you must take it to St. Louis. If you would take it 
to the city that is nearer than any other to the masses of the people 
upon this American continent, a city with a population of three quar- 
ters of a million people, coming nearer to obliterating all that we de- 
sire to forget of that great civil struggle, you must take it toSt. Louis. 
If you would take it where the entire population vie in their efforts 
to do homage to Missouri heroes, represented upon the one side by the 
heroic, lion-hearted General Lyon and the brave and chivalrous Blair, 
and upon the other by the noble commander, Sterling Price, and the 
courteous knight and chivalric and intrepid soldier, Joe Shelby, come 
with your fair to St. Louis, If you would take it where no monu- 
ments of hate have been erected to perpetuate the bitter animosities 
and the worse passions of the war, to parcel out and to sell such un- 

atriotic remembrances for 25 cents to the visitors at your fair, bring 

t to St. Louis. We have buried ameng us for the past twenty-five 
years all the animosities and the bad passions of that great civil strug- 
gle, and we remember to-day and we honor only the heroic chivalry 
of our sons and our brethren throughout the length and breadth of 
the whole land. [Applause. ] 

If you would take—if the American Congress will take the world’s 
fair to where the great Southwest, to where the Northeast, and to 
where the Gulf States, and to where the Atlantic seaboard, at the 
lowest cost of transportation and for less money and less expense to 
the people, can enjoy the benefits of this great commemoration, if you 
will take it to that city that has to-day throughout the length and 
breadth of the land a grander reputation for hospitality than any place 
upon the globe outside of Scott County, Kentucky, carry it to St. 
Louis, [Laughter and applause. ] 

And, my friends, I would haye been saved the labor of making this 
short address in behalf of St. Louis if the distinguished chairman of the 
committee of which I have the honor to be a member, in his magnificent 
address yesterday, had, when the name of St. Lonis dropped from his 
lips, his eyes shining with inspiration, used the words of Massachusetts’ 
greatest statesman, so applicable to St. Louis, “I shall enter on no en- 
comium upon [St. Louis]; she needs none. There she is. Behold her, 
and judge for yourselves. There is her history; the world knows it by 
heart.“ My triend [to Mr. CANDLER], you missed the greatest oppor- 
tunity of your life. [Laughter and applause.] You ought to have re. 
peated in this Hall the language and the sentiment of Webster, and 
applied it to that imperial city upon the banks of the great inland sen 
of America, St. Louis—St. Louis during this whole contest, first, last, 
ang all the time, and St. Louis during the world’s fair. [Loud ap 
plause. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman froth 
Ohio [Mr. OuTAwAITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, several times upon recent oca- 
sions have the people that live beyond the Alleghany Mountains turned 
their eyes and bent their course toward the east to commemorate great 
national events in the history of thiscountry. In 1876 the whole land 
turned its attention and directed its footsteps to the city of Philadel- 
phia, there to commemorate the issuing of the certificate of birth of this 
Republic of ours. It was fit and appropriate that that place should 
be selected for the celebration of that occurrence. There had sat the 
Continental Congress that had produced that immortal paper. 
had been established the headquarters of the Army—the Continental 
Army—during some years of its most gloomy contests and struggles for 
liberty. There still remained in form and substance the hall in which 
the Continental Congress had sat. There hung the bell that had pro- 
claimed liberty throughout all the land and unto all the inhabitants 
thereof. Therefore it was proper and appropriate that patriots should 
assemble in that city to celebrate the patriotic event. 

One of the results of the exposition held upon that occasion was that 
there sprung up throughout this whole country a cultivation of an in- 
terest and an enterprise in reforming not only the structure but the 
decorations and comforts of the homes of the American people. Within 
ten years after that exposition, throughout the whole land, so far as 
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its citizens gathered there, many evidences were witnessed of improve- 
ment in the architecture, in the improvement of the adornment, and 
in the furnishing and equipment of the homes of the American people. 
It stimulated many industries of the people, gave old ones new life 
and vigor, and called into being sonie industries unknown in this land 
of ours before that time. In that one way alone the American people 
received blessings of far more Value than could be counted by any 
money expenditures made for that exposition. 

After that came the celebration of Yorktown; and we from the West 
came down to the shore that we might stand upon the very ground 
that Washington and his officers stood on as they received the sword 
surrendered by Cornwallis. Again the people gathered in the city of 
Philadelphia to celebrate the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States. Last year they went from all paris of this land to the city of 
New York to celebrate the inaugural of George Washington as the first 
President of the United States. The governors of States and other 
officials were there. An army of the States’ militia were there, civie 
societies by hundreds were there, and the peeple by hundreds of thou- 
sands were there. 

It was fitting and appropriate that that celebration should be held 
at that place. The President of the United States was met upon the 
same shore of New Jersey by the committee near where Washington 
disembarked. The steamers and the vessels of the harbor, in great 
numbers, beautifully decorated with flags and crowded with enthusi- 
astic and happy people, sailed alongside his vessel or formed a magnifi- 
cent marine procession to escort him over the same course that Wash- 
ington had gone over. Grandly this splendid pageant moved up past 
the Navy of the United States to land at the same place where Wash- 
ington had landed. Then the vast concourse of people proceeded with 
the celebration at different points, worshiping in the same church and 
having orations in the same localities as had occurred one hundred 
years re. 

But recently the organization of the Supreme Court of the United 
States was commemorated in the city of New York. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Covert] yesterday, eloquently 
picturing the necessity, or rather the reasons, for holding the exposition 
upon the harbor of New York, said that it would afford an opportunity 
for the navies of the countries of this great and divine messenger of 
Providence who revealed to man a new world—that it would afford an 
opportunity for the navies of his country and of his foster-land to be 
received by the Navy and the merchant marine of the United States, 
and that the result would be a pageant such as had never occurred in 
the history of the world. Sir, nothing will prevent such a celebration 
from taking place even if this exhibition shall be held where I claim it 
ought to be held—beyond the Alleghanies, When the proud navies of 
Italy and of Spain shall send their representatives to participate in the 
commemoration of this event, let them be welcomed not only by the 
Navy of this country, but by the merchant marine. 

Let New York have her celebration of that kind. It will only add 
to the commemoration of the event which the whole land will be cele- 
brating that year. Thecity of Columbus, the capital of my own State, 
through the public-spirited men of that city, itself proposes, in com- 
memoration of this great event, to inaugurate or to unveil in October, 
1892, a beautifal bronze statue of the discoverer of America, and pro- 

to do this without asking any aid from the Government. This 
she will do, her hundred thousand prosperous citizens rejoicing in the 
honors everywhere being paid the man whose noble name she bears. 

Mr. Speaker, if there were within our borders anywhere a spot of 
ground upon which the discoverer of America had ever trod, upon which 


` this seer of the seas had ever stepped, Ishould insist that on that spot at 


least a portion of the ceremonies commemorating the great event should 
be held. But, as it is not so and as there are other things to be con- 
sidered in this connection, I myself, obeying the joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Ohio, recently passed unanimously, 
though I should have taken the same course withont those resolutions, 
will 5 the proud city of the Western waters upon the shore of Lake 
Michigan. [Applause.] I favor it, first, because of its central loca- 
tion, it being in the heart of the mass of the people who will be desir- 
ous of participating in the celebration; second, because of its salubri- 
ous, its healthful, its delightful climate; and, thirdly, because of the 
hospitality, the truly American vigor, energy, and enterprise of its 
people. It is not far from a multitude of beautiful and pleasant sum- 
mer resorts upon the great lakes and upon the many lovely lesser ones 
in the States to the north and northwest. 

Objectors have said that the time remaining between now and the 
proposed celebration is too short to prepare for sach an exposition, and 
they have asked, Can the buildings be constructed?’ Certainly. 
The city that restored in two years eighteen thousand of its buildings, 
making them more splendid than they had ever been before, can con- 
structall the buildings neces: to conduct such an exposition as this. 
Then, too, Chicago sits at the center of the great railroad system of this 
country, as well as having direct water communication with some of our 

t States, with our progressive neighbors on the north, the British 
erican States, and with the ocean and all the sea-touched lands of 
the earth. 

Thirty railroads run into this city, converging from every point of 
the compass, from every State and Territory of the Union. In andout 


of it could pass every twenty-four hours a thonsand trains, and the rail- 
roads that go out from it connect with every city of importance u 
this continent and connect indirectly with the cities of the Old World. 
It was said of the imperial city of the native land of Columbus long 
ago, when ‘‘she sat upon her seven hills and from her throne of beauty 
ruled the world,” it was said of her that all roads led to Rome. I 
can as truthfully say of this magnificent Western city of ours that all 
roads lead to Chicago. [Applause.] 5 

It is the greatest market center for American farm products. The 
corn, the wheat, the live-stock, and all other fruits of agriculture from 
several of the great States there find a storage before being distributed 
to the consumers throughont the world. Coal from the mines of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois is carried there in abundance. The iron and cop- 
per of Michigan and Wisconsin and the Tead, silver, and gold of this 
side the Rocky Mountains are here bought and sold. This city with 
its million inhabitants is full of busy workshops and factories of every 
description. Itisof great interest to these people to have this fair 
in theirmidst. Around their city, within aday’s journey, are the other 
great manufacturing centers, Pittsburgh, Buffalo, Rochester, Cleveland, 
Columbus, Cincinnati, Louisville, Indianapolis, Detroit, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul, Minneapolis, Omaha, Kansas City, and St. Louis. 

Twenty-five million Americans live within this area. For their best 
interests I would have the fair at the breezy city, if it were to be sim- 
ply an American celebration. Much more fitting is the location in my 
view for an international one. We shall cordially invite and heartily 
welcome the nations of the Old World both East and West to partici- 
pation. They will come, and, coming to our great interior, they will 
perceive the might, majesty, and power of this Republic to be far be- 
yond anything they ever dreamed of. They will note the intelligence, 
enterprise, ingenuity, and progress of this free people. They will re- 
turn home with the deep impression that they have learned to know a 
people whom it will be imprudent for their rulers to disturb or annoy 
and dangerous to wrong or insult. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to my colleague, Mr. MASON. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, when I think of the many things that 
could be said in favor of the city that I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent, and of the few moments I have in which to say them, I feel 
much like the boy who sat down on the inside of a sugar barrel and 
777 seek time and a thousand tongues to do this thing justice.” 

ughter. 

Five minutes in which to speak of the greatest city in the world! I 
wish I had time to call your attention to the constitution of the State 
of New York; mdst of you have read that. I wish I had time to refer 
to the eloquent speech of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER], 
who yesterday told us about the display that was to be made in New 
York Harbor, and the Italian and Spanish ships of war. I would like 
to invite him and my colleagues here to that great inland sea on which 
rides a larger fleet, for there are more arrivals and clearances in the port 
of Chicago than in any other port in the United States of America, not 
excluding New York—more tonnage and more arrivals and departures, 
not a fleet of war, but a fleet of peace, of peaceful commerce, commerce 
between American citizens, the profits thereof remaining at home. 

It is one of the grandest things to contemplate that the discovery of 
Christopher Columbus has led to the development on this soil of a na- 
tion resting on the principles of self-government, a nation that needs no 
army and navy, for if every gun we have were spiked and every ship 
were sunk no nation on the face of God’s earth would dare to strike a 
blow at our colors or invade our soil. [Applause.] We can not invite 
you to see a fleet of war-ships, but we invite you to witness the victories 
of peace, greater than those of war. You invite us to see the Spanish 
and the Italian ships of war, not a color of which, from any mast, stands 
for human liberty. We invite you to see the commercial fleet of peace, 
larger by far than that, manned by American citizens, and from every 
mast flying the colors that we love. [Applause, ] 

I would like to say one thing further during my five minutes, and 
that is all I have to say. My brethren on the otherside (and I see that 
my silver-haired and silver-tongued friend from Kentucky is busy writ- 
ing a letter; I want him to hear what I have to say, because we took 
dinner together last night and had a splendid time), you have charged 
the Republicans on this side of the House with most unfair and ungen- 
erous criticism in matters of politics. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
MILLS] discussed at great length this morning the fact that the negro 
has the right to vote in the South and has no right to vote in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It is true that in the heat of polities we indulge in 
things of that kind. But is it not also true that you have criticised us 
and have given us back with interest what we gave you? 

But what is the best way to avoid such things? How can we do 
better in the future for the people whom we represent and whose pros- 
perity we should consider from a united standpoint—how can we do 
better than meet upon common ground at that great central city of Chi- 
cago for a common purpose? Come to Chicago in 1892, my friends, and 
see whether our hospitality differs from the hospitality for which you 
are so justly noted in Georgia, Kentucky, and Mississippi. Come, I 
say, and with the shoulder- touch let us march in 1892 to a better under- 
standing. Come and warm your hearts at the forges of the North as 
we melt the ores of the South, and with the anvil and hammer of per- 
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sonal contact let us beat out a better friendship for the North and the 
South. [Applause.] Bring your looms from New England; bring your 
cotton from the South; weave it into cloth in the presence of the great 
Northwest, and into the web and woof of that cloth we will weave a 
new song for a better and more permanent union of the States. 
Eighteen hundred and ninety-two will be a famous year, my friends; 

famous for the advancement of the arts and sciences; famous for the 
advancement of agriculture; famous for the advancement of everything 
that makes us great and glorious; but, better still, famous because we 
will begin to tear down the walls that have kept us apart; famous be- 
cause we will draw the North and the South and the East closer and 
nearer and more truly together. Drinking from the same fountain, 
drawing our inspiration of patriotism from a common source, we will 
not be confined to the old couplet: 

In fourteen hundred and ninety-two 

Columbus crossed the ocean blue; 
But with less poetry and more sentiment we will say: 


In eighteen hundred and ninety-two 
We wiil reunite the gray and blue. 


[Loud applause. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GEAR]. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I take it that if we are to have this cele- 
bration in 1892 it is not so much to celebrate the discovery of this great 
continentas it is to celebrate the progress made by the Anglo-Saxon race 
since coming to these shores. At one time the Latin races were promi- 
nent here; they owned, by the discoveries of Marquette and Joliet, 
the great valley of the Mississippi, ascending even to the source of the 
streams of the Alleghany Mountains, and to the Rocky Mountains on 
the west. Sir, by the valor of your ancestors and mine and of gentle- 
men sitting around, we conquered the Latin race on American soil, and 
that land to-day is a part of the United States. 

By the wisdom and ity of our statesmen nearly a hundred years 
ago we gained the land west of the Mississippi, reaching to the Pacific 
Ocean, The descendants of the men who accomplished these victories 
have made this country great and powerful. Their descendants 

Crossed the prairies, as of old their fathers crossed the sea, 
To make the West, as they the East, the heritage of the free. 

Sir, with the refrain of that song in their hearts, the people of the 
West have converted the wildernesses of prairies into blooming gar- 
dens. 

The West has grown and developed beyond all measure, and to-day 
we can all join in rejoicing over the new States that have come into the 
Republic in the centennial year of our nation: the two Dakotas, Mon- 
tana, and Washington. We have to-day, from Lake to Gulf and from 
ocean to ocean, a great galaxy of States, each an empire within an em- 
pire. We can all join in singing the song that our fathers sang when 
they founded this Government, which was then a shrouded hope, but 
which to-day is a fact, that we have 

A union of lakes and a union of lands, 
A union of States none can sever, 


A union of hearts and s union of hands, 
And the flag of our Union forever. 


[ Applause. ] s 

It was my fortune, Mr. Speaker, nineteen years ago to stand amid the 
ruins of the great city of Chicago, absolutely desolated by fire. Going 
to that city now it would seem as if the people who live there held the 
magic lamp of Aladdin, that at the touch of that lamp the magician 
had built in a day and stately palaces unsu in this or any 
country on the civilized globe. It is in the great West that you have 
to-day not only the center of population, but the center of political 
power in this country; Therefore, on behalf of the people whose Rep- 
resentative I amin part, on behalf of the Commonwealth of Iowa, I 
shall cast my vote for this bill and for locating this fair at the city of 
Chicago, a city that is typical of the enterprise and advancement of the 
Anglo-Saxon race, a city that will in the future, in my judgment, have 
ap population far superior tó thatof any other city on the American con- 

ent. y 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with agreat deal of 
interest to the discussion of this resolution, the voto upon which is to 
determine whether we are to have an exposition in 1892 in honor of that 
great event, the discovery of America, which has had such a great influ- 
ence on the progress of mankind, for I believe no event, as has been 
truly said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cummrnes], since 
the christian era, has contributed so greatly to the progress of hu- 
manity as that discovery. 

Strabo had taught centuries before that the world was round, and 
that probably there was another continent beyond the fabled Atlantis, 
but that which to Strabo was a cold deduction to Columbus became a 
glowing trath, firing his soul with a lofty ambition, and when on the 
12th of October, 1492, the cry of Land!” “Land!” broke on the 
watchful ear of the explorer, and was conveyed to Europe, it awakened 
an impulse that did more to break down human prejudice, tostimulate 
human enterprise, to enkindle and elevate human thought, and pro- 
mote human progress than any event in history. 

While that great discoverer created a new material world in the 


Western Hemisphere, it awakened a new intellectual world on the 
Eastern Continent. Science, art, religion, philosophy burst the bonds 
that had bound them for centuries and emerged from the dark sea ot 
superstition that had enveloped Europe, grander, truer, nobler; the 
Old and the New World alike have cause to rejoice and celebrate the 
genius of Columbus. The question whether this event of so vast im- 
portance to mankind is to be celebrated must be first answered, and 
upon this there should be but one opinion. Last Congress the great 
question was presented to us whether we should give the sanction of 
this Government to the organization of an enterprise for uniting the 
two oceans by a great interoceanic canal, and the decision was in the 
affirmative. Weare now to decide whether the sanction of the Gov- 
ernment is to be given to a great exposition which is to illustrate to 
our people and to the world the progress of mankind in the four hundred 
years since the discovery of America. I have no doubt this also will 
be decided in the affirmative. And then the question arises where this 
exposition shall be held? At what place will it most impress our own 
people? At what place will it do most to advance our commercial and 
political interests in the rest of the world? 

One gentleman from New England [Mr. Moore], arguing in favor of 
New York, said New York and New England were neighbors; that they 
had kindred interests. It may be said of the whole country that, in 
the large sense in which this exposition is to be held, we all have kin- 
dred interests. Many years ago, when but a youth, I attended a world’s 
fair in New York. It was a grand exposition. The treasures of art, 
sciénce, and invention were spread before the people till the mind was 
overwhelmed with admiration and wonder. Since then we have had 
the great exposition at Philadelphia, held appropriately at the cradle 
of American liberty. More recently we have had a celebration at New 
Orleans, in the Southwest, and the beauties and glories of the wonder- 
ful Southland attracted thousands from all parts of the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, it now seems appropriate and just that we should 
authorize and organize a celebration in the great Northwest. One gen- 
tleman has said that it should be held on the seacoast in the interest 
of the American Navy. Should we not remember that the commerce of 
our inland seas and rivers and railroads far exceeds all our foreign 
commerce; that the thunders of our cannon on Lake Erie commanded 
by the gallant Perry were followed by the loudest cheers of victory, 
in the war of 1812; that on these inland seas the genius of our people 
is constructing vaster monuments to civilization than those that arose 
on the shores of the Mediterranean in the palmy days of Greece and 
Rome? 

One gentleman said the sons of New England parents would welcome 
the great exposition as a happy occasion to visit their old homes. Yes, 
but the parents and sisters of the old home would welcome the cele- 
bration in the great Northwest as a happy occasion to go West to wit- 
ness the growth, comfort, and progress that their children had won by 
their industry and enterprise in their Western homes. Even the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA], after his pleas- 
ant experience in the West, no longer retains any apprehension of 
danger of losing his scalp by the Indians of Oxlahoma, in a visit to the 
metropolis of the West. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the great objects of this exposition is to impress 
the world with the value of our institutions of liberty and their influ- 
ence on the prosperity of our people. A visitor from the Old World, 
viewing this Capital on the Potomae or New York on the Hudson, 
forms an inadequate conception of the immensity beyond and no ad- 
equate notion of the happiness of our free people, and returns to his 
native land with but a faint impression of the grandeur and power of 
the Republic; his own Rhine, or Rhone, or even the Thames are prouder 
rivers, and our cities are equaled in magnificence by hisown. Were 
he to cross the mountains, behold our great Jakes teeming with the 
argosies of commerce, our grand prairies with their dark fields of maize, 
and miles on miles of golden grain. their beautiful farms, their happy 
villages, their prosperous cities, follow the path of the great Mar- 
quette from the Lakes and see the Father of Waters as it flows from 
the frozen North and the Rocky Mountains to the tropical Gulf, he 
could form an adequate conception of the vastness of our resources. By 
this means America would really be brought in contact with Europe 
and the influence of America and American institutions be 1 y in- 
ereased, And the world would learn that the genius of Columbus had 
made it possible to raise in the New World a vaster monument to civ- 
ilization than was ever before raised by the hand of man.” 

I am therefore, Mr. Speaker, in ſavor of an exposition under the sanc- 
tion of the Government in the great Northwest, on soil dedicated to 
freedom by Thomas Jefferson, in Illinois, the youngest daughter of 
the old Commonwealth of Virginis, whose sons and daughters may 
truly be called the children of all the States—large-hearted, genero 
progressive; in Illinois, whose illustrious names are inseparably blended 
with the grandest pages in American history; in the State that gave 
us Logan and Douglas and Grant and the immortal Lincoln; at the 
Queen City of the Lakes—at Chicago, the marvel of the western world; 
and no one doubts that if you locate it there it will be a grand success. 
(Applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER, 


I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
OweEN]. ° 
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Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, it is a mistake to anticipate 
any large number of visitors from abroad to our world’s fair. They 
are not that kind of people. More Americans will visit Europe this 
season, as idle tourists, than will come to our world’s fair in 1892 from 
England and all the Continent. But we should give to the foreigners 
who do come a liberal education; we should give them a just concep- 
tion of our growth, prosperity, and development. The European be- 
lieves that a hundred miles west of New York and Washington the 
savages are still in thescalping business. No justconception of Ameri- 
ca’s resources can be obtained by a visit to the Atlantic shore alone. 
Von must cross the Alleghanies to understand America and to grasp 
the spirit of her institutions. The location of the fair in New York 
will tend to limit the exhibits to the artsand sciences, and largely elim- 
inate the great productions of the farm and field which fitly represent 
the brawn and brain of the land. 

The visit of foreigners to the fair can do New York no good. New 
York has too many foreigners already. New York can not assimilate 
a foreigner. The foreigner has assimilated New York. New York is 
a foreign city on American shores, One square mile of that city con- 
tains 270,000 people, 80,000 more people than inhabit any other square 
mile on the globe. The foreigner who comes to make New York his 
home is flung into a tenement house. He has no opportunity to catch 
the genius of American institutions. His children do not even learn 
the English language. He maintains his old customs and feelings; em- 


`- ployers pay hiin paupers’ wages, and, with his hopes in America blasted, 


he lives on the dangerous line of disappointmentand poverty. He can 
not make a good citizen. 

You can climb the rickety stairs in the great tenement houses, walk 
down the narrow streets, prowl through the dingy alleys, and in a day 
and night meet 50,000 people and never hear the English language 
spoken once. 

The foreigner who goes West is assimilated by the West. He be- 
comes filled with American ideas. His children attend American 
schools. He helps to build up our greatness and carves out plenty and 
contentment for himself. He is an adopted citizen and his child isa 
citizen indeed. 

Let the foreigner who comes here board a car and travel a 
thousand miles west to Chicago. Give him an opportunity to see the 
Jand of Columbus, not the shore. Let him roll past cities of 200,000 
inhabitants, and 100,000 inhabitants, and 25,000 inhabitants, and 5,000 
inhabitants, and pass towns and villages strung along the railroad like 
beads on a string. 

Let him take his seat in the observation car and level his field-glass 
on hill and dale and spreading plain. On every hill is a church; in 
every valley a school-house; on every 160 acres a home, a toiling and 
contented father, a happy mother, and smiling children—a procession 
of home and happiness, of thrift and plenty, of development and great- 
ness. What a procession, anda thousand miles long! This is a world’s 
fair; splendid, marvelous, All the arts and sciences and productions 
that a nation could pile in Central Park could not compare with it. If 
1892 is without a fair then to gaze on this scene would be enough to 
cause the world’s memory to commemorate the brave spirit that loosed 
from Palos and in the end of his journey brought forth a continent ca- 
pable of such achievement. 

They have reached Chicago, the marvel of all the cities of the world. 
Chicago is the epitome of all that is American, All that marks Amer- 
ican institutions, all that signalizes American triumphs, all that dif- 
ferentiates American life, all that characterizes and distinguishes Amer- 
ica, is found in Chicago. 

When the forefathers, seeking for an emblem that would represent 
America, had poured all their conceptions and aspirations into a mold 
it came out an eagle. When you put the pluck and push, the honor 
and honesty, the earnestness and energy, the courage and the morals, 
the go-ahead-ativeness of the people of the United States into a mold, 
seeking for it to turn out a typical representative of America, it comes 
out hj i 
They have seen the fair, and filled with the spirit of the progress it 
has demonstrated, they will take the train down to St. Louis, that 
handsome suburb of Chicago. They will then go to Kansas City, the 
vigorous young infant, that kicks along on the edge of greatness and 
will achieve it one of these days. They go up to Omaha, a marvelous 
city, and then to St. Paul and Minneapolis, and then to Milwaukee. 
They inquire how much more there is to see, and are answered that 
this is not half, but all the restis justlikeit. They go back to Europe 
with some proper conception of America, and will confess the half of 
our progress has never been told. . 

To place the fair East would be a mistake. To place it west of the 
Alleghanies will he in touch with the spirit of the celebration. The 
East does not need it. It is due to the West. If any place on the con- 
tinent has earned the fair it is Chicago. The geography of the coun- 
try’s development putsit there. The logic of the occasion puts it there. 
The trend of public sentiment is there. If left to a vote of the people 
ner ome decide for Chicago by an overwhelming majority. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the provisions of what is known as the Albany world’s fair 


bill, which has just passed the Legislature of that State and received 
the executive approval. It authorizes the city of New York, among 
other things, to issue bonds to the amount of $10,000,000, to be used, 
* 3 inne on this floor, for the purpose of aiding in the world’s fair 
0 

WHAT WILL BE DONE WITH THE TEN MILLIONS, 

Mr. Depew, in his great speech at Cooper Institute on Monday night, 
February 17, said: E 

The bill at Albany proposes to raise $10,000,000 by taxation upon the tax-payers 
of the city of New York to provide permanent buildings for the recreation, 
profit,and instruction of the people of the city of New York for all time, butthe 
money is not to be nor the bill to become operative unless New York is 
designated as the place for holding the world’s fair. 

This work would ordinarily be Tatonated to the department of public parks, 
but to avoid all question as to the complexion of the municipal government one 
hundred and three citizens of the highest respectability and business standing 
were selected to act in the place of the commissioners of parks as a local city 
commission. Their first duty will be to secure lands, if any are needed beyond 
the city ks, from owners who are unwilling to sell. There is certainly no 
poe n that, Next, they must complete the two museums of art and natural 

istory upon plans already adopted, and which will cost $7,000,000, The other 
three millions will be spent in the purchase of this land and in the erection at 
Morningside and Riverside Parks of a machinery hall and such other struct- 
ures as may be necessary. 

I fear his estimates are not accurate. The buildings, as it will ap- 
pear, which are on the proposed site, and which must be paid for and 
then destroyed, are worth about $5,000,000. This will take half of the 
ten millions provided for by the Albany bill, but the ground is yet to 
be paid for. How much will this cost? 

Mr. Depew says $3,000,000 for the land and the machinery hall at 
Morningside and Riverside Parks. I would like to ask some gentle- 
man from New York whether the proposed structures“ in Riverside 
Park inelude the erection of the long-neglected and much- promised 
monument to General Grant. 

But Mr. Depew says it will cost $7,000,000 to complete the museums 
of art and natural history upon plans already adopted. These are the 

ent buildings spoken of by Mr. Depew which are ‘‘ for the rec- 
reation, profit, and instruction of the people of New York forall time.” 

Those who desire a fair to be held in the center of the Union—in the 
great West, if you please—care little or nothing about these New York 
buildings, which are to cost $7,000,000; two museums of art and nat- 
ural history—the one for the exhibition of pictures, the other of monkeys, 
tigers, and other wild animals from the Dark Continent of Africa. We 
care very little for such buildings or for such exhibits. What wede- 
sireis the erection of buildings for the exhibition of the products of the 
farms, the forges, the shops, the factories, and the mines of America. 

But if these buildings were erected for the world’s fair only they need 
not cost to exceed a million dollars each, and such buildings could con- 
tain more space for the world’s fair exhibits than will the massive and 
costly struetures to be built for all time to come! 

Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; please excuse me, You will have your 
own time. 

Mr. FLOWER. Perhaps the gentleman would like to have the maps 
and plans of the buildings to illustrate his argument. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Notatall; we do not want to squander $7,000,000 
in that way. 

Hence, five millions of these ten million dollars are not for the bene- 
fit of the world’s fair of 1892, the Columbus fair, but forthe New York 
City museums for all time to come. Deduct these $5,000,000 from the 
New York world’s fair contribution and we have left the five millions 
subscribed by the people and the remaining five millions raised by the 
Albany bill. Butit will cost at least five millions to purchase the pro- 
posed site and pay for the buildings which must be destroyed. This 
will reduce the New York contribution to a site for the fair and $5,000- 
000 in money. 

Contrast this with the Chicago proposition ! 

Five million dollars have been subscribed by the citizens, all of 
which is collectible, and the local board can and will raise five millions 
more by loan, and the city will give the site free of charge. We do 
not propose to tax our people, the masses, to pay for the fair. Our 
men of means have subscribed the amonnts which are required. Not 
so in New York. When the rich men of that city desire to raise money 
for such purposes they proceed to tax the people to pay the expenses. 

I hold in my hand a statement to this effect, signed by Samuel W. 
Allerton, Senator C. B. FARWELL, and Potter Palmer, each of whom is 
able to pay the whole sum himself. 

Mr. FITCH. Read it. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I will; it is as follows: 
CHICAGO, February 20. 
In addition to five millions stock now subscribed, there is, we think, no doubt 
five millions in bonds can readily be placed here for the world's fair, 
SAMUEL W. ALLERTON. 
O. B. FARWELL. 
POTTER PALMER, 


Mr. FLOWER. Yes; mortgage your subscription. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, it is better to do that than to tax the people, 
the toiling masses, to pay for the fair. If this is not enough to make 
the fair at Chicago the greatest success ever achieved heretofore in any 
country we can fall back on the great State of Illinois, the fourth State 


1890. 
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in the Union, which does not owe a dollar of State debt. Tllinois will 
see to it that the fair is not a failure. 

But Chicago’s proposition is ample to secure success. It is this: 
$10,000,000 in money and a site; while New York’s proposition, when 
reduced to the real purposes of the fair, means only $5,000,000 and the 
site. 

And such asite! There would not be room enough for an exhibi- 
tion of the fat cattle whieh one of our western States could produce. 
The West wants a site large enough to exhibit the best specimens of 
the agricultural products and live-stock of the whole American conti- 
nent, 

We will ask no money from Congress, except what will be required 
for the buildings and exhibits of the Government. Five or six hun- 
dred thousand dollars will be ample for this. But I would be willing 
to deal as generously by this world’s fair as we did by the Philadelphia 
exposition of 1876. 

THE TWO-THIRDS RULE, 

The New York Herald gives the text of the Platt-Depew compromise 
amendment, in its Albany legislative proceedings, as follows: 

Tt wasalso recommended that no contract should be made, no executive offi- 
cers appointed, or rules adopted, except by a two-thirds ive vote. 

The New York Evening Post’s report of the Cooper Institute meet- 
ing contains the following: 


Mr. Depew announced his proposen as follows: 

“The plan [of compromise ]is simply this: thatan amendment shall be inserted 
in the senate bill and the bill before Congress, which shall provide that no con- 
tract shall be made by the commissioners, and no money spent for any purpose 
without a two-thirds vote. [Prolonged cheers.,” 


Congress must ratify this provision. But I have received from Al- 
bany the text of the two-thirds rule which has been ingrafted on the 
ten-million-loan bill. It is as follows: 

But no contract involving the expenditure of money shall be made, no execu- 
tive officer or officers or executive committee be appointed, no vacancies in the 
list of commissioners by death or otherwise be filled, and no rules or regulations 
governing the executive officer or officers or executive committee be adopted 
except by the aifirmative vote of two-thirds of all the members of the board of 
exhibition commissioners. 

This provision is not only iron-clad, but it retains in the hands of the 
Republican commissioners by a death grip’’ the complete control. 

If the fair is located in New York, it will, in all probability, be a 
failure, as was a similar fair authorized to be held in that city in 1883. 

A bill was passed by Congress in 1880, and the act is printed in vol- 
ume2lof United States Statutes at Large, page 77, and to this act I 
call the attention of the House. It is entitled 

An act to provide for the celebration of the one hundredth 3 of the 
recognition of the American Independence by holding an exhibition of the arts, 
manufactures, products of the soil and mine, in the city of New York, State of 
New York, in 1883. 

This bill provides a corporation, the names of the incorporators, pre- 
cisely as is done in this case, and it authorizes a subscription of $12,- 
000,000 to its capital stock. It became a law of the land on the 23d 
of April, 1880. It was as ample in all its provisions as the pending 
bill, but owing to local dissensions such as now exist in that State the 
whole scheme was abandoned and no fair was held in 1883. We will 
let you have that over again, but we want this fair of 1892 to go out 
West. Besides this, there was a world’s fair in New York in 1853. 
That onght to satisfy that city. It also had the centennial celebration 
of the inauguration of George Washington, and only recently there was 
celebrated in that city the centennial of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Philadelphia has had the centennial fair of 1876 and 
Washington has the Capital of the nation, Now let the West have 
something. 


MAJORITY RULE. 


We have heard much about majority ruie in this House recently. 
Our friends on the other side of the House have assured the country 
that in order to do business only a majority of a quorum was necessary, 
that the majority must rule, or nothing could be done, They suc- 
ceeded in so amending our rules as to enable the majority to do busi- 
ness“ and assured us that this new departure was to meet the enthu- 
siastic indorsement of the country. 5 

Put scarcely had the news of this majority rule reached the greatest 
State in the Union when a reverberating sound was rolled back from 
Cooper Institute, where ten thousand people were assembled trying to 
devise the best means of promoting the public weal in that great State. 
And what was the response brought back to this House? It was this: 
That the only way to secure safe and non-partisan legislation is to re- 
quire that no business can be done except with the roncurrence of two- 
thirds of the legislative body. 

At once the Albany Legislature responded to the popular demand 
as if it were feared Congress might do some unwise thing by a majority 
vote. The world’s fair bill was at once amended so as to require two- 
thirds of all the commissioners of the fair to vote in the affirmative be- 
fore any business could be done. ‘The bill was so amended, and Con- 
gress will be asked in a few days to incorporate the provision in the bill 
we are to pass, if New York secures the fair. Gentlemen on the other 
side of the House, do you desire to strike your colors so soon? If so, 
locate the fair in New York, and adopt the Platt-Depew two-thirds 
rule, and your conversion will be complete. 


Addressing the Speaker of this House, without intending to be per- 
sonal, [am constrained to quote a passage from the Collect for the 
second Sunday in Advent: s 

Read, mark, learn, and inwardly digest. 

And when you, Mr. Speaker, and your supporters on the other side 
of the House see looming up before you the threatening aspect of the 
two-thirds rule, you will doubtless resort to the prayer-book for ex- 
pression of your contrition: ‘‘ Have mercy upon us miserable sinners,” 

While we upon this side of the Honse will not hope for a complete 


conversion, we will, nevertheless, regard your adoption of the two- ` 


thirds rule in the world’s fair commission as an outward and visible 
sign of an inward and spiritual,“ if not political, “ grace.” 
A PLATT VICTORY, 

Senator Fassett, a Platt Republican senator, was interviewed by the 
Evening Post’s Albany correspondent in reference to the compromise, 
This item appears in that paper of the 18th instant: 

A REPUBLICAN VETO. 

Senator Fassett says that if one will only view the result calmly, and Hith an 
unprejudiced mind, it will be apparent immediately that he and his associates 
have really won the victory in the fight for the fair. It was biti Ske for 
principle,” he declared to the Evening Post’s correspondent. “* t we in- 
sisted ppan from the outset was that the Tammany strength on the commission 
should be overcome in some way. This action of the Cooper Union meeting 
has accomplished just what we were striving for. The two-thirds vote will serye 
toneutralize the Tammany majority every time, and that was the bone of conten- 
tion. We have sid f $ Republicans among the incorporators, Thirty-five 
of these may be suficient to block any game that the Tammany crowd may at- 
tempt to engineer 

That means Democrats, mind you 
and therefore we are entirely satisfied with this solution of the difficulty. 


This will give the Republican members a veto on all the proceedings 
of the commissioners. 

But here is what Mr. Fassett said in open senate, as reported in the 
Tribune: 

T had advices before the meeting in New York that that was to be 
Tadvocated it. I wasready to ask the senate to offer this compro: to the 
assembly here from my chair, and so were all the senators along this row. If 
the senator from the twelfth [Mr, Robertson], who conceived this notion a week 
ago, proposed it in the senate, there would have been turned on it the 
shoulder of scorn. They would have said; Nou expect us to accept that? We 
have refused to put your nineteen names on, and now Ton ask us to put it in 
the power of thirty-five men absolutely to control the fair.” Well, I am 
the assembly is so delighted with it, and that Tammany isalso, Iam glad they 
have come in here to see me eat a dish of crow. While they crow I will eat the 
crow, but it is remarkably tender. I will leave the bones for them, and if it 
doesn't stick in their throats it is because the Tammany tiger can swallow de- 
feat with almost the same equanimity that it swallows the resources of New 
York City, 

That is the Democrats. Of course we do not indorse this language, 
It is a Republican senator who says that. 

What this means is fully set forth in an editorial in the New York 
Herald of January 29 last, at a time when Mr. Platt was demanding 
the addition of twenty names to the commission in order to give him 
the political control, and before the alleged compromise. The Herald 
said: 

Now, however, we understand his position. He pro either to rule or 
ruin, and to use the senators at Albany as the tools of his strategy. He 
succeeded in making our legislators crouch at his feet. It was last night de- 
cided that a score or 80 of names be added to the list of incorporators. That 

ves the fair into the hands of the Republicans as a political m eand makes 

latt the boss of the whole job. 

This is the record of the hour. It only remains to find out whether Mr. 
Thomas O. Platt is personally and politically pleasing to the citizens of this 
State; whether we want a dictator who assumes the prerogatives of fate and 
who will generously allow us to hold a fair if it meets with his gracious pleasure, 
but deny us that privilege unless we bend the pregnant hinges of the knee to 
him in fawning. 

This was and is the object - to rule or ruin, to allow a fair to be held 
if certain parties can control it, but to defeat the fair unless we (the 
people) bend the pregnant hinges of the knee in fawning.” - 

And now comes Senator Fassett, one of Mr. Platt’s friends, after the 
compromise, after the two-thirds rule has been agreed to, and declares 
that Mr. Platt and his friends have won the victory.“ Their forty 
commissioners can block any game, can preyent any business that does 
not meet their approval. They can still rule or rnin. 

There is noevidence that the purpose has been changed, which was, as 
the Herald declared January 29, ‘‘ to give the fair into the hands of the 
Republicans as a political machine, and to make himself the boss of 
the whole job.“ The two-thirds rule was to him as strong a card as 
the twenty additional commissioners. 

If the bill should pass and if New York should secure the fair, Mr. 
Platt may say truthfully and consistently, The two-thirds rule allows 
my friends to veto all action which does not meet our 1 Give 
us the control or there will be no fair.“ And then, I have no doubt, 
the pregnant hinges of the knee will be bent in fawning, as so prophet- 
ically announced by the Herald. 

NO TAMMANY MAN NEED APPLY. 

Mr, Platt, in an interview published in the Herald of January 29, 
justifying his course in demanding the insertion of the additional names 
in the bill, said: 

Mr. Depew and others who had accepted Mr. Stokes’s classification had been 
led blindfold into giving up the scheme to Tammany. If the little game had 
not been discovered in time there would ultimately bea y 
general and a Tammany administration of the fair throaghous, 
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Thatmeans Democratic, The word Tammany is used as synonymous 
with Democratic. 
The two-thirds rule will serve this purpose just as well as twenty 
additional Republizan names on the committee. 
MONKEYING WITH THE BIDS. 
Mr. Depew, in his Cooper Institute speech, told his New York audi- 
ence how the contracts were to be let for the erection of the fair build- 


“ings and machinery. He said: 


This commission will appoint an architect. The character of the commission 
justifies an assertion which can not be . the architect will be 
selected because of his plans and not of his politics. Their next duty will be 
upon the specifications prepared by the architect, to advertise for bids for the 
completion of the museums, and for the building of the otherstructures. These 
bids will be published in all the papers, Builders, iron men, and glass men 
will compete. The whole United States will come into the competition, and the 
lowest responsible bidder will get the contract, Then the commission has 
nothing further to do. Where is the politics in this? The successful bidder 
may be a Republican, he may be a Democrat, he may be a Mugwump, he may 
have no polities, nnd he may not be a naturalized citizen. It is a pure matter 
of business. The name of the lowest bidder and of all his competitors will also 
be printed in the newspapers. The only way in which any politics could enter 
into t is would be by monkeying with the bi 

This would all be very well if it were not for that two-thirds rule 
which requires that no contract shall be let unless approved by two- 
thirds of all the commissioners. There are 103 commissioners. It will 
require 68 commissioners to approve auy contract, and 35 can reject it. 
But 40 of the commissioners are Republicans. Hence if a wicked Tam- 
many Democrat should happen to be the lowest bidder, his bid would 
be rejected; the commission would, in the classic language of Mr. 
Depew, proceed to monkey with the bids. [Langhter.] 

The two-thirds rule and the lowest-biddér proposition are irreconcil- 
able, and, taken together, are a palpable fraud on the people. 

THE COLUMBUS FAIR oF 1992, ' 

The distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER], whom 
I now see before me, radiant with smiles as usual, said on yesterday 
that New York must have the fair in 1892, but either Chicago or St. 
Louis conld bave it a hundred years hence. As I do not expect to be 
here at that time, I prefer to have the fair at Chicago in 1892, and let 
New York have it in 1992. It will take her board of commissioners 
that long to do the necessary business“ under the two-thirds rule of 
be amei obstruction invented by the New York managers of this 

eme. 


NOT DEMANDED BY THE PEOPLE OF NEW YORK. 

The New York Evening Post of February 14, in an editorial article, 
says: 

Instead of being a demand of the city to expend its own money for its own 
public purpose," tt is the demand ofan uhauthorized and largely unknown body 
of citizens to be allowed to take $10,000,000 of the tax-payers’ money in deflance 
of the constitution and the rights of 33 It is, furthermore, a demand 
made upon false pretenses, in a bill which is afraud on its face and whose pro- 
visions are sò indefensible that from the moment of its first publication to the 
present time not one of its advocates has ventured to discuss them. 

THE CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 

Gentlemen will remember that the constitution of the State*of New 
York is abreast of the times in its provisions restraining municipali- 
ties from incurring indebtedness for other than municipal purposes. 

Article 8, section 11, of the New York constitution is as follows: 

No county, city, fown, or village shall hereafter give any money or property 
or loan its money or credit to or in aid of any individual, association, or corpo- 

on, * or be allowed to incur any indebtedness except for county, 
city, town, or village purposes, 

There is one exception only to this, and that is, any city or village 
may support its poor. The bill can hardly be justified under this 
clause, as Mr. Depew estimates the net profits to the New York Central 
Railroad at $1,000,000 if the fair is held in New York City. The other 

corporations will doubtless reap like profits. Hence it is not for 
the relief of the poor, but to make the rich richer. 
1 THE TEN-MILLION BILL UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

It is the opinion of the ablest lawyers in New York that the Albany 
ten-million bill is unconstitutional, that the property-holders of the 
proposed site will successfully resist proceedings for condemnation, and 
that tax-payers will enjoin the issuing of the bonds. 

Time will not permit me to make a legal argument on this subject, 
I have examined, however, carefully the able and to me unanswerable 
argument of Mr. James C. Carter on this subject, who, the New York 
Evening Post states, is the foremost lawyerat the New York bar, and who 
presided at the great centennial banquet recently given in New York 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. Mr. Carter is of the opinion 
that the act is unconstitutional, and his clients will resist the taking 
of their lots under its provisions in the courts. I commend this argu- 
ment to the careful consideration of the lawyers of this House. I will 
print it in the appendix to my remarks. 

PROPERTY-HOLDERS WILL RESIST IN THE COURTS. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the able argument of 
Messrs. Olmstead & Cook, of New York, which I will print in the ap- 
pendix to my remarks, This argument was in behalf of property-own- 
ers whose property is within the proposed limits of the site for the fair, 
It sets forth clearly and forcibly the legal points at issue, and cites de- 
cisions of the courts to sustain every position. The argument agninst 
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the constitutionality of the Albany bill seems to me to be conclusive, I 
ask the lawyers of the House to examine it, as it will be published in 
the RECORD. 

But a very significant part of this argument is in the sixth point 
made, to which I es y call the attention of the House. 

This point is to the effect that the property-holders have already em- 
ployed counsel who will pursue cases to test the validity of this act to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and that a final decision can 
not be reached until several years have elapsed. In the mean time the 
time for holding the fair will have passed. 

ANOTHER LEGAL OPINION. ? 

Andrew H. Green, one of the members of the word’s fair general 
committee appointed by Mayor Grant, and one of the commissioners 
named in the ten-million bill, has given his opinion to the effect that 
the act is unconstitutional. In an interview with a New York City 
paper Mr. Green gave his opinions at length. ' (See Appendix.) 


LITIGATION WILL DEFEAT THE LOAN. 

The New York Evening Post of Tuesday last, after the Cooper In- 
stitute meeting, makes the following statement in an editorial article: 

If the bill agreed 
TTT 
been retained. It will be fought by all the power that money can command. 
Months if not years of time will be consumed in determining the rights of 
parties and the constitutional questions involved, and in the end most probably 
the whole measure will be crushed by judicial decision. 

The New York Times, the chief fair organ, on the 4th of February 
frankly announced that it would hardly be possible to proceed with 
expedition“ under the fair bill which has just been passed at Albany, 
‘owing to the facilities for causing delays in such litigation as is threat- 
ened.” It went on to say, supposing the bill to be dead at that date: 

There could have been no assurance until the contest was decided that the 
proposed financial aid of the city could be relied on. It would not have been 

racticable to issue the bonds, for if the authorities were not prevented by in- 
unction from taking actian, bonds could not be sold when their validity was 
open to question, 

If the fair is located in New York the probabilities are that the whole 
enterprise will be ‘‘ crushed by judicial decision.“ It seems quite clear, 
as I have already pointed out, that litigation will tie up the ten-million 
loan until after the time for holding the fairhas passed. The people of 
this country who really want a fair, who really desire to properly com- 
memorate the discovery of this great continent, can not afford to 
have the whole movement defeated by legal contests in the courts. 
Such contests will defeat the fair, if located in New York, and we have 
the assnrances of the ablest lawyers and newspapers that such contests 
will be instituted and carried to the Supreme Court of the United States 
if necessary. While the contests were pending no suitable site could 
be secured fora fair in that city, and the whole matter would fail. 

Let us take no chances of this kind. Locate the fair at Chicago 
[applause] and the good work of preparation will begin at once. 

THE ALBANY WORLD'S FAIR BILL. 

I have been unable to procure a copy of the world’s fair bill which 
has just been passed at Albany, N. Y. I telegraphed to Albany fora 
copy of it, but have as yet received no response. Thave found, however, 
an analysis of its provisions, before the Depew-Platt amendment was 
adopted, and I will ask to have it printed in the RECORD (see appendix) 
in order that members may see what its provisions are. 

WHAT THE NEW YORK SITE WILL COST, 

The New York papers of November 9 last gavea list of the blocks and 
buildings within the limits of the proposed site for the world’s fair in 
New York City, and also gave an estimate of the cost of indemnifying 
the property-holders for the buildings to becondemned. This cost was 
set down at $5,000,000 for the buildings alone which would have to 
be torn down and removed to make room for the fair buildings. I will 
print the article as a part of my remarks (see appendix) that mem- 
bers may see what amount of the $10,000,000 loanis to be expended in 
pay ing for buildings which are to be condemned by judicial process and 
then demolished before a naked site can be secured. 

THE NORTHWESTERN TERRITORY, 

The honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], in his able 
and eloquent remarks on yesterday, referred to the fact that St. Louis 
was Jocated on that magnificent domain purchased under Jefferson’s 
administration from Louisiana and known as the Louisiana Purchase. 
I may refer with equal pride to the fact that Chicago is located in the 
midst of what was formerly known as the Northwestern Territory, out 
of which have been erected the great States of Ohio, Indiana, Dlinois, 
Wisconsin, and Michigun, which now contain at least 12,000,000 of 
inhabitants, 

Virginia gave this vast domain to the United States one hundred and 
six years ago without money and without price.” Well may Virginia 
say of these great States, as did Cornelia, mother of the Gracchi, of 
her sons, These are my jewels,’ The Representatives of Virginia and 
of West Virginia on this floor to-day should feel a just pride in this 
fact, and should vote to locate the great world's fair of 1892 in the very 
heart and center of the old Northwestern Territory, so that the people 
of the three Americas and of Europe might visit Chicago in that year 
and see the jewels that Virginia has contributed to the constellation of 
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the Union. And when you come, gentlemen, you may be assured that 
you will find the latch-string on the ontside and a generous welcome 
within every household in Chicago. 

I trust I shall have the piers of meeting you, gentlemen of the 
Virginias, and all my brother members on this floor in the city of Chi- 
cago in 1892, and, on behalf of that city, I assure you a hearty wel- 
come. [Loud applause. ] 


APPENDIX. 


A. 
Opinion of James C. Carter, esq.,as to constitutionality of the world’s fair bill. 


My opinion is requested upon the question whether it is within the constitu- 

~ cal power of the Legislature to enact a law such as proposed in the bill now 

i othe Legislature of this State, entitled “An act to provide for exhibitions 
©. rts, sciences, manufactures, and products of the soil, mine, and sea, in the 
„of New York,” and my attention is particularly called to its two principal 


ovisions, the one authorizing the mayor, aldermen, and commonalty of the, 


sity of New York to acquire lands in the said city for the purpose of erecting 
buildings thereon for public exhibitions of the arts, sciences, manufactures, 
ete., and of establishing and maintaining such exhibitions; and the other, re- 
quiring the comptroller of the city of New York to issue from time to time 
bonds or stock of that city to an amount not exceeding $10,000,000, payable from 
taxation, for the purpose of meeting the expenditure whieh may be made under 
the authority of the act, in acquiring property, or for other purposes. 

The first question involves a consideration of the cireumstances which justify 
an exercise by the legislature of the public right which is commonly called the 
right of eminent domain, but which really is the right of taking property for 
public purposesagainst the will of the owner, that is to say, by force, Although 
the instances are numerous in which the nature of this right and the cireum- 
stances under which it may be resorted to have been di it can not be 
said that the principles upon which it depends are very well settled by judicial 
determination. It is everywhere thatin order to justify an exercise of 
this power it is necessary that the use to which the property is 8 to be 
devoted should bea publicone; that is to say, that it should befor the general 
benefit and advantage of the public; and in most of the controversies concern- 
ing the power which have arisen and been determined the question has been 
whether the use for which the property was sought was really a public and not 
a private use, The decision, therefore, has generally been made to turn upon 
that question alone: and ithas happened from this that the usual form of stat- 
ing the rule which governs the exercise of this power is to say that where prop- 
erty is needed fora public use the power may be employed. Thisformof state- 
ment has tended to create an impression that there is no other limitation upon 
the exercise of the power. 

I think this is n plain error. The supplying of any general public need isn 
suficient justification for eens money by taxation; but it will hardly be con- 
tended that any intended use of property for public Purpose which wouldjus- 
tify its purchasein the ordinary way by contract, and the payment therefor out 
of the publie annurl revenue, is also enough to justify a forcible taking of the 
property. Provisions for the support of the occupants of prisons and alms- 

ouses, fuel for public offices and schools, are very clear instances of property 
which is needed for public use, but no one will say that an act of the Legisla- 
ture authorizing the forcible taking of any such property, unless, indeed, in 
some very special and hitherto unknown emergency, would be within its con- 
stitutional authority, The question is one concerning the proper means of 
supplying the public needs. 

© needs of society, like those of the individual. are many in number andot 
ever-varying degree of importance, extending on the one hand from things in 
the nature of luxuries, which may be dispensed with without serious incon- 
venience, to what, on the other band, may be regarded as absolutely necessary. 
The ordinary means of satisfying these wants is the common one, which is open 
to al} individuals, of purchase; and it is only where this fails that permission is 
3 to resort tothe extraordinary procedure of force. When we consider the 
raditional jealousy with which our law any invasion of the private 
ownership of property, and also that where the power to take it by force can be 
exercised at all it can be exercised to any extent, so as even to turn citizens out 
= of their long-cherished homes and compel them to part with their ions, 
at pricea fixed not by themselves, but by others, the conclusion will be readily 
accepted that the exercise of such a power springs from necessity, and can be 
defended by necessity alone. 

This view may not have been distinctly taken by all the text-writers, nor in 
all the judicial opinions which have touched upon the subject, This comes from 
the reason already stated, that most of the controversy has hitherto turned upon 
the question whether the use designed was a public or a private one; but T think 
it is really implied by most of them. It is indeed implied in the ordinary state- 
ment of the rule, which is, that property. needed or required for public purposes 
may be taken. Mr, Justice Cooley, who is an authority of the very highest rank 
upon such questions, distinctly places it upon this ground. He says in the case 

People vs, Salem (20 Mich., 452, 480, 481); “If we examine the subject critically 
we shall find that the most important consideration in the case of eminent do- 
main is the necessity of prey PHT some public good which is otherwise im- 
‘practicable, and we shall also find that the law does not so much regard the 
means as the need.” 

. The power is thus defined by the Supreme Court of the United States, speasing 
through Mr. Justice McKinley, in Pollard’s Lessees us. Hagen (3 How., 212, 223); 
“The right which belongs tosociety or to the sovereign, of disposing, in case of 
necessity and for the public safety, of all the wealth contained in the state, is 
called the eminent domain,“ And the same view is expressed with great em- 

hasis by Mr, Justice Woodbury in the case of West River Bridge Company rs. 

ix (6 How., 507, 544). 

Necessity is indeed the universal justification for the exercise of all unusual 
power It is this which defends the making of a draft to raise an army, the 

forcible taking of provisions with which to supply an army, the destruction of 

roperty to prevent the spread of a conflagration, the remoyal of persons af- 
ected with contagious diseases, ete. The very expression that a necessity exists 
for any thing means that it must be had ordone. Inauch cases where it can not 
be had or done in one way it may be in another. 

‘This necessity, which must be shown to justify an exercise of this extraordi- 
nary power, is of a twofold character. In the first place, if the case ia one of 
the acquisition of property fora public purpose, the public want designed to 
“be supplied must be a necessary one; that is to say, the thing desired must be 
one which the publio can not dispense with. As already pointed out, there are 
many things which may contribute to the public advantage, and are, therefore, 
in.a perfectly proper sense, public wants, and which may be properly procured 
by purchase with moneys deri from taxation, but which can not be deemed, 
in any just sense, necessary. Provision for the healthful recreation of the peo- 
ple, such asfor music in public 8 may be a just ground for publicexpendi- 
ture, but yet is not necessary in the sense that it can not be dispensed with. 
The higher education of the people in taste and the fine arts isa meritorious 

ublic object, but yet not strictly necessary. Society can get along without it. 

ut suitable provision for highways and public schools, for the support of pau- 


l 


ts abzolutel anpas I do not, however, mean that those 
5 to supply which th power of eminent domain may be employed 


must be a necessi peck it in that way; that is to say, it must be some, 
thing which must be wholly dispensed with unless procured in that way. Itis 
this sort of necessity which racti 0 of cases to which highways, 


and so also with a fort, or an aqueduct, or a reservoir for the storage of water. 
If the lic were limited to the ordinary method of Searing the facility, it 
would be placed at the mercy of the private owner, for he would place his own 
rice upon it. Such an exaction can not be permitted, and theonly way toavoid 
tis to exercise the power of taking the requisite property against the will of the 
owner. 

Again, there is sometimes no necessity for exercising the power in question 
because the public need will be fairly satisfied by the zeal, liberality, and public 
spirit of private individuals. A sufficient satisfaction of the public wan% qo4- 
nected with many branches of the fine arts is sometimes found without an re- 
sort to public provision, and where this may be safely relied upon, and has 
usually been relied upon, it may be said that there is no necessity for the 
taking of property for the pu . 

It seems to me, therefore, that there are three requisites which must be com- 

lied with in order to justify any exercise of the power of eminent domain. 
rat, the use which is ed for the property must bea public one; second, 
the want sought to be supplied must beig to that class of public needs which 
are properly deemed to be necessary in the sense that provision for them is 
indispensable; third, the property sought to be taken must be of a character 
me = not, or may not be, procurable by an exercise of the ordinary power 
of purchase. 

Ithe foregoing views arc well founded, they seem to furnish a solution of the 
main question under consideration. That question should be carefully stated, 
It is matter of notoricty that the real purpose sought to be accomplished by the 


bill referred to is to have in the city of New York what is commonly da 
“world’s fair.“ This purpose, however, seems to be industriously concealed 
in the present bill, for it is nowhere stated in it that the lands to ulrod 


are to used for that object exclusively or principally, The bill is wn 
with great skill and adroitness and apparently with a view to obviate what were 
felt to be serious difficulties. The purpose avowed by it is to nire lands, ete., 
“for exhibitions of sciences, manufactures and products of the soil, mine, 
sae vase Be to sone — ee N ex — 5 0 nes i 

ut such purpose is put forth, not as a temporary, as a permanent one, 
for authority is given to acquire a title in fee to the lands, and the members of 
the board of commissioners constituted for the purpar of establishing and main- 
taining such exhibitions are to retain their offices until January, 1898, and pro- 
vision is made for the appointment of successors indefinitely for terms of five 
years. The scheme, therefore, apparent upon the face of the bill contemplates 
the establishment and permanent maintenance of exhibitions of arts, sciences, 
manufactures, etc. 

It was perhaps thought by the framers of the bill that the proposition of the 
scheme in this form would aid in disposing of the obvious objection that a 
world’s fair was a merely temporary thing, and for that reason not a fit subject 
for calling into activity the exercise of this extraordinary power. But I appre- 
hend that, if this was the design, it will not be successful. hetherthe oceasion 
and the purpose are sufficient to justify the exercise of the power of eminent 
domain, that is to say, whether they presenta case which exhibits the public 
necessity uisite to justify such a power, is unquestionably a matter for judi- 
cial and not legislative determination. I mean by this that it is for the courts 
to say whether it belongs to the class of necessary public objects within the 
meaning of the rules above laid down. Whether, provided it does belong to 
that class, it is an instance in which it is necessary or fit that the power should 
10 e ede is a matter of legislative discretion, with which the courts will not 

nterfere. 

In performing their function the courts will not deem themselves restricted 
by the language which is empioyed in the act, but will, if they think fit, look 
outside of the act and ascertain what the real eg is. This very thing was 
done in a well-known case. (Matter of Niagara Falls and Whirlpool Railway 
Company, 108 New York,375.) This was the case of an attempted taking of 
property under the general law for the purpose of à railroad. That general law 
authorizes such taking in all ordinary cases, and there was nothing apparent in 
the articles of association under which this company was formed to indicate 
that the rai was not one of the ordinary character designed to serve the 
ordinary pu of that species of public highway. But the court of appeals 
deemed itself at liberty to look outside of these documents for the purpose of 
ascertaining the real object, and finding it to be only to construct a railroad for 
a short distance along the banks of the Niagara River for the better convenience 
of sight-seers in viewing the rapids and falls, it declared that such an object was 
not one = earry out which an exercise of the right of eminent domain could be 
resorted to, 

In the present case I apprehend that it is a matter of clear and absolute noto- 
riety that the real purpose of the scheme is to make provision for the lemporary 
thing known as the * world’s fair,” and if the proposed acquisition of property 
gae ues be defended for that purpose and for such a case, it can not be deſendeu 
at all. 

Jam of the opinion that if the question should assume this form before the 
court, namely, that of a scheme to take private property for such merely tem- 
porary purpose, lasting but a few years, it should be promptly answered in the 
1 ive. 

ut the supposal mnst be indulged that the question will assume the form 
which the framers of this bill have plainly sought to give it. It would then be 
whether it is competent for the Legislature to authorize a taking of vate 
property for the purpose of erecting buildings, etc., for permanent exhibitions 
of arts, sciences, manufactures, eto. It may well be doubted whether the first 
of the three above-mentioned requisites is complied with by such a case. The 
objection that such exhibitions are primarily and atone aan? for the benefit of 
the exhibitors and of those particular classes of the community who will be pe- 
cuntarily benefited by them may not be easily answered. Iam not, however, 
inclined fo base my opinion upon this ground. But I think it clear that such 
exhibitions are not indispensable to any of the main purposes for which society 
is formed and government exists. It will be enough tosay that we have, so far, 
got along quite well without them; and that for most of the substantial benefits 
derivable from such exhibitions the public may safely rely, and always rely, 
on the zeal and generosity, seconded by the self-interest, of private individ- 
uals. 


can not exist—seems to me a proposition which must be promptly ro. 
fected. Ican not but think that this was the real ground which determined 
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the judgment of the court of a 15 in the case last above referred to. It was 
the circumstance that a ee or the accommodation of sight-seers at Niagara 
was not indispensable whieh really moved the court to declare that p: 
for the 3 could not be taken in invitum. The cases seem to me to turn 
upon su tially the same question. The object of the railroad pro: by 
the Niagara Falls and Whirlpool Railroad Company was the gen accom- 
modation of the public, just as much as in the case of any other railroad com- 
y. That the object wasa public one seems gas clear; and it was none the 
a public one because that part of the public which it was designed to ac- 
commodate were sight-seers and needed the road only in order to 85 their 
curiosity. Surely it was more plainly a public object than the one disclosed by 
the bill under discussion, 
But the element which determined the judgment of the court was the cir- 
road was to afford facilities for 


a resort tothe extraordinary power of taking opens. Zi force. The court 
cone, 


ment it gives a principal place to this consideration of 3 cond ra (page 
private prop- 
that 


or is furnishing facilities for its citizens in regard to those matters of public ne- 
cessity which, on accountof their peculiar character and the difficulty, perhaps 
im mea of making provision for them otherwise, it is alike proper, useful, 


eee but the answer is that railroads belong to the classof 7 highways. 


For the above reasons, I am of the opinion thatthe provisions in the bill con 
ferring upon the municipality of the city of New York the right to acquire prop- 
erty for the purposes indicated in it would not be a constitutional exercise of leg- 
islative power, and, as it constitutes the main feature of the scheme, no partof 
en could be held valid if this feature of it should be determined to be in- 
vn 5 

The other matter in the bill to which my attention is called is the one embraced 
by the twenty-fifth section, which subjects the city of New York tothe payment 
of all the expenses which may be incurred in carrying out the objects proposed, 
including the damages awarded for lands taken, and all other expenditures, and 
authorizing an issue of bonds for that purpose to an amount not exceeding ten 
3 of dollars, which are to be paid upon maturity from the proceeds of 

ion. 

Whatever view may be taken of this scheme, whether it be regarded as one 
for the temporary purpose of establishing and carrying through’a world’s fair, 
or for permanent exhibitions of the arts, sciences, ete,, I do not think, it can be 

juestioned that so far as it is designed for the public benefit it is designed for 

e equal benefit of all the people in the State. The second section declares, 
“The said lands and buildings and said exhibitions shall be devoted to public 

use and to public instruction and healthful recreation, and, subject to reasonable 
rules and regulations, shall be open to all the people without discrimination, 
hie ee the same terms, conditions, and admission fees,” 

t will thus be perceived that the citizens of New York are to have no property, 
nor any advantages whatever, in it superior to those of the people in any other 
part of the State. No valid rule could be established giving them any such ad- 
vantage, or subjecting the ple of the rest of the State toany discriminating 
13 and the probabilities are that the fact will accord with the de- 
sign. It will be resorted to and its benefits enjoyed as much by the ple out- 
side of the city of New York as by those within it. There appears to be nothing 
in the nature of locality about it, except that necessary locality which comes 

e tance that an exhibition, by whomsoever it be enjoyed, mnst 
be somewhere placed, the same sort of locality and no other than that which is 
exhibited by a State asylum for the insane, It may perhaps be said that it will 
bring the citizens of New York large amounts of money in the shape of profits, 

valent e to the actual cost. But among whom will these profits be 

buted? Not among all certainly, and in fact only among a comparatively 

few ; that is to say, among those classes who specially minister to the needs of 

se rans ge But the burden is thrown equally upon all, and no effort made, if 
ind: it were ible, to equalize the advantages. 

The pro: ition then is to impose a heavy pecuniary burden to be raised by 
taxation m the ple of New York City alone, to defray the expenses for 
an object in which they have no interest other or greater than that of the people 
ofthe whole State, except to the extent in which a comparatively few may be 
accidentally favored. Whatever may be said of the constitutional validity of 
such a pro ition, it seems to me that one thing is clear, and that is that it is in 
defiance of every principle of justice and of every rule which ought to late 
the imposition of public burdens, But the rules which regulate the modes in 
which the public revenue may be raised and expended are not, in the State of 
New York, so fully imbedded in the constitution as to make it easy to say 
whether incident of the scheme is valid. The rights and interests of the 
people of this State in this e are less defended by constitutional safe- 
guards than they ought to be, and I could not reach a conclusion on this point 
satisfactory to myself without more time than is allowed to me for the purpose, 
and,if my views upon the other question which has been discussed are well 
ovat hk will be little need for an opinion upon the question of taxation. 
But I k it may, at least, be said that the validity of this provision is open to 
the most serious doubt. 

It may seem to some that if the forgoing views are correct great difficulties 
are found in this country in carrying out very desirable and commendable pub- 
lic objects which the pronnan of Europe seem to manage with great appar- 
ent ease, is may be so. The validity of legislative acts under governments 
either despotic or which inherit the tions of despotism are seldom the sub- 
ject of inquiry in courts. This is the main distinction between constitutional 
republican governments, like ours, and allfothers. All that it is needful or per- 

_ haps proper for me to say in answer to this on is that it furnishes no 
just ground for questioning the correctness of the conclusions I have reached. 


Those conclusions are to be tested by comparing them with the constitutional 
1 les everywhere recognized in the United States and e formulated 

n 8 law of New York. But I can not helpaddi if the ad- 
vantages, the glory, and dor of a world’s fair can not be 
5 5 25 the surrender of 


New Yorx, January 27, 1889. 
(Furnished for Miss Mary G, Pinckney.) _ 


B. 


Argument of eee against the bill entitled An act to provide for ex- 
hibitions of arts, sciences, manufactures, and products of the soil, mines, and 
sea in the city of New York.” 1 


This bill is unconstitutional, N authorizes New York City to incur an indebtedness 
Sor purposes other than city purposes, 


The constitution declares that no county, city, town, or village shall “ be al- 
lowed to 75 717 rita ioe ness, except for county, city, town, or village pur- 
poses, „ 11. 

Is the holding of a world's fair” a “city purpose?” All of the authorities 
hold that it is not. 

Cooley on Taxation (second ed., 1896, p, 128) says: “To furnish amusements 
to its citizens is not one of the functions of government.“ 

In the case of Hood vs. Mayor, eto., of Lynn (83 Mass., 103), the court enjoined 
the town of Lynn from appropriating $500 for a celebration of the Fourth of July, 
and the Court said: Viewed in the most favorable light for the respondents, 
their vote authorized an expenditure of public money to celebrate the anniver- 
sary of a great event of national and historic interest, in a manner which might 
serve to arouse the inhabitants and perhaps excite in their minds a spirit of pa- 
triotism and a love o liberty. But these objects, however laudable, do not come 
within the range of municipal powers and duties. If money in the treasury 
ofa city ean be ryt supe tocommemorate one event of interest and inportance 
in the history of the country, so it may be to celebrate the anniversary of any 
and every other.” The court also said: “The appropriation is neither neces- 
sary to the exercise of any power expressly granted to the city, nor is it ingi- 
dental to any right or authority which, though not expressly granted, has its 
origin in well settled usage, and is founded upon the necessities, convenience, 
or even the comfort of the inhabitants,” The court said also: 

The general principle is well settled that municipal corporations, like other 
corporations aggregate, can exercise no powers other than those which are con- 
ferred on them by the act by which they are created, or such as are necessarily 
incident to the exercise of the corporate rights, the performance of their corpor- 
ate duties, and the Seta SE PS of the purposes for which they are cousti- 
tuted. The observance of this rule, and the steady and firm enforcement of it 
by the courts of justice are of the highest importance. In no other way can the 
majority be prevented from an ee and reckless use of power, or the mi- 
nority protected against liability foran illegal and unauthorized expenditure of 
the public money. It was with a view to furnish a prompt and effective remedy 
torestrain cities and towns from raising, borrowing, or expending money for pur- 

not authorized by law, and to enable a minority to guard their rights and 
nterests when such unlawful acts were threatened or in contemplation,” that 
the court was authorized to use its powers of injunction. 

In the case of Hodges vs, City of Buffalo (2 Denio, 110), it was held that the city 
of Buffalo could not expend its money to celebrate the Fourth of July, Noteven 
the power of the city to provide for “the good government and order of the said 
city Ties the trade and commerce thereof" was sufficient to authorize the ex- 
penditure, 

In the case Tash vs. Adams (10 Cush., 252), the court enjoined the town of Natick 
from appropriating $500 for the celebration of the anniversary of the surrender 
of Cornwallis. 

In the case of New London vs. Brainerd (22 Connecticut, mN, the court en- 
nea ins 1855 of New London from expending $1,500 for the celebration of the 
‘ourth of July. 

Cooley on Constitutional Law (fifth ed., p. 261), in connection with the cases 
cited above, says; Wherever the municipality shall attempt to exercise powers 
not within the proper province of local self-government, whether the right to 
do so be claimed under express legislative grant or by implication from the 
charter, the act must be considered as altogether ultra vires, and therefore void.” 

What is a city p ? The New York court of a in the case Matter 
of the Application of the Mayor of New York, etc. (99 N. V., 569,590), said : 

“ It is impossible to formulate a perfect definition of what is meant by a city 
purpose, yet two characteristics it must have. * * * The thing to be done 
must be within the ordinary range of municipal action Where the en- 
terprise is of such acharacter that it may be justly so described and breeds in 
the im ial mind a convinction that the use and benefit of the city is but a pre- 
text disguising some foreign and ulterior end, we may easily deny to it the at- 
tributes of a city toa? ag 

The law is clear. The purposes“ for which a city is created do not include 
theexploiting of a celebration, exhibition, or world's fair.“ Even if the New 
York constitution were silent on this question, a statute authorizing such ex- 
poney would be held unconstitutional, inasmuch as it would be an illegal 

ition of a tax upon dissenting tax-payers. 
ut the New York constitution is not silent on this point, It expressly pro- 
hibits the Legislature from authorizing such an expenditure as this. If there 
ever was or can be an occasion for the 7 pet of that constitutional prohibi- 
tion, such an occasion exists now. This billis palpably and fundamentally un- 
constitutional, 11 


Moreover, this bill is unconstitutional, inasmuch as it authorizes a city to give the use 
of its property to a private corporation. 


The Constitution of the State provides that no county, city, town, or vil- 
lage shall hereafter give any * * * property * * * to orin aid of any 
3 5 (Art. VII. 2 II.) 

But this bill (228) expressly authorizes the city of New York to BF, Set the use 
and occupation of the lands” taken thereunder “to any corporation that may 
beincorporated by act of Congress for an international exposition, and to any 
corporation created or empowered by the Legislature of this State” for a 
similar purpose. Is there any question that thisis a giving of property to a 
pore corporation? A gift of property may be fora term of years or it may 

in fee; butin either case it isa gift. Any other construction of this provis- 
ion would be dangerous and would nullify the provision itself. If the Legisla- 
ture can authorize the city to “give” the use for five years, it could authorize 
the city to give“ the use for ten, twenty, cae one hundred, or nine hundred 
aoa nee ne years, Who is to fix the dividing line? The bill is unconstitu- 

o; 


III. . 


The Philade ꝓhians in 1876 drove a coach and four through the Pennsylvania con- 
stitution, But the New York con titution is a very different affair, 

The Pennsylvania constitution provides as follows: 

“The General Assembly shall not authorize any county, city, borough, town- 
ship, or incorporated district to become a older in any company, asso- 

ion, or corporation, or to obtain or appropriate money for or to loan its 
credit to an 5 association, institution, or individual.” (Art. IX, 7.) 

But the New York constitution ts as follows: 

No county, city, town, or village shall hereafter give any m or property, 
or loan its money or credit to or in aid of any individual, association, or corpo- 
ration, or become directly or indirectly the owner of stock in or bonds of any 
association or corporation, ner any such county, city, town, or village be al- 
lowed 155 wat * indebtedness, except for county, city, town, or village purposes. 
$ The words in the foregoing New York provision which are italicized are not 
in the Pennsylvania constitution, and they are the words upon which the prop- 
erty-holders rely to defeat this bill, 


IV. 


There is another reason why this bill is unconstitutional, Il is a local bill; it con- 
tains (wo subjects; and its tille does not indicate the vicious provisions which are 
found in the bill itself. 

Itis contrary to that constitutional provision which ee that No 
local bill, which may be passed by the Legislature, shall embrace more than one 
La and that shall be expressed in the title.” (Art. III. 2 16.) 

This bill e wers New York City to condemn lands and to issue $10,000,000 
of bonds. It is a local bill (People vs. Supervisors, etc., 43 N. Y., 10, 18), but it 
embraces two subjects: the one being the authorization to New York City to 
condemn land and issue $10,000,000 of bonds; the other being the power given 
1250 New 1 80 to turn over the use of the lands to a private corporation to 

creat n 

In the case of The People vs. The 8 of Chautauqua (43 New York, 
10-22), the court say: The purpose is that any bill on a private or local subject 
shall stand alone, and ask for legislation upon its merits,” (See also Huber vs. 
People, 49 New Vork, 132.) 

The apparent object is an exhibition to be maintained by the city. But there 
is another subject in the bill. 

The provision for a lease to an international exhibition is not germane to the 
principe! urpose 3 ers ge ae a — 770 title. Therefore the act is unconstitu- 

onal, e vs. N. V., 553. 

opalo title of the bill does not express the subject of the bill itself. 
There is nothing in the title to indicate that lands are to be condemned; that 
$10,000,000 of bonds are to be issued; that those lands are to be turned over to a 
private corporation, and that a body of commissioners are to be created with 
powers such as never before were conferred in this State on any body of men. 

The court of appeals in the case, Matter of the 5 of Mayor, etc., of 
New York, 99 New York, 569, 577, said in regard to this provision of the consti- 
tution: * Where one, reading a proposed bill with the title in his mind, comes 
upon provisions which take him by surprise, which he could not reasonably 
have anticipated, and so both citizen an legislator are misled and thrown off 
their guard, it is our duty to declare the condemnation of the fundamental law.” 

(See also Johnson vs, Spicer, 107 New York, 185, 202.) 


V. 


It is unconstitutional io oondemn lands by power of eminent domain for the purposes 
of an exhibition or world’s fair.” 


Such a use is nota “public use” of the lands. As long ago as 1816 Chancel- 
lor Kent cited Bynkershoeck to the effect that “private property can not be 
taken on any terms without consent of the owner for purposes of public orna- 
ment or pleasure; and he mentions an instance in which the Roman senate 
refused to allow the pretors to carry an aqueduct through the farm of an indi- 
vidual against his consent when intended merely for ornament. (Gardiner ts. 
Newburgh, 2 John. Ch., 162.) 

And as recently as 1888 the New York court of appeals, in somone. 17 allow a 
railroad 8 to condemn a right of way for a railroad tothe irlpool” 
at Niagara, ? x 

“The fact that the road of the petitioner may enable a portion of the pub- 
lic who visit Niagara Falls more easily or more many to gratify their curios- 
ity, or that the road will be public in the sense that all who desire will be enti- 
ted to be carried upon it, is not sufficient, we think, in view of the other nec- 
essary limitations, to make the enterprise a public one so as to justify condem- 
nation proceedings. The case does not, we think, differ in principle from an 
attempt on the 2 of a private corporation, under color of an act of the Leg- 
islature, to condemn lands for an inclined railway. or for a circular railway, or 
for an o Magers Sl to proniote the enjoyment or convenience of those who may 
visit the falls. 99 of the Niagara Falls and Whirlpool Railroad Company, 
108 New York, 375, 386.) 2 

There is no mistaking such language as this. It means that lands can not be 
condemned for the purpose of a fair. The “use” is not“ public,” and the con- 
demnation proceedings would be unconstitutional and void, 


VI. 


The $10,000,000 of bonds tssued by the city of New York under the provisions of this 
act would be void and not collectible. 

The issue of these bonds will be a serious matter both to the bondholders and 
tothe city. The property-owners are resolved to test the validity of this act to 
the court of final resort, the Supreme Court of the United States. 

A final decision can not be reached until several years have elapsed. If the 
act is finally declared unconstitutional, the bonds are void and can not be en- 
forced, The city of New York will be unable to sell these bonds. Purchasers 
of bonds do not care to pu a lawsuit, with the probability of a final total 
Joss. The city of New York can not afford to sell the bonds ata low price. 
Bondholders can not afford to purchase these bonds ata high price. Who is 
going to buy bonds under such circumstances as these, and how can the city 
of New York afford to sell such doubtful and dangerous securities as these 
would be? ‘eae 


This bill isa breach of faith. 

The property-owners, induced by representations that only the tempora: 
use of their property was desired, have almost unanimously consented 2 — 
or donate the use of their 2 for a world’s fair. There has been no in- 
timation of an intent to seize and condemn the property. On the contrary, 
when certain owners hesitated from fear of this result, the committee on site 
and buildings rebuked the secretary of the general committee serene oes 
condemnation was intended. And now,suddenly and in the night, this billis 
sprung upon the pro; y-owners, Is this honorable and just? hat occasion 
is there for condemning the lands when ytd may be leased? The interest on 
the money paid by the city would exceed the amount of rent, and at the close 
rs 97 = the city would have spent its money and would have lands which it 

not need, 


XXI——102 


FONG IE Re O AA N A 


VIII. 
All af these proper!y-owners are in favor ofa world’s fair. But they have not expected 
confiscation, 


This property was acquired years ees ‘Taxes and assessments have been 
enormous, y is just coming into the market. Public improve- 
ments are going on all about ii. Rapid transit is in the near future. Lots which 
to-day will not sell for past assessments and taxes will soon be worth double their 
present market value. The finest residence part of New York City will soon be 
on that property. Itis eminently fitted for that ie apr And now condemna- 
tion is proposed. Present values are to be the of prices, The waiting of 
twenty yearsis to be nullified now, when the end is nearly reached. 


IX. 


The statement has been made that there is no inlent to condemn any lands which the 
owners are willing to lease, 


Why, then, does the bill provide (section 24) that “ buildings intended for 
permanent exhibition uses shall be erected only upon lands scq orowned by 
said city in fee?” There is unquestionably an intent here to condemn some 
property upon which are to be erected permanent buildings. Who can tell 
what lands will be seized and what lands will be left untouched? 

x. 


Such a bill as this never before was proposed in the New York Legislature or in the 
Legislature of any other State. 

-If enacted it will be a cloud on the title of every foot of land in New York 
City. The commissioners are authorized to condemn land anywhere and every- 
where in New York City. The Chemical National Bank building may be con- 
demned for offices, M n Square may be seized, and the Fifth Avenue Hotel 
razed to make room for a world’s fair.“ Should such powers as these be con- 
ferred on these commissioners? Hitherto all acts for the laying out of pana 
have defined the lands which might be taken. But this bill lays all New York 
open tocondemnation. If such a bill can be passed where is any protection of 

3 to be found? Property has some rights which even a“ world’s fair” 

bound to respect. This billis monstrous and should be amended or defeated, 
XI. 


The act should be amended and remodeled so that in no case shall a fee be 
condemned, and condemnation should be only for the term of years necessary 


for the proposed world’s fair,” 
DWIGHT H. OLMSTEAD, 
WILLIAM W. COOK, 
Counsel for Lucy W. Drecel, James J. Goodwin, 
J. Watts de Peyster, Maria N, Olmstead, and others. 


C. 


OPINION OF ANDREW H. GREEN AS TO THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE ALBANY 
TEN-MILLION BILL. 

The framers of the bill are not all- wise, and the results of their labor are not 
by any means beyond just criticism. In their haste to rush their crude work 
through the forms of legislation I very much fear that it will be found they have 
delayed and seriously hindered, if not wholly frustrated, the objects which the 
bill was apparently intended to promote.” 

“ What of the question of constitutionality? ™ asked the reporter, 

“The bill is a clear violation of those mandates of the constitution which were 
framed by thoughtful men, and confirmed by the people of the State, as a bul- 
wark against wastefulness, extra’ nee, the creation of debt, and unjust tax- 
ation,” answered Mr. Green. It should be no occasion for the boasts of good 
citizensor reputable lawyers that they have got around the ‘snags’ of the consti- 


‘tution, that 5 have broken down the barriers that were set to protect pro 


and to help maintain steadiness, prudence, and conservatism in public affairs, 
It would be more creditable to render ald and exercise ability in rejecting a 
measure when it is even doubtful whether it is not evasive of the beneficent 
provisions of the constitution. This would be the decision of Rood citizenship, 
of sound legal ability, and of justiflable legislation; but it would not be the wa: 
of crafty measures intended to get around some of the wisest and most bene: 
cent provisions of the constitution of the State.” 

Discussing further the question of constitutionality, and also the question of 
the use of Central Park, Mr. Green said: By section 34 of the bill it appears that 
the exhibition commissioners are authorized to put permanent buildings on any 
property in the city of New York owned by the city. Is it thus intended to re- 
peal the act that now pereniptorily forbids the use of the Central Park for these 
purposes? It appears also that such portion of the $10,000,000 as the board of 
ne eee may determine to provide for the erection of further museum 
buildings may be used without any consultation with or action of the park de- 
partment, as now required by law. Is it proposed to put these additions in Cen- 
tral Park? It is difficult to see how they can get around’ the section of the con- 
stitution prohibiting the city from giving money or loaning its credit to or in aid 
of any association or corporation éxcept for county, town, or village purposes.” 

»The taking of private property by force against the wish of its owners,” 
continued Mr. Green, in reply to another question, ‘must be allowed only in 
cases of extreme public exigencies, It is an odious p ing, never to be re 
sorted to unless in dire necessity. While this bill has the great merit of leav- 
ing the location of the fair open, to be fixed anywhere hereafter in the city of 
New York, thus setting aside the ill-considered location that has been so much 
talked about, yet while it does this it also permits the commissioners to drop 
8 . may think fit in the city and take anybody's property 
they may fancy. 

As to the method provided of making payment to the owners of property 
Mr. Green said: 

By section 16 of the act, upon filing the oaths of the commissioners of esti 
the city becomes seized at once of the fee or otherinterest in the 8 
to be taken. The owner, it may be, of one house and lot or of a hun does 
not get his money for his property at the time his title is taken from him. He 
must submit to the delays, it may be for years, that are attendant upon prov- 
ing his title and convince the commissioners of its value before he gets his pay. 
This is neither necessary, nor N nor constitutional, and the owners of pro 
erty are not unlike x to take this provision to the courts before they submit to 
it. The lands should be paid for when taken, and the owner should not have 
to wait upon the delays and expense of lawyers and courts to get his money. 
What these delays and expenses are those who have been compelled to go 
through them can best state. It would have been in the interest of the fair and 
of its success if these features had been left out of the bill. I should think that 
they are very certain to create opposition and dissatisfaction. You willremem- 
ber that it took nearly four months to get the committee on sites to give up their 
unwise attempt to locate on the Central Park, although forbidden by express 
statute. 

“These assaults upon the Constitution and upon the laws would be unwise 
enough in anarchists. What shall we say when they arethe work of men of sub- 
stanceand property? We hear much ofa property qualification for voting. Sach 
things as these before us show what folly it is to trust to property interests alone 
to carry on our affairs. 

“From the first I have been an advocate of a fair in this city. I have never 
doubted that it would ultimately be located here, simply because it isadmittedly 
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the fittest place for it. Ihave seen no especial wisdom in our newspapers at- 
tacking other localities because they wanted the fair. It has been clear from the 


. outset that this fair, if it was to amount to anything, must be made a national 


scheme. It will be impossible toget other nations to take any interest in it 
wise. Neither the administration of a private corporation nor that of a single 
city will a foreign cabinets and potentates. The National Government 
must take hold of it to make it the success that it ought to be. 

“The pamphlet published by John Jay is a very intelligent contribution to 
this subject, upon which so much balderdash has been uttered. Let us have the 
fair, but let us not break down the essential defenses of property.” 


D. 
ANALYSIS OF THE ALBANY WORLD'S FAIR BILL. 


1. The act distinctly presents several constitutional questions: 

a, Can the Legislature directly name or appoint persons whose duties are 
wholly those of city officers, although called “ commissioners”? 

b. Do the purposes named in the act constitute a “public use for which pri- 
vate property can be taken? 

o. Can the slature authorize the taking of private property, the erection of 
buildings to be paid for by city taxation, to be handed over to the exclusive use 
and control of a private corporation established by Congress and acting wholly 
under a Federal statute? 

2, The act attempts to create n public use“ by opening the grounds to “all 
the ple” as visitors; but the most valuable, if not the principal use, is that 
of the exhibitors, manufacturers, workmen, ete. The executive committee or 
the corporation established by Congress will have the selection of the exhibit- 
ors, the grant of space, etc. power should not be discretionary or arbitrary. 

3. The act makes no provision as to the time when the exhibition shall be 
held or the use of the lands taken therefor cease. This is left to the determina- 
tion of the board of commissioners, whose term of office will not expire before 
1896 at least. The time for which valuable private property may be tied up 
should be clearly and definitely limited by the statute. 

4, It authorizes the acquisition of the fee of such lands as the commission may 

proper. The boundaries of Central, Morningside, and Riverside Parks 
muy be thus permanently changed or entirely new parks or public places laid 
out, Central Park in whole or in part may be used, for there is no prohibition 
againstitsuse. The amount of land to be taken or used is not limited eitheras 
to area or cost. = 

5. Section 5 provides foran “executive committee,” which shall act for the 
board when not in session. This power is not limited to mere executive acts, 
but extends to all the duties and powers of the main committee under the act. 
The clause is carefully drawn and the purpose is evident. Unless the very re- 

le and well known names in the bill are intended as figure-heads, the 
ould not be permitted to delegate toa body powers of the character described: 

6. No adequate, practical, or enforcible provision is made for compensating 
owners of laud injured by the closing of avenues and streets. The owners in- 
iured by such closing are: . 

a. Those whose lands front immediately upon the portion closed. 

b. Those whose lands front upon the streets near the closed ion and are 
cut off from direct communication or the general use and advantage of the 
streets. Each owner has a separate, distinct, and valuable easement, and the 
statute should provide for compensation to each. The statute makes an uncer- 
tain, indefinite, and therefore unsatisfactory and unjust provision for such cases, 
and section 12 so adds to this uncertainty that it would be useless fora land- 
owner so injured to attempt to seek any redress, 

7. No provision whatever is made for compensating owners of lands fronting 
upon any of the parks which may be taken or used as provided by section 3for 
fair purposes. The owners fronting upon these parks have been heavily as- 
sessed for the special benefit conferred upon their Jands by the laying out of 
such parks and changing the use so asto injuriously affect the abutting land 
md pei a liability for or duty to make compensation that should be amply pro- 

‘or. 

8. No competition or publie bidding is required for any of the work required 
to be done in the gradingof the grounds and anything else except the erection 
of the necessary buildings, The executive committee may make such contracts 
or do this work in such manner as they please. Their power is almost equally 
aron in respect to the erection of buildings. All that is required as to these is 

rior approval of the plans and form of contract and an estimate of the cost 
by that much-empowe but evidently not-much-feared board of estimate and 
apportionment. [Yet it isa Tammany board.] The executive committee can 
then contract with whom it pleases. jperty-owners owning land on all the 
streets north of One hundred and tenth street, between Sixth and Eighth ave- 
nues will recall the contracts made in the years 1871-74 under similar laws by 
Van Nort with certain favored contractors for sewering, grading, ete., and inre- 
spect to which there is some very interesting reading in the law reports. 

9. The act makes no provision for the restoration after the fair is over of the 
lands taken, the streets occupied, etc, The regrading, resewering, repaving, 
etc., of the avenues can therefore only be done as provided for by existing Jaws, 
namely, under ordinances of the common council and by assessment upon the 
lot-owners. The assessments for the original pido eee ete., of the 
avenues and streets within the selected area exceeded 55,000,000, or an average 
of $2,000 per lot. The cost of regrading, resewering, and restoring the lots can 
x a less. The act makes no 8 to compensate the owners of land for 

os. 

10. The act contains no provision 8 the commissioners or their of- 
ficers an agents being personally interested in any of the work to be done or 
contracts made for SARON the ground selected to fair purposes, the supply of 
materials, erection of buildi. ete, All statute of this character appointing 
pubke officers to perform public duties requiring the expenditure of public 
er yen sooli, and with scarcely an exception do, contain a prohibitory clause 

s 

11. An owner of land taken orafected is limited by section 13 to the supreme 
court. All questions as to justice, equity, legality, and ampleness of the com- 

tion which may be allowed to the owner whose land is taken are cast aside. 

‘he report when confirmed is declared to be “final and conclusive,” and this 
endsallappeal. The right to appeal should be unlimited. 

12. No award made by commissioners of appraisal for damages sustained by 
a lot-owner whose land may be taken or affected can be confirmed unless satis- 
factory to the city authorities, for the reason thatsection 13 allows only the court 
to pass upon or confirm the same if application for that purpose is made by the 
city’s law officers. Under existing laws in similar cases the commissioners of 
appraisal may present their report. There are many precedents for the city re- 
fusing to present the commissioners’ report for confirmation, 

No provision is made for continuing or adjusting the t street-rail- 
road facilities within the area selected, namely, the St. Nicholas, Eighth, and 
Tenth avenues, and Boulevard surface roads. If these roads are to be closed, 
no vision is made for 3 the companies for loss. 

12 No provision is made for a fair allowance to property- owners for the cost 
to which they must necessarily be subjected in employing counsel to proye 
title to their land, its value, ete., in the condemnation proceedings. 

15. No provision is made limiting the number, duties, or compensation of the 
officers, attendants, and employés who may be appointed or employed for any 
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FFC eto. Evidently the - 
ro of the executive committee will be 5 4 = 

16. sections relativeto laying out of lands and the acquisition of title are 
not arranged in the usual order of the acts to be done. Indefinite words and 
forms of expression are used. In fact, the act is more remarkable for what it 
does not than for what it does contain. 


E. 


ESTIMATED COST OF SITE IN NEW YORK CITY FOR WORLD'S FAIR, AND LIST OF 
BUILDINGS THEREON TO BE CONDEMNED AND DEMOLISHED, 


Considerable animation was infused into the gossip about the world's fair 
among Harlemites last night when through the medium of the Evening Post it 
became known that the site committee at its meeting yesterday afternoon had 
concluded to include the available lands lying between One hundred and tenth 
street and Ninety-sixth street and Fourth and Fifth avenues in the site forthe 
exposition. No objections were offered to the proposition, so far as an Even- 
ing Post reporter could learn, but the unanimous opinion was that if the com- 
mittee contemplated removing the buildings in this territory it had decided 
upon a very expensive departure. Five million dollars would not defray the 
expenses of condemning the buildings on the property,” said H. M. Barnes, 
one of the leading d of Harlem, whose place of business, at the south- 
east corner of Madison avenue and One hundred and tenth street, is included 
in the territory referred to. However, the city could better afford to spend 
double that amount than to invade and ruin the park for a site.“ 

Of the blocks within the limits named, those lying between Madison and 
Fourth avenues and One hundred and seventh and One hundred and tenth 
streets are covered with buildings save half a dozen plots scattered here and 
there. On the north side of One hundred and seventh street, between Madison 
and Fourth avenues, is a row of large fancy brick houses recently erected. On 
the north and south sides of One hundred and sixth street, between Madison 
and Fourth avenues, are large apartment houses occupying less than one-half 
the block. On Madison svenne, just north of One h red and sixth street, is 
a row of large flats with a store on the corner, just completed. On the same 
thoroughfare, between One hundred and One hundred and first streets, is a 
row of new private houses. From that point on to Ni -sixth street, east of 
Madison avenue, the land is free from encumbrances. On the westside of Madi- 
son avenue there is a row of brick a ent houses in course of construction 
between One hundred and fifth and One hundred and sixth streets. There isa 
large brick flat house and store at the southwest corner of Madison avenue and 
One hundred and ninth street. On One hundred and eighth and One hundred 
and ninth streets, between Madison and Fifth avenues, are four brown-stone 
double apartment houses, ench six stories in height, in course of construction. 
C. Rhadebold is the owner, 

At the northwest corner of Madison avenue and One hundred and ninth 
street are five brown-stone apartment houses and north of them John Scott 

ecently erected five brownstone-front flat-houses, with stores on the corner of 
One hundred and tenth street. Fifth avenue is clear from One hundred and 
tenth street to Ninety-sixth street, save for an unsightly rum-shop between 
One hundred and ninth and One hundred and tenth streets. The southeast 
eorner of One hundred and tenth street and Fifth avenue was recently con- 
demned by the park commissioners, who intend converting it into a plaza ta 
beautify the entrance to the park opposite. A five-story brick dwelling-housa 
that formerly occupied the plot is now being moved 100 feet to the rear on One 
hundred and tenth street. Besides the buildings enumerated there are two 
churches within the limits described—the Methodist Episcopal Church of Our 
Savior, on the north side of One hundred and ninth street, east of Madison 
avenue, of which the Rev. J. T. Bates is the pastor, and 5 Church of 
St. Edward the Martyr, Rev. Dr. Neil, rector, on One hund: and ninth street, 
west of Madison avenue. 


A New York City paper of this date contains the following article on 
this subject: 


Now, aside from all such considerations, I wish to ask how New York could 
88 world’s fair on the preposterous and terribly expensive site selected, 
and which has made all this commotion necessary—a site with great holes here 
and great hills there, and which (valued at $75,000 per acre or upwards), to ob- 
tain even by leases and to pay damages for closing thoroughfares and demol- 
ishing houses and ousting owners and occupants, will use up probably $5,000,- 
000? Then they are to spend much or all of $5,000,000 more on buildings, mainly 
in Central Park, which they can not use as things now stand,and are likely to 
stand. Further, there are the fights to encounter with the property-owners over 
the unconstitutional bill,and the paralysis of the great enterprise while these 
fights are waged in the courts. A 

desire particularly to ask whether the streets and avenues running through 
the fair grounds are to be closed? Evenif the minor, or east and west ones, 
many of them built orf, should be closed, what about the great north and south 
thoroughfares, and they also are built upon? 

Would Riverside Drive be closed, and Seventh avenue, the great park drive, be 
closed? Would the Boulevard, with its street-cars; Tenth avenue, with itsstreet- 
cars; Eighth avenue, with its street-cars; St. Nicholas avenue, with its street- 
cars, and Madison avenue, with its street-cars, be closed up? If so, What about 
the damages to be paid to the street-car companies, and the cutting off of the 
great travel and traffic between the populous districts north and south of the 

nds—the cutting of New York in two from Fourth and Fifth avenues to the 
udson River? What about all this? 

Now, if these thoroughfares would not be closed, would they not make havoo 
of the fair, chopping it into many fragments, to say nothing of the dangers to 
life and limb for the millions of people whoare to attend the fair and cross those 
avenues? Many stairways would have to be constructed over them and high 
enough to clear street-cars and carriages, and what a climbing up and down 
from one section to another, and so on for a hundred feet and more higher to 
and over Morningside Park. Have these things been looked in the face seri- 
ously, and the unfit or impracticable character of this site for the workable pur- 
poses of a great world’s fair? Or has everything been madly rushed along with 
a hurrah, with blind prejudice and selfish personal interests on the part of some 
and unthinking zeal on the part of all the rest? 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
permitted to address the House for fifteen minutes on this question on 
Monday. 

Mr. FRANK. I object. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to what the gentleman 
from IIlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has said in regard to the illegality of the 
bonds to be issaed by the city of New York, I wish to say that I will 
take the whole ten millions at par. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELDEN. I will go the gentleman five better. 

Mr. FLOWER. I yield seven minutes to my colleague from New 
York [Mr. Fircn]. - è 
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Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
FRANK] withdraws his objection. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I must object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, as New York’s Representatives rise in 
the last hour of this debate to present a review of the claims of their 
city, there is one feature of the debate of which they are particularly 
proud. New York has uttered no word of criticism, no word of abuse 
in regard to any of the other cities that are her opponents here. She 
has no criticism to make of the manner in which they have raised their 
funds. She has no word of malignity towards them or towards their 
methods or towards what they propose to do, Sheis proud of her 
younger sisters, all of them, and of the sections of country which they 
represent. Her prosperity is yours and yours is hers, You can not 
lant an acre of corn in Dakota, you can not open a new mine on the 
*acific coast, you can not raise a new bale of cotton in the South that 
you do not increase the value of real estate on Manhattan Island, and 
the money which you send to us and help us to get goes back through 
every channel of business and every social and every charitable channel 
all oyer the country. All of you own the city of New York as much 
as we do and have the same stake in her prosperity, and our hope is 
that we may all prosper together. 
We have had but two criticisms on the city of New York in return 


for the arguments which we have presented. One was that of my friend 


from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], whose objection to holding the fair in 
New York was that he did not like the names of the hotels there. 
LLaughter.] He said that we had failed to name any hotel in the city 
after either Grant or Sherman, and that therefore ours was an un- 
American city. The gentleman forgot that Grant and Sherman both, 
after having tried Washington and St. Louis and Chicago, went to the 
city which he calls un-American and chose it as their permanent resi- 
dence for the rest of their lives. It is not our notion in New York, 
Mr. Speaker, that it is the highest tribute you can pay to a soldier or 
a statesman to name a hotel after him [laughter]; but if my friend will 
withdraw his opposition to New York, and if those are his notions, I 
can assure him thatsome citizen of my district will build a substantial 
edifice, with an elegant café in the basement, over which shall float 
the proud name of The Perkins.“ [Laughter.] 

The other answer to the arguments in favor of New York was that 
of my genial friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], whose beauty is 
only equaled by his decorations. [Laughter.] He stands here and 
tells us what we are going to do with our own money. We vote our 
money in the cit¥ of New York, and of course we put it in buildings, 
and of course when the fair is over we do not throw them into the sea. 
It is perfectly fair that we shall have the benefit of them, and I say to 
him, with all due respect, that it is not the business of anybody else 
what we do with our own money when we only ask you to give usa char- 
ter to holda fair, The gentleman has criticised every act of our Legisla- 
ture. He goes over the law of the subject and he only proves that he 

what somebody called “‘a vast variety of misinformation and 
great legal requirements.” [Laughter. ] 

What do you suppose is the reason why New York is the largest city 
in the country? It is the largest city because if is the place where 
most people went to and liked to remain, and that is the reason why it 
is the best place to hold the fair. People have spoken asif this fair were 
to be held on the outside of the city of New York. Mr. Speaker, there 
are two cities on Manhattan Island. At the upper endof that island, 
where Harlem Lane used to run between the farms of the old Dutch 
farmers, has arisen in the last five years a city as lovely as any in the 
world. The city of Harlem, in the city of New York, has her own 
churches, her own school-houses, her own club-houses, her own news- 
papers; and she polled at the last election more votes than two States 
of the Union that have four Senators and two Congressmen. [Laugh- 
ter. 


That is the city that is on the north, on the outside of this fair site, 
and it is a city which has all the advantages of any of the cities that 
haye been pressed here. It has the phenomenal growth of Chicago; it 
has been built in five years. Its hospitality to strangers equals the 
world-famous hospitality of St. Louis; and as for politics, if you ask 
any New Yorker he will tell you that there is more political wisdom in 
Harlem than there is in all the rest of the country together. [Laugh- 
ter. > 

Mr. Speaker, my friend from Long Island [Mr. COVERT], whose voice 
every New Yorker loves to hear, said yesterday that New York isa 
fair in itself. Of course it is. Broadway, with its 9 miles unequaled 
any where in the world, isa fair; Fifth avenue, from Washington Square 
to the Central Park, is a fair in itself. Our art galleries, our operas, 
our concerts, our fifty theaters, in which master-pieces are performed 
in a half dozen languages—all these are an exhibition. Central Park, 
full of thousands of laughing children, is an exhibition of health and 
happiness that a man would travel many miles to see. And in the 
harbor of New York on every afternoon is a naval display such as my 
friend from Chicago, if he has not seen it, never dreamed of. 

In this place, with these adjuncts to a fair to make it successful, in 
a city where every tongue is spoken that civilized men speak, where an 
altar rises to every faith of the civilized world, and where money is 
ready waiting for you, where mea used to great enterprises are ready 


to take hold, there is the place for a fair if you want to have one that 
shall be worthy of the United States. [Applause.] $ 

85 FLOWER. I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. DON- 
PHY]. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, it is pro to celebrate the four 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of continent by the holding 
here in our own country of an exposition to which all nations and the 
people of all nations shall be invited invited not only to witness our 
progress in the sciences, arts, commerce, and the manufactures, but 
themselves to exhibit here whatever of their own may be useful, beau- 
tiful, or instructive. A 

Such an exposition will gather millions together from all over the 
world, will bring the newest and best results in the arts and sciences 
and in the manufactures, and so will very materially add to the pros- 
perity of the city in which it is located. Itis, therefore, not surprising 
that four great cities like New York, Chicago, St. Lonis, and Washing- 
ton should be striving for the prize, each contending that its particular 
advantages are superior. 

In choosing between these great cities Congress hasa most important 
duty to perform, a duty which, if well performed, will add largely to 
the fame and general welfare of the whole country, 

Where, then, should this exposition be held? 

Of the cities that I have mentioned, that one should, in my opinion, 
get the fair where the expected millions of visitors can best be accom- 
modated, best be entertained, and best be instructed in those things 
that have made us what we are. 

And where is that? 

The average daily attendance at the exposition lately held in Paris 
was about 300,000. Of these 300,600, two-fifths, or about 120,000, were 
from without the limits of the city of Paris, 4 

It is expected that under proper and favorable conditions the ‘daily 
attendance at our proposed fair will at least average that at the Paris 
fair, with the same, if not a larger, percentage of out-of-town visitors. 

Where can these 120,000 daily out-of-town visitors best be accommo- 
dated, best be entertained, and best be instructed ? 

I would not even attempt to take from Chicago, St. Louis, or Wash- 
ington any part of their deservedly greatfame. I look upon Washing- 
ton, Chicago, and St. Louis as marvels of beauty, energy, enterprise, 
and success, as cities of which every American citizen must be proud. 
But, marvels of energy, enterprise, success, and beauty as they are, 
whatever may, in these or other respects, be said of either or all of 
them, applies to New York City with a force ten times as great. As 
to Chicago, St. Louis, and Washington, the capacity of any two of them 
to accommodate and entertain might be sufficient for the 120,000 daily 
out-of-town visitors, but no one of them of itself and with its own im- 
mediate suburbs could care for these expected crowds, and I am assum- 
ing for the time being that the numbers I have mentioned would at- 
tend at any one of the places named. 

Crowd Washington, and it might accommodate 60,000. I am in- 
formed and I believe that St. Louis could not care for more than 75,- 
000. Iam informed and I believe that Chicago could not care for more 
than 90,000, In their capacity to accommodate and entertain but two 
cities in the whole world—London and Paris—can compare with New 
York, whose police returns show an actual capacity of at least 250,000. 

Tn corroboration of what I have stated, let me mention a few occur- 
rences. 

At the inaugural ceremonies of Presidents Cleveland and Harrison 
Washington was taxed far beyond its capacity, and these ceremonies 
lasted but a couple of days. How could Washington accommodate for 
a period of six months numbers at least twice, perhaps three times, as 
great. National conventions have been held in St. Louis and Chicago, 
and then they seemed taxed away beyond their capacities; and these 
conventions lasted but a few days. How could they for a period of 
six months care for numbers at least twice as great? 

The centennial celebration of Washington’s inauguration was lately 
held in New York. During that celebration two hundred thousand 
and more visitors were within New York, and no trouble or inconven- 
ience resulted, no complaints could be or were made, And remem- 
ber, besides, that right around New York, as its immediate suburbs, 
are Brooklyn, Long Island City, Jersey City, and Hoboken, all within 
a few minutes of the metropolis and easily able to care for 100,000 more. 

As New York and its immediatesurburbs have a capacity to accommo- 
date almost twice as great as that of Washington, St. Louis, and Chi- 
cago combined, so, too, have they an equal relative capacity to enter- 
tain. A dozen libraries of national fame, Art galleries the most ex- 
tensive and beautiful in the New World. Central Park and à dozen 
other parks. Firty theaters the equal of any in he whole world. 
Music and other halls by the hundreds. An hundred clubs, about 
whose hospitality I need not say a word. Its hundreds of churches. 
Its hundreds of schools and other public institutions. Its Broadway, 
Fifth avenue, and Wall street. Its elevated railway systems, Its 
wonderful bridge. Its most magnificent harbor, The grand Hudson 
with its Palisades. Its daily procession of countless sailing vessels and 
steam-ships. Its Coney Island, Staten Island, Glen Island, Rockaways, 
Long Beach, and Long Branch. 

The great metropolis itself! Where in the New World, exceptat the 
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metropolis, can such attractions, such opportunities for the entertain- 
ment of the millions, be found? 

If, then, that city is to be chosen where the visiting millions can 
best be accommodated and entertained, New York must be selected. 

Where can the country's progress best be seen? 

Where can visitors best be instructed in those matters that have 
caused and are the results of our wondrous progress? 

Where are the great bank and trust and insurance companies? 

Where are the great libraries and publishing houses? 

Where are the great agencies for the spread all over the world of re- 
ligion, science, and art? 

‘Where are the greatest newspapers in the world? 

Where can marine and other architecture best be studied? 

Where are the great hospitals and public asylums? 

Where can the commercial transactions of the nation be best viewed ? 

Can Washington, St. Louis, or Chicago show such opportunities for 
instruction as these? Can the country’s progress be shown as well any 
place in the land as at New York? If, then, for no other reasons than 
these, that New York alone can accommodate and entertain the ex- 
pected thousands and that there better than at any other place can the 
nation’s progress be seen, New York should get the fair. i 

But there are other and perhaps better reasons. 

The exposition will not be a success unless great numbers attend it 
daily. Itis the presence of great numbers that will keep the fair 
moving, that will give encouragement to the exhibitors. If the at- 
tendance at our fair equals that at the Paris fair, ours must be a success. 

Where, Mr. Speaker, at what point can such attendance be most 
cheaply, more easily secured? Where can such attendance be most 
surely secured? 

Within the corporate limits of New York City there are to-day 
1,750,000 persons, 750,000 more than are in Chicago. Over in the 
State of New Jersey are half a million more than are in Chicago, and 
across the bridge, in Brooklyn, are more again than in Chicago. In the 

laces I have named there are as many as are in the whole State of 

illinois, and I have not mentioned half a dozen other direct, immedi- 
ate suburbs of the metropolis that would add another quarter of a mill- 
ion, and every one of these places within easy, cheap access of New 
York City. 5 

Further: Of the million and three-quarters in the city, six hundred 
thousand can walk to the fair grounds already selected. And right from 
these grounds by boats and our present railway facilities hundreds or 
thousands could be transported to the suburbs within a few minutes. 
Thiscontact of population, with the advantages of easy access and cheap 
transportation, insures at a fair held in the metropolis an attendance 
greater than that at the Paris fair, And these conditions can be found 
at no other place on this continent-except at New York. 

They say, Mr. Speaker, that money has made the mare go. It needs 
money, and plenty of it, to make a fair go. Money, and a lot of it, is 
absolutely necessary. How much is necessary ? 

It cost $10,000,000 to prepare for and maintain the Paris fair. But 
since material is dearer here than in France and since Jabor is cheaper 
in France than here, it may be safely said that to prepare for and main- 
tain our proposed fair it will take about $13,000,000. I have not 
heard how much money Washington claims to have. 

St. Louis and Chicago have, it is said, 85, 00 000 each. Where are 
they going to get the balance from, and when do they expect to get it? 
Do they intend to call upon the national Treasury? 

New York now has more money than is needed. New York now has 
$15,000,000 and over, $10,000,000 of which the city is authorized to and 
will contribute, and the balance has been guarantied by the finance 
princes of the country. 

Again, it is proposed that our fair shall be an international fair, one 
at which the people of all nations shall attend. 

To us who live in this broad land a journey by rail of a thousand 
miles or more is a matter of no great concern. It is amatter of not in- 
frequent occurrence. Foreigners have no such extent of country as we 
have; they have no such perfect railways as we have. To them ajour- 
ney by rail ofa thousand miles or more is one fraught with danger and 
peril and is to be avoided; itis a journey to the commencement of 
which one is accompanied in sorrow and fear by his relations. 

Will it be wise, under the circumstances, to ask these foreigners, 
besides traveling thousands of miles across the sea, to intrust their 
precions selves and their precious exhibits to a farther journey by rail 
of a thousand miles or more. Of course, governments will be repre- 
sented wherever the fair be held, but private exhibitors (on whom, to 
a large extent, depends the success of the fair) will not attend unless the 
fair be held on or near the seaboard. They understand the inconven- 
jences of long railway travel; they know the risks attending increased 
handling of exhibits, and the location of the fair inland will, at the very 
outset, frighten and discourage them. In conclusion, let me briefly 
recapitulate the reasons why, in my opinion, New York should be se- 
lected as the site for the fair: 

First. Because there and there only can such daily attendance be 
certainly had as will make the fair a success. 

Second. Because there and there only can accommodation and enter- 
tainment for the visiting millions be had. 


— nea there, better than at any other place, can the nation’s 
seen, 

Fourth. Because it alone, now at the outset, has the necessary sum 
of money. 

Fifth. Because there, and there only, will be brought extensive pri- 
vate foreign exhibits. 7 

Sixth. Because it is the metropolis, the chief city of our country. 

When, Mr. Speaker, New Yorkischosen, Washington, St. Louis, and 
Chicago will acknowledge the errors of their demand and the superior 
rights of New York. Once settle this question in our favor, and we of 
the metropolis will begin to prepare for an exposition such as the world 
never saw. 

For our fellow-citizens we will prepare a reception that will open 
their eyes, warm their hearts, and excite their pride. 

For foreigners of all nations we will do what for years past Liberty 
herself has been doing in our harbors, extend our arms in an open, 
friendly, hospitable welcome. [Applause. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Iyield now to my colleague [Mr. LANSING]. 

Mr. LANSING. Mr. Speaker, from the arguments of some of the 
gentlemen speaking for the last hour, it would appear in their contem- 
plation this was not a world’s fair and a world’s exhibition and was 
only intended for a cattle show. [Laughter.] The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason] argued here for half an hour or more that the 
city of Chicago was the proper place to hold the fair because they were 
to drive all the fat cattle from the State of Illinois into pens to be ex- 
hibited to the people who should attend. [Laughter.] Now, sir, the 
agricultural interests which center in the Mississippi Valley, while they 
are grand and appreciated by everyhody in the country, are yet not the 
5 that will attract attention when you come to the world's exhi- 
bition. 

Besides all the things said for the city of New York, it demands to be 
said she has more manufactures than any other city in the world; that 
she is situated only 100 miles from a sister city that is next to her in 
having within her borders more than any city, except New York. So 
within 100 miles on the Atlantic seaboard are two cities which are nob 
excelled anywhere for the extent of their manufactures or in the diver- 
sity of their industries. (Applause. ] 

Another thing which strikes me: New York City is metropolitan and 
cosmopolitan. It is different from any other city in the United States. 
I say it with no disparagement to other cities, because, their respective 
ages excuse them from any inferiority, but there is not another place 
that is not provincial compared with New York City. 

And living in the city of St. Louis and Chicago are many who would 
gladly pay the difference in fare, who would gladly expend the differ- 
ence in time to see for once the great metropolitan city of the country, 
of which they have heard so much and from which they get all their 
news, political, financial, and social. New York stands on this con- 
tinent as the one great place, the center of thought and center of ac- 
tion, from which comes all financial impulse. [Applause.] 

There is not a feature of our national greatness which New York City 
has not directed. She is gridironed with railroads, and her capital 
has been given to the laying of thousands of miles of ties and rails of 
new railroads in all portions of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard with regret one or two things said in this 
discussion. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] seemed to 
impute to the city of New York a want of patriotism, because, as my 
friend from New York said, the bars and gin-mills were not named after 
the statesmen of the country. Let me say, the State of New York in 
patriotism can not be outdone by any State on the face of the earth. 
It shines out through the history of the country. It was patriotic in 
the Revolution; it has been patriotic ever since, and when during the 
last war the fate of the Union, for several days, seemed to be hanging 
on its action, with all glory to the State of New York, it leftits old 
party affiliations, and rose up as one man and said, The Union must 
be preserved. [Applanse. 

From the hour that the city of New York declared itself, from that 
hour began the downfall ot the disunion sentiment of this country. 
Had it been otherwise, Mr. Speaker; had the great city of New York 


.| taken the other track; had such Democrats as my distinguished friend, 


the venerable gentleman who sits near me [General SPINOLA], who 
commanded a brigade in that war, taken the other track, we would to-day 
have been a disunited people. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] clings to the old traditions 
of his party and brings up on every occasion references to Jefferson and 
Hamilton. He has been contrasting to-day—seeking to find some rea- 
son why there should be no fair—the statesmanship of these two men. 
We are proud, sir, of being the State that produced Hamilton, and I 
am proud to say here that it was the hand of Hamilton that wrote the 
Constitution, while it was the hand of Jefferson that wrote the Virginia 
resolutions. The first has saved to the world the grandest example of 
free government, The legitimate teachings of the second came near 
to destroying the unity of the country and the dissolution of the Union, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. IL yield five minutes to my colleague from New York, 
General SPINOLA. 
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Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the hour for taking a recess be extended until 6 o’clock, 
and that this debate continue until that hour. 

Mr. LEE, I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. H hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. FLOWER. That is not fair to New York. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was agreed that there should be this hour, and 
when the arrangement was made we had forgotten that there was a 
provision in the rules for a recess at 5 o’clock to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. LEE. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. FLOWER. I thank the gentleman from Virginia. 

PROPOSED WORLD’S FAIR. 

Mr, SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, before commencing, I wish to state 
that the gentleman from West Virginia yielded to me six minutes of 
the time allotted to Washington, Mr. DUNPHY gave me two minutes 
of his time, and my friend sitting beside me gave me three minutes of 
his; I call the attention of the Speaker to this so that I may not be 
ruled out too soon. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman claim? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, about fifteen minutes. [Laughter.] : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, like all the other gentlemen upon the 
floor of the House, I have sat here for the past two days listening to 
some of the most beautiful sentiments that ever fell from the lips of 
men. Sentiment and poetry seem to have been the watchwords of the 
gentlemen who have addressed the House in regard to the world’s fair. 

I was forcibly struck with the poetic sentiment of my friend from 
Missouri, who entertained the House yesterday with his very extraor- 
dinary and sounding argument in favor of locating the fair at St. Louis. 
The arguments of my friend on that side are quite unanswerable, on 
account of their having no connection with the question under consid- 
ération. Iam willing to admit that the State of Missouri must feel 
proud of them and their orator. Poetry has been mingled with the 
debate and flowers of rhetoric have been drawn from the inspiration 
derived from an acquaintance with the valley of the Mississippi. This 
condition of things has gone on until there is scarcely anything left for 
one to say who has come into the contest at so late an hour as myself. 
(Laughter. ] 

But, sir, the city of New York lies in its majesty at the very gate- 
way of the sea, and comes before this House and before this nation ask- 
ing that this fair shall be located within that city, and pledging her- 
self that not one single dollar of the expense attending it will be asked 
for from the public Treasury of the country. 

Portions of the bill that is before the House will not meet my ap- 
proval, especially that paragraph in the bill which asks for one and a 
half millions of dollars from the public Treasury to meet the expense 
of the Government participation in this enterprise. Not one dollar 
shall I vote for, and the city that expects to have the fair located within 
its limits must place itself on an equality with the city of New York 
in that regard and also equal her promises and pledges before they 
can expect favorable consideration. New York will construct all the 
buildings necessary. New York will constract the building for the 
Government exhibits, where they propose to display their curiosities, 
and exhibits of art, and valuable relics, and New York will erecta 
building for the Government exhibits that shall be absolutely fire- 

roof. 
£ Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the bill as it stands provide for a Government 
building ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. It does; but I intend at the proper time to move 
to have that paragraph eliminated from the bill. 

Mr. FLOWER. The original New York bill did not provide any- 
thing of the kind. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I make the statement with the full 
knowledge that the Representatives on this floor from the city of New 
York will sustain what I say, that not one dollar of mse will be 
asked of the Government towards the erection of any buildings for hold- 
ing the fair, and what the Representatives of that city promise to this 
House will be carried out to the very letter. 

And I will call the attention of the House to the fact that there are 
a great number of our countrymen who do not ask for a fair to be held 
anywhere, especially if it is to be paid for out of the public Treasury. 
They may be deficient in sentiment; they may be lacking in poetry; 
but they feel a greater interest in being relieved from the burdens under 
which they are laboring than in any such thing as mere sentiment con- 
nected with the holding ofa fair. And I want to call the attention of 
gentlemen to one fact, that when you go home to your constituents, re- 
moved from the influences of either or any of these cities contending 
for this prize, you will find a different sentiment prevailing there than 
what you do here. 

New York comes to you asking for nothing from the Government but 
its approval. Nota dollar of your money do we crave or want. The 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] undertook to analyze our 

cial position on this question, and made a sorry sight of himself, 

I regret to say, for I really like him in almost every way, both public 

and private. But what business is it of his how we spend our money? 

We take it out of our own pockets, and it is a matter of our own con- 

cern, and it becomes almost impertinent for others to criticise us in re- 
gard to the disposing of that which is our own. 

Now, as to New York. New York is the business center of this con- 
tinent, and it will be buta few years before it will be the financial 
center of the world. London will be forgotten as a money center of 
the universe when New York will be only in her infancy, leading the 
financial industries and interests of the civilized world, limited by no 
bounds and curtailed by no distances; and we ask this fair, sir, to cele- 
brate the development of this country for the past four hundred years. 
Four hundred years is a long time, and yet it is but a short time in fact 
in the life of nations. 7 

What has been done in four hundred years? What has been done in 
the life-time of many gentlemen upon the floor of this House? You have 


seen the ocean traversed by steamers with such rapidity as to almost es- 


tablish a ferry between the Old and the New World. Six days is about the 
time now taken in the passage from continent to continent, and if we go 
forward in the next four hundred years in the same rapid advancement as 
we have in the last, we will see this passage reduced as it has been from 
fourteen and fifteen down to six days, and it will be still further re- 
duced, in my judgment, to two days. We see to-day not the move- 
ment of the old upon our turnpikes, not the movement of 
the canal-boats upon our canals, but we see railroads traversing from 
one point to the other at a speed of 40 or 50 miles an hour. In the 
next four hundred years that speed will be still further increased until 
it shall have reached 100 miles per hour—a hundred miles an hour if 
we continue to advance in the same ratio that we have in the past four 
hundred years. And we propose to celebrate in the city of New York 
the anticipated progress as well as the progress of the past; for the 
past four hundred years has given us swift steam-ships and railroads and 
seen the world girdled with the telegraph, soon to be followed by the tele- 
phone, while electricity has become the playthingof science. Itthere- 
fore goes beyond human imagination to picture the development of the 
next four hundred years, And for all the purposes of the fair, in my 
judgment, New York is better adapted than any other place upon this 
continent. 

But, sir, let us look for a moment atthe figures. I hold in my hand 
a table compiled from dispatches from the managers of the clearing- 
houses of the United States, which table shows that the gross amount 
cleared in New York City for the week ending June 31, 1888, as com- 
pared with the amount for the corresponding week of 1887, to be in 
that week $575,909,000, while all the other cities, some thirty-eight in 
number—being the principal cities of the United States—only rose to 
the sum of $342,045,000. New York is where the business is centered. 
It is the great commercial emporium of this continent. This is abusi- 
ness comparison between that city and the thirty-cight principal cities 
i this country in regard to the values passing through their clearing- 

ouses. 

Now, sir, I am glad to refer to these figures in order that the House 
may understand the business magnitude of that city in all its bear- 
ings, financially, commercially, and in every other way. 

I will state, in ada: ion to what I have already said, that the aggre- 
gate assessed valne, real and personal, of the city of New York—and I 
make the statement in order to show that the contrast becomes still 
greater between that city and the different States and Territories of the 
Union—the figures show that the city of New York has a greater as- 


sessed value than any State in the Union, with the exception of three. ` 


But three States in the Union have an assessed value of property equal 
to that of the city of New York. When any great enterprise is started 
by our friends in any part of this country, they come to New York. 
They appeal to New York for aid. They appeal to New York for finan- 
cial assistance to execute and carry out their enterprises. Now that 
New York comes here and tells the people of the United States through 
its representatives that if you locate the fair in that city not a dollar 
will be asked from the public Treasury to carry it on or put it in oper- 
ation. These are some of the reasons that we ask for this fair. : 

Now, my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] said that all things 
centered in Chicago. The gentleman from St. Louis [Mr. HATCH] 
said the same thing in 
portunity it would be for everybody to go to St. Louis; but my friend 
forgot to say that every one passing into that city from the East had 
to pay a toll of 25 or 50 cents to pass over the bridge. 

Mr. HATCH. I know the gentleman from New York would notlike 
to make a misstatement, Mr. Speaker. I hope he will allow me to in- 
terrupt him as he interrupted me. It is the first time I have inter- 
rupted any one. The distinguished gentleman from New York ought 
to know thatthe merchants of St. Louis are now building and have 
nearly completed a bridge that, before the world's fair is located, will 
not only be free to the inhabitants of the United States, but to the peo- 
ple of the world. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam delighted to hear of the reformation, because 
a toll of 50 cents in addition to the charge which they would have to 


to St. Louis, and told us of the fine op- 
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pay to enter the fair would be rather high; but the gentleman forgot 
to tell the House that the railroad owns the bridge by which all rail- 
roud passengers enter the city, and the railroad will not desert their 
own bridge to patronize an opposition bridge. The merchants’ bridge- 
referred to will only be of benefit to the people of St. Louis. 

Mr. HATCH. Does not the gentleman know as a matter of fact that 
it takes not only 50 cents, but more than three times that amount to 
get from any depot in New York to a decent hotel? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let me say to my friend from Missouri that there 
are ferries to be established from the termini of all of these roads, and 
from the New Jersey roads to the fair grounds, that will land every 

nger upon the fair grounds at the rate of two or three cents apiece. 

Mr. HATCH. Does not the gentleman know that if you want to go to 
the certer of the city from these depots it will cost $1.50 for hack hire? 

Mr. SPINOLA. They can get off the ferry and take the elevated 
railroad and goto any part of the city, as well as to the fair-grounds, for 
5 cents. 

Mr. HATCH. But your elevated roads can not carry all the people 
that come. 

Mr. SPINOLA. They carry all that come. They carry now 500, 000 
people daily, and they can carry as many more. 

Now, in regard to the fat cattle that my friend, Mr. SPRINGER, re- 
ferred to. I admit that Chicago probably slaughters more cattle and 
more human beings than any other city in the Union; but when he 
spoke ot fat cattle he forgot to refer to the hog. Now, the hog question 
is an immense question in Chicago. [Laughter.] Why, there are more 
hogs slaughtered per minute in Chicago than in any other place onthe 
face of the earth. [Laughter.] That may account for the bristles in 
some cases. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MASON. Yes; and you had better not rub them the wrong 
way. ([Langhter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh. Iam not going to rub them the wrong way. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in all seriousness, and I say it in 
the name of New York, that we are in earnest about this fair, and we 
appeal to the American Congress that it may be held in the city where 
Washington was inaugurated first President of the United States; a 
city whose loyalty, as has been stated here, is beyond question. I ad- 
mit that it is a great Democratic city, but that is owing to the intelli- 
gence of the people. [Laughter.] It is owing also to the religious 
character of the people of that city. [Renewed laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has ex- 


Mr. SPINOLA. I will take a couple of minutes more, with the per- 
mission of the House. [Laughter.] I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that in 
that city five thousand spires go up towards heaven from the churches 
that are located on Manhattan Island; churches and institutions of all 
denominations, whose generosity and charity can not be surpassed by 
any on the face of the earth. Then, too, to protect our friends when 
they come to visit us we have a police, unmatched in the world, with 
a general superintendent who can not be excelled in any city on the 
globe. Again, at the head of the detective department we have In- 
spector Byrnes, who is simply the wonder of the world in his line. 
Therefore, our friends who visit the fair when it is held in New York 
need have no fear of being annoyed by anarchists or such people. We 
keep those fellows under. We do not allow them to kill anybody, and 
Tobserved that my friend from Illinois neglected to mention that among 
the attractions of Chicago. 

Mr. MASON. We have taken care of them already. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I know yon tried to, but you missed your fire. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me say that I trust this House will 
decide to locate the fair at New York. There it lies at the gates of the 
sea, with boundless wealth and resources great, the keel and rudder of 
the ship of state. [Applause.] 

Mr. FLOWER, I yield five minutes to my colleage from New York 
[Mr. WALLACE]. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, almost enongh has al- 
ready been said to convert the most skeptical to the belief that the Em- 
pire City should be the site of the fair, but there is one advantage which 
the city of New York has over all her competitors, and that isin the fact 
that she lies just across the river from Brooklyn. [Laughter.] Two 
large cities, and not one, ask for the fair at the city of New York. On 
behalf of the city which Ihave the honor in part to represent, the 
third city in the Union in its population and its Jarge manufacturing in- 
terests, and second to none in its old-fashioned, loyal Americanism—on 
behalf of Brooklyn, with its population of 1,000,000, with its miles of 
splendid water-front, with its beautiful parks, with its beautiful and 
commodious seaside hotels, I desire to strongly second the appeal made 
by my colleagues from New York. Give ns the fair for New York, and 
Brooklyn will join with the city of New Yorkin making it a commer- 
cial, financial, and national success. 

Mr. Speaker, the just claims of the city of New York to the fair are 
all involved in the question whether it is to be a national fair or an in- 
ternational ane. If it is to be simply a national fair, then I frankly 
confess that strong reasons can be urged on behalf of our great West- 
ern cities, but if it is to be an international fair it should be held at 
the commercial metropolis of the United States. What London is to 


England, what Paris is to France, what Berlin is to Germany, what 
Vienna is to Austria, New York is to the United States, the great me- 
tropolis of the country, known and recognized as such throughout the 
world; and when Engiand holds an international fair at Birmingham 
or Liverpool, France at Marseilles or Lyons, Germany at Hamburg or 
Dresden, the United States should hold an international fair at Chi- 
cago or St. Louis. Mr. Speaker, the people of New York are in dead 
earnest about this fair. We have the money; we have the site; give us 
the fair and we will promise you an exposition of which every Amer- 
ican citizen, north and south, east and west, will be justly proud. 

Mr. FLOWER, I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. RAINES]. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
the honored chairman of the committee, has presented, in eloquent 
words conclusive arguments for holding a world’s fair in 1892. 

The gentlemen who have spoken for New York have detailed the 
superior advantages of that city, as a location for what we hope is to 
be the grandest exhibition of the progress of mankind in industrial art 
that the world has ever seen. 

It is only because of the request of the two members of the commit- 
tee from my State that I presume to attempt to add anything to what 
has been said, 

It must by this time have dawned upon the minds of our friends that 
New York is a factor in this contest. There was a time the advocates 
of Chicago grew happy over the thought that New York would not match 
that paper subscription of five millions, but they saw the figures grow, 
as the solid men came to the front, until five and one-half millions of 
good money was pledged. But this was not enough. It was proposed 
to add ten millions more, and an attempt was made to secure the nec- 
essary legislation. For a brief space the unity which had marked our 
action seemed to have departed, as the objection was raised to the pro- 
posed measure that certain individuals desired to gain a ad- 
vantage. Again our friends from Chicage became jubilant. But un- 
derneath the apparent strife was a current of determination that in some 
way all differences should be adjusted by the elimination of opportunity 
for partisan gain. 

Various views were entertained as to how this should be accomplished, 
but at last all differences were adjusted, and yesterday New York pre- 
sented her guaranty to the nation that not $5,000,000, but $15,500,000 
should if necessary be expended in commemoration of the discovery of 
this New World, and New York comes here with united voice and asks 
you to locate the fair in the only place at which it ought to be held, the 
first city of the Western Hemisphere. 

We believe that it is not in any degree presumption for her to do this. 
In what hour of national trial or triumph have not all eyes turned to 
New York? In the darkest days of our history her patriotic citizens 
have spared neither treasure nor life in the defense of the Government. 
Whatever State stands as high in this regard, there is yet a height 
above where New York is enthroned, To-day she is the financial cen- 
ter of the continent and leads in commercial enterprise, as nearly thirty 
years ago she led in patriotie sacrifices. 

In the decision of this matter Congress should not be governed by 
petty considerations of local pride. The convenience of the inhabitants 
of other lands, as well as of the United States, is to be consulted.~ An 
exhibition for our own people of our own products might be held in St. 
Louis or Chi and Congress might afterwards pass a ‘‘deficiency 
bill” or a bill for attorney fees to some gentleman from Illinois, But 
when you invite the people of a world to be your guests will it add to 
their desire to accept the invitation that they are compelled to take an 
inland journey of 900 miles to attend the banquet? 

You wish through this exhibition to extend your commerce. The 
vast majority of those coming from abroad, whom you wish to influ- 
ence, will not come to view your farms, your villages, or your smaller 
cities, but to examine the products of our grand and diversified indus- 
tries. New York is the open door to thecontinent. Why should wein- 
vite our visitors through the door and by-devious courses into the back 
yard, instead of seating them in the front parlor? Why should not you 
take the journey of $00 miles instead of compelling them to do so? 
Oh, but the delights of seeing Chicago are to be their reward. What at- 
tractions have you to present that will offset the hardships of the jour- 
ney? Iwas there in 1888, and was shown the prairie dogs and the water- 
works. Now, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
what attraction he supposes water-works will have for the average vis- 
itor from his own State or from the vine-clad hills of France and Italy? 

Not only do you desire the largest possible attendance from abroad, 
but you wish that this object-lesson of the advancement of the arts 
and sciences shall be viewed by the greatest numbers possible of our 
own people. J hazard nothing in saying that within a radius of 30 
miles from the city hall in New York more people would attend the 
exhibition than would view it at any other city in the United States. 
This means that if financial success is desired there is no other local- 
ity where it can be so certainly secured. The comfort of visitorsshould 
be considered. Philadelphia, the second largest city, tried in 1876 
the experiment of accommodating a much less number than will visit 
the fair of 1892. Her success was not phenomenal. Such a small 
affair as a Republican national convention overtasked the capacity of 
Chicago in 1838. Even a coton the roof of Brother MAson’s humble 
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home, under his blanket mortgage, would have been a desirable change 
from the uncomſortable quarters in her overcrowded hotels. 

‘There is no possible objection to New ‘York on these grounds, and our 
friends are driven to this last argument against hez, that she is east of 
the Alleghanies. 

That such a reason should be advanced by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois is somewhat remarkable. Only four members of your entire dele- 
gation are natives of the State you represent, while five of your num- 
ber, including your senior Senator, were born in the State for which I 
plead. The poet said of some: 

Good ae they, 
For be it understood 
They left their country 
For their country’s good. 

But I want my friends LAWLER, HILL, Post, and MASON to come 
amongus in ’92 and see how well we have done without them. What 
might we not haveaccomplished with them? Give the hundreds of thou- 
sands of New Yorkers who dominate your grand West an opportunity to 
pay reverence to this mother State. The chief promoters of Chicago in- 
terestsseem to be her adopted sons from New York, buteven the warmth 
ot feeling manifested in her interest should not have held them silent 
when the gentleman formerly from Maine, but now from Illinois [Mr. 
TAYLOR], launched his abuse at their native State. New York wants 
to absorb everything! Doesn’t she? She milks the great West, and 
especially Chicago! Does she? 

Sir, she is no vampire, living on the milk” or the life blood of the 
West, but returns many fold all she receives. 

We have expended more that $40,000,000 and submit to an annual 
tax of nearly $2,000,000 that the products of the West may have cheap 
transportation to the markets of the world. 

You boast of your manufactures, but it is not our fault that every 
one of them of any importance has its wholesale agency in the city of 
New York, as by a law of destiny you can not avoid, so long as grass 
grows and water rans, paying tribute to her enterprise. 

When the gentleman from Illinois chose to reflect on New York, he 
must have forgotten that her heart was as open as her hand. 

‘There was a day when dire calamity overtook the city of which you 
are now so proud, when in a few bours a multitude of your citizens 
were homeless, your industries destroyed, and the plea of your people 
for assistance came to us on the wings of lightning. Have you for- 
gotten, sir, the response of New York to that appeal for aid? Do you 
not remember how from every hamlet, from every city, and especially 
from her great metropolis, was poured forth her treasure in no stinted 
measure, until Chicago cried, Hold, enough? 

It was the milk of human kindness that Chicago received in that 
hour of her distress. And later it was the capital of the East which 
made your waste places to blossom, enabled vou to erect your house- 
hold altars, and launched you on the full tide of prosperity. 

l say to my friend from illinois that it was a process of milking which 
made Chicago what she is; and the East, by reason of her lavish con- 
tributions, must ever divide the honor of your present prosperity with 
Mrs. O'Leary's cow. 

The gentleman from Kansas, in his advocacy of your claims, went 
far out o! his way to attack the patriotism of New York because among 
al) her great hotels he can not find one named after the Father of his 
Country, Truly, it is a serious charge and ought to settle onr chances 
for the world’s fair. Butif to erect a bar and fail to name it after 
George Washington be a crime, then make the most of it. If in his 
State the measure of their patriotic reverence for the first President is 
so gauged, no wonder that their gentle zephyrs, called cyclones, not only 
sweep away now and again their hotels, but go back and get the clerks, 
If we have not thus peculiarly honored Washington, neither bave we 
transported to New York and put in original form, as our chief object 
of attraction for a world’s fair, to be viewed by admiring thousands, 
the bricks of Libby prison. - 

Let the gentleman from Kansas, on his way to New York in 1892, to 
visit the world’s fair, stop at Chicago, and, having viewed that grand at- 
traction, continue bis journey until at last he stands beside the portal 
of the tomb where reposesall that is mortal of UlyssesS. Grant, Then 
Jet him catch a better inspiration of patriotism than comes from hotels 
or from prison walls, however named, as he hears the echo of those 
words so grandly spoken by the dead hero in the hour of his supreme 
triumph: Let us have peace.” 

Then let him rejoice that the good sense of this body in this year of 
grace 1890 decided that in the commercial metropolis of this conti- 
nent, the imperial city of New York, should the world’s fair be held. 
[Applause ] 

Mr. FLOWER (when the five minutes of Mr. RAIN AS had expired). 
T now yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. Stivers]. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I have not the presumption to be. 
ieve— 

Mr. HATCH. I have two minutes of my time remaining; I will 
yield i great pleasure to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RAINES}. 

Mr. STIVERS. In addition to that, I propose to yield my five min- 
utes to my colleague. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RAINES] has seven minutes additional. 

Mr. RAINES resumed and concluded his remarks, as already given. 

Mr. FLOWER. I yield four minutes to my colleague from New 
York [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of NewYork. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allowed 
me I can call attention to only one or two points going to make up the 
strong case that I believe the metropolitan city of New York has in its 
claim for this world’s fair. 

It has been charged that New York does not want the fair. I sup- 
pose there is not on this floor any man who has been more in contact 
with the common people of his constituency than myself; and I know 
that they wantit. Theeloquent gentleman from Illinois said the other 
day that becanse a quarter of a million of dollars had been raised by 
subscription in small sums in Chicago, that fact went to show that the 
commonalty of that great city wants the fair. Ah, but we bring you 
forty times that proof. The commonalty of the city of New York, the 
men who do the work and pay the taxes, offered to tax themselves 
$10,000,000 because they want this fair, because they want an oppor- 
tunity to show to the people of the world, not of this country alone, 
how fair this land of freedom is, 

I want you gentlemen from the South, before you cast your final 
vote on Monday, to reflect whether you would rather come in 1892 to 
the great city of New York to show to the aggregations of capital that 
it represents your vast and marvelous resources, obtaining thence 
what you most need, money for your own development, or whether you 
would go rather to that city by the lake side, to see that infamous 
monument erected to the perpetuation of sectional hatred that has been 
builded there for the gratification of Southern visitors. 

Mr. Speaker, New York wants this fair; and we can have it ready in 
1892. The busy hands of our artisans can within that time erect 
every building. Weare already a month in advance. We want the 
fair; and the most tremendous mass meeting that New York has seen 
for months so declared only a few short hours since. We want the 
fair, every man of us. We can pay forit; for we have fifteen and a 
half million dollars of good money to stand between this country and 
any bleeding process. And we do not propose to issue wild-cat bonds 
or to get up wild-cat subscriptions either. 

We want the fair. We have the ability and the energy to prepare 
for it. We have money to pay for it; and if you will only give us 
the approbation of Congress, we will give you a fair that shall be grander 
than all previous expositions, as this land is grander than all other lands 
and 1 imperial city grander than all other cities in the world. [Ap- 

lause. 

x Mr. FLOWER. I now yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
McCARTHY]. : 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, so much has been said upon this 
subject, so much has been uttered in behalf of one city or another, 
that there is very little left to fre to urge upon the independent mem- 
bers of this House in behalf of the supremacy of New York City. But in 
this discussion one consideration has been presented which seems to 
me to be the only serious and important argument to be entertained in 
arriving at a conclusion—shall this fair be a national one or shall it 
be international? Shall it (the fair) be an educator of the people of 
this great Republic or shall it be a mere interchange of commodities 
between one locality and another? If weare to arrive at a broad, lib- 
eral, and educational conclusion we must say that in order to have a 
thoroughly educational exhibition we must invite the people of other 
countries, 

How can this be best done? You can doit by giving them facilities 
by which they can when the time arrives present their exhibits which 
are to be the instruetors of our people, as well as the exhibits from special 
localities. To arrive at a fair conclusion we must become great as we 
are. We must look not only within ourselves; we must take interest 
in this fair not simply because it is to be at St. Louis or because itis to 
be at Chicago or because it is to be at New York, but because we wish 
to educate the whole people of this great land. 

Selfish motives alone are not to be considered, The purpose of this 
fair is not simply that Chicago may build itself up more rapidly than 
it has done, not that St. Louis may extend its environs farther than 
they now reach, nor that in the city of Washington houses may grow 
up more rapidly and real estate increase immensely by reason of a fair 
held here simply to show historic relies. Why, sir, if that is a consid- 
eration, historic relics are in the city of New York. The cradle of the 
Revolution was there. Its history can be recalled every moment. Thus 
New York City meets the requirements which are urged in behalf of 
Washington. 

Some gentlemen have jibedat New York because of the prominence 
given to its commerce, Why, gentlemen of the West, where would 
have been your section of the country, where would have heen your 
cities but for that great commerce that has come into the city of New 
York? If that great harbor had not been open to receive the millions 
of people from other countries who brought their habits of industry and 
their mechanical genius and their educational advancement, where 
would be your universities, where would be your manufactories, where 
would be your greatness in anything that you have? In the very Revo- 
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Iution itself it was not alone the natiye-born who participated. Men 
from other countries signed your Declaration of Independence and took 
part in that great struggle, 

The next question is, where would the financial suecess of this enter- 
prise be most probable; for after all there must be considered the ques- 
tion of finance. Talk as you will, no other city than New York has 
thus far presented tangible evidence of its ability to make this fair a 
financial suecess. New York comes and says positively, not with the 
words ‘‘ we think,” not with the words we may,” not even with the 
words ‘‘ we will,” but with the words, ere, now, at this moment 
not in 1892, not in 1891, but now—we present you with a guaranty of 
$15,000,000.” And when gentlemen talk about what prominent men 
in Chicago say as to the amount of money that can be raised, I can reply 
that there are hundreds of prominent citizens of New York who, when 
this fair is once guarantied to that city, will be ready, not alone with 
1 but with $30,000,000, in order to make ita success, [Ap- 

lanse. 

Mr. FLOWER. I now yield to my colleague, Mr. FARQUHAR, who 
will close the debate, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr, Speaker, we have now arrived at that point 
in this debate when the encyclopedias and commercial tteers and 
choice books of poetry must be laid on the shelf. [Laughter.] 

When I contemplate, sir, that this is the commemoration of an event 
four hundred years old, and that, more than that, it is to be commem- 
orated by a whole hemisphere, I have wondered often at many of the 
speeches delivered on the floor during the discussion of this subject. 
They have seemed to me so narrow, so envious, so self-seeking, that 
they certainly, in the minds of some of the members of this House at 
least, have left sincere regrets. 

Now, sir, New York is too big to be envious of her sister cities. She 
is too magnanimous to find any cause for comparisons. She stands 
with London, Paris, Berlin, one of the four great cities of the world, 
and her Representatives here, with her honor in their care, present to 
the American people a united front, with a well filled purse to carry 
both her honor to the front and the honor of this nation. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] took occasion to criti- 
cise the wranglings which have preceded the action in New York which 
has been taken in regard to this world’s fair. I want to say to you, 
as an old soldier would, that I care not who leads the squadrons into 
the line; I care not what guide brings them in; I care not what colors 
the leaders wear when the day for action comes and the squadrons are 
in line, their ammunition boxes filled, their accouterments ready for 
the fray, to deliver their fire, I shall court-martial no man as long as 
his troops come in in shape, perfectly accoutered for action. [Ap- 
plause.] That is New York’s position here. She comes ready with 
fifteen millions to carry out her pledge. No other city comes with 
five. The 2 per cent. guaranty of Chicago, partially from the work- 
ingmen’s wages [applause] and a presumptive five millions of bonds, 
a location unlocated, and all this, forsooth, ſor what? Simply to lug in, 
for her own selfishness and her own advertising advantage, the honor 
of the whole United States in holding a fair! 

Because, Mr. Speaker, when all accounts are settled and all your 
rhetoric is as dead as soda-water drawn twenty-four hours, the last 
question for the House to settle is, who pays the bills and can they 
pay them? The money of New York is visible. One of the Repre- 
sentatives on this floor, one who comes from my own section of the 
State, and has won money and honor in the city of New York, offers 
to take our whole bonds at par. Where are your Farwells and Pull- 
mans now, with their subscription to a prospective five millions? 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] took occasion to find 
fault with the business management of the New Yorkers. He found 
special fault with the two-thirds rule. Why, Mr. Speaker, since that 
distinguished Representative took off his political swaddling clothes, 
his own national conventions are run by the New York two-thirds rule 
of to-day. Does he recant? Does he take back the only rule that has 
made it safe in his conventions to nominate his great national political 
leaders? No; there is safety in it. And that very two-thirds rule is 
a guaranty to Congress that everything will be honestly accounted for 
in the final settlement of this great fair. 

My genial friend from Ilinois [Mr. Mason] sang the peans of the 
blue and the gray that were coming to Chicago to shake hands. As 
usual, I expected, when the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
called attention to the monument of shame that Chicago intended to 
erect there, that possibly Libby Prison was the meeting-house in which 
were to commingle the blue and the gray. Les, indeed, the gray would 
look blue on viewing that prison pen. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
desire to raise one rankling thought about it; but Chicago has already 
washed her dirty linen in the clear water of sister cities too long and 
in too many fair pools not to take the needed medicine of rebuke when 
it comes back to her. [Applause.] And any city that would tolerate 
the rehabilitation of the damnable horrors of Libby ought never to 
raise its head asking national recognition. [Applause.] 

Once more I ask the attention of the House to another fact. In the 
short time of preparing for this fair in 1892 no city can assemble in 
time men who could pat up the buildings and prepare the fair. You 


come to New York City and in thirty days from the commencement, 


at the behest of the master builders of that city, fifteen thousand ham- 
mers will ring all over Riverside Park. More than that, New York 
intends to make these buildings permanent. It shall be for lasting 
generationsa tribute to art, a tribute to American industry, and atribute 
to the honor of this land. 

I know very well what we learned in 1876 at Philadelphia. New 
York intends to erect there buildings that will educate the American 
mechanic, the American artist, even the American farmer, for one hun- 
dred years, inside of walls that she can put up now, Permanent, hon- 
orable, all the money that is needed, that city, without being envious 
of her sister cities of this land, invites America to assemble in an inter- 
national exhibition where the whole world can step on the threshold ot 
the grandest land the sun has ever shone upon. Not only that. You 
5 not, no man can say more for that great West than I can on this 

oor. 

I have trod that region when some Representatives now standing on 
this floor were in their cradles almost; nota river but I have been on 
in that West. I have lived in the city many years that my friend [Mr. 
Mason] now in part represents. I love Chicago. She is a noble city. 

But oh, her overweening ambition is too stretched to come in with 
a guaranty of 2 per cent. and a presumptive $5,000,000 subscription ! 
She can not meet her obligations, She is begging for the location of 
this fair and has been selling short,“ in her own vernacular, for the 
last two months. Rau 

I want to pay attention to some remarks made by my good friend from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. I was not aware, nor did I think it was pos- 
sible, that the old K. N’ism, or knownothingism, in this country in 
this decade should find any place to vegetate upon; but I have discov- 
ered, what I had never thought of before, that in the greatest of all 
American cities, New York, we were all foreigners. God pity the mark 
and the term. Why, he found fault with the sign-boards of the hotels. 
He had a kind of bucolic strabismus; and when I heard great praises 
sung of the Garden City, one gentleman got up here with his mouth 
full of its great capacity and told us that it had the Auditorium, 

Well, I question whether that is a native American word or not. 
And then, when he talked of the New York hotels, I thought of 
another fact in connection with this great Auditorium which was well 
worthy the 5 that has been given it. They had a great 
difficulty about itin Chicago. "Why, they could not find a man in the 
whole city to run it, and what did they do? ‘They sent down to New 
York and got Mr. Breslin, of the Gilsey House, to run it; so that there 
was not a man that could run a hotel in coio. 

Mr. MASON. They get the best of everything. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Ihopeso. Now, Mr. Speaker, one word more. 
I wrote an article some years ago about the last man in the procession. 
It was intended to be humorous, and it was to the disadvantage of a 
very warm friend of mine. Remembering its moral, I shall not apply 
it to my genial friend. We have only two points to present to this 
House, that is, New York has-got the money provided, $15,000,000; 
it is the grandest city on the continent and able to take care of all the 
people of this whole land that will visit the exposition. She is notat- 
tempting to raise the money, but the money is there and in sight. 

There is a possibility of the vote on this floor being somewhat changed 
from what it would have been two days ago, and that is in respect to 
the one million and a half dollars that the United States are expected 
to pay for their own accommodation. I do not wish to make any guar- 
anty; Iam notin the Chicago way of option dealing; but I am satis- 
fied myself, and so are my colleagues, every one of them present in this 
House, that when the final vote is taken we will be found to be a unit 
in New York in taking care of that million and a half, with no cost to 
the United States, There are no Democrats and no Republicans in our 


cause. 
We look, Mr. Speaker, to honor both Congress in its choice and the 
country. But I wish to say more than this, and I can say it for the 
united delegation of New York and almost give you, sir,a guaranty 
now that that $1,500,000 will never come ont of the United States 
Treasury if you put the fair in New York. We will take care of Uncle 
Sam and take care of all the Kansas K. N. 's; and we will take care of 
the country as we have done, because we claim here that if there is a 
city honored in all this land for its hospitality, for its big-heartedness, 
for the impress of brains and progress and high commercial honor, no 
city stands higher in this land or any other than New York. Isimply 
ask—I do not beg; I despise this peddling for votes for anything—I 
simply offer on the part of New York and its delegation in this House 
the $15,000,000 and the welcome of a cosmopolitan people that know 
how to take care of their friends and the outside world. : 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. After the long debate: which 
we have listened to for two days, covering all the phases of this impor- 
tant question, I do not care to take any longer time or to suggest any- 
thing more in favor of this important measure which we have been 
considering. It seems to me that this debate will not only have an in- 
fluence in this House, but that everywhere in our broad land the peo- 
ple will read it with anxious interest, and be inspired at the patriot- 
ism of the sentiments which have been expressed here. I think the 
people can safely leave it next Monday to the wisdom and the patriot- 
ism of the Fifty-first Congress to give a favorable answer to their call 
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for an exhibition, national an international, in the United States of 
America in 1892. Sir, without further suggestions on the subject, trust- 
ing that on Monday we shall come to a favorable conclusion, I move 
that the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 58 min- 
utes p. m.) the House was declared in recess. 


— 
EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 o’clock 
p. m. by the Speaker. 

; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORROW. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the consideration of pen- 
sion bills. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before that motion is submitted I would like to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that by the rules now in vogue it 
takes 100 to constitute a quorum in Committee of the Whole. I un- 
derstand that 51 is a majority of that number. Now the question I 
desire to submit is whether, should the point of no quoram be made, 
the Chair will hold that it would require 100 present to make a quorum, 
or if there should be 51 present and only 51, would the Chair hold that 
a quorum were present for the transaction of business? 

TheSPEAKER. By the rules of the House the presence of 100 mem- 
bers in Committee of the Whole is necessary to constitute a quorum. 
Any Jess number than that would not constitute a quorum. 

Mr. KILGORE. That has been my understanding of the rule, but 
it has not been so understood all round. Ishall feel inclined to resist 
any legislation to-night, on account of the meager attendance; but I 
will not resist the motion to go into Committee of the Whole so that 
we may see how the matter progresses. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Morrow to go into 
Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MORROW in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will 
read paragraph 2 of Rule XXVI, under which the committee is now 
in session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The House shall on each Friday at5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 o'clock. 
at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of political 
disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be considered, 
said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
at their meeting to-day requested me to state that, in accordance with 
a resolution adopted, they would recommend that the bills be taken up 
in their order on the Calendar, and not in accordance with the practice 
that has prevailed in other Congresses. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the regular order, and, unless a contrary 
motion prevails, that will be the proceeding of the committee, 


CATHARINE SAPP. 


The first business upon the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 5849) 
granting a pension to Catharine Sapp. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tl enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Sapp, widow of 
Le peed Sapp, deceased, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment of Illinois. 

olunteers, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
5849) N a pension to Catharine Sapp, submit the following report: 

That they find from the record in this case that the 5 is the widow 
of Charles Sapp, who enlisted in Company G, Thirty-fi 
Volunteers, on the 20th day of iy inser 186],and was d 
15,1861. It is shown by several a 


— — 
mber 
davits on file with the record and also with 
the committee that when the soldierenlisted he was a sound and healthy man 
and was subject to no disability. 

It appears further from the testimony that on the march from Southwest Mis- 
souri to Rolla the soldier became sick and was sent to the hospital at Rolla and 
afterwards to St. Louis, Mo. He was suffering from enlargement of liver, sup- 
pression of urine, and varicose veins of leg, and the soldier finally died of said 
diseases. The widow filed a claim for pension in the Pension Office, but the 
same was rejected for the reason that the cause of the soldier's death, acute 
meningitis of the brain, was not due to the soldier's military service. 

Dr. r testifies in the record that he was the family physician of the sol- 
dier from his return from the Army until the time of his death, in 1865; that dur- 
ing all this time he, the soldier, was troubled with varicose veins, which had to 
be 3 opened. and 1 large quantity of matter, and that these 
sores finally dried up, when the soldier was at once taken sick with meningitis 
of the upper spinal marrow, extending to the brain, caused by the drying up of 
the ulcers; that this was the cause of the soldier's death. 

There is much other testimony in the record which tends strongly to support 
this theory of the case. and the committee find no testimony to the contrary, 
and are at a loss to know how the conclusion was reached that the death of the 
soldier was not due to his army service, 

The committee are of the opinion that when the ulcers of the legs dried up 


the disease went to the spinal column, and thence to the Death, een eae 
the death of the soldier. The widow is now 83 — old, past eighty-four years, 
poor, and unable to labor, and has no means of livelihood. 


We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
DANIEL DOTY. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4181) 
granting a pension to Daniel Doty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


He it enucted, c'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the ons 
and hmitations of the pension la the name of Daniel Doty, late of Company 
H, Forty-second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid 8 whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4181) 
granting 4 pension to Daniel Doty, submit the following report: 

The soldier enlisted December 3, 1861, and was discharged October 23, 1862, on 
surgeon's certificate of disability. 

The affidavits of eight or ten credible witnesses are in the record, sho 
that when this soldier entered the Army he was a sound, healthy man, an 
none more so, and when he returned his health was greatly impaired. These 
facts are incontestable. It further ap) from the evidence that at Cam 
Chase, Ohio, he contracted a severe cold, which finally settled in his ear, and 
also ruptured as the result of his service. The report of the examining sur- 
geons shows that his disability is three-fourths and his rating should be ten- 


eighteenths. 
We recommend that this bill do pass. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I think the printer must have mis- 
read my handwriting and got the christian name of this man wrong. 
I move to amend by changing the name Daniel“ to David“ where 
it occurs in the body of the bill and in the title. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANN BRYAN. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5702) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann Bryan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Bryan, widow of William 
Bryan, late of Forty-sixth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
5702) granting a pension to Ann B. submit the 5 

That the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Fiftieth Congress made a fa- 
vorable reporton this case, which report this committee adopt as theirown, and 
which is as follows: 

William Bryan, the soldier in this case, enlisted November 20,1861, was dis- 
charged January 24, 1868, and died June 2, 1885. 

The soldier drew a pension in his lifetime for chronic diarrhea,and the 
widow made application for pension, which was rejected for the reason that 
chronic diarrhea was not the cause of the soldier's death. 

The testimony in the record is abundant to show that the soldier contracted 
chronic diarrhea in the Army, and the granting to him of a pension is a confes- 
sion on the part of the Government that he was so diseased, and the only ques- 
tion remaining is whether or not that was the cause of his death. 

“ William Howell testifies that he knew the soldier for ten years prior to his 
death; that the soldier was affected with chronic diarrhea; the was there 
on the day of his death, and that in his belief the cause of death was diarrhea. 

“John R. Murphy testifies that he knew the soldier for twenty years; that 
he had chronic diarrhea, and that was the cause of his death. 

“Other witnesses testify to the existence of chronic diarrhea in a severe form 
at the time of his death; that he was quite sick the evening before his death, 
and that he died suddenly at night. 

There is no claim in the record that the soldier was affected with any other 
disease at the time of his death than that of chronic diarrhea, and the committee 
think it more reasonable to believe that the soldier died from this cause, for 
which he was pensioned, than to believe that he died from some disease with 
which he was not affected. 

The widow is old, blind, and very poor, and the committee think that the 
testimony warrants the conclusion t the soldier died from chronic diarrhea, 
contracted in the service of his country; and the committee recommend that 
this bill do pass. 


Mr. LANE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BYNUM. Is there no medical testimony is this case? 

Mr. LANE. No, sir; no testimony of experts. Several witnesses 
testify that the disease was contracted in the Army. 

Mr. BYNUM. But no physician? 

Mr. LANE. No, sir; he was too poor to have a physician. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

RICHARD D. M’KINNEY. 

The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5205) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, e'e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pes on laws, the name of Richard D. McKinney, late of Com- 
pany J, Forty-eighth Regiment Ilinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the above bill, beg 
leave to te 3 that they have had the same under consideration, and find that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Fiftieth Congress made a favorable 
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4 7 — this case, and this committee adopts said report as their own, and which 
is in the following language: 

‘That the claimant bases his claim for pension on the ground that while in the 
service and in line of duty he contracted epileptic fits. 

“ His claim wasrefused by the De menton the ground that his disability ex- 
{sted prior to enlistment, James M, Stout, being first duly sworn, says that his 
age is fo: 9 that his Mce is Auburn, III. He further says that 
he knew the c! ut intimately for several years before the war; that he lived 
on his father's farm for two years, and that claimant and himself worked to- 

ther for three years; that claimant was a very strong man, and that he never 

him to be sick. Deponent further says that up to the time of his enlist- 
ment he had no epilepsy or sickness of any kind. 

“ Alexander Orr, of Auburn, III., being duly sworn, says that his age is sixty- 
five years; that he knew the claimant five or six years before the war; that 
etaimant worked for him on his farm; he was a sound man physically; 
that he was never sick: that he was one of the strongest men he ever knew, 
and that he never heard of bim having epileptic fits until after the war. 

“Tobias Rudesill, being duly sworn, also testifies that he knew the claimant 
well before enlistment; that he lived on his brother's farm, and that they were 
neightiors; that he knew the claimant to be a sound, healthy man, and free 
from epileptic fits prior to his enlistment in the Army. 

“Thomas Wilson and T. N. Bryan, both physicians, after being duly sworn, 
testify that while the claimant was doing duty in the hospital at Pittsburgh 
Landing he was attacked and disabled by epileptic fits, 

“Dr, T, N. Bryan, examining surgeon, further states that in his opinion the 
disability was incurred in line of duty. 

“A number of other uffidavits on file in this case also show that the claimant 
was free from ee time of enlistment. 

“Your commi think that the testimony in this case fully warrants the 
conclusion that the claimant contracted his disability while in the servies and 
in line of duty and is entitled to a pension, and we therefore respectfully rec- 
ommend that this bill do pass,” 


Mr. LANE. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before that question is put, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to ask the gentleman whether this applicant ever had his claim pre- 
sented to the Pension Office. 

Mr. LANE. Oh, yes, sir. The report so states. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not catch that from the reading of the report. 
3 ig to understand that the claim was rejected by the Pension 
Office 

Mr. LANE. Yes; upon the ground that the disease was not due to 
his service in the Army. 

Mr. KILGORE. What conclusion did the committee come to about 


it? e 


Mr. LANE. A dozen witnesses testified that the man was sound 
and healthy when he went into the Army. 

Mr. KILGORE. Could not those witnesses convince the pension 
officials ? 

Mr. LANE. They failed to do so; but there is no doubt about the 
facts of the case. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, 


WILLIAM V. CRONK. 


The next bill upon the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 2012) grant- 
ing a pension to William V. Cronk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted to. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roil, subject to the provisions 


Company O, Thirty 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the above bill 
beg leave to report that they have considered the same, and find that said bill 
was considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the last Co and 
they made a favorable report thereon, which your committee adopt as their 
own and which is as follows: 

“The claimant, William V. Cronk, was enlisted September 1, 1961, and was 
discharged December 21, 1861. He bases his claim for pension on the und 
that about October 13, 1851, while in the service, he contracted a cold which set- 
tied on his lungs, liver, and back, causing disease of said ee The claim 
was refused by the Department on the ground that claimant's disability existed 
at the time of his enlistment. 

James M. Rentfro testifies that he has know theclaimant twenty-three years; 
that he enlisted with him in Company O, Thirty-fifth Illinois Volunteers; thatat 
the time of his enlistment claimant was a sound, healthy man. Affiantfurther 
states that had the claimant been diseased prior to enlistment he would have 
known it because ofhisintimateacquaintance with him. Affinnt testifies further 
that curly in the winter of 1861 claimant was taken sick and removed toa hospital; 
that he complained of pain in his breast. He also states that he has known 
claimant since the war; that he never recovered, but hus eversince been in 
feeble health. 

John Lecrone,of Effingham, III., a physician in good standing of thirty years’ 
practice, testifies that he was the family 1 of the claimant, and that he 
Was a sound man at the time he enlisted in the service, He further says that 
since the war he has treated him for disease of the lungs and kidneys. 

“L, H. Williams testifies that he was a member of thesamecompany with the 
claimant; that he wus acquainted with him for twenty-one years, and that he 
was a healthy manatthetimeofenlistment. Depouent further states that about 
October 13, 1561, claimant was taken sick with lung and liver troubles; that he 
was sent to the hospital, where he remained until he was discha: i. 

“Your committee conclude from the testimony in this case that the claimant's 
disability was contracted while in the service and in line of duty, and that he 
is entitled toa pension, and therefore respectfully recommend that the bill do 


pass. 
Mr. LANE. Imove that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, if I understood the reading of the report 
correctly, it recites the fact that this claim has been passed upon by the 
Commissioner of Pensions and rejected upon the ground that the disabil- 


ity existed before the soldier enlisted. If that be so, I for one would 
like to have the opinion of the Commissioner read, 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the gentleman that we have not that opin- 
ion here. We had the papers in the case before the committee, an | the 
report gives a correct abstract of the testimony; but it would take this 
House a whole evening to read all the papers even in this single case. 

Mr. HILL. Was the opinion of the Commissioner among the papers? 

Mr. LANE. No, sir. They do not file a written opinion in every 
case, They simply say rejected.“ That is generally the extent of 
the opinion. i 

Mr. HILL. I think the statement in this case is that it was rejected 
on the ground that the disease existed before the man enlisted. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, the opinion in this case was rejected,“ with a 
statement of the reason. 

Mr. PERKINS. The report shows that there is the evidence of three 
competent witnesses that they knew the claimant before his enlist- 
ment, and that he was a sound, healthy man. It seems to me that if 
there is any reliance to be placed on testimony that ought to be satis- 
factory. As suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE], if 
we are to examine these cases in detail and have the evidence read here 
that was before the Pension Office and the committee one case will 
take a whole evening. 

Mr. HILL, Is there a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. LANE. Yes. This bill has been twice reported, once in the 
last Congress and once in this Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, I will ask the gentleman from Illinois 
whether the report does not set out the fact that the case was rejected 
by the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. LANE. Yes; we always do that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understand that that is the rule of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and that no claim is considered by 
that committee unless it has heen rejected by the Pension Office. 

Mr. LANE. That is the rule of the committee, 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I think there is certainly a lack of in- 
formation in a great many of these reports. The testimony in favor of 
the claimant is usually set out, but none in opposition to the claimant. 
We are called upon toaccept thestatements of neighbors and physicians 
favorable to the claimant, without having any of the testimony on the 
other side. Now, it is well known that the Pension Bureau is very 
liberal, and I think there ought to be astatement of the evidence against 
these claims that are rejected, in order that the House may at least 
weigh the testimony in cases on which it is called to act. I think it 
would have been a very good thing if the House had adopted the rule 
that after a favorable report by a committee no case should be acted 
upon until after the Pension Bureau had been called on for a brief state- 
ment of the cause of rejection, We have a great many bills here- 
tofore which have been vetoed, and it has been found that the state- 
ment of fact contained in the report did not give a clear statement of 
the case at all, and Tam afraid that we are going to fall into that error 
this time. I really think we ought to have a statement of both sides 
in each case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Oh, I do not think we ought to fall into 
the error of having the cases vetoed this time. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. BYNUM. Well, there have been a great many bills vetoed 
that onght to have been vetoed. I think we passed one pension bill 
where the claimant had been dead six months, and the Department 
informed us of that fact, and I think we passed another bill twice. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Ifthe man was dead there was no neces- 
sity fora veto. Death put in a sufficient veto. 

Mr. BYNUM. Well, the fact showed that we were not very accu- 
trate in obtaining information about these cases and that we did not 
know just what we were doing when we passed some of those bills. 

Of course I am not opposing the passage of this bill. I merely de- 
sire to call attention to the fact that we seem to be starting ont in a 
very lax manner. 

Mr: LANE. I wish to disabuse the mind of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] of one idea. He states that the Pension Office 
is very liberal. That has not been my experience. This is the second 
Congress in which I have served on this committee. I have examined 
nearly a thousand cases, and in many instances it is altogether a puzzle 
to me how the cases can have been rejected in the Pension Office. They 
are often of such a character that I do not understand how any man of 
sense could have rejected them. I think that the Pension Office, in- 
stead of being liberal, is very strict, 

In the preparation of these reports it is utterly impossible for the 
committee to set forth all that there isin the record. We can not give 
even a summary of all the testimony pro and con. We examine the 
testimony and report our conclusions. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in discussing 
the practice of the Pension Office we are wandering away from the mer- 
its of this case. We have here the testimony of the fam ly physician 
of the soldier, who ought to know and in all human probability did 
know perfectly well the physical condition of this man befure he went 
into the service. The testimony of this physician is to the effect that 
this man was sound and healthy when he entered the service. We have 
furthermore the testimony of a neighbor who knew this man for six 
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years before the war commenced and who served in the same regiment 
with him. This neighbor testifies that the soldier was a sound, healthy 
man, one of the strongest men that he ever knew. It seems tome the 
committee has based its conclusions upon that species of evidence which 
is best calculated to establish the facts in controversy . 

Besides, the presumption of law is that the soldier when he went 
into the service was sound. That presumption is sustained in this case 
by the testimony of persons most likely to know the soldier’s condition. 
If there had been any evidence calculated to controvert this testimony 
in favor of the soldier, the committee in examining the evidence from 
the Pension Office would certainly have found that fact. Whatever 
criticism may be made on the action of the Pension Office, it seems to 
me, in this particular case, upon an examination of the evidence in con- 
nection with the presumption of prior soundness, there is no reason for 
doubting that this man was sound when he enlisted. 

Mr. BYNUM, From the evidence collected in this report this would 
certainly appear to bea very clear and positive case in favor of the ap- 

licant. If the report shows all the testimony there is in the case, it 
fs certainly a mystery why the application should have been rejected 
by the Pension Olfice, especially when, as the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BOOTHMAN] has just stated, the presumption is that the soldier 
was sound when he eutered the service. Weare bound to conclude 
either that the report sets out only one side of the case or else that the 
Pension Bureau has refused this application without any reason or ex- 
cuse whatever, 

Now I do not intend to oppose any of these claims, but simply call 
attention to the circumstance that there is not in these reports a full 
enough statement of the facts to give the House a clear understanding 
of the merits of the cases. [Cries of Vote! Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. LANE] that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DANIEL W. PARRISH. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4024) for the 
relief of Daniel W. Parrish. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to place the name of Danie! W. Parrish, late a private of Company G, one 
hundred and fifth Indiana State Troops, upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
4024) granting a pension to Daniel W. Parrish, submit the following report: 
That the soldier enlisted on the 10th day of July, 1863, in Company G, One 
hundred and fifth Regiment, Indiana Legion, and that he was duly mustered 
into the service. The record further shows that the soldier was wounded in 
what is known as the Morgan raid in Indiana, in 1863,in the knee, by gunshot 
wound, There is no dispute about the disability, or that the injury was re- 
ceived in line of duty asa soldier, and that his disability to orm manual 
labor is one-half, The case wus rejected in the Pension Office for the reason 
the legion to which the soldier was attached wass State organization, and 
not in the United States service, and that such injuries are not sionable 
under existing laws; but this committee have frequently reported such cases 
roy: and as this soldier was wounded in defending his country we rec- 
ommend that this bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EUGENIA A. HELSTON. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H, R. 5486) granting 
a pension to Eugenia A. Helston. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 120 Spe A. Helston, the widow 
of Joseph Helston, late a private of Companies H, I, and K, Second Regiment 
of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. à 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the above bill, 

beg leave to sopars that they have considered the same, and find that the com- 

*mittee of this House at the last session made a favorable report on this bill, 
which PS your committee adopt as their own, and which is as follows: 

“The mittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred this bill, beg 
leave to report that they have considered thesame, and find from the testimony 
filed with the committee that Joseph Helston, the husband of the claimant, en- 
tered the United States service in July, 1851, in the Second Illinois Cavalry, and 
served four years. three months, and sixteen days. He was not mustered into 
the service, for the reason that he was too young when he joined the regiment, 
and at Holly Springs, Miss,.in 1362, he was wounded from a gunshot in the right 
leg, the ball ranging down and remaining in the leg. He was taken prisoner 
„ as a prisoner of war, and was afterwards p in the army hos- 
pital, 

“After he joined his company he made application to be mustered into the sery- 
ice, ns the evidence shows, bit was refused for the reason of the wound afore- 
said. and. as was claimed, was not fit for service; but, notwithstanding this fact, 
he still remained and served with his command until the close of the war. 
Quincy McNeil Line, colonel of said regiment, sweats that this soldier— 

Was not mustered into the service, that said Helston was particularly bright 
and active in his duties as a soldier, always on the alert to see what was wanted 
and seemed to take great pride in being a soldier, He bore armsand went with 
the company as a soldier. doing all the duties of a soldier.“ 

“Ell J. Heller, a comrade of the soldier, te -tifles to the same facts, and that said 
Helston was with the company uatil the close of the war. These facts are fur- 
ther proven by several other affidayiis of comrades,so that there can be no 
question about these facts, 


“ Dr. Sharp Fiel E testiſies that he in attend- 
* sgn 1 ‘and that the soldier died. ede 
located on the sacrum, cow plicated 
a severe gunshot wound on the right leg below the knee, received in the 
United States service during the war. o further says that during the soldier's 
sickness his leg became violently inflamed and much swollen, and that, in the 
4 a physician, the said wound was the immediate cause of tlie death 
es — 

„John L. Card, a hospital nurse in the late war, testified that he attended this 
soldier in his last illness as a nurse, and that he died from blood poison from a 
wound received in the Army while serving in the Army in the late war. 

The committee find that the soldier served over four years in the Army; that 
he was wounded, and tbat his death isdue to his military service, and the com- 
mittee therefore report the bill back, with a recommendation that the same do 
pass.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do 

Mr, HAYES. Mr. Chairman, these bills appear to be all in one 
form; and I suggest whether thereisany occasion for reading each one at 

Can we not read each bill by its title, and then read any par- 
ticular bill in full if there should be a demand for it? It seems to me 
it is simply a waste of time to read all these bills at large. 

Mr. LANE. The committee think that all the bills and reports 
should be read. In that way we may discover any error which may 
inadvertently have oecurred. 

Mr. HAYES. My remark does not apply to the reports, which, of 
course, vary; but the bills, I understand, are all in one form. 

Mr. KILGORE. We haves plenty of time, Mr. Chairman. 


JACOB E. GOUDY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2049) togrant 
a pension to Jacob E. Goudy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Jacob E. Goudy, late private Com- 
pany G, Two hundred and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the 
pension- roll, subject to the restrictions and limitations of the pension laws of 
the United States, to be paida pension from 8 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
249) granting a pension to Jacob E. Goudy, submit the following report: 

That the committee find thatthe Committee on Invalid Pensions of the last 
Con, made a favorable reporton this bill, which report this committee adopt 
as their own and which is as follows: 

“That claimant was a private in Company, G. Two hundred and first Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; enlisted August 23, 1884, and was discharged June 23, 1865; 
tha he bases his claim for pension on the und that he contracted piles and 
disorder of the heart whilein theservice and in line of duty. The claim was ro- 
fused by the Department on the ground that no record of the alleged disabilities 
exists and that claimant is unable to furnish satisfactory evidence showing the 
existence of said disabilities at date of discharge or for several years thereiter, 

John T. Ensminger testifies that be wa- captain of Company G, Two hundred 
and first Pennsylvania Volunteers; thatclaimant was a private of his company; 
that he was acquainted with him prior to and at the time of his enlistment, and 
that he was n perfectly sound man, Deponent further states that Company G 
was sent to Bloody Run to look up bounty-jumpers and deserters; that the 
had a great deal of marching ; thatthe wiuter was very severe and they suf- 
fered much from exposure; that during the whole time the claimant was unfit 
for duty, being laid up in his tent suffering from piles and heart troubles; that 
they had no surgeon and he was treated by private physicians. Deponent fur- 
ac aie 85 claimant contracted said disabilities while in his company and 

ne of duty. 

George W. Myers also testified that he was second lieutenant of said com- 
pany; that claimant was a perfectly sound man atthe time of his enlistment; 
and that he contracted his disabilities in line of duty. R. S. Reed testifies that 
claimant lived in the same house with him, and they worked together prior to 
his enlistment; that he wass s und. healthy man. Deponent further testifies 
that after claimant's discharge he was sick and unable to work, and that he was 
treated by Dr. Bechtol for piles and heart trouble. 

“Your committee think the évidence» submitted in this case shows that the 
claimant contracted his disabilities while in service and in line of duty, and 
that be is entitled toa pension. And we therefore ully recommend the 
passage of this bill.” 


Mr. LANE. I move to amend this bill by striking out the six words 
at the end, to be paid a pension from. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


BARENT S. VAN BUREN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2057) for the 
relief of Barent S. Van Buren. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
of the pension laws,the name of Barent S. Van Buren, late a musician in the 
Fourth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
2057) granting a pension to Barent S. Van Buren, submit the following report: 

That the committee find that the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the last 
Congress made a favorable report on this bill, which report your committee 
ado t as their own, and which is as follows : 

= The case of Barent S. Van Buren, formeriy a musician of the Fourth Illinois 
Cavalry Volunteers (claim for invalid pension, No. 339982), was rejected by the 
Pension Office September 17, 1555, on the ground that the evidence on filein the 
case did not show that tumors of breast and thigh originated in the service and 
the line of duty. 

The history of this case is as follows: Soldier, who was the son of Judge E. 

‘an „of Chicago, was a musician and joined the regiment composed of 
the Fourth Illinois Cavairy Volunteers in October, 161; was discharged with 
the other members of the d ab Cairo in the spring of 1532. The testimon: 
on file in this case in the Pension Office goes to show that soldier — — 


W = — ers 7 — 


1628 CONGRESSIONAL 


= dae SE gee ERSA EEIT ELR ee eee 


* n r 
n e ey W 


RECORD HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 


tumors of chest, abdomen, and th 

nelson, Tenn., in Fi A e weather was wet and cold, and the 
constant ridi day and night and the constant brought on sickness, 
which resulted in said tumors, which were hard and soft alternately and at times 
8 always tender and troublesome. 

hese tumors existed at the date of discharge, in April, 1862, and Dr. Joseph 
W. Freer, who treated him immediately after arriving home atter discharge 
for these tumors, is dead and soldier has been unable to furnish the testimony 
of a commissioned officer of the regiment as to the incurrence of his disabilit 
in the service, owing to the fact that the members of the band were not wi 
22 regiment when traversing the country from Fort Henry to Fort Donelson, 
enn. 

* He has furnished the testimony of the different members of the band who 
were with him at the time, and to whom he showed his tumors at Randolph 
Fo in February, 1862, after the ride across the country. ~ 

“ The testimony shows that he wasa strong, healthy man when he enlisted, by 
parties who knew him. This is shown by several witnesses, and that he was 
afflicted as above set forth on his return from the Army. It is certain from 
the testimony on file that this man was sound and well when he enlisted, and 
it is equally certain that he was discharged because of his sickness which he 
contracted after his enlistment. It seems that byan equitable construction this 
claimant contracted this disability while in the service and in the line of duty. 

“Therefore the committee recommend that this bill do pass,” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WESLEY W. TAYLOR, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4414) for the 
relief of Wesley W. Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wesley D. Taylor, late a private 
in Company D, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4414) granting a pension to Wesley W. Taylor, submit the following report: 

The soldier in this case enlisted fn be 1, 1862, and was discharged from hos- 
pital on surgeon’s certificate of disability February 5, 1863. 

Application for pension was made March, 1890, for disability of right arm and 
left eye, contracted in Tennessee in December, 1862, The record in this case is 
quite voluminous, and it shows that the soldier went through the medical mill 
of the Bureau four times at four different places, After as examination 
the claim was rejected December 14. 1886, on the ground of no record, and no 
competent testimony showing origin or existence in the service,” and on appeal 
this ruling was affirmed by the Department, 

Charles Newcomb, a neighbor of the soldier, testifies that he knew him before 
he enlisted and that he was a sound and able-bodied man when he volunteered ; 
and that his right arm and left eye are seriously affected; and that they were 
when he returned home from the Army discharged for disability, and have so 
continued ever since. This statement is substantially sustained by the testi- 
mony of seven or cight other witnesses, some of them further stating that the 
soldier had spotted fever and that they helped to load him on a wagon and he 
was so taken to the hospital while in the Army. 

Daniel H. H. Hurtson, acomrade, testifies that the soldier was a healthy man 
when he went into the service, and on December 8, 1862, at or near LaVergne. 
Tenn., the soldier was stricken down with disease and that he helped to load 
the soldier on a wagon and he was sent to the hospital at Nashville, Tenn., and 
that since his return home he has been affected in his rigbt arm and left eye, 
gnd that the soldier is unfit to perform manual labor. 

It is impossible to give a full abstract of the testimony in this case, and the 
committee must content itself by saying that the testimony is incontestable that 
this man was sound and healthy when he went into the Army. He was very 
sick in the Army with spotted fever or cereb inal meningitis, or something 
akin to it, and was discharged from the Army for disability. This, it seems to us, 
makes at least a prima facie case, 

It is attempted to show that after he come home he was able to do some work 
and in fact did some service in the recruiting service for the Government, and 
in fact this is sworn to by some witnesses; but no other sickness is shown at 
any time as to this soldier, and there is no dispute that he is now totally unfit 
for manual labor, because of the loss of the use of the right arm, and we think 
that it is not unreasonable to conclude that his disabilities are due to his Army 
service, and unless he is placed on the pension-roll he must be supported by 
charity or placed in the almshouse. 

We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM CARROLL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3228) 
for the relief of William Carroll. 
The bill is as follows: 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1 granting a pension to William Carroll, submit the following report: 

The committee find that this bill had been considered by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions of the last Congress and made a favorable report thereon, 
which report this committee adopts as their own, and is as follows: 

“Said Carroll was enrolled on October 5, 1861, and mustered out July 27, 1965, 
withhis company. He enlisted at the age of seventeen years ina strange com- 
mand, and his claim has been rejected by the Pension Department because he 
ig unable to furnish evidence proving the incurrence of his disability—disease 
of lungs and deafness in right ear, 3 

“He states under oath that he contracted lung disease and deafness in the 
Shenandoah Valley, Va., in September, 1864, as a result of hard marching and 
continuous exposure. e states under oath that he was never treated while in 
the service for either of these diseases, and that he is unable to furnish evi- 
dence of comrades, He says: 

“*T did not complain to any one when I became afflicted; was marching when 
lungs began to hurt me. 1 began falling back, with the intention of dropping 
out, when I heard the surgeon of my regiment cursing those who were fi ing 
out of ranks, charging them with cowardice, and then I resolved to go on. 
was in the act of re g to the surgeon when I heard him cursing those who 
fell out of ranks.’ 


— the march from Fort Henry to Fort 


“ This claimant furnishes ample evidence of soundness at time of enlistment 
and evidence of bors that he was afflicted with lung trouble in a very 
5 8g the service, and that as early as 1867 he was treated for 


The medical board rate his disabilities as total. 

“Owing to the fact that this a . was Wes young when he went into the 
service, and that he has not resided in the neighborhood or State from which 
he enlisted since his d , your committee believe he should be given the 
benefit of the doubt, if any exists, as to his incurring the disease in the line of 
duty, and recommend the passage of the bill,” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation thatit do pass. 


GEORGE FAULK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4904) 
granting a pension to George Faulk. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Faulk, late of Company F, 
Tenth Ohio Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the above bill 
beg leave to report that they have considered the same and find that said bill 
passed the Senate at the Forty-ninth Congress at its first session, and your com- 
mittee adopt the Senate report as their own, which is as follows: 

The records in this case show the claimant enlisted October 9, 1862, and was 
sent to Camp Cleveland, Ohio, where claimant did all the duties assigned him 
until about January 12, 1863, when he contracted inflammation of the lungs, an 
was so seriously sick when the baton ea officer came he would not mus- 
ter claimant into the service, and he was disc’ p 

“The affidavit of his commanding officer states that claimant was a rugged 
man from the time of his enlistment until he was taken sick in January. 

“ Declarature for his pension filed August 23, 1884, alleging disease of lun 
hemorrhage, and dizziness or fits, and general debility. Claim rejected on t 

und that claimant was a rejected recruit and never in the service of the United 


tes. 

“ The testimony isto the effect that claimant was sound and 
listment, and that the disease which has permanently disabled him was incurred 
while the regiment was waiting to be mustered into the United States service. 
Had claimant been mustered in the day he enlisted, and then have incurred the 
disabilities proven, he would have been entitled to pension from the Pension 
Office; that he was not mustered in was no fault of claimant, as he waited from 
October 5, 1862, until January, 1863, in camp, doing all the duties assigned, and 
waiting to be mustered in. 

Tue certificate of the examining surgeons of the Pension Office, dated Septem- 
ber 24, 1884, states that the claimant has a serious disease of the heart, and rates 
his disability total. 

“ Taking into consideration all the evidence on file in this case, the committee 
believe it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill and recommend its 


prior to en- 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MANUEL GARCIA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3535) 
to grant a pension to Manuel Garcia. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Manuel Garcia, late of Company I, 
Eighth New Jersey Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
3535) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia, submit the following report: 

That the committee find that the Committee on Invalid Pensions of last Con- 
gress made a favorable report on this bill, which report this committee adopt 
as their own and which is in the following 3 2 

“ Claimant was a private in Company I, Eighth New Jersey Volunteers; he 
enlisted August 6, 1564, and was discharged July 2, 1865, 

“The reason a pension was not granted by the Department is that there is no 
testimony to show origin in line of duty, or to show condition at discharge, or 

rior to 1870, and no medical testimony. Claimant states that he is unable to 

urnish testimony as to his physical condition prior to enlistment, for the reason 
that he was at sea for seven years prior to his enlistment; that he came into 
port on the 5th of August, 1864, and enlisted on the eth of August, 1864; that he 
was examined by Edgar Holden, Government surgeon, and passed into the 
service of the United Slates. 

“ William W. Lamb, of Philadelphia, Pa., a physician in good standing, being 
sworn, says— 

That he did not know the claimant prior to enlistment; but that he knew 
of his being taken sick while in the intrenchments in front of Petersburgh, Va.; 
that he treated him for rheumatism and varicosed condition of limbs; that 
while lying in camp in the rear of Alexandria, Va., the intense heat produced 
3 of eyelids; that claimant was then sent to the hospital, and he 
saw no more of him up to the present time.’ > 

J. B. Davison, a physician, testifies: 

That he examined claimant in 1866; that he found the veins of the legs ina 
varicose condition; that he found the second, toe on the left foot stiff and use- 


ess. 

„Edwin H. Hollister and Reuben G. Hollister, of Coe, Rock Island County, 
Illinois, being duly sworn, testify : 

“That they have known the claimant for five years; thathe worked for them; 
that his eye-sight was poor and from some cause he was very awkwara with 
his legs, and that from their own personal knowledge he could not do more 
than one-half a man’s work. 

As the claimant was examined by Edgar Holden, a Government surgeon, 
and passed as physically soundand in absence of testimony to the contrary, 
we assume that he was a sound man when admitted into the service. And 
the other testimony proves that he was taken sick in the service and wastreated 
for rheumatism and varicose veins and inflamed eyes, and that from said causes 
he has been continuously disabled ever since. Your committee conclude from 
these facts that the claimant was disabled in the service and is entitled to a pen- 
sion, and therefore respectfully reccommend the passage of this bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
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MARGARET J. FLETCHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3221) 
granting a on to Margaret J. Fletcher. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret J. Fletcher, of Illinois, a 
nua in a Sey, of the United States during the late rebellion, at the rate of 

per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3221) granting a pension to Margaret J. Fletcher, submit the following report: 

The evidence on file with your committee shows that the c t wasa nurse 
in the United States Army in the Eightieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, in 
the regimental hospital at Lebanon, Ky., and aftewards at Louisville, Ky. and 
wes thus assigned to said hospitals as such nurse by the regimental surgeon ; 
that she was a very faithful nurse, and remained in the service for about two 
years, 

The sworn testimony shows that at the battle of Perryviile she was on the 
battle-field in person and cared for the wounded, and even went so far as to tear 
her own underclothing from her body and use the same for ban for the 
wounded during the battle; that she was 8 exposed at this battle, and 
that because of her army service her health is broken down ; she is affected with 
rheumatism, and has been in poor health ever since; that she is now old and 
very feeble, has no means of support but her own labor, and she is notable to 
labor now because of her advanced age and poor health. 

The committee report the bill back with a recommendation that the same do 
pass. 


Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
the practice has not been to grant a pension at $20a month to army 
nurses—if that has not heretofore been established as the precedent and 
rule of the committee? 

Mr. LANE. No, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was under the impression that such had been the 


case. 

Mr. LANE. No; there are more pensions at $12 a month than any 
other. Some have been granted twenty and some even twenty-five, but 
those were exceptional cases, where the parties spent much money and 
received no pay. But we have adopted now $12 as a standard, unless 
the case presents some extraordinary circumstances. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Why put these cases at a higher rate than 
that paid to widows of soldiers? 

Mr. LANE. We do not, as I have said; we only put them at $12. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Oh, I did not understand; I thought 
you said twenty. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS, JANE POTTS, - 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4247) 
granting a pension to Mrs, Jane Potts. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Jane Potts, widow of Noah 
Potts, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R 
4247) granting a pension to Jane Potts, submit the following report: 

The committee find that the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the last Con- 

made a favorable report on this bill, which report this committee adopts 
as their own and is as follows: 

“The Department refused her claim for pension on the ground that the sol- 
dier's insanity which caused suicide was not brought on by military service; 
that for about fifteen years after discharge he conducted his business affairs 
in a successful manner, and it is not believed that the insanity, developed about 
1881, can be traced to his hardships as a prisoner of war. 

Nealy C. Woods testifies that 

“tHe was orderly sergeant of Company D, Seventh Minois Cavalry Volun- 
teers; that he was well acquainted with Noah Potts; that they were members 
of the same company, and that he knew him intimately; that at the time of his 
enlistment he was a sound, able-bodied man, and tree from disease of any kind; 
that he was taken prisoner at Collierville, Tenn., in the latter of 1863, and 
was confined in Andersonville prison; that he saw him soon after his discharge 
ome praos and he was a mere skeleton on account of hardships he had en- 
dured; heard soldier say that he believed his bones were rotten. Affiant fur- 
ther states that he noticed during the conversation that his mind was affected, 
and that his memory failed him very mach.’ 

J. B. Hendricks testifies that he belonged to the same company with the sol- 


dier. 

That at the time of his enlistment he was in perfect health; that he saw bim 
after the war, and he thought he acted strangely; that his mind dwelt on his 
imprisonment, and it was difficult to draw it to any other subject, and that he 
was very absent-minded.’ 

“Henry P, Mashier, also a member ofsaid company, testifies that he was wen 
acquainted with soldier. 

That he has known him from boyhood; and that up to the time of his en- 
listment he was a healthy, able-bodied man, and of sound mind. That he saw 
him after his discharge from prison, and he was much broken in health, and 
that his conversation, appearance, and actions satisfied affiaut that his mind 
was very much impaired,’ 

“Other affidavits in this case set forth the same facts as the above; and while 
there is some testimony to the effect that the soldier's insanity was hereditary, 
the great majority of evidence to show that his insanity was due to his 
long Wufinement in Andersonville prison. 

“Your committee therefore conclude that the soldiers insanity was due to 
hardships incurred while in the service, and that his widow is entitled toa pen- 
sion, and we therefore respectfully recommend that this bill do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. LANE. Oh, I hope not. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam willing for the committee to rise and pass upon 
the bills which have already been considered, but I think that we have 
got too few members here to undertake to pass any more. At the be- 
ginning of the performances to-night we had only ten or twelve mem- 
bers present, but I was willing that we should go on for a while supposing 
that others would come in, and still there are not more than forty or 
fifty present now. I am unwilling, in viewof the fact that a set of rules 
have been presented to the House by a majority, arbitrary and iron-clad 
tules, prescribing the manner in which the business shall be 
to allow business to run on very far outside of those rules, and I amin- 
clined to hold the House to the rules that they have prepared and pre- 
sented for the transaction of business. Isay Iam willing. Ibelieve that 
these night sessions ought to be abandoned anyhow, use usually 
there are but ten or fifteen members here undertaking to legislate. 

Mr. BYNUM. I make the point that this is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. LANE. I ask the gentleman as a favor that he permit the next 
ease on the Calendar to be called up, the case of Susanna Mitts. I 
know this to be a most worthy case. This is an old woman; she is a 
pauper, and lives in my own county. 

Mr. KILGORE. But her being a pauper is not sufficient to grant 
her a pension. 

Mr. LANE. But she is a soldier’s widow and entitled to a pension. 
She is absolutely begging now. I ask to have that bill taken up to- 
night. 

Ar. KILGORE. Is that a bill of the same kind as those you have 
been reporting to-night and acting upon? 

Mr. LANE. What do you mean? 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it such a bill as those we have been passing to- 
night—the same character of bill? 

Mr, LANE. Yes, sir; she is entitled toa pension, and is absolutely 
in need of the assistance. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the bill be read by its title. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the title of the bill 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts. 


Mr. KILGORE. At the request of several gentlemen around me I 
withdraw my motion for the present. 

Mr. LANE, Then I ask that the next bill on the Calender in ad- 
vance of the one the title of which has just been read be now con- 
sidered, 

ANNA HAARSTICK. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2014) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Haarstick. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Haarstick, widow of William 
Haarstick, deceased, late private and pensioner of the United States under cer- 
tificate No, 365421. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the above b 
beg leave to report that they have had the same under consideration and fin 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the last Congress made a favorable 
report in this case, and your committee have adopted said report as their own, 
and which is in the following language: 

“The committee have considered the same, and find from the evidence that 
the soldier, William Haarstick, at the time of his death, was drawing a pension 
for gunshot wound of left thumb and disease of heart; that he wasa private in 
Company A, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and was wounded 
April, 1852, and discharged September 19, 1864. 

The claim of the widow for a pension was rejected by the Department of Pen- 


‘sions for the reason that the death-cause was not due to the service of the soldier 


inthe Army. The certificate of the physician who attended the soldier in his 
last illness is to the effect that the death-cause of the soldier was Pneumonia, 
but there is fled with the committee the affidavits of three physicians who at- 
tended the d at various times for the last seven or eight years before the 
soldier's death for the heart disease contracted in the Army, and for which he 
was drawing a pension. And some of the witnesses state that he was so affected 
with heart disease that he fell down at times from this heart trouble. And an- 
other one of the physicians states that the death-cause was due to his Army 
service as a result of heart disease. : 

“He was sick in this way for many years, and was only affected with pneu- 
monia for eight days, and it was but a slight attack, and the testimony, toa 
reasonable certainty, warrants the conclusion that if it was not for the heart dis- 
ease he would have recovered from this slight attack of pneumonia, but because 
of his long illness from heart disease and his reduced condition he was unable 
to withstand the disease, and the committee are of the opinion that the death of 
the soldier was due to his Army service, and therefore report the bill back, with 
a recommendation that the bill do pass.“ 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I think the bill called to the atten- 
tion of the committee is a meritorious one and I have every reason to 
believe that there are other bills upon the Calendar equally meritorious; 
and now, as itis only 9 o’clock, I sincerely hope, as one member of this 
House, that my friend from Texas will not insist upon his motion. 

Mr. LANE. It has been withdrawn. 
ee PERKINS. As I understand, it has been withdrawn tempora- 

y. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The objection has been withdrawn, as the Chair 


understands it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well; I intended to make a suggestion, but if 
the objection is withdrawn there is no need to do so. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


SUSANNA MITTS, 

The next billon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2011) grant- 
ing a pension to Susanna Mitts, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susanna Mitts, widow of James 
H. Mitts, private in Company F. Sixth Regiment Missouri Infantry Volunteers, 
in the war of the rebellion. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the above claim, 
beg leave to report that they have the same under consideration and find 
that this case was reported favorably by the Committee on Invalid Hensions of 
the last session of Congress, and your committee have adopted the report of said 
committee as their own, which is in the following language: 

„James H. Mitts enlisted September 15, 1861,in Company F,Sixth Regiment 
Missouri Infantry, and was honorably discharged May 29, 1865. The reason said 
claim was not granted by the Department is, the records show that soldier was 
absent from his command at the time he was made prisoner, 

“Ira Boutell testifies that he has knownsoldier many years; that he wasa mem- 
ber of his company; that at the time of his enlistment he was a sound, healthy 
man; that at Tipton, Mo., he was furlonghed to go home with the measles; that 
during the campaign about Vicksburg he was taken prisoner, and had asevere 
trial in the prison-pens of the South; that soldier contracted disease of lungs 
and chronic diarrhea, which ultimately caused his death. y 

* A. Lawler also testities that he served in the same company with the de- 
ceased soldier; that he was taken prisoner with him; that at the time of his 
enlistment he was a sound, healthy man; that during the time of his imprison- 
ment his health began to fail him, and that be never afterward recovered; that 
he was always afflicted with a cough; that after he returned to his regiment he 
never performed hard duty; that since the war he was a near neighbor of said 
soldier; that for some time before his death he was totally disabled on account 
of said disabilities contracted while a prisoner of war. 

“ Your committee believe from this ony that James H. Mitts contracted 
lung disease and chronic diarrhea, which eventually ca his death, while in 
service and in-line of duty, and that Susanna Mitts, widow of said soldier, is en- 
titled to a pension, and we therefore respectfully recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN DEBART. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1282) for 
the relief of John Debart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John Debart, 
the invalid son of David Debart, late a private of Company G, Seventy-ninth 
Regiment lilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay said son a pension of $20 per 
month for and during his natural life, 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
128°) granting a pension to John Debart, submit the following report: 

That said John Debart isthe invalid son of Daniel Debart, deceased, and was 
on the pension-roll until about a year ago, when he was dropped from the roll for 
the reason that he was overage. It appears further that said John Debart isa 
simple-minded person now under conservatorship, and is idiotic and will never 
recover, and has no means for support or friends able to care for him. 

We therefore recommend that the bill do pass with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “ life,” in the eighth line of said bill, add as follows: Said pen- 
sion to be paid to the conservator or legally appointed guardian of said John 
Debart;" also by striking out the word “twenty,” in the seventh line, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “eighteen; and as so amended that the same do pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, it appears that all the bills passed u: 
to this time are reported by one member of the committee [Mr. DARET 
The fact is that this business is divided ont in the Pension Committee 
and every man represents a particular locality. I think the different 
localities should be represented, and I move that we call up these cases 
from this on; that the reports made by one man shall be called up to 
the number of five, and then we shall pass to the next member and 
call up- five of the cases reported by him, and so on. 

Mr. LANE. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule of the House is that in Committee of 
the Whole the committee shall proceed with the Calendar in its reg- 
ular order. 

Mr, PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Can we not suspend that by unanimous consent? Ifso, I 
would like to make this request, that as we have considered, as sug- 
gated by the gentleman from Iowa, quite a number of bills reported 

yy the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE], let the gentlemen who 
are t now alternate from side to side and call up a case. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Tobject, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SAWYER. I object. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the Clerk will proceed 
with the next bill on the Calendar. 


ISAIAH HUMRICHOUSER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 4021) to 
increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Boitenacted, clc., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to increase to $72 per month the pension now received by Isaiah 
rasere late sergeant of Company O, Twenty-fifth Illinois Volunteer In- 

try. 


The report (by Mr, LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4021) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Humrichouser, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

The committee find that this soldier was first placed on the pension-roll at $15, 
afterward increased to $18, then to $24,and that he is now receiving $50 por 
month. Thesoldier was shot in the face and left thigh, and now becanse of his 
army service is totally disabled, requiring the constant attendance of another 
person. In addition tothis the soidier is now insane as the result of his army 
service and is in the insane asylum at Kankakee, I}, completely disabled at the 
present time from doing anything for himself or his family. 

Application was made to increase this pension of $50 per month in the Peg- 
sion Office to $72, but it was refused on the ground that the soldier becam® in- 
sane since June 18. 1880. If he had been insane before that date he would re- 
ceive the sum of $72 per month, the amount asked for by this bill, but this relief 
could not be granted in the Pension Office; hence this application for an in- 
crease, The committee are of the opinion that it then was a mistake made in 
the passage of this law, and there is no reason why a person whobecomes 
insane and totally helpless because of army service prior to June 16, 1830, 
and whose name was not on the pension-roll, should be treated with more con- 
sideration than a soldier under like circumstances who became insane and to- 
tally helpless, requiring the constant attendance of another person, due to his 
army service, since June 15, 1880, and was not on the army roll, and that in 
both cases they should be treated alike. 

We therefore recommend that the increase in this case be granted, and thatthe 
bill do pass with anamendmentas follows: Add after the word Infantry," in the 
sixth line, the following words: Which pension of $72 shall be in full of any 
pension now paid said soldier, and that said pension be paid to the legally-ap- 
pointed guardian or conservator of said soldier.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understand that that bill provides a 
pension of $72 a month, 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will inquire why the distinction is 
made in this case, and why not follow the general rule? 

Mr. LANE. It is the general rule. Thegentleman will remember 
when we had another case under discussion this question arose. The 
House that bill and it went to the Senate, é 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
the amount of the pension. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does not this bill come under the general law that 
was agreed to a few days ago, requiring that all those on the roll who 
got $50 a month shall be raised to $72 a month under that general law? 
My recollection is that the conference report was agreed to the other 
day; that it cut off arrears, and that the increase took effect from the 
time of the passage of the bill. If that is true, I donot see any neces- 
sity for taking up this case. 

Mr. LANE, We could let it go on. The general law is not in force 


et. 
3 Mr. BYNUM. It has gone to the President for his signature, 

Mr. PERKINS. The conferees reported the action of the two Houses 
and the report has been agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. There has been a report agreed to in this case, and it 
will do no harm to let it pass as it is. 

Mr. BYNUM. But it takes up time for nothing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. bill, if passed, will haye to go to 
the Senate and be there. 

Mr. KILGORE. If this case would come up under the general law, 
the officials in the Pension Bureau will have every opportunity to in- 
vestigate the facts and pass upon it much more intelligently than the 
House can do it, and in view of these facts I feel that I shall have to 
resist the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MOFFITT. The general law has not taken effect. 


Should not the Pension Bureau define 


Mr. KILGORE, Will not this man be entitled to $72 a month under 
the general law ? 
Mr. MOFFITT. That will not in any way affect the general law 


or affect this man. 

Mr. KILGORE. But that is not the question. Will he be entitled 
under this law that has been sent to the President to $72 a month? 

Mr. FITHIAN. The President may sign it or may not sign it. 

Mr. LANE. We had this case up for discussion some days ago. 
Some n was granted an increase to $100 a month, and this man is 
just in the same helpless condition as that man. That man was en- 
tirely helpless, and this man is not only entirely helpless, but insane 
and in the asylum. That was a case from New York. 

Mr. MAISH. The case of General Duryee? 

Mr. LANE. Yes. That was discussed. This case was mentioned 
by Mr. Cannon. This is the bill of Mr. CANNON; and this man is 
entitled to 8100 a month. It will do no harm to pass this bill. It has 
been reported and I think the bill should pass. What harm does it do 
to pass this bill, pensioning this man at $72? He would be entitled to 
$72 under the general law, and why not pass this bill, as the committee 
have taken the trouble toreport it? It would take him four months 
to get action upon his case under the general law. The case would 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


r . UX. Og Oe T K 


1631 


have to be investigated by the Pension Office, whereas we have investi- 
the case here and know this man’s condition, 

Mr. FITHIAN. And he would have to pay an attorney to present 
his case. 

Mr. LANE. Yes. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I would suggest this consideration to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Lane]. If this man is in such a condition 
that he would be entitled to $72 a month under the paa law re- 
cently agreed upon, and if he should be pensioned by thi jal act, 
and he should hereafter become worse so as to be entitled to $100 a 
month, it would require another special act to get it for him, whereas 
if he were pensioned under the general law he could be rated up to 
that point, Therefore it would be better for him to be pensioned under 
the general law than by a special act. 

Mr. LANE. Well, this man will never live that long. His condi- 
tion is too bad. His whole jaw has been shot off. 

Mr. MAISH., His jaw must have been shot off during the war. 

Mr. LANE. It was, 

Mr. MAISH. Then he has lived a good while in that condition. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, he has lived a good while, but he is not going to 
live much longer. 

Mr. MAISH. That is problematical. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I think there is no doubt that this man 
is entitled, under the general law agreed upon a few days ago, to a 
pension of $72 amonth, and I donot know what we shall gain by set- 
ting the precedent of passing a private bill in a case which would come 
under the general law. 

Mr. BYNUM. I suggest that the general law will go into force be- 
fore this special bill can, so that the passage of this bill may do this 
man harm instead of good. 

Mr. LANE. No, he would have to file his application in the Pen- 
sion Office and would have to employ an attorney to present the case. 

Mr. BYNUM. No; his pension would simply be raised to the amount 
to which he would be entitled under the general law. > 

Mr. BELDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BELDEN. If we are going to spend the whole evening on this 
one case I pro to join the gentléman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It ought to be underst that no gentle- 
man in this House, whoever he may be, can ‘‘ bulldoze” the others. 
We have a right to discuss these cases. It is a pertinent inquiry that 
is being made, and I repeat that I think this precedent is a bad one to 
establish, although, so far as I am concerned, I shall withdraw any 
objection to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. LANE. «This is Mr. CANNon’s bill. The case is that of the 
man about whom he spoke the other day in the House, and he is very 
anxious to have the bill passed. ; 

A MEMBER. Well, Mr. CANNON ought to be here to attend to its 


passage. 2 

Mr. LANE. It was impossible for him to be here; he was compelled 
to be absent this evening by a business engagement. I move that the 
amendment recommended by the committee be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

DANIEL M. MAULDING. 

The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3225) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. Maulding. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel M. Maulding, late captain 
of Company H, Sixth Illinois Cavalry, at an increased rate per month. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
— j granting an iuerense of pension to Daniel M. Maulding, submit the Tollo w- 

ng report: 

The committee find that a committee of the Senate of the last Congress made 
a 1 report on this case, which report this committee adopt as their own, 
as follows: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. Mauldiug, late captain of Com- 
pany H, Sixth Illinois Cavalry, submit the following report: 

“Tt appears that about October 15, 1864, Captain Mauldi 
of the enemy, near Waynesburgh, Tenn., was thrown from 


„While in pursuit 
is ho his foot 
catching in the stirrup and dragging him some distance, from which hurt re- 


. sulted hernia or rupture of the right side. 


The claimantis now drawing $20 per month; but as his disability is “total,” 
from the testimony of all the examining boards, and his hernia is not reducible, 
as shown by the testimony from not only the medical but from several 
other reputable physicians, the committee believe the increase should be 
Enig: While the evidence is not all clear that the hernia is complicated, Dr. 

. ©. Dale, a 9 physician and tuneen of Hamilton County, Illinois, 
swears that the hernia is complicated, and he is corroborated in this by Dr. V. 
S. Benson, of McLeansborough, III. These 9 both testify that Captain 
Maulding’s disability is equal to the loss of a hand or a foot.’ 

Tue bill is reported with an amendment striking out all after the word at," 
in line 7, and inserting ‘the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving,’ with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY C, UPTON. 
The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


4180) granting a pension to Mary C. Upton, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C, Upton, an army nurse, 
late of the Seventh Regiment of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have had the above bill under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to make the following report thereon : 

The committee find from aflidavits on file in their 8 that Mary C. 11 
ton was er by Thomas J. Riggs, surgeon of the Seventh Regiment. Illi- 
nois Cavalry Volunteers, in the late war, as nurse in the regimental hospital of 
said regiment, and that she served in the capacity as such nurse for over two 
years, and continued to remain in the service until her health failed her aud she 
was compelled to abandon the service on acconnt of her health, which was In- 
jured because of her army service, and that she is now a widow, old and de- 
crepit, and has no means or property of any kind for her support, and has no 
means of a livelihood except her own labor. 

A. M. McDonald, a captain in said regiment, testifies that her services as nurse 
were very valuable to suid ment, as he knew of his own knowledge. 

James Carson testifies that he was a member of Company F, of said regiment, 
during the war of 1861-65, and that he knew Mary C. Upton was with said regi- 
ment as nurse for over two years, and did nurse and care for the sick and af- 
flicted of said regiment in the hospital, and that during the battle of Corinth. 
Miss., the said Mary C. Upton was in the battle, and distributed cartridges and 
other ammunition to the soldiera while they were engaged in battle, and ren- 
dered other valuable services in said battle, and that she was a faithful nurse 
during all of said two years. 

In view of these facts the committee are of opinion that this petitioner is en- 
titled to a pension, and therefore recommend that said bill amended by 
adding after the word volunteers“ in the seventh line the words “at the rate 
of twelve dollars per month,” and that the bill so amended do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was ageed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 
MARY PERSONEUS. 4 
The next business upon the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 4531) 
ting a pension to Mary Personeus. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mary Personeus, late widow of 
William B. Crisfield, sergeant in Company G, Forty-first Regiment Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The committee to whom was referred the above bill beg leave to report thas 
they have considered said bill and find that the committee of this House at the 
last session made a favorable report on the same, which this committee adopt 
as their own with an amendment, * 

The report so made by said committee of the last Congress isin the words 
and figures following: 

“The committee to whom was referred this case beg leave to report that they 
have considereed the same, and find from the evidence on file in this case that 
the complainant was the wife of William B. Crisfield, a sergeant of ee 
G, Forty-first Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry ; that heserved with credit 
in such py vena that he afterwards enlisted as a trooper, in January, 1870, in 
Troop L, Seventh Cavalry; that he re-enlisted February 1, 1875, in 
the same troop; and that he was killed in action with General Custer at Little 
Big Horn, June 25, 1876. è 

It appears further that after the death ofthe soldier the widow married one 
Martin Personeus, who was alsoa member of the same troop as her former huse 
band, and served in said company until his term of enlistment terminated. It 
further appears from the testimony that the sdid Personeus is now incurably ir- 
sane, having been admitted to the Insane Hospital at Jacksonville, III., Novem- 
ber 11, 1886, and discharged May 31, 1888, unimproved. The official certificate 
of the superintendent of said asylum is now on file with this committee, to the 
effect that said Personens is hopelessly insane. 

It further appears that the said Mary Personeus has two children, the fruit 
of said marriage, who are now public paupers, and the said complainant is also 
apublic charge, and is wholly unable to perform labor to support herself and 
her said children. It further appears that the said Martin Personeus, when in his 
right mind, filed a claim against the Government for a pension, claiming that 
his illness was due to his army service, but having become insane he was una- 
ble to furnish the necessary proof as to the facts of the case and his wife has no 
8 knowledge thereof, aud hence no relief can be had through the Pen- 
sion ice. 

“This woman, therefore, having been the wife of a soldier who fonght in the 
war of the rebellion and defended the flag of his country, and was afterwards 
killed in action with the gallant Generai Custer, and she then having become 
the wife of another soldier who is now worse than dead, we think that this 
widow and the soldier's children should not be public charges while the coun- 
try that they defended is amply able to support them; so we report the bill 
back with a recommendation t the same do pass.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM b. HUMMER, 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4531) 
for the relief of William D. Hummer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions aud 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William D. Hummer, at the rate of 
$30 per month, late a member of Company B, Fortieth Missouri Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4531) 
granting a pension to William D. Hummer, submit the following report: 

That the soldier enlisted August 29, 1854, and was discharged August 8, 1565. 
The basis of the claim is deafness contracted at Nashville, Tenn., January, 1965, 

The claim was rejected on the ground that the alleged deafness exi prior 
to enlistment, The glaimant testifies on oath that he contracted deafness from 
exposure and ips incurred in army life on the march from Nashville, 
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Tenn., and the Tennessee River in the winter of 1864 and 1865, and he is now 
sixty years of age. A great number of witnesses testify to the high character 
and credibility of thissoldier. The report of the board of sig 0 states that 
this soldier is entitled to thirteen-ceivhteenths, third grade, for ility caused 
by deafness, and that his impairment of hearing approximates total. 

There was a special examination in this case, and he reports as follows: 

“ During all my experience, in my judgment I have not seen a case present- 
ing stones grounds for special action than this. He is represented to meas 
being a man of excellent reputation for trust, in fact, none better, and he im- 
pressed me as being very careful and conscientious in his statements.” 

He has been 2 from deafness since he left the Army, and is now 
nearly totally deaf, and it can not be presumed that he was deaf when he en- 
tered the Army, for if sohe would not have been accepted. He has no means 
3 but by his labor, and now, because of his deafness, he is unable 

5 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out of the 
sixth line of said bill the following words: at the rate of thirty dollars per 
month,” and that as amended the same do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
DANIEL J. COX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4129) to 
grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox. 
The bill was read, as follows: ` 


Be it enacted, éte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the E the name of Daniel J. Cox. 
late a private in Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, in the war 
of the rebellion, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4129) granting a pension to Daniel J. Cox, submit the following report: 

The record in this case shows that the soldier enlisted July 21, 1862, and was 

July 8, 1865. The basis of the claim is, as alleged, an 2 5 to the 
face caused N. the explosion ot a shell at the battle of Jonesborough, Ga., Au- 
gust, 1864. The claim was rejected by the Department on the ground that the 
alleged disability was not received in the line of duty, and was not due to the 

The testimony in this case is very voluminous, and is not withoutsome 
conflict, but the committee think that the same can be harmonized consistent 
with the claim in this case. 

Itisin proof that the soldier when he went into the service was a sound 
healthy man, and several comrades testify that he was injured in said battle o 
Jonesborough, Ga, and when he entered the battle he was perfectly well and 
sound, and that after the battle an injury was on his face. 

Charles D. Allen, a comrade, swears he was with him in said battle and 
knows of his own knowledge that the soldier received said injury in said battle. 
There is much other testimony to the same effect. 

It is attempted, however. to discredit this statement by showing that the sol- 
dier remained with his company until they were mustered out in 1865. Ad- 
mitting this latter fact to be true, still it does not detract from the fact that he 
was Injured in battle. 

It is farther in evidence that said injury has continued ever since and gathers 
three or four times every year so that the same must be la: Tue examining 
surgeon says in his report in this case the disability is one-fourth, 

We therefore recommend that the bill do pass, with an amendment striking 
out all after the word “ rebellion,” in the sixth line of said bill, up to and in- 
eluding the word month,“ in the seventh line of said bill, and as so amended 
that the same do pass, 

Mr. LANE. I desire to move to amend the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee by inserting after the word ‘‘rebellion”’ in 
the sixth line the words and pay him a pension,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ISAAC CLARK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2769) 
granting a pension to Isaac Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Isaac Clark, the dependent father of 
Charles II. Clark, late a private in Company A, Eighth New York Heavy Ar- 
tillery, upon the pension-rol! of the United States, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The committee to whom was referred House bill No, 2769, granting a pension 
to Isaac Clark, would report: 

That the said beneficiary was the father of Charles H, Clark, who was a pri- 
vate in Company A, Eighth New Vork Heavy Artillery, who died June 27, 1864, 
from gunshot wounds in the right shoulder received in action at the slege of 
Petersburgh, Va.; that he died leaving no wife or child, and that his mother 
died in 1881; that said benefici applied to the Pension Bureau for a pension 
as the dependent father of said Charles, but said application was rejected June 
12, 1884, on the und that the claimant was not dependent upon the soldier 
for support at the time of his death. ~ 

The evidence shows that whatever the fact may have been at that time, the ben- 
eficiary is now an old man, about eighty years of age, broken down in health, 
with no property, and for over five years has been an inmate of the poor-house 
of Orleans County, New York, where he has been and is supported asa pauper. 

Your committee, believing this to be a just bill, would recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


> EDWIN S. FURMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 2770) 
ting a pension to Edwin S. Furman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he hereb di- 
rected to place the name of Edward S. Furman, the 3 father Gees 
T. Furman, late of apez ©, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, 
upon the pension-rolls of the United States, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws. 


per month, subject to 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read; as follows: 
The committee to whom House bill No. 2770 was referred make the following 


repose: 

hat Edwin S. Furman, the beneficiary, was the father of George F, Furman, 
who enlisted and was mustered in as a private in Company C, Fourth New York 
Heavy er grab ate ye 14, 1802. That he was captured at s Station Au- 
gust 25, 1864, fo: ed from Kichmond to TRANT, N. C., October 9, 1864, ad- 
mitted to hospital at that place January 30, 1865, an died in said hospital Jan u= 
ary 31,1885,of pneumonia. That he died leaving no wife or child or children 
or descendant of any child or children. That said George at the time of his en- 
listment was attending school and under the age of twenty years, and was at 
28 1 and previously thereto bad been, supported and was being educated 

y his father, 

That after his said enlistment, and before being taken prisoner, he sent home 
money to his father, and was always a dutiful and affectionate son, That the 
mother of said George has been dead for several years, never having received 
any pension, That at the time of the enlistment of said George said beneficiary 
had no property except his household furniture, a small library, and horse and 
carriage, but was actively engaged in his profession as a minister of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, supporting himself and his family from his salary, and 
that for this reason he has never applied for a pension under the pension hows, 
not being able to show himself dependent upon his son at the time of his death, 

That at the present time, said beneficiary is seventy-five years of age, broken 
down in health, and that he was actively engaged in his profession as a minis- 
ter for over fifty years. That in consequence of his age and physical infirmi- 
ties, he was placed upon the superannuated list of ministers in the Tallof 1888, and 
is now totally incapable of supporting bimself by his manual labor or practicing 
his profession, That all the property he now has is a house and lot, containing 
about 50 square rods of land, worth not over $350 over and above incumbrances, 
his household furniture,and a small library, and a note upon which there is 
now due and unpaid the sum of $225, and that he has no other means of support 
except such uncertain sums as he may receive from his ‘conference as such 
superannuated minister. That he has nochildliving, Your committee believing 
thisto be a very meritorious bill, would recommend that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. i 
MARY A. WOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 6825) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Wood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls of the United States the 
name of Mary A. Wood, the infirm daughter of Marcus W, Wood, late corporal 
in Company I, First Regiment New York Dragons Volunteers, and now de- 
ceased, and to pay her a pension of $18 a month, to be paid to her legally con- 
stituted guardian or committee. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6825) cranting a pension to Mary A. Wood,submit the following report: 

Mary A. Wood is the only surviving child of Marcus A. W „late a corporal 
in Company I, First Regiment New York Dragoons Volunteers. 

That said Marcus enlisted in said company August 12, 1862, and died in the 
hospital at Fredericksburgh, Va., May 10, 1864, from wounds received in battle 
May 7, 1864, leaving surviving him his widow, Milissa Wood and the beneficiary, 
his only child, who was born November 25, 1862, 

t subsequently a pension was granted to his widow which was cut off by 
her subsequent marriage co one George E. White. That a pension was also 
granted to or on account of the beneficiary of $2 per month, which terminated 
November 24, 1878, when she became sixteen years of age, and that now no 
one is receiving a pension on account of the said Marcus Wood, 

The evidence shows clearly that the said Mary, born while her father was in 
the Army, wass cripple from her birth and has ever since continued so; that 
she has never been able to work or to do anything without assistance; that her 
mind is weak; that she has no property and is entirely dependent for support 
upon her mother, who is a poor woman; that her only property consists of a 
house and lot assessed at $575, and personal property not exceeding in value the 
sum of $200; that her step-father, who is under no legal obligation to support 
her, has no property. £ 

Dr. Hill, the physician who has known and treated the said Mary for the past 
fifteen years, in his affidavit describes her condition as follows: 

“That the said Mary A. Wood isa victim of congenital spinal disease, the effect 
of which has nearly or quite destroyed the functional action of the entire nerv- 
ous system—almost ee atrophysing the muscular structure in the lower 
extremities, thereby rendering the said lower extremities nearly or quite use- 
less. Her mental faculties are likewise impaired, so that were her other func- 
tions normal she would still be unable to sing i or care for herself. She has 
ever been unable to in any manner wail upon herself except to feed herself when 
seated at the table, and by no human power could her condition be improved, 
nature having failed to complete and perfect her organic structure.” 

The committee believe that this poor, unfortunate woman, now over twenty- 
eight years, the only child of a brave soldier who lost his life in the service of 
his country, is deserving of the relief demanded, and would recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ALONZO ALDEN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5516) to in- 
crease the pension of Alonzo Alden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the rate of pension allowed Alonzo Alden, 
late colonel of the One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, by special act of Congress, from $75 per month to $100 per month, to take 
effect from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5516) to increase the pension of Alonzo Alden, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary was colonel of the Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers. He was a very brave soldier. In 1565 he was granted a pension of $30 
p month. This was increased to $50 in 1887, and at the last Congress that was 


creased to $72 by a . 5 75 act, 
The report made in case at the last Con, is hereto made a part hereof, 


The committee believes that this soldier is in a terrible condition, his suffer- 
ing intense; that the future holds out no hope of relief,and that granting the 
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relief he asks for is but simple justice, and they would therefore recommend | and made a 


that the bill do pass. 
{House Report No, 281, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2063) for the relief of Alonzo Alden, submit the following report: 

“That Alonzo Alden, the soldier, enlisted in the United States service April 
18, 1881, as a private in the Thirtieth Regiment New York Volunteers, May 14 
1861, was made a second lieutenant, and Jane 10, 1882, was made firstlieutenant 
and regimental adjutant; September 17, 1862, transferred to the One hundred 
and sixty-ninth ent New York Volunteers and commissioned as major; 
made licutenant-colonel March 2, 1864, and colonel June 1, 1864. 

That while major he was wounded at Edenton road by a fragment of shell, 
which entirely disabled him for a short period. 

It appears from the petition and evidence on file inthe Pension Office that 
at the battle of Cold Harbor, June 1, 1881, Alden was shot by a rebel sharp- 
shooter, the bullet striking the right side of his neck at the base of his head, 
passing into his neck diagonally, cutting off the lower portion of his right ear, 
Sn Fa the neighborhood of the spine at the base of the brain, where it still 


remains. 

“That at the taking of Fort Fisher and the explosion of the enemy’s maga- 
zine which there occurred Alden was thrown about 30 feet against a traverse. 
anda mass of timber and sand fell upon him, fracturing his right thigh and 
otherwise injuring him and bruising hia body, which rendered unconscious 
for nearly five weeks; that Alden was mustered out of the service August 6, 1865, 
holding the rank of colonel and brigadier-general by brevet. 

“That July 19, 1865, he was granted a easton at the rate of $30 per month, 
and afterwards increased to $50 per month, commencing June 22, 1857. 

“Alden can not receive $72 per month for the reason that the act of June 16, 
1880, granting the same, is confined by its express terms to persons then receiv- 
ing $50 per month. So that the highest rate which the soldier could receive 
when his pension was raised to $50 per month, as aforesaid, was the sum of $50 
per month allowed him. All the evidence on the application was very clear, 
convincing, and consistent, conclusively showing that he would have been en- 
titled to the sum of $72 per month if the Pension Bureau could have allowed it 
under the law. 

Wo quote but from one affidavit, that of R. B. Bontecou, M. D., a resident of 
the city of Troy, of forty 1 standing in his e serving as surgeon 
in the field from 1861 until the close of the war, breveted colonel by President 
Lincoln for distinguished services as a surgeon, for twenty years past assistant 
surgeon at the Watervliet arsenal, and now in the practice of his profession in 
the city of Troy aforesaid, and now and for years past a member of the board of 
examining surgeons appointed by the Government to examine applicants for 
pension, who states, in his affidavit of December 14, 1887, that he ‘ knew Alonzo 
Alden before enlistmentand has lived in the same city with him and met him 
daily, and would have known if he was unsound before enlistment, which he 
was not; have known and seen him almost daily, when he was at home, for 
the last twenty-two years, and know from seeing him daily and from examining 
him professionally that he has been crippled since his return from the war, par- 
tially in his leg and more especially in his head and spine—the result of a gun- 
shot wound, the ball entering just in front of the right mastoid process and lodg- 
ing deeply near the base of the brain, where it is still concealed, and giving rise 
to cerebro-spinal meningitis, so that he can not use his arms or his for any 
manual labor, nor can he transact businesa on account of the pain and constant 
irritation caused thereby. 

That I have seen him in several of these paroxysms of acute mania result- 
ing from said gunshot wound, and he js obliged to be under restraint toprevent 
him from dashing his brains out and inflicting bodily harm on himself, so greatis 
his agony at times. That I have been in constant daily attendance upon him 
from May 7, 1887, to June 2), 1887, and during that time prescribed powerful 
medicines, and blistered his back re, ly, and at last introduced a seton into 
his neck, which he still wears. Ho is unable to dress or undress, or to turn over 
in bed without assistance, and therefore requires the constant attendance of one 
or more persons. 

When he bas paroxysms of acute mania, as he ri Seas he requires 
the constant attendance of several persons to restrain him m doing himseif 
bodily harm. He is wholly disabled for any tabor or employment, and this de- 
ponent further says that the location of the ball above mentioned is such that 
to attempt to remove it would 1 y endanger General Alden’s life and would 
probably produce his death; t in the opinion of this deponent no prudent 
surgeon would dare to undertake the operation; and that in the opinion of this 
deponent no essential improvement in the patient's condition will ever occur.” 

“The examining board of surgeonsin their report tothe Pension Bureau, dated 
June 22, 1837, state as follows: 

One of the members of this board has been in attendance on him for several 
months past, has seen him daily, and knows that he suffers constantly with 
pain in his head and spine; that he has frequent violent paroxysms of delirium 
and acute mania, uiring force to control him, apparently due to cerebro- 
spinal irritation. e believe that this condition of his nervous system is 
due to the gunshot wound of head, and that he is totally unfit for any occupa- 
tion, and requires the constant attendance of some person assist him in 
aramas; and at tible to prepare his food, as he is unable to cut it or dress him- 


The committee, after considering all the evidence in the case, are of the opin- 
ion that itisa very justand meritorious case, and recommend the passage of the 
bill as amended, and that the bill be amended by striking out the words one 
8 in the seventh line thereof, and egati: Ba in lieu thereof the words 

seventy-two,’ ™ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


WILLIAM H. BEIMMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3636) 
granting a pension to William H. Brimmer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof William H. Brimmer, of Stephen- 
town, N. Y., late a private in Company K, Twenty-first Regiment of New York 
Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3636) 
granting a pension to William H. Brimmer, submit the following report: 

5 — 8 pres ciary in this case was a member of Company K, Twenty-first New 
or’ valry, 

In the Fiftieth Congress a bill was introduced placing him upon the pension- 
roll. After this, in order to comply with the requirements of this committee, he 
fled his claim at the Pension Office, and the same was rejected on account of 
ais inability to furnish the evidence required. This action was not unex- 


pected. 
In this caso in the last Congress a fayorable report, which is hereto annexed 
XXI— 10g 


hereof, was made and the bill Pere both branches of Con- 
oe, but failed to become a law, not receiving the signature of the President. 
our committee, believing it to be a meritorious case, clearly shown, would 
recommend that the bill do pass, 


[House Report No. 900, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5247) 
granting a pension to William H. Brimmer, submit the following report: 

“That the soldier, William H. Brimmer, enlisted in Com yK, nty-first 
sem — —8 Cavalry, September 5, 1864, and was discharged May 30, 1865, by gen- 
eral order. 

“Tn his affidavit he states that at the time of his enlistment he was a sound, 
robust, and healthy man, and able to perform any kind of manual labor. On 
his enlistment he was examined and received after snid examination, That 
while in the service, and while at Cumberland Gap, he was detailed with others 
to carry sacks of corn delivered at regimental headquarters to his company; 
that carrying caused a weakness in his bowels, accompanied with much 
pain, which has since continued, progressing until it has develo; into hernia. 

= A 2 5 was not treated while in the service, although the difficulty and pain 
continued, 

That he was not aware of the hernia until afterwards. 

That he was treated for this difficulty by Dr. Dickinson, who died in January, 
1878; that afterwards he was treated by Dr. Charles N, Reynolds, who pro- 
nounced it a case of hernia, not then fully developed. 

“ That his application for a pension has been rejected at the Pension Office for 
the reason that he has been unable to furnish the evidence as to origin of disa- 
bility, as re a by the rules of that office, 

“ Dr. Charles N. Reynolds testifies that be isa physician and has known the 
soldier for about ten years. He further says: 

** Some time in the year 180 or 1881 William H. Brimmerconsulted me about a 
trouble With his side and groin, complaining of great pains and tenderness in 
the right groin, spreading from thence over more or less of the right side; shoot- 
ing pains into the back, followed by weakness, trembling, faintness, and 
occasionally nausea, the attacks coming on very suddenly and at any time, ne- 
cessitating sitting or lying down wherever he might be at the time. On ex- 
amination I came to the conclusion that Mr. Brimmer was suffcring from an in- 
complete oblique inguinal hernia. Mr. Brimmer seemed somewhatto doubt 
the conclusion, saying the symptoms he now presented were the same he had 


e enced while in the Army, and at intervals ever since, the only difference, 
2 being in point of severity and frequency. But the correctness of the 
diagnosis was y demonstra 


in two or three months by a protrusion of the 
sac 8 external 1 Mr. Brimmer is obliged to wear a truss all the 
time, and been since it first came down. For the seven oreight years past 
it has entirely prevented his following his work of turning or standing at the 
saw. 

“Lawrence Luvey states in his affidavit that he was a . — in Company — 
in the same regiment to which Brimmer belon ; that he was well acquain 
with him before his enlistment. That he was then ‘astrong, healthy a 
free from any rupture.’ That they were often required to carry large of 
corn from the regimental headquarters to the company headquarters, That 
since his (affiant’s) discharge in 1865 he has lived near Brimmer and seen him 
about every day; that when he first came home in 1865 Brimmer was complain- 
ing ofa weakness in his right groin, and at times, when he 1 was at work 
for firm to which Brimmer belonged, he (Brimmer) would be ob to stop 
work and lie down and rest until the pain would somewhat cease, and that Brim- 
mer at that time said he had had this same difficulty about him since they were 
com ed to carry corn at Cumberland Gap. 5 

— B. Chase testifies that he has been a partner in business with Brimmer 
since April, 1888, and worked with him most of the time, and describes the ex- 
istence of this difficulty from that time ever since, its growing worse and result- 
ing in the ng ofa truss. 

The wife of Brimmer, who was married to him before his enlistment, testifies 
that before his enlistment he was a sound, healthy man, free from any rupture ; 
that on his return from the Army he complained of soreness and weakness in 
his right groin, rendering him at times unable to do anything; that this con- 
tinued growing worse until it developed into an open rupture and rendered a 


truss necessary. 

The high character of Brimmer is certified by the member of Congress intro- 
ducing the bill. 

The evidence satisfies the committee that the hernia which the soldier now 
has bid its origin in the line of duty while in the Army, and although he may 
be unable to furnish the evidence 3 by the rales and practice of the Pen- 
sion Office he is entitied to Dec and therefore recommend that the bill do pass 
with the following amendment: 

Strike out all atter the word volunteers, in the eighth line thereof.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ABBIE D. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4420) granting 
a pension to Abbie D. Johnson. TS 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name 
of Abbie D. Johnson, widow of Charles J. Johnson, late of Company H, One hun- 
dred and forty-eighth Regiment of New York Volunteers, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4420) granting a pension to Abbie D. Johnson, have considered the same and re- 


rt: 

Phares J. Johnson, the deceased husband of claimant, enlisted as a private 
August 31, 1862; was promoted to second lieutenant February 2, 1864; he was 
severely wounded in the right hand at Cold Harbor June 3, 1854, the ball sever- 
ing the index finger of that hand and wounding the other three fingers. He 
was mustered in as first lieutenant, Company C, same regiment, October 15, 
1864. In the spring of 1855 he was the acting provost-marshal of the brigade, 
At Fair Oaks, Va., October 27, 1864, he was wounded in the head. 

He was honorably discharged May l4, 1865. He wasagain commissioned sec- 
ond lieutenant, Fifteenth United States Infantry, suy 11, 1866, was promoted 
first lieutenant August 15, 1867, and resigned January 14, 1859. 

The soldier drew pension for thè wound of hand; he did not draw oe 
for wound of head. He committed suicide on 26th of March, 1885, by shooting 
himself in the head. Forsome years before his death he showed marked symp- 
toms of insanity, and ever since he was wounded in the head, asshown by the 
testimony, he complained of a peculiar sensation in the head which he described 
as a feeling of the “hair rising out of his head.“ He was 
in his second service, which affected his head and eyes everafter. He wasmel- 
ancholy for the last few years of hislife, and met culties which surrounded 
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him with none of his former mental vigor. He was always a man of temper- 
neg meer ae OAL oman He was fora time sheriff of his county. 
Edward D. Van Slyck, 


the Jast few years of his life he manifested ſuent insane tendencies, 

Dr. F. D. N ex-surgeon for the Pension Bureau, testified before the spe- 
cial examiner that be knew husband of claimant from long before enlistment in 
the service; that he treated him for intermittent fever during the wur. 

“I examined him biennially and found he had a scalp wound about one inch 
in length near the temple. I can not say which side. My recollection is there 
was an indenture, I said to him, This onght to be put into your examination.“ 
He said, No; that don't trouble me, except I have a little headache.’ He com- 
ne of his head frequently, and was obstinate in his manner. The last year 

was partly insane,” A 

There seems to have been no exciting cause for the insanity except the wound 
ofhead, After signe of insanity appeared, financial embarrasaments and losses 
came on. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the benefit of the doubt should be 
ere in this case to the claimant and the claim allowed, The passage of the 

il} is recommended, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. y 
HORACE B, LEWIS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4421) to in- 
crease the pension of Horace B. Lewis. 
The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is reby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace B. Lewis, late a private in 
Company A, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month for total blindness, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Igvalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4421, 
huve considered the same and report: 

The claimant served asa private in Company A, One hundred and twenty- 
first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. At the battle of Salem Church. 

yy 3, 1863, he received a gunshot wound of the which entirely destroyed 
the right eye and lodged in the roof of the mouth. He has been pensioned for 
the same (and resulting affection of left eye) since discharge. Some time after 
his discharge the left eye begun to be impaired through sympathy with the in- 
jured condition of the face and right eye. 

‘On August 27, 1896, at Oneida, N. Y., while claimant was attempting to work 
at his trade as a carpenter, a nail few from under the hammer and struck his 
left eye upon the ball of that eve, injuring thesame; thatshortly afterwards the 

t of that eye also left him, leaving him perfectly blind. 

edical testimony in the case showa that prior to said accident the said left eye 
was weak and d from the efect of the wound of service, and that had 
not such condition existed the injury from the nail-would not necessarily have 
caused the loss of sight of said eye. Dr. Henry W. Carpenter, a very reputable 
ph certifies that claimant would shortly have been blind from the dis- 
eased condition of the left eye had he not been hit therein by a nail in the spring 


The claimant is totally blind and in destitate ciroumstances, with a family of 
small children. 

Your committee are of the opinion that, as this man was almost blind when 
injured and would shortly have been so from the wound of face incurred in 
service, the injury of the left eye from the force of the nail should be excluded, 
and the rating allowed him that his condition would have warranted in a 
short time under the general law. The nail would probably never have hit 
his eye, had not his impaired vision rendered it necessary for him to hold his 
head in close proximity to his work. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
JANE REYNOLDS. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6328) grant- 
ing a pension to Jane Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
ofthe pension laws, the name of Jane Reynolds, widow of Roger Reynolds, late 
of Company D, Twenty-sixth New York Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
6325) granting a pension to Jano Reynolds, submit the following report: 

Jane Reynolds is the widow of T Reynolds, who served as private in 
ty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, from 1, 1862, 
t 1863, and in Company G. Fourteenth Regiment New York Ar- 
tillery, from December 15, 1863, to August 5, 1865, He wasa pensioner for gun- 
shot wound of right leg and rheumatism, and died August 5, 1889, of congestion 
of the brain. ne widow's claim has been rejected on the ground that the 
soldier's fatal disease is not shown to be chargeable to his military service, 

In addition to the disabilities for which pensioned the soldier is shown to 
have received considerable treatment for diarrhea and indigestion while in serv- 
fee. Although no claim for disability therefrom was filed by him, yet it is evi- 
dent from the medical examination in the case that he must have suffered more 
or less from the effects of said diseases until death. The examination in 1886 
shows sensitiveness over liver and spleen, tongue coated white, hemorrhoidal 
vesscls congested. sensitiveness over right and left side of chest and spine. 

He became utterly unable to provide for himself and family and was compelled 
to seek refuge at the Soldiers“ Home at Bath, N. Y., where he died, as hereto- 
fore stated. 

The widow is sixty-five years of age, unable to work, and without means of 
support. Her only son is insane, an inmate of the poor-house. 

The soldier's long services and consequent disabilities ns well as the depend- 
ent condition of his widow, should entitle her to the relief asked for, 

Your committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask 
that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out all after the words “ com- 

y,” inline 6, and inserting therein instead words A, Twenty-sixth New 
ork Infaatry, aud Company C, Fourteenth New York Artillery.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee as stated in the 
concluding paragraph of the report was read and agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


NELSON G. EDWARDS, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3381) for res- 
toration to the pension-roll of Nelson G. Edwards, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-rolls, subject to the pr ions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson G. Edwards, late Com- 
pany B, One hundred seventy-ninth New York Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. I, 
$381) for restoration to the pension-rolis of Nelson G. Edwards, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

Nelson G. Edwards seryed as prs in Company B, One hundred and 
seventy-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, from August 31, 1864, to June 
8. 1865. He was pensioned in 1871 for chronic inflammation of brain and spinal 
cord, the result of overexertion and heatat the battle of Poplar Springs Church, 
Va. September 30, 1864. Tie was dropped from the pension-roll May 25, 1877, on 
the ground that a examination then had tended to show that the disa- 
bility was the result of dissipation prior to enlistment and since discharge. 

A large amount of evidence was subsequently filed disproving these charges; 
and another special examination was had in 1888, which resulted in reaffirming 
the former action in dropping the pensioner's name on the ground that soldier 
had sick spells before service, believed to be due to inebriation. 

The reports of the special examiners are too voluminous to go into details, 
but a carcfal examination of the same clearly shows that the ad verse testimony, 
which, however, is anything but conclusive, is the outcome of some church 
trouble in which the soldier was mixed up. 

The testimony favorable to the claimant far outweighs that of an adverse 
character, From it it is shown thut while the claimant was not u total abstainer 
from the use of intoxicants, he drank at moderation. He was, however, of n 
nervous temperament, and consequently became easily excited. He was of in- 
dustrious habits, and in no way disabled from the performance of manual labor 
prior to his enlistment. Fresh from the regular every-lay walks of like, he 
was suddenly exposed toa severe day's march in a hot sun, followed by the 
excitement of a fierce battle in which the command became engaged on the 
following day; these exposures were followed by neryous prostration, from 
which claimant has suffered eversince, as is clearly shown by all the evidence 
on fle. The ns who have examined soldier give it as their opinion that 
his present di lity is the result of sun-stroke. 

The soldier's right to a pension having been once conceded, nothing short of 
the most positive evidence should out him off. Your committee are of opinion 
that the adverse evidence obtained hy special examination is not of that char- 
acter, and believing that the relicf asked for should be granted, return the bill 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Morrow reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House having, according to order, had under consideration pension 
business on the Private Calendar, had directed him to report back fa- 
vorably sundry pension bills, some with and some without amend- 
ments. 

BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read the third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 5849) granting a pension to Catharine Sapp; 

A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard D, McKinney; 

A bill (H. R.2012) granting a pension to William V. Cronk: 

A bill (H. R. 4024) for the relief of Daniel W. Parrish; 

A bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston; 

A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 4414) for the relief of Wesley W. Taylor: 

A bill (H. R. aan for the relief of William Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 4904) granting a pension to George Faulk; 

A bill (H. R. 3535) to grant a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to Margaret J. Fletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Anna Haarstick; 
A 
A 
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II. R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts; 

H. a granting a pension to Mary Personens; 
R. 2769) granting a pension to Isaac Clark; 

R. 2770) granting a pension to Edwin S. Furman; 

A bill (H. R. 6825) granting a pension to Mary A. Wood; 

A bill (H. R. 5516) to increase the pension of Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 2 granting a pension to William II. Brimmer; 

A bill (H. R. 4420) granting a pension to Abbie D. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4421) to increase the pension of Horace B. Lewis; and 

A bill (H. R. 3381) for restoration to the pension-rolls of Nelson G. 
Edwards, 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the amend- 
ments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 


time, and 2 
A bill f - R. as) granting a pension to Daniel Doty; 
A bill (H. R. 2049) to grant a pension to Jacob E, Goudy; 
A bill (H. R, 1282) for the relief of John Debart; 


A bill (H. R. 4021) to increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser; 

a (H, R. 3225) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Maulding; 

A bill (H. R. 4180) granting a pension to Mary C. Upton; 

A bill (H. R>4531) for the relief of William D. Hummer; 

A bill (H. R. 4129) to grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox; and 

A bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to Jane Reynolds. 


WILLIAM R. SCURLOCK. 


Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H, R. 5162) grant- 
ing a pension to William R. Scurlock, and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the House ought to stop now. I move that 
the Honse adjourn. f 

Mr. MOFFITT. Itrustthe gentleman will withdraw the resolution; 
wè have a half hour yet. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. KILGORE; the House 
refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill called up by the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. KILGORE, Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension law, the name of William R. Scurlock, a fd in the Florida In- 
dian war of 1838,and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month from the 
passage of this act. » 

The Committee on Pensions recommend the adoption of the follow- 
ing amendment: 

In line 8, strike out 812“ and insert 820.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment of 
the committee agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en- 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GREEN REED. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3543) to grant a pension to John Green Reed. 
I will state that this soldier was engaged in the Black Hawk war, is 
eighty-five years of age, and can live but a little while longer, I know 
him personally. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Green Reed, who served as a 
soldier in the war known as the Black Hawk war, from the 16th day of June, 
1832, to the 4th day of August, 1832, in Capt. John Bay's company, First Regi- 
ment, First Brigade, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN D. PRATOR. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3581) to pension John D, Prator for service in the Indian war. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hie is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John D. Prator, 
pS 0 Ark., who served in Captain Allen's company from the State of 


Indian war, 1836, and pay him the same pension as is allowed by law for 
service in the war of 1812. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I believe that I will move, in view of 
the precedents just established, to amend this bill by inserting ‘‘at the 
rate of $20 per month.” 

8 KILGORE. What is the character of the case? Let the report 


The report (by Mr. Dx LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 8581) grant- 
ing a pension to John I). Prator, have considered the same and report as follows: 

The claimant served as J. D. Prator in Capt. ©, W. Allens company, Col, 
Thomas Baall's First Regiment Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Indian war, from 
oe 3, 1835, to July 22, 1836, and was paid for two months and twelve days“ 
service, 

ear apension al the same rate as is allowed by law for service in the war 
o 

The claimant is seventy-seven years old and unable, on account of his infirm- 
ities, Lo earn a support at his trade as a carpenter. He has no income and is 
dependent upon his friends and relatives for support. These facts are vouched 
for by Mr. McRar, a Representative in Congress from the State of Arkansas, 
ann view of the facts stated hercin, your committee recommend that the bill 

o pass. 


Mr. MCRAE. This is the same as the two cases that have just been 


passed, who were soldiers in that war and served for the time fixed by 
the law to bring them within the rule. 

TheSPEAKER. In the preceding cases the amendment was offered 
by the committee, 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; I introduced this bill fixing the amount 
granted for pensions for the war of 1812, namely, 88 per month. But 
we have just ted $20 in similar cases. 

Mr. PARRETT. I do not see the chairman of our committee pres- 
ent, but in these cases the matter was very fully discussed in the com- 
mittee and the amount fixed in conformity with the testimony before 
us. 

Mr. MCRAE., I will not insist upon the amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE DODGE, 


Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4789) granting a pension to George Dodge, and put it upon its 


passage. ree; 
TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorizedand directed to paoe upon the pension-roli the name of George 8 
late orderly sergeant of Company Geof the First United States Dragoons in the 
Mexican war, and pay him a pension atthe rate of $8 per month from the 29th 
ee o January, 1857, the date of the act granting a pension to soldiers of the 

exican war, ` 


Mr, KILGORE. DoT understand that bill gives arrears? 

Mr. GEST. It commences with the date of the Mexican pension law, 
January 29, 1887. 

Mr. KILGORE. What do you ask? 

Mr. GEST. Eight dollars a month, the same as provided by the 
Mexican bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I thought it had been the policy of the House not 
to grant arrears? 

Mr. GEST. Yes; that is true, but in this case, by a technicality, the 
soldier can not prove his claim in the office. If he could, he would get 
his pay from the date of the of the act. 

Mr. BYNUM. What is the trouble about not getting it under the 
general law? 

Mr. GEST. He belonged to a brigade which was attempted to be 
provided for in the last House; but the bill was reported to the House 
and did not pass. 

Mr. BYNUM. But why can not he get his pension under the gen- 
eral pension laws ? 

Mr. GEST. I can not state now. The report is there, 

Mr. LANE. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4789) t- 
ing a pension to George Dodge, have considered the sameand reportas follows: 

The claimant was a private in Troop D, First United States Dragoons, from 
August 14, 1841, till August 14, 1816. He was discharged the service at Dragoon 
Camp, near Fort Leavenworth, Mo., on the date last above named on account of 
expiration of term of service. His claim for pension under the Mexican war sery- 
ice act of January 20, 1837, was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the und 
thathe did not serve in Mexico, en route thereto, ox onthe frontier Ghereod during 
the war with that nation. 

It appears, however, that claimant was granted a land warrant for his honor- 
able services, and the accounting officers of the Bii allowed him three 
months' extra pay for serviee in the Mexican war.“ The claimant declares 
that when the organization to which he belonged moved to the seat of war he 
did not intend to remain in the service, and he was left at Fort Leavenworth 
by direction of his colonel. During the months of July and August, 1846, he 
Was in the adjutant and quartermaster's employ, assisting in the mustering in 
and sending forward of Colonels Doniphan's and Price’s regiments Missouri vol- 
unteers. When these ments moved he was sent out under orders asa guide 
to select 8 „and in this capacity he made two trips as far as the 
old Santa Fé ng of the Arkansas River. 

The claimant is now seventy-five years old and his standing for truth and 
st at an vouched for under oath by his neighbors John Shafer, jr., and Adam 
Ellis. The bill provides for a pension for claimant at $8 per month, to begin 
January 29, 1887, the date of the passage of the Mexican war survivors’ act 
above referred to. 

a e of the facts recited hercin your committee recommend the passage of 
the k 


Mr. BYNUM. I move to amend the bill by providing that the pen- 
sion shall begin from the date of the passage of this act. Ido it simply 
because I do not think we should single ont this case to establish a prec- 
edent. 


Mr, GEST. But every Mexican soldier who has not made a claim 


is ee to make it, and the pension takes effect from the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understand that under the general law, and so also 
as to the soldiers of the late war. But the pensions granted by special 
acts always take effect from the passage of the act. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Indiana can be accomplished by striking out a portion of the bill after 
the word“ month,“ in the seventh line. 

Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have some recollection of the mat- 
ter presented in that case, and this exception was owing to the extreme 
age and inability of the old man to e the claim at an earlier date 


than he did. And, further than that, there is a class of Mexican sol- 
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diers ho are not covered sufficiently by the act to bring them within 
the provisions of the law—such as were placed upon frontier duty or 
were on other duties, and yet who come within this rule. And it was 
on account of the age and peculiar condition of the applicant for the 

ion that in this instance the arrears were granted. Wethought it 
justand right, and hope it will be allowed to stand as it is. 

Mr. BYNUM, I believe the Speaker suggested that asimple motion 
to strike out all after the word “‘month’’ would accomplish the object 
I had in view. 

TheSPEAKER. That would accomplish the object of the gentleman, 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ month,” in the seventh line, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


: BRIDGET CARROLL, : 

Mr. MOFFITT. I move that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2302) granting a 
pension to Bridget Carroll, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bridget Carroll, mother of Patrick 
Carroll, late a sergeant of Company H, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, 


Mr. KILGORE. I think we ought to have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
2302) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The facta in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, Fiftieth Congress, which is as follows: 

“Bri Carroll is the mother of Patrick J. Carroll, who re-enlisted in Bat- 
tory H, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, October 21, 1881, after the 
completion cf a previous term of enlistment in the same command. He was 
accidently drowned September 12, 1886, by the capsizing of a sail-boat near 
Fort Warren, Msss., while on pass. The commanding officer of the battery, in 
a letter to the soldier's brother, dated September 13, 1586, says : 

“s Sergeant Carroll was in a small sail-boat with two other men, and the boat 
was capsized near the shore. One of his comrades tried to save him, but your 
brother was entangled in the sail and ropes, and, unable to swim, was dead be- 
fore relief could reach him, * * * Sergeant Carroll was a good soldier and 
non-commissioned officer, and his death is deplored by his comrades and his 


officers.’ 

“Having been drowned while off duty the mother is not entitled to pension 
under the general laws. 

“A large number of affidavits have been filed with this committee, from which 
it appears that the soldier left neither wife nor minor child surviving him; that 
he aided in the support of his parents; that eid never possessed any real or 
personal property roducing — 4 income; that the father of the soldier died in 
the cari Sl a short time before the latter’s death, and that the mother at 
the age of seventy-six ore is dependent upon others for support. 

“ Nearly ten years’ honorable service of the son clearly entitles the mother 
under these circumstances to the favorable consideration of Congrese 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do 72 

Your committee are likewise of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and 
therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LUCY R. OLMSTEAD. 


Mr. BELDEN, I move that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3382) grant- 
ing a pension to Lucy R. Olmstead, and ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, éte., That the Scoretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy R. Olmstead, widow of Mont- 
gomery Olmstead, Inte Company E, Thirteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LANE. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that the reading of the re- 
port isa matter which gentlemen can request at the present time as 


part of Meir remarks upon the question; but there is no rule which 


requires the report to be read. 

Mr. LANE. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have held unani- 
mously that the reports should all be read. If it is necessary I shall 
ask that they be read in my time if it can not be done otherwise. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the report can be read by the 
Clerk. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows; 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3382) granting a pension to Lucy R. Olmstead, submit the following report: 

Lucy R. Olmstead is the widow of Montgomery Olmstead, who enlisted July 
16, 1861, for three years as private in Company E, Fifteenth Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and was discharged November 15, 1852, on account of gunshot 
wound of right foot received in action at Bull Run August 30, 1862, and myopia, 

Her claim for pension has been rejected on the ground that soldier's death, 
September 19, 1875, from disease of lungs and angina pectoris, isnotshown to be 
chargeable to his military service. 

It „ by the record that soldier was also treated for general debility 
rior to discharge, which condition continued until the following July, when 
t became necessary to place him in the insane asylum at Somerville, Mass., 


where he was under treatment until April, 1864, when discharged, apparently 

having recovered, 

PB: ares of said asylum, in letter to soldier's family, dated August 
„says: 

‘Your son’s disease is a severe form of mania, and whatever may have been 
his predisposition to mental trouble, there can be no doubt but that his expos. ~- 
ure to sun and weather, his privations, his long and protracted marches, and the 
whole army life of the Fifteenth Regiment, of which I have quite an intimate 
knowledge, stand to his prosene disorder in the relation of an existing cause.” 

The evidence further shows that the recovery from this mental disturbance 
wasonly temporary. After engaging in business his mind again became affected, 
and on February II, 1875, he was admitted tothe Boston Lunatic Hospital. The 
record of admission shows that “there is no known hereditary predisposition 
in the case. Patient has various delusions, but is quiet and has at no time been 
violent.“ In the course of treatment he was, under proper guard, permitted to 
take boat rides, and while thus exercising, on September 8, 1875, jumped over- 
board, as shown by the records of the hospital, from which exposure he con- 
tracted pneumonia, from the effects of which he died September 19, 1575. 

In the opinion of your committee this soldier's death cause is clearly shown 
to be at least indirectly chargeable to his military service. The insanity fol- 
lowing so closely upon his discharge for disability, without any hereditary pre- 
disposition, can ampere pen A be attributed to the hardships and exposure 
incident to the long and existing campaign during which he served. That death 
followed an exposure during such insanity is likewise established, 

The committee, believing the case meritorious, report favorably on the ac- 
companying bill and ask that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
AMASA CHASE. 

Mr. DELANO. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole fromthe further consideration of the bill (II. R. 5995) 
kran eng Recor to Amasa Chase, and ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amasa Chase, late of Company C, 
One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteers. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire the read- 
ing of the report? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5905) granting a pension to Amasa Chase, submit the following report: 

‘The claimant enlisted as private in Company C, One hundred and twenty-sec- 
ond New York Volunteers, July 30, 1862, and was mustered out of service June 
23,1865. His claim for pension on account of chronic diarrhea, rheumatism, and 
malarial poisoning has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that, 
in the opinion of the medical referee, the disability found to exist by medical 
examination is due to old age rather than the army service, he being about 
seventy-seven years of age. 

The only record of any disability during service is treatment for debility in 
the summer of 1864. The regimental surgeon testifies that soldier did suffer 
from the alleged disabilities and received treatment therefor at the field hos- 

ital, The surgeon also remembered that about April, 1865, claimant, who had 

en color-sergeant, became so debilitated from disease that he was obliged to 
give up the colors. Comrades also testify that he suffered from alleged dis- 
eases while in service. The evidence as to continuance of disability since dis- 
charge is satisfactory. Medical examination shows abdomen tender, lumbar 
muscles tender on each side of spine. Can not raise left arm above level of 
shoulder; there is epigastric pulsation of heart, action irregular, 

There is evidentiy considerable disability, and while some of it may be due 
to age, yet your committee are unwilling to attribute all thereto in the face of 
nearly three years’ faithful service and the evidence heretofore referred to, 
clearly showing the incurrence of disability during such a service. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however, by inserting, after the word Volunteers,“ in line 7, the 
words “at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [Aſter a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is upon 
the adoption of the amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BYNUM. Do J understand that that amendment recommends 
that the amount be put in the bill? If so, why is there that unusual 
provision in this bill? Why not let the amount be fixed according to 
the disability, as in all other cases? 

Mr. BELDEN. That would be the same amount under the usual 
limitation. } 

Mr. BYNUM. It may be unjust to the soldier; I do not know. 

Mr. BELDEN. It is the same amount. 

Mr. BYNUM. If his disability should increase there would be no 
power to raise the amount; but I make no objection. 

The amendment was to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and, being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills had been passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 22 
minntes p. m.), in accordance with previous order, the House adjourned 
until Monday, February 24, at 12 o'clock, noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as fol- 
lows : 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF SAMUEL HEIN. 
Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
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amendment the bill (S. 962) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel Hein; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. HAYNES. 

Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
fayorably the bill (H. R. 3464) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to refund certain duties paid by James J. 
Haynes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

. JANE BALLER. 

Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2528) for the relief of Jane Baller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

L. J. WORDEN. 

Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of L. J. Worden; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CANCELING JUDGMENT, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3308) to open and set aside an order of the 
Court of Claims canceling a portion of a judgment against the United 
States, remitted throngh mistake as to the facts in regard to the same 
by claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court 
of Claims for such further action as said court shall find to be just and 
equitable; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANKLIN LEE AND CHARLES F. DUNBAR, 

Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4104) for the relief of Franklin Lee and Charles 
F. Dunbar; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SELMA AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1418) for the relief of the Selma and Meridian 
Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DUPLICATE BONDS TO JAMES E. ANDREWS, 


Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1460) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue certain duplicate bonds to James E. Andrews to replace 
same destroyed by fire; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

|SEWELL COULSON AND PORTER, HARRISON & FISHBACK. 

Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 325) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, 
Harrison & Fishback for legal services; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS J, BIGLEY. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 7306) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JUDSON FEMALE COLLEGE. 

Mr, EWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 3730) for the relief of the trustees of the Judson 
Female College; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

KERNERSVILLE MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 

Mr. EWART also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1159) for the relief of the Kernersville 
Manufacturing Company; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (S. 896) to amend and alter an act entitled 
An act to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot- 
passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa,” 
oppere July 16, 1888; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
EMMA A. HART. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4195) to increase the 
1 7 of Emma A. Hart; which was referred to the Committee of the 

le House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA STANTON, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1482) for the relief of Eliza 
Stanton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MES, OLIVE PADGETT. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2173) for the reliet of 
Mrs. Olive Padgett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BOONE. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4840) to increase the 
pension of William Boone; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole Mouse, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


MRS, ELIZABETH BURRESS, s 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2175) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

R. STEWART HERBERT. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with ‘amendment the bill (H. R, 2168) granting 
an increase of pension to R. Stewart Herbert; which was referred to tho 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. PETRIE. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1678) granting a pension to John R. Petrie; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NAGLE. 

Mr, FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1865) ting a pension toJohn Nagle; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

LAURA A. YOURTEE, 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1471) ting a pension to Laura A. 
Yourtee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GUSTAVUS ALONZO DRAPER. 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2131) granting a pension to Gustavus 
Alonzo Draper; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLARA FREY. 
Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, reported back 


> 


favorably the bill (IT. R. 6865) granting a pension to Clara Frey; which ~ 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, FIRST DISTRICT OF ALABAMA. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the re- 
port of that committee in the contested-election case of Frank H. Threet 
vs. Richard H. Clarke; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ESTATES OF WILLIAM T, JUDKINS AND JAMES H. JUDKINS. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 3072) for the relief of the estate of William T. Judkins 
and the bill (H. R. 1888) for the relief of the estate of James H. Jud- 
kins, together with a resolution to refer them to the Court of Claims; 
which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANK DEMING. 


Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to Frank Dem- 
ing; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BLOOMFIELD. 

Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5617) granting a pension to Henry 
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Bloomfield; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD HAYNES. 

Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4694) granting a n to Ed- 
ward Haynes; which was referred to the Eommittes of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY WELCH. 


Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 5309) to place the name of Mary 
Welch upon the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
HENRIETTA JUDD. 


Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4868) granting a pension to Hen- 
yetta Judd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN COONS. 

Mr. BELKNAP also. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5238) granting a pension to Allen 
Coons; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ASHER POST, 


Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 6350) granting a pension to Asher 

Pos t; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 949) to amend section 4787 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PIVOT DRAW-ERIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth 
and Platte County Bridge Company tosubstitute a pivot draw: bridge over 
the Missouri River in place of a ponton bridge; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4975) providing for the 
appointment of an assistant general superintendent and a chief clerk, 
railway mail service; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


z SARAH MEADER. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to Sarah Meader; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH K. HAMILTON. 
Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 


with amendment the bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph. 


K. Hamilton, dependent father of John E. Hamilton, late private Com- 
pany D, One hundred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET STEWART. 

Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Margaret 
Stewart; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HELEN A. MOORE AND MINOR CHILDREN. 

Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5081) to pension Helen GAS Moore 
and minor children of Jobn S. Moore; which was referred to the Com- 
mitteeof the Whole House, und, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

POLLY ROBINSON, 

Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5082) to pension Polly Robinson; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


SOPHIA SCHIMMELFENNIG. 


Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 1 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5739) increasing the pension of Sophia 


Schimmelfennig, widow of Alexander Schimmelfennig, late brigadier- 
general and major-general by brevet; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY. ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 924) to construct a road from 
the city of Staunton to the national cemetery in the county of Augusta, 
in the State of Virginia; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

NAPOLEON B. M'KAY, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R.6871) for therelief of Napoleon B. McKay; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR OF MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Minois, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1701) making an appro- 
priation for the removal of a dangerous obstruction to the entrance of 
the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills and joint resolations of the following titles were 
introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; which said bills 
were severally read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): A bill (H. 
R. 7307) for the erection of a public buildingat Biddeford, York County, 
Maine—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr.COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 7308) to establish a land office ir 
Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 7309) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux In- 
dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 7310) to establish a graduated in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 7311) providing for survey of Red 
= Minnesota Rivers, in Minuesota—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr, CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 7312) to provide for the prohi- 
bition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors as a bever- 
age in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 7313) making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a new light-ship, with fog-signal, to 
be established at Martin's Industry Shoal, off Port Royal entrance, 
eastward of Tybee light, Georgia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7314) making an appropriation for the construe- 
tion of anew light-ship, with fog-signal, to be established at Frying-Pan 
Shoals, North Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VENABLE: A bill (H. R. 7315) toconstruct a macadamized 
road from the city of Petersburgh, Va., to the national cemetery in the 
county of Dinwiddie, in said State—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 7316) to amend sections 15 and 
17 of an act entitled An act to provide for taking the eleventh and 
subsequent censuses,’’ approved March 1, 1889—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7317) for the relief 
of sundry citizens of Washington, D. C., growing out of the destruction 
of their property in the execution of an order of General O. E. Babcock, 
commissioner of public buildings, and executed on the 3d day of Sep- 
tember, 1873—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 7318) to reorganize and equalize 
the rank and pay of the personnel of the United States Navy and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 7319) granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 7320) for the relief of Nimrod D. Kineaster—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BYNUM (by request): A bill (H. R. 7321) granting a pension 
to N ret Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

vd . CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7322) for the relief of W. O. Smith 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 


tary 
By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7323) granting a pension to La Fa- 
yette W. Lindley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Ey Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7324) for the relief 
of John Webster—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 7325) to remove the charge of de- 
—— — against George W. G to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CON GER: A bill (H. R. 7326) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Col. D. M. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 7237) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of P. S. Schuyler—to the Committee on Claims. t 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7238) granting a pension to Mary B. Stidger—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7329) granting a pension to Harman 
Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to William 
R. Avey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PaM HAYES: A bill (H, R. 7331) granting a pension to Freeman 
Buell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, LAIDLAW: A bill (H. R. 7332) to grant relief to the legal 
representatives of William Bliss, deceased—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6333) to grant relief to Thomas L. Higgins to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7334) to grant an honorable discharge to George 
W. Barr from the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 7335) for the relief of William F. 
Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 7336) granting a pension to Charles 
Kernan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Susannah 
Speck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to 
Louisa M. Sippell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7339) granting a pension to Caroline Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 7340) granting a pension to William 
S. Dumm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 7341) granting a pen- 
sion to David Modlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

A bill (H. R. 5693) for the relief of Harrison Wagner—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5341) for the relief of the Old Dominion Steam-Ship 
Company—Committee on Commerce discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (II. R. 5318) to reimburse certain citizens of Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania—Committee on Commerce discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discha: , and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2373) for the relief of Eva Moore, Henry Carlton, and 
Maud Carlton—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of letter-carriers of the city of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., relative to salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic posts of 
Dent County, Missouri, for passage of Grand Army pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of saw-mill owners of the Saginaw Valley, 
Michigan, praying for retaliatory legislation directed against all coun- 
tries charging an export duty upon pine and spruce logs—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petitionof Margaret Abbott, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Rachel Patton, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Rev. W. O. Smith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATE (by request): Petition of Anna M. Willey, heir of Al- 
fred Turner, that her claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of soldiers of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, New Bethlehem, Pa., for rauting of arrears to all pensioners— 
to the Committee on Invalid Peusions, 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of August Belmont and others, against 
public buildings in New York City—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of 24 soldiers, of Elsinore, Kans., for 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Kansas implement dealers, for free raw material 
for binding-twine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of Kilpatrick Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Huron, S. Dak., for the passage of a service or per-diem pen- 
sion bill—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislatare of South Dakota, asking Congress 
to pay for session of Legislature of October 15, 1889—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Emma A.Johnson, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of National Association of Post-Office Clerks, in be- 
half of H. R. 6448, relative to salaries of postal clerks—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Memoriai of the committee of the council of the city 
of Rockport, III., favoring the location of a navy- yard at New Orleans 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of soldiers of the Fifth Congressional 
district of Illinois, for service-pension legislation—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUK: Memorial of James S. Duncan Post, No. 65, Grand 
Army of the Republic, department of Tennessee, relative to pension 
legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Aliceville Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association of Coffey County, Kansas, asking for legislation to abolish 
trusts, abolish gambling in products; abolition of national-banking sys- 
tem, and issuing of more greenbacks, free coinage of silver; asking for 
the reduction of the tariff on the necessaries of life, liberal pensions to 
soldiers, and protesting againstany increase of salaries of officers of 
the Government—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Centre monthly meeting of Fri 
Jasper County, Iowa, against spending money in naval armament an 
const defenses—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of the New Jersey Brewers’ Associa- 
tion, asking that the present duty on hops be retained—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Samuel M. Pitzer, of Adams County, 
Pennsylvania, for compensation for injuries suffered whilst a prisoner 
of war as a civilian—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Hannah S. Speck, widow, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of Presbyterian Church, of Montgomery, N. Y., and of Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Congregational Church, Sioux 
City, Iowa, for prohibition of exportation of alcoholic liquors to Africa— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of ex-soldiers and sailors of Frank- 
lin County, Ohio, favoring service pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of J. D. Reinhardt, M. L. & M. D. An- 
derson, heirs of Mrs. Maria A. Reinhardt, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Memorial of Rhode Island Pharmaceutical As- 
sociation, for reduction or abolition of internal-revenue tax on alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Memorial of General Hancock Post, No. 396, 
Sioux City, Iowa, for law granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of 
the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petitions of Samuel Hendricks, 
Charles Posey, Thomas J. White, and Lucinda Weaton, that their 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: Petition of John Nicholas and 15 
soldiers of Brutus, Mich., praying passage of service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, February 24, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1282) for the relief of John Debart; 

A bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts; 

A bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to William V. Cronk; 

A bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Anna Haarstick; 

A bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Mary Personeus; 

A bill (H. R. 2049) granting a pension to Jacob E. Goudy; 

A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Jones and 
of the heirs of Thomas D, Harris; 

A bill (H. R. ares granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) granting a pension to Isaac Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2770) granting a pension to Edwin S. Furman; 
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A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to Margaret J. Fletcher; 

7 — bill (H. R. 3225) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
aulding; 
A bill (H. R. 3228) for the relief of William Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 3381) for restoration to the pension-rolls of Nelson G. 

Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 3382) granting a pension to Luey R. Olmstead; 
A bill (H. R. 3535) to grant a pension to Manuel Garcia; 
A bill (H. R. 3543) to graut a pension to John Green Reed; 

4 A bill (H. R. 3581) to pension John D. Prator for service in the In- 

ian war; 
A bill H. R. 3636) granting a pension to William H. Brimmer; 

A bill (H. R. 4021) to increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser; 

A bill (H, R. 4024) for the relief of Daniel W. Parrish; 

A bill (H. R. 4414) for the relief of Wesley W. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. tan to grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox; 

A bill (E R. 4180) granting a pension to Mary C. Upton; 

A bill (H. R. 4181) granting a pension to David Doty; 

A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 4420) granting a pension Abbie D. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5 to increase the pension of Horace B. Lewis; 

A bill (E R. 4531) for the relief of William D. Hummer; 

A bill (H. R. 4789) granting a pension to George Dodge; 

A bill (H. R. 4904) granting a pension to George Faulk; 

A bill (H. R. 5162) granting a pension to William R. Scurlock; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney; 

A bill tir R. 5486) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston; 


A bill (H. R. 5516) to increase the pension of Alonzo Alden; 
A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 5849) granting a pension to Catharine Sapp; 

A bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to Amasa Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to Jane Reynolds; and 
A bill (H. R. 6825) granting a pension to Mary A. Wood. 


REVISION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege, 

‘fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On Thursday last, during his speech in the de- 
bate on the resolution introduced by me calling for the information in 
the possession of the Attorney-General concerning the recent assassina- 
tion at Quincy, Fla., of Deputy United States Marshal W. B. Saun- 
ders, the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] made an attack on 
me, using language which was personally offensive in a high degree. 
This language was such that it would have called for immediate notice 
from me if I had heard it, but I did not hear it, and therefore made no 
reply thereto. 

Moreover, the Senator from Florida, when revising the report of his 
remarks furnished him by the Official Reporter, made material changes 
in the language to which I have referred, and further added thereto a 
paragraph of ten lines still more personally offensive to me than his 
actual utterances. The whole language used by the Senator concern- 
ing me, as he amplified and elaborated his original remarks, stands 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Friday, February 21, page 
1529, the second and third paragraphs from the bottom of the left-hand 
column. The upper paragraph was partly uttered by the Senator, but 
altered by him before publication. The lower paragraph was not spoken 
at all, but was written by the Senator with his own hand and inserted 
in the official report. 

The attack of the Senator from Florida as it stands published in the 
RECORD requires some attention from me. I have never yet, in my 
brief service in the Senate, violated the rules of order in debate or used 
unparliamentary language, in self-defense or otherwise, and I do not 
wish to do so. I deem it my duty, therefore before replying to the as- 
sault made upon me by the Senator from Florida, to appropriately bring 
his conduct before the Senate for such action as may be deemed justto 
myself, suitable to the transgression of the Senator from Florida, and 
in accordance with the rules, privileges, and dignity of this high legis- 
latite assembly. 

In offering the resolution asking information from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral concerning the assassination of Deputy Marshal Saunders, I was 
actuated solely by the desire, which will always influence me and also 
millions of Americans, to secure to the black citizens of the Southern 
States the rights guarantied to them by the fifteenth amendment, and 
to prevent in those States the destruction of the suffrage, frauds in elec- 
tions, the killing of white and black Republicans, and the assassination 
of Federal officials engaged in the discharge of their duties. If the 
Democrats of the South, instead of suppressing these crimes, which are 
so numerous and so t, choose to sustain and justify them, believ- 
ing that they can palliate their guilt by charging the responsibility for 
the consequences of their own wickedness upon Northern Republicans, 
they will find before many days that they are sowing the wind to reap 
the whirlwind. n 

Mr. President, I offer the resolution with a preamble which I send 
to the desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire asks 
for the present consideration of a resolution, which will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas during the debate in the Senate on Thursday, February 1890, 
upon the resolution directing the Attorney-General to 8 to . Sonate 
any information in his on with reference to the recent assassination at 
Quincy, Fla. of W. B. Saunders, United States deputy marshal for the district 
of Florida, WILKINSON CALL, Senator from the State of Florida, uttered the 
following language: 

~“ That is the feeling whieh in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless 
acts, That is the feeling retative to the outraging of these r women, for 
which the Senator from New Hampshire is personally responsible. The blood 
of these people rests upon him, The destructicn of the happiness of these 
RA see a is his, and not that of these miserable men who are the emissaries 

ehind him;“ 

‘And whereas thesnid WILKINSON Cant, Senator from Florida, when the re- 
part of the said language uttered by him was submitted to him by the OMicial 

eporter of the Senate for such corrections as were allowable by the rules and 
customs of the Senate, made alterations in said report as follows: 

By striking out the words “of these poor women” and inserting the words 
“and murder of hundreds of women and children in the Southern States,” and 
by striking out the words “behind him! and inserting the words “of these 
horrid crimes,” and by adding at the end thereof the Sa niy S following: 

“The blood of Saunders, if the evidence shall show his death was in any way 
connected with the prosecution in the United States courts, will rest on h 
science. The shrieking ghosts of the hundreds of outraged and murdered 
women and children, the victims of the wild lust and ions of a mee who 
owe all that they know of religion and civilization to the Southern white people, 
and not to the Senator from New n will disturb his sleeping and his 
waking hours, Like Banquo’s ghost, it will not down, and the ocean will not 
wash his blood-stained hands from the guilt of the rape and murder of these 
tender white women and children ;” 

And whereas neither the words inserted nor the words of the paragraph added 
as nbove recited were uttered by the said Senator from Florida during said de- 
bate, but were in fact subsequently written by him into the report aforesaid 
and caused by him to be published in the COSGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 
21 ns a part of his speech made during said debate; and 

Whereas the insertion of the words and the addition of the 
said, and the publication of the same in the CONGRESSIONAL 
allowable by any rule or custom of the Senate, so that the Senator from Florida 
has grossly abused in an improper and dangerous manner the right of revision 
by Senators of their remarks in debate: 

Resolved, That the action of WILKINSON CALE, Senator from Florida, in chang- 
ing the report of his remarks in the Senate on the 20th day of February, 1890, by 
striking out certain words from the paragraph beginning That is the feeling 
which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless acts,“ and by inserting 
in their, place certain other words not uttered by him in the Senate, and also by 
adding next to the paragraph above mentioned a further paragraph com 
of words not uttered by him in the Senate, constituted a breach of privilege, for 
which the said Senator is hereby censured; and it is ordered that the words so 
inserted and the paragraphs so added be stricken from the report in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think every honest, fair-minded Sen- 
ator in this body who listened to that debate will bear me witness that 
substantially every expression or idea contained in that report was used 
by me. Itis true that upon the revision of the remarks I did trans- 
pose some sentences which in the hurry of extemporaneous discussion 
were not fully expressed, and I did change some of the phraseology in 
immaterial ts. But if the Senator from New Hampshire means 
to say that I did not, as plainly and as distinctly as Janguage could, 
convey the idea charged upon him in this debate here, the responsibility 
of the death of Saunders and the outrages upon women and children, 
I deny the statement. I observed when the report came to me from 
the reporter at night that it was not a full report, and I did insert 
some phrases or paragraphs in it; but I deny entirely that there is any 
material change from the remarks I made. I think every one here on 
this side of the Chamber who heard my remarks and spoke to me after- 
wards in regard to them will testify to the fact that substantially 2 8 75 
expression or idea used in that paragraph was used by me before the 
Senate on that occasion. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The resolution should be referred to a commit- 
tee. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly, the resolution should go to a committee and 
there should be an examination. But I affirm the statement of the 
Senator from New Hampshire is not true, but that substantially every 
idea was preserved. It is not a literal statement, but every idea is as I 
uttered it. There was a change in phraseology, as I am constantly in 
the habit of doing. When I find that in extemporaneous discussions I 
haye used a word improperly or omitted something, I have made the 
paragraph full and complete to convey the idea, In the eleven years 
that I have been in the Senate I have never before heard that it was 
not admissible to correct, to explain, toamplify fully the language used 
so as to convey the idea intended to be conveyed. Substantially every 
idea conveyed, as the report now stands, was conveyed by me in my 
observations here upon that occasion. As I said, the report when sub- 
mitted to me was not full, according to my remembrance and accord- 
ing to the purpose I had in my mind, and I did amplify it, but even 
as the Senator from New Hampshire now states it he states nothing 
but a verbal difference. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida has taken 
occasion to say, in language which I did hear, that the statement made 
by mein the resolution which I have offered concerning the alterations 
made by him in the report which was submitted to him is not true. 
The statement made in the preamble and resolution is exactly true, 
and the question is submitted to the Senate by me for such action as it 
concerns its honor and its dignity to take. 

I have not complained in this resolution that the language actually 
uttered by the Senator was out of order. I have only complained that 
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he had no right to revise the manuscript of his remarks by inserting 
attacks upon me which were not made or by cre weed an attack which 
he had made by the use of the Janguage to which I have called the at- 
tention of the Senate. 5 

It is for the Senate, Mr. President, upon this resolution which I hav 
submitted, to decide whether it is in order in debate for a Senator to 
accuse another Senator of being responsible for murder and for other 
crimes even more horrible thanthat. It is for the Senate to say whether 
that is orderly debate according to the rules which have prevailed in 
this body. It is for Senators who have been here for many more years 
than I have to take occasion now to settle the question whether in de- 
bate upon the Southern question or upon any other question such lan- 
guage is to be used by a Senator upon that side of the Chamber to a 
Senator upon this side of the Chamber. If it is, Mr. President, if that 
is the decision of Senators who have sat here for so many years, although 
the decision may chanye somewhat the character of debate in this body, 
I ask no protection for myself; I only ask that the Senate will decide 
for itself whether such language may be used in reference to any Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. President, all that I have complained of in the resolution and 
the act of the Senator from Florida, of which I ask the Senate to take 
notice, is that having uttered certain words in debate which were not 
heard, having made an attack upon me before I had uttered one single 
word in the debate, he proceeded, because in the subsequent debate that 
had taken place things were said which were not agreeable to him, 
with his pen, alonein his room, with nobody to meet or to answer what 
he said, to write out additional charges upon me and to insert those 
words in the debate and send them to the Public Printer to be sent out 
over the country, and to have paraded throughout the newspapers of 
Florida and the other Democratic newspapers of this country the idea 
that the Senator from Florida without my replying to it had charged 
that my hands were blood-stained. 

Mr. President, if such language is allowable in the Senate, if it is ac- 
cording to the rules of the Senate that a Senator may sit down in his 
chamber and write such assaults as this upon another Senator who is 
not there to answer, then I am mistaken as to the rules which govern 
the deliberations of orderly legislative bodies. 

But, Mr. President, I complain now and here, and ask the Senate to 
settle the question whether the remarks of Senators when they are re- 
vising the reports which are furnished them by the Official Reporter 
can be changed as the Senator from Florida hus changed his. 

Mr. President, if Senators will look at the RECORD of Friday, Feb- 
ruary 21, page 1529, at the bottom of the left-hand column they will 
see the two paragraphs of the speech of the Senator from Florida to 
which attention is now called, and I will submit to the Senate an ac- 
curate statement of the facts of which I complain. 8 

The language of the Senator from Florida, which he says he uttered 
and which was reported by the Official Reporters of the Senate with 
their usnal accuracy and precision, embraces six lines in type-writing 
which I hold in my hand, and those six lines were altered by the Sen- 
ator to the extent of from one-half to one-third, and then the Senator 
with his own pen and hand wrote this succeeding paragraph, which is 
the last paragraph but one in the first column of page 1529. Here is 
the paragraph in the Senator’s own handwriting entirely [exhibiting], 
the whole of it, and I will send it to the Senator and ask him to inform 
the Senate whether or not it was written by him. 

[A page took the manuscript to Mr, CALL. ] ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator if that is his handwriting? 

Mr. CALL. I will reply. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am not contending before this 
Senate against the freedom of debate; I am not contending against the 
use of forcible ideas expressed in strong language in debate; but it has 
been recognized from the time of the organization of deliberative bodies 
that there must be a limit to the language used in debate, and I sub- 
mit to the Senate that it is not in order, however strong the ideas may 
be, however powerful the language may be, it is not admissible for a 
Senator upon this floor to make the charge that the Senator did express 
in a few words not heard by me, and then to proceed in the offensive 
form in which the Senator has amplified it in the RECORD, and send 

that out to the country to create the impression that the Senator upon 
whom the attack was made sat quiet and made no reply. 

Isubmit, Mr. President, to the Senate that here is a case which calls 
for appropriate action on its part, and with that action I shall endeavor 
to be satisfied. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 
y Mr. HARRIS, I yield to the Senator from Florida if he wishes the 

oor, 

Mr. CALL, I wish to say a word. 

Mr. President, this is an extraordinary performance of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Every man in the Senate who listened to that 
debate knows that I made this statement, this charge, that he was re- 
sponsible for the death of Saunders, and for the outrages committed 

upon women and children, and pointed my finger at him, and it was 
universally commented upon at the time and commented upon with 
approval. And why is it that the Senator undertakes to say that I 
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have inserted anything in this RECORD which was not substantially 
expressed in my language then in making that statement? 

I say that this report when if came to me was not a full and accurate 
report of my remarks. I say that there were some expressions which 
I placed in this report, but I was authorized to do so by the constant 
practice of the Senate, not to insert anything which was not said, but 
to change the language, to correct the expression, to transpose the sen- 
tences, and I have done no more than that. The Senator was here, 
and if he did not hear my statement that the consequences of his con- 
duct, for which he was responsible, was the death of these thousands of 
women and children and the crimes that were committed in those 
States, it was not my fault. I made that as full and intended to make 
it as distinct as language could make it, and I did not conceive that I 
was violating any law of debate or of propriety in doing so, Every 
Senator is responsible for the consequences of hisaction. I did notsay 
that the Senator from New Hampshire had personally committed these 
crimes, I did say that he was personally responsible for them as the con- 
sequence of his action, 

Mr. President, I deny entirely the statements of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I say that the report as published is a correct report 
substantially of my remarks. I admit that I changed the language 
here and there, but in no instance making it more direct, pointed, and 
expressive of the idea than it was when originally spoken here. Ispoke 
extemporaneously, without any notes, and I may have omitted some 
words, but Iam sure that substantially everything contained in this re- 
port wasspoken upon the floor of the Senate, and I will call upon Sena- 
tors who heard me to testify to the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not understand that the charge 
made against the Senator from Florida is that he has modified his lan- 
guage by making it less severe, but more severe and more direct. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I deny that 
statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado yield ? 

Mr. TELLER. I did not hear, myself, the remarks of the Senator 
from Florida; that is to say, I did not hear them in such a way that I 
know what was said. I came into the Chamber while he was speak- 
ing. I do not desire to express any opinion on the subject. It seems 
to me if the Senator raises a question of veracity whether he did say 
this or whether he did not, that should be the subject of a committee 
ayers I do not know to what committee it ought to go. 

think it would be a good time, however, for the Senate to get back 
to what I believe is the trae rule, that there shall be no tampering 
with the RECORD except so far as it may be necessary to correct gram- 
matical mistakes. That I think is as far as any Senator is justified in 
going. Certainly no Senator is justified in adding to the words he has 
made use of expressions of a denunciatory character. Nobody would 
pretend that. If the charge is true that the Senator from Florida has 
inserted severer words in the RECORD than he used in debate, then he 
is amenable to the charge made and so would any other Senator be who 
had done so. It must be apparent to every Senator, to everybody, 
that on this floor, where we are supposed to be peers and equals, it will 
not do for a Senator to say one thing in debate and then in the RECORD 
put in another. It does not give the Senater who is conducting the de- 
bate on the other side a fair opportunity to present his side of the case; 
and much more is that true where there is a personal attack upon a 
Senator, either upon his methods or upon his motives. 

I do not express any opinion about this case, because the question is 
now indispute. I only want to say that in my judgment it would be 
a good time for the committee to which this matter is referred—some 
Senator says it ought to be the Committee on Rules, and I presume 
that is correct : 

Mr. SHERMAN. It should be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. TELLER. The Committeeon Privileges and Elections, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says. I do not pretend to know much about the rules, 
nor where the resolution ought to go. Iknow that a practice has grown 
up here which isa very bad one. I see Senators get up in the Senate 
and hear them make speeches that are no more than the ordinary s 
of a Senator in this body; but when I pick up the RECORD I find very 
fine oratorical sentences that I know were never uttered in debate, I 
have seen that growing up ever since I have been here, and there is a 
freedom taken with the RECORD now that never was taken with the 
RECORD ten or fifteen years ago; and it is growing worse and worse; not 
perhaps so harmful as in the case now complained of, but still harmful 
and out of character and liable to get us into trouble. 

Senators will sometimes say in the excitement of debate harsh, dis- 
agreeable things. Every Senator who is properly constituted makes a 

roper allowance for those things and is disposed to accord to a fellow- 
nator who in the heat of excitement says more than he ought the 
charity that we ought to extend to each other; but if a Senator in the 
coolness of his chamber can be allowed to sit down and put in words 
that are denunciatory, reflecting upon the motive, the ability, or the 
character of another Senator he ought to be held to the strictest re- 
sponsibility. That must be considered a deliberate attempt to violate 
the rules of propriety. 
I think the committee to whom this is referred ought to submit a 
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rule for adoption. I think if the rule now justifies wliat is alleged to 
have been done they ought to come here with some method of prevent- 
ing what I think has grown up to beaconsiderableabuse, If the Sen- 
ator from Florida—I repeat that I express no opinion—has charged in 
print the Senator from New Hampshire in words more severe than he 
charged in the debate, then he is amenable to the criticism made against 


him. If he, on the contrary, has so modified his words that they are 


less severe, then he is to be commended. 

Mr. CALL. Iam not content to sit here and be the subject of this 
lecture when I have done nothing that is not entirely right. This 
RECORD shows that I have not made use of any more severe language 
than I used in the debate. Why put this kind of hypothesis? I said 
in this debate, and it is not denied, and every honest man wko heard 
my remarks will testify to it, that the Senator from New Hampshire 
‘was personally responsible for the death of this man and for these crimes 
in the South. What more severe language could Iuse? Why put 
this hypothesis: If the Senator from Florida has used more severe lan- 
guage than heused in discussion? Does not everybody know that you 
can not use any more severe or pointed language than that? And yet 
it was not discourteous. It was simply imputing to the Senator the 
responsibility of his public conduct, without reference to what might 
have been the motive or might not have been his motive, and I do not 
see why the Senator from New Hampshire is so restive upon this. Sup- 
pose it were true that I did change these expressions, making them 
neither more nor less severe, putting in a word more appropriate than 
that used in the hurry of extemporaneous expression; suppose that is 
true, where is the harm? It is the same idea; it is to the same effect. 
That has been done every year and all the time since I have been here, 
an:l I have never heard a suggestion made that the change of an ex- 

ression conveying the same idea, neither more nor Jess severe, could 
be in any respect whatever considered a violation of the rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the matter dealt with by this reso- 
lution is very much too important to be disposed of on the instant. It 
is one of sufficient importance to justify a reference to the appropriate 
committee. I incline to the opinion that the Committee on Rules is 
the proper committee for this resolution to go to; but for my present 
purpose I will simply ask that the resolution be printed and go over, 
and to-morrow, when printed and every Senator has the opportunity 
of looking at it, the Senate can determine then what shall be the proper 


~ disposition to make of the resolution. 


Mr. HOAR., Before the resolution goes over I wish to say a word. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withhold my motion in order that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts may be heard. 

Mr, HOAR. I merely wish to make an observation upon the gen- 
eral rule in regard to the RECORD. 

As I understand it, since I have served in the Senate or in the other 
branch, Senators have felt themselves at liberty to correct mere gram- 
matical errors or the transposition of words in a sentence, slight errors 

of style. It also has been a custom, in which I agree with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in thinking is commendable, that where 
in the heat of debate some angry or severe utterance against a brother 
Senator has been Fores from the lips of any member of the body, 
with the assent of both parties to the debate, both parties having been 
consulted and desiring it, such sentences have been omitted. It has 
bern rarely that that has happened, because it is very rarely in this body 
that such utterances are spoken, of late vears at least. But, subject to 
that slight limitation, the absolute integrity of this RECORD, its photo- 
graphic accuracy as a pieture and report of what took place here, is the 
safety and the sole safety of every man’s reputation. It is not possible 
for us, in the angry conflict of parties, in the misrepresentations which 
grow out of political conflicts, the errors and imperfections which nec- 
essarily accompany the reports even of the most conscientious press, and 
in the ribaldry and misrepresentation likely to occur in every free 
country in some (not representative) specimens of the press, but still 
which in that profession, as in all others, are likely to exist—I am 
afraid I may need to correct the grammar of this sentence when it is re- 
ported [laughter]—there is nothing but the having this literal and 
verbal picture and report of exactly what is said and done here, by which 
the reputation of every Senator must stand or fall. And therefore it 
seems to me that it isa matter of the gravest moment—the Senator 
from Florida knows that I have no unkind feeling toward him—that 
the Senate should affirm as its true rule that what is uttered and re- 
ported in this RECORD shall be printed and recorded without change. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I must confess that I am somewhat 
amused at the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, He speaks 
of a photographic report of the proceedings of Congress. When I came 
to the Senate, some eleven years ago, I was impressed with the enormity 
of the abuse which had grown up as to the reports of the debates 
of Congress. It was very well known that in one instance the same 
speech was delivered by two honorable gentlemen, and the speech pre- 
pured by neither. 

Mr. HOAR. That was in the other House. 

3 VEST. That was not in the Senate, but in the other House of 
e speech had been sold, as it turned out, to both of these states- 
men, and one had published it, and the other, without knowledge of 


that fact, bought it and published it afterwards, so that a similarity of 
intellectual rt was exhibited by the RECORD that astonished the 
entire country. ed 

On another occasion an epic poem was inserted in the RECORD cover- 
17 believe, some seventy-five or one hundred pages, and copyrighted 

ides, 

Mr. HOAR. Wili the Senator allow me to call his attention at this 
poss to the fact that the practice in the other House is altogether dif- 

erent from ours? The other House gives leave to print, and members 
of that House under that leave prepare and put in anything which they 
choose, subject to the obligation of the rules of order and courtesy, a 
practice which has grown up owing to the large number of members of 
that body; but the Senate never has given that leave in a single in- 
stance, so far as I am aware. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, lam aware that this leave to 
print obtains in only one branch of Con Several years ago when 
I came here and was filled with the spirit of reform, which I am sorry 
to say has left me somewhat, I introduced a bill to prohibit this prac- 
tice in Congress, referred it to a committee, and it never returned to 
the Senate afterwards; and so Jongas this custom obtains in one branch 
or oneco; it is perfectly idle tọ talk of any photographic reports of 

ebates. 

Now, as to the practice in the Senate, I have known but two instances 
within my memory where questions similar to the one now pending 
have come before us, and in both those instances the Senator took jus- 
tice, if I may so term it, into his own hands and fought it out on the 
floor of the Senate. I confess I prefer that method. Why should this 
resolution be referred toa committee? What could the committee do? 
Is it proposed to censure the Senator from Florida? I have heard so 
much of the dignity of the Senate, not to say its frigidity, that Lobject to 
a committee bringing in a report here and censuring a brother Senator 
for latitude of action which all of us have practiced more or less. 

As to the specific facts in this case, I heard the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Florida, every word of them, and listened intently, for he 
spoke, permit me to say, with unusual warmth and eloquence. Ihe: 
every word of what he said, and he emphatically and distinctly asserted 
that the Senator from New Hampshire was personally responsible for the 
murders and outrages committed in the South by negroes upon white 
persons and by whites upon negroes, and his argument was, after mak- 
ing that statement, that a state of feeling was produced in the South 
ae which emanated these outrages by both races, the one upon the 
other. 

The Senator from New Hampshire complains now that this charge 
was made against him, He could have answered it at the time. I 
do not propose to discuss the good taste of that statement of the Senator 
from Florida, but he had great provocation—great provocation, Mr. 
President. What has the Senator from New Hampshire done? When 
he stands here to-day complaining of this charge being made against 
him, he deliberately, if I am not mistaken, read here this morning a 
statement, the purport of which is that Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber are accessories before and after the fact to the murders com- 
mitted in the Southern States by the whites upon the blacks, and that 
they are attempting to palliate these infamous crimes. Sir, it is a 
glaring illustration of the old saying as to whose ox is gored. Senators 
can not expect, when they themselves use violent expressions, that those 
upon the other side sgainst whom they are hurled will hear them with 
that meek and mild and philosophic spirit which is somuch commended 
in theory, but so little followed in practice, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris] will not insist upon his objection, which is a proper one 
always to be made when there is any doubt at all upon the phraseology or 
the nature of the matter before us. This is a question of personal privi- 
lege, and like any charge made against a Senator is always promptly 
dis of, 

Under the circumstances, without creating any irritation or feeling, 
in my judgment, the proper way is to refer this resolution to the Com- 


mittee on Privileges and Elections. The Committee on Rules do not 


have anything to do with it. They perform a function of a different 
character. The Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate 
would naturally have charge of the question as to what is the duty of 
one Senator to another and whether that duty has been violated or tres- 

d upon in any way. The gravamen of the charge made against 
the Senator from Florida is that he inserted a new paragraph enlarg- 
ing and extending a charge made by himinaprevious sentence. What 
may be the opinion of the Committee on Privileges and Elections upon 
that, whether that was a violation of the rules, is for the committee to 
consider and report. 

There is one thing I ought to say, thut it has been the established cus- 
tom of the Senate since I have been a member of it, I believe always, 
that nothing of a personal character should be injected into the recorded 
debates which was not uttered; but there is a distinction always be- 
tween a matter of argument, where a person may refer to a case in stat- 
ing his argument by adding a phrase or more; but where personal mat- 
ter, personal conduct, or personal responsibility is alluded to, I have 
never known a case where a Senator has undertaken to add to what he 
said in open debate, There is the point. 
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I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Ser 
and Elections, 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the resolution read 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The the resolution be read. 

TheChief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President, I now ask that the resolution be 
printed and go over until to-morrow. If itis deemed proper to refer it 
toa committee, as I think it is, the Senate can then determine to what 
committee. It seems to me, however, that when there is a complaint 
that the rules have been violated the Committee on Rules ought to be 
the best judge as to whether they have been violated, and, if violated, 
to what extent violated, But that is a question which we can deter- 
mine to-morrow when we have the resolution printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made—— 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he will withhold 
his motion for a moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly I will and I hope the Senator will renew it. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to make one explanation. I think the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL] misunderstood my remarks. I did not 
intend to intimate in any way that he was guilty of anything which 
was charged. My whole suggestion was a tentative one, and I did not 
express any opinion on the matter, and do not intend to even intimate 
that I have any feeling about it. 1 have not examined it. I do not 
want the Senator to go away with the impression that I have made any 
charge against him. 

Mr. CALL. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I now renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution will 
go over and be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire at this time to give notice that at the close of 
the morning business on Friday next I shall move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Order of Business 156, being the bill (S. 389) 
granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for 
the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to de- 
pendent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 


ASSASSINATION OF W. B. SAUNDERS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 20th instant, the report of John R. Mizell, United States marshal, 
in reference to the killing of W, B. Saunders, late United States deputy 
marshal, at Quincy, Fla.; which, on motion of Mr. INGALLS, was, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, 
and ordered to be printed 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1282) for the relief of John Debart; 

A bill (H. R. 8 granting a pension to Susanna Mitts; 

A bill (K. R. 2012) granting a pension to William V. Cronk; 

A bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Auna Haarstick; 

A bill (H. R. . — granting a pension to Mary Personeus; 

A bill (H. R. 2049) to t a pension to Jacob E. Gondy; 

A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 2302) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) granting a pension to Isaac Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2770) granting a pension to Edwin 5. Farman 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to Margaret J. Fletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 3225) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 


Maulding; 
A bill (H. R. 5 for the relief of William Carroll; 
s A bill (H. R. 3381) for restoration to the pension- -rolls of Nelson G. 
dwards 
A bill U. R. anon granting a pension to Lucy R. Olmstead; 
A bill (. 1 R. 3535) to grant a pension to Manuel Garcia; 


A bill (H. R. 3543) to grant a pension to John Green Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 3581) to pension John D. Prator for service in the In- 
dian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3636) granting a pension to William H. Brimmer; 

A bill (H. R. 4021) to increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser; 

A bill (H. R. 4024) for the relief of Daniel W. Parrish; 


A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 

A bill 10 R. 4420) granting a pension to Abbie D. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4 to increase the pension of Horace B. Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of William D. Hummer; 

A bill (H. R. pi granting a pension to George Dodge; 

A bill (H. R. 4904) granting a to George Faulk; 

A bill (H. R. 5162) granting a pension to William R. Scurlock; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney; 


Ul (HL R. 5310) to increase n to Eugenia A. Helston; 
H. R. 5516) to increase the pension of Alonzo Alden; 
R. 5702) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 
R. 5849) granting a pension to Catharine Sapp; 
R. FVV 
R. 6328) granting a pension to Jane Reynolds; and 
H. R. 6825) granting a pension to Mary A. Wood. 

The bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Jones and 
of the heirs of Thomas D. Harris was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a letter from the secretary of the 
State of South Dakota, transmitting a memorial to Congress from the 
Legislature of that State, relative to the establishment of a soldiers’ 
home at Hot Springs, S. Dak.; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a letter from the clerks of the senate and louse of 
representatives of Massachusetts, transmitting resolutions adopted in 
concurrence by those bodies relative to the transfer of the jurisdiction 
of the revenue marine from the Treasury to the Navy Department; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have received two petitions addressed to 
me personally, but evidently intended by the persons communicating 
them to be brought to the attention of the Senate, inasmuch as they 
relate to an important subject pending in this body. The first is a reso- 
lution of the Center Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Jasper County, 
Towa, consisting of 100 members, protesting against the passage of an 
act making an appropriation for the construction of a navy. The other 
is a resolution of the New Sharon Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Ma- 
haska County, Iowa, protesting against the passage of an act making an 
appropriation for the construction of a navy, Lask that they may be 

ived and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be so referred. 

Mr. PIERCE. I present a petition signed by John Miller, governor 
of North Dakota; George F. Goodwin, attorney-general; John Flittie, 
secretary of state; W. Mitchell, superintendent of public . 
J. P. Bray, auditor of State; rd E. Booker, State treasurer, and A. L. 
Carey, commissioner of insurance, of North Dakota, praying for tho 
passage of the Blair educational bill. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the National Guard Associa- 
tion of the United States, praying for the passage of a bill regulating 
appointments in the Army from civil life; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of W. A, S. Wheeler and 22 
others, merchants and mercantile firms of Pensacola, Fla., interested in 
shipping and commerce, remonstrating against the features of the legis- 
lation now pending under the act known as the Dingley bill, which 
takes from the States the power to authorize what is usually termed 
compulsory pilotage; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the city council of Cedar 
Keys, Fla., favoring the improvement of the entrance to Cumberland 
Sound, particularly in view of the development of new industries in 
Florida, among them the valuable deposits of phosphate that will be 
largely marketed in foreign countries; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Conimerce. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of citizens of Stu 
Wis., praying for the erection at that place of a pier-head light of the 
fourth order; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of 40 farmers, of South Da- 
kota, praying for the enactment of laws prohibiting the selling of 
promises to deliver grain and other farm products by persons not the 
owners thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the senate and house of representa- 
tives of South Dakota, praying that the agreement with the Sioux In- 
dians to sell a portion of the Sisseton reservation in South Dakota be 
ante by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a memorial of residents of Minnesota, 
remonstrating against the passage of any law relating to the observance 
of Sunday aud also as to instruction in public schools; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Joseph Wipper and others, citi- 
zens of New Haven, Conn., praying for the passage of House biil 3863, 
fixing the maximum pay of letter-carriers at $1,200 a year, and pro- 
viding for substitrrtes at $200 a year; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Hartford (Conn.) Typographical 
Union, No. 127, of Hartford, Conn., praying that the wages of composi- 
tors in the Government Printing Office be restored to the rate which 
prevailed prior to March 3, 1877; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Rev. W. H. Thomas, Rev. J. 
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W. Telfair, and 48 others, citizens of Wilmington, N. C., praying for 
a of the Blair educational bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Ingalls, Minn., and a 
petition of citizens of Mentor, Minn., praying for legislation to pro- 
hibit the selling of farm products for future delivery; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forrestry. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of the Rosevale Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, of Kansas, expressing their belief that the present financial de- 
pression grows out of a lack of circulating medium, and praying for 
legislation that will apply a remedy. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the committee on the judiciary 
of the city council of Rockford, III., praying for the establishment of a 
nayy-yard at Algiers, near New Orleans, La.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented a memorial of the Chicago and Milwaukee Brew- 
ers’ Association, remonstrating against increasing the duty on hops; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present petitions praying for an appropriation of 
$100,000 to be expended in establishing a first-class bonded mail serv- 
ice for the term of five years between Tampa, Fla., and Aspinwall, 
South America, unanimously and officially indorsed by the Board of 
Trade of Chicago, III.; the Produce Exchange, the Lumber Exchange, 
the Commercial Exchange, the Press Association of Chicago, III.; the 
Board of Trade of Peoria, III.; the Board of Trade of St. Louis, Mo.; 
the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo.; the Board of Trade of Lin- 
coln, Nebr.; the Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr. ; the Board of Trade 
of Des Moines, Iowa; the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn. ; 
the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn. ; the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis. ; the Board of Trade of Detroit, Mich. ; the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Cincinnati, Ohio; the Board of Trade of Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta, Ga.; the Board of 
Trade of Jacksonville, Fla.; the Board of Trade of Nashville, Tenn. ; 
the Board of Trade of Tampa, Fla.; the Chamber of Commerce of Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn. ; the Board of Trade of Birmingham, Ala., and the Board 
of Trade of Knoxville, Tenn. 

I move that these petitions be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and that they be printed as a separate paper for the use of the 
Senate and the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

r. HOAR presented resolutions adopted by the Woman’s Board of 
Missions at a meeting recently held in Boston, Mass., favoring the pro- 
hibition of all exportation of alcoholic liquors; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the following resolutions adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of Massachusetts; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, IN THE YEAR 1890. 


Resolutions relative to the transfer of the revenue marine from the jurisdiction 
of the Treasury Department to the jurisdiction of the Navy Department, 
Resolved, That the senate and house of eee of the Common- 

wealth of Massachusetts, in General Court assembled, respectfully and earnest! 

urge upon Congress the importance and public benefit of transferring the ofti- 
cers, seamen, and vessels of the revenue marine from the jurisdiction of the 

Treasury Department to the jurisdiction of the Navy Department, and request 

Congress to 57 a bill effecting that purpose. 

Resolved, copies of these resolutions be sent to the presiding officers of 
both Houses of Congress, and to the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from this Commonwealth. 


Adopted: Sent down for concurrence. 


SENATE, January 28, 1890. 


HENRY D.COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, January 31, 1890, 


EDWARD A, MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens and letter-carriers of Lynn, 
Mass., praying for the passage of a bill fixing the maximum pay of let- 
ter- carriers at $1,200 a year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions adopted by the Boston Executive 
Business Association, an association composed of representatives of all 
classes of manufacturing and mercantile business in Boston and its 
neighborhood, in regard to the revival of American shipping. 

I move that the resolutions be referred tothe Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Isaac J. MacKinley, late a 


Adopted in concurrence. 
A true copy. Attest: 


“Vieutenant in the reyenue-marine service, praying for the passage of a 


bill appointing him as a captain in that service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
He also ted resolutions adopted by the Dubuque (Iowa) Typo- 
hica Union, No. 22, and resolutions adopted by the Burlington 
(lowa) Typographical Union, No. 75, in favor of the passage of the in- 
ternational copyright bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 


Council Bluffs, Iowa, in favor of the repeal of the long and short haul 
clause of the interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Robert Anderson Post, 
No, 68, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, Waterloo, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of the service-pension bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present resolutions of General Hancock Post, No. 
396, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of the 
passage of a pension bill so framed as to give to every honorably dis- 
charged soldier, sailor, or marine who served in the war of the rebellion, 
and who was permanently injured or disabled in the line of duty in 
that war, and also to such soldier who is now or may hereafter become 
disabled or otherwise incapacitated from carning a livelihood for him- 
self ophis family, a just and liberal pension, regardless of the question 
whether the cause of disability arose during or after the war or may 
hereafter arise, and that the proof which shall be required shall be the 
disability of the applicant, his service in that war, and his honorable 
discharge. The resolutions also pray that legislation shall be enacted ` 
giving a substantial pension to the dependent parents and the widows 
and young children of such deceased soldiers, sailors, ormarines, regard- 
less of the cause or time of death of the soldier, sailor, or marine, 

I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ipresent resolutions adopted by the Algona (Iowa) 
Grange, No, 1684, in favor of a law requiring the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to loan to the people the surplus now in the Treasury in sums 
from $100 to $500 at the same rate of interest as is now paid by the 
Government, and remonstrating against the repeal of the internal-rey- 
enue tax on whisky and tobacco; also indorsing the resolutions passed 
by the State Grange of Iowa in favor of legislation suppressing trus 
prohibiting the adulteration of food, authorizing the issue of fractio 
currency, the free coinage of silver, and holding the world’s fair in 
1892 in Chicago. 

I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Tlie motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of letter-carriers of Lincoln, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill 3863, fixing the pay of let- 
ter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Hannah Nichols, praying to 
be allowed arrears of pension on account of her son, late a private in 
Company K, Twenty-First Regiment New York Cavalry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. F 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of James H. Agen and 916 
others, citizens of Superior, Wis., praying that an appropriation be made 
to construct a central canal across Minnesota Point between Rice’s and 
Connor's Points, at the head of Lake Superior; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of E. W. Parshall and other citi- 
zens of the United States, the petition of L. L. Kellogg and other citi- 
zens of Sioux City, Iowa, etc., and a petition of the United States Ilu- 
minating Company, the Brush Electric Illuminating Company, and the 
United Electric-Light and Power Company, praying that the Superin- 
tendent of Census be directed to collect certain data jn relation to the 
electrical industry; which were referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Indianapolis, Ind., favoring the conversion of the arsenal at Indianap- 
olis into a manufactory of arms and ordnance; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2308) to establish the Sundance and Lander 
land districts, in the Territory of Wyoming, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 2804) to estab- 
lish three new land districts in the Territory of Wyoming; which was 
read twice by its title, 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed by the committee to the bill (S. 2543) to promote the 
efficiency of the General Land Office; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
362) to amend an act entitled An act to amend sections 2262 and 2301 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the settler's 
affidavit in pre-emption and homestead entries,’’ approved June 9, 1880, 
reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 727) 
to provide for the issue of the commission of Philip C. Johnson as a 
rear-admiral in the United States Navy, heretofore reported by him 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2353) for the establishment of certain 
laws or ordinances for the District of Columbia, reported it with amend- 


ments. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


aioe tris 6.25 She be ee area 


1402) to extend the ordinances of the city of Washington to the rest of 
the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the amend- 


ment proposed by Mr. BLACKBURN to the bill (8. 1402) to extend the 
ordinances of the city of Washington to the rest of the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported adversely thereon, and the amendment was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2341) to provide for the disposal of Fort Lyon mili- 
tary reservation, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers under the 
provisions of the homestead laws, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 2805) to provide for the disposal of the old Fort Lyon 
and Fort Lyon military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual 
settlers under the provisions of the homestead laws; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill 75 1572) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Fargo, N. Dak., reported it 
with an amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE (by request of the National Farmers’ Alliance and La- 
bor Union) introdu a bill (S. 2806) to establish a system of agri- 
cultural depositories for the accommodation of farmers and planters, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2807) for the relief of Morris P. 
Bray; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 2809) to limit and regulate the 
fees and compensation of commissioners of circuit courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2810) to amend section 2 of the act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, approved March 3, 1887; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2811) in relation to immedi- 
ate transportation of dutiable goods, amendatory of the act of July 10, 
1880; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2812) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to ascertain and pay the damages resulting to any 
person who had settled upon the Crow Creek Indian reservation in South 
Dakota by reason of the executive order of the President, Chester A. 
Arthur, issued February 27, 1835; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to Tru- 
man A. Morton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2814) granting a pension to Peter J. 
Reuss; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2815) granting a pension to Phineas M. 
Bennett; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2816) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Newburgh, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2817) to simplify and 
economize the collection and management of the postal revenues; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2818) to amend section 4 of an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 
and as amended and approved March 2, 1889; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2819) to provide for the survey of 
Gray’s Harbor, in the State of Washington, from its entrance to the 
mouth of the Chehalis Rivyer, and said river from its mouth to Monte- 
sano; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2820) to provide for the examination and 
survey of a ship’s channel through the Swinomish Slough, in theState 
of Washington, and estimating the cost of the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2821) to provide for an addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme conrt of the Territory of Arizona; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2822) increasing the pension of 


John Winchell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 2823) for the erection of a public 
building at Wichita Falls, in the State of Texas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pablic Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2824) granting a pension to Sarah 
L. Bragdon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2825) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public buildingin the city of Mansfield, Ohio; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2826) for the relief of Brevet 
Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 2827) for the erection of a public 
building at Yankton, S. Dak.: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2828} to ratify and confirm cer- 
tain agreements with the Cœur d’ Aléne Indians in Idaho Territory, and 
to make the necessary appropriations for carrying the same into effect, 
and for other purposes therein named; which was read twice by its ti- 
tle, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I move that the accompanying papers from the 
Department be printed. 

The mation was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2829) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to place the name of Thomas F. Wilson on the roll of the 
Wachusetts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S, 2830) for the relief of the Eastern 
Shawnee Indians; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2831) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Thomas Fitzgibbons; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2832) for the relief of Jesse H. 
Strickland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to John Simon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Bull; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DELL P. WILD. 

Mr, SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish to the Senate the 
proceedings before and the finding of the court-martial, together with the evi- 
dence adduced in the trial, of Dell P. Wild, Company A, Eig th Cavalry, United 
States Army, at Fort Yates, North Dakota, and any action by Lieut, M. F. Steele 
in connection therewith. 


DUTY ON UNMANUFACTURED LUMBER. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed, whenever a tariff bill 
shall be reported to the Senate, to incorporate in it a provison that in case any 
foreign country shall impose an export duty on pine, spruce, or hemlock saw- 
logs when exported to the United States, then the pine, spruce, or hemlock sawn 
lumber imported from such country into the United States shall pay an addi- 
tional duty equal to the amount of such export duty, 

Mr. HOAR. I submit this as a substitute for the resolution submit- 
ted by me on the 13th ultimo. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HEARING BEFORE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the expense of employing the stenographer who rted the 

hearing of the representatives of the American Bar Association ‘ore a sub- 

committee of the Committee on the Judiciary on the pending measures for the 

relief of the Supreme Court be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on 

vouchers to be approved by the chairman of said Judiciary Committee, 
COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr, EVARTS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General be directed to send to the 
Senate papers and information, as follows: j 
First, Copy of opinion of A, A. Freeman, Assistant Attorney-General for the 
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Post-Office Department, to whom the question was referred 


by Postmaster-Gen- 
eneral Gresham, setting forth the requirements of section 8, chapter 114, of the 
laws of 1866 and chapter 119 of the laws of 1883. 

ind. y of the rule of said laws as published by Postmaster-General 


Gresham on the 16th day of February, 1883. 
Third, Copy of Department Circular No, 1223, containing the rule of said laws 
by Postmaster-General Gresham and his successors in office. 


as publ 
urth, A tabulated statement exhibiting all the claims within the law thus 
rip from the State of New York, presented under chapter 119 of the laws 


Said statement to exhibit the groas amount of the earnings of the postmasters 
for each term of service thus ascertained, and the amount of salary paid foreach 
of said terms of service, and the difference between what was paid them and 
what toy would have received as commission under the act of 1554 by rule pro- 
mulgated by Postmaster-General Gresham on the 16th day of February, 1881. 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday, after the 
morning business, I shall call up Calendar No. 376, being a privileged 
question, and being, the resolution reported from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections relative to the election of a President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate. 

CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILLS. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
~ ate that the remainder of the time to-day until 2 o’clock be devoted to 
the consideration of bridge bills on the Calendar favorably reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Senator 
from Arkansas asks unanimous consent that the remainder of the hour 
until 2 o’clock be occupied in the consideration of bridge bills on the 


Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 


dered. The first bridge bill on the Calendar will be announced. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Calendar No. 281, Senate bill 2026, is the 


first. 
ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROCK: 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2026) authorizing the construction of a free bridge across the 
Arkansas River, connecting Little Rock and Argenta, Ark. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word “river,” 
to insert by reason of the construction of said bridge;’’ soas to-read: 

That is shali be lawful for the county of Pulaski, State of Arkansas, to build 
a free foot, wagon, and street-railway bridge across the Arkansas River, at the 
city of Little Rock, in Arkansas; and in case of any litigation arising from any 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river by reason 
of the construction of said bridge, the cause may be tried before the district 
court of the United States having jurisdiction over that portion of the State of 
Arkansas where said bridge shall be located. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word that,“ 
to insert if. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 14, before the word 
t bridge-piers,” to insert and the,“ and afterthe word “ bridge-piers,”’ 
to strike out to“ and insert shall: and in line 15, after the word 
**to,”’ to insert the, and in the same line, after the word of, to 
insert the;“ so as to read: 

That said draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the pas- 
sage of boats whose construction shall not be such as to admit of their passage 
under the permanent spans of said bridge; and the bridge-piers shall be par- 
allel to the current of the river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, after “ United States, 
to strike out the proviso, in the following words: 

And pronare also, That the said county of Pulaski may, if permitted by the 


Jaws of Arkansas, execute a mortgage and issue bonds payable, principal and 
interest, in gold or United States currency, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the word 
bridge, to insert: 


And all telegraph and telephone companies shall haye equal rights and privi- 
leges as to constructing their) lines —— bridge. P3 en P 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 5,after the word *‘county,’”’ 
to strike out judge“ and insert court.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 6,in the following 
words: 
Pe apo That Congress shall have power at any time to alter, amend, or repeal 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert a new section, as follows: 


Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
authorized be not commenced within one year, and completed within 
three years, from the approval of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as an additional section: 


Src. 7. That shall have power at any time to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act, or any thereof, if, in its judgment, the public interests so require, 
and change in the construction of the bridge hereby authorized made nec- 


an; 
Eney bir the AION of Conigrams: or the entive raneousl of tha same, if required, 


shall be at the expense of the owners of said bridge or the parties controlling 
and using the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments ` 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT PIERRE. 

The bill (S. 1849) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Pierre, in Hughes County, and Stan- 
ley County, in the State of South Dakota was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was to add, at the end of section 1, ‘‘and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 13, after the word time,“ 
to strike out substantially or materially;’’ in line 17, after the word 
"eause, to insert ‘‘the entire removal thereof er;“ in line 20, after 
the word ‘‘obstructions,’’ to insert or the entire structure;“ and in 
line 26, after the word in,“ tostrike out which“ and insert whose 
jurisdiction;’’ so as to read: 

No bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority of this act which 
shall at any time obstruct the free navigation of said river, and if any brid, 
erected under such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, o 
struct such navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause the entire removal 
thereof or such change or alteration of said bridge tu be made as will effectual! 
obviate such obstruction, and all such alterations shall be made and all su 
obstructions or the entire structure shall be removed at the expense of the 
owner or owners of said bridge, and in case of any litigation arising from any 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river, caused or 
all to be caused by said bridge, the case may be brought in the district court 
of the United States of the State of South Dakota in whose jurisdiction any por- 
tion of said obstruction or bridge may be located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 40, at the beginning of 
the line, to insert the word a“ before ‘‘ railroad.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 6, to strike out the 
5 thereof“ and insert time this act takes effect;’’ so as 
to read: 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid, 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the time this act takes effect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, MO. 

The bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Com 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri was announced as the next bridge bill in order 
on the Calendar, 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill be passed over without prejudice, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGES. 

The bill (S. 628) authorizing the Columbia Bridge Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the 
States of Oregon and Washington and to establish the same as a post- 
road was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr, VEST. There are two of those bills reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, one introduced by the Senator from Oregon now present 
[Mr. DOLPH] and the other by his colleague [Mr. MTTCHELL]. I call 
the attention of the Senator from Oregon to these two bridge bills. 
The Committee on Commerce amended both of them and reported them 
to the Senate, but it was my understanding that but one of the bills 
was to be passed. Both bills provide for bridges over the same river and 
at not a very great distance apart. 

Mr. DOLPH. On whose motion does the bill come up now? 

Mr. VEST. It comes up regularly on the call of bridge bills on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should say in regard to the next bill, which was 
introduced by me, that it was introduced for a new company which is 
very anxious to have the bill passed and proposes, as I understand, to 
build a bridge. The other is simply authorizing an old company which 
has let the time expire under a previous act to build a bridge. I do 
not like to ask to have my colleague’s bill passed over, but I certainly 
shall ask to have the bill introduced by me, and which is the next on 
the Calendar, passed. If the Senator from Missouri chooses to make 
any suggestion in that regard, I will hear him. 

Mr. VEST. Let the bill now reached be taken up and when the 
other bill is reached I shall ask that it be passed over. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not like to have the Senate do that, because I 
think the next bill is the one that should be passed. 


Mr. VEST. Either one of them; I do not care which. 

Mr. MITCHELL entered the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT (to Mr. DOLPH). Your colleague is here now. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of my colleague to the fact that 
the bill to authorize the Columbia Bridge Company to build a bridge 
across the Columbia River has been reached on the Calendar. It seems 
it was reported first from the Committee on Commerce and is therefore 
first on the Calendar, that is, as compared with the bill to authorize the 
Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to build a bridge. The Senator 
from Missouri says that he reports them both, but does not understand 
that both are to be passed, and I certainly do not desire to let the one 
bridge bill be passed with the understanding that both are not to be 


Mr. PLATT. It would be better to let them go over for to-day. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest that the bills go over for the present. 
Mr. VEST. Let them be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill now reached and the bill 
succeeding, being Senate bill 89, will be passed over informally. 

ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT PENDLETON. 

The bill (S. 2323) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Pendleton, Desha County, Arkansas, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line20, after the word War, 
to strike out the remainder of the section, in the following words: 

Asto railway trains, and as to wagons, vehicles, animals, and foot-passengers 
such rates as may be provided by the laws of the State of Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word act,“ 
to strike out is“ and insert and.“ e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 11, after the word ‘‘sonnd- 
ings,"’ to strike out actually and insert accurately.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as an additional section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec, 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual constrnction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
five years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 21st instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 940) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected in the county 
of Douglas, or in the county of Sarpy, in the State of Nebraska, and 
the county of Pottawattamie, in the State of Iowa, and to make the 
same a post-route: and 

An act (S. 2015) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot- bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa, approved 
August 6, 1888. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 22d in- 
stant approved and signed the following act and joint resolution: 

Anact (S. 1181) to require the Superintendent of Census to ascertain 
the number of people who own farms and homes and the amount of 
mortgage indebtedness thereon; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 37) for the removal of obstructions to nav- 
igation in the Missouri River and extension of jetty work at the mouth 
of Columbia River, Oregon. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The hourof 2 o’clock having arrived 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is Sen- 
ate bill No. 185. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
FAULKNER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. President, the principles on which this bill 
must rest and the practical operations of its provisions have received 
from the members of this body such careful and deliberate considera- 
tion and the reasons which will control their action have been so ex- 
haustively and ably presented that I fully appreciate the difficulties 
which lie in my path, and realize with some embarrassment the fact 
that I must tread of necessity in the footsteps of others, whose legal and 
forensic triumphs have given them a reputation not even confined to 
the limits of our Republie, and whose logical powers, effective analysis, 
gail exbatstive fund of illustration have left, I fear, for one who is to 


follow but little to say that can throw light on the subject or arrest 
eyen the attention of the Senate. 

But yet, Mr. President, the earnest and persistent advocacy of this 
bill by the learned Senator from New Hampshire, inspired by motives 
which I believe are pure and above criticism, supported by Senators on 
this side of the Chamber whose judgment and counsel have had great 
weight in influencing public sentiment in favor of this measure, makes 
in eminently proper that those who differ with them should, with per- 
fect candor, be ready and willing to give the reason for the faith they 
hold. 

Those to whom I have alluded are recognized as the leaders of pub- 
lic opinion in the sections they represent with such distinguished ability, 
and their record, which forms a part of the history of their country, 
furnishes numerous illustrations of their ability and statesmanship. It 
isa pleasure to admit further, Mr. President, that those records are 
illumined by bold, patriotic declarations of the great fundamental prin- 
ciples on which our governmental structure rests and which they have 
taught were essential in determining the extentand powers of the Fed- 
eral Government. Their declarations have, on all other questions but 
this, been in accord with what was early in our history understood to 
be the limits of the original grant by the States, and certainly have not 
been in harmony with that broad and liberal construction of those 
powers which the excesses of a great civil war, the contemporaneous 
growth of a broader national sentiment, and the demand pe perhaps 
at the time, the necessity for the exercise of the powers of a strong 
central Government have tended so greatly to enlarge. 

It is therefore, a subject of sincere regret, sir, that in this contest, 
involving as I believe it does the right of a State to regulate and con- 
trol a purely domestic institution, we are deprived of their leadership, 
denied their counsel, and must anticipate their opposition on a meas- 
ure which, if successful, will furnish a precedent for the unlimited as- 
sumption of Federal power over matters exclusively of domestic and 
local regulation. 

Mr. President, the bill now before the Senate for consideration, in 
my humble judgment, is freighted with the greatest evils to our whole 
country, and more especially to those States which it is assumed will 
be more benefited than others by its enactment. Its passage will com- 
mit Congress to such an unrestrained construction of its constitutional 
powers and will establish so novel and dangerous a precedent of the 
legislative interpretation of the general welfare’? clause that I shall 
not hesitate to appeal to the courtesy of the Senate to bear with me 
while I present the reasons which will influence my action, and have 
entered upon its records a solemn protest tothe approval by this branch 
of Congress of its constitutionality, its equity, or its wisdom. 

Mr. President, it is a matter of congratulation that the consideration 
of this bill has never been influenced in the past by the dictation of 
party nor the action of individual Senators sought to be controlled by 
other considerations than those suggested by its provisions, The merits 
of the bill have therefore been subjected to the rigid tests that should 
be applied to a measure of such grave importance, untrammeled by the 
passions engendered by party strife and unbiased by the sentiments 
of party fealty, as is evidenced by the final vote on its passage, as re- 
corded in the Fiftieth Congress, 26 Republicans and 17 Democrats voting 
in favor of it and 13 Republicans and 20 Democrats voting against it. 

It is to be hoped that the present will be as free as the last Congress 
in determining the question of the passage of this bill, and that each 
Senator, as he records his vote, will feel that the responsibility rests 
upon him individually in approving or disapproving its provisions. 

Three questions, Mr. President, are presented at the very threshold 
of the investigation of the merits of this bill, which should be answered 
in the aflirmative by those who will support it: First, Is the bill sanc- 
tione by the provisions of the Federal Constitution? Second. Are its 
provisions, which effect the distribution of the fund appropriated, first, 
between the States and, secondly, between the two races in the States, 
just and equitable? Third. Is it the part of wisdom and patriotic 
statesmanship for the National Government to embark upon this 
boundless sea of unrestrained and unlimited legislation? 

In considering the constitutional question affecting this bill, there 
are certain matters which I shall assume are conceded or at least will 
receive the assent of those upon this side of the Chamber who have here- 
8 given it their support. These questions may be briefly stated as 
follows: 

“irst. That the common: school system established by the several 
States is exclusively a matter of State, and not Federal, jurisdiction. 

Second. That the hill does not contemplate that the appropriations 
ae by the first section shall be paid from the proceeds of the public 

n 

Third. It is not the scheme of the bill to apply the surplus now in 
the Treasury, and for which the Government has no present use, to 
meet the appropriation during the next seven years. 

Fourth. It is framed upon the theory that the Federal Government 
has the constitational power to tax the people annually for seven years 
for the purpose of raising a fund to be distributed under the provisions 
of the bill, for the sapport of the common schools established by the 
respective States. 

Mr. President, in the very able and ingenious arguments which have 
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been submitted to the consideration of the Senate by those who have 
advocated the passage pf this bill, there seems to have been a consensus 
of opinion that the authority for the action of Con; is to be found 
in the first clause, eighth section, Article I, of the Constitution, which 
provides that Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States.” The lan- 
guage in the clause quoted, whichis relied upon as authorizing taxation 
tor the purpose of maintaining and developing the common-school sys- 
tem, is that which provides “ for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States. In considering the correctness of this inter- 
pretation and to determine the purpose of its insertion by the framers 
of that instrument, we should ascertain its former use in the Articles 
of Confederation and the history of its insertion in the instrument 
creating our present form of Government. 

Wefind it used in the third Article of Confederation, in which are set 
forth the motives which induced the several States to form a ‘‘firm 
league of friendship.“ It is also found in the eighth article, in con- 
nection with the subject of the support by taxation of the powers of 
the General Governmentennmerated in that instrument. The language 
used in that article is, All charges of war, and all other expenses 
that shall be incurred for the common defense or general welfare, and 
allowed by the United States in Congress assembled, shall be defrayed 
out of a common treasury, which shall be supplied by the several 
States.” 

Mr. President, several of the leading minds that contributed so 
largely in formulating the Federal Constitution assisted in framing the 
Articles of Confederation and were prominent actors in construing 
the powers granted by the terms of that instrument, and yet, sir, the 
most diligent student of the political history of our country from 1778 
to 1787, coveringa period when the very life of the Confederation hung 
in the balance and when the limited powers given to the General Gov- 
ernment would have induced eyen the patriots of that day to seek 
some clause in that instrument which would enlarge the functions of 
the Government, will find it impossible to produce an instance in 
which the language which I have quoted was ever appealed to or re- 
lied upon to extend or enlarge the express and enumerated powers 
given by that instrument, but, on the contrary, the construction was 
universal that the express powers limited and explained the general 
terms.’’ 

Mr. Madison; who I can say without fear of contradiction did as 
much if not more than any other in framing the provisions of the Con- 
stitution and securing its adoption by the States, in diseussing the 

wer of Congress to grant subsidies—a power which was claimed un- 
5 the general welfare“ clause uses this language, which illustrates 
his understanding of this term: 

The novel idea now annexed to those terms and never before entertained by 
the friends or enemies of the Government will have a further consequence, 
which can not have been taken ingo the view of the gentlemen. Their con- 
struction would not only give Con: the complete legislative power I have 


stated; it would do more: it would supersede all the restrictions understood at 


i diciary, 
present 2 lie in the r path with respect to a judic lary: X 


This, sir, seems to be demonstrable; for if the clause in question really au- 
thorized Congress to do whatever they think fit, provided it be for the general 
welfare,” of which they are to be judge, and money can be applied to it, Con- 

must have power to create and support a judiciary establishment, with a 

jurisdiction extending to all cases, favorable in their opinion to the general wel- 

in the same manner as they have power to pass laws and apply money pro- 
viding in any other way for the general welfare. 


He further illustrates the practical effect of this unlimited power of 
claimed by some under this clause of the Constitution, by 
the following striking argument: ? 

There are consequences still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 
from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted or the doctrine must be 
given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the general welfare 
and are the sole and — 7 judges of the general welfare, they may take the 
eare of religion into their own hands; they may appo teachers in every State, 
county, and parish, and pay them out of their public Treasury; they may take 
into rown hands the education of children, establishing in like manner 
schools throughout the Union; they may assume the provision of the poor; 
they may undertake the regulation of all roads other than post-roads; in sbort, 
ereryibiog, from the ie objectof state legislation down to the most minute 
object of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress; for every ob- 
ject I baye mentioned would admit of the application of money, and might be 
called, if Congress pleased, provisions for the general welfare. 


It is not therefore a matter of speculation, nor does it depend upon 
the ingenuity which may be brought to bear in reasoning upon this 
question, to sustain the assertion that the term ‘‘general welfare,” 
when inserted in the Constitution, was a term well understood in its 
relation to the subject-matter of the clause, and that the extent and 

of its meaning was limited to the construction placed upon it as 
used in the Articles of Confederation. The first draught of this section 
was in the following language: The Legislature of the United States 
shall have the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises. Mr, President, this 1 standing alone in the constitu- 
tion of a State, would ee ia es been construed as conferring 
upon the Legislature the unlimited power of taxation, but if we follow 
the rule of interpretation laid down by Chief-Justice Marshall in the 
case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 188, such would not be the case 
when used in the Constitution of the United States. 


If from the imperfections of human language there should be serious doubt 
respecting the extent of any given power, it is a well settled rule that the ob- 
jects for which it was ves, especially when those objects are expreased in the 
instrument itself, sho’ have great influence in the construction. We know 
of no rule for construing the extent of such powers other than is given by the 
language of the instrament which confers them, taken in connection with the 
purposes for which they were conferred. 

Applying this rule of construction, it could not be interpreted as 
contano upon Congress the power of taxation for any and all pur- 
poses, although the qualifications had not been added ‘‘ to pay the 
debts, and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States.” 

Under the rule of construction announced by Marshall as to the 
powers of the Federal Government which were *‘ enumerated, although 
not defined,’’ the interpretation of the extent of the general power of 
taxation would have been limited and controlled by the ‘* purposes for 
which they were conferred; ’’ in other words, the Federal Government, 
being a government of limited and enumerated powers, vested only 
with such jurisdiction as was expressly conferred in the instrument 
creating it or was incident to or necessarily implied from those enu- 
merated, if the broad power of taxation, as found in the first draught of 
that clause, had been inserted without words of limitation or qual- 
ification,” the rule of construction would have limited the power of the 
United States to levying and collecting taxes When done for the pur- 
pose of effectuating the objects within its jurisdiction. 

Jealousy of the Federal power, however, and a disinclination on the 
part of the framers of the Constitution to rest upon a mere rule of con- 
struction of a written instrament caused them to hesitate in adopting 
this language, and with a view to more clearly defining the grant con- 
tained in this clause it was recommitted to the committee. On the 
22d day of August, 1787, the committee reported the clause in the fol- 
lowing language: 

The Legislature of the United States shall have the power to Iny and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises for payment of the debts and necessary ex- 
penses of the United States: Provided, That no law for raising any branch of 
revenue, except what may be especially appropriated for the payment of inter- 
est on debts or loans, shall continue in force for more than years. 

This amendment of the resolution indicates more definitely than any 
record now accessible the purpose of the recommittal of the first report. 
The discussion must necessarily have shown to the committee that the 
convention deemed it expedient to limit and restrain the general lan- 
guage used in the grant of power of taxation. 

The phraseology employed not meeting the approval of the conven- 
tion, it was again recommitted. The committee, on September 4 of 
the same year, again submitted their report, which was considered and 
adopted without debate, The only change made by the convention in 
the clause as it now appearsin the Constitution was the substitution of 
the word Congress for “ islature.’? 

Mr. President, this clause in the Constitation has given rise to more 
elaborate discussions and toa greater difference of opinion among lead- 
ers of public thought than perhaps any other provision of the Federal 
Constitution. The ablest statesmen of rival political parties have ad- 
vanced conflicting views as to its interpretation, and many of them, at 
different periods of their public career, have given expression to opin- 
ions as to its meaning contrary to the views which were formerly held 
by them. 

Tt has been maintained by some that the language “to provide for 
the common defense and general welfare’’ was an independent and 
substantive grant of power, while others have argued that it was a lim- 
itation and qualification on the power of taxation granted to the Fed- 
eral Government. Tew, if any, of the public men of to-day hold that 
it is a distinct grant of power. This construction may be considered 
as virtually abandoned. 

Judge Story would construe it by interpolating the words ‘‘in order 
to pay the debts and to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.“ This construction makes the laying of 
taxes“ the power, and the general welfare’’ the purpose, for 
which the power is to be exercised. 

Professor J. I. Clarke Hare, in his late work on American Constitu- 
tional Law, volume 1, page 243, in discussing the report of Mr. Hamilton 
as Secretary of the Treasury, made in the year 1791, and which took such 
an advanced position in reference to the power of appropriation under 
this clause of the Constitution, uses this language: 


This view is nevertheless open to objection as 8 the power of taxation 
beyond the verge of the Constitution, and authorizing the Government to take 
money trom the citizen for uses which it can not accomplish in its sovereign 
capacity, and which are, on the contrary, reserved to the several States. Ths 
right of providing for popular education confeasedly belongs to them, and not 
to the United States; and yet the latter may, if the Hamiltonian argument is 
sound, lay taxes with the view of endowing public schools, which it can neither 
establish nor regulate. 


This view of Professor Hare is further strengthened by the efforts of 
Mr. Madison and Mr. Pinckney to insert in the list of powers vested in 
Congress the power to establish a university in which no preferences or 
distinctions should be allowed on account of religion. It was objected 
that Congress should not have any such power, except at the seat of 
Government, and that as to its erection there the exclusive power over 
that territory reached the object, and that the clause was therefore un- 


necessary. 
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Judge Cooley, in his work on taxation, page 108, in discussing the 
power of a government to levy taxes, makes these observations: 


Thore may, therefore, be a public purpose as regards the Federal Upi which 
would not be such as a basis for State taxation, and there may be a io pur- 
pose which would uphold State taxation, but not the taxation which its munici- 
palities would be at liberty to vote and collect. That purpose mustin every in- 
stance pertain to the sovereignty with which the taxoriginates; it must be some- 
thing within its jurisdiction so as to justify its making provision for it. The 
rule is applicable to all the subordinate municipalities; they are clothed with 
powers to accomplish certain objects, and for those 3 they may tax, but 
not for others, however interesting or important, which are the proper concern 
of any other government ox ju ietion. expenses are not to be provided 
for by Federal taxation nor Federal expenses by State taxation, because in neither 
case would the taxes be levied by the government upon whose public the bur- 
den of the expenses properly rests, To provide for such expenses would con- 
Sen Seely ee Pe a purpose in which the people taxed would, ina legal sense, be 
concerned. 


And on page 110 he says: 


For all national purposes it may levy taxes * * with the exceptions which 
are prescribed by the Constitution itself, 


Incommenting upon the action of the Federal convention in refusing 
to insert a clause authorizing a national university, President Pierce, 
in vetoinga bill passed for the benefit of insane persons, uses this language: 


Could a more decisive indication of the true construction and the spirit of the 
Constitution in all matters of this nature have been given? It proves that such 
objects were considered by the convention as appertaining to legislation 
only, that they were not comprehended, either expressly or by implication, in 
the grantof general power to Congress, and consequently they remained with 
the several States, 


President Jackson, in his eighth annual message, in speaking of the 
taxing power of Congress under the Constitution, said: 


I feel persuaded that a mature examination of the subject will satisfy ever. 
one that there are insurmountable difficulties in the operation of any plan whic! 
can be devised of collecting revenue for the purpose of distributing it. Con- 
gress is only authorized ay Babi taxes to pay the debts, and to provide for the 
common deferse and general welfare of the United States.” There is no such 
provision as would authorize Congress to collect together the property of the 
country, under the name of revenue, for the purpose of dividing it, equally or 
unequally, among the States or the people. 


Mr. Clay, in speaking of the power of the Government to distribute 
the proceeds of public lands among the States, refers to the power of 
Congress under the Constitution to tax, in a speech delivered by him 
January 28, 1841, as follows: 


There is, thev, I repea', no power or authority in the General Government 
to lay and collect taxes, in order to distribute the p among the States, 
Such a financial project, if any administration were mad enough to adopt it, 
would be a flagrant usurpation, 


In a discussion in 1841, between Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Webster, as 
to the constitutional power of Congress to distribute the proceeds of 
public lands among the States, Mr. Webster drew the distinction, as 
did Mr. Clay, between the power of Congress over the proceeds of pub- 
lic lands and its constitutional power to divide the revenue raised 
from the collection of taxes. In the latter case, Mr. Webster main- 
tained that taxes collected from the people could only be applied to 
carry out the objects specifically enumerated in the Constitution, re- 
pudiating the theory that the general welfare clause authorized 
any distribution of revenue raised by taxation, among the States, for 
other than national purposes, 

Mr. George Tichnor Curtis, in a lecture delivered by him some years 
ago to the law students of Georgetown College, discussed this clause 
of the Constitution with great ability, and reasoned it to its logical con- 
clusion, with a view to show the danger and absurdity of the construc- 
tion placed upon it by some who have sought to bring this bill within 
its operation. He said: 


We hear much nowadays about the so-called “ general welfare clause of the 
Constitution, The Constitution uses the words general welfare in just two 
places, and no more. In the preamble the promotion of the general welfare is 
one of the objects enumera’ along with five others, for which the people of the 
United States ordain and establish the Constitution. The wildest and most lat- 
itudinarian constructionist would hardly venture to tell an audience of intelli- 
gent law students that the preamble of the Constitution contains any grant of 
pova It simply asserts the grand objects which the people aimed to secure 

the Constitution, but as to the means by which they do secure these desira 
ble objects we must look into the body of the Constitution and among its enu- 
merated powers. 

Looking into the body of the instrument we come upon the first clause of the 
eighth section of Article I of the Constitution, which contains the grant of the 
taxing power. Herethe words" general welfare” are used again ; and, strange to 
say, there are persons who sup that this clause contains a grant of authority 
to tax in order to promote the personal welfare of every man, woman, and 
child in the United States! E shall merely counsel you to analyze the clause 
and see how strange this notion is. The clause grants to the Congress a power 
to tax the people for three special purposes: First, to pay the debts of the United 
States; second, to provide for the common defense of the United States; third, 
to provide for the general welfare of the United States. 

In every one of these special purposes for which the taxing power is to be ex- 
ercised, the United States“ means the political corporation known as the 
United States, and not the individual inhabitants of the country. The debts that 
are to be paid are the debts of the Government; the common defense that is to be 
tered for is the defense of the Government in all those matters in which it 

duties of defense to discha for the whole country; the eral welfare 
thatis to be provided foris the well-being of the Government in all those matters 
of which it has special cognizance, and in respect to which its efficiency concerns 
the whole Union. In the very next clause, which contains the nt of power 
to borrow money on the credit of the United States, the United 5 
in the same sense, meaning the Government known as the United States. It is 
on the credit of the Government, not on the credit of individuals or of States, 
that Congress is authorized to borrow money. 

Now look at the stupendous communism that is wrapped up in the taxing 
power, on the supposition that it includes a power to tax for the promotion of 
the welfare of individuals, There is no limit to the taxing power, excepting 
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that duties, imposts, and excises must be uniform throughout the United States. 
All the in the country may be taxed without limit for the legitimate 
0 of m. If one of those timate objects is the welfare of individ- 
u or masses, or classes, or of the whole people, the two Houses of Congress 
and any President acting together can divide up all the property in the coun! 
upon the plea that a general division will promote the general welfare. By t 
Beppe this Government could devour itself, and there would be nothing left 
for it to subsist upon. 


Mr. President, we are not left to depend upon rules of construction, 
the understanding of those who assisted in framing the Constitution, 
the expression of opinion by writers upon Constitutional law, or upon 
the official action of the highest functionaries in our Government to 
justify usin limiting the powers of and in denying an unrestrained 
authority in Congress to tax to provide for the general welfare.“ A 
limitation upon the taxing power of Congress has been declared by the 
highest court known to the Constitution, and by one of whom it was 
said, ‘‘even the spirit of party respected the unsullied purity of the 
judge, and the fame of the Chief-Justice has justified the wisdom of 
the Constitution, and reconciled the jealousy of freedom to the inde- 
pendence of the judiciary.” 

Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 
199, in speaking of this clause of the Constitution, says: 

Congress is authorized to lay and collect taxes, etc. , to 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. This 
does notinterfere with the power of the States to tax for the support of their own 
governments; nor is the exercise of that power by the States an exercise of any 
a. of the power that is granted to the United States. In imposing taxes 

or State purposes they are not doing what Congress isempowered to do. Con- 
gress is not empowered to tax for those purposes which are within the exclusive 
province of the States. When, then, each e exercises the power of 
taxation, neither is exercising the power of the other. 

Mr. President, the action of the Federal convention in passing upon 
the question of inserting a clause granting to Congress the power to es- 
tablish a university, the opinion of so distinguished an author as Pro- 
fessor Hare, whose political association and legal training have caused 
him to take an enlarged, rather than a contracted,view of the powers 
of the Federal Government, and the opinion of Mr. Madison, when dis- 
cussing this clause of the Constitution in reference to other subjects, 
all concur in the opinion that the subject of education in the States is 
a subject exclusively of State cognizance, 

If this be true, which, it strikes me, no legal mind can question, the 
extracts from the decision of the highest court known to the Constitu- 
tion, delivered by a Chief-Justice whose opinion on the interpretation of 
the several clauses of the Constitution has strengthened the powers 
granted and given symmetry to the whole instrament, render the posi- 
tion of those who deny the constitutionality of this bill impregnable. 

It being the exclusive province of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to expound the Constitution, when that august tribunal has de- 
fined the limits of the constitutional power of taxation vested in Con- 
gress, the representatives of the States and of the people should be 
prompt to recognize its authority and willing to frame the laws which 
they may enact in harmony with the rules which it may lay down 
and the construction which it has given to those powers. 

Mr. President, to avoid the force and effect of the decision in Gibbons 
vs. Ogden, those who support this bill must deny that the establish- 
ment, support, and maintenance of the common-school system in the 
States are the subject of exclusive State province.“ 

That the establishment of such a system by the States is not prohib- 
ited by the Constitution of the United States none willdeny. That 
all the powers of government originally inherent in the States, which 
were not granted to the Federal Union nor prohibited in their exer- 
cise 21 the States, were reserved to the people thereof will not be ques- 
tioned. 

The establishment of common schools was, clearly, under the anthor- 
ities which I have cited and the very nature of the institution itself, 
necessarily committed to the management and control of the States. 

Some may claim, however, that there is a concurrent jurisdiction over 
this subject by both governments. To sustain this position its advo- 
cates must show an express grant to the Federal Government, or that 
the jurisdiction is incident to or, by reason of the powers granted, is 
necessarily implied. 

Few, if any, who advocate the passage of this bill, and none upon 
this side of the Chamber, I feel certain, are willing to rest their advocacy 
of this measure upon the concurrent jurisdiction of both governments 
over the common schools. To do so would be an admission of the ab- 
solute power of Congress, not only to exercise the taxing power for the 
temporary support“ of the common-school system, but the assertion 
of the power of Congress to establish, regulate, and maintain a national 
common-school system. 

Under the second clause of the sixth article of the Constitution all 
laws made by the Federal Congress affecting the rights, duties, and sub- 
jects especially confided to its jurisdiction are by its very terms made 
the supreme law of the land,“ notwithstanding ‘‘anythingin the con- 
stitution or laws of any State to the contrary.” 

Mr. President, I can not surrender my opposition to this measure or 
yield to it my support until Iam convinced that Congress has jurisdic- 
tion over the common schools established by the States; that the power of 
taxation necessarily implied in the appropriation made by this bill has 
the sanction of the Constitution; that we have the power to establish 
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~and regulate a national school system, select its officers, appoint its 
teachers, prescribe the studies toue samen and regulate its discipline- 
I fear not to walkin saa pash by the great Federalist, John Mar- 
shall, who devoted thirty-five years of his life to reconcile the conflict- 
ing claims for power by the State and General Governments, fearlessly 
enforcing the national authority, firmly declaring the limits and extent 
of its operation, and courageously restraining any attempted encroach. 
ments on the rights reserved to the respective States or to the people. 
The principles announced in Gibbons rs. Ogden by this distinguished 
jurist have never been questioned or qualified by subsequent decisions 
of that tribunal, and on a great constitutional question I prefer to 
build my record of official action upon that foundation, rather than 
justify my course by an appeal to the shifting opinions of active parti- 
sans or the irresponsible and unreliable patchwork of precedent, made 
by a majority of the national Congress, influenced and controlled per- 
haps by contemporaneous circumstances, which if absent would have 
enabled the calm and deliberate reflection of patriotism to direct and 
guide its course along the path of correct constitutional action. 
Mr. President, the bill under consideration is so far-reaching in its 
consequences; so entirely novel in its assertion of constitutional warrant; 
so urgent in its assumed philanthropy; so distrustful, censorious, and 


` exacting in its provisions; and yet to some it is so attractive, as it cuts 


through the barriers of constitutional obstruction, that the streams of 
gold may flow from the national Treasury into the several States, weak- 
ening the independence of the people, enervating their energies, para- 
lyzing their ambition, and destroying those sentiments of local self- 
government and self-reliance that have been the foundation on which 
every successful common-school system has been reared, that I shall 
ask the attention of Senators while I refer to some of the provisions 
of the bill that do not bear directly upon either of the questions I have 
suggested. 

It has been claimed, Mr. President, by the friends of the bill to bea 
pure ft from the national Treasury to the States; that it isa donation 

‘without money and without price;’’ and yet, it seems to me upon 
an examination of its provisions, that the States are required to givea 
most valuable consideration for the permission given them to accept 
this voluntary contribution on the part of the General Government. 

Many of the States, especially in the North and West, contribute 
millions of money to the coffers of the Treasury in excess of the amount 
received by them for the privilege conferred upon them by this bill. 
All who accept its conditions contract to surrender their control over 
their school system in many respects, recognizing a supervisory power 
on the part of the Government. 

If this be a gift, I would say, in the language of a higher N 
than any other that I can quote, Neither take a gift; for a gift dot 
blind the eyes of the wise,” 

It is true, sir, that by its provisions it does not denounce a penalty 
against an individual who may violate its conditions, but it reserves 
the right to withdraw the funds invested upon a failure to comply with 
the terms it proposes; coercing by the inducement held out an acqui- 
escence in its demands, while at the same time it imperiously dictates 
to the people of a State the taxation they shall impose for the support 
of a domestic institution. 

Mr. President, does not this bill seek to control and regulate the ex- 
iating system of common schools established by the States? It cer- 
tainly in many of its provisions prescribes rules and imposes restrictions 
upon State authorities, differing from those which are now imposed by 
State law; and yet, by its terms, the acceptance of the appropriation 
by any State involves the acceptance of all the rules and restrictions 
provided by its terms. 

Thecommon-school system, like any other system, depends upon the 
method or order which unites all its several parts into one harmonious 
whole, The right to affect any one of the parts recognizes the power 
to affect any or all, and if the States are willing, in consideration of a 
contribution from the national Treasury, to accept thedictation of Con- 
gress as to the regulation of any one of its parts, the question then is, 
not as to the power or wisdom of accepting the proffered contribution, 
but the amount of the consideration that shall be demanded to induce 
a surrender of the whole system. In other words, itis a matter, not of 
constitutional power, but of expediency, of barterand sale. Ontheone 
side stands the Federal Treasury, on the otherstand the rights, control, 
and management of a domestic institution. 

Let us examine wherein this bill seeks to regulate, change, or alter 
the school systems as they exist in many States. It fixes a school age 
from ten years to twenty-one. It does not distribute the fand within 
the State in accordance with the school age as fixed hy its laws or in 
a manner prescribed by its statutes; having prescribed a school age, it 
adheres to it in its distribution, and proceeds to provide that the tand 


shall be distributed according to the color of the skin of the child within 


those ages. It requires, not that the superintendent of schools, but 
that the governor of a sovereign State, shall file a statement with the 
Secretary of the Interior, and in it he shall certify“ whether any dis- 
tinction is made in the raising or distributing of the common-school 
revenues or in the common-school facilities afforded between the white 
and the colored children.” 

Proof is required that the raising or distributing of school revenues 


by the State or in the school facilities afforded was without distinc- 
tion of race or color. The Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
ioner of Education, under the approval of the President, are authorized 
to make all needful rules and regulations not inconsistent with the 
provisions of the act. I call the attention of Senators to this expression. 
This provision, if it becomes a law, is broad enough, without any fur- 
ther enactment, to control and regulate the entire common-school sys- 
tem. No rules or regulations to bring absolutely under the control of 
the Federal Government the common-school system of the States could 
be made by the board authorized by this section that would be incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this bill. 

It establishes a distinction between citizens of a State based upon 
their pecuniary condition, for, in offering advantages of instruction in 
the normal institutes, it prohibits the use of any part of the fundin the 
education of a citizen of a State for the position of a teacher, unless upon 
proof that the applicant has not the necessary means to qualify” 
himself or herself; and then proceeds further to formulate a contract 
between that applicant and the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask a question in regard to the Sen- 
ator’s last assertion. I understood the Senator to say that this bill 
allows the Federal authorities tn interfere with the appropriation of the 
funds of the State for the qualification of teachers. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; I did not. I said that this bill drew a 
distinction, which was different from any provision of law in my State 
and in many others, based upon the pecuniary condition of the party 
applying to be admitted into one of the normal schools, where any part 
of the funds in this bill went for the purpose of assisting in the educa- 
tion of those who apply for admission to that school, 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides that a portion not exceeding one- 
tenth of the fund may be appropriated to the qualification of teachers 
who are poor, 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator desires to ask me any question, I 
am willing to answer, but I am not willing for him to insert a speech 
in the midst of my speech. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator makes a disclaimer. I understood him 
distinctly to assert that this extended the Federal power over a portion 
of the State funds as to the qualification of teachers. I now under- 
stand the Senator to disclaim that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ have not reached the question where I will 
refer to the State fund. I will reach that directly. 

The governor is farther required to inform the Secretary of the In- 
terior whether any portion of his State has not been divided into school 
districts, and, if so, what portion; and by the same section, in order to 
obtain a second distribution under the provisions of this bill, he is re- 
quired to search within the bosoms of the members of the Legislature 
of his State, to ascertain the reasons why they have notin their rep- 
resentative capacity subdivided said territory. 

To destroy all individuality and to stamp upon every hill-top and in 
every valley its national character, it requires that the plans for the 
buildings, for which any of the building appropriation is used, shall be 
procnred from the Bureau of Education at Washington. 

Every requirement under the provisions of this bill to which I have 
just referred alters, adds to, or modifies the law of my State, and I 
suppose of many others. Many of the duties required of State officials 
by these provisions are unknown to the laws of the States. 

If this act is accepted, will it become operative by reason of the ac- 
ceptance, and impose duties by virtue of its provisions, upon State 
officials, or will it be necessary for the Legislature of the State accept- 
ing to impose upon those officers the duties prescribed by this act? 
In either case, whether these duties are imposed by virtue of the ac- 
ceptance of this act and under its provisions or by amendment of the 
State law, to this extent, by coercion or by inducement, the Federal 
Government has established its anthority in the ‘regulations and re- 
strictions’’ of the common-school system of the State. 

Its framers have recognized the irrepressible conflict between the 
two races by requiring the funds for their education to be kept sep- 
arate and distinct. In the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent this provision would require separate books and accounts to 
be kept, in which the items to be entered will be governed by the com- 
plexion of the pupil. 

The law being general, it affects States in which comparatively few 
colored people live, in order that Congress may declare by legislative 
enactment that in those States where the negro is located the line of 
demarkation between the races is so great that even the funds for their 
education should not be commingled. 

It refuses to throw open the doors of the school-house for the educa- 
tion of teachers unless before they enter its portals there is branded 
upon their foreheads the word pauper.” 

It revolutionizes the true principle upon which the common-school 
system rests, Supported by general taxation, any citizen should be 
permitted to receive its benefits who is willing to comply with its rules 
and regulations, regardless of the question of his pecuniary condition. 

The principle as to the admission of the pupil in the normal schools, 
announced in this bill, was the principle which destroyed the useful- 
ness of the public schools in the days of their early history and did 
more to retard their growth than all the other obstacles which the 


friends and advocates of education had to overcome. I hope, Mr. Pres- 
ident, never to see this doctrine established within the limits of the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent, for it is unjust and 
degrading in its tendencies and vicious in principle. 

Mr. President, the practical operation of the provisions of this bill, 
as I have intimated, will be to purchase the consent of the States to a 
partial surrender to the General Government of its common schools, 

Its distrust of the State anthorities, its onerous and distasteful re- 
quirements, are not its worst features. It is not satisfied that the agents 
of the Federal Government shall follow this fund into the State, stand 
guard over it while it is being distributed; and, upon the complaint of 
its ‘‘misappropriation’’ or a discrimination“ in its use by a disap- 
pointed, disgraced, or worthless scamp, the head of a me:e department 
of the Federal Government is empowered by its provisions to summon 
before him the State officials, with power to investigate and determine 
theState’s right to its apportionment. But, further than that, sir, the bill 
does not confine the Secretary of the Interior to an inquiry as to the 
distribution of the fund supplied from the Federal Treasury, but pro- 
vides that no State that does not distribute the moneys raised for com- 
mon-school purposes equally for the education of all the children, with- 
out distinction of race or color, shall be entitled to any of the benefits 
of this act.“ This is one of the conditions upon which the appropria- 
tion is made, and upon the Secretary of the Interior does the bill de- 
volve the duty of determining the fact whether the conditions upon 
which the acceptance was based have been observed by the State. 

To determine this, if complaint is made of any discrimination by 
reason of raee or colorin the distribution of the State funds it will be- 
come the duty of the Secretary of the Interior under this bill to in- 
vestigate and adjudge whether the State laws or the officials of the 
State, under whose administration the funds of the State have been dis- 
bursed, have violated the conditions upon which the appropriation has 
been made. 

On the 28th day of January I listened to an argument made in this 
Chamber upon the right of Congress to investigate a matter coming 
purely and absolutely within the jurisdiction of a State, and I could 
not but envy the ability, lucidity, and logical constitutional argument 
which swept every doubt from the question; and yet we find that this 
bill proposes to confer upon the bead of a Department, not upon even 
the representatives of the State and of the people, the authority to de- 
termine whether the money raised for common school purposes in the 
States has been by its laws or its officers distributed without distinc- 
tion of race or color. 

If Congress has not the power to investigate that question; if it is 
beyond its constitutional jurisdiction, will it be maintained by any Sen- 
ator upon this floor that the acceptance of this bill by the States will 
confer a jurisdiction not conferred by the written Constitution? Can 
consent give jurisdiction to the Federal Government, except where 
under the provisions of the Federal Constitution consent to the exer- 
cise of the Federal power is expressly required? If Congress can not 
obtain jurisdiction by the consent of the State, upon what constitutional 
authority is it that we delegate to the Secretary of the Interior the 
exercise of a power prohibited to the Federal Congress? 

Mr, President, has the genius of evil and discord in this century of 
our country’s life, even during the bitterest hours of reconstruction 
and hate, conceived so ingenious a plan as has been devised by this bill 
to furnish the material for political and sectional heartburnings or 
suggested so effectual a device to accomplish the overthrow and anni- 
hilation of our constitutional system? 

Second. Are the provisions of the bill under consideration which 
affect the distribution of the fund appropriated, first, between the States 
and, secondly, between the two races in the States, just and equitable? 

Mr. President, in considering this bill as it bears upon the questions 
suggested, I shall not limit my examination of its provisions to the 


determination whether it is just and equitable in its distribution of | W. 


this appropriation to a particular section or State. This bill in its 
operation affects every State and should be, if possible, as nearly equit- 
able to the several States as the circumstances which are claimed to 
justify its passage will admit. 

We, sir, have had suficient sectional legislation by Congress to satisfy 
the people of my State, and the fact that any particular measure may 
benefit my section of the country and injure another section would not 
be an inducement that would cause me to yield to it my approval. 

The provisions of this bill are unjust to one section and injurious to 
the other. They antagonize the very reasons suggested by its advo- 
cates for the necessity of its passage, especially when applied to its 
method of apportionment of the fund between the two races. ~ 

Consider, sir, first its plan of apportionment of the fund appropri- 
ated as between the States of the Union, and remember when apply- 
ing its method that the arguments for its passage rest upon the neces- 
sity of removing the illiteracy in the country. If such be the trae 
reason and that reason justifies its support, why is it that itis divided 
between the States ‘‘in that proportion which the whole number of 
persons in each, who, being of the age of ten years and over, can not 
write, bears to the whole number ofsuch persons in the United States 7 

This distributes the fund upon the basis of 6,214,180 illiterates, when 
the census shows that even if the bill had been passed in 1880 it would 


have reached but 2,032 833 illiterate persons who were under age. For 
what reason did its framers include in its basis of apportionment the 
4,181,347 of illiterates who could not be reached by its beneficence? 
Was it that by including the old and the young illiterates it appealed 
as a stronger inducement to those who represent the North and West 
to vote for its passage? If this was not the reason what justification 
can be given for this basis of apportionment? 

Under the provisions of the bill the Northern and Western States 
would receive $17,561,467 and the sixteen Southern States would re- 
ceive $58,428,332; but if distributed upon the basis of the illiterates 
under twenty-one years of age the Northern and Western States wonld 
receive but $10,560,775 and the sixteen Southern States would receive 
$66, 439,224, 

In the one case the apportionment would have been consistent with 
the reason given for its necessity; in the other case it is inconsistent 
and rests upon a basis that is supported neither by reason nor justice, 
The correctness of these figures is shown by the following table: 


I. II. 
r pe 
880: 
Minor in- ,,Quota of 
erates (per- the State or 
unable to | the foregoing Reta the foregoing 


write, lO or basis of is 
$77,000,000. | Write, 10 to 377, 000. 00. 


Census ot 

1880: Quota of 
States and Territories. IIliterates the State or 
- (persons | Territory, on 


more y 
years old). "an 
v b * 

Malve n 22,170 $274, 708. 81 5, 601 8212. 155. 65 
New Hampshire 14,202 177; 216. 30 3,527 133, 596, 32 
Vermont. 15, 837 196, 236, 2, 836 107, 422. 50 
Massachusetts 92. 980 1.152, 116. 61 9, 088 S44, 236. 83 
Rhode Island 24, 793 307, 210. 44 5, 43 191.019. 63 
Connecticut 28,424 352, 202.22 3,588 135, 906. 8 
219, 600 2, 721,066. 98 27,416 1, 467.99 
53,249 659, 809. 18 8,057 181.44 
228,014 2. 825, 324. 98 88,177 1, 446, 075.01 
131,547 1,683, 718. 21. 25, 079 949, 946.70 
63,7 789, 592. 67 11, 674 442, 189.79 
110, 761 1,372, 441, 26 24,879 942, 371.06 
55,558 688, 420.03 8,779 332, 532. 48 
= 145,397 1,801, 616.46 35, 644 1, 850, 129. 60 
ae 34,046 428, 060,02 6,132 232, 208. 90 
46,609 577,532, 54 B, 836 834, 69L 54 
11,528 142, 843. 63 3.211 121, 626, 81 
30,476) 489,147.72) 188 412,228.16 
Northern Division. . . 1,338,814 | 16, 589, 264. 87 | 238,450.| 9, 082, 050. 35 
19,414 240, 559.17 7 190, 034.79 
Maryland 134, 488 1,666, 442, 88 1, 286, 948. 80 
Virginia. 430, 352 5, 332, 498, 25 45, 008 5. 492, 638. 11 
West Virginia 85. 376 1,057, 895, 83 97 1, 230, 926. 99 
Kentucky 348, 392 4,316, 930. 63 5, 035, 183. 41 
North Carolina., 403.975 5, 749, 121. 87 6, 567, 544. 90 
Tennessee 410, 722 5, 089, 262, 62 6, 251, 754. 57 
South Ca: 369, 4,582, 702.26 5, 130,598. 53 
Georgia... 520,416 | $6, 448, 482, 66 $7, 628, 853. 43 
Alabama 433, 447 5, 370, S48. 45 6, 302, 738. 59 
Florida 80. 183 993, 548. 79 1,119, 110. 62 
1 373, 2M. 4, G24, 339. 33 5, 200, 204. 37 
issouri.. 208, 754 2. 586, 674. 03 2, 972, 418. 87 
Arkansas 202,015 2,503, 170, 97 3, 156, 615, 42 
Louisiana 318, 380 3.945, 051, 48 3, 968, 799. 21 
a 3. 920, 913. 78 4, 904, 768. 86 
7 58, 428, 532. 00 66, 439, 224. 47 
662,051.95 8,705 $29, 729.49 
91, 978. 52 2,132 80. 756. 26 
50,419. 04 624 23, 635, 98 
129,783, 50 2. 984 113, 028. 47 
72, 388. 30 1,659 62, $39. 89 
48, 18.86 904 87, 650, 90 
22,031.23 325 12, 310. 41 
109, 363.10 2, 923 110, 717.90 
21.151. 40 405 15, 340. 66 
59, 787. 08 1,157 43, 825. 05 
6, 889. 40 127 4, 810.53 
708, 220. 88 18,324 694, 079. 65 
1. 982, 203. 13 40. 359 1.828, 728. 18 


6,214,180 | 77. 000, 000. 00 2,032,833 77, 000, 000. 00 


e illlterate 10 yearsor more | 1 illiterate 10 to 20 years 
to 812.39 1018387888. old to $37.8781722973382. 


But, Mr. President, when we come to the examination of the basia 
of distribution of this fund when it reaches the State, its inconsistencies, 
unfairness, and inequalities are indeed glaring. 

This bill has been discussed for eight years in Congress, and urged 
with a pertinacity seldom equaled, upon the ground that it is the only 
remedy to overcome the illiteracy in the South, and especially the illit- 
eracy among the blacks. 

The representatives of that race have been appealed to in every form 
and been made to believe that it is a bill framed especially in their in- 
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terests. Petitions have been circulated, signed, and presented to Con- 


gress by members of that race urging its A few days ago a 
committee appointed by the National American League Con- 
vention, recently held in Chicago, presented to the Executive of this 
Government a petition in which the following language was used: 


We bavealso been instructed to tion the National Congress for the 
of the Blair educational bill, so that the illiterate classes of both races in the 
South may be enabled more DANY to discharge the duties of citizenship, 
since, et the present educati: system in the South, that end can never be 
attaine 


And yet, sir, if this bill is passed, as reported by the Committee on 
Education and Labor, how different will its practical operation be from 
that supposed by its enthusiastic colored supporters. 

When the fund reaches the States, the idea of illiteracy is absolutely 
lost sight of in the provision made for its distribution between the 
whites and blacks. The reasons given for its adoption have been for- 
gotten, and the distribution is decreed in this language: 

To be paid out for the support of such white and colored schools, respectively, 
in the proportion that the white and colored children between the ages of ten 
and twenty-one years, both inclusive, bear to each other. 

This is an apportionment on the basis of an equal distribution be- 
tween the children of the two races, between the ages of ten and 
twenty-one years, regardless of the per cent, of illiterates in either 
race between those ages and notwithstanding the division between the 
States on the basis of illiteracy in each, in proportion to that in the 
United States, the latter clause of the second section directly repudi- 
ating the reasons and the necessity for the passage of the bill assumed 
in the first clause of the section. 

The following table will develop the method of this distribution: 


TilMteracy between 
Tiliteracy 10 years io 85 Disbursements by 
of age and over. * gers rs of Blair bill to schools, 


White. | Colored. White. | colored, White. | Cotorea, 


Per cent. | Per cent. Per 
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cent, N 
Alabama . . 24.7 80.6 32.8 75. 57.8 42.2 
Arkansas 85 25.0 75.0 4.3 71.0 74.0 26.0 
Delaware 9.1 57.5 6.6 47.5 81.2 18.4 
Florida. 19.9 70.7 26.4 65.3 51.4 49.5 
Geo 0 22.9 81.6 29.7 77.3 50.8 49.1 
Kentucky 22.0 70.4 25.7 61.7 83.3 16.6 
Louisiana... 18,4 79.1 22.4 73.4 49.9 50.5 
Maryland... 8.1 59-6 5.9 46. 5 77.1 22.8 
Mississippi 16.3 75.2 22.4 68. 6 41.2 58.7 
10.5 53.9 12.3 41.8 93.0 6.9 
31.5 TIA 27.2 72.1 60.0 39.9 
21.9 78.5 28.2 73.0 37.4 62.1 
27.3 7L7 34.3 64.6 73.2 26.7 
15.3 75.4 21.3 70.5 73.3 26.7 
18.2 73.7 21.2 62.9 56.0 43.9 
18.3 55.0 19.9 39.7 96.3 3.6 


A summary of this table well illustrates the view I am seeking to 
present to the Senate. 


The average per cent. of illiterate colored children between the ages of 10 
REE DE WOES ES E EE AE inepecanp ein A A K EEEN ORSA 
The average percent. of illiterate white children between the ages of 10 
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The per cent. of excess of illiterate colored children between the ages of 
10 and 21 years over illiterate white children between the same ages is... 40. 0 

Although we find by this table that the colored illiteracy of school 
age as fixed by this bill is 40 per cent. in excess of the white illiteracy 
within the school age, yet under its provisions the average disbursements 
to the white schools of those States is 64 per cent. and the average dis- 
bursements to the colored schools of the same States is 36 per cent., 
showing an excess of disbursement to the white schools of 28 per cent. 

Mr. President, let us reduce this per cent. of disbursement to dol- 
Jars and cents. As I have stated, althongh the per cent. of illiteracy 
of the colored race of school age is 40 per cent. greater than the illiter- 
acy of the whites of the same age, yet out of the sam of $58,428,532 
received by the sixteen Southern States, there will be distributed to the 
white schools $37,394,260. 48 and to the colored schools $21,034,271.52, 
giving an excess to the white schools of $16,359,988. 96. 

If, however, the bill had carried out the views which its advocates 
maintained, and distributed this fund to those States on a relative basis 
of the illiteracy between the white and the colored children of school 
age, the colored schools would have received, out of the $58,428,522, 
$36, 809,975.16, and the white schools, $13, 438,562.36; excess to colored 
over white schools, $23,371,412.80; but under the method adopted by 
the bill these tables are reversed, and the white schools are given $16,- 
359,988.96 more than is given to the colored schools. 

Weare told, sir, with these facts staring us in the face, that this 
enormous appropriation of Federal money is to meet a great exigency 
that confronts us; that the dark cloud of illiteracy that hangs over our 
Southern States must be removed; that there is a moral obligation rest- 
ing upon the people of this country that demands the enactment of this 
law; that the danger arising from this source, and which even threatens 
republican institutions, calls upon the whole country, and especially 


upon the North and West, to make the sacrifice and assume the bur- 
dens which the provisions of this bill impose upon them, that an in- 
telligent constituency may be made the source of political power in 
this country; but, sir, when we come to analyze its provisions, to as- 
certain whether or not the purposes understood to be contemplated by 
those who have given it their support are fairly and equitably carried 
out by its terms, we are startled to learn the fact that of the |, 428,- 
522 received by the sixteen Southern States, even if that sum was 
equally distributed between the two races according to the basis of the 
illiteracy in each, there is given by its provisions $9,179,994.48 for the 
education, not of illiterates, but. to the white and colored children ot 
school age who in 1880 could read and write. 

Mr. President, for eight years this bill has been before the public in 
and out of season. The general doctrine of aid by the National Gov- 
ernment, under the peculiar circumstances supposed to surround us, 
has been sanctioned by many who believed it was the only remedy 

posed that could overcome the evils that threatened. The country 
> been of the opinion that the distribution of the fund set apart by 
its provisions was to be used fairly and honestly to remove the danger 
to our civil institutions. 

The people of this country should therefore understand the real ef- 
fect of the practical operation of its provisions, that is shown by the 
statistics that I have furnished, that one-sixth of the enormous sum 
given to the sixteen Southern States is given, not to overcome illiter- 
acy, but for the purpose of improving the facilities of the white and 
colored children of that section who to-day can read and write. 

Are the representatives from the North, and especially the represent- 
atives from those new States that have just been admitted into the 
Union, clothed with all the functions, powers, and responsibilities of 
sovereign States, ready to acquiesce in the methods of this distribution, 
which makes their States contribute so largely to the education, not 
of illiterates alone, in other sections of the country, but to those who 
can now read and write? 

Is the financial condition of those States so prosperous, the excess of 
wealth within their boundaries so great, that they can afford to with- 
draw large sums of money from the people of their States that could 
otherwise be used in building up their public institutions and meet- 
ing the requirements of a greatly increased demand upon their treasury 
by reason of their statehood ? 

Mr. President, the more you examine this bill the more unjust and 
inequitable are its provisions. States that have voluntarily burdened 
themselves by imposing upon their people high rates of taxation to es- 
tablish, foster, and maintain their common-school system are asked to 
consent to the passage of a bill by the National Government that will 
largely increase the burdens of taxation already borne, with a view of 
raising a general fund to be distributed by the National Government 
to States which have failed to exact from their own citizens anything 
like an equivalent in taxation for the support and development of their 
local schools, 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will observe that by the provisions of the 
bill, as he explains them, the money is so distributed as between the 
colors that the white children will get about twice as much as the 
colored children where there are about twice as many white children 
as there are colored children to be educated. Now the question I wish 
to ask the Senator is this: The money being in the State, does not the 
bill properly apply it so that it will reach the children in the schools 
to be educated, irrespective of those adults or others who may be illit- 
erate? Is it not the proper thing to do to supply the money, as this 
bill does, in such a way that the white child and the colored child to 
be educated each gets about the same amount of money? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In reply to the question of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I would state that the answer to it would be determined by 
the character of the argument brought before the Senate and the public 
justifying the passage of this bill. The Senator asks for the passage 
of this bill to remove illiteracy in those States, and yet when he gets 
inside the State he gives one-third more to the white children than he 
does to the colored children, although the percentage of illiteracy is 40 
per cent. greater among the colored than among the white children of 
the school age. Therefore, the provisions of the bill itself contradict 
the reasons and the argument for its passage. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator is mistaken. Will he allow me 
to explain at that point? i 

Mr. FAULKNER, No, I can not allow the Senator to explain. If 
he wishes to correct me, he can reply, as I have no doubt he will do, 
during the course of the discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator evidently misunderstands the provisions 
of the bill, and I suppose, perhaps, as this is a discussion to arrive at 
the merits of the question, where manifest errors occur, that he would 
be willing they should be corrected. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Ofcourse, I understand there isa vast difference 
between the views of the Senator from New Hampshire and my own. 
I understand the provisions of this bill very differently from the way 
the Senator presented them to the Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. I will not interrupt the Senator. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam satisfied that any lawyer who will take this 
bill and follow my argument through will find that every position I 
have taken to-day, based upon its provisions, is a true and just conclu- 
sion from the very language of the bill itself. 

Compare the rate of taxation imposed by the States that will con- 
tribute the largest amounts to this general fund, and receive from it the 
smallest dividends for the support of their schools, with the rate of 
taxation imposed by the States that will receive the largest proportion 
under the provisions of this bill. 


TABLE 12,—Showing the amount of school revenue derived from different 
sources per capita of population 6 to 14 and of average attendance, mainly. 
Sor 188788. 


in each of the five grand divisions, per capita of population, received 
by the States for the purposes of common-school education: 


North Atlantic Division 


Average for the whole United States. . . .. .. . . . . ee an sese 10.36 


This is further illustrated, sir, in the revenue received per capita of 
average attendance in those five divisions, which is as follows: 
North Atlantic Division... 8 0 
South Atlantie Division. 
South Central Division 
North Central Division . 
Western Division 
Average for whole United 


Revenue per capita of 


Revenue per capita of 
population 6 to l4. 


average attendance. 


2. p g 2 $ are classed are more than two-thirdsless than paid by the North Atlantic 
8 2 913 33 and Western Divisions and almost two-thirds less than paid by the 
State or Territory. 335 343 22 3 |North Central Division, these sections that have contributed so largely 
52 3 5 | Es 5 | of their means to the support of their own schools are called upon to 
25| 3 E 2 2 = | add to their burdens of taxation for the purpose of contributing, not 
az 8 5 8 8.5 © | only to remove the illiteracy in the other two divisions, but to assist in 
. 8 8 8 £2 8 the education of those of both races that can read and write. 
fe E |e |e |i È The classification of the amounts that will be received by the States 
AFET eati in these five grand divisions under the terms of this bill will present 
1 2 3 4 more conclusively its unjust and inequitable method of distribution 
when taken in connection with the tables to which I have heretofore 
x : referred, and which show the amount of local taxation now imposed 
ee bie tics 20 $3.54) $6.57 upon the several States in these divisions: 
-31| 9.0 2. NORTH ATLANTIC DIVISION. 
-4j 0) 9.64 — 
— 22 14.50 
1.82 2.19 12.23 
-04 3.91) 11. 
New Jersey a .57| 6.29) 4.57 
Pennsylvania 1 
South tere Division: ol nie n 
2 2.58 5.4 .74| 85 5.40 
0610. 82 10. 82 015.09 
90 2 ia 55 0 K 19 SOUTH ATLANTIC DIVISION. 
1 3 25 
9 1.28 9.72) 9.07 2.16 
39 4 4. 0 a. a2, 23 
Kentucky a.. -07| 2.58 h1.38 4.91 Carolina. 
peera e 2.08) e 1.50 Some 
109 15 2 2.3) Florida ... 
E % e e cel LA Aoo iF 
1,69 3.47 2.90 5.94 5⁰ 
or 1.14 2.37 0 . 88 . 31 
2.59 11.90) 41| 3,14 56 
4.40 2.8 53 L. St 
1.82 12.83) 1.21 1.93) -63 
0 10.28 2.50 2.67 
2.47 8.84 (d) 73. 81 94 
4 25 arm 
1.84 6.27 91 1.86 — PFC ERARE Ae asss. 29, 770, 517. 
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ISION, 


North Atlantic Division 1. % 8 1 $ . f 8 
South Atlantic Division. . ; i f í i Ss : 8 


8 72, 338. 30 

South Central Division .. =) 0. 
North Central Division 5 13.01 1.17 5 1 
Western Division m... 16.05 1.47 22, 031. 23 
+ United States m . 58 2.20 6. 99) -56| 61% 3.34] 10 8 E oer 85 
662, 051. 95 

a These statistics are for 1888 N. h Including subscriptions, 

8 Thess statisties are foe 18596 1 Siate oon rtionment Toal nah e 1.992, 468. 04 
Uni ates appropriation, j as reported. We require that the States in the Western Division, that will receive 

d Included in State taxes, Average attendance estimated. ; 18 bi 0 : 
PJVCCCVVCCVF rks Tectia ee + | in the apportionment made by this bill but $1,922,466.04 and will pay 
si fan dsan d paleso 1 5 nts vad. g see rom gee 7 fines . made by the distinguished Senator from Kansas 
ese statistics are for 1887. n In g only the States r. PLUMB 000,000, although they are taxed $20.98 per capita of 
g r population for the support of their schools, shall contribute $2,000,000 


in excess of what they receive from this national fund, to be distributed 


Summarizing, this table shows the aggregate revenue from all sources | in States that are paying but from $3.67 to$4.29 per capita of popula- 
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tion for the support of their own schools, and for what ? That 
inci eased facilities may be given, not only, sir, to the illiterates of those 
States, but to those who are now capable of reading and writing. 

Vermit me in this connection to call the attention of Senators to the 
reasoning by that remarkable man, a native of my county, a chief-jus- 
tice of the supreme court of Kentucky, and subsequently a Representa- 
tive and Senator from the State of Tennessee, Felix Grundy, in his re- 
port made to the Senate January 31, 1840, on a bill to divide the pro- 
ceeds of lands among the States. The views expressed by him are so 
sound in principle and so applicable to the bill now before the Senate 
that no apology should be necessury for the time that may be consumed 
in reading a brief extract from the report. He said: 

Your committee can not but look with distrust and apprehension upon every 
scheme calculated to disturb the balance of power as constitutionally and prac- 
tically adjusted between the State and General Government, Each State re- 
served to itself in the formation of the Constitution an unrestricted power of tax- 
ation, competent to supply them with the means of executing all their consti- 
tutional powers. 

At the same time the power of taxation was conferred upon the General Gov- 
ernment merely as a means of enabling it to execute its few delegated powers. 
So far the system has worked well, and yrs arrearage has provided for itself. 
Why sball we not permit them to travel q ly on in the paths of safety and 
peace’ Is there any danger in the beaten track or any certain good to be ob- 
tained by departing from it? Whether taxes are laid by the States or by the 
United States, they are still taxes on the people; whether the States or the United 
States be in debt, it is still the debt of the people. To throw the burden from 
one sovereignty upon another will not pay the debt, nor detract from its op- 
pressiveness upon the people. except so far as it may produce the unjust result 
of compelling one part of the people to pay the debts of another. ir it roduce 
the further effectof lessening the responsibility of the representative to his con- 
stituency, in the contracting of debts and laying of taxes, it should for that rea- 
son alone be opposed by every friend of republican government. 


Mr. President, a comparison of taxation between the State that I in 
part represent and some of the other Southern States that will receive 
such large contributions will fully illustrate the injustice resulting to 
the people of West Virginia in imposing upon them an additional bur- 
den to that which they are now carrying for the support of their com- 


mon schools: 
Assessed value | School-tax 
of property. disbursed, 
— $163, 863, 088 


` $1,234, 578 
. 339, 342, 1,558, 
210, 035, 453 700, 000 
82, 600, 976 484,110 
214, 000, 000 ” 808 
211, 925, 751 514, 270 


This table, Mr. President, discloses the fact that the people of West 
Virginia are taxing themselves heavily, in comparison with the other 
States named, for the support of their common schools, and yet under 
this bill her people would have to bear in proportion to her population 
the same amount of taxes per capita to raise this general fund (in ad- 
dition to the payment of her own school tax) as either one of the States 
named, as two-thirds must be raised from indirect taxation. 

Virginia, having more than double in value of property, at the same 
rate of taxation imposed by the State of West Virginia would dis- 
burse over $2,400,000 instead of $1,558,353. 

North Carolina, having one-third more assessable property, would 
disburse at the same rate 81, 600. 000 instead of $700,000. 

Alabama, having almost one-third more assessed property, would dis- 
tribute over $1,500,000 instead of $712,808. 

Louisiana, having almost one-third more assessable property, would 
disburse over $1,500,000 instead of $504,270; and Florida, with one- 
half of the assessed property, would distribute over $600,0U0 instead 
of $484,000. 

With these facts staring me in the face, Iam asked with apparent 
seriousness to agree, by my approval of this bill, to increase, or at least 
continue, the present high rate of Federal taxation upon the people of 
my State to furnish funds to aid in the education of citizens of other 
States equally as prosperous, who are taxing themselves one-third and 
one-half less than the people of West Virginia for the support of their 
local schools. 

We, sir, have as heavy a burden to bear in the form of taxation in 
the present condition of the agricultural products of the country as 
the peoplecan stand, and by my vote I will not assist in strengthening 
the position of those who are seeking to increase rather than reduce 
taxation. 

Is it just or right, even if the Federal Government had the power, 
that it should demand of the people of Dakota, who, if accounts be 
true, are in portions of it suffering for the absolute necessities of life, 
that they shall be taxed to supply a fand to be distributed for the edu- 
cation of children who live beneath the genial rays of a Southern sun, 
surrounded by all the evidences of a material and industrial develop- 
ment seldom if ever equaled, even in this vast empire of marvelous 
wealth and prosperity? 

Is it justor right to demand that the poorly compensated mechanics 
and laborers of Massachusetts and Rhode Island, who pay the highest 
rent and buy the necessaries of life at the highest price, shall be forced 


by Federal Jaw to contribute to the education of children of a section 
of the country in which they do not reside, when they are paying to 
their own State governments for the education and support of their 
own children per capita of population in Massachusetts $24.35 and 
in Rhode Island $17.38; and that the poorly paid, ill fed, and badly 
housed miners of Pennsylvania, described by John Jarrett before the 
Senate Committee on Labor and Capital as in a most pitiable and 
miserable condition, shall be taxed $3,150,795 in excess of the amount 
the State will receive from the fund, according toits apportionment, to 
contribute additional facilities for the education of the children of our 
beautiful Southland, whose path in life is bordered by the rose and 
the jessamine, who walk beneath the spreading branches of its ever- 
green oak, who can pluck from its shelter the golden orange, and where 
perennial summer smiles upon the husbandman while he cultivates 
its fertile soil that annually yields a product of $850,000,000, whose 
territory is filled with the black diamonds of commerce and the iron 
nuggets which yield to the active and aggressive energy of her people 
golden streams of plenty? . 

The self-respect and self-reliance of her people, that noble pride and 
heroic fortitude that has ever characterized tuem, so beautifully illus- 
trated in the manner in which they bore themselves in the days of their 
adversity, should now in the hour of their prosperity cause her people 
to repudiate the attitude in which this bill places them of demanding 
alms at the hands of the General Government, and quie ly acquiescing 
in the claims made by the advocates of this charity that their States 
are unable to perform the duties and obligations devolving upon them 
by reason of their sovereignty; for we should not forget the principle 
upon which all governmental structure rests, that the obligations of 
the States and the people thereof are mutual, that the admission of 
the inability of the State to perform its duties to its citizens, in fact as 
it will in practice, relieves the citizens of that sense of obligation rest- 
ing upon them to maintain and support the State. 

For myself, sir, I am not prepared to make this admission on behalf 
and in the name of the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent. 

Third. Is it the part of wisdom and patriotic statesmanship that the 
National Government should embark upon this boundless sea of un- 
limited and unrestrained legislation ? 

Mr. President, when the return of the census of 1880 developed the 
extent of the illiteracy embraced within the former slave-holding States, 
the public mind was aroused to the condition of the country and di- 
rected to the evils which must necessarily follow such an amount of 
ignorance ted within onesection of our territory. Some were so 
alarmed at its extent that they feared that the political and civil in- 
stitutions of those States would be overthrown and their onward march 
would be marked by chaos and misrule instead of by law and order. 

Negro suffrage had been decreed and put into full operation. The 
slave of a few years before had been vested with all the civil and polit- 
ical rights of an American citizen. Bad and evil-designing white men, 
taking advantage of the mass of ignorance concentrated in those States, 
consolidated this race, by appeals to its ignorance, cupidity, and super- 
stition, into an organization that could be wielded with absolute unity. 
This state of affairs forced the superior and more intelligent race to 
surrender all minor differences, that all its different sentiments and 
elements might be united for the purpose of the preservation of their 
liberties and their property and that their civilization might be main- 
tained in its full integrity; thence rose the contest of races. 

This condition of affairs, in the opinion of many in other sections of 
the country, affected not only the States in which it was located, but, 
under our Federal system, involved, perhaps, the balance of power in the 
Federal Congress and in the Electoral College. 

Political philanthropists, and those who had but little confidence in 
the results which must necessarily follow, when a refined, cultured, 
and intelligent race, brave and vigorous, educated to contend for su- 
premacy, came in contact with a debased, ignorant, and unambitious 
race, who knew nothing of its past history trom which it could draw 
inspiration for the future, besieged Congress to apply a panacea that 
would remove the present and future evils surrounding this problem, 
by opening the doors of the Federal Treasury, that the gold, extracted 
by onerous taxation from the laborer, the mechanic, the miner, the lum- 
berman, and from the citizen in every walk of life, might be poured 
into those States and the threatened danger be averted. 

But, Mr. President, the remedy suggested falls tar short of the evil 
threatened. Those who propose it and who support it seem to have 
forgotten that the same census which developed its extent demon- 
strated the fact that if the appropriation had been passed in 1830 it 
would only have reached 1,754,024 illiterate persons of school age, in 
what is known as the sixteen Southern States, out of an aggregate 
number who could not write amounting to 4,715,295, showing at that 
time that 2,961,371 illiterates above the school age could not haye been 
benefited in any way by this appropriation. 

The statistics of the census of 188i) the illiterates in the country, of 
persons under twenty-one years of age, furnish but a slight pretext 
for the demand upon the Federal Treasury for the appropriation of 
$79,000, 000. 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1655 


We find that the number of illiterates under age was 2,032,595, di- | TABLE 4.—Average daily attendance, in common schools, mainly for 
1887—88, compared with the same for the preceding year, with the total 
population, with the population 5 to 14, with the enroliment, and with 
the teaching force—Continued. 


vided as follows: White, 962,617; blacks, 1,070,978, making about 4 
per cent, of the whole population, and that out of a population of 18,- 
507,324 in the sixteen Southern States the number of illiterates under 
age was 1,754,024, or about 9.04 per cent. of the population. 

Ten years have passed since then, and children of eleven years of age 
when this census was taken are now beyond the reach of assistance 
by any appropriation that could be made, 

The material and industrial condition of those States is entirely 
changed; their public-school systems are now upon a firm foundation 
and in process of rapid development. Will the census of 1890 show 
any such condition of illiteracy in those States? We believe that it 
will not. 

To prove to the Senate that this answer is not given without reflec- 
tion and examination, bear with me while I present the statistics of 
the present condition of the school system of this country, and espe- 
cially of the Southern States. ] 

We ascertain from the recent report from the Bureau of Education 
that the increase of school population has been 2.20 per cent., the in- 
crease in the enrollment 2 per cent., and the increase in the average 
daily attendance 2.62 per cent., which shows a greater increase in the 
daily attendance throughout the whole country than the rate of in- 
crease of school population. 

The number of pupils attending on an average for every 100 enrolled 
increased from 60.30 per cent. in 1876 and 1877 to 64.13 per cent. in 
186 and 1887, and to 65.70 per cent. in 1888 and 1889. 

The details of this increase by States will more fully be shown by 
the following table: 


TABLE 4.—Average daily attendance in common schools, mainly for 
188788, compared with the same for the preceding year, with the total 
population, with the population 6 to 14, with the enrollment, and with the 
teaching force. 
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This table further shows the average of daily attendance to each 100 
of population in the United States to be 13.20 per cent., and it makes 
comparison between the five divisions as follows. I desire to call the 
attention of Senators to this table because it shows beyond question 
that the South, so far as education is concerned, is equal to most of the 
other sections of this country in supplying the facilities for education. 
This 8 the per cent. of enrollment, that is, the daily attendance at 
school: 


North Atlantic Division.. 
South Atlantic Division 
South Central Division 
North Central Division 
Western Division ..... rae . mp | 


It should be remembered in comparing the percentage of daily at- 
tendance to the 100 of population that some of the States in the divis- 
ions, other than those in which the Southern States are classed, pro- 
vide for compulsory education, which would necessarily increase the 
per cent. of attendance. With this advantage, however, the attend- 
ance in the North Atlantic Division is bnt 1.19 per cent. greater than 
that in the South Atlantic Division, and the attendance in the South 
Atlantic Division is 1.61 per cent. greater than that in the Western Di- 
vision, x 

Mr, BLAIR. Is that actual attendance? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is what I stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. Your claim is that they are not enrolled. The trouble 
is that they do not attend school at all. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is not as to enrollment, it is as to population 
that Iam speaking now. This tableshows the average attendance as to 
population, not as enrollment. This table fully sustains the position 
I have taken and develops the gratifying fact that the Southern States 
are keeping fully abreast with other sections of the country in the inter- 
est that all are manifesting in the support which they are giving to the 
common-school system. 

Mr. President, is it the part of wisdom or conservative statesman- 
ship for the representatives of the people in Congress to interfera 
through unconstitutional legislation with the steady growth and evi- 
dent prosperity which the Report of the Commissioner of Education 
shows now characterize the common schools in every section of our 
country? 

Nothing, in my judgment, would tend to so greatly retard the ex- 
pansion and impair the usefulness of the common-school system now 
established in the States as the appropriations made by this bill. 

Experience has shown that the most successful system of common 
schools is that based upon local taxation, The nearer you bring tha 
people in contact with its daily operations, to that extent do you in- 
crease their interest and enlist their sympathies. Annually or bien- 
nially they gather together in their townships or districts, consult as 
to its necessities, discuss its defects, and advise with each other as to 
the remedies to be applied; and the responsibility for its usefulness in 
the development of the mental and moral faculties of their children 
they realize rests npon them, and they appreciate more highly its valuo 
because of the fact that they understand its workings more thoroughly. 

The philosophy illustrated by Table 12 is simple and easily under- 
stood. It proves that he who imposes a charge upon himself volun- 
tarily, after mature consideration of the necessity that will justify tho 
burden imposed, will feel a deeper interest in the result of the expendi- 
ture than one who has placed within his hands, by another, without 
effort or sacrifice on his part, the means to accomplish the end desired. 

This view does not depend alone upon statistics, Able educators 
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in our country have fully indorsed it. General C. S. Armstrong, who 
atfirst favored the passage of this bill, commenting upon it, says: 

From our own standpoint we can say nothing stronger than that, in the midst 
of ourstruggie to secure from charity the means to support the Hampton School, 
we would not accept aid from State or people were it offered on the plan of the 
Blair bill, being conscious that in the end it would do us more harm than good. 
For here it is not mainly education that we seck to give, but education through 
self-help. Take out the self-help, and the rest is not worth much. A ply e 
Blair bill to the Southern school system, and it will check the growth of the best 
thing in Southern life, the effort of the people to educate themselves. One-third 
of the Southern children of school age have to-day probably no chance for edu- 
— be aye years ago almost none had it; twenty years hence I believe all 
wi ve it. 


Professor William De W. Hyde, of Bowdoin College, Maine, says: 

A sound and permanentschool system must rest on the interest, the convic- 
tion, and the self-sacrifice of the local community. Federal aid would destroy 
these roots, from which a permanent system of common-school education must 
draw its life. 

Edwin P. Seaver, superintendent of the public schools of Boston, 
says: 

Lastly, [believe the ultimate result of national aid to education will bea parali 
ysisof local effort. This point has been ably argued from time to time in the 
editorial colamns of the Evening Post, and I need not take the space to sum- 
marize what has been there so well said. The argument from experience is 
broadly drawn and can hardly be answered. The inevitable effect of such a 
measure must be just what = ex * jane to 83 from 5 omens of 
paternal government, namely, a position on the part of the people to lean on 
the Government, to look to it for the aid they had much better provide for them- 
selves, and to stand still in fancied helplessness when paternal help is denied or 
withdrawn. Whatever reason of this kind exists for not giving Federal aid to 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, or New Hampshire equally forbids giving it to 
South Carolina, Louisiana, and Texas. 

Albert J. Russell, superintendent of the schools of the State of Florida, 
says: 

lam sure that it the National Government sends money into the States, es- 
pecially the Southern States, most woful results will be experienced. We 
don't want to pauperize our people in the vital channel of their education, An 
education that does not lift the boy up to a manly, self-reliant readiness for the 
conflicts of life is no education at all. 

Superintendent Cooper, of Texas, in discussing this view of the ques- 
tion, says: 

But, apart from the constitutional question, I believe that the Blair bill, if it 

uld become a law, would impede the progress of popular education in the 
South. Ofthe p which has been made in the last decade and which is still 
being made, In: say little; for all who have given any attention to this matter 
know how wonderful it has n, The Southern States bave never been in so 
a condition educationally as they are at present. The growth is normal, 
ealthy, and strong. Interest in the education of the masses is greater than it 
has ever been. Opponents of public schools have been converted or silenced. 
In the mean time the spirit of self-help has grown apace with the rapid indus- 
trial development, which is almost universal. ‘This spirit of self-help is the life- 
blood of any sound educational system either in the individual, or the school, 
or the State; and this spirit grows by exercise. Many school districts are sup- 
plementing State aid by local taxation. In a few years all will do so if the peo- 
ple are not led to look away from themselves to the Federal Treasury for the 
support of the schools, The Southern States are much better able to carry on 
and develop efficient systems of public schools now than they were to inaugu- 
rate them twenty years ago. Why may we not reasonably expect them to do so? 


These are some few of the utterances of the leading minds of our 
country, who have devoted considerable thought to this bill. There 
seems to be a consensus of opinion that its operation would be injurious 
rather than beneficial. But, Mr. President, some of its advocates seem 
to entertain the impression that the enormous sums paid into the 
States would be used to extend the school term. My examination of 
this question does not justify any such hope; but, even should I be 
wrong, the fund distributed in my State would extend the term but 
eleven days in the year. 

ience has, however, shown that such is not the case, and that 
the general fund in the hands of the State authorities for the purpose 
of distribution among the districts is looked upon as in aid of local 
taxation, which is thereforce reduced in proportion as this fund in- 
creases. The reason is apparent to any one who understands the prac- 
tical workings of the school system. 

In cities or large towns in almostall the States, there is no necessity 
for the extension of the term. In the rnral districts, the farmers meet 
together, consult as to the length of term they are willing that their 
children should be taken from the work of the farm, and after ascer- 
taining the amount of distribution to their district from the general 
State fund and the expenses for the length of term they have decided 
upon, they levy upon their property a sufficient amount to discharge 
the difference between the sum received from the State and the ex- 

attending the term. 

I have availed myself of the statistics from the State of West Vir- 
ginia to sustain the opinion which I have expressed, and an examina- 
tion of these will show that as the State fund increased local taxation 
decreased, and vice versa. 


Expended . $691, 863, 00 
Amount of State fund included in abo 218, 208. 00 
Amount raised by local taxation ....., .....s0csceseereree 3 473. 655. 00 

1885, 
Amount of State fund included in above 164, 009. 00 
Amount raised by local taxation . . . . . . f, 071.00 


1886. 
Expended — — AS, 3 wee 8735, 089. 00 
Amount of State fund included in above . 367,727.00 
Amount raised by local taxation . .. . .. e 1 3267, 802. 00 

1837, 
r A A AE NEVON TAE SEA 1, 070, 48L 00 
Amount of State fund included in above... . 889,421.00 
Amount raised hy local taxation. . .. . . 681,060.00 

1888. 
Expended . . . S . 1,132, 309. 00 
Amount of State fund included in above . 377,327.00 
Amount raised by local taxation. . 3 fone 754. 982. 00 


The people of that State increased their taxation in two years by 
local taxation to $400,000, showing that it was not the amount of funds 
received from the State that controlled the matter, but the length or 
the term they could afford to have their children go to school and were 
willing to pay for that term. 

Again, Mr. President, the provision of this bill which so unmis- 
takably draws the color line” is not only objectionable because it 
evinces a distrust of the fairness and justness of the people of the South, 
a distrust which is absolutely unwarranted by their past conduct in 
their relation to the colored people, as they have uniformly given to 
them equal facilities with the whites; but it introduces, so far at least 
as my State is concerned, a new principle in the administration of the 
school funds and theschool laws. The Democratic party has controlled 
the State government of West Virginia since 1872, but that party has 
never deemed it proper or necessary to ascertain the complexion of the 
child before making distribution of its school fund. 

It is true they require separate schools, but that was done in the 
interest of both races, of the schools, and of American civilization. 
Here, sir, under the laws of my State, the distinction between the races 
ends. 

If this distinction is to be preserved, it strikes me there is a fatal de- 
fect in the bill. It fails to determine what d in the shade of the 
complexion, made by the hand of the Almighty, shall bring the child 
under the enumeration of colored children.“ 

I may be in error in speaking of this as a defect, at least a fatal defect, 
for even if it be an omission, under the general clause that gives power to 
the Secretary of the Interior to vicars rules and regulations“ in 
the administration of this law, the subject could be provided for by him. 

Mr. President, Iam confident that the country is gradually awaken- 
ing to the danger which threatens our common-school system by the 

e of this bill, and is beginning to realize that instead of its be- 
ing, as the Senator from New Hampshire designated it when the bill 
was first reached on the Calendar, a new Declaration of Independ- 
ence,’’ it realizes that it would be a national declaration on the part of 
Congress of antagonism to the common schools and would invite fric- 
tion and discord between the sections. 

The South 1s arousing to the danger which threatens it by its pas- 
sage, and, with a fuller understanding of the principles on which it 
rests, is withdrawing its suppor tandSspurning the tempting bribe. 
It understands that the precedent established by this bill will in fut- 
ure years be relied upon to justify the assertion of Federal jurisdic- 
tion and supremacy over any and all of the domestic institutions of 
the States. 

If this bill should become a law, no question or doubt would remain 
that the Hamiltonian theory of our Government bad been approved 
and established by a majority in Congress as the true construction 
of the Constitution. His disciples who maintain that interpretation of 
our fundamental law” which overrides every limitation and restric- 
tion in the written Constitution, by giving to the general welfare“ 
clause a construction that annuls all limitations and repeals all re- 
strictions, may rejoice in the hope that the two bodies of Congress will 
approve this bill. ° 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me say a word for the much-abused Hamil- 
tonians. There is not on record one of them who ever dreamed that 
the Federal Government should control the common schools. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose not. But the conservative and patri- 
otic citizen who has been taught to believe that it is to the interest, 
not only of the whole country, but of each particular section, that the 
constitutional principles which now hold in harmonious relation 60,- 
000,000 of American citizens should be preserved in all their original 
purity will feel that a dangerous precedent has been established, which, 
if followed, would undermine the very foundations of our Government. 

Mr. President, there are some facts connected with the consideration 
of this bill which are the subject of sincere congratulation to those who 
entertain the views which I have expressed, and none are more worthy 
to be held up for the approval of the American people than the action 
of the States of Kentucky, Arkansas, Texas, atid Georgia in spurning 
the effort to purchase the self-respect of their people and the induce- 
ments offered to surrender the principles of the Constitution in consid- 
eration of the payment to them of large sums from the Federal Treasury. 

Kentucky, under the provisions of this bill, would receive the sum of 
$4,316,930; Arkansas, the sum of $2,503,170, and Texas, the sum of 
$3,920,913. Some years ago each had approved the bill, but to-day 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1657 


their Senators stand instructed and their Representatives requested to 
vote against its passage. \ 

The State of Georgia, that would receive $6,448, 482, the largest dis- 
tribution to any State in the Union, recently ‘‘indefinitely postponed ”’ 
a resolution approving the principles of this bill. The Memphis Ava- 
lanche, in referring to this action, expresses the opinion that the in- 
definite postponement’? by the Georgia Legislature of the resolution 
to indorse the Blair bill at last closes the discussion of that impossi- 
ble measure in the South. It should do so, sir, when four States, that 
would receive $17,185,515 under the provisions of this bill—an amount 
equal to what the entire North and West would receive—have, through 
their Legislatures, rejected its provisions, in the interest of education 
and self-government. 

The history of legislation in reference to the common-school system 
in Georgia illustrates the evils to the South which have resulted from 
the pendency of this bill. At first favorable to its adoption, it neg- 
lected to make proper appropriation for its schools, but when her people 
were aroused to assert their independence they at once passed a law 
doubling the school term and providing the money necessary to meet 
the increased expenditure, 

The following extract from one of the most faithful and persistent 
advocates of this bill in the North, and one of the last to desert it, 
fully reflects the general sentiments in that section of the secular and 
religious papers upon the question of expediency involved in its passage: 

{From the Christian Union.] 

As our readers know, we have earnestly advocated the fundamental princi- 
ples which underlie this bill. We still believe that it is in every way constitu- 
tional for the nation to provide for public education in the States; that it would 
have been good statesmanship to have done so at the close of the war; that the 
Republican pariy was, asa party, guilty of inexcusable folly in not following 
the leadership of its t statesmen and making appropriations for this pur- 
pose; that if it had done so, ona liberal scale, and had accompanied this policy 
with an active Republican campaign in the Southern States, it would now have 
a eer — constituency in the South, and probably a majority in several of the 
Southern States; that to have done this would have been both shrewd politics 
and wise statesmanship. 

But itis also ohr judgment that the time has passed when this could be done. 
To-day the Republican party could not such a measure in the House of 
Representatives; the party itself is still divi in sentiment on the question; 
the best friends of the colored race are not agreed in urging or even in affirm- 
ing it; the Southern statesmen—to say nothing of her politicians—and her best 
journals are either lukewarm in support or vigorous in opposition; such aid can 
no longer be conf asa boon, but must be forced by a party triumph on a 
reluctant South, if it is furnished at all; and the measure has into bad 
company, and is urged quite as much as a means of blood-letting as of light- 
giving, quite as much to reduce the surplus as to increase education. Under 
these circumstances, in spite of Mr. Mayo's statistics and in spite of our unal- 
terable conviction that public education is and ought to be a national, nota 
merely local, problem, we reiterate the opinion we expressed a week or two ago, 
that the opportunity for this act of generosity has „and that aid to South- 
— 50 17 5 on must be furnished in other ways than by Congressional appro- 
priations, 


Mr. HAWLEY. From what source is the Senator quoting? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Christian Union. The New York Evening 
Post of September 16, 1889, a paper that has done as much, if not more 
than any other, to warn the country against the evils that would result 
from the approval of the principles embodied in this bill, in referring to 
the action of the Georgia Legislature, said: 

The action of the Georgia Legislature, conclusively demonstrating as it does 
that the South does net need Federal aid for her schools, can not fail to swell 
the rising tide of popularsentiment against the Blair bill throughout the country. 
An exceedingly careful examination of the Republican papers has failed to dis- 
cover any journal exceptthe New York Press which longer advocates the pas- 
sage of that anges ty seme ay ner and even the Press will hardly have the assur- 
ance to go on telling the Southern States that they are too poor to raise any 
more money for schools themselves, and consequently must bave help from 
Washington, when Southern Legislatures are passing bills which double the 
amount of appropriations for schools and the length of the school year. 

The editor of the Milwaukee Sentinel, one of the mostinfluential Republican 
newspapers in the West, was evidently right when he recently declared, after 
having spent considerable time in the South, and thus made a personal study of 
its educational system with special reference to this question, that the South is 
becoming rich and is abundantly able to support an efficient primary-school sys- 
tem ;” that “in this respect it is already doing very well;” and that, while the 
adult illiterates, white and black, are numerous, they are past help, but that 
“no Southern State needs outside aid to maintain schools for its children.“ In 
view of these premises there is no resisting his conclusion that “there is now 
absolutely no good reason for the passage of such a bill as the Blair bill,” and 
that the Blair bill is an unwise and mischievous measure, and ought to be 
promptly killed.” 

Mr. President, let us follow the suggestion of the editor of the Mil- 
waukee Sentinel, and contrast the financial and industrial condition of 
the South when this bill was first introduced with its condition to-day, 
and see whether we can reach the conclusion arrived at by him through 
personal observation in that section, that no Southern State needs 
outside aid to maintain schools for its children.” 

The growth and development of the South within the last eight or 
nine years has been marvelous. No section of our country has sur- 

and none has equaledit. The energies of her poe have been 
wonderfully aroused; despondency and discouragement have yielded 
to courage and hope; the depression that followed a gigantic civil con- 
vulsion, in which systems, values, and institutions were swept away 
in the twinkling of an eye, has been succeeded by a vigorous and ag- 
gressive forward movement in the effort of her people to build up their 
“waste places. The South to-day, sir, isa ized competitor in 
the rave for material and industrial prosperity with every other section 
of this Union. 


The value of her agricultural products, the development of her great 
mineral wealth, the enlargement of her manufacturing interests, and 
the expansion of her industrial system are unparalleled in this or any 
other country. 

Mr. President, I have perfect faith and absolute confidence in the 
present and the future of the South, As a Southern man, represent- 
ing in part a Southern State, I, for one, desire to say to the represent- 
atives of those great States of the North and Northwest that I do not 
intend that the active, energetic, and enterprising people of the State 
of West Virginia shall be held up before the American people clothed 
in rags, crying their poverty, shame, and humiliation. 

If the Constitution did not prohibit, the sentiments of justice would 
at least demand that the distressed farmers of Dakota, the miners of 
Colorado and Nevada, whose lives are passed in the bowels of their 
snow-capped mountains, and the lumbermen of the Northwest, whose 
earnings are the wages of hardship and sacrifice, shall not be called 
upon to contribute to the education of the children of my State. 

I shall avai) myself of the statistics collected by the Manufacturers’ 
Record, one of the ablest and most reliable journals of that classin the 
country, and from othersources, toshow to the Senate the financial, 
material, and industrial condition of the South to-day, 

Sir, in 1880 the assessed value of the fourteen Southern States, which 
does not include Missouri and Delaware, was $2,913,436,095. In 1889 
it was $4,220,166,400, an increase in nine years of $1,306,729,927. 

In 1880 the production of pig-iron in nine of those States was 397,- 
301 net tons, and in 1888 it was 1,132,835 net tons, ən increase in eight 
years of 735,557 net tons. 

The output of coal in 1880 in nine of those States was 6,049,471 tons, 
which in 1888 rose to 18,001,207 tons, an increase in eight years of 11,- 
951,799 tons. 

In its manufacturing interests its development has been equally as 
remarkable, which is evidenced by the increase of its cotton spin- 
dles, and looms. 


Year, Mills, | Spindles, | Looms. 


161|  667,854| 14,3833 
855 | 2,035,268 | 45,001 


Its foundries, furnaces, rolling-mills, and other manufactories have 
kept pace with the rapid increase of its cotton-mills, yielding an annual 
product of $675,332, 000. 

Its agricultural products show as wonderful an increase in value as 
in their diversity, The cotton crop in 1880 was 5,761,252 bales, valued 
at $313,696,452; in 1889, 7,250,000 bales were raised, valued at $390,- 
000,000. 

Her corn, wheat, and oats in 1880 amounted to 1,929,354,110 bushels 
and in 1888 to 2,473,227,000 bushels, an increase of 46 per cent., when 
for the same time the increase of the country, other than the Southern 
States, amounted to only 28 per cent. 

The value of its live stock was, in 1880, $391,412,254; 1889, $569,- 
161,550; an increase of $177,749,296. 

In the extension of her railroad mileage the South has not been idle. 
In 1880 the mileage within her limits was 20,562; it 1889 it was 40,250. 

The evidence of her business and commercial growth is shown in the 
large increase of her financial facilities. Her national banks numbered 
in 1880 220, with a capital of $45,597,730, and in 1889 472, with a 
capital of $76,454,510. - 

This, Mr. President, is a condensed, but accurate, statistical state- 
ment of the wonderful growth and marvelous development of that sec- 
tion of our country. Who can point to equal results in any other sec- 
tion having no greater population than that contained in the Southern 
States? 

Can you regard and treat a section that represents within its bound- 
aries such wealth and prosperity as a mendicant, whose deplorable 
condition appeals to the generous impulses which find a lodgment in 
the heart of every true American? No sir; the South can not afford, 
in my judgment, whatever may be the opinion of its representatives 
who more directly represent its interests, to announce to the world its 
inability to provide for the education of 1,200,000 illiterates. It can 


not afford, nor can any section of the country afford, to indorse the 


principles that would be recognized in the passage of this bill. 

The issue of slavery and the assertion of the right by a State to with- 
draw from the Federal compact were referred to the arbitrament of 
war and were determined adversely to those views on the 9th of April, 
1865; but, sir, no issue involved in that terrible conflict, no amendment 
adopted to the Constitution has affected or overthrown those vital con- 
stitutional principles opon which our dual form of government rests. 

Within the sphere of their legitimate action, the States to-day are 
clothed with all the functions and powers reserved to them by the 
fathers of the Republic when they framed this constitutional compact. 
One of those functions and powers, recognized by all writers upon con- 
stitutional law and almost by a consensus of opinion even by the publie 
men of to-day, is the right to establish, support, and regulate the com- 
mon-school systems within the limits of their borders. The surrender 


An r aaa he Na 


LTA 


* 


f 
A 
4 
si 
a 


k 
` 
4 
9 
É 
1 
l 


1658 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


- FEBRUARY 24, 


of a part of that control in consideration of the payment a large sum 
from the Treasury of the General Government admits the constitutional 
power of Congress to exercise supreme control over the entire system. 

Necessity is no justification for the passage of an unconstitutional 
measure. Appeals of sympathy should meet with no response in in- 
fluencing legislation unwarranted by the Constitution. The larger the 
pecuniary inducement offered to induce a departure from the clear pro- 
visions of the ‘‘organic law“ the more promptly and decisively should 
the tempting offer be repudiated. 

In the language of that distinguished citizen from New Hampshire, 
pennen by him when exercising the high and exalted functions of the 

ecutive of this Republic— 

If the time shall ever arrive when, for an object appealing however strongly 
to our sympath: the dignity of the States shall bow to the dictation of Con- 
gress, by contorming their legislation thereto, when the power, and majesty, 
and honor of those who created shall become subordinate to the thing of their 
creation, I but feebly utter my apprehensions when I express my firm convic- 
tion that we shall see “the beginning of the end.“ 

Such was the opinion of one who had drank deep from the fountain 
of correct constitutional construction, who felt the grave responsibilities 
of his then official position, and who announced to his countrymen 
those patriotic sentiments which all should approve and appland, 

Believing, Mr. President, this bill to be unconstitutional in its pur- 
pores, unfair and inequitable in its method of distribution, unwise and 
hurtful in the policy inaugurated by it, I would appeal to all sections 
of our common country to unite in defeating its passage, and especially 
would I urge the South to 

Turn from the glittering bribe thy scornful eye, 
Nor sell for se what gold could never buy. 

Mr. COKE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Texas yield to me for a mo- 
tion to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. COKE. Iyield with the understanding that I shall have the 
floor to-morrow. 

Mr, BLAIR. I desire to ask the Senator from Texas to yield to me 
for one moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Texas yield to the 
Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. à 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to put on record now certain tables of the 
Commissioner of Education which show what I understand to be the 
facts bearing upon the enrollment and attendance in the Southern 
States to which the Senator from West Virginia was alluding when I 
interrupted him. It will not occupy five minutes, and then Iwill give 
way to the Senator from Texas. 

I have published in my remarks many of the most recent tables, the 
tables given in the last report of the Commissioner, and upon this mat- 
ter the Commissioner says, in introducing the tables: 

In relation to the ci cumstance, shown in the bureau’s report of 1856-87. pages 
£9-92, thut the school attendance in the South bas vastly increased during the last 
decade, it may be remarked that this is a fact that can not be gainsaid: The 
school attendance has been increasing much faster than the schoo! population. 
But there are other circumstances that must be taken into consideration in de- 
termining how much the South is in need of aid from without, These are: 

1. The school attendance in the South is promising only when compared with 
what it has been, When compared with what it should be the prospect is very 
unpromising indeed. Great numbers of children are growing up without any 
instruction whatever. This is an impressive fact, which is fully established by 
the bureau’s reports. 

Then the Commissioner goes on to say: d 

The individual Southern States mostly tell the same story. With all the prog- 
ress that has been mude in public education, armies of children are wing 
up to swell the ranks of the illiterate. This assertion is well . the 
facts given in Tables 1 and 3, following. 

The Senate will find most of these tables in the RECORD of date of 
February 20. In regard to the matter of enrollment, which was the 
direct point raised, the North Atlantic Division has 110 to each 100 of 
population from six to fourteen years of age; the South Atlantic Divis- 
ion, 91; the South Central Division, 78; the North Central Division, 119; 
and the Western Division, 104. Those are the proportions, and will be 
fonnd on page 1473 of the RECORD. With regard to them the Com- 
missioner says: 

Not only are there multitudes of children who are growing up in ignorance 
8 the period of attendance of those who do go to school is lamentably 

f. The average number of days the publie schools of each State were kept 
is given in the following table. z 

Then the summary of that table shows that in the North Atlantic 
Division the number of days was 156 out of the year. in the South At- 
lantic Division it was 95 days out of the year, in the South Central 
Division 88 days, in the North Central Division 137 days, and in the 
Western Division 139. 

These tables can be found by those who choose to consult them. 

There were various other observations the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia made which I desired to correct as he went along, but he did not 
wish to be interrupted, and he had a right to decline to be. However, 
I wish to suggest that this taxation can not be divided, as the Senator 
undertook to divide it and as it has been divided in former speeches 
upon the floor, as though it were a direct tax. The money in the coffers 
of the United States is not derived, so much from New Hampshire, so 
much from Dakota, so much from New York, according to population, 


but it comes from the tariff. It comes upon luxuries, and scarcely 
comes upon the poot people of the country at all; so that the miners in 
Pennsylvania pay nothing of the money which is distributed under the 
provisions of this bill for the education of the children of the poor. It 
is a coercion of the funds of the rich in their application to the children 
of the poor. 

Georgia has not reversed her instructions to her Senators to vote for 
this bill, and both are for it. Neither has South Carolina. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia was in error in that regard and in several other 
matters which I would correct, but I do not wish to take the time now. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Texas yields to me to make a mo- 
tion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
which I now do. j 

Mr. COKE. I yield with the understanding that I am to have the 
floor to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish that the Senator from Tennessee would with- 
hold his motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business 
until I can say something in the form of a notice. 

Mr. HARRIS, Certainly. If the Senator from Connecticut wants 
to give a notice I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr, PLATT. I wish to say I do not desire to-day to insist that the 
discussion of the educational bill shall proceed further; I am willing 
that the Senate shall indulge the Senator from Texas so that he may 
make his speech to-morrow morning; but this bill has held its place 
as unfinished business since the 3d of February, and I shall insist after 
to-day that the bill when taken up shall be discussed and its considera- 
tion continued during every available hour when the Senate shall sit, 
until a vote can be reached upon it. It ought not to block the way of 
the important business which is now on the Calendar and seeking for} 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before submitting the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee for au executive session, the Chair will lay before 
the Senate several messages from the President of the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

FLATHEAD INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following m 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith s communication of the 18th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting a copy of a report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and accompanying item for insertion in the bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, which makes 
provision for further compensation of Henry B. Carrington, special agent ap- 
pointed under the act of March 2, 1489, to provide for the sale of lands patented 
to certain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, and 
for other purposes,” to secure the consent of the Indians thereto and appraise 
the lands and improvements thereof; for an appropriation to remove the In- 
dians whose lands have been sold to the Jocko reseryation, and for additionai 
legislation considered necessary to complete this matter as suggested by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

55 also transmit a copy of the report of Special Agent Carrington, and its in- 
osures. 

The matter is presented for the early consideration of Congress. 

BENJ. HARRISON, 

ExECUTIVE MASSION, February 24, 1800. 

REMOVAL OF INDIANS ON PAPAGO RESERVATION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a communication of 18th instant from the Secre! of 
the Interior, submitting copy of a report from the Commissioner on Indian 


Affairs, inclosing, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill authorizing _ 


the removal of the Indians of the Papago or Gila Bend reservation, in Maricopa 
County, Arizona ‘Territory, to the Papago indian reservation in Pima County, 
in said Territory, or to the Pimaand Maricopa Indian reservations, commonly 
known asthe Gila River and Salt River Indian reservations, respectively, in 
said Territory, and for other purposes. 
The matter is presented for the early consideration and action of Congress, 
i BENJ. HA ON. 


Executive Mansion, February 24, 1890. : 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. FRYE. Lask for an order that the reports and bill in the ease 
of the adjustment of the indebtedness of the Pacific railroads may be 
reprinted. The first print is entirely exhausted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘That order will be made, in the absence 
of objection. 

HALL’S AUTOMOBILE TORPEDOES, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Task to have printed for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs a paper relating to the bill making an appro- 
priation for the construction of Hall’s automobile torpedoes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, That order wiil be made, if there be no 
objection. ; 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. Irenew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Tennessee moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 28 minutes p. m.) 
= e adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 25, 1890, at 

oi m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 24, 1890. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. — 

Albert F. Price, of North Dakota, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of North Dakota, as provided by section 21, chapter 180, 
laws 1889, volume 25, United States Statutes at Large. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Joseph A. Wingfield, of Virginia, to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Virginia. 

The nomination of Frank W. Winston to the above-named office, 
8 was delivered to the Senate on the 12th instant, is hereby with- 

wn. 


1 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 21, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 


John R. Wolfe, to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county of Richland 
and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 24, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. GEorGe ELLIOTT, 
D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, February 21, was read 
and approved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question 
of privilege. I present the credentials of Hon. John E. Reybarn, a 
member-elect from the Fourth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
elected to fill the unexpired term of Mr. William D. Kelley, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The credentials will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 
In the name and by the authority of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania: 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 

I do hereby certify that by the provisions of the forty-second section of an act 
of the General Assembly ofthis Commonwealth, entitled Anact relating to the 
elections of this Commonwealth,” approved the 2d day of July, A. D. 1839, 
it is made the duty of the governor, when the returns of any special election 
for a member of the House of Representatives of the United States shall be re- 
ceived by the secretary of the Commonwealth, to declare by proclamation the 
name of the person elected and also to transmit the returns so made to the 
House of Representatives of the United States, 

1 do further certify that the attached returns of the special election held on 
Tuesday, the 18th day of February, A. D. 1890, in the Fourth Con onal dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, com of the Fifteenth, Twenty-first, Twenty-fourth, 
Twenty-seventh, Twenty-eighth, Twenty-ninth, 3 and Thirty- 
fourth wards of the city of Philadelphia, for a member of the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States to fill the vacancy caused by the death of the Hon. 
William D. Kelley, are the full, correct, and true copy of the orixinal returns of 
said election, as filed in the office of the secretary of the Commonwealth; and 
by said returns of said special election it appears that John E. Reyburn has been 
duly elected to supply the vacancy aforesaid caused by the death of the said 
Hon. William D. Kelley. 

And I do further certify that, as uired by the act of the General Assembly 
heretofore recited, 1 did, on the 22d day of February. A. D. 1890, issue my proc- 
lamation declaring the election of the said John E. Reyburn, a copy of which 
proclamation is hereto attached. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto 3 hand and caused the great seal 
of the State to be affixed at Harrisburg this day of February, in the year of 
our Lord 1890 and of the Commonwealth the one hundred and fourteenth. 

[SEAL] JAMES A. BEAVER, 


By the governor: 
CHARLES W. STONE, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth, 
PENNSYLVANIA, 88: 
{seat} JAMES A. BEAVER. 


In the name and by the authority of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, James 
A. Beaver, governor of the said Commonwealth. 
A PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas in and by the forty-second section of an act of the General Assembly 
of this Commonwealth, entitled “An act relating to the elections of this Com- 
monwealth,“ approved the 2d day of Faly; in the year of our Lord 1839, it is 
provided that when the returns of any special election for a member of the House 
of Representatives of the United States shall be received by the secretary of 
the Commonwealth the governor shall declare by proclamation the name of 
the peu elected; and 

Whereas the returns of a special election held in the Fourth Congressional 
district of this Commonwealth, composed of the Fifteenth, Twenty-first, Twenty- 
fourth, Twenty-seventh, 8 Twenty-ninth, Thirty-second, and 
Thirty-fourth wards of the city of Thiladelphia, on Tuesday, the 18th day of 
February, A. D. 1890, under the authority of a writ issued in conformity with 
the provisions of the Constitution of the United States and the above-recited 
act of the General Assembly of this Commonwealth have been received by the 
secretary of the Commonwealth; and 


Whereas it appears from said returns that John E. Reyburn was duly elected 
to serve as a Representative of the people of this Commonwealth in the House 
of Representatives of the United States. to fill the vacancy in the Fifty-first Con- 

ss occasioned by the death of William P. Kelley: 

Now, therefore, I, James K. Beaver, zovernor as aforesaid, do issue this my 
1 1 ee and declaring that the said John E. Reyburn 

as been duly elected, at a special election held in the Fourth Congressional 
district above mentioned, a Representative of the people of this Commonwealth 
in the House of Representatives in the Fiftv-first Congress of the United States, 
to supply the vacancy eauséd by the death of the said William D. Kelley. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the State at Harrisburg this 
22d day of February, in the year of our Lord 1890, and of the Commonwealth 
the one hundred and fourteenth, 

CHARLES W. STONE, 


By the governor. 
Secre ary of the Commonwealth, 


OFFICE oF THE SECRETARY OF THE COMMONWEALTH, 
Harrisburg, Pa., Februury 22, A. D. 1890. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 88: 
I do hereby certify that the foregoing proclamation is a full, true, and correct 
copy of the original, filed and remaining of record in this office, 
n 8 whereof I hereuntoset my hand and caused the great seal of the 
State to be affixed the day and year above written. 
La. CHARLES W. STONE, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth, 


General return made to judges of the court of common —— nf votes polled in the city 
of Philadelphia at an clection held 22201 city on Tuesday, February 18, 1890. 


Congress — Unexpired term of Hon. William D, 
elley, deceased, 


Wards, 


John E. William M. 
Reyburn. Ayres. 


William H. Robert 
bleston.| Thompson. 


4,499 3,336 
2,171 1,835 
" 3, 2,439 
Twenty-seventh ward... 2,975 1,206 
Twenty-eighth ward. . 3.144 2,209 
Twenty-ninth ward. 4, 222 2. 621 
Thirty-second ward.. . 2, 694 1,772 
Thirty-fourth ward 1,824 1,655 
N 
Certified: 
D. NEWLIN FELL, 
M, ARNOLD, 
a HENRY rep 
Attest: 


EDW. L. FISS, 
ROBT. M. SCOTT, 
Clerks, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE COMMONWEALTH, 
Harrisburg, Pu., February 22, A, D. 1800. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 38; 


I do hereby certify that the foregoing return of the special election held on 
Tuesday, the 18th day of February, A. D. 1890, in the Fourth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania is a full, true, and correct copy of the original return 
of said election as filed and remaining of record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal 
of the State to be affixed, the day and year above written. 

[SEAL] CHARLES W. STONE, 

Secretary of the Commonwealth, 

Mr. Reyburn then presented himself before the Speaker’s desk, es- 
corted by Mr.O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, and was duly qualified by tak- 
ing the oath prescribed by law. 

WORLD'S FAIR. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution under which the 
House is to act to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thulasy and Friday. February 20 and 21, after the approval 
of the Journal, be set aside for general debate on bills H. R. 6843. and . and 
that the vote be taken on Monday, February 24, in the manner prescribed by 


the resolution submitted with the committee's report, unless the House shall 
have determined by vote that a world’s fair shall not be held. 


‘The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the second resolution, 
being the resolution contained in the report of the Select Committee on 
the World’s Fair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on the day following the close of the debate upon the bills re- 
ported by this committee, 5 after the reading of the Journal, the 
Clerk shall call the roll of members, and that as each member's name is called 
he shall indicate, viva voce, his choice of the place for holding the world’s fair of 
1892. Ifno place receives a majority of the votes cast on the first ballot, the 
roll-call l be repeated until some one place shall have received a majority 
of all the votes cast, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this matter 
whether it is the purpose of the committee to give the House an oppor- 
tunity to vote upon the question whether there shall be a world’s fair 
or not. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not think it is in the power of the 
committee to do that, the House having passed upon the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There were two resolutions agreed to by the House, 
one of them contemplating the contingency that the House might de- 
termine not to have a world’s fair at all. 

The SPEAKER. But the House has not so determined. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. That is true; but the House has had no opportunity 
to vote upon the question at all. 

The SPEAKER. Very true. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Chair hold it is not possible for us to take 


a vote npon that question? 
The SPEAKER, 


The Chair thinks so. 


The Chair thinks the situ- 


ation is apparent. . The Clerk will now call the roll and each member, 
as his name is called, will respond, giving the name of the city which 
is his choice as the place for holding the fair. 
Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called, and each member responding indicated his choice, 


as follows: z 
CHICAGO—114. 
Adams, Craig, Kennedy, 
Allen, Mich. Crain, Kerr, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa, Cey, 
Barwig, Cuteheon, La Follette, 
Belknap, Dalzell, Lawler, 
Boothman, Davidson, Laws, 
Brewer, Dolliver, Lind 
Brickner, rsey, Martin, Ind. 
Brookshire, Dult. nell, Iason 
Browne, T. M. Evans, McClellan, 
Bullock, wart, McCord, 
Burrows, Fithian,’ McCreary, 
Burton, Flick, McKenna, 
Butterworth, Funston, McKinley, 
Bynum 8 Morey, 
Caldwell, Morrow, 
Cannon, Gifford, Outhwaite, 
Ca Grosvenor, Owen, Ind. 
Caswell, Hansbrough, rreit, 
Cheadle, augen, Payson, 
Cheatham, Hayes, Pendleton, 
Chipman. Haynes, rkins, 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Il]. Peters, 
Clunie, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, 
ees eee post 
nger, 1 ugsley, 
Connell, Hitt, Y, 
Cooper, Ohio Hopkins, Rowell, 
wiles, Kelley, Scranton, 
NEW YORK—72. 
Andrew, Dingley, McAdoo, 
Baker, unphy, 1 
Barnes. Elliott, McCormick, 
Beckwith, 1 iles, 
Belden, Fitch, Moffitt, 
Bingham, Flood, Moore, N. H. 
Blount, Flower, Mutchler, 
Boutelle, Fowler, Nute, 
us, Geissenhainer, Osborne, 
Brunner, Herbert, Payne, 
Buckalew, Ketcham, Penington, 
Campbell, Knapp, Perry, 
Carlton. Laidlaw, Quackenbush, 
Clancy, Lansing, Quinn, 
Covert, Ibach, Raines, 
Cummings, Lester, Ga. Rockwell, 
De Lano, Lodge, Russell, 
Dibble, Magner, Sawyer, 
ST. LOUIS—61. 
Abbott, Dockery, MeMillin, 
Anderson, Miss, Ellis, McRae, 
land, Enloe, Mills, 
Boatner, Forman, Montgomery, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Frank, Morrill, 
Brown, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, 
Candler, Ga, Grimes, Norton, 
Carlisle, are, tes, 
Caruth, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind. 
Catchings, Heard, Peel, 
Cate Holman, Pierce, 
Clarke, Ala. Kinsey, Price, 
Clements, ne, Richardson, 
9 wis, Rogers, 
isp, ansur, yers, 
Culberson, Tex. Martin, Tex. Stockdale, 
WASHINGTON —56, 
Alderson, Compton, Lanham, 
Atkinson, Da: $ . 
Bankhead, De Haven, Lester, Va. 
Banks, Edmunds, ish, 
Bartine, Finley, McClammy, 
Bayne, Gibson, MoCo. 
Bergen, Green Milliken 
Blanchard, Grout, Moore, Tex. 
Bowden, er, organ, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hemphill, Morse, 
Brower, Henderson, N. C. O’Ferrall, 
Browne, Va. Hooker, O'Neil, Mass, 
Buchanan, Va. Houk, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bunn, Kerr, Pa. Owens, Ohio 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Allen, Miss. Coleman, O'Donnell, 
Arnold, Cooper, Ind. Paynter, 
B Cothran, Phelan, 
Bi Darlington, Randall, Pa, 
Buchanan, N. J. orney, Reed, Iowa 
Candler, Mass. Hall, Rife, 
Cogswell, re, Sanford, 


Shively, 
Smith, III. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider. 
Spooner, 
Springer, 


nec 
ompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans. 
Van Schaick, 
Walker, Mass, 


Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Wh 


n, Wash. 
Yoder, 


5 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Turner, N.Y. 


Willcox, 
Wright, 
Yardley, 

The Speaker. 


Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 


Turpin, 
Vandever, 


Wade, 
Labonte Mo. 

ashington, 
Wike, 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo, 
Wise. 


Stewart, Tex. 
Stockbridge, 
Stump, 
Tucker, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Seney, 
Skinner, 
Swencey, 
Whitthorne, 


Wilber, 
Williams, III. 


The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions until further notice: 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. FORNEY, 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. COTHRAN. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr.-WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, and Mr. PAYNTER were announced as 
paired on all political questions, including contested-election cases, un- 
til farther notice. 

Mr. Buiss and Mr. Biads, on all political questions and the world’s 
fair question. If not paired Mr, BLiss would vote for Chicago and Mr. 
Biaas for St. Louis. 

Mr. O'DONNELL and Mr. KILGORE, after to-day, on all political 
questions until further notice, and on the world’s fair question. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, and Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, until fur- 
ther notice, on the world’s fair question. If not paired Mr. COOPER 
would vote for Chicago and Mr. WILLIAMS for St. Louis. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will recapitulate the names of mem- 
bers voting. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the names be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will conduce to accuracy to 
have the names recapitulated. 

The Clerk read the names. 

Mr. WIKE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague Mr. WILLIAMS is detained 
at home by sickness. If present he would vote for St. Louis. 

Mr. BREWER. My colleague Mr. BLIss is paired with the gentle- 
man from California [Mr.B1aGs]. If present he would vote for Chicago, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that when the result of the vote 
is announced there will be no expression of applause either in the gal- 
leries or on the floor. The number of votes cast is 303, of which 152 
would be a majority. Chicago has received 114 votes; New York, 72; 
St. Louis, 61; and Washington, 56. No place having received a ma- 
jority of all the votes cast, the Clerk will again call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the vote was as follows: 


CHICAGO—121L. 
Adams. Craig, Kerr, lowa Shively, 
Alderson, Crain, Smith, III. 
Allen, Mich Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Smith, W. Va. 
Anderson, Kans, Cutcheon, wler, Smyser, - 
rwig. Dalzell. ws, Snider, 
Belknap, Davidson, Lind, Spooner, 
Boothman, Dolliver, Martin, Ind, Springer, 
Brewer, rsey, ason. Stephenson, 
Brickner, Dunnel, McClellan, Struble, 
Brookshire, Evans, rd, Sweney 
Browne, T. Ewart, McCreary, Taylor, ‘m. 
Bullock, Fithian, McKenna, Taylor, Tenn 
Burrows, Flick, McKinley, Taylor, 
Burton, Funston, Morey, Taylor, J. D. 
Butterworth, Gear, Morrow, Thomas, 
Bynum Gest, Outhwaite, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Gifford, Owen, Ind, Townsend, Colo, 
non, Grosvenor, Parrett, Townsend, Pa. 
Carter, Hall, Payson, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hansbrough, Pendleton, Van Schaick, 
Cheadle, Haugen, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cheatham, Hayes, Peters, Watson, 
Chipman, Haynes, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich 
Clark, Wis, Henderson, III. Post, hiting, 
Clunie, Henderson, lowa Pugsley, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Y, Williams, Ohio, 
Comstock, Hill, Reed, Iowa, ilson, Wash. 
Conger, Hitt, Rockwell, Yoder. 
Connell, Hopkins, Rowell, 
Cooper, Ohio Kelley, Scranton, 
Cowles, Kennedy, Seney, 
NEW YORK—8. 
Andrew, Dingley, Magner, Sawyer, 
Baker, Dunphy, McAdoo, Sherman, 
Barn Edmun McCarthy, Simonds, 
Beckwith, Elliott, McCormick, Spinola, 
Belden, Ferganas Miles, Btallnecker, 
Bergen, Fite Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 
Bingham, Flood, Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Blount, Flower, Morse, Tillman, 
Boutelle, Fowler, Mutchler, y, 
Brosius, Geissenhainer, Nute, Turner, N.Y, 
Brunner, Greenhalge, O'Neill, Pa, Venable, 
Buckalew, Harmer, Osborne, Wallace, Mass. 
unn. Henderson, N, ©. Payne, Wallace, N. Y. 
Campbell, erbert, Penington, Wheeler, Ala, 
Carlton, Ketcham, x Wiley, 
Clancy, 2 g Quackenbush, Wilkinson, 
Covert, Laidlaw, uinn, Willcox, 
Crisp, Lansing, ines, Wright, 
Cummings, Lehlbach, Rowland, Yardicy, . 
De Lano, Lester, Ga. Russell, The Speaker, 
Dibble, Lodge, Sanford, 
ST. LOUIS—59, 
Abbott, Dockery, Martin, Tex, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss, Ellis, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Bland, Enloe, McRae, Stone, Ky, 
Boatner, Forman, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
HoR AEN Ark. Frank, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Goodnight, Mo X Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, Niedringhaus, 9 
Carlisle, are, Norton, Wade, 
te, Hatch, Oates, Walker, Mo. 
Caruth, Heard, O' Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Catchings, Holman, Peel, Wike, 
Clarke, Kinsey, Pierce, Wilson, Ky. 
Clements, Lane, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Lewis, Richardson, Wise. 
Culberson, Tex, “ Rogers, 
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WASHINGTON —46. 
Atkinson, Maish, Robertson, 
Bankhead, De Haven, McClammy, Rusk, 
Banks, Finley, M Scull, 
Bartine, Gibson, Milliken. Skinner, 
Blanchard, Grou Moore, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
5 dze; K 3 ill, 8 N 3 Tex. 
Breekir KR. ooker, 2 erral dge, 
Brower, Houk O'Neil, Mass, mp, 
Browne, Va. Kerr, Pa. 88 Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Lanham, ndall, Mass, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coleman, Lee, Reilly, 
Compton, Lester, Va. Reyburn, 

NOT VOTING—21. 
Allen, Miss, Candler, Mass, O'Donnell, Whitthorne, 
Arnold, Cooper, Ind Paynter, Wilber, 
Bayne, Cothran, Phelan, Williams, III. 
Biggs, Darlington, Randall, Pa, 

liss, Forney, Rife, 

Buchanan, N.J. Kilgore, Turner, Kans, 


Mr. KILGORE (before the result of the vote was announced). Iam 
paired with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. O'DONNELL], who de- 
sires the record to show that if he were present he would vote for 
Chicago,” 

The SPEAKER. On this call, the total number of votes cast is 309, 
of which 155 is a majority. Chicago has received 121, New York 83, 
St. Louis 59, Washington 46; and no place having received a majority 
of all the votes cast, the Clerk will again Desy to call the roll. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 233) for the erection of a public building at Danbury, Conn. ; 

A bill (S. 234) for the erection of a public building at Waterbury, 


nn. ; 
AN (S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 
Va; 
A bill (S. 506) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; 
A bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio; 
A bill (S. 593) for the erection of a public building at Emporia, Kans. ; 
A bill (S. 595) for the erection of a public building at Salina, Kans. ; 
A bill (S. 977) for the erection of a publie building at New London, 


Conn. ; 
A bill (S. 1357) to provide for the erection of a publie building in 
the city of Annapolis, Md.; 
A bill (8. 2349) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Kansas City, in the State of Missouri; 
A bill (S. 2402) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Allegheny, in the State of Penn- 
Ivania; 
RF bill (S. 2403) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 


tion of a public building thereon at Beaver Falls, in the State of Penn- 


lvania; 

A bill (S. 2406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. 1873) authorizing the Brazos Terminal Railway Company 
to construct a bridge across the Brazos River in the State of Texas; 

A bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 


` building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas,” 


approved July 19, 1888; 

A bill (S. 2900) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of site 
and the erection of a public building at Omaha, Nebr. ; 

A bill (S. 1263) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other offices, in 
San Francisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 1266) for an extension of appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building 
authorized by act of Congress, approved June 30, 1886, to be erected at 
El Paso, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 1477) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Sacramento, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 2038) for remodeling and repairing the apparatus for the 
heating, ventilation, and sewerage of the United States court-house in 
the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 491) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park; 

A bill (S. 280) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company, of the District of Columbia, which 
became a law August 10, A. D. 1888; 

A bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington 
parish, District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in the 
city of Washington, District aforesaid; 

A bill (S. 308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of Michigan and Indiana; 
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A bill (S. 1373) for the incorporation of St. Rose’s Industrial School, 
in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 2237) providing for the maintenance of discipline among 
customs officers; 

A bill 8 258) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co.; 


A bill (S. 582) for the relief of Marian F. Haynie; 

A bill (S. 636) for the relief of L. A. Davis; 

A bill (S. 739) for the relief of Mrs. E. Trask; 

A bill (S. 727) for the relief of J. A. Towle; 

A bill (8. 862) for the relief of John W. Gummo; 

A bill (S. 882) for the relief of the sureties of George W. Hook, de- 


2 

A bill (S. 1545) for the relief of Edwin De Leon; 

A bill (S. 2222) for the relief of William C. Dodge 

A bill (8. ar granting a pension to George W. Padgett; 

A bill (S, 441) granting a pension to Broadus G. Roberts; 

A bill (S. 776) granting a pension to John K. Evans; 

A bill 8 778) granting a pension to William Church; 

A bill (S. 779) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of James 
Dixon, d ; 

A bill 8 270 granting a pension to John Black; 

A bill (S. 812) granting a pension to Robert A. Bride or McBride; 

A bill (S. 1073) providing a pension for Matilda C. King; 

A bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White, a volunteer 
army nurse; 

A bill (S. 1222) granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling; 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Kate H. Taylor; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting permission to officers and enlisted 
men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the badges 
adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of the Revo- 
lution, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following resolu- 
tion, in which concurrence was requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the frie] 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the proceedings and fi 
act of the International Marine Conference and the report thereon by the United 
States delegates printed and bound at the Congressional Printing Office, and 
that in addition to the usual number there shall be 2,000 extra copies for the use 
of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; for the use of 
the Department of State, 1,300; for the use of the Treasury Department 600; 
and for the use of the Navy Department 500 copies. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President was received, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had 
approved and signed acts of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 3834) for the maintenance of the Marion Branch of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for the year ending 
June 30, 1890; 

An act (H. R. 3298) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamers Trenton and Vandalia and the stranding of the 
United States steamer Nipsic, at Apia, Samoan Islands; and 

An act (H. R. 24) to constitute Albany, N. Y., a port of immediate 
transportation. 

PROPOSED WORLD'S FAIR. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the roll-call. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS.. Inasmuch as no public business is transacted of 
which the House has any knowledge, except the receipt of reports of 
bills passed by the Senate and messages from the President, I make 
the point of order thatin future weshould have such order on the floor 
that we may know at least what is being reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has doubtless witnessed the some- 
what vigorous efforts of the Chair to preserve order. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. We have had about forty bills presented a moment 
ago, and not a word could be heard on the floor as to what they were; 
and there is also a message from the President, the substance of which 
the House can have no knowledge, owing to the confusion. I hope 
8 some order will be preserved, so that we may know what we are 

oing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts the House will listen to the appeal 
of the gentleman from Arkansas and be in order. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 

The roll was again called with the following results: 


CHICAGO—127, 
Adams, Burton, Conger, Evans, 
Alderson, Butterworth, Connell, Finley, 
Allen, Mich. Bynum, Cooper, In Fithian, 
Anderson, Kans, Caldwell, Cooper, Ohio Flick, 
Bartine, Cannon, Cowles, Funston, 
Barwig, Carter, Craig, ear, 
Belknap, Caswell, in, * 
Boothman, Cheadle, Culbertson, Pa, Gifford, 
Brewer, Cheatham, Cuteheon, Grosvenor, 
Brickner, Chipman Dalzell. 1. 
Brookshire, Clark, Wis, Davidson, Hansbrough, 
Browne, T. M. Ciunie, Dolliver, augen. 
Bullock, Cogswell, Dorsey, Hayes, 
Burrows, Comstock, Dunnell, Haynes, 


** 


C 


Henderson, III. MoOreary, Reed, Iowa Taylor, J. D. 
Henderson, Iowa McKenna, Rockwell, 

Hermann, McKinley, Rowell, To 

Hill, mo! Scull, Townsend, Pa. 
Hitt, Morrill, Seney, ‘Turner, 

ed Hele Morrow, Shively, in, 
Kelley, O'Neil, Smith, III Vandever, 
Kennedy, Outhwaite, Smith, W. Va. an Schaick, 
Kerr, lowa Owen, Ind. Smyser, Walker, Mass. 
Lacey, rrett, Snider, Watson, 

ê, Payson, Spooner, Wheeler, Mich, 
Lawler, Pendleton, Springer, Whiting, 
Laws, Perkins, Stephenson, Wickham, 
Lind, Peters, Struble, Wiliams, Snr 
Martin, Ind. Pickler, Sweney, Wilson, K. 

nso Post, Taylor, III. Wilson, Wash, 
McClellan, Pugsley, Taylor, Tenn. Yoder. 
Cord, yY, Taylor, £. B. 
NEW YORK—22. 
Andrew, Darlington, er, Russell, 

er, De Lano, Maish, Sanford, 
Bankhead, Dibble, McAdoo, Sawyer, 

es, Dingley, M yY, Scranton, 
Bayne, Dunphy, McClammy, She 
Beckwith, Edmunds, MeCo 4 Simonds, 
Belden, Elliott, Miles, Spinola, 
Bergen, 5 Moffitt, Stahinecker. 
Bingham, Fitgh, Moore, N. H, Stewart, Vt. 
Blount, Fi orse, Stivers, 

Flower, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Brosius, Fowler, ‘ute, 3 
Brunner, A ONeill, Pa, Turner, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Greenhalge, Osborne, Vennbie, 
Bunn, Harmer, Payne, Wallace, Mass, 
Campbell, Herbert, Penington, Wallace, N. X. 
Candler, Ga. to 8 A 
Carlton, Knapp, Soe Wiley, 
Clancy, Laidlaw, uinn, Wilkinson, 

Lansing, Willcox, 

Š Lehlbach, Ee Asn Wright, 
Cummings, Lester, Ga. Ri Yardley, 

5 Lodge, Rowland, The 8 er. 
ST. LOUIS —83. 
Abbott, Cobb, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss, Culberson, Tex. hen Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Dockery, McRae, Stone, 

Bland, goman Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Boatner, Montgomery, $ 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, Niedringhaus, Wade, 
Brown, J.B. Hare, Norton, Walker, Mo. 
Carlisle, Hatch, O’ Neall, Ind. W: 

Caruth, Heard, Peel, Wike, 
Catchings, Holman, Wilson, Mo. 
4 Kinsey, ce, 
Clarke, Ala. Lewis, Robertson, 
Mansur, Rogers 
WASHINGTON. 
Atkinson, Gibson, Lester, Stewart, Ga. 
Banks, Grout, Milliken, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowden, Hemphill, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Brower, Henderson, N.C. Oates, ump, 
Browne, Va. Hooker, O'Ferrall, ‘Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Houk, Randall, Mass. Wilson, W. Va. 
Coleman, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, 
Compton, Lanham, ~Rusk, 
De Haven, Lee, Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—24, 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, La Follette, Randall, Pa. 
Arnold, Ellis, McComas, Richardson, 
Biggs, Ealoe, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Bliss, Ewart, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Buchanan, N.J. Forney, Paynter, Wilber, 
„Mass. Kilgore, P Williams, Ii. 
After the roll was called, 


Mr. ENLOE. I desire to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is not 2. to entertain a request for 
recording a vote after the roll is called. 

The whole number of votes cast is 306, of which 154 would be a ma- 

jority. Chicago has received 127, New York 92, St. Louis 53, and 

ashington 34, No place having received a majority of all the votes 
east, the Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 

The roll was again called, the vote being as follows: 


Peters, Shivel Taylor, Tenn. Walker, Mass. 
Pickler, Smith, fil. Taylor, E. B, Watson, 
Post, Smith, W. Va. Taylor, J. D. Wheeler, Mich, 
Pugstey, Smyser, Thomas, Whiting, 
Ray, Snider, Thompson, Wickham, 
Reed, Iowa Spooner, Townsend, Colo, Williams, Ohio 
Rife, Springer, Townsend, Pa. Wilson, 2 
Rock w. Stephenson, Turner, Kans, Wilson, Wash, 
Rowell, Struble, Turpin, Yoder, 
Seull, Sweney. Vandever, | 
Seney, Taylor, III. Van Schaick, 
NEW YORK—95. 
Andrew, Crisp, Lester, Ga. Sawyer, 
Baker, Cummings, Lodge, Seranton, 
Bankhead, Dargan, Magner, Sherman, 
Banks, Darlington, Maish, Simonds, 
Barnes, De Lano, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Bayne, Dibble, McCarthy, StahInecker, 
Beckwith, Dingley, Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Dunphy, Moffitt, Stivers, 
rgen, munds, Moore, N. H Tillman, 
Bingham, Elliott, orse, Cey, 
Blount, Enloe, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Boutelle, Farquhar, ute, Turner, N. V. 
Brosius, Fitch, O'Neill, Pa. Venable, 
Brunuer, Flood, rne, Wallace, Mass, 
Buchanan, N. J. Flower, Payne, Wallace, N. Y. 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Penington, Washington, 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, ` Wiley, 
Bunn, Greenhalge, Quackenbush, Wilkinson, 
Campbell Harmer, Quinn, Willcox, 
Candler, Ga. Ketcham, Raines, iso, 
Ion, Knapp, Reyburn, Wright, 
Clancy, Laidlaw. Rowland, Yardley, 
Cle Lansing, i, The Speaker, 
Covert, Lehlbach, Sanford, 
ST. LOUIS—48. 
Abbott, bb, ice, 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Martin, Tex. Richardson, 
Blanchard. kery, McMillin. Robertson, 
Bland, Forman, Mc 5 Sayers, 
Bostner, Frank, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, Montgomery, Stone, Mo, 
Brown, J.B. Grimes, Moore. Tex. Tarsney, 
Carlisle, Hate, 0 ‘ade, 
Caruth, Hatch, n, Walker, Mo. 
Catchings, Heard, 83 Neal, Ind. Wheeler, Ala, 
te, Holman, Peel, Wike, 
Clarke, Ala. Kinsey, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
WASHINGTON—29, 
Atkinson, Hooker, Morgan, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowden, Houk, Oates, Stockbridge, 
Browne, Va. Kerr, Pa. O Ferrall, Stump, 
Coleman, = Mass, Turner, Ga. 
Compton, Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. 
De Haven, Lester. Va. Rus 
Gibson, McClammy, Skinner, 
Henderson, N.C. McComas, Stewart, Ga. 
NOT VOTING—24. 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Lewis, Randall, Pa. 
Arnold, Ellis, Milliken, Rogers, 
Biggs, 8 O'Donnell,” Stockdale, 
Bi Herbert Owen, Ind. Whitthorne, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hemphill, Paynter, Wilber, 
Candler, Mass, Kilgore, Phelan, Williams, III. 
Mr. STOCKDALE (after the roll was called). Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to record my vote. 


The SPEAKER, Was the gentleman from Mississippi in his seat 
listening for his name? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I was not in my seat but I was right by it. 
There was so much noise I could not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is peremptory that the Chair shall not 
recognize a request for unanimous consent to record a vote after the 
roll is called. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, I don’t know what we are to do sitting 
back there. We can not hear. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has used every effort to preserve order 
on the floor. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ido not know of anybody else who can pre- 
serve order on the floor if the Chair can not. 

The SPEAKER. It is a misfortune of the House that it will not 
preserve order on the floor. The Chair has done all that was in his 
power, but will continue to endeavor to preserve order during the call 
of the roll, 

Before anouncing the result of the vote last taken the Chair ventures 
to express the hope that hereafter during this voting the House may 
maintain such order that gentlemen may be enabled to hear their 
names called, and also that the Clerk msy be enabled to hear the re- 


CHICAGO—134. 

Adams, Cheatham, Fithian, 2 Follette, 
Alderson, Chipman, Flick. Lane, 
Allen, Mich. Clark, Wis. Funston, Lawler, 
Anderson, Kans, Clunie, ear, Ws, 
Bartine, Cogswell, x Lind 
Barwig, e Gifford, 3 Ind. 
Belknap, Conger, Grosvenor, Maso 
Boothman, Connell Grout, MeClellan, 
Brewer, Cooper, Ind. Hall, MeCord, 
Brickner, Cooper, Ohio Hansbrough, McCormick, 
Brookshire, Cowles, Haugen, McCreary, 
Brower, Craig, Hayes, McKenna, 

Crain, Haynes, 4 McKinley, 
Bullock, Culbertson, Pa, Henderson, III. Morey, 
Burrows, Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa Morrill, 

x Dalzell, Hermann, Morrow, 
Butterworth Davidson, Hil, O'Neil, Mass. 
Bynum Dolliver, Hitt, Outhwaite, 
Caldwell, Dorsey, Hopkins, Owens, Ohio 
Cannon, Dunnell Kelley, Parrett, 
Carter, Evans, Kennedy, Payson, 
Caswell, Ewart, d Kerr, lowa Pendieton, 
Cheadle, Finley, Lacey, Perkins, 


sponse of the members and record their names properly. 

On this vote the whole number cast was 306, of which the majority 
would be 154. Of this number Chicago has received 134, New York 
95, St. Louis 48; and Washington 29. No place having received a 
majority of all the votes east, the Clerk will aul the roll. 

The roll was again called, and the vote was as follows: 


CHICAGO—140. 
A „ Brower, Butterworth, 
Al n, Browne, T. M. Bynum, 
Allen, Mich. Boothman, Brown, J.B. Caldweil, 
erson, Kans. Brewer, Bullock, Cannon, 
Atkinson, Brickner, Burrows, T 
0, Brookshire, Barton, Caswell, 


Cheadle, Geest, 
Cheatham, Git McKenna, 
Chipman. Grosvenor, McKinley, 
Clark, Wis, Grout, Soy 
88 1 aca h, Mo z 
well, nsbroug! orrow, 
Comstock, augen, O' Neall, Ind. 
Conger, Hayes, O'Neil, Masa. 
Connell, Haynes, Outhwaite, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, III. Owen, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio Henderson, Iowa Owens, Ohio 
Craig, Hermann, Parrett, 
Crain, Hill, Payson, 
Culberson, Tex. Hitt, Pendleton, 
Culbertson, Pa, Holman, Perkins, 
Cuteheon, Hopkins, Peters, 
Dalzell, Kelley, Pickler, 
Dargan, Kerr, lowa Post, 
Davidson, MeF, Pugsley, 
Dolliver, La Follette, Ray, 
Dorsey, ne, Reed, Iowa 
Dunnell, Lawler, Rife, 
Evans, Laws. Rockwell, 
Ewart, Lind, Rowell. 
Finley, Martin, Ind. Scranton, 
Fithian, Mason, Scull, 
Flick. McClellan, Seney, 
Funston, McCord, Shively, 
ear, McCormick, Smith, III. 
NEW YORK—110. 
Andrew, Crisp, Maish, 
Baker, Cummings, Martin, Tex, 
Bankhead, Darlington, McAdoo, 
Banks, Lano, McCarthy, 
Barnes, Dibble, McMillin, 
Bayne, Dingley, McRae, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, Miles, 
Belden, Edmunds, Moffitt, 
Bergen, Elliott, Moore, N. H. 
Bingham Enloe, Moore, Tex, 
Blanchard, Farquhar, orse, 
Blount, Fitch, Mutehler, 
Boatner, Flood, ute, 
Boutelle, Flower, Oates, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fowler, O'Neill, Pa. 
Brosius, Geissenhainer, Osborne, 
Brunner, Greenhalge, Payne, 
Buchanan, N.J. Grimes, Peel, 
Buchanan, Va, Harmer, Penington, 
Buckalew, Herbert, Perry, 
8 G 0 Susa bh, 
mp napp, uncken 
Candler, Ga. Laidlaw, uinn, 
Carlton, Lansin; Raines, 
Cate, Lehlbac Reyburn, 
Clancy, Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Clements, Lodge, Robertson, 
Covert, Magner, Rogers, 
ST. LOUIS—3s, 
Abbott, ery, Lewis, 
Anderson, Miss, Ellis, Mansur, 
Bland, Forman, McClammy, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Frank, Mills, 
Carlisle, Goodnight, Montgomery, 
Caruth, are, Niedringhaus, 
Catchings, Hatch, Norton, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Price, 
Cobb, Henderson, N.C. Sayers, 
Cowles, Kinsey, Skinner, 
WASHINGTON—21. 
Bowden, Hemphill, Lester, Va. 
Browne, Va, Hooker, McComas, 
Coleman, Houk Milliken, 
Compton, Kerr, Pa. Morgan, 
De Haven, nbam, O’ Ferrall, 
Gibson, x Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—18. 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Paynter, 
Arnold, Forney, Phelan, 
Biggs, Kennedy, Randali, Mass. 
Bliss, Kilgore, Randall, Pa, 
Candler, Mass, O'Donnell, Venable, 


The SPEAKER. The number of votes are 312, of which 157 would 
be a majority. Chicago has 140, New York 110, St. Louis 38, and 
Washington 24. No piace having received a majority of the votes 


cast, the Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was again called, and the vote was as follows: 


Anderson, Kans, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Atkinson, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Belknap, 
Boothman, 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 


Burton, 
Butterworth, 


CHICAGO—149. 

Bynum Culbertson, Pa. 
Caldwell, Cutcheon, 
Cannon, Dalzell, 
Carter, Davidson, 
Caswell, Dolliver, 
Cheadle, rsey, 
Cheat k Dunnell 
Chipman Evans, 
Clark, Wis. Ewart, 
Clunie, Finley, 
Cogswell, Fithian. 
Coleman, ick, 
Co = Funston, 
Conger, Gear, 
Counel i est, 
Cooper, Ind. Gifford, 
Cooper, Ohio Grosvenor, 

raig, Grout, 
Orain, Hall, 
Culberson, Tex. Hansbrough. 


Thompson 
Sowneend, Daa 
Townsend, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turpin, 
Vandever, 


Williams, Ohio - 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Yoder. 


Rowland, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Spinola, 
Stahinecker, 
roy Ash vt. 


Stockbridge, 
Stump, 
Wilson, W. Va, 


Whitthorne, 
Wilber, 
Williams, III. 


Hangen, 

Hayes, 

Haynes, 
Hender-on, III. 
Henderson, lowa 


Le Owen, Ind. A Townsend, Pa, 
nd, Owens, Ohio Shively, rner, Kaus. 
Martin, Ind. mith, In. Turpin, 
Mason Payson, Smith, W. Va. Vandever, 
McClel Pend! Smyser, Van Schaick, 
McCord, Perkins, Snider, Wade, 
McCormick, Peters, Spooner, Walker, Mass. 
3 ~ Pickler, Springer, Watson, 
MoKenna, Post, Stephenson, Wheeler, Mich, 
McKinley, Pugsley, Struble, Whiting, 
Milliken, Ray, Sweney, Wickham, 
orey, Reed, Iowa Taylor. III. Williams, Ohio 
Morgan, Rife, Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, ae 
Morrill, Rockwell, Taylor, E. B. Wilson, 
forrow, Rowell Taylor, J.D. oder. 
O'Neil, Mass. Sayers, + Thomas, 
Osborne, Scranton, Thompson, 
Outhwaite, u Townsend, Colo, 
NEW YORK—1i5. 
Andrew, Crisp, Maguer, Rowland, 
Baker, Cummings, Maish, Russell, 
Bankhead, lington, Martin, Tex. Sanford, 
Banks, De Lano, MeAdoo, Sawyer, 
Barnes, Dibble, MoCarthy, Sherman, 
Bayne, Dunphy, Mo lammy, Simonds, 
Beckwith, mun MeMillin, kinner, 
Belden, Elliott, Meitae, pin ala. 
0 — snes oe, 3 
ug uhar, ott, wart, 
Blanchard, Fi ch. Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Blount, Flood, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Boatner, Flower, Morse, Tracey, 
Boutelle, Fowler, Mutchler, Tucker. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, Nute, Turner, Ga. 
Bre-sius, Greenhalge, Ontes, Turner. N.Y. 
Brunner, Grimes, Payne, Venable, 
Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, Peel, Wallace, Mass, 
Buchanan, Va. hee pee Penington, Wallace, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Henderson, N. C. Perry, Washington, 
Bunn, Herbert, Tce, Wheeler, Ala. 
Campbell Kerr, Pa. Price, Wiley, 
Candler, Ga. Ketcham, Quackenbush, Wilkinson, 
Carlton, Knapp, uinn, Willcox, 
Cate, Laidlaw, ines, Wise, 
Clancy, Lansing, Reyburn, Wright, 
Clements, Lehibach, Richardson, Yardley, 
Covert, Lester, Ga, Robertson, The Speaker. 
Cowles, Lodge, Rogers, 
ST, LOUIS—23, 
Bland, Dockery, Heard, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, Kinsey, Sone. Ky. 
Carlisle. Forman, Mausur, Stone, Mo, 
Caruth, Frank, Mills, Tarsney, 
Catchings, Goodnight, Montgomery, Walker, Mo, 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, Niedringhaus, Wike, 
Cobb, Hatch, Norton, Wilson, Mo. 
WASHINGTON—I9. 
Bowden, Hooker, O'Neall, Ind. Stewart, Tex. 
Rrowne, Va. Lee, Randall, Mass, Stockbridge, 
Compton, Lester, Va. Reilly, Stump, 
De Haven, MeComas, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Gibson, O'Ferrall, Stewart. Ga. ` 
NOT VOTING—19, 
Abbôtt, Candler, Mass. Kilgore, Randall, Pa. 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, O'Donnell, Whitthorne, 
Arnold, Dargan, O'Neil , Pa. Wilber, 
Bliss, Dingley, Paynter, Wiliams, III. 
Biggs, Forney, Phelan, 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. DIxGLEY with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, on this vote. Mr. 
DINGLEY would vote for New York and Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, for 


Chicago, 


Mr. HATCH. Mr, Speaker, I would like to have the vote recapitu- 
lated; there has been so much confusion in the Hall. 
The SPEAKER. It can be doneif the gentleman desires it. It was 


omitted simply to save the Clerk. 


Mr. HATCH. I would not ask for it except from the fact that there 
has been so much confusion in the Hall. 


The vote was recapitulated. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Some gentlemen around me are in doubt as to 
how my vote was recorded, and I was unable to hear when the recapit- 
ulation was made. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded as voting for New York. 

Tie whole number of votes are 312, of which a majority would be 
157. Chicago has received 149, New York 115, St. Louis 28, and Wash- 
ington 19. No place having received a majority of the votes cast the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move that the House take a re- 
cess until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock, 

Mr, HOPKINS, Mr. Speaker 

The question was put and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it, 

Cries of Division!” 

Mr. MASON. The point of order has been made that the roll-call 
had begun. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr, HOPKINS. I raised the point of order 
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Mr. McADOO. Regular 
The SPEAKER. What was the point the gentleman from Illinois 


made? 


Mr. HOPKINS. I raise the point of order against this gi that 


order. 


the roll-call had been commenced before the motion was made. 
of “Oh, no!’ on the Democratic side.] 


The SPEAKER. The Chair heard the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia address the Chair before the gentleman from 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. What does anybody want a recess for? 


Illinois. 


TheSPEAKER. The House must decide this question. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Isay that it is a dilatory motion and not in order. 


Cries of Leas and nays!” 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 138, 


nays 173, not voting 18; as follows: 


YEAS—133, 
A Covert, Lansing, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lee, 
Andrew, a Lester, Ga. 
Bankhead — Lan — — * 

„ O, er, 
ene Dibble, Maish, 
Belden, Dunph Martin, . 

phy, n, Tex. 
Be m McAdoo, 
Biugham Elliott, Y, 
B lis, McClammy, 
Biand, Enloe, McComas, 
Blount, ne sca McMillin, 

er, Fi 0 
Bowden, Flood, Mills, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flower, Moffitt, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, Montgomery, 
Browne, Va. Fowler, Moore, Tex. 
Brown, J. B. 7 — — gre 

nner, nhainer, ghaus, 
N. J. Gibson, orton, 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Oates, 
Buckalew, Grimes, Fe. 
Bunn, Hare, O'Neal, ind. 
` ayne, 
Pimpa spag M Heard. ‘eel, 
Carlisle, Hemphill, Penington, 
Carlton, Henderson, N. C. erry, 
Caru! Herbert, Pierce, 
Cate, Hooker, Price, 
Clancy, Kerr, Pn. Quackenbush, 
Clarke, Ala. ete! $ uinn, 
Clements, Kilgore, nes, 
Cobb, Kinsey, Ran Mass, 
Compton, Knapp, Reilly, 
NAYS—173. 
Culberison, Pa. Lawler, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, ws, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Lehlbach, 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, Lewis, 
n, Davidson, Lind, 
Banks, De Haven, Lodge, 
Bartine, Dingley, Martin, Ind, 
x Dolliver, ason, 
Bayne, rsey, McClellan, 
knap, Dunnell, McCord, 
Booth Evans, McCormick, 
Boutelle, McCreary, 
Brewer, Finley, McKenna, 
Brickner, thian, McKinley, 
Brookshire, Flick, Milliken, 
ius, nston, Moore, N. H. 
wer, Gear, Morey, 
Browne, T. M. * Morgan, 
Bullock, Gifford, Morrill, 

ws, Greenhalge, Morrow, 
Burton, Grosvenor, Morse, 
Butterworth, ut, ute, 

um, Hall, O'Neil, Mass, 
Caldwell, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. 
Candler, Mass. er, Osborne, 
Cannon, Haugen, Outhwaite, 

A Hayes, Owen, Ind. 
Casweil, Haynes, Owens, Ohio 
Catchin, Henderson, Ill. Parrett, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Payson, 

ermann, Pendleton, 
Š Hill, Perkins, 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, Peters, 
Clunie, n. 3 Geel 
a opkins, 
Coleman, Houk, Pugsley, 
Comstock, Kelley, Ray, 
Conger, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa 
Connell, „Iowa Reyburn, 
Cooper, Ind. y. Rife, 
Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Robertson, 
*. dla w. Rockwell, 
Crain, Lane, Rowell, 
Culberson, Tex, Lanham, Russell. 
NOT VOTING—18. 
Allen, Miss, Phelan, 
Arnold, Forney, Randall, Pa. 
Miles, Tarpin, 
B O'Donnell, Wade, 
Cothran, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 


So the House refused to take a recess, 


The SPEAKER. The result of the vote on the motion to take a re- 
cess is—yeas 138, nays 173. ‘The House declines to take a recess, 
the Clerk will proceed to call the roll for choice of a place for holding 


the world’s fair. 


Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
St 


Smith, III. > 
Smith, W. Va, 
Smyser, 

Snider, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 


Van Schaick, 


and 


The roll was again called, andthe vote was as follows: 


CHICAGO—155, 
A Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Iowa 
Alderson, = Y, 
Allen, Mich, n, La Follette, 
nderson, Kans, Culberson, Tex. e, 
Anderson, Miss. Culbertson, Pa, Lanham, 
ADEG Cutcheon, Tavat, 
ne, zell, ws, 
ig, Darlington, Lewis, 
Bayne, Davidson, Lind 
Belknap, Dolliver, Martin, Ind. 
Boothman, Dorsey, Mason, 
Boutelle, Dun b McClellan, 
Brewer, Evans, McCord, 
Brickner, Ewart, McCormick, 
Brookshire, Finley, M > 
Brower, Fith McKenna, 
Browne, T, M, Flick, McKinley, 
Brown, J. B. Funston, Milliken, 
2 r peed 3 
urrows, 5 organ. 
Burton, Gifford, Morrill,” 
Butterworth Greenhalge, Morrow, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, Oa! 
Caldwell, Grout, O'Neil, Mass. 
Cannon, Hall, rne, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Outhwaite, 
Caswell, augen, Owen, Ind. 
Catchings, Hayes, Owens, Ohio 
Cheadle, Haynes, Parrett, 
Cheatham, Henderson, III. Payson, 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Pendleton, 
Clark, Wis, Hermann, Perkins, 
Clunie, Hill, Peters, 
well, Hitt, Pickler, 
Coleman, Holman, ost, 
ee = en — 
nger, ouk, 
Connell, Kelley, Reed, Iowa 
Cooper, Ind. Kennedy, Reyburn, 
NEW YORK—112. 
Andrew, Magner, 

er, Cummings, Maish, 
Bankhead. De Lano, Martin, Tex. 

ks, Dibble, McAdoo, 

n Dingley, McCarthy, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, McClammy, 
Belden, Edmun MeMillin, 
Bergen, Elliott, Rae, 
Bingham, Enl: Miles, 
Blanchard, Farquhar, Moffitt, 
Blount, Fitch, Moore, N. H, 
Boatner, Flood, Moore, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flower, Morse, 
Brosius, Fowler, Mutchler, 
Brunner, Geissenhainer, Jute, 
Buchanan, N. J. Grimes, ‘ayne, 
Buchanan, Va. Harmer, eel, 
Buckalew, ene — Penington, 
Bunn, Henderson, N.C. Perry, 
Campbell Herbert, ierce, 
Candler, Ga. Kerr, Pa. Price, 
Carlton, Ketcham, Quackenbush, 
Cate, Knapp, Quinn, 
Clancy, Laidlaw, Raines, 
Clarke, Ala. Lansing, Randall. Mass. 
Clements, Lehlbach, Richardson. 
Covert, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Cowles, ge, Rogers, 

ST. LOUIS—27. 
Abbott, Ellis, Mansur, 
eco idge, K Goin] ht, M. . — 
reckinr! y. G night, on! ery, 
Carlisle, Hare, Niedringhaus, 
Caruth, Hatch, Norton, 
Cobb, Heard, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Dockery, Kinsey, Stockdale, 
WASHINGTON—I6, 
Bowden, Gibson, McComas, 
Browne, Va. Hooker, Reilly, 
Compton, Lee. Rusk, 
De Haven, Lester, Va. Stewart, Ga, 
NOT VOTING—2X. 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, O'Donnell, 
Arnold, Dargan, O'Ferrall, 
Bi Forman, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bliss, Forney, Paynter, 
Candler, Mass. Kilgore, Phelan, 


Mr. O'DONNELL was paired with Mr. KILGORE. 


Bp 8 
Stephenson, 
Puunia 
weney 
Taylor, In. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, 


Turpi 
Vandever: 
Van Schaick, 
Walker, Mass, 


Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, 3h 
Wilson, Wash. 
Yod 


Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wise, 
Wright, 
Yardley, 

The Speaker, 


Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 


Walker, Mo. 
Wilson, Mo. 


Stewart, Tex. 
Stockbridge, 


Stump, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Randall, Pa. 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wilber, 
Williams, III. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, were 
announced as paired on this vote. Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, if 
Mr. WILLIAMS were present, would vote for New York, while Mr, 
WILLIAMS would vote for Chicago. 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and eleven votes have been cast, 
of which a majority is 156. Chicago has received 155, New York 112, 


St. Louis 27, and Washington 16. No place 
ity of all the votes cast, the Clerk will call the roll. 


haying received a major- 


The roll was again called, and the vote was as follows: 


Abbott, 

Ada 

Alderson, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Anderson, Miss, 
Atkinson, 


CHICAGO—157. 
Baftine, Brickner, 
Barwig, Brookshi 
Bayne, Brower, 
Belknap, Browne, T. M. 
Boo! wn, J 8 
Boutelle, Bullock, 
Brewer, Burrows, 


Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Bynw 
—.— 

non, 
Ca 


rter, 
Caswell, 
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Cheatham, Grosvenor, MoKen: 1 
pman Grout, McKinley, er, 
Clark, Wis. Hall, Milliken, Spooner, 
Clunie, Hansbrough, Morey, Springer, 
Hare, Morgan, Stephenson, 
Coleman, Haugen, Morrill, e, 
he. Hayes, orrow, Sweney, 
Conger, Haynes, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, In. 
Connell, Henderson, III. me, Taylor, Tenn, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, Taylor, 
Cooper, Ohio Hermann, Owen, Ind. Taylor, J. D. 
Craig, Hill, Owens, Ohio Thomas, 
Crain, Hitt, rrett, Thompson, 
Culberson, Tex, Holman, Payson, Townsend, Colo, 
Culbertson, Hopkins, Pendleton, Townsend, Pa. 
Cutcheon, Houk, Perkins, Turner, Kans. 
Daizell, Kelley, Pete n, 
Darlington, Kennedy, Pickler, Vandever, 
Davidson, Kerr, Iowa Post, Van Schaick, 
Dolliver, Lacey, Pugsley, Walker, Mass. 
Dorsey, La Follette, Ray. Wallace, Mass. 
Dunnell, Lane, Reed, Towa Watson, 
Evans, Lanham, Reyburn Wheeler, Mich. 
Ewart, Lawler, Rife, Whiting, 
Finley, 2 Rockwell, Wiekham, 
Fithian, Lewis, Rowell, Wike, 
lick, Lind Sayers, Williams, Ohio 
Forman, Martin, Ind. Seranton, Wilson, Ky. 
Funston, fason, Seull* Wilson, Wash. 
ear, McClellan, Seney, Yoder, 
Gest, McCord, Shively, 
Gifford, MeCormick, Smith, III. 
Greenhalge, 0 4 Smith, W. Va. 
NEW YORK—107. 
Andrew, Cowles, Magner, Rogers, 
Baker, S Malish, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Martin, Tex. Russell, 
Banks, Lano, McA s Sanford, 
Barnes, Dibble, M: yı Sawyer, 
Beckwith, Dingley, Mi Y, Sher 
Belden, Dunphy, McMillin, Simonds, 
Bergen, Edmunds, McRea, Spinola, 
Bingham, Elliott. Miles. Stahlnecker, 
Blanchard, Farquhar, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Blount, Moore, N. H, Til 
tner, Flood, Moore, Tex. ‘Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Flower, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Brunner, Fowler, Nute, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, N, J. Geissenhainer, O'Neill, Fa. Turner, N. Y, 
Buchanan, Va. Grimes, Payne, Venable, _ 
Buckalew, Harmer, Peel, Wallace, N. Y. 
Bunn, Henderson, N. C. Penington, Washington, 
Campbell, Herbert, Perry, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Ga. Kerr, Pa, Pierce, Wiley, 
Carlton, 5 Ketcham, 5 Wilkinson. 
Cate, Knapp, Quackenbush, Willcox, 
Clancy, Laidlaw, Quinn, Wise, 
Clarke, Ala. Lansing, Raines, weet 
Clements. Lehlbach, Reilly, Yardley, 
Cobb, Lester, Ga. Richardson, The Speaker. 
Covert, Lodge, Robertson, 
ST. LOUIS—26. 
Bland, Enloe, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Frank, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Caruth, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, Wade, 
Catchings, Hatch, Norton Walker, Mo. 
Cothran, Heard, O’Neall, Ind. Wilson, Mo. 
Dockery, Kinsey, Stockdale, 
Ellis, Mansur, Stone, Ky. 
WASHINGTON—15, 
Bowden, Hemphill, O'Ferrall, Stockbridge, 
Browne, Va. Hooker, Rusk, Stump, 
Compton, Lee, Skinner, Wilson, W. Va. 
De Haven, Lester, Va. Stewart, Ga. 
Gibson, « MeComas, Stewart, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Allen, Miss, Carlisle, Oates, Stewart, Vb. 
Arnold, Cheadle, O'Donnell, Whitthorne, 
N Dargan, Paynter, Wilber, 
Forney, Phelan, Williams, III. 
us, Kilgore, Randall, Mass, 
Candler, Mass. Morse, Randall, Pa. 


The following additional paits were announced: 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, on this 
vote. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. MORSE. Mr. CHEADLE, if present, would 
vote for Chi , and Mr. MORSE for New York. 

The SP. R. Three hundred and seven votes have been cast, 
of which 154isa majority. Chicago has received 157 [applause]; New 
York, 107; St. Lonis, 26; and Washington, 18; and accordingly the 
order of the House for this day has been executed. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 6 o’clock 
p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 


COMPENSATION OF CHARGES D'AFFAIRES AD INTERIM. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
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nication from the Secretary of State relative to a deficiency appropria- 
tion for salaries of chargés d’affaires ad interim for the fiscal years 1879 
and 1880—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an esti- 
inate of deficiency from the Secretary of War in the appropriation for 
artificial limbs for the fiscal year 1890—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

CLERICAL ASSISTANCE IN THE BUREAU OF THE AUDITOR FOR THE 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. - 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a çom- 
munication from the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office De- 
partment, calling attention to the pressing need of additional clerical 
assistance for the transaction of the work of his burean—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

JOHN HOFFMAN SMITH VS, THE UNITED STATES. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the statement of the case and findings of the court in the case 
of John Hoffman Smith against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

EXECUTORS OF JOHN OSBORNE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

A letter from the assistantclerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 

acopy of the findings and opinion of the court in the case of Belle Os- 


borne, executrix of John Osborne, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
; Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as fol- 
ows: 
BRIDGE ACROSS TRAIL CREEK, MICHIGAN CITY, IND. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 5667) to amend an act to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, 
Ind.; which was referred to the Honse Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

HELEN E, DEWEY. 
Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, reported back 


favorably the bill (H. R. 2861) for the relief of Helen E. Dewey; which 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


LUCIAN L. SANBORN, 


Mr. NUTE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4422) to increase the pension of Lucian 
L. Sanborn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ESTHER G. BRYANT, 


Mr. NUTE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Esther G. 
Bryant; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FANNIE E. WOODBURY. 


Mr. NUTE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to Fannie E. 
Woodbury; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA A. CLARK. 

Mr. NUTE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4423) to grant a pension to Lucinda A. 
Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. = 


Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2309) referring to the Court of Claims the 
claim of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which letters 
patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 2599, REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. LIND, from the Conrmittee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3872) to amend section 2599 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, designating ports of delivery in the dis- 
ae of eee vien as referred to bra Committee of the Whole 
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SECTION 2204, REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 6419) to amend section 2294 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF ISAAC W. TALKINGTON, DECEASED. 

Mr. McRAE also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1141) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
W. Talkington, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3510, REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BARTINE, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 
3510 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to provide for 
new designs of authorized devices of United States coins; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Under the ruie, the following adverse reports were filed, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

By Mr. LANE, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 2061) to increase the pension of John Seeger; 

A bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Bridget O’ Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 1638) to increase the pension of James M. Gullett; 

A bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of Catharine O'Malley; 

A bill (H. R. 2047) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Scott; : 

A bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to William R. Cludeary; 
A bill (H. R. 2059) granting an increase of pension to James N. 


Ilam; 

A bill (H. R. 2045) granting a. pension to minor children of Hiram 
H. Benner, deceased; * 

A bill (I. R. 2058) for the relief of Mary Kaylor; and 

A bill (H. R. 1283) granting a pension to George W. Dewald. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills and joint resolutions of the following titles 
were introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; which said 
bills were severally read twice and reterred, as follows, namely: 

By Mr. MILES (by request): A bill (H. R. 7342) relating to junk 
dealers, dealers in second-hand personal property, and pawnbrokers, in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. Res. 113) 
authorizing the President of the United States to appoint a commission 
to examine and report upon a national harbor of refuge near the mouth 
of Delaware Bay suitable for deep-draught vessels—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7343) to authorize a new coin for international use, 
to be known as the “‘stella;’’ and also to authorize the coinage of the 
metric dollar and fractions of a dollar; and also the coinage of the 
double metric gold eagle, eagle, all of standard value, and toissue notes 
on coined ingots—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 7344) to create the northern 
judicial district of the State of Michigan, and to provide for the holding 
ol the districtand circuit courts therein, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7345) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to establish new harbor lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, 
Michigan. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 7346) defining lard; also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, and expor- 
tation thereof—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7347) to authorize the payment of sal- 
ary to letter-carriers who are not allowed leave of absence—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 7348) to establish a uniform rate 
of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 7349) toamend anact making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, approved March 2, 1889—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: <A bill (H. R. 7350) to provide for the disposal 
of the interest on the Virginius indemnity fand—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 7351) to establish 
a court of appeals for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7352) to amend 
section 4787, Revised Statutes, and other sections—to the Committee 
on Military Aflairs. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7353) creating the office of inspector 
of hay, straw, grain, and feed in and for the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7354) granting the right of way to 
the Britton, Sisseton and Brown’s Valley Railway Company through the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa: A bill (H. R. 7355) granting an in- 
crease of pension to all persons who are now entitled to pension under 
existing Jaw and who have lost the sight of one eye, or who have lost 
the sight of one eye with impaired sight of the remaining eye—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7356) to provide for the reassessment 
and relevying of taxes declared illegal and void, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7357) for the 
relief of Thomas J. Clay—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7358) referring the claim 
of the legal owner or owners of the Columbia Bridge, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7359) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Jacob A. Coble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R.7360) granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request): A bill (H. R. 7361) for the 
relief of Nelson Lyon—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R: 7362) for the relief of the estate 
of the late Revere W. Gurley—to-the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: A bill (II. R. 7363) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick Callahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7364) for the reliet 
of Robert R. Dess—to the Committee on War Claims, ) 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 7365) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Seott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7366) for the relief ot 
Jonathan Tomlinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Sarah M. Williams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to 
Charles, Alice, and Mary Terpany—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of Jane 
M. MeCrabb—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 7370) granting a pension to John 
F. Hoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 7371) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to put T. F. Wilsons name on the roll of the Wachusetts— 
to the Committee on Naval Aſmnirs. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 7372) to increase the pension of Thomas 
Corbrige—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7373) to grant a pension to Martha Jane Wells 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7374) for the relief of Neatie & 
Levy—to the Committee on War Claims, . 

By Mr. LACEY: K bill (H R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs, Susan 
A. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A Dill (I. R. 7376) granting a pension to Catha- 
rine Bresnahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: A bill (H, R. 7377) for the relief of 
James Chalmers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) for the relief of Samnel Sampson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7379) for the relief of Jacob Cohen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7380) for the relief of Arthur W. Sweeny—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 7381) granting an honorable 
discharge to Peter H. Hanner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 7382) for the relief of A. J. and 
B. F. Haydon—to the Committee on War Claims. ja 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7383) for the relief of Elizabeth Moore—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7384) for the relief of Mike S. Elkin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7385) for the relief of B. F. Bryant—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7386) for the relief of S. D. Van Pitt—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7387) for the relief of H. S. Powell—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7388) for the benefit of J. Y. Leavell—to the 
Committee on Claims, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 2 for the payment of the funeral 
expenses of Lieut. John G. Kyle to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 7390) for the relief of Mrs. R. P. 
Smith—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7391) to increase | sions. 


on pension of Benjamin F. Burnham—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 7392) increasing the pension of Sarah 
Ann Nolder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7393) pensioning Minerva J. Barnhart—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 7395) for the relief of 
Amanda F. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 7396) for the relief of Virginia 
McGloughlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 7397) for the relief of Martha J. 
Morrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 7398) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Wilmar Schlag—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7399) granting a pension to M. A. Shearer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7400) granting a pension to Arthur Reynolds— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 7401) granting relief to the 
legal representatives of Eliza J. Mahon—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7402) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Thomas Crawford —to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7403) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John M. Wi to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief of William G. Groom—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7405) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Samuel G. Gray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7406) for the relief of George Aton to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief of 


J. W. McFerren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7408) for the relief of William Welsh—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7409) for the relief of J.S. Snyder—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of J. W. Potts—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7411) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to place on the rolls of Company B, Eighth Tennessee 
Cavalry, the name of John M. Collier—to the Committee on Military 
Affnirs. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 7412) granting a pension to 
George W. Frasher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: A bill (H. R. 7413) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Francis H. Daly—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7414) granting a pen- 
sion to Washington F. Short—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7415) for the relied of 
Archibald Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7416) for the relief of J. L. Kidd—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of Granville Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R.7418) to pay the accounts of the Mis- 
sissippi Central Railroad for transportation of United States mails—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7419) for the relief of Moses Adams—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7420) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac ‘Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7421) for the relief 
of William R. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Kate Lane Townes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7423) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record ‘of John W. Dickson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) to correct the record of Milligan Fossett— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7425) referring claim 
of Luis Freyre to the United States Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
A bill (H. R. 3840) granting a pension to William T. Williams—Com- 


3 Pensions discharged, and referred to Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2427) to pension Fletcher Galloway—Committee on 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


A A bill (H. R, 2422) granting a pension to George Thornton—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2450) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2433) granting a pension to Christiana Talmage—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich—Commit- 
tee on- Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis—Commit- 
- on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


A bill (H. R. 2330) granting a pension to Francis Mattingly—Com-* 


mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2107) granting a pension to Lavina Eastlick—Commit- 
we o Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

A bill (H. R.2051) granting a pension to Ellen Shea—Committee on 
Pensions disc , and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2007) granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Memorial of the Ex-Prisoners’ Association of Mon- 
roe County, New York, for special relief to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Bates Post, No. 636, Grand Army 
of the Republic, and ex-Union soldiers of Spencerville, Ohio, and of 
Julius Greeley, Union Veterans’ Union, in ſavor of a service pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to accompany bill to amend section Her, Revised 
Statutes, relative to artificial limbs, ete.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Twenty-four, petitions of orange-growers in 
Florida, for increased tariff on oranges—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorials of city councils of Lake City and Starke, Fla., for 
the improvement of Cumberland Sound—to the Committee on Rivers 

and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of William Scott, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Mrs. Johanna Edelin, that her caim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of Ruckman Post, No. 330, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Pleasantville, Iowa, urging passage of service-pensiou 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 6009, for the relief of E. O. Burt 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana; Memorial of Hancock Lodge, F. M. B. 
A., Owen County, Indiana, in the interest of legislation for the pro- 
tection of the rights of farmers and against monopolistic legislation 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of W. H. Seeley and others, for the erec- 
tion of a breakwater at Mattituck Bay, New York—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Cookport Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pennsylvania, for service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of navy-yard at New Orleans, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Two memorials of orange-growers of Florida, 
for higher tariff on oranges—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Memorial of citizens of Caldwell, Mo., asking 
the passage of Senate bill 1094, relating to pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 8 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr., 
in favor of the improvement of Aransas Pass—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of State board of agriculture of Nebraska, favoring 
ms Manderson national laboratory bill—to the Committee on Agricult- 
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time to purchasers of land in the Omaha reservation—to the Commit- 8 


tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of post-office clerks of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., favoring bill H. R. 3863, relative to salaries—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr, FITHIAN: Petition of Eureka Lodge, No. 1574, F. M. B. 
A., Wabash County, Illinois, against monopolies and trusts—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 36 old soldiers of Warren County, Illi- 
nois, for pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

„ memorial of Arsenal Council, No. 171, Rock Island, III., for 
location of world’s fair at Chicago—to the Committee on World’s 
Fair. 

Also, petition of Post No, 81,Grand Army of the Republic, Kirkwood, 
III., for a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of the claim of Wesley Clowes for pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, 
asking Congress to pay for session of Legislature of October 15, 1889— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr.GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany the claim of Joseph 
Hudnall for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Rey. Dr. J. M. Trimble and 12 ministers of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Columbus, Ohio, relating to chaplains 
for the regular Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers toaccompany the claims of Mary A. Lefebre 
and Alonzo L. Page for increase of pension—-to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Letter of J. W. McIntyre, Cedar 
Falls, Iowa, favoring Senate bill 1574, granting an increase of pen- 
sions, etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Saline County Farmers’ Alliance, ask- 
ing Congress for speedy action to suppress combines and trusts that are 
oppressing the farmers—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Memorial of G. A. Wright and others, asking 
Congress to authorize the improvement of Harlem River—to the Com- 
mittce on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of New Sharon (Iowa) Monthly Meeting 
of Friends, against appropriation for navy and coast defenses—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: Petitions of Independent Lodge, No. 1515; Victory 
Lodge, No. 1525; Holiday Lodge, No. 1232, and Spring Hill Lodge, 
No. 2405, F. M. B. A., against monopolies and trusts—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of Brewers’ Association, of Chicago, 
against the increase of duty on 1 the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Chicago, favoring the estab- 
lishment of a navy-yard at New Orleans—to the Committee on Naval 


TS. ~ 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of public-warehouse men of Boston, Mass., 
for an amendment to the tariff laws—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, memorial of Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of transfer 
of revenue-marine service to the Navy Department—to the Commit- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. McCREARY: Papers to accompany bills for the relief of John 
V. Lovell, and Morrill Denham, Bunston, etc.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claims of A. J. & B. F. Hayden—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of Edwin L. Brady, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: Memorial of Milliken Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
poblis, Oxford, Ohio, favoring a service pension—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of E. H. Baxter, heir of A. V. Baxter, 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Nine petitions of ex-soldiers residing in Kansas, 
for further ion legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G. Goodman and 36 others, for passage of bill for 
relief of John W. Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. H. H. Pyle and 20 others, Bristol, Ind., for 
Grand Army of the Republic pension bills—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Memorial of Legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts, in favor of the transfer of the revenue marine to the Navy 
Department—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Thomas L, Stephen- 
son and 156 others, members of National Soldiers’ Home, Virginia, ask- 
iog passage of Honse bill 4569, the furlough bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition of Samuel J. O’ Neill and 43 others, members of Na- 
tional Milwaukee Home, Wisconsin, in favor of the furlough bill, No. 
4569—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of Columbus, Ohio, clergymen of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, relating to the chaplains of the tegu- 
lar Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of William Taylor and 32 others, mem- 
bers of Ayers Lodge, No. 777, F. M. B. A., of Gibson County, Indiana, 
in favor of free coinage of silver, and against monopolies and trusts— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Board of Trade of Indianapolis, composed of 500 
business men, in favor of a law converting the United States arsenal of 
that city into a manufactory of ordnance and arms—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Charles Frye and 110 others, ex-Union 
soldiers and citizens of Oak Valley, Kans., and vicinity, asking for serv- 
ice-pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Michael Noel and 150 others, citizens of Altamont, 
Kans., and vicinity, asking legislation placing silver upon an equality 
with gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Mrs. Caroline B, Gray, an army nurse, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolution of Orange Grange, No. 843, Patrons of Husbandry, 
indorsing the Post silver bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. N 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of 73 honorably discharged soldiers of 
Clinton County, Ohio, for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Memorial of Garfield Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of a service-pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Pottawattamie County, Iowa, asking 
for more liberal pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of McKeansburgh, Pa., in favor 
of service-pension biJl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Virginia McGloughlin, of Pointe 
Coupée Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Affidavits in support of the claim of Martha Mor- 
rison, for relief—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Rev. J. N. Trimble and others, for an 
increase of army chaplains—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of Wilmar Schlag, for an honorable dis- 


charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of Woman’s Missionary Union of the 
Congregational churches of Minneapolis, Minu., in relation to public 
schools in the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on Education 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Rockford, Minun., for the per diem 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., asking that 
negotiations be opened with the Government of China for settlement 
of all difficulties between the two Governments—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Bayou Lodge, No, 805, 
F. 1 5 B. A., against monopolies and trusts - to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. eres 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Vandever Post, No. 119, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Ute, Iowa, urging the passage of the service- 
pension bill withont delay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of R. F. Hale and 31 others, 
old soldiers of Jefferson County, Ohio, and joint resolution of the Ohio 


Legislature, indorsed by the Independent Union Boys in Blue, in favor 


of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter of A. R. Phillips, praying for the passage of the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. CALDWELL, of Ohio, in favor of the classification of 
ue railway mail clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petitions of 101 ex-Union soldiers, Coalton, 
Jackson County, Ohio, and Rarden Post, No. 562, Scioto County, Grand. 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, for a service-pension law 
to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John P. Lacey, for payment for services in the capt» 
ure of the steamer Lady Washington during the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affuirs. 

Also, petition of 701 citizens of Ohio in favor of a Sunday-rest law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of Burrell A. Townsend, 
for pension for services in Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, from ex-soldiers and sailors of Eastern Colorado, in favor of 

pension legislation recommended by the national pension committee 
of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, - 
By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of the Post-Office Clerks’ Association 
of Los Angeles, Cal., for larger appropriation for clerks hire in first- 
class offices, an anuual vacation of fifteen days, and an eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of Robert Chivas Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Milwaukee, Wis., against dependent pension 
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bill and favoring service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Milwaukee Brewers’ Association and other 
3 relative to the duty on hops - to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of letter-carriers of Nashville, 
Tenn., asking for increased compensation and equalization of salaries— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Louis Treyre, for ref- 
erence of his claim to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of Jacob Harrington and 
others, citizens of Platte County, Missouri, for a survey and improve- 
ment of the Missouri River from the old mouth of the Platte River to 
East Leayenworth—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of M. M. Smith, ad- 
ministrator of A. W. Smith, asking that his war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, February 25, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


REVISION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the resolution which I offered 
yesterday is a question of privilege. I shall call it up after the routine 
morning business. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


‘The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a letter from S. W. Russell, record- 
ing secretary of the Federation of Labor of the District of Columbia, 
. communicating resolutions adopted by that organization favoring the 
amendment of the eight-hour law with a view to its better enforcement; 
which, with theaccompanying resolutions, was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Monmouth, III., en- 
gaged in the manufacture of cigars, and a petition of citizens of Henry, 
III., engaged in the manufacture of cigars, praying that the tax on cigars 
and the internal-revenue system be retained; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. MOODY presented a memorial of the Legislature of South Da- 
kota; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


[Copy senate bill No. 129.] 

A memorial to Congress Praying for the one to settlement, under the home- 
stead Jaws, that part of the Fort Randall mil reservation in Charles Mix 
County, South Dakota, lying east of the Missouri River. 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of South Dakota, would re- 
poamus request that you take the eee fey 27 to open to settlement, under 
the homestead act, ae pe the Fort Ran military reservation lying east 
of the Missouri River: led, That all bona fide settlers upon said lands who 
made settlement thereon prior to the approval of this act shall have preference 
over later entries. 

We would represent that said part of said reservation embraces about one Con- 
gressional township, that said part of said reservation is covered with settlers, 
and that those who have settled thereon since January 1, 1884, have no title to 
their land and can not get a filing until relieved by act of Congress. 

The secretary of state is hereby directed to transmit certified copies of the 
memorial to the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Interior, and to the Sen- 
ators and Re Awanse Sor the State of South Dakota in Congress. - 


Approved February 5, 

A. C. MELLETTE, Governor, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of South Dakota, Secretary's Office: 

I. A. O. Rin d, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the fo ing copy of senate bill No. 129, 
entitled A memoria] to Congress praying for the opening to settlement, under 
the homestead act, of a of the Fort Randall military reservation,” with the 
original now on file in this office, and that the sanfe is a correct transcript there- 
from and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the State of South Dakota, at Pierre, this 20th day of February, 1890. 

[sear] A. O. RINGSRUD, 

Secretary of State of the State of South Dakota. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Michigan State board 
of agriculture, praying for the transfer of the national weather servico 
to the Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Walter Johnson and 19 other farmers 
of Michigan, the petition of John McLoughlin and 50 other farmers of 
Michigan, and the petition of J. Wilber and 24 other farmers of Michi- 
gan, praying for legislation to prevent the sale of options on farm prod- 
uce; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of veterans of Lew Wallace 
Post, No. 50, Grand Army of the Republic, of Hubbell, Nebr., praying 
for the passage of the service-pension bill and that bounty be granted 
to veterans; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I present a petition sign 


ed by masters, pilots, mates, 

and neers of steam-boats and tow-boats, about 250 in humber, by 

27 presidents and agents representing 58 insurance companies, by the 

New Orleans Cotton Exchange, and by the Mechanics, Dealers, and, 
Lumbermen’s Exchange of New Orleans, praying that the proposed 
bridge which is to be built at or near New Orleans be located below the 
city of New Orleans. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 

mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I present resolutions of the city council of Lake City, 
Fla., calling the attention of Congress to the importance of improving 
the entrance to Cumberland Sound and securing the benefits of a deep- 
water harbor at Fernandina, particularly with reference to the develop- 
ment of the deposits of phosphate, which will be largely marketed in 
foreign countries. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the National Electric Light As- 
sociation, a petition of the Dansville Electric Lighting Company of 
Dansville, N. Y., and a petition of J. A. ing and other citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the Superintendent of Census be di- 
rected to collect certain data in relation to the electrical industry; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Census, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present the petition of Edward Hughes, of 
Oregon, late of Company C, Fifth United States Infantry, and prior to 
that time of Company D, Thirty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, praying 
that the charge of desertion standing against him on the rolls of the 
Adjutant-General’s Office be removed, 

I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement, not exceeding 
three or four minutes, in relation to this case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from 
Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, It appears from the petition of this person, the 
petition being sworn to, that he enlisted August 17, 1861, as a private 
in Company D, Thirty-eighth Illinois Infantry, at Palestine, Crawford 
County, Ilinois; that he participated with his command in the cam- 
paigns and battles in which it served, as follows: At Fredericktown, 
Mo.; thence to Pilot Knob; thence to Jacksonport, Ark.; thence to 
Shiloh, Tenn.; thence to Corinth, Miss.; thence to Boonville; thence to 
Ripley, Jay Center, Iuka, and Louisville, Ky.; at the battle of Perry- 
ville, at Crab Orchard, Nashville, at the battle of Nolensville, con- 
tinuing the fight to Stone River, where he was under General J. C. 
Davis on the right wing of the army. The petitioner goes on to say 
that, being unsupported by General Johnston, who held the extreme 
right, General Davis was compelled to give way, being captured by 
overwhelming numbers. 

The petitioner, with many others, was captured and paroled on 
the field by General Wheeler, of the Confederate forces; was sent to 
Duck River, and thence to St. Louis, September, 1863. He reported 
at Bridgeport, Ala., for duty, and re-enlisted January 3, 1864, in the 
United States forces as veteran volunteer in Company D, Thirty-cighth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry. After serving a considerable time he was, 
on the night of the 15th or 18th of June, captured by the Confederate 
forces and imprisoned at Andersonville, where he was assigned to the 
seventh detachment of the Third Ninety, where, to use his own lan- 
guage, ‘I was confined for about two months, and I found a number 
of my company, previously captured, very sick with different diseases, 
I did all I could till death relieved them from their suffering one by 
ore. Soon F became asufferer from starvation, cruelty, brutality, ete. ; 
being knocked down with the but of a musket while gathering wood 
to burn, receiving forty lashes for drawing two rations, my sick part- 
ner having died the day previous.” 

Then he goes on to state the horrors of that tomb,“ as he calls it. 
About the end of August, 1864, sick and weak, he was sent to Savannah, 
Ga., where thirteen or fourteen thousand Union prisoners were cor- 
railed. Densely packed as they were, mortality tried to equal the 
brutality of the commandant, Davis. His physical and mental con- 
ditions, he states, were in sympathy, both getting very feeble. He was 
detained there some two months in all. 

He was then sent to Millan prison, Georgia, and finally a proffer was 
made to him and others who were in sick, feeble, and dying condition, 
if they would enlist in the rebel army they would be discharged. He 
says he made up his mind to enlist with the determination to desert the 
first opportunity. 

He did enlist in the rebel forces, and without firing a shot, and at 
the very first opportunity presented, which was very soon afterwards, 
he deserted the rebel forces, returned to the Union lines, and immedi- 
ately, or as soon as he could thereafter, he re- enlisted again, served hon- 
orably, and was discharged at the end of the war. He received his 
pay for the time he served in the army prior to the time he was capt- 
ured. 

For some reason or other, it now seems the charge of desertion stands 
against the petitioner on the records of the War Department. He claims 
that he has made a full and faithful statement in the petition of his 
service, of all he did, and I have made this statement, with the consent 
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of the Senate, in order to call the especial attention of the chairman of 
the Military Committee and of the members of that committee to this 
particular case. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage Asso- 
ciation of Canton, Ohio, praying for the passage of a joint resolution 
for a constitutional amendment as to woman suffrage; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a memorial of the Christian Arbitration and Peace 
Society, remonstrating against the proposed increase in the coast defense 
and in the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Healso presented a petition of Eaton Post, No. 55, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Clyde, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Grand Army 
of the Republic’s service-pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a memorial of 80 members of the Monthly 
Meeting of Friends of Millbank, Dutchess County, New York, and a 
memorial of Scipio Monthly Meeting of Friends, Cayugaand Onondaga 
Counties, New York, numbering 245, remonstrating against the pro- 
posed increase of the Navy, coast defenses, etc.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. CALL. I present a letter from the governor of Florida, relative 
to the swamp and overflowed lands in that State, and the resolution 
pending before the Senate, and some correspondence in reply to it, which 
Task may be printed as a miscellaneous document—I will not ask to 
cumber the RECORD with it—for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

r. CALL. I move that the papers be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 1003, ex- 
empting American coastwise sailing vessels piloted by their licensed 
masters or by a United States pilot from obligation to pay State pilots 
for services not rendered; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions adopted by the city council of Mal- 


i den, Mass., favoring an appropriation to improve the Malden River; 


which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presenta petition of the Woman’s Missionary 
Union of Congregational churches of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for 
the of laws giving to Utah Territory a free public-school sys- 
tem under the control of the United States Government. As the bill 
on that subject has been sent tothe Committee on the Judiciary, I move 
the reference of the petition to that committee. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of 150 citizens of Eureka, Kans., 
a petition of Rawlins Post, No. 26, Grand Army of the Republic, Elk 
Falls, Kans., a petition of William J. Groesbeck and 75 citizens of Hart- 
ford, Conn., a petition of Santa Fé (Kans. ) Grand Army of the Republie 
Post, No. 483, a petition of comrades of Nathan Post, No. 283, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and a petition of Union Camp, No. 54, Sons of 
Veterans, and Marvin Post, 307, Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for the passage of certain pension legislation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Roseville Farmers’ Alliance, of 
Broughton, Kans., praying ſor the free and unlimited coinage of silver; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Grange 278, of Olathe, Kans., praying 
for the suppression of trasts and combinations; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Grange No. 278, of Olathe, Kans., 
urging the importance of taking speedy action in controlling the trusts 
and combines now forming all over the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Lone Tree Alliance, of Onaga, 
Kans., demanding the abolition of national banks and the substitution 
of legal-tender 'Treasury-notes in place of national-bank notes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented twelve petitions of farmers of Montgomery 
County, Kansas, praying Congress to pass laws prohibiting specula- 
tion in farm products; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of soldiers, citizens of Hutchinson, 
Kans., favoring the passage of the Ingalls-Cheadle pension bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2583) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary H, 
Nicholson, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
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(S. 786) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Hoo reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 2 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1374) granting increase of pension to Nancy Smith, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1294) to increase the pension of James Coey, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
1356) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee; to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1304) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Redfield, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1741) granting increase of pension to James H. Showalter; 

A bill (S. 168) granting a pension to William Gardner; and 

A bill (S. 1103) granting a pension to Robert H. Stewart. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1191) to establish a port of delivery at 
Springfield, in the State of Massachusetts, to report it adversely, and 
to report favorably an original bill as a substitute for it. Let the first 
be indefinitely postponed and the other go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill first reported will be postponed 
indefinitely, if there be no objection. 

The bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry, in place 
of Middletown *’ was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 798) granting a pension to Mariah L. Pool; 

A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to Mary Kinney; 

A bill 85 796) granting a pension to Maggie Stauffer; 

A bill (S. 1729) granting a pension to Lucy A. Coffield; and 

A bill (8. 797) granting a 8 to Lucy I. Bissell. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of William Davenport, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
5 were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill 8 770) granting a pension to Sarah E. Casey; and 

A bill (S. 1576) granting a pension to Robert Young. 3 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2144) granting a pension to Edmund T. Spotswood, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1319) to provide for the 
erection ofa public building in the city of Deadwood, S. Dak., reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1354) for the erection of a public building at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to Jane Reynolds, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


PREMISES FOR COMMITTEE-ROOMS, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back favor- 
ably with an amendment the resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee on Rules and referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
relative to premises for committee-rooms, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby authorized to 
lease during the present session of Congress the house, No. 32 B street north- 
enst, and to cause the same to be furnished for the use of the committees of the 
Senate: Provided, That the rent paid for the use of said house shall not exceed 
$165 per month, the expenses of such leasing and furnishing to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment of the committee will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the third line the committee reports to strike 
out the words session of ;"’ so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Se nt-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby authorized to 
lease during the present Congress, ete. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
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amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 
The amendment was agreed 


to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as amended will be agreed 
to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to record my vote against it in some way. 
I do not ask to have any vote taken, but I am not in favor of the reso- 
Iution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be considered as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. It is agreed to. 

TREASURY NOTES AND BULLION, 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance to report back the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury 
notes on deposits of silver bullion, with a substitute. I ask that the 
substitute be treated as an origfnal bill, end that it be read at the 


desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase from time 
to time silver bullion to the amount of $1,500,000 worth in each month 
at the market price thereof, not exceeding $I for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and 
also to purchase such gold bullion as may be offered at the Treasury or any sub- 
treasury of the United States at a price not exceeding $1 for 23,22 grains of pure 
pa and to issue in payment for such purchases of silver and gold bullion 

reasury notes to be by the Secretary of the Treasury in such form and 
ofsuch denominations not less than $l nor more than $1,000 as he may prescribe; 
and a sum sufficient to carry into effect the provisions of this act is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ay Semone te 

Sec. 2, That the Treasury notes issued in accordance with t rovisions of 
this act shall be redeemable on demand in lawful money of the United States 
atthe Treasury of the United States or at the office of any assistant treasurer 
of the United States, and when so redeemed shall be canceled; and such Treas- 
ury notes shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when 
so received may be reissued; and such notes when held by any national bank- 

association e hea Seep asa part of its lawful reserve. 

EC, 3. That the wees § of the Treasury shall coin such portion of the gold 
or silver bullion parch: under the provisions of this act as may be neces- 
sy to provide for the redemption of the Treasury notes berein provided for, 
and an gain or seigniorage arising from such coinage shall be accounted for 
and paid into the Treasury. 4 

Sec. 4. That the gold and silver bullion purchased under the provisions of 
this act shall be subjectto the requirements of existipg law and the regulations 
of the Mint service, governing the methods of determining the amount of pure 
8 pure silver contained, and the amount of charges or deductions, if any, 
to made. 


Sec. 5. That so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled“ Au act to au- 

thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 

cter,” as requires the 8 and coinage of the same into sil- 

ver dollars of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver 
bullion, is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 6. That this act shall take effect thirty days from and after its passage. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I only desire to say that this is nota 
unanimous report from the Committee on Finance. I as one member 
of the committee opposed it, and I shall take occasion, if I am well 
enough, to give my reasons to the Senate why I am opposed to bullion 
being held by the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2836) to provide for the adjudication 
and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 2837) to provide for the irriga- 
tion of the arid lands of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2838) for the erection of a public 
building at Paris, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 

and Grounds. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2839) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at Ogden, 
in the Territory of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2840) to authorize the city of Ogden, 
Utah, to assume an increased indebtedness; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Lizzie 
Wright Owen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2842) to establish wind-signal 
display stations at Thunder Bay and Middle Islands, Lake Huron; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2843) granting a pension to Mary 
Hayne; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2844) providing for the erection 
of range-lights and steam fog-whistle on Plum Island, in Lake Michi- 
gan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
‘papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2845) to establish a public patk 
at Pagosa Springs, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2846) to extend the provisions 
of an act entitled An act to settle certain accounts between the United 
States and the State of Mississippi and other States,” and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2847) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Edward Hughes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2348) for the relief of Seth R. Hammer, 
administrator of the estate of Turner Crump; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tions, ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2849) for the relief of John Swindin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee 
on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2850) for the relief of Edward B. Myer, 
administrator of the estate of Nickolas Kloffenstine; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations. 

He also introduced a bill (3. 2851) forthe relief of Edward B. Myer, 
administrator of the estate of William M. Ballard; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2852) for the relief of James J. Fryer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee 
on Indian Depredations. - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2853) making further appropriations for 
the completion of the improvements at the entrance to Yaquina Bay, 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2854) granting a pension to 


Katherine Quick Pepper; which was read twice by its title, and, with ` 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2855) for the relief of Matthew W. Ber- 
ryman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2856) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection of a public building at Paterson, N. J.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2857) granting a pension to 
William B. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (5. 2858) for the relief of John W. 
Atwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 2 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2859) for the reliefof Caroline 
Baker Stevens, relict of the late Col. Robert J. Stevens, and daughter 
of the late Col. Edward D. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 2860) to authorize the constrac- 
tion of an addition to the public building in Houston, Tex., and to 
provide a cistern, heating apparatus, ete., for said building; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2861) granting a pension to Pa- 
melia Senix; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 2862) for the relief of Mark Joseph; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


-= 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN UTAH. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask to have an order made to reprint a bill which 
is out of print, 
The order was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That Senate bill No. 2593, entitled A bill establishing a public-school 
em, and providing for the maintenance and supervision of public schools in 
e Territory of Utah, be reprinted for the use of the Senate, 


THE SPONGE INDUSTRY. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and he is hereby, 
directed to report to the Senate any information in his possession relatin eS 
the gathering of Sponges in the United States, the amount of the production, 
aud the practicability of increasing the growth of sponges, and the bast means 
and plan and cost of increasing the sponge industry, 


REVISION OF REMARKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there is no further morning business, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submitted yesterday 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. The resolu- 
tion will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. CHANDLER, in relation to 
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the revision of rema?/s made by Mr. CALL in the Senate on the 20th 
day of February, 1890. 

: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
resolation be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion to refer. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, before the question is taken on the refer- 
ence of the resolution, I wish to say, as a matter of personal privilege, 
that I observed in the morning Post this morning an article with these 
head-lines: CALs Bitter Remarks—He Slipped a Paragraph into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.” I wish to state that this is a falsehood; 
that it conveys a false impression. I slipped no paragraph into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD which was not in substance uttered upon this 
floor, and, with the exception of a few words, literally uttered upon this 
floor. And I wish to give notice to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
who has arraigned me here upon this resolution, that I arraign him be- 
fore the Senate, and I shall demand an investigation by the committee 
to whom this is referred for making an accusation which was untrue 
and which the remarks of the Senator in that very debate prove that he 
knew was not true. I shall convict him, in my opinion and judgment, 
upon evidence of his own, which would convict him before a jury of 
respectable New Hampshire Republicans, of hearing and knowing that 
I had uttered upon the floor of the Senate substantially the whole of 
the charge contained in that paragraph, and, with a very few excep- 
tions, every word contained init, I shall prove that, as I have ascer- 
tained by inquiry from the Senators upon this side of the Chamber who 
heard my remarks and who will bear testimony to it. 

Mr. President, I give notice to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
I shall not submit tamely to an imputation of this character, when in 
the very RECORD itself, in the contemporaneous knowledge and mem- 
ory of Senators here, I can prove the fact of my utterance substantially 
of this charge, with the very few exceptions in the words contained in 
this paragraph. I shall not ask the censure of the Senator from New 
Hampshire by the Senate, but I shall bring him tothe just judgment of 
public opinion thronzhont the country as having heard these remarks 
and having neither the courage nor the manhood to resent or defend 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida has vio- 
lated the rules of the Senate in as gross a manner as I have ever heard 
since I have been a member of this body, and I respectfully call his 
attention and the attention of the Senate to the use of language that 
has heen made on this occasion. I did not choose to interrupt him, 
but the Recorp must stand, and I hope the committee having charge 
of this matter will examine the record of what has been said here to- 


day. 

When the Senate of the United States has come to such a condition 
that the word ‘‘coward,’’ ete., is applied to a Senator; when a person 
shall be charged with stating a thing falsely, knowing it to be a false, 
it seems to me the Senate of the United States is receding from the dig- 
nity which has distinguished it from the foundation of our Govern- 
ment. 

I know the feeling under which the Senator from Florida uttered 
this language, anil I hope he will read it over and that he will not have 
printed in the public RECORD language which it seems to me in any 
general assembly in the world would be regarded as disorderly and im- 
proper. 

Mr.CALL. Mr, President, if I have violated any rule of the Senate 
by any observations I have made in this case to-day or formerly, I with- 
draw them and I apologize to the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If?“ 

Mr.CALL. If. I did not understand that I was violating the rules 
in what I said, when I am charged by the resolution here and by the 
speech of the Senator from New Hampshire with having for the pur- 
pase of preventing him from answering my observations interpolated a 
paragraph in the RECORD. If Iam not at liberty, when that resolu- 
tion was introduced here, to state that it is untrue, and if I am not at 
liberty to say that I can prove by the contemporaneous knowledge of 
Senators here and by the very speech made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire in the discussion of that resolution that he knew it was 
untrue, then I do not understand the rules of the Senate. 

If, in the judgment of any Senator, it is improper to use that lan- 

I withdraw it and apologize for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I will not reply to the Senator 
from Florida this morning in unparliamentary language. I have sub- 
mitted the question to the Senate in the resolution which is now before 
the body, and which I am willing shall be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, in accordance with the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. I have stated what the conduct of the Senator from 
Florida has been. I have recited the words which he used. I have 
recited the alterations which he made in the report that was submitted 
to him by the Official Reporter. 

The facts are stated in the preamble to the resolution. The facts are 
true. The complaint I made in the resolution was that the Senator 


had inserted in his remarks words which he did not utter. I did not 
complain in the resolution of the language which he did use as being 
unparliamentary. 

But that question, Mr. President, goes to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections with this resolution, and I hope that the commit- 
tee will take occasion to inform the Senate and the country whether 
the language used by the Senator was parliamentary or not and what 
language may be used by Senators in reference to each other upon this 
floor, whether it be in attack or in defense in debate. 

The Senator used language about me which I did not hear; he wrote 
language into the report accusing me of all the crimes in the decalogue; 
and he has now this morning charged me with being a coward for not 
replying to that which I did not hear and that which he afterwards 
wrote into the RECORD. 

Mr. President, when the Senate of*the United States has decided 
upon this case what language it is parliamentary to use, I shall take 
ape 7 5 to defend myself from all the imputations of the Senator from 

Florida. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, just one word. I suppose this matter 
ought to go promptly to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, aud 
itis hardly profitable to continue the discussion of it; but the remarks 
made a few minutesago by the Senator from Florida tempt me to say that, 
however much he may reproach the Senator from New Hampshire for 
not having responded to so bitter a personal insult, there are many men 
on this side who would have protested in language as indignant as if it 
had been directed against themselves against that gross violation of 
parliamentary law which he says he committed the other day, and which 
Taffirm he did not. And I pat myself upon the Reporters and other · 
witnesses to justify my denial. 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to reſer the resolution to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, if I did not belong to the Committee 
on Rules I should insist very earnestly upon the reference of this reso- 
lution to that committee, because I think it is the proper committee to 
consider the resolution. I simply desire to say that so believing, while 
I think the resolution onght to be referred to the appropriate commit- 
tee, I shall vote against the reference to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, and if that motion shall fail I shall move to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

I simply wanted to explain the reason why I should not vote in favor 
of referring the resolution to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. I think the other is the proper committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question on the 
motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions? 

The motion to refer was agreed to, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, before the matter which has just been 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections passes entirely 
from the consideration of the Senate, I should like to move an order 
which I am sure will beunanimously agreed to, that the Public Printer 
be directed not to print in the bound copy of the RECORD the proceed- 
ings of the Senate for the day when this transaction took place until 
further orders of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Permit me to suggest that the language should 
be not stereotype.“ 

Mr. HO AR. Very well, I will say `“ not stereotype.“ 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The first bill 
on the Calendar will be stated, the consideration of bills on the Calen- 
dar being now in order. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE. 


The bill (S. 119) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for the payment to Vincent P. Donnelly, administrator of Peter 
Lyle, deceased, of $3,724, being the amount for which a certificate was 
issued to Lyle, but was not received by him before his death. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not wish to ask for the reading of the report in 
that case, as it may be voluminous, but if I caught correctly the read- 
ing of the bill it is the application of an administrator to pension a de- 
ceased officer who had not applied for a pension in his life-time. Is 
that correct? The Senator who reported the bill [Mr. BLAIR] was in 
his seat a moment since, but is not there now. Let the report be read 
and let us understand what the case is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
January 23, 1890. Having read for 5 minutes 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator who reported this bill is not present 
and the report is exceptionally long, For the purpose of enabling us 
to proceed with the Calendar, I will object to the further consideration: 
of the bill and ask that it may be over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

LOUISA V. KILPATRICK. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I ask unanimous consent that we may go back 
under Rule IX, as I find that a bill to which I call attention has been, 
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unaccountably to me, assigned to the Calendar under Rule IX. Ispeak 
of the bill (S. 255) granting a pension to Louisa V. Kilpatrick, which 
is on the Calendar as the only pension bill under Rule LX. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the order of business? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Order of Business 221. I asked the other day 
when the bill was under consideration that it might go over without 
losing its place on the Calendar. How it has been transferred to Rule 
IX I do not understand. I now ask unanimous consent, that being the 
only pension bill under Rule IX, that it may be brought before the 
Senate and considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S, 255) granting a pension to Louisa V, Kilpatrick, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read and the amend- 
aor offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is 

nding. 
arm McPHERSON. I now move my amendment, after the words 
‘fone hundred,” in line 7, to insert the words and sixty-six and two- 
thirds; ™ so as to read: ‘‘ one hundred and sixty-six and two-thirds dol- 
lars per month.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 6 and 7, if is proposed to strike out 
82. 500 per annum“ and insert one hundred and sixty-six and two- 
thirds dollars per month.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment 
to give the pensioner $100 per month. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the amendment reported to the 
original bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the amendment to the amendment increases it 
sixty-six and two-thirds dollars a month. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays upon that ques- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLODG- 
ETT January 22, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 255) granting 
a pension to Louisa V. Kil trick, haye examined the same, and report: 

A bill for the relief of this applicant was considered by the Senate Committee 
on Pensions and favorably reported in part. 

We find from the papers on file that General Judson Kilpatrick, the husband 
of this applicant, was mustered into the service May 9, 1861, and appointed 
brigadier-general June 13, 1863, and discharged January 1, 1856. He died at San- 
tiago, Chili, December 2, 1881, of Bright's disease of the kidneys, 

hile there appears to be a conflict in the testimony between the examining 
surgeon and the physicians who attended the general during his last illness, 
the evidence shows beyond question that his death was caused by Bright's dis- 
ease, which was probably induced by exposure in the service of his country. 

And your committee feel that the distinguished and vaMable services ren- 
dered by General Kilpatrick during the war of the rebellion entitle his widow 


to a just recognition from the Government he so ably and faithfully served. 
we therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 


Strike out the words two thousand five hundred dollars per annum“ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words one hundred dollars per month.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the way the bill reads now? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the amendment be reported again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Pensions it is pro by Mr. MCPHERSON, in line 7, after the word 
“hundred,” to insert and sixty-six and two-thirds; so as to read: 

es eed a pension of one hundred and sixty-six and two-thirds dollars per 
mont 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, how does that amendment to add sixty-six 
and two-thirds dollars a month come in the bill? From the report I 
understand that the committee recommends that the bill be amended 
by striking out the words“ two thousand five hundred dollars per an- 
num“ and inserting ‘‘one hundred dollars per month.” It is read from 
the desk that it is proposed to amend by increasing one hundred to one 
hundred and sixty-six and two-third dollars. What I desire to know 
is whether this amendment proceeds from the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment is 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now the question is upon the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is on this question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Not knowing how he would vote, 
I withhold my vote. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was ca) d). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], In his absence I withhold my 
vote. : 7 
Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. - 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is detained 
from the Chamber to-day by illness. I am therefore not at liberty to 
vote. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

‘The ro}l-eall was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. My colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I have a general pair with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. Ido not know how he would 
vote if present. If his colleague will intimate I may be able to cast 
my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative), I voted in- 
advertentiy, forgetting for the moment that Iwas paired. I withdraw 
my vote. ; 

The result was annonnced—yeas 12, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS~—12, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jonesof Nevada, Sherman, 
Dolph, Higgins, McPherson, Stanford, 
Eustis, Joar, Manderson, Stewart. 

NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Davis, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Edmunds, Mitchell, Teller, 
Bate, Frye, Moody, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Blair, Harris, Paddock Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Hawley, Pierce, Wilson of Md, 
Casey, Hiscock, Platt, ‘ 
Chandler, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Coke, Kenna, Reagan, 

ABSENT—37. 

Allison, Daniel, Hearst, Squire, 
Barbour, a Dawes, Jouesof Arkansas, Stockbridge, 
Beck, Dixon, Morrill, Vest, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Brown, Faulkner, Payne, Walthall, 
Butler, Gibson, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Cameron, Gorman, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Gray, Quay, 
Colquitt, Hale, Ransom, 
Cullom, Hampton, Spooner, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions, which will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment reported by the Committee on 
Pensions is, in lines Gand 7, to strike out $2,500 per annum“ and in- 
sert 5100 per month;’’ so as to read: 


And pay her a pension of $100 per month, ete. 


Mr. INGALLS. I shall be obliged if the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions will inform the Senate what the amount allowed by law 
is to the widows of officers of the grade which General Kilpatrick held. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am uncertain as to General Kilpatrick, whether it 
would be $30 or $50 per month. 

Mr. INGALLS. What reason is there for departing in the case of 
the widow of General Kilpatrick from the rule as to the widows of other 
officers of that grade? 

Mr. DAVIS. There is no departure in the case of the widow of Gen- 
eral Kilpatrick from the practice as to widows of other officers of that 
grade, for we have advanced in several cases the pensions of those la- 
dies. 

Mr. INGABLS, My recollection is that the number of those placed 
upon the rolls at $100 per month is exceedingly few. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very few comparatively. 

Mr. INGALLS. While I do not withhold the tribute of my admi- 
ration from the character and services of General Kilpatrick, it appears 
to me that if we are to deal with this subject it should be by general 
law, and not by special act. Ifthe widow of General Kilpatrick is en- 
titled to $100 per month, which is an increase of at least $50 and per- 
haps $70 above the pension enjoyed by the widows of other officers of 
the same grade, it seems to me to be unjust. We ought to deal with 
this subject by general law. If the pension is not high enough il should 
be increased; but to select the widows of certain officers and give them 
a pension that is several hundred per cent. in excess of that received 
by the widows of other officers of the same grade is obviously unjust. 
It is especially unjust when there are 25,000 Union soldiers in alms- 
houses and dependent upon private charity to-day without any pension 
atall. It is especially unjust when the widows of private soldiers who 
were as brave and as gallant and rendered in their as much sery- 
ice as General Kilpatrick did are receiving only $6 or $8 a month and 
others aré without any pension whatever, 
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I protest, Mr. President, against this continual discrimination in favor 
of the field officers of the Army, selecting their widows and their fam- 
ilies for the distinctive decoration of enormous pensions, when qualified 
and deserving classes are left entirely without recognition. 

I do not see, from the report of the committee in this case, that there 
is any claim whatever established which would not apply to the widows 
and families of hundreds of other officers in the same grade in the armies 
of the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, it should be borne in mind that this 
application is from the widow of an officer who died in 1881 and who 
himself had never applied for a pension, and that the statement of the 
committee is that there is a conflict of opinion as to whether he died of 
Bright’s disease contracted in the military service twenty years before. 
Iam nota physician and I do not propose to give expert opinions upon 
the effect of diseases, but I understand in a general way that Bright’s 
disease is one that does not generally run for twenty years, or fifteen 
years, or for half of that period. 

The pension, if it is granted in this case, must be upon the idea that 
it is a service-pension to the widow of a worthy and deserving officer. 
If it is meant to give a service-pension, I concur very heartily with the 
expression of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in saying that 
the private soldiers are as much entitled to these service-pensions as 
the officers of the Army. : 

The main object which I had in rising, however, was to protest against 
this general policy which has been pursued on yarious subjects of 
building up by class legislation the fortunes of certain persons at the 
expense of other persons as as the beneficiaries are, I will not go 
into that subject now further than to state that there ought to be a 
general law under which pensions are granted. In looking at the pri- 
vate acts for the purpose of giving pensions, some to people who 
have applied and have had their application rejected, and perhaps some 
of whom have never applied for pensions to the proper officers, the 
country cannot fail to be surprised on examining our statutes to see, in 
the face of liberal general laws granting pensions, the enormons num- 
ber of pensions granted by special acts. I trust, Mr. President, that 
there may be a stop to this special class legislation on this as well as 
on other subjects. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, a bill for the relief of the widow of 
General Judson Kilpatrick, pensioning her at the rate of $100 a month, 

both Honses of Congressat the last session without onesingle word 
of dissent. The case received a careful examination at the hands of 
the committee at that session, and we concluded to add Mrs. Kilpat- 
rick to an exceedingly limited class of ladies in a condition of destitu- 
tion and want and without estate, being the relicts of distinguished 
general officers who served in the war of the rebellion. That bill did 
not reach the President in time for his signature. The most distin- 
guished case of this character was the case of Mrs. Logan, to which the 
same objections were made. Coupled with the case of Mrs. Logan was 
the case of the widow of General Frank P. Blair, to which the same 
objections were made. From time to time there are introduced into 
the Senate and come before the Committee on Pensions bills for the re- 
lief of the widows of eminent officers whose names have made the 
pages of our history lustrous with glory, who have been left destitute, 
Saar hee upon their hands to support, by the death of their hus- 

nds. 

The case of Mrs. Kilpatrick is pre-eminently one of those cases. The 
general married her in Peru, South America, of which country she is 
a native, She speaks our language imperfectly. She is a widow and 

u strunger among us, a widow with children to raise. She received no 
estate from her husband as the result of his death, and is as dependent 
a person as can well be imagined, considering her station in life. Of 
course, it is very difficult (and everybody appreciates that, and nobody 
more so than those who serve upon the Committee on Pensions) to 
measure relative justice by an exact scale as to the widows of persons 
of various degrees of rank in the service. The best we can do is to do 
the best we can. Nobody will say that Mrs. Logan's pension was un- 
deserved because we can not pension the widows of priyate soldiers or 
the widow of a colonel or a captain in the same degree. 

The country owes to the widows of these illustrious men who served 
in the front rank of the Army during the rebellion something more 
than a measure of what is called abstract justice by a geometric scale. 
If a general in dur Army serving as General Kilpatrick did dies with- 
out estate, leaving infant children to be brought up by a widow with- 
out property, without means to do it, I hold, as we held in the cases of 
Mrs. Logan, Mrs. Mair, and I think Mrs. Sheridan and Mrs. Thomas, 

and the widows of ether illustrious heroes of our war, that it is the 
highest duty of this country, considering their station in life, consid- 
ering the condition to which they may be brought if they are not re- 
lieved, to extend to them a liberal and a generous relief of this char- 
acter. 

I did not before the Committee on Pensions favor the pensioning of 
Mrs. Kilpatrick at $2,000 a year and I do not now, and I should ob- 
ject if she should get it; but that $100 a month is a fair and reason- 
able pension for this lady, if the widow of any officer so illustrious is 
entitled to it, I have no manner of doubt. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Asingle word, Mr. President. I did not intend 


to say puey key on this subject beyond what I had already said 
in the former te. 

General Kilpatrick’s service to the country during the late civil war 
is a matter of history. No man performed a more valorous service, 
none performed a more successful service, I will draw no comparisons 
whatever as between the services rendered by General Kilpatrick and 
those rendered by other soldiers whose widows have heen pensioned. 
It is not necessary to do so. 

General Kilpatrick was born in New Jersey and became a cadet at 
the Military Academy at West Point. While serving his term of edu- 
cation there the civil war began. He left the Military Academy one 
year before the end of the term when he would have been regularly 
graduated, and went into the service of his country. He remained 
there during the whole war, was wounded many times, returned to 
New Jersey broken in health, unable to do any kind gf work, or even 
to provide in any way for his family. He was absolutely prohibited 
by reason of ill-health from engaging in almost any kind of business. 
Recovering after a time, he was sent on a diplomatic mission to South 
America, where, after a long period of suffering, he died by reason of 
the wounds received during the war. He hasnow a widow living and 
twodanghters, who require to be educated, who require to be supported 
from somesonrce. They are entirely helpless, have no means, received 
none from the estate of General Kilpatrick, because he left none, and 
if there was ever a case that appealed to the sympathy of the Senate 
this one seems to me to so appeal. ; 

I asked that the widow of General Kilpatrick be paid the same pen- 
sion that has been granted to others whose names have been mentioned 
here, The Senate has refused to do that. Therefore I now ask that 
the small sum which the committee have reported, of $100 per month, 
be given to the widow of General Kilpatrick in order that she may 
live in a manner becoming her station in life. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ahd the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. McPHERSON, 
the bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say one word before the vote is taken, to call 
to the mind of the Senate a circumstance that I do not think has been 
adverted to, and that is this: The lady in question is of foreign birth, 
of delicate nurture and associations, unaccustomed to the conditions 
of our country, with two helpless children, so that she is in a very 
marked degree under the necessity of aid beyond the ordinary widow 
of ai? officer of the same rank and of equivalent service. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not agree with the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] that because this lady is of foreign birth 
she should have any preference over those who are native-born; nor do 
I agree with him, furthermore, that because she has been delicately 
nurtured she should have any preference over those whose lives and 
whose fortunes have been harder than hers in former times. 

When the proposition was first made to pension Mrs. Logan, I think, 
perhaps, I stood alone in this Senate saying that that would be used 
as a precedent hereafter to place others of equal rank in the same posi- 
tion and to give them that amount; that if it was the intention of the 
Senate of tht United States to pay the widows of all major-generals 
$2,000 a year they should say so directly and specifically, and not 
select the widows of General Logan and General Blair and make them 
an exception to the general rule. It was urged by those who favored 
the bill that those were exceptional cases, and that they could not be 
used as precedents and would not be so used hereafter. 

Now, Mr. President, as I understand, there are probably twenty- 
five or thirty other generals, and perhaps more than that number, who 
were equally distinguished with General Kilpatrick, who held the same 
rank which General Kilpatrick held, and whose widows and daughters 
are entitled to the same consideration at the hands of Congress as his 
widow and daughters are, and it does seem to me, as the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said, that is is absolutely unjust and unfair 
that this widow should be selected out while the widows of officers of 
equal rank and whose husbands were equally distinguished should be 
paid a less amount than this. 

I state furthermore, as I have stated on another occasion, thatif there 
is any widow who deserves to be preferred above another it is the widow 
of the private soldier. The general officer receives larger pay and has 
facilities for accumulating a fortune far superior to those of the private 
soldier, and I say that it is unfair and unjust and un-American to se- 
lect the widow of a general, because he held rank, and give her $100 
a month, while the widow of a private soldier, who left his wife and 
children in destitution, shall only have$12a month. That is the prop- 
osition now before the Senate, on which the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON] has called for the yeas and nays. 

It seems to me that every consideration which can induce a man to 
stand by America and American practices should dictate to us that it 


I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of 
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is unjust and unfair to give preference to this lady, although she may 
have been born in a foreign Jand and though she may have raised 
in luxury, as stated by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have served on the Pension Committee longer than 
any other member of the Senate, I think, and there has been no year 
when a discourse similar to that to which we have just listened has not 
regaled the Senate and the galleries; and appeals of this kind have been 
made continuously to the great body of the soldiery of this country, 
apparently with a view to excite some response in the hearts and from 
the lips of the volunteer Army of the United States in the way of as- 
sent and approval of those principles which have just been enunciated 
here; but in all my intercourse with the soldiers of this country and 
from among the soldiers themselves I have as yet heard no response 
whatever to these sentiments. On the contrary, the ions which 
have been given to the widows of Grant, of Garfield, of Thomas, of 
Logan, and of others have been universally approved by the soldiery 
of the country, and they take a high pride in this recognition of their 
old Jeaders and of those who were dependent upon them. 

I dropped an expression in reference to this lady that she was of for- 
eign birth. She is of foreign birth. I said she was of delicate nurt- 
ure, and she is correspondingly helpless, and her nativity in other 
climes makes her altogether less able to support herself, to educate and 
nurture her children, than she would have been had she been born 
within our own country and accustomed to our own habits and our 
own institutions and having her friends herein ourown country. Un- 
doubtedly had she been brought up here she would have been in such 
associations that this application might not have been necessary; but 
as she is a foreigner, unaccustomed to our habits and our language, 
with two children to educate, both daughters, and daughters of cne of 
our most distinguished generals, I dropped the expression that, under 
these circumstances, it seemed to me, as we had the precedents, it 
would be most proper that we should give to this woman that which 
we have given to the widows, the native-born widows, of other officers 
who had rendered no more distinguished service than General Kilpat- 
rick; and, so far as the soldiery of this country are concerned, we shall 
find that they will approve the deed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays will be taken on the 
passage of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was ealled). Lam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when Mr. Beck’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. BECK] is absent and is paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], who I note is also absent. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present, I should vote 
for this bill giving $1,200 pension. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAurrox ]. If he were 

nt, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr.McPHERSON. I understand that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. HAmpron], if present, would vote yea.“ 

Mr. DIXON. If that he the understanding, that the Senator from 
South Carolina would vote yea“ if he were present, I yote yea.“ 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with thesenior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. > 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). My colleagne [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALETSON ] and I am 
paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Pump]. I do not know 
how he would vote if present, and so I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I understand no pair has been announced with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], and I will therefore 
transfer the pair I have with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QUAY] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON} and vote 
to make a quorum. I vote yen.“ 

Mr. CULLOM. L have a standing pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY], but the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
has stated to me that if I desire to vote I may do so, notwithstanding 
my pair with the Senator from Delaware. I therefore vote yea. 

The result was announeed—yeas 36, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Dixon Hiscock. Morgan, 
Allen, Dolph, Hoar, Paddock, 
Barbour, Eustis, Ingalls, Platt, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Blair, Faulkner, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Call, Frye, MePherson, Stewart, 
Chandler, George. Manderson, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Davis Higgins, Moody, Wilson of Iowa. 

NAYS—7. 
Bate, Coke, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Berry. Harris, Vance. 


— 
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Beck, Edmunds, Morrill, Sqnire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, “i Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Gorman, igrew, 

ran, Gray, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hale, Plumb, Walthall, 

k: Hampton, P Š Washburn, 
Colquitt Hearst, Quay, Wolcott, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

So the bill was passed. 


ANN E. TEW. 

The bill (S. 1239) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew was considered 
as iu Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Ann E. Tew, widow of George W. Tew, late colonel of the 
Fifth Rhode Island Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADRIAN C. DODGE. 


The bill (S. 1150) to increase the pension of Adrian C. Dodge was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pee the name of Adrian C. Dodge, late a private in Company 

; Nineteenth Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu 
of his present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH R. LANGDON. 

The bill (S. 617) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Hannah R. Langdon, widow of Henry H. 
Langdon, late an assistant surgeon in the Seventh Regiment Vermont 
Volunteers in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE SIMMONDS. 

The bill (S. 647) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds was 
considered as in Committes of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
peusion-roll the name of Catharine Simmonds, widow of William E. 
Simmonds, late first sergeant of Battery L, First Regiment United 
States Artillery, enlisted under the name of William E. Scott. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. = 
HELEN PLUNKETT. 

The bill (S. 1221) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Helen Plunkett, widow of Sergt. Thomas 
Plunkett, Company E, Twenty-first Massachusetts Volunteers, at the 
rate of $50 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TOWN-SITE ENTRIES IN OKLAHOMA. f 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1015) to provide 
for town-sile entries of land in what is known as Oklahoma,” and for 
other purposes. 
“Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
ESTATE OF ISAAC W. TALKINGTON, 


The bill (S. 583) for the relief of the estate of Isaac W. Talkington, 


| deceased was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It pro 


poses 
to pay to the estate of Isane W. Talkington, deceased, late of Pope 
County, Arkansas, $200, erroneously paid to the United States for the 
north half of southeast quarter of section 21,township —— north, range 
18 west of the fifth principal meridian. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The attention of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Berry] is called to this bill. There isa blank to be filled in 
line 8, alter the word *‘township.’’ 

Mr. BERRY. There is a written report there. I did not notice that 
there was a blank in the bill. Lask that the bill be passed over for the 
present without losing its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

Mr. BERRY subsequently said: I now ask that the bill which was 
passed over a while ago may be taken np. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will now return to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 583) for the relief of the estate of Isaac W. Talk- 
ington, deceased. 

Mr. BERRY. I move, in line 8, after the word township,“ to fill 
the blank by inserting “seventeen ;"’ so as to read: 


Township seventeen north, range eighteen, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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VALIDATING OF ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. 


The bill (S. 281) to validate acknowledgments taken before United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
States, or by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of deeds 
recorded in said District was considered as iu Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, to strike outall after the enacting clause and 


That all deeds of conveyance or other instruments of writing relating to land 
in the District of Columbia heretofore recorded in said District, which purport 
to have been acknowledged before any notary public, justice of the peace, or 
commissioner of deeds appointed under any act or acts of the late legislative 
assembly of said District, or before any commissioner of any circuit court of the 
United States, or before any commissioner of the United States appointed for 
the District of Columbia, or before any master in chancery or clerk of any State 
or Territorial court in the United States, or before the clerk of the supreme court 
ofthe District of Colambia, or before any commissioner of deeds of any State 
or Territory of the United States, or before any mayor, magistrate, aldermanyor 
aldermen of any city in the United States shall have the same force and effect, 
and the same are hereby declared to be as good and effectual, in law and equity, 
in ſu vor of all persons claiming bona fide under such deeds or instruments, as 
ifthe same purport to have been acknowledged before any officer or officers 
duly authorized by law, for the time being, to take and certify acknowledg- 
ments to deeds of lands in said District: Provided. That nothing in this act shail 
bes nstrued to divest just rights heretofore acquired of record. in good faith, by 
pur hasers or creditors of the parties to such deeds or other instruments, 

Sro, 2 That no acknowledgment of nny deed or instrument of writing here- 
tofore recorded as aforesaid shall be deemed invalid by reason of the absence 
on the record of a seal or seals of the acknowledging officer or officers, but the 
record of all such acknowledgements shall havethe same force and effect and 
shall be as and effectual as if such seal or seals appeared of record. 

See. 3. That all acknowledgments of deedsor other instruments of writing 
relating to land in the District of Columbia hereafter made before any commis- 
sioner of any circuit court of the United States, or before any commissioner of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, or before the recorder of deeds 
of said District, or before any commissioner of deeds of any State or Territory 
in the United States, or before the clerk of thesupreme court of the District of 
Columbia, or before the clerk of any United States court, or clerk of any court 
of record of any State or Territory of the United States shall be as good and 
effectual as if made before any other officer or officers now authorized by law to 
take and certify such acknowledgments, subject, nevertheless, to the uire- 
ments of section 443 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia, when such acknowledgments are made outside of the 
said District, 

Sec. 4. That where acknowledgments are made before any officer who certi- 
fies that be is not required to have an official seal, the signature of such officer 
to the certificate of acknowledgment shall be deemed sufficient without any 


Sec. 5. That alllaws or parts of laws inconsistent with any of the provisions 
of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
= The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. « 

E. R. SHIPLEY. 

The bill (S, 410) for the relief of E. R. Shipley was considered asin 
Committee of the Whole, It appropriates $460 for payment in full to 
E. R. Shipley for moneys paid, by direction of Post-Office Inspector 
Edgerton, to parties having money in registered packages stolen from 
the post-office in Springfield, Mo., on the 23d of June, 1884. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES, 


The bill (S. 174) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the 
United States district courts at $5,000 per annum and for other pur- 
poses was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for one moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make a suggestion for the Senator’s consid- 
eration about the mode of dealing with this bill. I was about to sug- 

t, as I understand the Senator from Mississippi desires to speak upon 
that bill and it is now nearly 2 o’clock, that the bill go over, retaining 
its place on the Calendar without prejudice, until to-morrow, and I 
give further notice that then I shall move to proceed to its considera- 
tion without regard to the restriction of the rule under which we are 
now proceeding. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to speak on this bill 
further than to oppose it with all my might. An agreement was 
reached between the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Doren] and myself 
that the bill should be called up, so far as we two were concerned, to- 
morrow. Of course I stand by that agreement. There may be other 
Senators, and I think there is one now present, who, owing to the state 
of his health, would like to appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the other friends of the bill for a little longer delay, so that he 
might participate in the opposition which I intend in my feeble way 
` to offer to this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I would state, and my suggestion is in conformity with 
the arrangement between the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator 
from Oregon, that if that arrangement be carried out and the Senator 
to whom the Senator from Mississippi refers does not find it convenient 
to speak to-morrow, I will make no objection to a further brief post- 
ponement. 


Mr. GEORGE. That is satisfactory. 
Mr. HOAR. The request is that the bill now stand over without 


prejudice. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice, retaining its place on the Calendar, 
TERMS OF IMPRISONMENT IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill,(S. 1858) to shorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail 
and in the work-house of the Districtof Columbia on account of good con- 
duct during confinement was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Src, 2. That no person while imprisoned in the work-house of the District of 
Columbia shall be compelled to work on the streets or in any public place out- 
side of said work-house and the farm or grounds belonging to and on which said 
work-house is situated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike ont section 4, as follows: 

Sego, 4. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
sage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NAVAL ESTARLISHMENT. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I callattention to the next bill, Senate bill 538, 
to further increase the naval establishment. I find that the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has charge of it, is not in his seat. I 
ask that it go over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calen- 
dar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 


NEGOTIATIONS WITH SPAIN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
20) authorizing the President to open negotiations with Spain. 
Mr. DOLPH. That is adversely reported. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Being adversely reported, the joint reso- 
lution will go over to the Calendar under Rule IX. 
JOHN WATSON. 


The bill (S. 800) granting a pension to John Watson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John Watson, late private Capt. John Chapman’s com- 
pany, Santa Fé Regiment New Mexico Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH C. HURLBOTT. 


The bill (S. 2022) guanag a pension to Sarah C. Hurlbutt was con- 
sidered aş in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro}l the name of Sarah C. Hurlbutt, only surviving daughter 
of Elijah Weeks, late a soldier in Capt. Thomas Weeks’s company of 
Massachusetts troops in the war of the Revolution. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. ABBOTT. 


The bill (S. 1371) granting a pension to John C. Abbott was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John C. Abbott, late a private of Company B, 
Second Illinois Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALICE KELLEY. 


The bill (S. 1300) granting increase of pension to Alice Kelley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Alice Kelley, volunteer nurse during the late 
war, at the rate of $25 per month from March 4, 1887, in lieu of the 
pension she now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

$ GEORGE L. WARREN. 

The bill (S. 2347) granting increase of pension to George L. Warren 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of George L. Warren, late a corporal in Com- 
pany C, Third Delaware Volunteers, at the rate of $18 per month in 
lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RETURN LETTER REQUESTS, 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] introduced 
Senate bill 1650; it was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads and that committee reported it adversely, and on the recom- 
mendation of the committee it was indefinitely postponed. The Senator 
who introduced the bill seems not to have been cognizant of this ac- 
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tion and desires that the vote be reconsidered. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for a reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. INGALLS, Let the title be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1650) to repeal so much of section 3915 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States as permits the Postmaster- 
General to have return requests printed on envelopes. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, what is the request? 

Mr. REAGAN. The request is to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was indefinitely postponed, and let it go on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. With the adverse report? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is an adverse report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. i 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 993) to 
constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subport of entry and delivery in the 
collection district of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 896) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the construction ofa railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa,” approved July 16, 1888; 


and 

A bill (S. 2185) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Arkansas River, in the Indian Territory. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution for the printing of the Report of the Commissioner of 
Education for 1888 and 1889; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 105) in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, amendatory of the act of July 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 400) to authorize the Natchitoches Cane River Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across Cane River, in 
Louisiana; - 

A bill (H. R. 3352) to extend to the port of San Antonio, in the cus- 
toms collection district of Saluria, in the State of Texas, the privileges 
of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled An 
act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized devices 
of United States coins; 

A bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte County 
Bridge Gompany to substitute a pivot draw-bridge over the Missouri 
River in place of a ponton bridge; 

A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and 
one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel piece; and 

A bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two 
suitable persons to represent the United States ut the international 
conference in regard to the protection of industrial property, and mak- 
ing an appropriation therefor. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 620) to provide for the time and place of holding the 
terms of the United States district courts in the State of Sonth Dakota; 


an 

A bill (S. 226) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
officers of the United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 
paigns. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the pending bill, known as the Blair 
educational bill, proposes to distribute among the scveral States and 


Territories the sum of $77,000,000, to be apportioned among them in 


that proportion which the whole number of persons in each, who, being 
of the age of ten years and over, can not write, bears to the whole num- 
ber of such persons in the United States,“ the computation to be made 
according to the census of 1880 until the ‘‘illiteracy returns“ of the 
census of 1890 shall be received, and then upon the basis of that census. 

The money appropriated is to be expended during a period of eight 
years; that is to say, for the first year the sum of $7,000,000, the sec- 
ond year $10,000,000, the third year $15,000,000, the fourth year $13,- 
000,000, the fifth year $11,000,000, the sixth $9,000,000, the seventh 


$7,000,000, and the eighth year the sum of $5,000,000. The fifteenth 
section of the bill, in addition to the appropriation for the first year, 
also appropriates $2,000,000 to be apportioned between the States and 
Territories upon the same basis as the other money, and to be known 
as the ‘‘common-school-house fund,“ for the construction of school- 
houses in the sparsely settled districts, such school-houses to be built 
in accordance with plans to be furnished free on application to the Bu- 
rean of Education at Washington, provided that not more than $150 
nor more than half the cost of any school-house shall be paid out of 
that fund, No State can receive any of the benefits of the bill until 
the provisions of the bill are accepted by its Legislature and the resolu- 
tion of acceptance is filed with the Secretary of the Interior. I read 
in full sections 4, 11, and 12: 


Sec. 4, That no State or Territory shall receive any money under this act 
until the governor thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a state- 
ment, certified by him, showing the common-school system in force in such State 
or Territory; the amount ofmoney expended therein during the last ing 
schoo! year in the support of common schools, not including expenditures for 
the rent, repair, or erection of school-houses; whether any discrimination is 
made in the raising or distributing of the common-school revenues or in the 
common-schoo! facilities afforded between the white and colored children 
therein, and, so far as is practicable, the sources from which such revenues were 
derived; the manner in which the same were apportioned to the use of the 


or color, either in the raising or distributing of school revenues or in the school 
facilities afforded: Provided, That separate schools for white and colored chil- 
dren shall not be considered a violation of this condition. The Secretary of the 
Interior shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the States and 
which he finds to be entitled to share in the benefits of this act and also the 
amount due to each. 2 

Sud. 11, That no second or subsequent allotment shall be made under this act 
to any State or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall 
first file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him, Fiving 
a detailed account of the payments or disbursements made of the schoo. 
apportioned to his State or Territory and received by the State or Territorial 
treasurer or officer under this act, and of the balance in the hands of such treas- 
urer or officer withheld, unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid or une nded, 
and also the amount expended in such State or Territory, as required by sec- 
tion 9 of this act, and also a statement of the number of school districts in such 


State or Territory,and whether any portion of such State or Territory has not- 


been divided into school districts or other territorial subdivisions for school pur- 
poses, and if so, what portion, and the reasons why the same has not been so 
subdivided; the number of children of school age in each district, and the rela- 
tive number of white and colored children in each district, and of the number of 
public, common, and industrial schools in each district; the number of 
employed; the rate of wages paid; the total number of children in the State or 
Territory, and the total number taught during the year and in what branches 
instructed; the ave daily attendance and the relative number of white and 
colored children; and the number of months in each year schools have been 
maintained in each school district. And if any State or Territory shall misap- 
ply or allow to be misapplied, or in any manner appropriated or used other than 
for the purposes and in the manner herein required, the funds, or any part 
thereof, received under the provisions of this act, or shall fail to comply with 
the conditions herein prescribed, or to report as herein provided, through 
its proper officers, the disposition thereof, and the other matters herein pre- 
scribed to be so 5 such State or Territory shall forfeit its right to an 
subsequent apportionment 5 virtue hereof until the full amount so misapplied, 
lost, or misappropriated shall have been rep! by such State or Territory 
and applied as herein required, and until such report shall have been made: 
Provided, That if the public schools in any State admit pupils not within the 
ages herein specified, it shall not be deemed a failure to comply with the con- 
ditions herein. If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the funds 
received under this act for the preceding year by the State or vo 
been faltlifully applied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and that the 
conditions thereof have been observed, then, and not otherwise, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall distribute the next year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore 

rovided. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to promptly 

nvestigate all complaints lodged with him of any misappropriation by or in 
any State or Territory of any moneys received by such State or Territory under 
the provisions of this act, or of any discrimination in the use of such moneys; 
and the said complaints, and all communications received concerning the same, 
and the evidence taken upon such investigations, shall be preserved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and shall be open to public inspection and annually re- 
ported to Congress. 

Sec. 12. That on or before the Ist day of September of each year the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shali report to the President of the United States whether 
any State or Territory has forfeited its right to recelve its apportionment under 
this act, and how forfeited, and whether he has withheld such allotment on ac- 
count of such forfeiture. — 


Section 7 provides that no greater part of the money appropriated 
under this act shall be . in any State or Territory than is ex- 
pended therein of its own revenues, not including sums expended in 
the erection of school-houses. 

I oppose this bill, Mr. President, because it clearly violates the Con 
stitution and because as a measure of policy it is most unwise and 
mischievous. I propose to state without elaboration the constitutional 
objections which in my opinion vitiate it, and in doing so, as in each of 
three several Congresses preceding this the same bill has been thesub- 
ject of most exhaustive and voluminous debate in the Senate, I shall 
necessarily have to use arguments and authorities repeatedly used here- 
tofore, for which, in view of the magnitude of the interests involved and 
of the questions discussed, I offer no apologies. _ 

This bill has passed the Senate three times, but with constantly de- 
creasing majorities. It hassteadily weakened under the repeated - 
mering of debate. From exceptional popularity in every section of the 
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a grunt implied because necessary to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


country when first introduced, under the light shed upon it by discus- 
sion in the Senate and the press it has constantly declined in public 
favor, until the indications give good ground to for its defeat, 


Under these circumstances I it not amiss, if I tay nothing 
new, sie to restate the arguments which I have heretofore urged 
against it. 

Says Judge Cooley, in his great work on Constitutional Limitations: 


In American constitutional low the word “ constifution”"’ is used in a restricted 
sense, as imp} ing the written instrument agreed on by the people of the Union 


or any one of its States as the absolute rule of action and decision forall depart- 
ments and officers of the government in respect to all the points covered by it, 
which must control until it shall be changed by the authority which established 
it, and in opposition to which any act or regulation of any such department or 
offcer, or even of the people themselves, will be altogether void. 

Again, says the same distinguished and learned author: 


The Government of the United States is one of enumerated powers, the na- 
tional Constitution being the instrument which specifies them, and in which 
authority should be found for the exercise of any power whieh the National 
Government assumes to possess. ` 

In Gibbons vs. Ogden, Chief-Justice Marshall says: 

The Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by Lhe Constitution, and the powers actually granted must be such 
as are oxpressly given or given by necessary implication. 

And the same great judge, in Martin cs. Hunter’s Lessee, speaking 
of the Constitution, said: 

This instrument contains an enumeration of the powers expressly granted by 
the people to their Government. 

Not content with restricting the powers of Congress and the Govern- 
ment to grants actually made and enumerated in the Constitution. that 
instrument in its tenth amendment emphasizes these restrictions and 
limitations by declaring that the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution nor prohibited by it to the States are re- 
served to the States respectively or to the people. 

All these are elementary principles, about which there is not and 
never has been any division of opinion between judges, statesmen, or 
political parties in this country. This being true, it follows that he 
who claims for the Federal Government jurisdiction over auy subject 
must show in the Constitution an express grant of that jurisdiction or 

carry out an express grant. The 

Democratic supporters of this bill certainly (and I believe for the most 

t. with few exceptions, its Republican supporters) admit that there 

in the Constitution no grant, express or implied, to the Federal Goy- 

ernment over the subject of education in the States and that plenary 

and exclusive jurisdiction over the subject is now and always has been 
vested in the several States of the Union. 

But it is claimed by the advocates of the bill, first, that the bill con- 
fers on the National Government no jurisdiction over the schools of the 
States; that the money appropriated is simply a gift to the several States 
which accept the provisions of the bill, to be used in carrying on their 
own. school systems; second, that the bill does not propose to be oper- 
ative in any of the States except in those which consent by legislative 
act to accept its provisions, and that this consent authorizes the Federal 
action proposed; third, that the bill is authorized by the first clause of 
seetion 8, of Article I, of the Constitution, sometimes called the gen- 
eral-welfire clause. 

A brief reference to the provisions of the bill which I have read, and 
to its other provisions, will show the fallacy of the first contention 
that uo jurisdiction is conferred on the National Government over the 
schools of the States by this bill. Section 2, without reference to the 
school age fixed in the various States (and the school age varies greatly 
in the different States), fixes the school age at between ten and twenty- 
one years; and the States which have by law a school age differing from 
this must change their laws to conform to this requirement before they 
can receive the benefits of this bill, as will more fully appear in sec- 
tion 4. 

A eompliance with this requirement must, with other things, be cer- 
tifiet by the Secretary of the Interior before the States can draw their 
quotas, Section 5charges the Secretary of the Interior, through the com- 
mission of education, with the proper administration of the law; and 
they are authorized and directed, under the approval of the President, 
to make all needful rules and tions to carry the law into effect. 

What will be the nature and characterof the rules aud regulations thus 
to be made; what the conditions they will impose; what the changes 
they will require made in the existing laws of the various States, gov- 

g their common schools? Who knows or can tell? 

There is an immense discretion involved in this provision as to how 
the common schools of the States receiving this money shall be man- 
aged. -This discretion is] in the hands of Federal officials; and 
yet it is claimed that this bill will pass to the Federal Government no 
jurisdiction over the common schools of the States. 

Section 6 —" certain branches of study which shall be pursned 
in the schools of the States accepting the provisions of this bill, in addi- 
tion to such other branches as may be taught under local laws. 

Sections 4 and 11 throw $77,000,000, besides $2,000,000 more, de- 
nominated the school-house fund, into the treasuries of the States and 
Territories, where thé quota of eachis to be mingled in hotehpotch with 
their individual State or Territorial school and pursues it with 
Federal jurisdiction, supervision, and control through all the details of 


its administration and disbursement, requiring detailed annual reports 
covering the minutest particulars in respect to the school systems of the 
States, their condition, government, management, and the distribution 
of their benefits, and of the disbursement—with the mannerand method 
of disbursing—not only the Federal money furnished for the schools, 
but of the funds raised for school purposes. by the States themselves, 

A failure to comply with any of these requirements, involves a for- 
feiture of the State’s quota under this bill. Under the same section 
any State may be arraigned before the Secretary of the Interior on the 
complaint of any one man or number of men that any of the material 
provisions of the bill have been violated and the charges investigated; 
and this same officer is invested with the power todetermine when any 
State has forfeited its rights under the bill. The bill invests the Sec- 
retary of the Interior with autocratic discretion and power and subjects 
the States of this Union to his dominion and discipline in respect to 
their public schools in its every section. 

In the expenditure of the school-honse fund under section 15, plans 
are to be furnished from Washington for the houses and annual reports 
are to be made of the expenditures of this as of the other fund. Sec- 
tion 17 reserves the right to Congress to alter, amend, or repeal this act, 
but does not reserve to the accepting States the right to withdraw their 
acceptances filed with the Secretary of the Interior. If this bill shall 
become law the right to alter or amend it, and in what way it shall be 
altered or amended, of conrse will rest absolutely in the discretion of 
Congress. No ampler or more plenary recognition of Congressional 
jurisdiction over the entire subject of public schools in the States can 
be expressed in words. 

So lar as the consent of the States accepting this bill can convey it, 
the power and jurisdiction of Congress over their common schools will 
be perfect and complete. Jurisdiction, in its most general sense, is de- 
fined to be the power to make, declare, or apply the law.“ In every 
section of this bill Congress makes law for the governmentand admin- 
istration of the common schools of the States, and the bill erects a tribu- 
nal to declare and apply that Jaw, thus furnishing every element that 
enters into the definition of Federal jurisdiction. 

The bill is predicated on the theory that the jurisdiction over the sub- 
ject of publie education is vested and resides in the several States, as 
is shown by the fact that it is nob to be operative in any State except 
by its acceptance and consent; and it is upon the validating effect of 
this consent and acveptance that its Democratic advocates mainly rely. 
It is well to remember in considering this point that the taxation un- 
der which the money to be expended under this bill is to be raised 
must be equal and uniform, and that the people of all the States— 
those which may reject as well as those which may accept its benefits— 
are to be taxed equally and alike to raise it. 

So it is clear that the bill is coercive upon the States, that the States 
are not free agents and are not tendered an option upon which they can 
exercise free and unconstrained volition. The freedom vf choice neces- 
sary to valid consent is wanting in this, that those rejecting the bribe 
offered by this bill and refusing consent to an invasion of their juris- 
diction are to be punished to the full extent of the tax laid upon them 
to raise the $79,000,000 appropriated, while those accepting the pro- 
visions of the bill are to be rewarded with a tempting subsidy. 

But if all the States should freely and voluntarily consent to accept 
the bill in all its terms, if the common schools of the States are, as I 
hold them to be, as this bill confesses them to be, and as its Demoeratic 
supporters admit them to be, within and under the exclusive jurisdic- 
tion and control of the States and outside of the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Government, this consent could not and would not confer juris- 
diction over them on the National Government. It is a familiar prin- 
ciple of Jaw that consent ean not give jurisdiction. Congress and the 
States are alike bound by the Constitution, which is the supreme law, 
and neither can add to or take from it. 

The States can not enlarge the powers of Congress, nor can Congress 
abridge the jurisdiction of the States. The powers delegated to Con- 
gress and those reserved to the States are absolutely fixed by the Con- 
stitution beyond the reach or control of either except by au amendment 
of the Constitution in the mode prescribed by itself. The States can 
not consent to a usurpation of their jurisdiction and powers by Con- 
gress, If they could, a majority of the two Houses of Congress, by 
collusion with a majority of the States or even less than a majority, 
could at any time set aside and nullify the Constitution; a Congres- 
sional majority would be omnipotent aui the Constitution become a 
dead letter. $ 

One of the most important functions of a constitution is to restrain 
majorities until the sober second thought of the people can assert itself 
and be felt. A construction which would destroy this funetion and 
leave Congress at liberty to intrigne and barter with the States for 
absolution from constitutional obligations would render a written con- 
stitution worse than useless and absolute government by Congressional 
majorities a thousand times preferable. So that, viewed from any 
standpoint, the consent to or acceptance of this bill by the States, the 
fact upon which its operative force is made to depend, is immaterial 
and unimportant, and utterly fails to relieve the bill of the charge justly 
made against it of being an unconstitutional invasion of the rightful ju- 
risdiction of the States. : 


Again, the supporters of the bill justify it under the first clause of 
section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, which reads as follows: 
Congress and collect taxes, duties, imposts and 
Pi ag — —— the common defence and general wel- 
fare of the United States, but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

It is claimed that under this clause Congress possesses the power of 
appropriating public money in order to promote the general welfare”? 
without reference to the specific grants of power in the Constitution, of 
which there are seventeen specified and eumerated in the same section 
8, immediately succeeding the clause giving power to lay and collect 
taxes, ete., in not one of which does anybody claim can be found war- 
rant for the power proposed to be exercised in the pending bill. 

When it is remembered, in the language of Chief-Justice Marshall, 
before quoted, and which can not be too often repeated, that The 
Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by the Constitution, and the powers actually granted must 
be such as are expressly given or given by necessary implication,” it 
will be seen that the advocates of this bill are driven to the ‘‘general- 
welfare clause“ for constitutional ground to stand on, and when dis- 
lodged from that position have no other refuge. The Government of 
the United States being, as we have seen, one of enumerated powers, 
and the Constitution being the instrument which specifies and defines 
them, failing, as it does, to embrace in its specification of powers granted 
any power or jurisdiction over the sabject of education in the States, 
the defenders of this bill find it necessary to take the broad ground that 
Congress may raise money by taxation to accomplish any purpose which, 
in the judgment of Congress will promote the common defense and 
general welfare. 

The statement carries its own refutation. It proves too much, If 
it be correct and sound, it confers unlimited, unrestrained, absolute 

wer on Congress to raise money by taxation indefinitely, and expend 

tin any and every conceivable way which in the judgment of Congress 
may tend to the promotion of the common defense and general welfure. 
Every object of government, every end sought to be attained by thein- 
stitution of our Government, is embraced in the vast area of power and 
discretion claimed for Congress by this proposition. Says Pomeroy, in 
his work on Constitutional Law: 

Congress has power to lay and collect taxes, etc., to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. Dothese 
two clauses contain two separate and distinct powers or is the latter a limita- 
tion upon the other? In other words, does the Constitution by this language 
confer upon the Legislature a general faculty of taxation and also another gen- 
eral capacity to pay public debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 

_ eral welfare, or does it confer a limited power of taxation by restricting the 
urposes for which taxes may be laid and confining them to the payment of 
debts and provision for the common defense and general welfare? e latter 
construction has been almost universally adopted, although the language, taken 
apart from the other, is susceptible of the other construction. 

But, agnin— 

Says the same author 


if tho construction should be adopted which regards tlic second clause as an in- 
dependent grant of power, it would in effect be making our General Govern- 
ment unlimited. Providing for the common defense and general welfare in- 
cludes everything which any government could possibly do, and a grant of 
power in these broad terms would be the same as making Congress omnipotent, 
equal in extent of its functions to the British Parliament. 5 

Judge Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, speaking on 
the same suhject, in section 906, says: 

If the clause to pay the debts and provide for the common defense und gen- 
eral welfare of the United States is construed to be an independent and sub- 
stantive grant of power itnot only renders wholly unimportantand unnecessary 
the subsequent enumeration of specific powers, but it plainly extends far be- 
yond them and creates a general authority to pass all laws which they may 
deem for the common defense and general welfare. Under such circumstances, 
the Constitution would practically create an unlimited national government. 
The enumerated powers would tend to embarrassand confuse, since they would 
only give rise to doubts as to the true extent of the general powers, 


Again says the same learned author in the succeeding section: 


For what purpose could the enumeration of particular powers be inserted if 
these and all others were meant to be included in the preceding general power? 
Nothing is morenatural or common than first to use a general phrase and then 
to qualify it by a recital of particulars, But the idea of an enumeration of par- 
ticulars which neither explain nor qualify the general meaning, and can have 
no other effect than to confound anid mislead, is an absurdity which no one 
ought to charge on the enlightened authors of the Constitution. It would be to 
charge them with either premeditated folly or premeditated frand, 


Mr. Madison, one of the fathers of the Constitution, who, perhaps, 
more than any other one man, is responsible for that instrument, in a 
speech delivered in the Congress of the United States on the subject of 
the fishing bounties, among other things said on the very point under 
discussion here: 


I. sir, bave always conceived—I believe those wno proposed the Constitution 
conceived, and itis still more fully known and more material to observe that 
those who ratified the Constitution conceived—that this is not an indefinite gov- 
ernment, 5 its powers from the eral terms prefixed to the specified 
powers, but a limited government, tied down to the specified powers which ex- 
piain and define the general terms. 


Again, in the same speech, he says: 


There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, asthey follow more 
clearly from the doctrine combated, must ei mit or the d 
given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the 
andaresole ie ones O TE EAEN they may take the care of 
ite into their hands; 5 every State, county, and 
and l pay them out of publ ; they may take into own 
hands the education of children, establishing in like manner schools 


out the Union; they may assume provision for the poor; the: undertake 
the regulation — post- 1 —— 


inute object of — 
minu 

53 
t be called, if Congress 


ofall roads other than roads; in sh 
highest o of State lexislation down to the most 
would be wn under the power of Congress, for 
would admit of the ap n of money, and mi 
pleased, provisions for general welfare. 

Continuing, in the same speech, he says: 

In short, sir, without going further into the subject, which I should not have 
here touched at ali but for the reasons already mentioned, I venture to declare 
itas my opinion that were the powers of Congress to be established in the lati- 
tude contended for it would subvert the very foundations and transmute the 
very nature of the limited government established by the people of America; 
and what inferences might be drawn or what consequences might ensue from 
such a step itis incumbent on us all to consider. 

I could go on and multiply authorities indefinitely, of the same pur- 
port with these I have read, from the highest and most honored names 
in the judicial and political history of this country, but will content 
myself with reading the recorded opinions of Mr. Jefferson on this sub- 
ject. Ina letter dated June 16, 1817, addressed to Albert Gallatin, 
Mr. Jefferson says: 

You will have learned that an act for internal improvement, after passing 
both Ho was negatived by the President. The act wus founded avowedly 
on the principle that the phrase in the Constitution whieh authorizes Congress 
to lay taxes to pay the debts and provide for the general welfare” was an ex- 
tension of the powers specifically enumerated to whatever would promote the 
general welfare, and this you know was the Federal doctrine. Whereas our 
tenet was, and, indeed, it is almost the only landmark which now divides the 
Federalists from the Republicans, that Congress has not unlimited power to 
provide for the general welfare, bub were restrained to those specifically enn- 
merated, and that, as it was never meant that they should provide for that wel- 
fare bub by the exercise of the enumerated powers, 50 it could not have been 
meant that they should raise money for purposes which the enumeration did 
not place under their action. 

Again, on the 2d of December, 1806, when Mr. Jefferson was Presi- 
dent of the United States, he sent a message to Congress from which I 
read the following: 8 

The question now comes forward, to what object shall surpluses be appropri- 
ated, and the whole surplus of impost siter the entire of the public 
debt and during those intervals when the purposes of war I not call for 
them? Shall we suppress the impost, and give that advantage to foreign over 
domestic manufacturers? On a few articles of a more general and necessary 
use the 9 in due season, will doubtless be right; but the great mass 
of thearticies on which impost is paid are foreign luxuries, purchased only b 
those who are rich enough to afford themselves the use of them. Their nde d 
olism would certainly prefer its continuance and application to the great pur- 

ses of public education, roads, rivers, canals, and such other objects of publie 
mprovement as it may be thanght proper to add to the constitutional enumera» 
tion of Federal powers, 

Dy these operations new channels of communication will be opened between 
the States; the lines of separation will disappear; their interests will be identi- 
fied, and their union cemented by newaad indissoluble ties. Education is 

among the articles of public care; not that it would be proposen, to taks 

ts ordinary branches out of the hands pad. Sabor: enterprise, which manages so 

much better all the concerns to which it is equal, buta public institution can 
alone supply those sciences Which, though rarely called for, nre yob necessary 
to complete the circle, all the parts of which contribute to the improvement of 
the pnt al and some of them to its preservation. The subject is now pro- 
posed for the consideration of Congress, because, if approved, by the time the 
State latures shall have deliberated on this ex’ on of the Federal trusts 
and the laws shall be 2 and other arrangements made for their exeoution, 
the neeessary funds will be on hand and without employment. I suppose an 
amondment to the Constitution, by consent of the States, 8 
the objects now recommended are not among those enumerated in Consti- 
tution, and to which it permits the public money to be applied. ; 

Mr. Jefferson, than whom the man has never lived that understood 
American institutions and the Constitution of the United States better, 
the illustrious author of the Declaration of Independence and founder 
of the University of Virginia, the ablest and most zealous advocate of 
universal education who ever lived in America, the philosopher, states- 
man, and patriot, who believed that the perpetuity of our institutions 
depended on the enlightenment of the masses of the people—he ad- 
vised Congress that an amendment of the Constitution was necessary 
to euable Congress to apply public money to the advancement of edu- 
cation. Unlike more modern statesmen, he knew no higher law than 
the Constitution he had sworn to protect and defend, and when it in- 
terposed a barrier to his most cherished wishes, instead of violating it, 

in order to save the life of the nation, as is now the fashion, herec- 
ommended its amendment in æ constitutional way. 

The Constitution is now the same, as to the subject of this debate, 
that it was when Jefferson sent the message to Congress from which I 
have read, all admitting that neither the thirteenth, fourteenth, nor 
fifteenth amendment, adopted since the war, and which were believed 
by the people of the United States sufficient to meet the new condi- 
tions surrounding the country, has any bearing on or relation to it. 

In the organization of our dualsystem of government there are two 
great depositories of power, both receiving their trusts from the source 
of all power, the peoples of the several States. To the Federal Gov- 
ernment has been delegated power over all subjects to ex- 
ternal sovereignty and the relations of this Government with theother 
nations of the world, as well as such powers as have been deemed nec- 
essary to the regulation of the relations of the several States in their 
intercourse with each other. 

The powers thus granted are enumerated and specified in the Con- 
stitution of the United States as we have before seen. The several 
State governments possess and exercise the residue of the people’s 
power, except in the cases where this exercise is prohibited in the Con- 
stitution of the United States or forbidden in the constitutions of the 
States, and thus forbidden to the State governments, are reserved by 
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the people to themselves, their exercise by either the State or National 
Government not being deemed necessary to good government. For the 
powers of each Of these two separate and distinct governments, which 
work in harmonious co-operation, each giving strength, power, and effi- 
ciency to the other and producing the splendid development which eur 
Government and country now presents, we look to their respective con- 
stitutions, to their lines of legislation, the decisions of their courts, the 
practices of their governments and peoples, and the utterances of their 
statesmen. 

When we resort to these sources of information to ascertain where 
the power and jurisdiction over the subject of education in the States 
resides and is vested, we are informed from all of them that no grant 
of power, either express or implied, over this subject can be found in 
the Constitution of the United States, that no power or jurisdiction 
over the subject has ever been claimed by the National Government, 
and that no effort in that direction has ever been made until the intro- 
duction of the pending bill; while, on the other hand, the States, from 
the foundation of the several State governments, have claimed and ex- 
ercised, without let or hinderance or question from any quarter, in their 

tive limits, sole and exclusive jurisdiction over the subject, and 
their legislation over it, commencing in their constitutions of organic 
law, running through legislative acts, down into and through the town, 
city, county, district, and other municipal legislative bodies, without 
break, interval, or intermission, has continued to this very day and 
hour. 

There is not a State in the Union that has not to-day a system of 
public free schools which is growing and spreading and giving promise 
in the near future of a high degree of excellence and efficiency, and 
that condition has already been reached by the schools in at least three- 
fourths of the States; and all this is the result of State laws, of State, 
county, district, and neighborhood effort. 

Now, Mr. President, having shown that the subject of education in 
the States is under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction of the several 
States, and outside of and foreign to the jurisdiction of the National 
Government; haying shown that the invasion of the jurisdiction of the 
States proposed by this bill can not be validated or legalized by the 
consent of the States, I assert the proposition to be an undeniable one 
that the taxing power of this Government can not be constitutionally 
used to raise the money proposed to be appropriated by this bill, to be 
expended outside of and beyond the jurisdiction of this Government. 

8 possesses the power to raise by taxation all the money nec- 
essary to a discharge of all the functions of the National Government, 
to execute its powers and enforce its jurisdiction, Within these limits 
there is no appeal, and should be none, from the power and discretion 
of Congress in the use of the taxing power. But this is not an unlim- 
ited government. It is a government of enumerated and specified 
powers, If an execution of the powers and an enforcement of the juris- 
diction of the Government is not a limitation on the taxing power of 

then there is no limitation upon it at all and the power of 
Congress is as absolute as that of the British Parliament. If Congress 
may, by taxation, raise money to be expended on objects having no 
reference to the powers or jurisdiction of the Government and confess- 
edly beyond and outside of both, as is pro to be done by the 
pending bill, then the people of the United States have labored under 
a delusion in supposing that they are living under a limited constita- 
tional government. > 

In Loan Association vs. Topeka, reported in 20 Wall., Justice Miller, 
as the organ of the Supreme Court, used this language: 


It must be conceded that there are such rights in every free government be- 
yond the control of the state. A government which recognized no such rights, 
which held the lives, the liberty, and po rty of its citizens subject at all times 
to the absolute disposition and unlim control of eyen the most democratic 
Taegu i of power, is, after all, but a despotism. It is true that it is the des- 
potism of the many—of the majority, if you choose to call it so—but it is none 
the less a despotism. It may well be doubted if a man is to hold all he is ac- 
customed to call his own, all in which he has placed his happiness, and the 
security of which is essential to that happiness, under the unlimited dominion 
of others, whether it is not wiser that this power should be exercised by one 
man than by many. The theory of our governments, State and national, is 
op; to the deposit of unlimited power anywhere. The legislative, execu- 
tive, and the judicial branches of these governments are nll of limited and de- 
fined powers. 

The construction of the Constitution for which I contend results 
from the nature, character, and definition of taxation. Judge Cooley, 
in his work on taxation, defines it thus: 


Taxes are defined as being the enforced proportional contribution of persons 
and property, levied by authority of the State for the support of the govern- 
ment, and for all public needs, 

After stating a number of maxims on the general subject, the same 
author says: 

All these maxims assume that taxation is laid for the purpose of obtaining a 


revenue, Within the definitions given, the burden would not be taxation if rev- 
enue were not the purpose. 


Again, he says: 
All definitions of taxation imply that it is to be imposed only for public pur- 
; and whatever difference of opinion may exist regarding the admissibil- 
ty of taxation in particular cases, the fundamental requirement that the pur- 
pose shall be public will be conceded on all sides. 


But again continues the same learned author: 
Za considering the legality of any particular tax, a question of first importancs 


vernment which assumes to levy it. 


must e Sg concern the grade of the 


The“ c” that is concerned in al sense in any matter of government is 
the public the particular government been provided for, and the public 
purpose” for which that government may tax is one which concerns its own 


people, and not some other people having a government of its own, for whose 
wants taxes are laid. There may therefore bea public purpose as regards the 
Federal Union which would not be such as a basis for State taxation, and there 
may be a public purpose which would uphold State taxation, but not the tax- 
ation which its municipalities would be at liberty to vote and collect, 

The purpose must in every instance pertain to the sovereignty with which the 
tax originates; it must be something within its jurisdiction, so as to justify its 
making provision for it. The rule is applicable to all the subordinate munici- 
palities. They are clothed with powers to accomplish certain objects, and for 
those objects they may tax, but not for others, however interesting or impor- 
tant, which are the proper concern of any pther government or jurisdiction, 
State expenses are not to be provided for by Federal taxation, nor F. lex- 

nses by State taxation, because in neither case would the taxation be levied 

y the government upon whose public the burden of the expenses properly 
rests. To provide for such expenses would not, consequently, be a purpose in 
which the people taxed would in a legal sense be concerned. 


This passage from one of the greatest jurists and law authors in this 
country condenses in a nutshell and places in unanswerable form this 
argument against the pending bill, If Judge Cooley, with this bill in 
his mind, had started ont to demonstrate its unconstitutionality, he 
could not have made a more apt, appropriate, and convincing argument 
than is contained in this extract from one of his books. Long before 
Judge Cooley wrote what I have read, Chief-Justice Marshall, when 
speaking of this subject, in the case of Gibbons rs. Ogden, gave the sanc- 
tion of his great name to the same general principle in the following 
language: ¢ 

Nor is the exercise of that power by the States an exercise of any portion of 
the power that Is granted to the United States. In imposing taxes for State pur- 
poses they are not doing what Congress is empowered todo. Congress is not 
5 to tax for those purposes which are within the exclusive province 


Here we have the Government of the United States proposing to ap- 
propriate in this bill $79,000,000, to he raised by taxation and expended 
in the establishment and partial support of the common schools of the 
States, over which the States respectively have exclusive jurisdiction, 
and which are of course outside of and foreign to the Federal jurisdic- 
tion—the very thing Chief-Justice Marshall says Congress is not em- 
powered to do,” which Judge Cooley says Congress is incompetent to 
do, which Mr. Jefferson said it would require an amendment to the 
Constitution to enable Congress to do, and which Mr. Madison said 
could only be done under a construction of the Constitution which 
would throw under the power and jurisdiction of Congress ‘‘ every- 
thing, from the highest object of State legislation down to the most 
minute object of police.” 

The doctrine of President Monroe, announced in his special message 
of May 4, 1822, of the unlimited power of Congress to Jay and collect 
taxes, coupled with power of appropriation without reference to the 
specific grants of power in the Constitution, before that time so vigor- 
ously combated by Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison in the extracts I have 
read from them, and the consequences of which are so graphically de- 
scribed by Mr. Madison, which is relied upon to sustain the constitu- 
tionality of this bill, broad as it is, expressly excludes such powers as 
are proposed to be exercised in this bill; for Mr. Monroe in that message 
repeatedly declares, and in the most conspicuous manner emphasizes 
the declaration, that not onl y must the appropriations be restricted to 
fall within the general scope of the powers and jurisdiction of Congress, 
but in no ease must interfere with or invade the rightful province of 
State legislation. He says: 

If, then, the right to raise and appropriate the public money is not restricted 
to the expenditures under the other specific grants according to a strict con- 
struction of their powers, respectively, is there no limitation to it? Has Con- 
gress a right to raise and Spore the public money to any and every 
pargo according to their will and pleasure? They certainly have not, The 

overnment of the United States is a limited government, instituted for 
national purposes, and for these only. Other interests are committed to the 
States, whose duty it is to provide for them. Each government should look, to 
the great and essential purposes for which it is instituted, and confine itself to 
those purposes, 

Again, he says: 

It is Believed that there is not a corporation in the Union which does not ex- 
ercise great discretion in the application of the money raised by it to the pur- 

of its institution. It would be strange if the Government of the United 
tates, which was instituted for such important purposes and endowed with 
such extensive powers, should not be allowed at least equal discretion and au- 
thority. The evil to be particularly avoided is the violation of State rights; 
shunning that, it seems to be reasonable and proper that the powers of Con- 
gress should be so construed as that the General Government, in its intercourse 
with other nations and in our internal concerns, should be able to adopt all such 
measures lying within the fair scope and intended to facilitate the direct object 
of its powers as the public welfare and a sound and provident policy may dic- 


„ 


These extracts present fairly Mr. Monroe's qualification of the doc- 
trine he asserts, and it is plain thata bill which proposes to take hold, 
as the pending bill does, of the subject of education in the States, now 
and always exclusively within the admitted jurisdiction of the States, 
and jointly with the States establish schools and carry them on in all 
the details of their administration, does not come within his definition 
of the powers of Congress, wide as is the area he assigns them. And 
it may be observed here that, of all the instances industriously collected 
by the advocates of the pending bill in which appropriations have been 
made from the foundation of the Government until the present time, 
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not in pursuance of any of the special powers of Congress, and which 
are paraded as precedents justifying this bill, not one involves, touches, 
or violates in any way the rights or jurisdiction of the States. They are 
generally appropriations for insignificant amounts, and many of them 
for purposes such as relief bills to aid sufferers and alleviate misfortune 
in this and foreign countries, etc., which appeal to the sympathy and 
sentiments of hamanity; they are usually that class of bills which pass 
legislative bodies without investigation on account of the insignificance 
of the amounts involved or on account of feeling and sentiment. 

It is wonderful that a larger numberof them have not been found. 
But nothing can be more absurd than to cite these as precedents for the 
pending bill, which appropriates $79,000,000 to be expended in the ex- 
ercise of power over a subject belonging exclusively to State jurisdic- 
tion. The advocates of this bill seem to forget that wherever the na- 
tional jurisdiction goes it is supreme; that a partial and temporary 
support of the common schools in the States by the National Govern- 
ment involves a concession that the entire jurisdiction may at any time 
be assumed. Wherever the National Government may go in the ex- 
ercise of power or jurisdiction the jurisdiction of the State must retire 
before it; for, inthe forcible language of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. GEORGE], when a power is granted in the Constitution to Con- 
Bross eit is no lame or halting power,“ but full, plenary, and all-suffi- 

ent. 

If Congress possesses the power to appropriate public money for the 
establishment and maintenance of schools in the States, it has a right 
to follow that money and see to its disbursement and administration, 
as this bill proposes to do. It is a right inherent in the power to appro- 
priate, and this is an assertion of jurisdiction and power which may, at 
the option of Congress, be extended to embrace the whole subject to 
the entire exclusion of the State jurisdiction. This is a natural and 
logical sequence, and those who support this bill shoald understand it. 
Those who desire for their States the money appropriated by this bill 
will have to take it cum onere, and accept the consequences of abdicat- 
ing at the option of the National Government the ancient and hereto- 
fore uncontested jurisdiction of their States over their common schools. 

It can not be said That Congress has the power to tax the people for 
the parpose of handing the money back to them as a gift, nor that Con- 
gress, having jurisdiction to appropriate public money for a specific 
purpose, has not the power to follow that money and see to, direct, and 
control its administration and disbursement. I deny the right of Con- 
gress to levy and collect taxes to be expended ontside of its jurisdic- 
tion on a subject within the exclusive jurisdiction of the States, as the 
common schools are, because the purpose of the expenditure is not a 
‘t public purpose“ of the Government which collects the tax and makes 
the expenditure, but of other governments, to wit, the State govern- 
ments; and because under President Monroe's most latitudinous con- 
struction of the general welfare” clause it is condemned; for, while 
violative of State jurisdiction and rights, it is not a measure lying 
within the fair scope and intended to facilitate the direct object of its 
powers’’—that is, of the powers of Congress. 

But if the opposite view shall prevail and the appropriation shall be 
made, then the inexorably logical consequence will follow that the 
right and power is in Congress to pursue that appropriation with its 
supervision and control through all the details of its administration 
and disbursement; and what does this mean, in view of the supremacy 
of the power of Congress wherever it goes, but power and jurisdiction 
and control over the public schools in the States? The claim made by 
some that the proposed appropriation is a gift by the National Govern- 
ment to the States can not be sustained. The moneyis tobe disbursed 
under the direction and control of and in the mode prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior and his commission of education, These 
Federal agencies are to control the administration of it, as it performs 
its functions in maintaining the schools, as fully and completely as 
State funds raised for the same purpose are controlled by State author- 
ities, 

It is not to be delivered over to the States to be used by them in main- 
taining their schools in their own way, in accordance with the laws and 
regulations of their school systems. The school systems of the States 
are to be made to conform to the requirements of this bill and tosuch 
regulations as the commission of education created by if may make, 
and to such changes as may be made by Congress under the power re- 
served to alter, amend, or repeal the act. If it were a gift, pure and 


simple, it would be violative of the Constitution, because the taxation 


to raise the money would be levied to raise money to be expended out- 
side the jurisdiction of the National Government, and not fora ‘‘ public 
urpose under it. 

In 1836 there was a surplus in the Treasury of some $28,000,000 
which it was desired to distribute among the States, but there was a 
general consensus of opinion in Congress that this could not constitu- 
tionally be done; that a gift of this money could not be constitution- 
ally made to the States. So a bill was introduced and passed, and 
was approved June 23, 1836, providing for the deposit of this money 
with the several States in proportion to their representation in Congress, 
subject to be repaid when called for by the United States. Colonel 
Benton led the opposition to the bil] in the Senate and denounced it as 
s fraudulent evasion of the Constitution, and predicted that the money 
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when deposited with the States would never be called for by the 
National Government, and it never has been. 
This surplus, which could not be distributed among the States as a 
because of constitutional objections, was a casual, unexpected ac- 
cumulation of money resulting for the most part from sales of public 
lands the titles to which were in the United States. If this surplus 
could not be constitutionally made a gift to the States, for how much 
stronger reasons is it true that the taxing power of the Government can 
not be used constitutionally te raise money to make similar gifts to 
the States. 
I read here from a speech made by myself on the U1th of January, 
1883, in this body, in the debate on this bill then pending in theSenate: 


The friends of this bill, in order to escape the force of the argument against 
the power of Congress to tax the people to raise money to be expended outside 
of the national jurisdiction or to be given away in the form of donations, have 
laid great stress on the fact that the National Government since its foundation 
has been making donations of public lands to States for educational purposes, 
and these grants or gifts have been cited and held up as precedents for what 
they call the donations made to the States in this bill, They say, if the Govern- 
ment can give land which is worth money, it can give the money. The au- 
is obvious and conclusive. Section 3 of Article IV of the Consti- 


us: 
shali have the power to dispose of and makeall needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States, and nothing in this Constitution shal! be so construed as to 
prejudice any claims of the United States or of any particular State.” 
his clause has been the subject of repeated discussion and construction in 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in acts of Congress, and speeches of 
leading statesmen, and by the various commentators on the Constitution of the 
Uni States, and there is an absolute concurrence of opinion among all of 
them, unbroken by a single dissent, so far as I have been able to find, that it 
invests Congress with an absolute, plenary, and uncontrolled ownership and 
orton of disposal over the public lands. Theterm “other property occurring 
n the same clause has in the same way been held to refer to the ships, arms, 
an i munitions of war, which at the time of the adoption of the Constitution 
belonged to the State sovereignties, 

I read from Kent's Commentaries on this subject. He said: 

Congress have the exclusive rightof pre-emption to all Indian lands 2 in 
the Territories of the United States. This was so decided in the case of John- 
son vs. McIntosh. Upon the doctrine of the court in that case and in that of 
Fletcher vs. Peck, the United States own the soil as well as the jurisdiction of 
the immense tracts of unpatented lands included within their Territories, and 
of all the productive funds which those lands may hereafter create. Thetitle 
is in the United States by the treaties of peace with Great Britain, and by the 
subsequent cessions trom France and Spain, and by cessions from the individ- 
ual States, and the Indians have only the right of occupancy, and the United 
States possess the legal title subject to that occupancy, and with an absolute 
and exclusive right to extinguish the Indian title of occupancy by either con- 
quest or purchase.” 

Again, says the same author: 

The Constitution gave Congress the power to dispose of and to make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other propony belong- 
ing to the United States aud to admit new States into the Union. Since the Con- 
stitution was formed the value and efficacy of this power have been magnified to 
au inealouluble extent by the purchase of Louisiana and Florida, and under the 
doctrine contained in the cases I have referred to, Congress have a large and 
magnificent portion of territory under their absolute control and disposal," 

I now read from Judge Story’s Commentaries on the same subject: 

“The power of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and 
universal, and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and un- 
limited, unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in the cessions or by the 
ordinance of 1787, under which any part of it has been settled.” 

Again says Judge Story: 

“In the view of this doctrine, what is to be thought of the recent purchases of 
Louisiana and Florida? Ifthere was danger before, how mightily must it be 
increased by the accession of such n vast extent of territory and such a vast in- 
crease in resources? Hitherto the experience of the country has justified no 
alarms on this subject from such a source. On the other hand, the public lands 
hold out, after the discharge of the national debt,ample revenues to be devoted 
to the cause of education and to sound learning and to internal improvements 
without trenching upon the property or embarrassing the pursuits of the people 
by burdensome taxation. The constitutional objection to the appropriation of 
other revenvesof the Government to such objects has not been supposed to ap- 
ply to the proceeds of the public lands.“ 

I call especial att®ntion to this last sentence in the extract from Story's Com- 
mentaries, where he says: “The constitutional objection to the appropriation 
of the other revenues of the government to such objects has not been supposed 
to apply to an appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands.” Congress 
having absointe power of disposal over the public lands, conferred by express 
grant of the Constitution, has made donations of them to colleges and schools, 
to railroad corporations, to immigrant foreigners, to soldiers and sailors as 
bounty, has promoted timber-cultüre by donations of them, has sold them for 
money, has created reservations for Indianson them, and, indeed, has disposed 
of them in every way that lands can be disposed of, and nobody questions the 
power of Congress thus to dispose of them. 

In accepting donations of land for educational purposes the States have simply 
taken what Congress has a constitutional right to give. No implication of a 
right in the National Government to take charge of the schools of the States 
can arise from such donations, whereas Congress. having no power to tax the 
people except to raise revenue for the support of the Governmentand to execute 
the powers and enforce the jurisdiction of the Government, can notappropriate 
the revenues thus rai: by taxation to the support of the common schools in 
the States, except upon the assumption that the common schools are within the 
jurisdiction of the National Government, whose duty it is to provide for them, 
Those who support this bill are estopped from denying the jurisdiction of the 
National Government over the common schools, becanse without such juris- 
diction there iano power in Congress to raise money by taxation und appropriate 
it to their support, as is done in this bill, 


Mr. President, an amendment to the Constitution empowering the 
National Government to legislate on the subject of public education in 
the States, and apply the national revenues to the establishment and 
maintenance of common schools throughout the country, though I could 
not approve it, would, if adopted, be clear, self-explanatory, and leave 
no one in doubt as to the nature, extent, and character of the juris- 
diction intended to be transferred from the State governments to the 
National Government. But, if this bill shonld become law and should 
be accepted, say by three-fourths or even a majority of the States, by 
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the required legislative act filed with the Secretary of the Interior, it 


would be the highest possible affirmation, having the moral force and 
effect, of an amendment to the Constitution, that the Constitution of 
the United States as it now stands confers upon Congress the power and 
jurisdiction to take of and control not only the subject of educa- 
tion and schools in the States, but of all other subjects which, like 
these, have heretofore always been held to be exclusively within State 
jurisdiction and cognizance. 

There is no subject that has always and by everybody been more 
fully recognized as being within the exclusivejurisdiction of the States 
than that of their common schools; and if these may be taken charge 
of and controlled, partially or wholly, temporarily or permanently, by 
the National Government, there is not asubject of State jurisdiction, in 
the language of Mr. Madison, from the highest object of State legis- 
lation down to the most minute object of police,” that will not be thrown 
under the power of Congress. To enact this bill into law would thus 
breed inextricable confusion and bring about interminable conflict be- 
tween State and national jurisdictions, 

In that this bill thas assails, along the entire line, the rights of local 
government heretofore deemed sacred to State cognizance, its effect if 
passed would be to reverse the maxims and revolutionize the character 
of our Government and be the longest stride toward centralized pater- 
nalism yet taken in our history. This attempted raid upon local State 
government is avowedly based on the alleged failure of the public schools 
of the States, as conducted, to properly educate and enlighten the peo- 
ple, upon whose intelligent suffrage good government and the perpe- 
tuity of republican institutions depend. f 

When itis remembered that suffrage, as well as education and the 
common schools, is a subject over which the jurisdiction and control 
of the States have always been exclusive and that the United States 
has nothing to do with suffrage except to see to it that no State dis- 
criminates against any class of citizens in bestowing the right of suf- 
frage, the inquiry very naturally arises if the general welfare“ so 
imperatively requires the common schools to be taken under the fostering 
care of the National Government, how long it will be before the same 
reasons constrain the National Government to take from the control ot 
the States the subject of suffrage; for when the dividing line between 
State and national jurisdictions is once crossed there is no stopping 

ce, no halting ground, for the unlimited discretion of Congress when 
in pursuit of the requirements of the general welfare.” 
os3essed, according to. the theory of those who are pressing this bill, 
of unlimited taxing power for the promotion of the“ general welfare’’ 
and themselves the sole judges of what is required by the “general 
welfare,” there is nó object of government, no right of the States, be- 
yoa the control and power of Congress. This bill is an allegation of 
capacity of the States of this Union to manage properly one of the 
most important of their domestic concerns, and the reasons given why 
Congress should interpose are no stronger than could be given for in- 
terfering with any other of the reserved rights of the States. Not alone 
the public schools of the South, but those of the North and East and 
West are included in thearraignment made by this bill, as interpreted 
by the speech of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Until Congress is ready to admit that our dual system of government 
is a failure, that the people of the States are unequal to a proper con- 
ception and performance of their duties in the management of their 
internal and domestic affairs, that all the wisdom of the country is as- 
sembled in Washington, and that it is necessary that a centralized gov- 
ernment shall paternally care for, look after, and regulate the people 
and their domestic affairs in the States, no such bill as this should be 

, for, if these things he not true, its passage would bea slanderous 
utation upon every State government in the Union. 
also oppose this bill, Mr. President, because of its unwisdom and 
inexpediency as a measure of policy. I regard it, if it becomes a law, 
as the first and an irrevocable step toward the transfer of jurisdiction 
over the common free schools from the States, where it righttully be- 
longs—to whose soil the free-school system is indigenous and in which 
it is deeply rooted, where its growth and development have been normal, 
vigorous, and healthy, and its splendid fruitage is and has been the ad- 
miration of the whole country—to that of the National Government, 
which has never been supposed to be so constituted as to be able to 
successfully administer it. 

The provisions and terms of the bill, and the consequences which we 
can not fail to see will flow from them, render absolutely certain the 
existence of a greater necessity for Federal support and maintenance of 
the common schools of the country at the end of the eight years pro- 
posed to be appropriated for than exists at thistime. The system pro- 

once commenced, can not cease. If ever begun, it will be found 
to be self-perpetuating. Each year will bridg an increased necessity 
for it. The theory and plan of the bill are in all respects radically 


wrong. The States showing the largest percentage of illiteracy are to 
be rewarded with the largest proportion of this money. The greatest 
rd in the race for educational advancement is to be awarded the 
1 premium from the national Treasury. 
e vigilant and those who excel, not the slothful or the dullards, 
in the economy of the world gain the prizes of life which are reckoned 


the rewards of merit. This bill would reverse this principle, of such 
universal application, and establish its opposite in the matter of pub- 
lic education. It proceeds on the assumption, negatived by universal 
experience, thatthe way to teach people how to help themselves is to do 
their work for them, and that in order to build up a good common- 
school system it is necessary to take away from the people of the States, 
where it has always resided, the power over the subject and concen- 
trate it in a grand autocratic bureau at Washington, thousands of miles 
from them or their supervision and control. 

Self-help, and its resultant independence and self-respect, springing 
from a consciousness of honest and manly effort which has built up and 
is now maintaining a system of public schools in the South, which, 
considering the difficulties surmounted, is simply wonderful, is to be 
substituted under this bill with a servile dependence on Government 
subsidies. Local effort and local government, in accordance with the 
traditions and genius of American institutions, are to give place to im- 
perial centralization and European paternalism in the matter of educa- 
tion, while the self-reliant American citizen, the creator, the stay and 
support and defense of the Government, is to become a dependent pen- 
sioner on its bounty. That this bill, if it becomes a law, will demaral- 
ize the common-school systems of the States and lead to a relaxation of 
State and local effort in the cause of education can not be doubted. 

When the people become habituated to the enjoyment of this subsidy, 
as they will do in much less time than the eight years appropriated for, 
there will be an irresistible demand for its continuance and increase 
and a readiness for any concession to the national authority in the way 
of jurisdiction over the schools and their management, resulting ulti- 
3 with absolute certainty in a complete abdication of State power 
over thesubject. It does seem, Mr. President, leaving out all questions 
of constitutionality, that he who would urge upon Congress a measure 
fraught with such possible or probable—not to say certain—conse- 
quences, involving such a radical and revolutionary departure from all 
the maxiins, traditions, and policies of the Government, marking its 
career from its earliest foundation, should at least be able to show some 
great and overmastering necessity for the change. 

None such has been shown, and, if we are to believe the reports of 
the operations of free schools made by the State authorities of all the 
States in the Union and that made from the Bureau of Education in 
this city, not only does no such necessity exist, but, on the contrary, 
there has never been a time in the history of the country when the 
growth, progress, extension, and efficiency of the public free-school sys- 
tems of the Stafes were sosatisfactory as they are now or so promising 
of still greater and more gratifying results in thefuture. The able and 
exhaustive Report of the United States Commissioner of Education, just 

nblished, is a most complete refutation of every argument madein this 
ill, based as they all are on the alleged failure from inability or other 
causes of the States to maintain efficient free-school systems, 

The alleged poverty of the Southern States and their inability to bear 
the taxation necessary to the establishment and maintenance of a good 
and effective system of public free schools, together with the great mass 
of illiteracy in the South disclosed by the census of 1880, furnish to 
the advocates of this bill their stock arguments in its behalf. I pro- 
pose very briefly to examine both of these grounds, and believe I can 
show conclusively that both are absolutely without foundation. That 
the Southern States were devastated by war, and again in going through 
the process of reconstruction, until they were drained of their resources 
down to the lowest ebb of depletion and prostration, is a fact univer- 
sally admitted. - 

But it has been twenty-five yearssince the war ceased and the armies 
on both sides of that great struggle were disbanded. The rapidity with 
which the fallen fortunes of the South have been retrieved, her waste 
places rebuilt, her vast resources have been and are being developed, her 
productive industriesrestored, and her lost wealth is being regained, is 
universally regarded as one of the marvels of this marvelousage. The 
world has never seen anything like it before, and its parallel in other 
countries, under different institutions and by a different people, not 
trained like ours in the school of self-government and American citi- 
zenship, is impossible. But, to be more specific, I will present here_ 
the well veritied statistics compiled for and published in the Manu- 
facturers’ Record at Baltimore, of date the 21st of December, 1889, illus- 
trating not only the unlimited possibilities of the South, but the actual 
development of that section in the last quarter of a century, its rate 
of progress, and what may fairly be expected of it in the way of ma- 
terial advancement in the fature. 

Cotton is the great crop of the South. Of the ten or eleven millions 
of bales of cotton annually raised in the world, a little more than 
7,000,000 of bales is raised in the South. No other cotton in the world 
compares with that raised in the Sonth in length and toughness of 
fiber. The Record gives the total number of bales of cotton raised in 
the South for each year from 1865-'66 to 1889-90, both inclusive, its 
money value, the amount consumed in the United States, and that ex- 
ported. Commencing with a total crop raised in 1865-'66 of 2,269,316 
bales, the crop has gradually increased each year until in 1889-90 it 
reached 7,250,000 bales. The money value of cotton raised in the 
South since 1865, when the values of the crops of all the years since 
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that time are ted, foots up the enormous sum of $7,867,113,555; 
in round numbers nearly 88,000, 000,000. Of this amount, 88, 161,989,736 
worth was exported, and brought into the United States that amount 
of gold to go into general circulation . the country, and the re- 
mainder has been consumed in the United 

In the manufacture of cotton in the South are has been the same 
remarkable increase as is shown in the production of that staple. The 
number of cotton-mills in the South in May, 1880, was 161, of spindles 
was 667,854, and of looms was 14,323; while in 1889 the number of 
mills was 355, of spindles was 2,035, 268, and of looms was 45,001. The 
numberof mills has more than doubled and the number of looms and 
spindles has more than trebled between the periods named. The Rec- 
ord demonstrates that because of the difference in the price of cotton 
being from $4 to $6 per bale in favor of the Southern mills, as well as 
other advantages, the manufacture of cotton must continue to increase 
in that section to an indefinite extent, 

If we estimate the average price of a bale of cotton at $45 and the 
saving to the Southern mills by reason of having it at their doors at 35, 
which is between the two sums named, we find a clear gain of about 
11} per cent. in favor of the Sonthern mills on every bale of cotton 
manufactured, a saving which, in these days of close competition, must 
gany stimulate cotton manufacture in the South, already growing so 


588 of the South increased from 249,000,000 bushels in 
1870 to 509,705,000 bushels in 1888, a gain of 260,000,000 bushels, or 
105 per cent., while the balance of the country gained only 75 percent. 
The gain of the South in wheat from 1870 to 1877 was 18,500,000 
bushels and in oats from 31,070,000 bushels in 1870 to 78,254,000 
bushels in 1888, a gain of 46,280,458 bushels. I read from the follow- 
ing summary as to Southern crops, premising that they were compiled 
from agricultural reports and other official sources: 

It. mele ho 1879 or 1830, however, that the South has made the most marked 


progress. 
e yield of principal crops in the South in 1879, 1887, and 1888 was as follows: 


431, 074, 630 755 625, 805,000 | 632,166, 000 


Increase of 1888 over 1879—1,244,641 bales cotton; 201,091,370 bushels grain. 
Increase of 1887 over 1879—1,261,641 bales cotton; 195,230,370 bushels 

‘hese show an increase in the production of grain from 1879 to 1888 of 
over 200,000,000 bushels. How does this increase compare with the production 
in the rest of the country? The following figures show: 


Yield in whole country except the 
Saas aged x 


890 403, 945, 000 221. 861.000 
229.288.720 578, 112, 000 623, 481,000 


1. 929, 384. 110 | 1, 945, $03, 000 2. 478. 227, 000 


While the South, as shown by the foregoing figures, made an increase from 
1879 to 1887 of 195,000, 000 bushels of grain, or 45 per cent., the increase in all the 
p of the country for the same period was only 16,000,000 bushels, or less than 
2 r cent. It is true that the West had a short corn crop that year, but so did 

tucky, oe: of the largest of the corn-producing States of the South, and 
moreover the West had an unusually large crop of oats, the tin tact,” ever 
produced up to that time. Butif we were to give the North and West the benefit 
of the la corn years of 1884, 1885, and 1886, and take as a sh nay i the aver- 
age crop for five years, the rate of increase in grain =F roduetion for the whole 
country, excepting the Roo from 1870 to 1887, would still be only about 12 per 
cont., against a 45 2 cent. increase in the South. 

In 1888 the West ad phenomenally large corn and oat crops, and the increase 
over 1579 was very large, but the percentage of gain was only 28 per cent., while 
for the same time the South made an increase of 46 per cent. Thus the South, 
burdened by ils weight of poverty entailed by the war, with a disorganized labor 
system, and without immigration, except to exes, } has, since 1870, considerably 
Tuara, than doubled its cotton and grain crops, and made, ere gene Som it is, a 
much greater percentage of increase in the production of grain since 1879 than 
all the rest of The country. When we consider the poverty of the South at the 
start and the lack of immi; n,and contrast it with the wealth of the North 
and West and the tremendous immigration to the a; ultural regions of the 
West, this agricultural progress of the South is aston Itis a monument 
to 58 energy of the people of this section. 


Live- stock increased in the South from 8391, 412, 759 in 1879 to $569,- 
161,550 in 1889, a gain of 5177, 749,296. The values of farm crops 
cotton, corn, wheat, etc.—increased from 8571, 098, 454 in 1879 to $739,- 
032,000 in 1888, while the crop of 1889 is placed at $850,000,000. In 
these figures is not included the wool crop (of which Texas produces 
more than any other State], the rice or the sugar crop, nor the fruit and 
vegetable crops in excess of home consumption, which is large. 

The production of pig-iron in the South in 1880 was 397,301 tons; 
and in 1888 was 1,132,858 tons, The coal mined in the South in 1880 
amounted to 6,049,471 tons, and in 1888 to 18,001,270 tons, Railroad 


mileage increased in the South from 20,562 miles in 1880 to 40,250 
miles in 1889, 

As the condition of the banks in any country is the most unfailing 
test of the extent and progress of its business activities, I read again 
from the Record in regard to Southern banks: 


The condition of the national-banking system in 1879 well illustrates the truo 
business situation in that year. Inthe whole country were 2,048 banks, Eleven 
hundred and sixty-six of these were in the North, which includes the New Eng- 
land States, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware. Inthe West, 
which had at this time reached a high state of development, were 660 banks. 
This includes the States from Ohio on the east to Kansas and Nebraska on the 
west and Missouri and the Ohio River on the south, In the Soutnern States 
south of the Ohio and westward to and including Arkansas and Texas, were 
220 banks. It will thus be seen that the North had nearly twice as many banks 
as the West and over five times as many as the South. 

The capital stock of these 1,166 banks Ta the North was $321, 905,255; 83 
660 banks in the West, $33,906, 000, and that of the 220 banks in the South, $45, 

985; that is, the banking capital of the North was nearly four times that of ths the 
West and about eight times that of the South. 

8 banking statistics for 1579 for these three sections of the country were 

as follows: 


bis Loans and | Individual 

Surplus. rofits, discounts, deposits. 
= 182, 821 1, aa 22 — 322,642 | $611, 910,657 
22, 324, 238 669 | 179, 278, 252 
8, 909, 300 3.727211 = 230, 309 64,730, 849 


The North had about four times as m: surplus as the West and ten times 
as much as the South. Of undivided c Luc North had over three times as 
much as the West aud over t times as much as the South, Loans and dis- 
counts in the North were nearly seven times those in the West and nearly nine 
times those in the South. Individual deposits in the North were four 
those in the West and over nine times those in the South, 

Thus, when a statement of the condition of me RRE EF banks was called for 


on October 2, 1879, the banks in the . had 1 discounts out to the 
amount of $749,322,642, while the capital stock, 1 e individual and 
individual d The Western banks had Ae 


* — — 1,053,909,799. 
669 loans and discounts as resources an ag mar A OE aTa E 
undivided profits, and individual deposits. In the South these ice 
bilities were $123,055,099, With loan and discount resources of $35, 

og weds ed in the North was about $525,000, in the West ernie, 


average deposi 
and in the South 
compare with the statementof the national banks made 


How do these 
up July 12, 1859? On that date there were 3,230 banks in the . with an 


aggregate capital stock of $600,851, — an increase of 1,182 banks and of nearly 
$150, 000,000 in ital stock. The increase in the number of banks since 1879 
had been about 13 per cent. in the North, 81 per cent. in the West, and 113 per 


cent. in the South, while the increase in capital stock was nearly 4 per cent, in 
the North, 95 per cent. in the West, and 70 per cent. in the South. 
Other figures for 1559 were as follows: 


Undivided Loans and Individual 

Surplus. profits, discounts, deposits. 
North.. seese] $127, 582, 805 1 875 81, 061, 812.372 82,421. 774 
— 40. 838, 597 „318. 506 370, 910, 922 
2, 957,991 | 7. 138. 579 179, 787,377 | 139,003,233 


It will thus be seen that there was an increase of surplus of 45 per cent. in tho 
North, 8 per cent. in the West, and 146 per cent. in the South; of undivided 
profits an —— of 43 per cent, in the North, 58 per cent. in the West, and 92 
per cent. in the South; of loans and discounts, Al per cent, in the North, 136 
ceut, in the West, and of 110 per cent. in the South; and of individual deposits, 
39 per cent. in the North, 107 per cent. in the West, and 116 per cent. in the th 


Again, on the same subject, says the Record: 


In 1579 there was not a national bank in ees nor was there one in 
Louisiana outside of the city of New Orleans. On July 12 last Mississipi 
12 national banks, with a capital stock of $1,130,000, and oan 0 
New Orleans, had 5 national banks, with a capital stock of $500,000, 

In addition to these banks there have been reported in the columns of the 
Manufacturers Record, since July 12, 51 new national banks, with a capital 
stock of over $6,765,000 up to December I, Texas takes the lead, with 20 new 
banks, with an aggregate capitalization of over $, 3 Tennessee had 5 
with $550,000 capital; Kentucky 5, with $1,050,000 capital ; 8 with sino: 
000 capital; Arkansas 2, with $80,000 ca: ital; Louis a3, on 000 cn pital 
Mississippi 3, with $175, 5,000 capital; Alubama 2. with $150,000 ital; Maryland 
Z. with £150,000 capital; and Virginia lof $50.000: West Virg nia I of 
North Carolina Lof $150,000; the District of Columbia | of $200, 000; Suk fone 
lina 1 of $25,000; and Florida Tof $100,000 capital. 

Between February 11. 1879, and September 19, 1888, 52 national pree were 
placed in the hands of receivers: 25 in the North, 14 in the West, 7 in the South, 
and 6 in the extreme West and Pacific coast States. In 10 of these cases fraud- 
ulent management was .7 inthe North, 2 in the West, and lin the South, 
During the period January 4, 1879, to October.4, — 242 banks went into volun- 
tary liquidation under the provisions of section 5220 and 5221, tutes. 
One hundred and thirty-five of these were in the West, 59 in the North, 27 in the 
South, and 21 in the extreme Western and Pacific coast States 


Proceeding with the splendid array of facts and 8 showing the 


e of 


giant strides of the South in industrial progress and development, tho 


Record says: 


Wust the South has accomplished in the way of new industrial enterprises 
may be seen from the following summary of the number organized between 
January 1. 1836, and September 30, 1889, a little less than four years, as compiled 
from the weekly reports of the Manufacturers’ Record. 

Here follows in cold arithmetical figures a list comprising 12,656 
new enterprises, which the same authority states during the last three 
months of 1889 was swelled to 14,000, the list extending over nearly 
the entire range of human indnstry. I will not trouble the Senate 
with a recital of the characterand extent of this mass of industrial en- 


1889, as follows: 


1880. 


Assessed value of property. ., $2, DIS, 436,095, 
Railroad mileage. . 19, 431 
Coot ok E N AAA $679, 000, 000 
Yield of cotton 5, 755, 859 
Yield of grain.. 431, 074, 630 
Number of farm animals. .. sse, 28, 754, 243 
Value of live-stock ....... 25 $391, 412, 254 
Value of chief agricultural products . $571, 098, 454 
Coal mined 6,049,471 
Pig-iron produced.. 397,301 
Numberof cotton m 16i 

5 40 
Capital invested in cotton-seed oil mills $3, 504, 000 
Number of national banks... 220 
Capital of national banks. $45,597, 730 


* Partly estimated. 


secretary of state of Massac 


comprehensive and enthusiastic. 


than they lost in a most unequal and ruinous war. 


prise, and p 


without aid, charity, or subsidy from any source. 
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terprisés, but content myself with reading the tabulated summary of 
the Record showing the advance of the South in wealth from 1880 to 
r 


This presentation of the Southern industrial situation does not stand 
alone on the testimony of the Manufacturers’ Record, high as that is, 
but in its general assertion is more than corroborated by many of the 
greatest manufacturers, bankers, and others in the United States, notably 
among them by such men as Abram S. Hewitt and Edward Cooper 
and Mr. Andrew Carnegie, all great iron and steel manufacturers; Mr, 
Frederick Taylor, a adne New York banker; Hon. H. B. Pierce, 

usetts, and Hon. D. H. Goodell, governor 
of New Hampshire, and last, but not least, the late Hon. W. D. Kelley, 
of Pennsylvania, from all of whom the Record quotes iu support of its 
general conclusions, and whose recorded utterances on this subject are 


Of course, Mr. President, the figures I havé given, and which make 
such a striking, and I may say startling, showing of the progress and 
advancement of the South, especially in the last decade, necessarily 
fall very far short of giving the whole truth; for while there are some 
omissions which are noted and are apparent, it would be very extraor- 
dinary if there were not many others which are not apparent, and 
therefore not adverted to; yet, verified as these figures are by the high 
source from which they are taken, they are sufficient to create a pro- 
found impression of the magnitude and the comprehensiveness of the 
growth, development, and gainful progress of the States of the South, 
and while doing this furnish food for reflection as to what is to be the 
industrial future of that great section of our country, of such unlimited 
mineral, commercial, and agricultural resources, in the hands of a peo- 
ple who under greater difficulties than ever before surrounded any 
country have in so short a time achieved such results. 

These results, it is pleasant to remember, are in line with the ante- 
cedents of the Southern people, who, in 1860 (as the census reports of 
that year show), held and owned 44 per cent, of the wealth of this 
country and ranked high in comparison with the people of the other 
States for per capita possessions. Though stricken down by the fort- 
unes of war and the robbery of reconstruction to 22 per cent. of the 
aggregate wealth of the country, as shown by the census of 1870, the 
cold facts dnd figures given show that the Southern people are bravely 
redeeming their lost fortunes and rapidly forging their way back to the 
proud position once held by them in the Union. If there is anything 
in the logic of accomplished facts, it is simply a question of time when 
the indomitable spirit and unconquerable energy of these people, which 
defeat, disaster, and ruin could not appal, will win back through the 
industrial methods and fair and equal rivalries of peace all and more 


In this condition of the industrial affairs of the South, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I fail to find any suggestion of the necessity for Federal aid to 
that section in the establishment and maintenance of its public free 
schools. On the contrary, I find in it a conclusive refutation of all the 
arguments based on the alleged poverty of the South, in favor of such 
aid. The people who haye been correctly represented in the figures 
and statistics I have given illustrative of their resources, their enter- 
need only to be let alone under our free Govern- 
ment, and can be safely trusted to work out their ownsalvation, morally, 
politically, and educationally, as well as industrially and commercially, 


We are not left to conjecture, Mr. President, as to either the ability 
or the disposition of the people of the Southern States to build up good 
systems of public free schools, for the evidence is overwhelming that 
the same public spirit and enthusiasm which, for ten years past, has 
been producing such wonderful industrial development in the South 
has at the same time and pari passu been establishing, extending, and 
improving their public-school systems. It is a well known fact that 
the public schools of the South have been built up from a mere nomi- 
nal existence within the last dozen or fifteen years, Superintendent 
Cooper, of Texas, says that the public schools of that State have been 
built ab initio in the last ten years, By this he means the existing or- 
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ganized system, for a not inconsiderable school fund was expended in 
Texas for a number of years before. . 

The period of the largest development and the highest interest in 
public schools throughout the States of the South has unquestionably 
been within the last decade, which has been conspicuous as the period 
of the greatest industrial activity ever known in that section. Much has 
been said in praise of the great industrial achievements of the South 
during that decade, as we have seen; but the praise bestowed on that 
section by eminent educators for its labors in behalf of public education 
for the same period has been even greater. Dr. Mayo, the philan- 
thropist, of whom everybody knows, and whose specialty is the public 
free school, says: 


— 879 oeg | No people in human history have made an effort so remarkable, all circum- 
1 809.859 stances considered, as the people of the South have done during the last fifteen 


years and in Want they have already done for the schooling of their child. en, 

And General Armstrong, principal of the Hampton Normal and Ag- 
riculturul Institute, says on the same subject: 

The educational progressive movement at the South is, I believe, the most 
marvelous and the grandest fact or feature of this century of American life, 

Any number of testimonials from the most eminent American edu- 
cators to the same effect can be produced. The reports of superintend- 
ents of education in the various Southern States, the me-sages of South- 
ern governors, the utterances of the press, all show during the past 
twelve or fifteen years, and with increasing volume up to this day, an 
enthusiasm in behalf of public free schools which has never been sur- 
passed for any other object. Public sentiment has been educated to 
that degree that as ability to bear taxation for the support of public 
schools has increased the taxes for this purpose have been and are being 
advanced. The people have seen and appreciate the benefits of public 
education and are willing to pay for them. They need no outside as- 
sistance, and are both able and willing to take care of the education 
of their children. 

A system of public free schools is, as has been well said, a growth,” 
and requires time, and cannot be sprung upon the country ready-made 
with any amount of money. School-honses must be built, teachers 
educated and prepared, State, county, district, town and city, and com- 
munity school organizatious created and perfected, and all this is the 
work of time and experiment, a good system being the evolution after 
years of trial, labor, and expenditure. A school system must be ad- 
justed to the country, to its labor system, to the exigencies of seed-time 
and harvest, to its peculiar seasons, to the avocations and employments 
of the people, and to its density or sparseness of population, 

The school system which is justly the pride of Massachusetts, a 
densely populated manufacturing State, would be utterly out of place 
in the South except in our towns and cities, It is only by experiment 
and trial that the system best suited to a country is after awhile found. 
Our publie-sckool systems in the South are growing with the growth 
and development of the country, keeping fally abreast with its prog- 
ress, and adjusting themselves to the conditions and requirements of 
the people in their growth. If let alone, and the people of the States, 
with that splendid spirit of enterprise with which the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] frankly admits they are imbued with 
respect to their public schools, are permitted to foster and encourage 
them in their own way, without molestation or interference, the. day 
is not far distant when their free schools will be all that can be reason- 
ably expected or desired. 

The great need in the South for our schools is trained teachers. All 
the States have normal schools in which these are being educated and 
prepared—teachers for both whites and blacks, This is nota rapid 
process, but the time is not faroff when these schools, the private schools 
of high grade which may be found in every town and village in the 
South, together with the best class of scholars turned out from the free 
schools, will farnish an abundance of good teachers for the common 
schools. The money for maintaining these schools is generally ample 
now for the supply of teachers, and will be forthcoming as rapidly as 
teachers are provided; and no amount of money dumped into the South 
for the common schools will do any good unless teachers and the other 
necessary equipments are there to be utilized. It would be expended 
in uny amount that might be given—squandered—but its influence 
would be harmfal, not beneficial. 

I believe that I am borne out by the record in saying that no agri- 
cultural country in the United States has ever yet built up in fitteen 
years a better system of public schools than that now in operation in 
the South, or even as good. The schools of sparsely settled agrieult- 
ural States like those of the South should not be compared with those 
of densely populated manufacturing States like Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, Rhode Island, and others like them, but with those of other 
agricultural States like Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine. On 
this point I read from one of a series of able articles published by the 
New York Evening Post against the pending bill: 


For the purpose of presenting at a glance a comprehensive comparison be- 
tween Southern and Northern schools we have compiled from the latest reports 
of the superintendents of education (generally for the year 1884, but in a few 
cases for 1885) n table which represents the percentage of all children of the 
school who are enrolled in public schools, the ave daily attendance of 
those idren who attend school, the average length of the s hool year, and 
the ave amount expended per upil for a number of States in New En; 
land, the South, and the West, it 


472 


$76,454,510 


e exception of Delaware and Marylan 
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the Southern States are all large and thinly settled, Florida, ſor cnet hav- 
ing but 5 inhabitants to the square mile, Texas 6, Arkansas 15, West Virginia 
25, South Carolina 33, and Virginia 38. It would therefore be obvious! unjust 
to compare them with the and densely peopled States like usetts, 
which 222 people to the square mile, or Rhode Island, which bas 255. 

The only fair comparison is with New England States like Maine, with 22 
people to the square mile; Vermont, with 36, and New Hampshire, with 38; or 
with Western States like Nebraska, Minnesota, and The school age is 
from five to 88 years in most Southern States, and in the Northern States 
selected, except New Hampshire, where it is nominally only from five to fif- 
teen, but Superintendent Patterson informs us that children attend school by 
thousands outside these limits so that the only fair test of enrollment there as 
elsewhere seems to be the division of the whole numberattending school by the 
whole number of persons between five and twenty Bacar 

The following table presents the salient figures, first, for the three Northern 
States iu New England; second, for the eightold slave States furthest advanced 
in public education; third, for the three Western States just mentioned; fourth, 
for the remaining former slave States; and, finally, for Maine, New Hampshire, 
and Vermont, during the decade between 1850 and 1870, as compiled for the 
Evening Post by the heads of the educational departments for those States: 
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Maine 69 68 104 $7.75 
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19 | 6 108 424 
Maine, 1860-1870... 60 78 99 5.6 
New Hampshire, I 85 65 97 4.01 
Vermont, 1860-1870. 78 61 119 5. 06 


And from another article of the Post I read the following: 
NEW ENGLAND SCHOOES TWENTY YEARS AGO AND SOUTHERN SCHOOLS NOW. 
[From the Evening Post, March 3, 1836.] 


It would be, of course, ih the highest degree unjust to expect that the public- 
school system of the South, in most States hardly established above fifteen years, 
should yet equal that of New England, where publie education has been the 
rule for generations, The only fair comparison is between the condition of the 
Southern schools now and that of Northern schools ata period say twenty years 
ago. In order to present such a comparison we have procured from Mr. N. A. 
Luce, the superintendent of common schools in Maine, a detailed statement of 
the whole number of children of the school age (between four and twenty-one 
years), the whole number of these childreu enrolled, the average length of the 
school year, and the whole amount expended forcommon schools for each year 
beginning with 1800 and ending with 1870. 

From this statement of Mr. Luce’s it appears that the average number of 
children of the school age for each of these years was 229 614; the average num- 
ber of these children enrolled in school, 137,410; the average length of the school 
year, ninety-nine days; and the average school expenditure, $695,059. That was 
the record fora New 8 State less than a quaxter ot a century ago. To-day 
there are but few States in the whole South where the proportion of children of 
the school age attending school is not larger, and in many cases decidedly 
larger, than the old record of ig — cent. in Maine, as the 61 percent. in Tennes- 
sec, 63 in South Carolina, 68 in Missouri,73 in West Virginia,77 in Delaware, 79 
in Texas, and 93 in Florida. 

Even in Mississippi, where the negroes largely outnumber the whites, and 
the load is consequently very heavy, the ratio enrolled already two years ago 
was 60 per cent., or Maine’s former record; and in South Carolina, which has 
three negroes to two whites, 63 pr cent., or 3 per cent. more than formerly in 
Maine. The average length of the school year in eight of the sixteen old slave 
States is one hundred or more days against Maine's ninety-nine, and the ex- 
8 for schools in West Virginia. with a population of 618,457 in 1880, is 

431, against a yearly average of only $695,059 for the decade following 1860 
in Maine, which had then 628,279 people, or about 10,009 more than West Vir- 
ginis now, It would have been nothing short of an out if anybody in 1870 

ad proposed to tax the whole country to help sustain schoole in Maine. It is 
3 short of an outrage for anybody to propose a similar thing for the South 
n 3 


I read still another from the same paper: 
[From the Evening Post, March 5, 1838.) 


We presented on Wednesday a comparison between the condition of public 
education in Maine during the decade beginning with 1860, and the state of 
things in the South now, based upon a detailed statement prepared tor us by 
the superintendent of common schools in the New England State. We have 
since received a similar statement regarding the schools of another New Eng- 
land State, cumpiled for the Evening Post by Mr. Justus Dartt, superintendent 
of education for Vermont, which still further estab! our contention that 
the South is already doing about as well by her schools as Northern New Eng- 
Jand was doing by hers twenty or twenty-five years ago. 
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number of children of the school 
teen) in the years following 1860 
average number of them enrolled in public schools, 68,525, 
after generations of a common- 
school system in Vermont, only a little over three-quarters of the children of 
school age ever entered a peers school-house during the year. Even in South 
Carolina, where the schoo! system is only about fifteen e old. and there ate 

egroes to every two whites, the proportion of children of the school age 
attending school (178,023 out of 281,664) already exceeds 63 per cent., while 
West Virginia it is 73; in Delaware, 77; in Texas, a State which many North- 
Sues 8 very backward, 79, or more than Vermont's old reco: 
orida, $3. 

Mr. Dartt's figures show that in Vermont, twenty years ago, the average daily 
attendance of those children enrolled in school fell a little short of 64 per cent. ; 
in Mississippi, during the last year, the corresponding percentage was 58; in 
Delaware and West Virginia, 61; in Alabama and North Carolina, 62; in Ken- 
tucky, 63; in Georgia, 66; in South Carolina, 69; in Florida, 73; and in Missouri, 
75. In Vermont then the average length of the school year was 119 days; now, 
in West Virginia and Texas it is 100 days; in Louisiana and Kentucky, 102; in 
Missouri, 113; in Virginia, 120; in Delaware, 157; and in Maryland, 1 

The average annual school expenditure per pupil enrolled in Vermont then 
was $5.06, though it sank as low as $1.16 in 1863, and 81.21 in 1864; in 1884 the cor- 
responding figures were $4.59 in Virginia. $5.99 in West Virginia, $6,78 in Texas, 
86.88 in Delaware, $8.13 in Missouri, and $10.09 in Maryland. The sturdy man- 
hood of Vermont during the period between 1860 and 1865 would have resented 
the suggestion that the State needed Federal assistance to bring her schools up 
toa proper level, and the most hopeful sign for the South is the fact thatso 
many sturdy men are found there who resent a similar suggestion in 1886, 


In 1870 and 1880 less than 5 per cent. of all the inhabitants of 
Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont above ten years of age were un- 
able to read and write. Yet twenty-five years ago their public schools, 
which had been in operation from half to three-quarters of a century, 
were no better than the Southern schools are to-day, though the latter 
were commenced about fifteen years ago. The Southern schools are 
growing, expanding, strengthening, and improving every day, and the 
ability of the people to maintain them is constantly and ptf in- 
creasing. If the schools of the three New England States named kept 


down illiteracy to 5 per cent., may we not reasonably expect the South- 


ern schools in a very few years to do as well? 

Here we are met by thesupporters of the pending bill, and especially 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, with the assertion that there are 
in the South five or six million of illiterate people, and that the re- 
sources of the South are inadequate to contend with this vast mass of 
illiteracy. It is a conclusive answer to this argument that the tables 
showing the enrollment, attendance, ete., of children, which I have 
read, exhibiting the condition of our Southern schools in comparison 
with the Northern schools, include all of that mass of illiteracy which 
is curable, which is of school age, the remainder being above school 

ze—over twenty-one years—composed of persons who, whatever may 
be the school facilities, would never go to school and are incurable illit- 
erates. I avail myself here of a table compiled by the Evening Post 
from the census report of 1880, which clearly shows the number of illit- 
erates in the South at that date: 


Mr. Dartt's statement shows that the a 
then between the ages of four and ei 

‘was 87,836, and the 

being only about 78 per cent. In other words, 
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71, 693 247,318 319, OLL 201, 405 
124.723 90,738 215, 461 132. 931 
Louisiana., 34, 813 178, 789 213, 602 104,778 
Maryland 34, 155 66, 357 100, 512 33, 976 
Mississippi 27,789 208, 122 235, 991 137,290 
Missouri ......... 89, 924 40, 357 130, 281 78, 473 
North Carolina... 116, 437 174, 152 290, 173, 386 
South Carolina.. 34,335 200, 063 234, 135, 450 
Tennesvee..... 118, 734 126, 939 245, 673 165, 049 
XaS...... 6, 117 121, 827 186, H4 129, 488 
Virginia 71,004 214, 340 „341 145, 008 
West Virginia. 45,340 7,539 52,879 32,497 
Total eoo 961, 820 | 1,999,551 | 2.961.571 | 1,754,024 


This table showsa total of 4,715,395 illiterates, black and white, from 
ten years of age upwards. It shows the adult illiterates—those above 
twenty-one years of age—to be 2,961,371, and when this number is de- 
ducted from the total we have left of illiterates between ten and twenty- 
one years of age, 1,754,024. Now, it is a well known fact that asa 
rule those who attend public schools rarely go after becoming seventeen 
years of age, and if all between seventeen and twenty-one are deducted 
from the illiterates of school age, being one-seventh of the whole, we 
have left 1,503,448 curable illiterates, and that is the number to be 
estimated for in the South, and which the South is amply able to edu- 
cate without extraordinary effort, instead of the five or six millions on 
which the changes have been rung by the Senator from New Hampshire 
and his coll es in the support of this bill, 

These illiterates of school age, I repeat, are borne in all the tables 
exhibiting the condition of Southern schools which have been read in 
this and former debates on this bill, and enter for all they are worth 
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into the estimate of the status and condition of those schools in com- 
paring them with Northern schools. It will be remembered that since 
1880, when the figures we are discussing were descriptive of conditions 
in the South, great changes have occurred. It is within the last te: 
or twelve years that the Southern schools have been so much enlarg 
and the enrollment and attendance of children have been so greatly in- 
creased. The illiteracy within the school age must have greatly de- 
creased, while that above the school age, of course, is beyond the reach 
of human aid and will be removed from the country only by the death 
of the illiterates. 

The new generation born of illiterate fathers and mothers and being 
educated, themselves now becoming fathers and mothers, their chil- 
dren having the home advantages which educated parentage gives, is 
another element to be estimated, and a very powerful one, as a co-op- 
erative force with the public schools in reducing the percentage of il- 
literacy. When this bill was first brought before the Senate in 1882 
it was urged by its advocates that the poverty and destitution of the 
South was such that it was impossible for the people to bear the taxa- 
tion necessary to combat the vast mass of illiteracy afflicting that sec- 
tion of the country; that the rate of taxation was then greater than they 
were able to stand, and the same assertions have constantly been re- 
peated every year since, notwithstanding the fact that the rate of tax- 
ation bas been repeatedly increased and additional amounts of money 
for greatly enlarged schools and largely increased enrollment and at- 
tendance of children haye repeatedly been, and are now being, raised 
8 and of their own motion by the people throughout the 
South. 

The people of the South have been and are now doing the very things 
which the friends of this bill contended in 1882, and thence up to this 
time, they were and are unable to do on account of poverty; and, if al- 
lowed to procved without interruption in their own way in the man- 
agement of their own business, they will in a very few years perfect as 
good asystem of public schools as can be found in any other agricult- 
ural section of the country, and reduce the per cent. of illiteracy as lo 
as it is elsewhere. ` 

Of course the Senator from New Hampshire is able to show defects 
and shortcomings in the Southern schools now. It would be wonderful 
were it otherwise, in view of their recent establishment and the fact 
that they are yetin a formative condition. He does not deny that they 
are in a rapidly growing and improving condition, for no man can deny 
this. He discovered from the report of Hon. O. H, Cooper, superin- 
tendent of education in Texas, that there is in that State a deficiency 
of conntry school-houses, the towns and cities being well supplied. 
The Senator dwelt upon this deficiency in Texas with great unction; 
but the schools were kept open nevertheless, although in houses not 
built esperially for the purpose. He should have remembered that ac- 
cording to the census of 1880 there were only six inhabitants to the 
square mile in Texas, and that if the population should have been 
doubled by this time there would be only twelve. 

In the vast area contained in the 270,000 square miles of Texas terri- 
tory the Senator should have remembered that a very large amountof it 
is necessarily very sparsely settled, making itinevitable, if schools were 
to be kepratall, that they should be kept in improvised or extemporized 
houses, churches, etc., until the further settlement of the country en- 
ables the school communities to provide buildings better adapted to 
school purposes. Insuch communities the church is always first built, 
and always does duty as a school-house. The log and clapboard 
churches and school-houses have always in the South and West heen 
the pioneers of better things soon to follow, and from them have gone 
hosts of youths who in after years have filled the world with their 
fame as scholars, statesmen, soldiers, and patriots. 

The fact that the school system of Texas is pushed out into the re- 
mote and sparsely settled localities of the State, where churches and 
other buildings must be temporarily utilized as school-houses, is only 
another evidence of popular zeal in behalf of public education. There 
doubtless are localities in the more thickly settled portions of the State 
where more and better school-houses are desirable, but the teachers 
and the scholars are there, and the schools are progressing and improv“ 
ing nevertheless, and more and better school-houses are constantly be- 
ing built, I will here read two letters from Superintendent Cooper on 
the subjcct of the public schools of Texas: 


EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT, 


Hon. O. H. Cooper has answered several questions relating to Texas school 
affairs asked him by Congressman Crary, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT oF EDUCATION, ÀUSTIN, TEX., January 21, 1890. 


To his excellency THE GOVERNOR or Texas, Austin, Ter.: 


Dear Sin: Thecommunication from Hon. W. H. Crary. member of Congress, 
under date of January, 1800, addressed to you, anu referred by you to the de- 
partment of education, has been duly received, and in pursuance of your re- 
quests the following answers are furnished from official data to the questions 
propounded by Mr, CRAIN: 

1. The scholastic population of the State of Texas for the fiscal year ending 
August 31. 188¥, is 523.110. 

2. The scholastic population is divided with reference to color in the propor- 
tion of one negro child to three white children. 

3. The amount of public money expended during the fiscal year ending August 
$1, 1589, for Scena purpains from school funds was $2.998,347.39. To this 
amount should be added expenditures from funds derived from sales of bonds 


in cities and towns for build and equipping school-houses. $300,000, makin 
— — : 


a total ex iture for ed $3,298,347.39. This amount does 
not include the expenditures for tate University, the Agricultural and 
Mechanical College, and the Deaf and Dumb and Blind Asylums, which aggre- 
gate $200,004, giving a total of $3,498,347,39, 

4, No distinction is made on the basis of color in the distribution of the school 
fund, such distinction being forbidden both by the organic and statutory law, 
and, as a matter of fact, none has been made. 

5. The 3 of taxes levied for school purposes, paid by the colored tax - 
payers of the State, is about one-thirty-third of the entire amount of taxes levied 
and paid for this purpose. 

6, One State-normal school, the Sam Houston Normal Institute, is supported 
by the State for the education of white teachers, and one State normal school, 
the Prairie View Institute, is supported by the State for the education of colored 
teachers. The anunal State a F to these schools pay the salaries of 
the faculties of the schools and furnish scholarships to about two hundred stu- 
dents in addition. The buildings and grounds of the normal school for the 
negroes are superior to those of the normal school supported for white teachers. 

7. During the past ten years the public-school system of this State has been 
built up. practically ab initio so that the average school term of the State is 
about 5.8 months and the average salaries of the teachers about Sed! month, 
which is about $ more than the average in the United States. The steady 
growth of the public-school sentiment is conclusively shown by the extension 
of local taxation, by which the State and county funds are being supplemented. 

8. The permanent school fund of the State is increasing at the rate of about 
$1,000,000 per annum. The annual receipts of school funds are increasing by 
the interest on this increase of the permanent school fund of the State, the in- 
crease of the permanent county school fund, and by the extension of local tax- 
ation in the school districts, e annual expenditures for school purposes for 
the fiscal year ending August 31, 1889, exceeded the expenditures for the year 
ending August 31, 1858, about $400, 

I have the honor to be, yours very respectfully, 
OSCAR H. COOPER, 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction. 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, 

Austin, Tex., January 30, 1890. 

Hon. Ricnarp Coxe, Washington, D. C. í 
Dear Sin; I received a few hours agoa tel from Mr, Gresham, asking 
me to write you the receipts for the support of the public schools from sources 
other than the State apportionment, for the last scholastic year ending August 
31, S. Ina letter to Senator REAGAN yesterday, I placed the amount in round 
numbers at $900,000. I had the columns footed up to-day separately, and find 
the sum to be $389,126.86. This amount is derived from income on the perma- 
nentcounty fund, $276,083.29, and the remainder from city and district taxation 
and appropriation. In some of our cities where no school tax is specifically 
levied, the city council appropriates from the general fund of the city what- 
ever amount is necessary to supplement the State appropriation. Thus. in the 
city of Houston last year the city council appropriated about $26,000 for this pur- 


The number of districts which have voted local taxes on themselves bas been 
more than doubled since the close of the last scholastic year, and the funds 
from this source will be largely increased for next year, unless the peopleshould 
be led, through the passage of the Blair bill, or some similar bill, to look to the 
Federal Government for the fands necessary to support the schools, instead of 
Jevying a small tax upon themselves. A majority of our school districts are not 
yet levyinga local tax, but the people are talking about it all over the State, and 
T believe that the levy of local taxes will in a few years become universal, un- 
less some such catastrophe as that mentioned above should occur to impede the 
improvement of the schools, We not only do not need Federal aid, but Lam 
sincerely of the opinion that the extens on of Federal aid to this State will bo 
an incubus on our school system, 

With much respect, yours very truly, 
: OSCAR H. COOPER, 
Stale Superintendent Public Instruction. 


I now read the concluding paragraph of Superintendent Cooper's 
able and exhaustive report for 1888: 

The public-school system—common schools, high schools, normal schools, 
and university—is gigantic in its present proportions, and still more in its possi- 
bilities. It issplendidly endowed. The interest-bearing funds of the common 
schools and the university aggregato already $20,090,000, while more than 30.- 
000,000 0f acres of unsold lands will swell the total early in the twentieth cen- 
tury to $100,000,000. Such an endowment of publie education is unparalleled. so 
far as I know, not only in the world ut present, but in the world’s history. Our 
system has its defects and its weaknesses, but it has also its strength and its 
glories. It is imperishably imbedded in the hearts of the people. It is work- 
ing for progress and for righteousness. It was the dream of Washington and 
Jefferson and the hope of the fathers of the Republic, and it is the privilegeand 
duty of the present generation, finding it already established, to aid in making 
it sound, thorough, and effective, 


Mr. President, Superintendent Cooper has spoken without exaggera- 
tion of the gigantie proportions of the school system of Texas and its 
magnificent endowment. It covers with its operations an area five 
times as great as that of Virginia and West Virginia combined, and is 
backed by n tax-paying population which may be indefinitely increased; 
which produces one-fifth of the cotton raised in the United States and 
one-seventh of all raised in the world; which annually markets the 
heaviest wool crop that goes from any State in the Union, and is beyond 
the hope of competition of any other State in its possessions of cattle, 


+ horses, and mules; a population enthusiastically devoted to their public- 


school system and proud both of its present status and its possibilities 
for the future. Under such conditions, it is hardly necessary to add 
that the public-school system of Texas needs neither the Federal super- 
vision nor the money aid proposed in this bill. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, with perfectimpartiality, criticises 
the schools and asserts the prevalence of illiteracy in the rich and power- 
ful States of the North and East, as well as in those of the South, and 
claims that national aid, while more important to the South, is also 
necessary to a proper maintenance of the schools in the North and East. 
It does not seem to occur to him that his argument proves too much, 
Jor, if in the States of the North and East, overflowing as they are with 
wealth, where the free school has been a cherished institution for one 
hundred years or more, the aid and supervision of the National Goy- 
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ernment is needed to make their schools effective for the suppression 
of illiteracy, this can only be true because of the incapacity of the peo- 
ple properly to manage and administer their schools. 

The Senator's proposition necessarily involves this conclusion. The 
pending bill and his argament in support of it is a bold, though indi- 
rect avowal of the incapacity of the people of the States, north, south, 
east, or west, to manage properly the education of their children, and 
of necessity, in order that republican government may be perpetuated, 
that the National Government shall intervene, bringing money in one 
hand anid the baton of authority in the other. The National Govern- 
ment is what the people of the States make it. They are the source and 
inspiration of its power, and furnish the persanne/ of its legislative, 
executive, and judicial departments. Ifthe people of the several States 
can not manage their puplic schools within their respective areas, they 
will scarcely be able to send officials to Washington capable of man- 
aging public schools throughout the United States. The stream can 
not rise above its source. 

If the people of the States have shown incapacity for selfgovern- 
ment in respect to their public schools, which are under their imme- 
diate supervision at home, it may be regarded as an established fact 
that when the supervisory power is removed, either partially or wholly, 
to Washington, the failure will be greater and more complete. 

The money proposed to beappropriated by this billiscatled adonation, 
a gift. It is neither. There never was a dollar in the National Treas- 
ury, and never will be one, not raised directly or indirectly by taxation 
of the people. Every dollar proposed by this bill to be expended in the 
maintenance of schools in the States is to be taxed out of the people. 
The people are first to pay it to the tax-gatherer, who is to pay it into 
the Treasury less the cost of collection. 

From there, if not forfeited in one of the many ways provided by 
this bill for the forfeiture by a State of its proportion, it goes under the 
manipulation or direction of many officials, all of whom, of course, are 
to be paid good salaries, back to the States, whence it came, arriving 
at its old home very mach shrunken and diminished in volume. Is it 
not greatly more economical for the -people to tax themselves, as they 
are now doing, at home, for the support of their schools, retain their 
money at home, and disburse it through their own agents and officers 
at home. under their own supervision and control? Any business man 
will answer that question in the affirmative, 

In conclusion, Mr. President, without reference to the constitutional 
objections, which, to my mind, are conclusive against this bill, every 
consideration of policy, expediency, and economy seems to demand its 
defeat. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator from California desire to pro- 
ceed to-night? 

Mr. STANFORD. Yes, sir; I have but a few remarks to make. 

Mr. President, the bill under consideration has for its object the 
lessening of ignorance in all parts of the country in proportion to the 
illiteracy of all parts. 

It seems to me to proceed upon the right principle and in recogni- 
tion of the importance of education to insure the prosperity of the 
country and the happiness of its citizens. 

T assume the constitutiouality of the bill. That question has been 
very thoroughly argued here, and it is not necessary that I should dis- 
cuss it; besides, I desire to speak in general terms of the importance 
of education and of this bill as a means to secure that end. The con- 
stitutionality of the bill being accepted, the important fact to be con- 
sidered is, Is national legislation necessary? The illiteracy is also con- 
ceded, as also the fact that some of the States have not been able to 
meet the question. Therefore, Federal aid becomes necessary. 

The great difference between the man and the beast lies in intelli- 
gence, and intelligence is the boundary between barbarism and high 
civilization. x 

In my opinion, our Government can have no higher object than to 
secure to the people a high degree of intelligence, thereby assisting 
them to the attainment of the possibilities of humanity. These possi- 
bilities and the beneficence of the Creator to man on earth are one and 
the same, for it is obvious that there could be no beneficence in the un- 
attainable. Had we been given reasonable wants withont the means 
of gratifying them, the Creator’s beneficence would be a failure. 

But when we look around at the sources of supplies for our wants, 
whether physical or intellectual, we find them inexhaustibly supplied 
in the soil, waters, forests, mines, and quarries. The raw material is 
every where within our reach, requiring only the intelligent application 
of labor and the control of the forces of nature. How this labor is to 
be applied and this control obtained is what education will teach. 

There is a beneticence displayed in the very fact that it requires an 
effort, physical and intellectual, to supply our wants. Withont the 
necessity of such continual efforts humanity would soon sink into im- 
becility. How to add to the scope of these intellectual efforts and to 
the power of these physical ones will be taught by education. 

When we contemplate the progress that has been made in arts and 
sciences, the improvement in machinery, and the advance in the appli- 
cation of labor, and the control of unseen forces within the last century, 
we have no reason to despair of the ultimate realization of the Creator’s 


intentions for man. Indeed, this realization may be a great deal closer 
at hand than the most sanguine among us now anticipate. 

In our country to-day the physical wants of the provident and in- 
dustrious can (barring the unforeseen accidents of life) be satisfied. 
These wants are sufficient food, raiment, and shelter. In these respects 
the poor man is nearly on a par with the most wealthy. The greatand 
increasing demand for labor is not for the supply of actual physical 
wants, but for those which may be called intellectual, and these are as 
boundless as man’s capacity to conceive. Therefore, whatever may be 
our progress in arts, sciences, ete., there being no limit to our intellect- 
ual wants, neither can there be a limit to the demand forlabor. Edu- 
cation should teach all to understand that the beneficence of God is 
such that the wealth of one man in no manner implies the poverty of 
another, and that as the sources of wealth are inexhaustible none should 
want for the necessaries of life and but few for its comforts and ele- 

nees. 

To illustrate: In my own State the census of 1880 shows a little less 
than eighty thousand men, women, and children engaged in agricult- 
ural pursuits; that means about sixteen thousand adult males. This 
number raised food enough for nearly a million of people in California. 
They planted trees, vines, raised crops and made valuable improve- 
ments in property for the future, and, alter all this was done, in one 
favorable year had a surplus of about 1,200,000 tons of wheat for ex- 
portation, or, in other words, bread enough for twelve millions of 


ple. 

By the aid of the genius of McCormick they can cut, thrash, and put 
into a sack 100 pounds of wheat at the cost of one cent. 

When education is universal, the question of race distinction will be 
obliterated, justice will prevail, and people of different color will live 
beside one another in all parts of-onr country with mutual respect, ac- 
cording to their merits. 

I consider that this bill is in the direction that will ultimately lead 
to a settlement of the question of race difficulty, which is so pregnant 
and pressing in certain sections of our country. Edneate all—white, 
black, red—and when all are educated the race difficulty will need no 
settlement; it will no longer exist, 

The education of the masses will have an enormous infiuence towards 
demonstrating the beneficial effects of the power of production, and the 
result will be an increase in the respect for labor and a higherand more 
general conception of itsdignity. From this will spring a more general 
desire to engage in some calling that will tend not only tothe advantage 
of the individual, but also of the community. 

Through education this idea can be so broadly disseminated that the 
time will come when every man will understand that it is his duty in 
some manner to contribute to his own support and that the non-pro- 
ducing man lives at the expense of some other, This precludes any 
right in the idle. and improvident to demand from the savings of the 
provident and industrious. What the latter may give in charity must 
always be a matter for the individual to determine, as his humani- 
tarianism and conscience may dictate; as also whether he shall furnish 
employment to another. Were it otherwise, the idle and improvident 
would have a lien upon the industrious and provident. 

The discipline which education instils into the mind is of assistance 
in all branches of labor, whether mental or purely manual. 

I can not, in my experience, recall a single instance in which educa- 
tion was otherwise than useful to the individual, no matter how ad- 
vanced the education or how humble the work to be performed by the 
individual. 

Perhaps one of the most important results to be accomplished by the 
aid of education is the elevation of women. I think it was Lord Kames 
who said, in his Elements of Criticism, that in the first seven years of 
our life we acquire a greater number of ideas than ever after. Another 
celebrated philosopher has said that the education a child receives in 
the first five years of its life is of more importance than all after-educa- 
tion, and has more influence in forming the child’s character. 

All thoughtful minds have been more or less impressed by the advan- 
tages of the Kindergarten system of education for young children. The 
intelligent mother is always a real Kindergarten teacher, and if it is 
true, as Lord Kames and others have said, about the influence of the 
first few years of education upon the child’s mind, then how important 
is it that the mother should be an intelligent educator! 

It is intended that this bill shall benefit both sexés alike, and I hope 
that under its provisions women will be educated in the different call- 
ings of life suitable to their sex. 

The limit of benefits obtainable through the intelligent application 
of labor in the control of forces is beyond our present comprehension, 
but we shall some day approach much nearer than we are to the im- 
measurable and unknown power of the infinite Intelligence. I say it 
with all reverence, this Intelligence will supply every want through 
means and laws of harmony, and not in any manner by the use of mi- 
raculons interventions. 

History and experience tell us that in all times the most prosperous 
people have been the most intelligent of their epoch. Great Britain, 
with a limited area of territory as compared with some great nations, 
is, owing to her use of machinery for production, commercially the 
first nation of Europe; and yet, with all her multiplied production, 
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the laborers’ and mechanics’ wages are higher in Great Britain than in 
any other country in Europe and food is as cheap. One day’s labor 
of the artisan in Manchester will pay the transportation from America 
of all of the food he can consume in a year. 

Whatever distress there may be in that country is caused by theim- 
providence of the people. And yet these prosperous people are largely 
the dezcendants of those of whom Julius Cæsar wrote back, in sub- 
stance, to Rome, that they were so low down in the scale of humanity 
that it was almost impossible to think of civilizing them. 

Contrast the condition of the people of Europe of two centuries or 
even one century ago with what the condition of the people is now. 
One century ago they were not as well informed or as comfortable as 
the average people of the most illiterate portions of our country to-day. 
And in spite of all the disadvantages of slavery, how superior was the 
condition of the slaves in our country, even before the war, to that of 
their brethren remaining in Africa; and this is because they were in 
contact with an intelligent and civilized people. 

The power of production, through labor-aiding machinery, and im- 
proved means of transportation, make of the civilized world one great 
neighborhood, and makeit possible for all to enjoy the fruits of this in- 
creased power. We have nothing in the past by which we can meas- 
ure the possibilities that may spring from this acquaintance with one 
another, exchange of ideas, and consequent increased intelligence. 

The world is rapidly becoming cosmopolitan, and cosmopolitanism only 

becomes possible through contiguity and exchange of ideas. With the 
civilizing influences of approximity of intelligence the better elements 
of humanity are developed. 

From education grow morality and a religion in harmony with the 
sublime, all-wise, always beneficent Creator. The result will be to 
make humanity better, wiser, and happier. 

It is through education that the possibilities are to be ascertained and 
obtained, Education is the for all our difficulties, religious, 
pna and industrial. Therefore Iam in favor of the passage of this 


Mr, REAGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Texas if he wishes to proceed 
this evening or will he yield to a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of exeeutive business? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection to yielding, and indeed I should 
prefer to do so and to go on with my remarks in the morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move then that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT CLINTON, IOWA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before putting the question on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee, the Chair will lay before the Senate a 
Senate bill which has passed the House of Representatives with an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 896) to amend and alter an act entitled “An act to an- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa,” approved July 16, 
1888; which was, to insert after section 2, as a new section: 

Sec. 3. That in case the bridge authorized at or near Clinton, Iowa, by an act 
approved July 16, 1888, be constructed in the immediate vicinity of the existing 

road bridge, the length of spans required by said act may be so modified as to 
make the clear channel- ways correspond in length and location to the clear chan- 
nel-ways of the existing bridge: Provided, That in the opinion of the Secretary 
of War the interests of navigation be not materially affected thereby. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move concurrence in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Iowa moves that. the 
Senate concur in the amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILWAY BRIDGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2185) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Arkansas River, iu the Indian Territory; 
which was, in section 2, after the word“ war,“ to insert: 

That all railway companies desiring to use satd bridge shall have and bo en- 
titled to equal rights azd privileges in the passages of the same, and in the use of 
the machinery and fixtures thereof and ofall approachesthereto, under and upon 
such terms and conditions as shall be 8 by the Secretary of War upon 
hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties in case they shall not agres, 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in the House amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read once more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is meant by passages of the same?” 

Mr. VEST. I supposed it was the ordinary amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask that the amendment lie on the table for far- 
ther consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill with theamendment will lie on 
the table for the present. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte County 


Bridge Company to substitute a private draw-bridge over the Missouri 
River in place of a ponton bridge was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 105) in relation to immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, amendatory of the act of July 10, 1880; the bill (H. R. 400) 
to authorize the Natchitoches Cane River Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across Cane River, in Louisiana; and the bill 
(H. R. 3352) to extend to the port of San Antonio, in the customs collec- 
tion district of Saluria, in the State df Texas, the privileges of the 
seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes“ were read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States and to provide for new designs of authorized devices 
of United States coins; and 

A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and 
one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel piece. 

The bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint 
two suitable persons to represent the United States at the international 
conference in regard to the protection of industrial property, and mak- 
ing an appropriation therefor was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso- 
lution from the House of Representatives; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That of the Re- 

rt of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889 there rinted 20,000 
for the use of the House, 10,000 for the use of the Sonate, and 8,000 for the use of 
the Commissioner of Education, 


EXECUTIVE SESSIQN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 26. 
1890, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 25th day of February, 1890, 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Harold M. Sewall, of Maine, to be consul-general of the United States 
at Apia, to fill a vacaucy. 
CONSULS. 


Henry W. Andrews, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Hankow, vice Benjamin J. Franklin, recalled. 

John Fowler, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States at 
Ningpo, vice Thomas F. Pettus, recalled, ~ 

William B. McCreery, of Michigan, to be consul of the United States 
at Valparaiso, vice Roswell G. Horr, declined. 

John Steel Twells, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
at Naples, vice Edward Camphausen, recalled. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Richard G. Banks, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Norfolk and Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia, to succeed 
Wyndham R. Mayo, to be removed. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Elwood W. Mattson, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed Joseph S. 
Gillespie, whose term of office expired by limitation February 9, 1890. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Robert N. Pearson, of Illinois, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Frank G. Hoyne, 
to be removed. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


Charles E. Fitch, of Rochester, N. Y., to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the twenty-eighth district of New York, to succeed James A. 
Hanlon, to be removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1890. 


POSTMASTER. 
Charles W. Childs, to be postmaster at Marion, Ala, 
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Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 
Henry S. Hebard, to be postmaster at Rochester, N. Y. 
Execulive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 21, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 


Edward D, Miller, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Clay 
and State of Missouri, , 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 25, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 226) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
officers of the United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 
paigns; and 

A bill (S. 620) to provide for the time and place of holding the terms 
of the United States district courts in the State of South Dakota. 


HAWAIIAN DELEGATES TO PAN-AMERICAN CONGRESS, 


Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent of the House to take up for 
immediate consideration the concurrent resolution from the Senate 
which I send to the desk. I make this request by instruction of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which this resolution was referred 
and whose members all concur in the proposition, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to call up this morning the special order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Hirr] be read, subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. That course will be pursued. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to invite the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands to select delegates to represent the kingdom in the Pan-American Con- 
gress now assembled at the Capital of this Republic. 

Mr. ROGERS, I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope my friend from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
will withdraw his objection. We have invited all the other countries 
to this Congress. 

Mr. HITT. The matter is urgent. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Arkansas objects. 


PRINTING REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
toreport a resolution for printing the annual Report of the Commissioner 
of Education and to ask its immediate consideration, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That of the 
Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1899, there be printed 
6,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner of Edu- 

on. * 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to this concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that the Clerk read the report accompa- 
nying this resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee having considered House concurrent resolution to print the 
Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889, 6,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
20,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner of Education, direct me to 
report the same, with the recommendation that it do pass. The estimated cost 
of the same is the sum of $25,000. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of this resolu- 


on. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] who makes this report, whether this is the usual pro- 
portion observed in the distribution of these documents as between 
Congress and the Commissioner of Education. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is exactly the proportion of the distribution 
made under the concurrent resolution adopted in the last Congress. 

Mr. HEARD. It occurs to me that this distribution is a very lib- 
eral one toward the Commissioner of Education and a rather stingy 
ove as regards members of the House. It seems to me hardly fair to 
give only 18,000 copies of these documents to both branches of Con- 
gress for distribution and 20,000 to the Commissioner. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the proportion which has been here- 
tofore observed, and I see no reason why there should be any change. 
The committee thought the proportion fair and proper and did not 
suggest any amendment. This has been the proportion nob only in the 
last Congress, but in previous Congresses. 


Mr. HEARD. I do not know that there can be a better time than 
now to correct what I believe to be a wrong or at least to take the 
sense of the House upon it. I move to amend the resolution so as to 
allow 20,000 eopies for the use of the House, 10,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate, and the remainder for the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution provides for printing 38,000 
copies. If we apportion 10,000 to the Senate and 20,000 to the House, 
there will remain only 8,000 copies for the Commissioner of Education, 
I am quite sure that 8,000 copies will not meet the demands upon him. 
Heretofore the Commissioner has desired this number increased. I re- 
member distinctly during the last Congress that he appeared in person 
before the Committee on Printing and urged that he be allowed 18,000 
copies, He insisted that he would require.that number to supply the 
demands upon him and his bureau, and the committee then recom- 
mended that he have 18,000 copies. I feel quite sure now, if the 
House changes the number and allows the bureau a less number than 
we heretofore allowed them, that there will be a demand on Con 
either in the next session of the present Congress or in the Fifty-seco 
Congress for the printing of additional copies, in order that the bureau 
may supply the demands upon them. I am of opinion that the bureau 
makes a better disposition of these books possibly than the members of 
Congress themselves. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What number would be left to the Commissioner 
under the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Eight thousand. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia, who desired to ask a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwas going to ask what use was made of these books 
by the Commissioner—where do they go? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iam not prepared exactly to say where they 
are sent, but I do know they are in great demand, containing, as they 
do, much statistical information of value. They are sent generally to 
all the libraries. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I presume the very same thing would occur; that 
is, that they would reach about the same destination, no matter through 
what channel they were distributed, whether it be the Commissioner 
or the members themselves. And I presume the Commissioner would 
have no objection to distributing all of them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I think the Commissioner, instead of that, 
would be entirely willing to have the members distribute a Jarge pro- 
portion of them, but they are distributed by the bureau in a more 
methodical manner, 3 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will yield for me a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. I Want to take issue with my friend from Tennessee as 
to his last statement. I do not believe anything of the kind. I believe 
that these publications can be more properly distributed by the mem- 
bers than by the Commissioner, although I do not doubt that the dis- 
tribution through either source would, to a large extent, reach thesame 
results. But for myself, Mr. Speaker, as a member of this body, I do 
not receive one-half of the number for which I get applications from 
my own district, and as a result I have been forced to beg, wherever I 
could obtain them, from members of Congress and from the Commis- 
sioner of Education to supply this demand. Now, if the number pro- 
posed here by the committee is not enough to supply the Commissioner 
of Education liberally, I am willing that it shall be made larger. But 
this is a matter about which I have personal knowledge from my own 
experience, and I think I onlyspeak the sentiments of a great number 
of the members 6n the floor in favor of the amendment I have offered, 
because all gentlemen present know that there is no document pub- 
lished under the authority of Congress for which we have a larger de- 
mand than for this. Every school-teacher and every commissioner of 
schools in my district, as well as many other persons interested in edu- 
cational matters, desire these books, and in that district alone I have 
over twelve hundred school-teachers. Therefore, I believe the number 
of these books might properly be increased; but, if that is not done, I 
think that at least the proportion should be changed, as suggested in 
the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, all I desire to say in reply is 
that under the allotment made by the concurrent resolution members 
of the House will receive about forty copies each, ora little less than forty, 
while under the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri 
they will receive about sixty. Now if forty will notsupply the district 
of the gentleman from Missouri and the demand he has for this publi- 
cation, I take it that sixty will hardly enable him to meet the difficulty, 
and indeed it will be hardly possible to supply all the constituents of 
members with these books. I think we are printing enough of them 
now, and, therefore, I move the previous question. 


Mr. FLOWER. T hope they will not print one of them. 
Mi 5 I do not think we ought to print any more 
than we do. 


Mr. FLOWER. I do not think we ought to print any, 

Mr. HEARD. Does the previous question apply to the amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Missouri desires to be 
heard further, I will withdraw the demand. 

Mr. HEARD, No; I do not desire to debate the question any fur- 
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ther, but simply to ask if the previous question operates upon the reso- 
lution and the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My purpose is that the previous question shall 
operate upon both the amendment and the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAK The first question is on the amendment of the 

‘gentleman from Missouri, which the Clerk will report. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the resolution by inserting 20,000 copies for the use of the House, 
— copies for the use of the Senate, and 8,000 for the Commissioner of Edu- 
ca’ 


The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 122—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON (before the negative vote was counted). I will 
not insist upon a further count. It is evident that the majority favors 
the amendment. 

So, no further count being demanded, the amendment was agreed 


The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS, 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


“Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be authorized to have printed - 


and bound such papers and documents for tbe use of said committee as it may 
deem necessary in connection with subjects considered by the committee during 
the present Congress.” 

‘The Committee on Printing have considered the resolution introduced by 
Mr, Tuomas to authorize the Committee on War Claims to have printed and 
bonnd such papers and documents as is deemed necessary in connection with 
subjects considered by the committee, and report the same with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted with the following amendment: 

Add at the close of the resolution the following: 

“Provided, The cost of said publication shall not exceed the sum of $500.” 


The amendment was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IRRIGATION IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to present a petition of the residents 
of North Dakota with reference to irrigation, and request that the head- 
ing be printed in the RECORD. 

a The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title, if there be no objec- 
ion. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas objects. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not object. I demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to inform the gentleman from 
Arkansas that that is understood to be an objection, and has always 
been so construed in the House. 


REMOVAL OF INDIANS IN TERRITORY OF ARIZONA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President; which, with accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 18th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting copy of a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, inclosing, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill authorizing 
the removal of the Indians of the Pa or Gila Bend reservation, in Mari- 
copa County, Arizona Territory, to the Papago Indian reservation in Pima 
County, in said Territory, or tothe Pima and Maricopa Indian reservations, 
commonly known as the Gila River and Salt River Indian reservations, respect- 
Ively, in said Territory, and for other purposes. 

The matter is presented for the early consideration and action of Congress, 

BENJ. HARRISON. 

Extevutive Massion, February 24, 1890. 


FLATHEAD BAND OF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which, together with the accompanying documents, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 18th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting a copy of a report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and accompanying item for insertion in the bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, which makes 
provision for further compensation of Henry B. Carrington, special agent, ap- 

inted under the act of March 2, 1899, * to provide for the sale of lands patented 
8 members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, and 
for other 2388 to secure the consent of the Indians thereto and appraise 
the lands and approvementsthereof, for an appropriation to remove the Indians 
3 Woas Dave been sold to the Sie i reservation, and 1 

n conside: necessary to complete this matter, as suggest y m- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, 


PR Derm transmit a copy of the report of Special Agent Carrington and its in- 
osures. 
The matter is presented ſor the carly consideration of Con 


ess. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 24, 1890, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour commences at 12 o'clock and 
30 minutes, 

The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures was called, 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair believes that that committee wasomitted 
without loss of position, and therefore is entitled to be called now. 


THREE-DOLLAR, ONE-DOLLAR, AND THREE-CENT PIECES, 


Mr. CONGER. I desire to call up a bill, if I can do so without the 

e The bill has been reported, but the report has not as yet been 
rinted. 

8 The SPEAKER, If the bill is on the Calendar the gentleman can 

call it up. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 5596) to 
discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and one-dollar gohl pieces 
and the three-cent nickel piece. 

The SPEAKER. Was the bill reported ona previous day and placed 
on the Calendar? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and one-dollar 
gold pieces, and the three-cent nickel piece. 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the coinage of 
the three-dollar gold piece, the one-doliar gold piece, and the three-cent nickel 
piece be, and the same is hereby, prohibited, and the pieces named shall not be 
struck or issued by the Mint of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That as fast as the said coins shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States they shall be withdrawn from circulation and be recoined into 
other denominations of coins., 

“iy That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby re- 


peal 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from lowa if this bill 
in any way modifies the law which makes the gold dollar the unit of 
value of the United States? 

Mr. CONGER. It does not, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The object then is, as I understand, simply to dis- 
continue the coinage of the coin, without interfering in any way with 
the unit of value. 

Mr. CONGER. That is all. 

Mr. BLAND. The bill passed in the last Congress. There was no 
objection to it then, and I do not believe there will be any now, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW DEVICES FOR COINS, 


Mr. CONGER. I now desire to call up the bill (H. R. 3895) to 
amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
to provide tor new designs of authorized devicesof United States coins, 
and will yield to the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. BARTINE]. 

Mr. BARTINE. I would like to have the title of the bill read. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to inquire if that bill has been reported and 
is on the Calendar? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTINE. I did not hear the gentleman’s inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s inquiry is whether the bill has 
been reported on a previous day. 

Mr. BARTINE. It was reported yesterday. 

Mr. BREWER. Then it is not on the Calendar; but I do not raise 
objection, at least until I hear what the bill is. I simply wanted to 
know. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enactet, ete., That section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3510, The engraver shall prepare from the original dies already author- 
ized all the working: dies required for use in the coinage of the several mints, and, 
when new coins, emblems, devices, legends, or designs are authorized, shall. if 

uſred by the Director of the Mint, prepare the devices, models, hubs, or origi- 
nal dies for the same. The Director of the Mint shall have power, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to cause new designs or models of au- 
thorized emblems or devices to be prepared and adopted, in the same manner 
as when new coins or devices are authorized. But no change in the design or 
die of any coin shall be made oftener than once in twenty-five years from and 
including the year of the first adoption of the design, model, die, or hub for the 
same coin: Provided, That no change be made in the diameter ofany coin: dnd 
provided further, That nothing in 8 shall prevent the adoption of new 
designs or models for devices or emblems already authorized for the standard 
silver dollar and the five-cent nickel] piece as soon as practicable after the passage 
of this act. But the Director of the Mint shall nevertheless have power, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. to engage temporarily for this pur- 
pose the services of one or more artists, distinguished in their respective depart- 
ments of art,who shall be paid for such service from the contingent appropriation 
forthe Mint at Philadel, 1 


— 
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Mr. BARTINE. A bill of precisely the same import 

Mr. MoMILLIN, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. We can 
not hear a word the gentleman says. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. BARTINE. Isimply wish to say in reference to this bill that 
its sole purpose is to permit the Director of the Mint, by and with the 
advice of the Secretary of the Treasury, to make changes in the de- 
vices on the current coin of the United States. It is a matter that will 
involve but very little expense. I am assured by the Director of the 
Mint that the expense will be merely nominal. A precisely similar 
bill was introduced in the last Congress and received the sanction and 
support of the former Director of the Mint. The present Director re- 
affirms the support which the former Director gave to it, and simply 
asks that it may become a law. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [simply desire to ask the gentleman before he 
takes his seat what changes are designed to be made on the coins, 

Mr. BARTINE. Iam not aware that any particular changes are 
intended, but from time to time changes may be deemed necessary. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If there is no change necessary this Lill ought 
not to be brought forward here. If a change is necessary the commit- 
tee ought to inform us what change is necessary, before we give this 
discretion to be exercised by whom we know not and how we know 
not. We ought to have something of permanency in the figures and 
devices that are on our coins and in the coins generally. But can not 
we have the report read? Possibly that will throw some light upon 
the subject. 

Mr. BARTINE. Certainly. There is also a letter from the Director 
of the Mint which I would like to have read. y 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair is informed that the report is not yet 
printed. It was only sent to the Printing Office last night. Can the 
gentleman state the substance of it? 

Mr. BARTINE. It is simply astatement, in substance, that the De- 
partment desires the right to make changes if they shall be deemed 
necessary; and, for the benefit óf the gentleman from Tenneesee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN], I willstate that the Director of the Mint did suggest that 
a change was necessary in the design upon the present standard dollar 
and, I think, upon the three-cent piece, 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the change designed upon the dollar? 

Mr. BARTINE. A change, I believe, in the character of the eagle. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They are not satisfied with the old bird. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Not the way it stands now. It 
is a buzzard as it stands. [Laughter] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isee that some knave or fool is talkingabout tak- 
ing off the dollar the words In God we trust.“ Is that change de- 
signed ? 

Si r. BARTINE. I think not, sir. I hope not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. After the gentleman is through I will call for the 
reading of the report, in order that the House may know just what 
change is contemplated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Nevada precisely what changes are made in the existing law by the bill 
which he has called up. 

Mr. BARTINE. The only change which it makes in the existing 
law is this: At the present time the Director of the Mint has the right 
to secure the services of competent artists to reform the designs as they 
now stand upon the face of the coins, but he has no right to make any 
changes with regard to any new coins that may peany be authorized, 
and this bill would make the law broader and more comprehensive. 
That is all. ö 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is this desired by the Director of the Mint? 

Mr. BARTINE. Itis, and it was also desired by his predecessor. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I wish to know whether or not the law does not 
specify distinctly what shall be the devices and l-gends on each coin, 
and whether it is proposed now to give the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Director of the Mint permission to change those devices and 
legends as they may see fit. Is that the object of the bill? 

Mr. BARTINE. It is not the object to give the Director authority 
to change any device contrary to existing law, but the law asit now 
stands is indefinite inone respect. It simply provides that on one side 
of the coin there shall be a device or stamp emblematic of Liberty, but 
it does not say just what that device shall be. Now, any device which 
comes within that definition of course comes within the law, and it is 
not intended to travel outside of that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think there is no objection to that, 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask to have the report read. Let us under- 
stand the reasons for this change, 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule of the House requiring the report 
to be read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to speak to the question 
and to have the report read in my time, 

. If the gentleman will send up the report it will 

Tread. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I presume, Mr. Speaker, that we are not legislit- 
ing without having a report on the subject in the keeping of the House. 


The SPEAKER, The report is in the keeping of the House, but it 
is in possession of the printer. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN., Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be captious about 
this thing, but I think in a matter so important as the coins of the 
country, and the figures and devices that shall be placed upon those 
coins, we need not rush legislation; so I will ask the gentleman to let 
this bill lie over, not losing its place, until we can have the report be- 
fore us. What objection can there be to that? There is no desire to 
delay this bill improperly, but it can be as well disposed of to-morrow 
or next week as to-day. 

TheSPEAKER, That will require unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. TRACEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TRACEY] objects to the House having the information in 
printed form, 1 hope he will not object to giving it to us in verbal form 
so that we may know thereasons tor this proposed legislation and these 
proposed changes—what changes are to be made, why they are to be 
made, when they are to be made, and what the exigency is that de- 
mands them. 

Mr. TRACEY, If the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. BARTIN EI] will 
yield to me I will make a statement. j - 

Mr. BARTINE, Thegentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] un- 
derstands this matter better than I do, and I prefer that he shall explain 


it, 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported in the Fiftieth 
Congress, at the last session. It is a bill which was recommended by 
the last Secretary of the Treasury and was prepared by the Director 
ofthe Mint. Asimilrr bill was introduced in the Senate of the United 
States by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but no action was 
taken uponit. The object of it is clearly expressed in the bill as it 
has been read. It is simply to give the Director of the Mint, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, authority to employ com- 
petent persons to improve and beautity the established devices and 
emblems. 

It is not the purpose of the bill to make any radieal changes in the 
designs, but simply to perfect the beauty of the coins. Under the ex- 
isting laws the Director of the Mint has no power in this respect, except 
when new coins are authorized. The present Director of the Mint has 
examined the question and has addressed to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures a long communication, urging in the strong- 
est terms the passage of the bill. The measure will not involve any 
considerable expen-e tothe Government. Its only object is to improve 
the appearance of the coins already authorized when the Director of the 
Mint may determine that such improvement can be made by an alter- 
ation of the emblems and devices. 8 

Mr. FITCH. Can my colleague state what will be the probable ex- 

nse? 

Bers TRACEY. It is not expected that there will be any considera- 
ble expense. At all events it would not be in excess of $2,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to know what change is proposed 
in these designs. 

Mr. TRACEY. Thereis no special change proposed at present. The 
bill simply enables the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, from time to time, but not oftener than once 
in twenty-five years, to make changes in the appearance of the em- 
blems or devices. For instance, if a coin has an eagle upon it, that 
eagle must remain; but under this bill there might be a rearrangement 
of the feathers of the bird. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the eagle may be represented, I presume, as 
flying downward instead of upward, as he now does. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. TRACEY. It would be impossible to make that change. I will 
read a provision of the bill, which explains quite fully the object: 


The engraver shall prepare from the original dies already authorized all the 
working-dies required for use in the coinage of the several mints, and, when 
new coins, emblems, devices, legends, or designs are authorized, shall, if re- 
quired by the Director of the Mint, prepare the devices, models, hubs, or orig- 
inal dies for the same. The Director of the Mint shall have power. with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to cause new designs or models of 
authorized emblems or devices to be prepared and adopted in the same manner 
as when new coins or devices are authorized. But no change in the design or 
die of any coin shall be made oftener than once in twenty-live years from and 
ee the year of the first adoption of the design, model, die, or hub of the 
same coin. 


This provision of the bill embodies an explanation of the purpose of 
the measure, T will simply add, before taking my seat, that this mat- 
ter has been considerabiy discussed within the last two years by the 
public press throughout the country, and the expressions of opinion 
thus given indicate that there is no objection from any quarter to the 

e of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As I understand, the object of the bill is simply to 
improve and beautify the coinage, nothing further. Am I correct? 

Mr. TRACEY. The bill has no other object. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does it contemplate any radical changes 
which might cause confusion? 

Mr. TRACEY. No, sir. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 


1692 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


read a third time, it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 112, noes 


27. 
So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BARTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panet ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
é. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER continued the call of committees. 


LIGHT STATION NEAR BRADDOCK’S POINT, LAKE ONTARIO, 


The Committee on Commerce was called. 
Mr. BAKER. Icall up the bill which I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light-station in the vicinity of Brad- 
dock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York. 


Be it enacted, elc., That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
not otherwise appropriated, $20,000, for the establishment of a third-order 
t-station between Genesee and Oak Orchard ee eee: Lake Ontario, 

ew York, at such points as may be selected by the Light-House Board. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I raise the point that this bill makes an appro- 
priation of money, and must have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, a 

The SPEAKER. The committee reports the bill with amendments, 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 3 of the bill, strike out the words foot Sy agi out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise . $20,000, for the establishment of,” 
and insert the word “established.” 
> After the words Light-House Board,” at the end of the bill, insert the words, 
“Provided, It shall not cost more than $20,000, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The amendments do not relieve the bill from the 
necessity of being considered in the Committee of the Whole. This 
is a demand upon the Treasury, and, as clearly as anything can be, is 
subject to the rule. . 

Mr. BAKER. The committee makes no recommendation of an ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it is a demand on the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. It makes no appropriation. Under the rules, the 
Committee on Commerce is not authorized to recommend an appropri- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] to the fact that the rule does 
not permit any bills to be called up under this order, except such as 
are on the House Calendar. ce 

Mr. BAKER. This is on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It is on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. . 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And properly so. 

The SPEAKER. Therefore the bill is not in order under this call. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS, 


Mr. BAKER. I call up, by direction of the Committee on Com- 
merce, the bill (H. R. 105) in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, amendatory of the act of July 10, 1880. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 

approved July 10, 1880, be, and the same is hereby, amended so ns to 
Dani the ports of San Diego and Wilmington, in California. and that all du- 
table goods or merchandise delivered at said ports and destined for either of 
the ports specified in the seventh section of said act shall be entitled to imme- 
diate transportation to the port of their destination, as provided inthe act which 
is hereby amended, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, aud passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


Mr. BAKER. By direction of the Committee on Commerce I call 
up the bill (H. R. 3352) to extend to the port of San Antonio, in the 
customs collection district of Saluria, in the State of Texas, the privi- 
leges of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1850, enti- 
tled An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transpor- 
tation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes.“ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the privileges of the seventh section of the act ap- 
proved June 10, 1890, entitled“ An act to amend the statutes in relation to imme- 
diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, be, and the same 
are hereby. extended to the port of San Antonio, in the customs collection dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I trust we shall have some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. BAKER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman fixm Texas 
(Mr. Sayers] in order that he may explain the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will have the report read in my time. 

Mr. BAKER. It is in the hands of the Clerk. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Let it be read in my time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


` Mr. Lixo, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the following report 
(to accompany bill H. R. 3352): 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3352) to 
extend to the port of San Antonio, in the customs collection district of Saluria. 
in the State of Texas, the privileges of the seventh section of the act approved 
June 10,1880, entitled Au act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods and for other purposes,” submit the following 


report: 

Phe city of San Antonio has a population exceeding 50,000 and is the railroad 
center of Southwestern Texas. Its wholesale and retail trade is very large, 
with shipping facilities fully equal to those presented by any city of the same 
size in the Union. 

It has a direct and very la trade with Mexico and is connected by rail with 
all of the principal cities and towns in the State, and also has direct railway 
connections with San Francisco, Cal., and St. Louis, Mo. 

Its population is rapidly increasing, and its growth in the matter of trade and 
commerce has been rapid and substantial, This bill has been favorably re- 
ported by the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, and your committee recom- 
mend its passage, 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Speaker, the act of June 10, 1880, whose privi- 
leges are sought to be conferred on San Antonio, Tex., by the pro- 
visions of this bill provides for the transportation of dutiable goods to 
the point to which they are consigned from the ports named in the first 
section of the act without breaking bulk. Section 7 of the act simply 
enumerates the points towhich such goods may be so shipped, and the 
object of this bill is to include San Antonio among the points named, 
I will read the first section of the act--—— 


That when any merchandise other than explosive articles and articles in bulk 
not provided for in section 4 of this act,imported at the ports of New York, 
Saas ew Boston, Baltimore, Portland and Bath in Maine, Chicago, Port 
Huron, Detroit, New Orleans, Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, Galves- 
ten, Pensacola, Fla., Cleveland, Toledo, and San Francisco shall appear by the 
invoice or bill of lading and manifest of the importing vessel to be consigned to 
and destined for either of the ports specified in the seventh section of this ac 
the collector at the port of arrival shail allow the said merchandise to beship: 
immediately after the entry prescribed in section 2 of this act has been made. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr, BAKER, on behalf of the Committee on Commerce, called up 
the bill (S. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subport of entry 
and delivery in the collection district of Minnesota, and for other pur- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Amurica in Congress ed, That Minneapolis, Minn., be, and the same is 
hereby, constituted a subport of entry and delivery in the collection district of 
Minnesota, with the privilege of immediate transportation as defined by section 
7 of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled“ An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,“ bein 
chapter 190, volume 21, of the Statutes at Large; tbat a deputy collector, an 
such other officers of the customs ax may be deemed necessary by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall be appointed to reside at Minneapolis, and that, subject 
to the supervision of the collector of customs at St. Paul, the deputy collector 
at Minneapolis is hereby authorized to receive entries, collect duties, and gen- 
eraily to perform the fanctions prescribed by law for collectors of customs, upon 
his giving bond with good and sufficient surety in such penalty as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe to faithfully perform his official duties. 

Sec, 2. That the act approved May 2, 1882, entitled An act to amend sections 
2505 and 2596 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to provide a col- 
lector at the port of St. Paul, Minn., and for other purposes,“ is hereby amended 
accordingly. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


NATCHITOCHES CANE RIVER BRIDGE COMPANY. 


Mr. BAKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 400) to authorize the Natehi- 
toches Cane River Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across Cane River, in Louisiana. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of. 
Amt rica in Congress assembled, That the Natchitoches Cane River Bridge Com- 
pany, u corporation created and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the 
State of Louisiana, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a 
wagon bridge across the Cane River at such pointas may be selected by the said 
bridge company within the limits of the town of Natchitoches, the suid bridge to 
be sv constructed as not to interfere with the navigation of said river, and to be 
provided with asuitable draw: Provided, That any bridge constructed under this 
act and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be 
known and recognized as a post- route, and the same is hereby declared to be a 
post-route, and the United States shall have the right of way for a postal tele- 
graph across said bridge. 

Spc. 2. That the bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be lo- 
cated and built under aud subject tosuch regulations for the securityof the uaviga- 
tion of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that ob- 
ject the said com y or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his 
examination and approval, adesign and drawings of the prepares bridge, anda 
map of the location, giving, for the space of one-half mile above and one-half 
mile below the proposed location, the to hy of the banks of the river, the 
shore-lines at high and low water, the direction and strength of the currents, 
and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, and shall furnish 


A 


ry, 
Sec. 3. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at 
any time; and that, if at any time navigation of the said river shall in any man- 
ner be obstructed or impaired by the said bridge, the Secretary of War Ihave 
authority, and it shall be his duty, to require the said bridge company to alter 
and change the said bridge at its own expense, in such manneras may be proper 
to secure free aud complete navigation without impediment; and, if upon 
reasonable notice to said bridge company to make such change or improve- 
ments the said company fails to do so, the retary of War shall have authority 
to make the same at the expense of said “ and all the rights conſerred 

“by this act shall be forfeited; and Congress shall have power to do any and all 
things necessary to secure the free navigtion of the river. 

Sec. 4. That said compen. shall be permitted to charge and take such rates 
of toll for crossing said bridge as may be reasonable, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 5. That the draw provided for the bridge herein authorized to be con- 
structed shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the passing of 
boats; and said company or corporation shall maintain, at its own 8 
frou: sunset till sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light- 
House Board shall prescribe. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ST. CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. BAKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 4574) for the construction of 
a bridge across the St. Croix River. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order against that bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order now that it makes an ap- 
propriation of money, and it must have its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. ROGERS. An additional point is that it is not a bill which can 
be called up during this hour. 

The SPEAKER. The original point being sufficient, the Chair sus- 
tains it. 4 

BRIDGE OVER ARKANSAS RIVER, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BAKER, Let the bill be laid aside; and I call up Senate bill 
2185, to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Arkansas River, 
in the Indian Territory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stales of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway, 
a corporat on organized and existing under the laws of the State of Arkansas, 
and being empowered by act of Congress approved June 1, 1886, to construct 
its railway from a point on the eastern boundary line of the Indian Territory, 
ator near Fort Smith, Ark., through sald Territory in a northwest direction to 
a point.on the northern boundary line of said Territory, with the power to 
build a branch as therein provided, the construction and operation of which 
said line of railway involves the necessity of constructing a bridge across the 
Arkansag River, in the Indian Territory, from a point at or near Fort Smith be, 
and the said Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway, its successors and assigns, 
are hereby, authorized and empowered to construct said bridge across said river, 
aaa to maintain asd operate the same as a railway, passenger, and wagon 

ridge. 

SEC. 2, That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act, whether 
constructed as a high bridge or a draw-bridge, shall be built and located under 
and subject to such rey pisces for the security of navigation of said river asthe 
Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that object said company or cor- 

ration shall submit to the Secretary of War a design and drawings of said 
ridge to be e for hisexamination and approval anda map of its location, 
and shall furnish such other information as may be yequired for a full and sat- 
isfactory understanding of the subject, and until said plan and location of said 
bridge are approved by the Secretary of War said bridge shall not be commenced 
or built: and should any change be made in the plan of any bridge authorized 
to be constructed by this act during the progress of the work of construction, 
such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sro. 3. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which no higher charge shall be made for transmission over the same of the 
mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than the rate 

r mile paid for the transportation over the@ailroad or public highways lead- 

ng to the said bridge; and it shall enjoy the rightsand privileges of other post- 
eg A. That the charges f ion of d freight in th 

Src. 4. at the charges for transportation of passengers and freig! n the 
cars of said company over said bridge shall be subject to, and regulated by, the 
provisions of section 4 of the above recited act of June 1, 1886, authorizing the 
construction of said railroad in the Indian Territory, The rates of toll which 
shall be charged for vehicles and foot-passengers over said bridge shall be the 
same as those now established for like service by the laws of Arkansas, as ex- 
pressed in section 5546 of Manstfield’s Digest thereof, 1884, page 1068. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, or any part thereof, 
whenever Congress shall consider it necessary for the public interest, is hereby 
expressly reserved, and any expenditure required by reason of such legislation 
by Congress shall be made by the owners of said bridge, or the corporation or 
poa controlling and using the same, without cost or damage to the United 

tes, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting at the end and as part of section 2 of the bill the following: 
Pea ends ont Batts com oe 8 to use said 7. — have ane? be en- 
to and privileges in the passages of the same, and in the use 

of 3 and fixtures thereof, and of all the approaches thereto, under 


and upon such terms cond: as shall rescribed by the of 
N N upon hearing rege ene age — the parties l 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and 
Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. ` 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT CLINTON, IOWA. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill H. R. 1866, a 
bill amending the act authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa, and I move that the Sen- 
ate bill No. 896 be substituted for this bill. The Senate bill has been 
reported favorably and is on the Calendar, as also the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. Are the bills identical? E 

Mr. BAKER, Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate bill the title of which will be read by the Clerk shall be sub- 
stituted for the House bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 895) to amend and alter an act entitled “An act to authorize the con- 
struction of a rail . Wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Clinton, Iowa,“ approved July 16, 1888, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. CANNON. Subject to points of order. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. That the time for commencement and completion of the 
bridge authorized by said act, as provided in section 6 thereof, be, and are 
hereby, each extended two years from the ae. of this act. 

Sec, 2. Thatthesaid Clinton and Illinois Bridge Company, its successors and 
assigns, St, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, under the 
provisions of said act, as far as applicable, except as herein modified, altered, 


or amended, either a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge or a railroad 
or wagon and foot-passenger bridge, and in the event that only a wagon and 


foot-passenger bridge be built, that the provisions in said act for the passage of , 


railroad trains and rights of railway companies incident thereto shall not apply. 


The SPEAKER, The question is upon the third reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 

Mr. BAKER. I labored, Mr. Speaker, under the impression that 
the bills were identical. But the gentleman from Iowa, my friend, Mr. 
HAYES, calls attention to an amendment which the House committee 
agreed upon to the Senate bill, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment may be read and considered. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require unanimous consent to consider 
the amendment. The gentleman has a right to offer it. 

Mr. BAKER. Then I ask the adoption of the amendment I send to 
the desk, as section 3 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as foHows: 

Sec. 8. That in case the bridge authorized at or near Clinton, Iowa, by an act 
approved July 16, 1888, be constructed in the immediate vicinity of the existing 
railroad bridge, the length of spans required by said act may be so modified as 
to make the clear channel-ways correspond in length and location to the clear 
channel-ways of the existing bri : Provided, Thatin the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of War the interests of navigation be not materially affected thereby. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to.a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PIVOT DRAW-BRIDGE, MISSOURI RIVER. 


= BAKER. I now offer the following bill for immediate consid- 
eration. 
The Clerk read as follows: y 


A bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte County Bridge 
Company to substitute a pivot draw-bridge over the Missouri River in place of 
a ponton bridge. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Leavenworth and Platte County Bridge Company 
be authorized to substitute for the pontoon bridge across the Missouri River 
provided for in an act approved February 25, 1889, entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missonri River between the city of 
Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Mis- 
souri,” a pivot draw-bridge, and in ease of the substitution of such pivot draw 
bridge the same shail be constructed at the same grade above high water as 
the bridge at the city of Atchison, Kans., heretofore constructed across the 
Missouri River under the right granted therefor by act of Congress franting 
the same to the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Com y, of July 2, 1865, 
and shall be subject to all the provisions of said act authorizing the construction 
of maid ie at the city of Atchison, as well as to those of the act hereby 
amended. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall be in force from and after its approval. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and $ 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
er and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


E Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the special order. 

3 Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will yield 
to me for one moment, not exceeding five or ten minutes, to call up a 
matter which, unless action is taken upon it now, will be completely 
defeated, for its passage at any time hereafter will be of no avail. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, Iam a little afraid of these ‘‘five- 
minute“ suggestions. 
; : Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This will take but a few moments. 

p 1 move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider the bill (H. R. 7215) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two suitable persons to rep- 
rescnt the United States at the international conference in regard to 

* the protection of industrial property, and making an appropriation 
therefor. 

he SPEAKER.> The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the Chair when the morning hour ex- 
pires? 

The SPEAKER. At any time that the House shall so desire, at the 
expiration of sixty minutes after entering upon the honr. The House 
has it in its power, by certain motions fixed in the rule, to terminate the 
hour exactly at the expiration of sixty minutes if it shall so desire. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And unless the House shall terminate the hour at 
that time, the Chair will call all of the committees until the call is 
completed ? = 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not undertake to decide that 
question at present. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, if it is not in order to 
continue the call of the committees for bills until a motion if made to 
go into Committee of the Whole for some other business, as provided 
by the rule? 

The SPEAKER. It isin order to call the committees; but there is 
a special order fixed for to-day, and the Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man frem Iowa to call up the special order, but understands that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa yielded to the gentleman from Ohio to present to 
the Ilouse and ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill 
the title of which he has suggested. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole to consider the bill the title of which 


ST, J 
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has been read. 

: Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I must insist—— ~ 

— Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Just yield to me for a few moments. Will 
my friend yield? 


Mr. STRUBLE. We have a special order and I am desirons of get- 
ting through with that as soon as possible, 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me make just this statement, which I 
think will be conclusive upon all gentlemen who listen to it. 
The United States isa party to a treaty ratified two or three years 
2 and there is no nation of Europe half so much interested in the 
— provisions of this treaty as the United States, and yet, although we 
£ ratified that treaty, we haye taken no steps whatever on our part to 
carry into execution the details of it. 
Mr. KILGORE, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ` Certainly, 
Mr. KILGORE. Is not the Government of the United States rep- 
resented at Madrid by a minister and all the paraphernalia of his office? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Government is there represented by a 
minister, but he knows nothing whatever about the matter with which 
this conference is called upon to deal. It requires technical knowl- 
edge of this particular branch of the service of the United States, 
ing Mr. KILGORE. I will have to demand the regular order. 
* The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
+ ing the bill the title of which he has stated. r 
— z Mr. STRUBLE. It is the understanding that this will not take more 
> than five or ten minutes, 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio make this motion 
2 on behalf of the Committee on Patents? 
5 Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Les, siz; this is a unanimous report from 
: the Committee on Patents. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, under instructions from 
the Committee on Patents, moves that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to further consider 
E. the bill H. R. 7215. 
2 Nr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
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I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quixy. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If that is adopted, hat is the 
state of the special order concerning Oklahoma which is assigned ſor 
to-day? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


The SPEAKER. That special order is suspended until the execu- 
tign of the present order of the House. 
he question was taken on the motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, and 
on a division there were—ayes 101, noes 18. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair. 


INTEEN ATIONAL CONFERENCE, PROTECTION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill the title of 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two suitable 
persons to represent the United States at the international conference in re- 


gard to the protection of industrial property, and making an appropriation 
therefor, 2 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be ilenacted, ele. That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to appoint two persons to represent the Government of the United States atthe 
international confereuce with to the protection of industrial property 
to be held at Madrid, Spain, beginning the Ist of April, A. D. 1890. Each of 
said delegates shall be selected with reference to his acquaintance with the sys- 
tem of patent and trade-mark laws of the United States, and kindred subjecis, 
and the administration of the Bureau of Patents. 

Sec, 2. That the persons so selected shall be authorized fo act in conjunction 
with the United States minister at Madrid, who shall be chairman of said com- 
mittee of representatives to represent the interest of the United States at said 
international conference. 

Sec. 3, That the said delegation shall keep such record of their doings and 
make such report of their proceedings as may be required by the Secretary of 
State; and for the purpose of carrying out and into effect the objects of this act 
there is hereby appropriated, out of any funds in the Treas not otherwise ap- 
propriated, $5,000, which said sum shall be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of State, said appropriation to be immediately available, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, some thirty days ago the 
House referred the resolution which I hold in my hand to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, directing that committee to make suitable inquiry 
and report to the House, by bill or otherwise, whether any furtherleg- 
islation was necessary in order to enable the United States to be rep- 
resented at the international conference to be held at Madrid, Spain, 
on the Ist of April next, said conference relating to the protection of 
industrial property, special reference being had to patents and trade- 
marks. I only have a word to say to the House, and shall then take 
my seat unless some gentleman desires to make some inquiries. 

Tn 1883 most of the leading industrial nations of Europe and South 
America met in conference at Paris, and there concluded a treaty in 
reference to the species of property to which I have referred. The 
United States took no part in that conference; but subsequently, in 
1887, under the provisions of the treaty, became a party thereto. On 
the lith of June, 1887, that treaty was ratified; so that the United 
States, as stated, became a party to it and is affected by it in all mat- 
ters covered by the treaty. 

Article 12 of that treaty provides that from time to time there shall 
be a meeting of the representatives of the states being parties to that 
treaty, to revise it and to make such amendments as in their wisdom 
may be deemed proper. The United States has neverattended any of 
these meetings, although our people are more largely interested than 
those of any other country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does this conference include the consideration of 
what is called the international copyright law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does it have any reference to copyright? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It does not. I suppose it would be com- 
petent for them to deal with this if they desire, but unfortunately for 
the United States these conferences have dealt with our interests in our 
absence, and we have up to this time taken no part in the conferences 
held under this treaty. It is true our minister has been authorized to 
take part, but no fund has ever been provided to defray the expenses, 
and beyond that it required peua knowledge which the minister 
has not possessed, and hence he has not participated in these confer- 
ences. 

Now, this conference is to be held at Madrid, Spain, as I have stated, 
on the Ist of April next, and in order that we may have persons equal 
to the proper discharge of the duties that will devolve upon them, per- 
sons trained and experienced, to take care of the interests of the citi- 
zens of the United States, this bill was introduced and is reported. Itis 
proper for me to say that after proper inquiry the Committee on Patents 
unanimously recommend the passage of the bill. It provides that 
two persons, who shall be familiar with patent and trade-mark laws 
and with the administration of the system in this country, be selected 
to represent the United States at Madrid, to take part in that confer- 
ence, and to make such report of their doings as the Secretary of State 
may require; and the bill makes an appropriation of $5,000, or such 
part thereof as may be n to defray the expenses of the dele- 
gates so selected. I have nothing further to add, unless some gentle- 
man desires to propound some questions, [Cries of Vote!’’] 


= * 2) K peed een 
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TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection all general debate on this 
bill will be considered as closed, and the Clerk will read the bill by 
sections for debate under the five-minute rule. 

` Mr, KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio what 
salary is provided for these delegates. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No salary at all. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do they go without pay? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘They go without pay, so far as I know. 
This $5,000 is provided to defray the expenses, and it makes no pro- 
vision for salary. In our correspondence with the Secretary of State 
we asked him what sum would be necessary to defray the expense of 
sending delegates to that conference, and his reply was (in a letter which 
I hold in my hand) $5,000; and we fix the amount at what was asked. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long do they continue in office? Is there 
any provision for the termination of their authority? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The conference will meet on the Ist of 
April. Of course it will be in session only such time as will be nec- 
essary to transact the business that comes before it. It may be in 
session possibly a week, or two weeks, and possibly thirty days, but I 
should think not longer. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it not likely that they will be before Congress 
before long asking payment for salary or compensation for their sery- 
ices ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not the slightest on earth, 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam very glad to hear you say that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the committee rise and that 
the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Bunkows announced that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two snit- 
able persons to represent the United States at the international confer- 
ence in regard to the protection of industrial property, and making an 
appropriation therefor, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House without amendment and with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. STRUBLE. Imove that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and the substitute reported by the Commit- 
tee ou Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Payson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the Senate bill 895, to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma. The time 
for general debate upon this bill has expired, and the Clerk will read 
the substitute reported from the House committee, for amendment by 
sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be il enacted, cie., That all that part of the United States included within the 
following limits, except such portions thereof as are hereinafter expressly ex- 
empted from the operations of this act, to wit: Bounded on the west by the 
State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; on the north by the State of 
Colorado and the State of Kansas; on the east the country occupied by the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians east of the ninety-sixth meridian of west longitude, 
and by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw countries; and on the south by the 
Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw countries and by the State of Texas, compris- 
ing what is known as the Public Land map and all that part of the Indian Ter- 
re not actually occupied by the five civilized tribes, and by the Indian tribes 
within the Quapaw Indian ney, is created into a temporary government by 
the name of the Territory of Oklahoma; and any other lands within the Indian 
Territory not embraced within these boundaries may hereafter become a part 
of the Territory of Oklahoma, whenever the Indian tribe or nation owning such 
Jancis shall signify to the President of the United States, in legal manner, its as- 
sent that such lands should become a part of the said Territory of Oklahoma, 
and whenever the President shall make proclamation to that effect; and Con- 
gross may at any time hereafter change the boundaries of said Territory: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair the rights of persons 
or property, orto impair any —— to or right of occupancy of ds now per- 
taining to the Indians in said Territory under the laws, agreements, and treat- 
ies of the United States, or to include any territory occupied by any Indian tribe 
for which title has been conveyed by patent or otherwise from the United States, 
or to which such tribo may be entitled by law, agreement, or treaty, without 
consent of said tribe, or any territory which by treaty or ent with any 
Indian tribe is not, without the consent of said tribe, to be included within the 
territorial limits or jurisdiction of = State or Territory; butall such territory 
shall be excepted out of the boundaries and constitute no part of the Territory 
of Oklahoma until said tribe shall signify its assent to the President of the 


any regulation or to enact any law 
dians, their lands, property, or ot! 


have been 5 or enact if this act had never passed: And pro- 
vided further, That the alleged claim of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nati for 
additional compensation for the lands west of the ninety-eighth degree of west 
longitude, heretofore ceded to the United States by said nations, shall in no 
wise be impaired by the provisions of this not. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the first section of this bill 
upon the ground that it embraces within it, as is alleged in the bill, 
for certain purposes, a portion of the Cherokee Ontlet, and also upon 
the ground that that portion of the Territory which is proposed to be 
included in this bill does not belong to the United States, but belongs 
to the Cherokee Nation of Indians. 

Much stress has been put upon the Calhoun letter, October 8, 1821, 
in regard to these Outlet lands by gentlemen who propose to take these 
lands from the Cherokee people. A great effort has been made to create 
“a mountain ont of a mole-hill.’’ Now, as a matter of fact, that letter 
has no bearing whatever on the question of the title to these lands, 
Will any gentleman on this floor with the least grain of common sense, 
be he lawyer or layman, attempt to maintain for a single moment that 
a letter from an executive officer, or even from the President himself, 
can have the slightest bearing upon the title to lands subsequently con- 
veyed in fee simple by the treaty-making power of this Government? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the proposition is too ridiculous to rise to the 
dignity of mediocral absurdity. You might aswell say that if I agree 
by a letter to convey to a person a life estate or an estate for years in 
my farm, and I subsequently conviy. to that person a fee-simple title, 
he does not take a fee-simple title, but only a life estate or an estate 
for years. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] during the debate on 
this billon Wednesday last asked upon what treaties or other authority 
the assertion is based that the title in the Cherokees is an absolute one. 

I answer this by referring the gentleman to the treaties of May 6, 
1828 (7 Stat., 311), February 14, 1833 (id., 414), and December 29, 
1835 (id., 478). Particular attention is invited to the second and third 
articles of the treaty of 1835, the material portions of which I will read. 

Ant. 2. Whereas by treaty of May 6, 1828, and thesupplementary treaty thereto 
of February 14, 1833, with the Cherokees west of the 5 the United 
States rantied and secured to be conveyed by patent to the Cherokee Na- 
tion of Indians the following tract of country, nning, ete. (Here follows a 
description of the country.) In addition to the 7,000,000 of acres of land thus 

rovided for and bounded, the United States further guaranty to the Cherokee 
Nation a perpetual outlet west, and the free and unmolested use of all the coun- 
try west of the western boundary of said 7,000,000 of acres, as far west as the 
sovereignty of the United States and their right of soil extend, 

ART, 3. The United States also agree that the lands above ceded by the treat 
of Febr 14, 1833, including the Outlet, and those ceded by this treaty shall 
be included in one t executed to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by the 
L e ofthe United States, according to the provisions of the act of May 28, 
These articles fully and explicitly answer the question of the gentle- 
man [Mr. PERKINS]. This also corrects the error which my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. MAxSUR] has fallen into when he states that 
‘t through the mistake of some person who did not know what he was 
doing, the deed (patent) was made in fee for 14,000,000 acres of land.” 

Now, for the information of the gentlemen who are championing this 
measure, permit me to stato the construction placed upon the title of 
the Cherokee Nation to these lands by the district, circuit, and Supreme 
Courts of the United States, and as to what effect the act of May 28, 
1830, has thereon. I desire particularly to invite the attention of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TAnsNey] to these decisions, for in his 
remarks on Wednesday he says that the Outlet is not held by the same 
title by which the Cherokees hold the land where they live. 

The United States Supreme Court, December term, 1872, in the case 
of Holden vs. Joy (17 Peters, 250), in referring to the clause in the patent 
to the Cherokees which provides that such lands shall revert to the 
United States if the Indians become extinct or abandon the same, said: 

Strong doubts are entertained whether that condition in the patent is valid, 
as it was not authorized by the treaty under which it wasissued. By the treaty 
the United States covenanted and agreed to convey the lands in feo-simple title, 
and it may well be held that if that condition reduces the estate to less than a 
fee it is void. 

In the case of the United States vs. Ben. Reese, at the May term, 
1879, of the United States district court for the western district of 
Arkansas, after reviewing the various treaties and laws and decisions 
of the courts with reference to the Cherokee lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, the court held that there is no limitation on the title conveyed 
by the United States to the Cherokees by the treaty of 1833, and that 
if said treaty was inconsistent with the act of 1830 it repealed so much 
of it as was inconsistent; that the language of the second article of the 
treaty of 1835 was a recognition of the cession of these lands, and 
that if they had been already ceded to the Cherokees by the treaty of 
1833 the agreement of the United States by the third article of the 
treaty of 1835 to give them a patent for these lands according to the 
provisions of the act of Congress of May 28, 1830, was a mere nudum 
pactum. It was an attempt to place a restriction upon the title which 
had already passed, and which, according to the first section of the 
treaty of 1833, was to be evidenced by a patent.” 

The court, after discussing the question upon the supposition that the 
condition in the patent is valid, says: 

This Indian title being n base. qualified, or determinable fee, with only a 


E of reversion, and not the right of reversion in the United 
he estate is inthe Cherokee Nation of 
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In the case of The United States vs. Rogers (23 Federal Reporter, 659), 
which case is especially applicable, the court held that the Cherokee 
Nation holds the Cherokee Outlet-by substantially the same title it 
holds its other lands, and that all the estate is in the Cherokee Nation. 

In the cuse of the United States against Soule (30 Federal Reporter, 
918) the court held that patent was issued to all the land, including 
the outlet west; that no distinction was made in the granting clause 
(treaty of 1833) between the 7,000,000 acre tract and the Outlet; that 
the Outlet was set apart to that nation and is in a certain sense occu- 
pied, because the Cherokees have the title and right to possess it. 

The treaty-making power of the Government, by the treaties of 1846 
and 1866 with the Cherokees, also recognizes the title of the Cherokees 
to these lands, especially the seventeenth article of the latter treaty, 
which provides: 

The Cherokee Nation hereby cedes in trust to the United States the tract of 
Jand in the State of Kansas which was sold to the Cherokees by the United 
States under the provisions of the second article of the treaty of 1835, and also 
that strip of land ceded to the nation by the fourth article of said treaty which 
is included in the State of Kansas, and the Cherokees consent that said lands 
may be included in the limits and jurisdiction of said State. : 

These lands are what is known as the Cherokee 1 in Kansas, and 
are a portion of the Outlet lands. Now, mark the language of the 
treaty: '‘Ceded to the nation. The word ‘‘cede,’’ as defined by Bou- 
vier, is ‘‘to assign, to transfer; applied to the act by which one state 
or nation transfers territory to another. For a more extended defini- 
tior, and to the same effect, see Webster. 

The concluding portion of the article just read is also a recognition of 
the fact that the United States must secure the assent of the Cherokee 
people before any portion of the lands can be embraced within the 
limits or jurisdiction of any State or Territory, and which the bill under 
consideration proposes to do without that consent. 

The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] says there was no per- 
son before the committee in this Congress or the last two who denied 
the right of Congress to establish courts in that Territory, as provided 
in the bill, and then quotes the first sentence of the thirteenth article 
of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, to wit: The Cherokees agree that a 
court or courts may be established by the United States in said Terri- 
tory, with such jarisdiction and organized in suth manner as may be 
prescribed by law; and he says, That is all we are doing now.” But, 
for what purpose he knows best, he fails to quote the proviso to that 
arlicle, which is the very essence of the whole. That proviso is as fol- 
lows, namely: 

Provided, That the judicial tribunals of the nation shall be allowed to retain 
exclusive jurisdiction in all civil and criminal cases arising within their country 
in which members of the nation, by nativity or adoption, shall be the only 
parties, or where the cause ofaction shall arise in the Cherokee Nation, except 
as otherwise provided in this treaty. 

That is very plain language, and it does not require a microscopic 
vision to see or the brain of a Webster to understand its meaning. 
The gentleman then quotes from section 30 of the bill, on page 31: 

But nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive any of the civilized 
nations of jurisdiction over all cases arising wherein members of said nations, 
wheth-r by treaty, blood, or adoption, are the sole parties, nor asto interfere 
with the rights and power of said civilized nations to punish said members for 
violation of the statutes and laws enacted by their national council, where such 
laws ace not contrary to the treaties and the laws of the United States. 

And states that said provision was put in at the instance of the attor- 
ney of the Cherokee Nation. 

As to this statement, it is sufficient to say that no suggestions made 
to the committee that carry with them any violation of treaty stipula- 
tions can in any way bind the Cherokee Nation without the conseat of 
that nation, 

Now, I desire to invite particular attention to the provision of the 
bill just read. Asa matter of fact the bill does divest, take from, aud 
deprive the five civilized tribes of every vestige of jurisdiction guaran- 
tied to them by their several treaties, and that part of section 30 which 
I have read isa mere subterfuge. Itsays ‘* where such laws are not con- 
trary to the treaties and laws of the United States.“ Now, in the event 
this bill should become a law, would it not be a law of the United 
States?’ and would not the provisions of the various treaties with these 
civilized tribes giving them both civil and criminal jurisdiction of the 
person and property of the members thereof, by nativity or adoption, 
be “contrary” to the “law of the United States?“ 

What wonderfal ingenuity has been exercised by the framers of this 
measure to deprive these people of sacred rights guarantied them by the 
supreme law of the land? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in conclusion, that the United 
States can take the lands of these people; the United States can em- 
brace those lands within the limits and jurisdiction of a State or Terri- 
tory without their consent, and the United States can take from them 
the jurisdiction and every solemn pledge guarantied to them by the 
supreme law of this great nation; not, however, by any right, either 
legal or equitable, in the United States to do so, but by might, by reason 


of superior numbers (and I was about to say by reason of superior in- 


telligence, but I forbear), by brate force and strength, as the strong may 
with impunity impose upon and wrong the weak, and by all the means 
of autocratic power, and which the advocates of this measure would not 
dare to advance in respect to these nations were they anywhere near as 
numerically strong as the United States, and which, ifattempted to be 


enforced with a foreign nation, would result in an immediate war. All 

I say, the United States may do, but the gentlemen responsible 
for it will have the unenviable distinction of having inaugurated an- 
other century of dishonor,” 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to say to this committee that this substi- 
tute bill does not propose to takeone acre of land from any Indian tribe 
in the Indian Territory or any other tribe or people whatsoever. It 
simply proposes to throw the Territorial lines around a certain part of 
the Indian Territory. And I beg to remind the committee again that, 
as to this Cherokee Outlet, it never was agreed by the UnitedStates that, 
no Territorial lines should be extended around it. The agreement re- 
lated solely to the 7,000,000 acres, as I will show by reading the first 
paragraph of the preamble of the treaty of 1828: 

Whereas it being the anxious desire of the Government of the United States 
to secureto the Cherokee Nation of Indians, as well those now living within 
the limits of the Territory of Arkansas as those of their friends and brothers 
who reside in States east of the Mississippi, and who may wish to join their 
brothers of the West, a permanent home, and which shall, under the most sol- 
emn guaranty of the United States, be and remain theirs forever— 

Now I ask gentlemen to listen— Ps 

a home that shall never, in all future time, be embarrassed by having ex- 
tended around it the lines or placed over it the jurisdiction of a Territory or 
State, nor be p upon by the extension, in any way, of any ofthe limits of 
any existing Territory or State. 
Mr. Chairman, let it be borne in mind that this guaranty of non- 
interference with respect to Territorial lines relates only to the home 
country of the Cherokees—this home country composed of 7,000,000 
acres. We do not mean to touch an acre of that; we do not mean to 
throw around it any Territorial lines. We leave this home country free 
from every embarrassment, as contemplated by the treaty. And I chal- 
lenge any gentleman on this floor to show that there was ever any 
change of the agreement made between the Government and this peo- 
ple so as to extend to the Cherokee Outlet the prohibition as to Terri- 
torial lines. I now ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, there is one view of this question 
which has not been presented; and in the limited time allowed me I 
propose to present that view—a view which I believe is established be- 
yond question by reference to the treaties, j 

I think it was the general purpose of the Government to establish a 
Territory in whicH were to be located the five tribes, the Cherokees, 
Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, and Chickasaws. There wasa certain de- 
fined boundary in reference to the land which was to bé occupied by those 
five tribes. When we come to the Cherokee country, it was stated to 
be 7,000,000 acres with an outlet west; and in the original grant that 
outlet west included all thecountry which was west of the 7,000,000 
acres and which formed a part of it, That was by the treaty of 1828. 
Subsequently when the Creeks were to be located, it was found that 
the land of the Creeks as granted to them by the Government of the 
United States took in a part of the original grant to the Cherokees. 
The treaty was therefore modified and the northern boundury of the 
Creek country was the Cherokee country. 

Now, by the treaty of 1835 with the Cherokees they were guarantied 
according to the act of Congress of 1830 a patent to this entire land, in- 
clading the 7,000,000 acres and the outlet therein which was west of 
it. And the western boundary of it was fixed as far west as the sov- 
ereignty of the United States extended, and that was supposed to be 
the one hundredth degree of west longitude. I think I have a paper 
here by which I might show that the Cherokees have an equity in the 
Public Land Strip itself, extending to the one hundred and third de- 
gree of west longitude; but it seems to have been subsequently under- 
stood that the western boundary of the Indian Territory should be the 
one hundredth degree of west longitude. There was a difference of 
opinion then as to whether the sovereignty of the United States ex- 
fended to the one hundred and third degree of west longitude or was 
limited to the one hundredth degree. 

And when you came to limit the bonndaries of the Creeks they were 
placed on the south of the Cherokees, and the land was fixed on the 
western limit by the terms of the treaty—not describing it as being as 
far west as the sovereignty of the United States extended, but describ- 
ing it by other terms, showing, however, a common purpose to limit it 
alike with the other. They said, ‘‘as far west as the Mexican fron- 
tier,” and that was understood to be the one hundredth degree. In 
reference to the Choctaws and Chickasaws there is a particular descrip- 
tion of the line, ranning it from the Red River south to where now is 
the disputed line in reference to Greer County, Texas. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here was a common purpose which was made 
manifest and clear; and whatever may be said about Mr. Calhoun’s 
talk in 1817 or President Monroe’s talk (both of which have been cited), 
it must be borne in mind that that was long anterior to the time when 
the Government had ever recognized such a thing as a patent to be 
granted to the Indians. And is it to besaid that the outlet which Mr. 
Calhoun spoke of there is the outlet here, where the Indians were lo- 
cated in an entirely different section? There is no correspondence be- 
tween the outlet to which Mr. Calhoun alluded, which might have been 
a mere easement, and this outlet, which is declared by the treaty of 1835, 
which was made in accordance with the act of 1830, by which act the 
President was authorized to guaranty a patent, and by this treaty of 


1835 it was provided that the whole land—the 7,000,000 acres, together 
with the other outlet and the additional 800,000 acres then acquired— 
should be included in one patent; and by the sixteenth article of the 
treaty of 1866 the Government of the United States absolutely recog- 
nized and is forever estopped from denying the fee-simple title of these 


people. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr, STRUBLE. This is a question of the extension of territorial 
lines; and in view of the fact that debate has been exhausted, I ask a 
vote upon the question. : 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted upon the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out the last word, and yield the time 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman from Texas, 

I desire, sir, to call the attention of the committee in this brief time 
to one fact in connection with this matter, which is that there is very 
frequently a confusion of terms made, by which what is known as the 
“Cherokee Strip“ is confounded with the ‘Cherokee Outlet.“ Asa 
matter of fact, they are entirely different. I will say to the honorable 
gentleman from lowa, the chairman of the committee, that if these 
Indians do not hold title to the Cherokee Outlet by the same solemn 
form of title as to the lands they live on, there is a body of land em- 
braced within the borders of the State of Kansas, comprising 800,000 
acres, to which they have no title and never had. And I ask the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Kansas to this matter. 

I have before me, Mr. Chairman, a map of that portion of the Indian 
possessions proximate to the Kansas line, from which it is evident that 
in that section to which I now call your attention [indicating], com- 
prising 800,000 acres in Kansas, known as the Cherokee lands, land 
was sold by the Cherokees to the Government of the United States and 
by the Government to the State of Kansas in trust; and hence that 
800,000 acres of land embraced within that State is a body of land from 
which title is derived alone from the Cherokee grant. And in addition to 
that I wish further to say that in the State of Kansas there is another strip 
running the whole length of this map of the Cherokee Outlet, embraced 
by the lines shown within (the lines indicated in red on the map), 
to which I now call your attention [indicating], and containing four 
hundred and odd thousand seres more, or, with the 800,000, being a 
total of 1,200,000 acres in the State to which that State can trace no 
title to one rood, nor the people living upon it, except the conveyance 
by the Cherokee Nation to the United States of these lands to be sold 
in trust. And this strip was sold, the original stipulation being that 
for the Jand east of the Arkansas River they were to receive $2 per acre 
and for the land west of that river $1.50 per acre, which by subsequent 
compact with the Cherokee Nation was reduced to $1.25 per acre for 
lands lying west of the river for a period of one year and $1 per acre 
afterwards. And it is also a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, that many 
of these lands are unsold to-day. 

The State of Kansas hold them in trust for the Cherokee Nation, 
from whom alone they derived title. That title they got by virtue of 
the title which the Cherokees conveyed to the Government, and if the 
Cherokees did not have a title to convey to the Government, then the 
State of Kansas has no title to the 800,000 acres in one tract and the 
400,000 acres in another, being this strip ranning the entire length of 
the Outlet and embraced in the lines here indicated, being a strip two 
and a half or three miles wide. : 

How, then, can anybody question the solemn patent of the Gov- 
ernment made to these Indians according to the act of 1830, on the 28th 
day of May of that year? And that.act was strengthened by the subse- 
quent treaties of 1833 and 1835, and the patent bears date and is signed 
by the President in 1838, and issued by virtue of the act of 1830, and 
also the solemn recognition of that title in the treaties of 1833 and 
1835, which have been confirmed over and over again in still stronger 
terms by the language of the treaty of 1846 and the final treaty of 1866, 
which recognizes at all times the title to these lands of these Indians, 

Now, you propose to embrace these lands for judicial purposes, This, 
Mr. Chairman, is in contravention of the thirteenth section of the act 
quoted by the gentleman from Kansas without reading it, and quoted 
by the gentleman from Illinois, also, without reading it, a proviso which 
declares that this cession of Jand should never take away from the In- 
dians jurisdiction over one foot of it. 

Therefore I say that there can be no argument in the suggestion of 
the gentleman. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi talks 
well, and the most of us love to listen to him. We listen to him with 
as much pleasure as it seems to give him to talk. But the suggestions 
he has been making to this House to-day are as irrelevant to the sub- 
ject-matter under consideration as though he had confined his discus- 
sion, it seems to me, to the Samoan treaty or some other equally inter- 
esting topic, 

As suggested by the chairman of the committee [Mr. STRUBLE], this 
bill does not propose to take from the Cherokees or any other tribe one 
foot of the land without their consent, and not until negotiations have 
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been had with them, so that they are satisfied to extinguish or relin- 
quish their title. All that this bill proposes to do is to extend the 
boundaries of the Territory of Oklahoma so as to embrace within these 
boundaries the Cherokee Strip. 

Now, the lands in Kansas spoken of by my friend from Mississippi, 
were secured by the Cherokees by virtue of the treaty made by the 
Government with them in 1835. As I said the other day in d 
this question, the Cherokees recognized that they did not have lands 
enough for home purposes in the Territory, and hence they bought 
from the United States, by the treaty of 1835, 800,000 acres more for 
home purposes, and for these they gave the Government $500,000 in 
cash. 

The treaty of 1835 provides that these lands shall be conveyed to 
them in fee-simple. That is the language of the treaty in speaking of 
the 800,000 acres embraced subsequently in the boundaries of Kansas, 
and what is known as the Cherokee neutral land. 

Nobody has ever presumed to say that they did not acquire a good 
title to them. And it has no more relevancy to the Cherokee Outlet 
than the Samoan treaty has, as I suggested a moment ago. The State 
of Kansas has no title to this land, nor does it presume to have any. 
The lands were sold by the Cherokee Indians in 1866; and they have 
been paid for this land; and the adjudication to which my friend re- 
ferred, that of Holden against Joy, refers and pertains to this land 
known, as I suggested before, as the Cherokee neutral land, situated 
in the State of Kansas. 

A settler by the name of Holden occupied and settled upon one of 
these quarter-sections of Jand and insisted that he had the right to 
make a home there. An action of ejectment was brought against him 
and in that adjudication it was held that the title that had been bought 
of the Indians to these lands in Kansas was a good title and should 
be respected by the courts of the country; and that is all that the court 
did hold; and it was the only question that was before it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question has been discussed often upon this 
floor. We have debated it and debated it until in the last session of 
Congress the patience of this House was exhausted; and for two days 
last week we continued general debate, discussing this question, and 
I hope that we may now proceed in an orderly method with the pro~ 
visions of this bill. I hope that my friend from Mississippi (Mr. 
Hooker] will not insist upon each opportunity of repeating the speech 
that we heard him make so pleasantly in the last Con and have 
heard often before in this. [Cries of Vote! Vote!“ Í 

Mr. MANSUR. I move to strike out the last word. 

In replying to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], and for the information of 
the House, I desire to say that I am now in possession of a document 
that at no time has been before the Committee on Territories, either 
in the last House or in this. It is a very remarkable document, as well 
as a reply of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the presentution of 
the claim with the Cherokee Indians made in that document. 

While I shall not have time to read the whole of it unless my time 
shall be extended very considerably, I will say to the House that I wish 
at the conclusion of my time to have these printed in the RECORD in the 
morning, for the information of the House. 

The document is as follows: = 

o. 21. 


HEADQUARTERS SECOND eee WESTERN DIVISION, 


Gibson, February 8, 1840. 

Sim; I have the honor to transmit herewith the proceeding of the old Cher- 
okee settlera, or their principal men, who are now here; and [ much regret to 
notice by them that the troubles in the Cherokee Nation have not yet ended, 
provided the Old Settlers are to be deprived of a fair participation in the gov- 
ernment of their nation; and as they appearto make this the material point, 
and for which they will contend, I hope it will receive the consideration itis 
entitled to by the Government, which will, as I judge, prevent further dificul- 
ties in this nation. 

I am now satisfied that the Old Settlers will not peaceably surrender what they 
regard their rights and that, if the Cherokees should be so unfortunate as to 
resort to further violence against each other, other tribes will have more or 
less concern with these difficulties. This is forwarded by Captain Page, of the 
Fourth Infantry (who has been detailed for the recruiting service); and as the 
steam-boat he is going on board of is about to leave this,it is necessary that I 
should refer you to him for further particulars in relation to the protracted dif- 
ficulty in the Cherokee Nation. + 

I have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, „ 
ARBUCKLE, 


Bet. Brig. Gen., United States Army, 
Hon. J. R, Porsserr, 
Secretary of War, Washington City. 


- Fort Ginson, February 7, 1840. 

We, the select committee to whom was reterred the investigation of the right 
of John Ross and his partisans to the government of the Cherokee Nat 
west, without the consent of the original settlers, do most respectfully beg 
leave to report the following as the result of our investigation: 

In the treaty of 1817 an agreement was entered into by the Government of 
the United States with the whole Cherokee people east of the Mississippi. Those 
who wished to remove were permitted to send out an Mg ee to recon- 
noiter the country on the waters of the Arkansas and White Rivers, with the 
promise that when this party should have found a country suiting the emi- 
grants, and not claimed by other Indians, the United States would arrange with 
them, and give in exchange for the country they were to leave a just propor- 
tion of lands, according to their numbers. 

Tn 1819 another treaty was entered into between the United States and the 
Cherokees. In said treaty, the contracting parties agreed that one-third of the 
annuities due the Cherokees under former treaties should be paid to the Cher- 
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ened erases which plainly demonstrates that we were considered as a separate 


community. 
In 1823 the Cherokee Nation west entered into a treaty with the United Sta 
In which they the lands that were ceded to them by the treaty o 
pted to them, with the solemn ty to said 


pen 
admitted by themselves, in rene against some ofthe provisions of the treaty 
we made with the United States in 1828. 

In 1833 our nation negotiated another treaty with the United States Govern- 
ment; and our people, being jealous of their rights, and wishing to prevent 
collision with any of the States and Territories of the United States, or any emi- 
grating community that might hereafter come to the west, bound the United 

es as follows: 

ARTICLE 1, The United States agree to possess the Cherokees, and to guar- 
anty it to them forever, and that guaranty is hereby pledged, of 7,000,000 of acres 
of land.“ Thearticlethen goes on to describe the bounds of the said *'7,000,000 
of acres” in the same article: In addition to the 7,000,000 of acres of land thus 

vided for and bounded, the United States further guaranty to the Chero- 

ec Nation a perpetual outlet w. and a free and unmo use of all the 
country lying west of the western dary of said 7,000,000 of acres, as far 
West as the sove ty of the United States and their right of soil extend: 
Provided, however, That if the saline or salt plain, on the great western prairie, 
shal! fall within said limits prescribed for said outlet, the right is reserved to 
the United States to permit other tribes of red men to pet salt on said plain in 
issued by the United 


lows: 
4 direction of the chiefs, haye selected four delegates, 
Messrs. Joseph Vann, Wi iam 8. Coodey, John Smith, and John Drew; and, if 
to the 
nand Western Cherokees, they are also instructed to attend to any and 


of interest to the nation sufficient to justify their 
going there. And in the event that the delegation should g onto nace impae 
you are respectfully ar, and apprize him 
of the nature of their visitto that place. You will please, also, to make any nec- 
essary arrangement for the convenience of the delegation, which will place or 
present them tothe Department upon such terms as will enable them to effect 
the object in view—that — 205 unite the two people into one, on the Arkansas, 


upon such 1 as will be satisfactory to the people east and west. This 
will be handed * — principa: chief.“ [Addressed to Captain Vashan, United 
States agent for ees. 


But two of our delegation, namely, James Rogers and John Smith, went to 
the Cherokee Nation east and in their acts they varied in some measure from 
their instructions, as will be seen from a note, addressed to James Starr and 
others, from John Smith, one of the western delegation, accompanying a com- 
munication from our chiefs, The note read as follows: 

Now, you from this letter, what I told you all when you wished me to 
sign the treaty. I told youthat I would sign it, though it was not agreeable to 
our instructions. Your and our people can settle it hereafter,” 

But notwithstanding our delegation did not adhere strictly to their instruc- 
tions, they did not cause our sovereign ri, to be infri: upon by the treaty 
of 1835, as may be seen in an article a ed to said treaty; it readsas follows: 

“ Whereas the Western Cherokees have appointed a delegation to visit the 
Eastern Cherokees, to assure them of the friendly disposition of their people 
and their desire that the nation may again be united as one ple, and urge 
upon them the expediency of accep’ the overtures of the Government, and 
that on their removal they may be assured of a hearty welcome and an equal 
participation with them in all their benefits and privileges of the Cherokee 
country west; and the undersigned, twoof said delegation, being the only dele- 

tes in the eastern nation, from the west, at the signing and sealing of the treaty 

ly concluded at New Echota, between their eastern brethren and the United 
States, and having fully understood the provisions of the same, they to it 
in behalf of the Western Cherokees, But it is expressly understood that noth- 
ing in this treaty shall affectany claims of the Western Cherokees on the United 


It is plainly, to be seen, from the foregoing quotations and references, that 
every attribute that constitutes a sovereign and independent community has 
been acknowledged in us, time after time; and, if we are an independent com- 
munity, there are but two ways that Mr. Ross and his partisans can =p ob- 
tain our government—these are, by conquest or by our consent. ye deny, 
most positively, ever yielding our government to them in either of these ways. 

Be it therefore resolved, That the conduct of Mr, John Ross and his partisansis 
an unprecedented act of usurpation, unfounded in justice, law, or humanity; 
and we will not, in all future time, acknowledge the same. 

Resolved, That the only legitimate government of this nation is the one 
handed down to us by the original settlers of the Cherokee Nation west, and 
we will, to the utmost of our power and ability, uphold and defend the same. 

WILLIAM HOLT, 
President of the Select Council. 

GEORGE W. ADAIR, 

THOMAS ROGERS. 


„ 
WILLIAM HOLT, 
President af the Council. 
JOHN CANBY, 
Clerk of the Council. 


JOIN ROGERS, 
Principal Chie. 

JOHN SMITH. 

DUTCH. 


Concurred in by the council; 


Approved: 


THOMAS WILSON, Secretary to Chiefs. 
True copy : S. G. SIMMONS, 


A. D. C. and A, A, Adj. Gen., 2d Dept, W. Division. 
War DEPARTMENT, Orrice IXDIAN AFFAIRS, March 27, 1840. 
Sm: The national council of the old settlers and treaty party, convened at 


Fort Gibson from the 2d to the Sth of February last, appointed Messrs, Dutch, 

William W. Adair, James Carey, senior, x 
Moses Smith, John and William Holt a del ion “ with full and ample 
powers to transact all business with the United States for and in behalf 
of Cherokee Nation west.“ At the same time the council passed two reso- 
lutions: (1) “That the conduct of Mr. Ross and his partisans is an unprece- 
dented act of n, unfounded in justice, law, or humanity; and we will 
not in all future time acknowledge the same.“ (2) That the only legitimate 
government of this nation is the one handed down to us by the original settlers 
of the Cherokee Nation west, and we will, to the utmost'of our power and 
ability uphold and defend the same.” 

_ These resolutionsare by a preamble, which seems to me to be founded 
in erroneous views of the relative positions of the two parties into which the 
Cherokees have unfortunately aplit; on which I think it right that the Depart- 
ment should express its opinions to the above delegation, so that they may not 
longer deveive themselves by holding on toa position that, itappears to me, can 
not be maintained, 

The preamble recites the various treaties made in 1817, 1819, 1828, 1833, and 1835, 
with the Cherokees, and, after making references to, and quotations from, them, 
concludes that it is plainly to be seen from“ them “that every attribute that 
constitutes a sovereign and independent community has been acknowledged in 
us time after time; and if we are an independent community, thereare but twa 
ways that Mr. Ross and his partisans can te eon obtain our government—these 
are, by conquest or by our consent. We y most positively ever yielding 
our government to them in either of these ways.” 

If it is meant to assert that the Western Cherokees are an independent and 
sovereign community in the fall sense of the word, it can not be admitted for 
an instant, The United States have, in the modified form prescribed by treaties, 
control over them, in common with all other Indians within the boundaries of 
our country. Sucha power isind nsable to the preservation of peace and the 
advancement of the Indian in civilization, and has been, and must continue to 

„ as an attribute of the 8 power on all proper occasions. It 
is not probable, however, that they referred to their independence in any other 
sense than asconcernstheir relation tothe Eastern Cherokees, or late emigrants, 
Are they right in that, or in the proposition (not directly put forth, bub con- 
tained in every line of the preamble and resolutions), that the 7,000,000 acres of 
land areas by the treaty of 1828 belong to them, to the exclusion of those lately 
remo 

The policy of the United States, enjoined by their obligations to extinguish 
the Indian title to the land 8 by the Indians east, has been to remove 
the whole Cherokee peo le. Thefirst emigrants, or Old Settlers, were undoubt- 
edly a community who a right to prescribe a form of government and laws 
to regulate their own conduct, subject, however, to the enlargement of their 
number, from time to time, as the emigration from the East |. Those 
removing were to be incorporated as they arrived into the original mass, form- 
ing, however, I think, one community under every accession. 

The treaty of 1817 was made with the whole tribe, which ceded to the United 
States the proportion of lands east of the Mississippi to which those Indians 
then in Gh eh sek and then about to remove, were entitled; in consideration 
whereof, the Government agreed to give them acre for acre on the Arkansas 
and White Rivers, in what is now the State of Arkansas, and that the annuity 
due the tribe should be divided, in proportion to their numbers, between 
those east and west. Tho treaty of 1819 is made with the Cherokee Nation, and 
contains a further cession of land east, at least ns extensive as that which 
they probably are entitled to under the provisions of the treaty of 1817. This 
instrument provided for the payment of one-third of the annuity to the Indians 
west, and two-thirds to those east. So far, Laptop pans some und for 
the allegation that the Cherokees west owned the land beyond the Mississippi ; 
but even that it might be difficult to establish, as there was no restriction upon 
emigration, and the evident object of the Government was to enco it. 0 
division of the annuity was a mere EA ee mode of arrivingat astu ntially 
just distribution of ít. The treaty of 1828 put an end to all ible question on 
the subject, if it did not furnish the proper construction of all that had pravionsly 
been done. The preamble recites that it was the anxious desire of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to secure to the Cherokeo Nation of Indians, as 
well those now living within the limits of the Territory of Arkansas as those of 
their friends and brothera who reside in States cast of the Mississippi and who 
may wish to join their brothers of the west, a permanent home,“ ete.; that the 
land then occupied by the Western Cherokees was surrounded by a white popu- 
lation, and, as a consequence, by all the deteriorating influences which had 
been so destructive to them in times past, and the desire of the Indians to rid 
themselves of these influences. This treaty, which was made with the Western 
Cherokees, contains a surrender of all the land in Arkansas secured to them 
by the treaties of 1817 and 1819, and the United States agreed to appropriate to 
the above use (permanent homes for all the Cherokees enst and west) 7,000,000 
acres of land, with an outlet west, as far asthe sovereignty of the United States 
extended, Nothing can be more explicit; and, if it was not, it would seem there 
could be no doubt of the intention, for the 7,000,000 would give every Cherokee 
west (reckoning them at 6,000), man, woman, and child, near 1,200 acres of 
land; which would be preposterous, I bave not noted the various other provi- 
sionsin these treaties, but only so much as seemed to be necessary to satisfy the 
delegation they had mistaken their rights in both points stated at the com- 
mencement of this communication. The treaty of 1833 does not vary the rights 
of the Cherokees in the particulars under consideration, but was made to ar- 
range an interference between the Creek and Cherokee lands west; describes, 
with precision, the boundaries of the latter, and releases whatever under the 
treaty of 1528 had fallen within the Creek limits. The last treaty, concluded in 
1835, recites the desoription of the land west as contained in the treaties of 1828 
and 1833; and, from an apprehension that the body did not contain“ a sufficient 
quantity of land for the accommodation of the whole nation on their removal 
west of the Mississippi,” the United States agreed to give them 800,000 acres 
additional, in consideration of $500,000, and to issue a patent for 7,800,000 acres, 
with an outlet west, to the Cherokee Nation of Indians.“ Provision was 
made for the removal of the late emigrants to the 7,800,000 acres so seb apart, 
and sey. veve Deen eee erh w 427 pe one If there 9 mie oe 
recognition of the purposes for whic’ s was appropriated, it m be 
contended, with some show of plausibility, that the last treaty was made with 
the Eastern Cherokees, and that they and the United States could not impair 
the rights of those west; but there was a full acknowledgment of the general 
right in the treaty of 1828, which does not require the aid of the admissions of 
James Rogers and John Smith, delegates from the Western Cherokees,” ap- 
pended to the treaty of 1835, on the 31st of December. 

It therefore seems to me that the Western Cherokees were only econtingently 

a separate community from the eastern body of these people. They were sub- 
ject to increase by the emigration of those east, who, according to the construc- 
tion I put on the various instruments and acts recited, were to fall into the body 
they joined west,and become a part thereof. They are not, consequently, a 
se independent community; nor have they any ownership of the land, 
except that which belo: to them incommon with the whole Chorokee people. 

While on the subject of the rights of the res ive contending parties, it may 

not be improper to express the views of the Department as to their pecun 

rights — — the treaty of 1835. The consideration in the original treaty was 
$5,000,000, of which $500,000 was applied to the purchase of 800,000 acres of land, 
by the second article; $600,000 was added by the uupplement, and $1,047,067 was 
given by the law of 12th June, 1838; making an aggregate of $6,147,067, exclusive 
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of the above $500,000. This sum was to be applied to removal and subsistence; 
hi t of the Cherokees for their vements, ferries, reservatio 
—— pole pectin t pa such just debts wad 


and ons u their pro ; to the payment 
5 Nation toy A itsown itteses; $60,000 for the justclaims 
of citizens of the United States for services rendered to the nation; „000, in 


addition to the present annuities of the nation, to constitutea general fund, the 
interest of which shall be applied annually, by the council of the nation, to 
guch purposes as they may deem best for the general interest of their poop’; 
$50,000 to constitute an o fund; $150,000, in addition to the present school 
fund of the nation, shall constitute a permanent school fund, the interest of 
which shall be applied annually, by the council of the nation, for the support of 
common schools and such a literary institution of a higher order as may be es- 
tablished in the Indian country; and $100,000 was eee by the twelfth 
article to the relief of the poorer class of Cherokees whe have removed or 
remove west and are entitled to the benefits of the treaty; but this last sum 
was, by the fourth article of the supplement, transferred to and made part of the 
general national fund of $400,000, thereby increasing it to $500,000, After these 
several charges were met out of the gate sum in the original treaty, the 
supplement, and the law of 1533, the balance, whatever the same may be, sha 
be equally divided between all the people belonging to the Cherokee Nation 
east, according to the census just completed, and such Cherokees as have re- 
moved west since June, 1833, who are entitled, by the terms of their enrollment 
and removal,to all the benefits resulting from the final treaty between the 
United States and the Cherokees east. They shall also be paid fur their im- 
rovements, according to their appraised value, before their removal. where 
Fraud has not already been shown in their valuation.” In the distribution of 
the balance those only, then, by express provision of the treaty, can icipate 
who are on the census of 1835, or (as I construe the fifteenth article, hough it is 


inartificially worded) who emigrated since June, 1833, and who are entitled, by 


their enrollment and removal, to all the benefits of the treaty of 1835, 
So many of the Western Cherokees as come within the last description would 
be 1 rhe pen all the others excluded from any share of the balance after the 
deductions mentioned are made. 

In what would all the Western Cherokees have an interest? In the $500,000 
invested: as a general fund, to the amount of $300,000; for orphans, $50,000; and 
as an addition to the school fund, $150,000; making the above sum of $500,000, 
The permanent annuity of $10,000 was, by the eleventh article, commuted for 
$214,000, to be invested as a part of the general fund of the nation; and the 
school fund, before the treaty of 1835, amounted to $51,138, 


First, The general fund of the nation 
d. han fund a serren $ s 50, 


Second. O 
Third. ‘Additional school fund. ve. 
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714, 000. 00 
D/ y y 
$714, 000 netted in stocks. aia s 761. 
Fourth, Old school fund ve e os 2 
759, 899. 39 
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These several funds belong to the tribe in general and are under the control 
of the national council; and in these only, it seems to me, are the entire eom- 
munity, embracing the whole body of the Western as well as the Eastern Cher- 
okees, entitled to participate. T! 
uses to which the $5, 147, 067 were devoted shall be met, must be distributed ac- 
cording to the limitations in the treaty. 

It is to be observed, in conclusion, that the Western Cherokees are to 
bear no partof the expenditure under the eighteenth article, but are to receive 
that proportion of the two years’ annuity mentioned in that article, according 
to its express stipulation, 

I have made this communication in the belief that the delegation from the 
Old Settlers and treaty party should know what they may expect, and because, 
in some of the particulars on which I haye remarked, they are in error, and it 
is advisable they should not be misled as to the views entertained here. If you 
should concur in this opinion, I respectfully recommend that a copy of this com- 
munication be sent to chem. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


T, HARTLEY CRAWFORD. 
Hon. J. R. Porxsert, Secretary of War. 


Concurred in, and to be transmitted to the delegation of the Western Chero- 
kees ns the opinion of the Department in reply to their memorial. 
j J. R. POINSETT. 


No. 22. 


HEADQUARTERS SECOND DEPARTMENT, WESTERN DIVISION, 
Fort Gibson, February 10, 1840. 

Sta: I had the honor, on the Sth instant, to address you by Captain Page; 
and was this day informed by the chiefs of the Old Settlers that they have sp- 
pointed a delegation of eight to proceed to Washington (at their own expense) 
with the object of making known their situation to the Government, and claim- 
ing its action in their favor to sustain them against (what they regard) the un- 
just acts of John Ross and his partisans. 

I had supposed, from some remarks made by the Old Settlers before their late 
mocting, that it was their intention to question the right of Mr. Ross and his 
adherents to settle on the 7,000,000 of acres secured to them 7 Hed treaty of 
1828; yet, from all I have heard of their 5 intentions, I have reason to 
believe that they will not question that right. 

The Cherokee people will probably remain quiet until they hear what has 
been done at ji genes Say in relation to the contest for authority in their nation; 
and, possibly, it may be in the power of the Government to so settle the dispute 
between the parties as to prevent further difficulties; yot it is feared that no per- 
manent or secure arrangement of this kind can be made, provided John Ross 
returns to this country. 

have made no effort of late to apprehend the murderers of the Ridges and 
Boudinot, owing to the impossibility of having them tried by tbe courts of Ar- 
kansas. The witnesses in the case of Major Ridgeare Cherokees or married in 
the Cherokee Nation; and would not, from the popularity of the murderersand 
of their acts, fee] secure in appearing agalust them. In consequence of these cir- 
cumstances and the troops passing 8 the country in search of the mur- 
derers having a tendency to keep up much excitement, I judge it would be best 
that no further efforts should be made to apprehend them. 

Ihave the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your obedient 1 8 

Brovet Brigadier-General, U. R A. 
Hon. J. R. Porssert, Secretary of War. 


Mr. MANSUR. I wish to call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side to a few extracts from it: r 


In 1828 the Cherokee Nation West entered into a treaty with the United States, 
in which they exchan the lands that were ceded to them by the treaty of 1819 
for a country better adapted to them, with the solemn guaranty to said country 


the lines or placed over it the jurisdiction of a Territory or State.“ And in this 
treaty the bounds of our country were described and provision made for such of 
oo ees in the Eastern Nation as should see proper to come and join us in 

e Wes 

Now, in this connection I call close attention of every member of our 
committee and members of the House to the fact that in that treaty of 
1828, which was the only treaty then and there referred to, there are 
7,000,000 acres of land and where bounded. Do not forget that and 
couple it with this date. That article reads as follows: 

ARTICLE 1. The United States agree to possess the Cherokees, and to guar- 
ont ot to them forever, and that guaranty is hereby pledged, of 7,000,000 acres 
of lan 

The article then goes on todescribe the hounds of the said ‘'’7,000,000 
acres” in the same article, 

In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of land thus provided for and bounded, the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west, 
and a ſree and unmolested use of all the country lying west of western boun- 
dary of said 7,000,000 acres, as far west as the sovereignty of tho United States 
and their right of soil extend: Provi however, That if the saline or salt plain 
on the great western prairie shall fall within said limits prescribed for said out- 
let, the right is reserved to the United States to permit other tribes of red men 
to get salt on said plain in common with the Cherokees, and letters patent shall 
be issued by the United States as soon as practicable for the land hereby guar- 
antied. 


Now, that is the settlement made with the Cherokee Indians less 
than two years after their patents had been granted. They did not 
pretend to make any claim to or title in the Outlet at that time. It is 
made clear and plain by thé report of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs in reply to that petition, whichis dated War Department, Office 
of Indian Affairs, March 27, 1840,” signed by T. Hartley Crawford, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and addressed to Hon. J. R. Poinsett, 
Secretary of War. The report of the Indian Commissioner sets forth 
the facts of that memorial. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. 
MANSUR. 8 

Mr. MAN SUR. The report is too long to read. I will simply read 
extracts from the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
pared in reply to the report and memorial to the Indian Affairs O 
and which was approved by the Secretary of War: 

This treaty of 1898, which was made with the Western Cherokees, contained 
a surrender of all their lands in Arkansas secured to them by the treaties of 
1817 and 1819, and the United States d to appropriate to the above use per- 
manent homes for all the Cherokees, both east and west, 7,000,000 acres of land, 
with an outlet west as far as the sovereignty of the United States extended, 

It is very plain that at that time there was a clear distinction be- 
tween the 7,000,000 acres described and bounded in the treaty, as shown 
by the provision that in addition to this land thus bounded they were 
to have an outlet. But, says the Commissioner of Indian Affairs— 

Nothing can be more explicit, and if it were not, there would seem to be no 
doubt of the intention, for the 7,000,000 acres would give to every Cherokee 
west, reckoning them at 6,000 men, women, and children, nearly 1,200 acres of 
land, which would be preposterous, The treaty of 1533 does not violate the 
rights oi the Cherokees in the particulars under consideration, but it was made 
to arrange an interference between the Creeks and the Cherokee lands west. 
It describes with precision the boundaries of the Cherokee lands and releases 
whatever under the treaty of 1828 had fallen within the Creek limits, This last 
treaty, concluded in 1835, recites the description of the land west contained in 
the treaties of 1828 and 1833, and from an apprehension that the body did not 
contain a sufficient. quantity of land for the accommodation of the whole nation 
on their removal west of the Mississippi, the United States— 

Now, I ask the attention of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
and my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] to this 
the United States agreed to give them 500,000 acres additional, in considera- 
tion of $500,000, and agreed to issue to them a patent for 7,800,000 acres, with an 
outlet west to the Cherokee Nation of Indians. 

Then, as if that were not sufficiently clear, the Commissioner proceeds 
with this further language. 

Provision was made for the removal of the late Cherokee emi 
Teen acres so set apart, and they have been removed and subs 

ay. 

Where? To the lands that were bounded by the treaty of 1828. 
Where else? To the additional 800,000 acres for which they paid 
$500,000. The two tracts are described by metes and bounds in the 
treaty, and there are no boundaries for the Outlet discoverable any- 
where until you find them in this patent. And the description in this 
patentas I have had it printed in the Rxconp will show to any gentle- 
man who examines it carefully that the reservation is there made. 
In the patent, in the last line or two, is this language: 

Subject also to all rights reserved to the United States in and by the articles 
hereinbefore recited, to be expended in the manner and in which the said rights 
are so reserved. 

What are those rights? They are the articles of the treaty that are 
incorporated into the patent, not only as the ruling authority for the 
patent, but also as the actual foundation upon which it is issued. So 
that these rights appearing in the language of the patent, quoted and 
set forth in the beginning of if and thus reserved in the end thereof, 
are, to all intents and purposes, reserved just as fully as if they had 
been set forth at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. t 
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Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad to know what 
amendment is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending motion is a motion made by the 

tleman from Missouri [Mr. Mansur] to strike out the last word. 

t isan amendment to the substantial amendment moved by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], which is to strike out the first 
section. The question is upon the motion to strike out the last word, 
if that is insisted upon by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR]. 

Mr. MANSUR. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, is not debate upon this exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ` Debate is exhausted upon the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOOKER, I move to strike out the last word. What has fal- 
len from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] and the docu- 
ments from which he has read come within the range of what I said 
when I was on the floor before, and if I have arisen too frequently for 
the interests of my friend from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] I hope I shall 
not rise too frequently for the interests of gentlemen who wish to 
understand this subject and to vote intelligently upon it, and that is 
all I am after. In reply to the zentleman from Missouri, I want tosay 
that he has read here from documents that existed before the treaties 
and before the issuance of the patent. 

Mr. MANSUR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the date? 

Mr. MANSUR. Eighteen hundred and forty; two years later. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, whether those documents were issued before 
or after the treaty or the patent, the idea that you can limit an abso- 
lute conveyance by the opinion of a subordinate oflicer of the Executive 
Department, or of any executive officer, is a new legal proposition to 
be made to lawyers or to men of plain, common sense. 

Mr. MANSUR. Permit me to say that this was expressly approved 
by the Secretary of War and sent to the Cherokee Nation as his opinion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I donot care if it was approved by ull the Secreta- 
ries of the administration and by the President besides. You can not 
take back a title which you have formally transferred, by any utter- 
ance of any officer of any administration. Ifthe honorable gentleman 
from Missouri had deeded me his lands in Missouri in fee simple, he 
might make all the declarations that he chose to make and his friends 
might make all the declarations they chose to make for him, but he 
nor they could thereby infringe or invalidate the solemn conveyance 
which he had made to me. 

But now I want to call attention to one fact. I have proposed tostrike 
out the first section of this House bill, not because I want to defeat a 
provision for the creation of a Territorial government over Oklahoma; 
that is not my object; but I want to retain the Senate bill, which prop- 
erly respects and regards the rights of these Indians. When you look at 
the definition of the boundaries in the Senate bill, you will find that it 
says: 

Sean up said river along the right bank thereof to a point where the same is 
intersected by the south line of what is known as the Cherokee lands lying 
west of the Arkansas River, or as the Cherokee Outlet,“ said line being the 


north line of Jands ceded by the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians to the 
United States by the treaty of June 14, 1866, 


Now, I say that the Senate bill respects the title and the rights of 
these Indians while the House bill disregards that title and those rights, 
Therefore I move to strike out the first section of the House bill with 
the view of retaining the first section of the Senate bill, which gives your 
Territorial government jurisdiction over the whole region of Oklahoma, 
together with No Man’s Land, and yet respects the title of these Indians, 
A complete and irrefutable answer to my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
MANSUR] and to all others who hold the doctrine that you can limit 
the title which you have conveyed by declarations of executive officers 
made before or after the conveyance, is that the patent itself deeds these 
lands and that it can not be limited by anything else. 

Mr. MANSUR. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to narrow the point between the gentleman 
and the majority of the committee. Our position is that neither the 
gentleman nor any one else can show anywhere a treaty, or a statute, or 
a consideration upon which the President of the United States had any 
right to issue the patent to the Outlet. 

. HOOKER. Why, the gentleman must certainly have been ab- 
sent from the Hall when I read awhile ago the law of 1830, which au- 
thorizes it—the statute of 1830, which I embodied in my first remarks, 
I referred also to the treaty of 1835, which added to the authority given 
to the President of the United States. 


Mr. MANSUR. Willthe gentleman submit to another interruption ? 
Mr. HOOKER. No, I think I had better go on now and make this 
explanation, 
r. MANSUR. Ifthe gentleman will yield once more, I shall then 
be through. 
Mr. HOOKER. Very well, let us hear the gentleman’s suggestion. 
Mr. MANSUR. The statute of 1830 simply calls for the issuance of 


a patent where there is a cession or an exchange of land and the Indians 
That being the case, how could it apply here? 


request it, 


Mr. HOOKER. It sypia in this case because this was a cession of 
lands on the eastern bank of the Mississippi River, in return for lands 
ceded by the United States on the western bank, and neither the Gov- 
ernment of the United States nor any executive officer, not even the 
President, can impose any limitation in this respect. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has so decided. It has even gone so far as 
to say that the reservation referred to by Mr. Calhoun in his letter of 
May 8, 1821, is not a limitation upon the fee-simple title of the Indians 
to this land; that it is doubtful whether any such limitation can be 
imposed at all. 

But here is the patent of the Government, issued primarily under 
the statute authority of the United States; issued secondarily under 
the solemn treaty of the Government made in 1835, for the patent 
bears date in 1838; it is that very patent, probably, which the gentle- 
man has put into the Recorp. Here, then, is a law of the United 
States authorizing the issuance of this patent; here is a solemn treaty 
of the United States authorizing its issuance and giving to the Indians 
the right to demand a patent from the Government if they preferred 
it. They did prefer it; and the patent was issued, issued in good faith 
according to law and according to treaty; and I hold that noexecutive 
officer—not even the President of the United States himself—can limit 
the amount of land granted, or the terms and conditions of the grant, 
by any subsequent executive order, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope we may now have a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi to strike out the first section. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move to amend the section by striking ont, in the 
fifteenth line, on page 18, the words actually occupied,“ and insert- 
ing the word owned.“ 

‘The Clerk read the proposed amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall occupy only a moment in explaining the ef- 
fect of this proposition, The language of the section is— 

Comprising whatis known asthe Public Land Strip and all that portion of the 
Indian Territory not actually occupied by the five civilized tribes, 

In this clause I move to strike out the words actually occupied“ 
and insert the word owned.“ It must be very obvious to the gentle- 
men who know anything about that country that there is a vast region 
on the west side of the Creek lands entirely unoccupied—there is not 
any pretense of occupation and has never been. Vet the strong, vig- 
orous terms made use of here would embrace that land. If the term 
“occupied”? alone were used, it might possibly be interpreted so as to 
refer merely to the ownership of the land; but the language is actually 
occupied.“ I have passed over that country, as I presume many other 
gentlemen have; and what is true of the lands of the Creeks is true also 
in part of the lands of the Seminoles and of the land held in common 
by the Choctaws and Chickasaws. So that unless it is intended by the 
very terms of this bill upon its face to extend a Territorial government 
over lands held by the civilized tribes under patent, the words ‘‘act- 
ually occupied” ought to be struck out. s 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire that there shall be no misapprehension 
about this matter. In my judgment, if this motion prevails, it will 
raise a very serious question which I think ought not to be raised in the 
consideration of this bill, although very much has been said about it. 
Now, as the gentleman from Kansas has said, it is irrelevant to under- 
take to determine what is the exact state of the title to the Cherokee 
Outlet. Ihave read to the committee to-day the very foundation pro- 
vision in respect to that whole country; and I say again that the only 


‘part of that country as to which Congress is prohibited from extending 


Territorial lines about it, is the 7,000,000 acres; there is no such pro- 
hibition with 5 5 to the Cherokee Outlet. Now, suppose this 
amendment should prevail, and it should be held that the Cherokees 
do in fact own that Cherokee Strip (although I think it clear they do 
not), the effect would be to eliminate all the Cherokee Strip from the 
operation of the bill. 

I submit that the question of title—the question of interest, legal or 
equitable—ought to be left with the courts as we propose, so that all 
such questions as between the Indians and the Government may be 
disposed of hereafter by the appropriate tribunal. We do not propose 
to decide such questions; we pro to permit every right of the In- 
dians to remain where it was when this bill was framed and presented 
to the House. 

This amendment, although it seems very innocent, as do most of the 
propositions which my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] brings for- 
ward, is deceptive in this, that it will raise a very serious question of 
title, which we prefer to leave to be adjudicated properly by the courts, 

Mr. TARSNEY. Do J understand the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
STRUBLE] to concede that there are any treaty stipulations which pro- 
hibit Congress from establishing a government over any portion of the 
Indian Territory ? - 

Mr. STRUBLE. I admit that there are treaty stipulations which 
do prohibit the Government (if those treaties are to be strictly con- 
strued) from including the home country of the Cherokees within any 
Territorial or State limits. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But does the gentleman concede the validity of 
any such stipulation ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not, The claim is made, and in respect to 
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this Cherokee home country. I think it is a question on which there 
may be difference of opinion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] this question: Does he deny the validity 
of the treaty we have with these Indians which prevents our erecting 
a Territorial government within their home boundaries? 

Mr.STRUBLE. I do not care to discuss the question of treaty as to 
this country. Iam willing for the sake of this argument and for the 
sake of this bill that this whole country should not be included. We 
do not ask anything to be done withit. It may be left out and every 
claim of the Indians might be granted in full so far as the purpose of 
this bill is concerned. We only ask to be allowed to form a Territory 
of fair size and shape. ‘a 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, I thought you werenot prepared 
to go to the great length claimed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the amendment of my friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. HOOKER] prevails then there can be no propriety in the amend- 
mevt of the gentleman from Indiana. I suggest he withdraw his 
amendment until we vote on the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. And if that be voted down, then the gentleman can renew 
his amendment, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope that will be done. 

The CHAIRMAN, Theamendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] will first be voted on, as it is an amendment to perfect 
the text. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just a word. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from Towa that to strike out the words indicated would leave the ques- 
tion open as to the Cherokee Outlet. Perhaps that is correct, as he has 
suggested. But, sir, is it not possible to use language which, while 
accomplishing thé object in view of the gentlemen who favor this bill 
as to the Cherokee Outlet, at the same time would it not result in em- 
bracing withia the proposed Territory a portion of the lands of the 
Creeks and Chickasaws ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is not the purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is the effect. i 

Mr. STRUBLE. We do not think that is the effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us see. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Excuse me a moment. It will not permit any other 
interpretation. It is too clear. Let me read: 

All that part— 

Not Cherokee Outlet 

All that part of the Indian Territory not actually occupied by the five civilized 
tribes ae! ioe the Indian tribes within the Sapan Indian ney is created 
into a temporary government by the name of the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Now, will my friend from Illinois or my friend from Iowa say that 
does not embrace within this Territory the whole of the lands not in 
actual occupation by the five civilized tribes? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I deny that. It is understood by everybody that 
these tribes occupy their whole country. It is intended they shall oc- 
cupy it as much as if each held his own quarter-section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be the object of the friends of the bill, 
but that is not the interpretation of the language used in the bill. It 
is the reverse of that. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me read further. I called attention to this di- 
rect defect in the bill at the last Congress. It wasnever modified. I 
know of my own personal knowledge there is a vast territory west of 
the Sacand Fox country not oceupied by the Creek Nation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I can make this plain to my friend from 
Indiana. This bill provides that this territory is bounded 


On the east by the country occupied by the Cherokee tribe of Indians east of the 
ninety-sixth meridian of west longitude, and by the Creek, Seminole, and Chick- 
asaw countries; and on the south by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw conn- 
tries, and by the State of Texas, comprising what is known as the Public Land 
Strip, and all that of the Indian ee not actually occupied by the five 
civilized tribes and by the Indian tribes within the Quapaw Indian agency. 


If the gentleman from Indiana can describe this by metes and bounds 
according to surveys and according to latitude and longitude, we will 
not disagree about it. 

He intends to make the boundary where we intend to make it, and 
if we have not hit upon apt words to express what we desire I think 
before we get through this bill we will find them. If, therefore, the 
gentleman will withdraw his amendment he can write out such form 
of language as will coyer the idea entertained by the committee and 
and by him to properly define the boundaries, if he thinks they are not 
sufficiently clearly defined now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that, if the section is not 
stricken ont, I may offer it again, I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is perfectly agreeable to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
being withdrawn, the question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, which is to strike out the first section. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I desire to submit an amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word Kansas,” in the eighth line, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following words: 


“On the east by the States of Missouri and Arkansas, and on the south by 
the State of e brags Seb crm into a Territory of the United States by the 
name of the Territory of Oklahoma, and a Territorial government for said 
Territory is hereby created and established.” 


Mr. TARSNEY. A great deal of the difficulty which results from 
1 tion of this character grows out of the fact that much that is ab- 
solutely unnecessary and confusing isinserted init, andI submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that a careful reading of this section of the bill will disclose 
the fact that after the boundaries of this Territory are defined in the 
section everything else therein contained is already provided for, either 
b7 ae Constitution of the United States or by the general laws of the 

and. 

It is provided in this first section, as presented by the Committee on 
Territories, that the title of the Indians to their lands shall not be in- 
terfered with by this measure. Itisprovided by the Constitution that 
vested rights can not be destroyed by legislation. It is provided that 
treaty or contract obligations can not be impaired; hence it is abso- 
lutely unnecessary, and has only the effect of making the provisions of 
the bill confusing, to put in these provisions which are contained in the 
draught presented by the committee, and which my amendment pro- 
poses to strike out. 

Mr. Chairman, the bane of our system of legislation is found in this 
patch-work method or practice that is embodied here in the provisions 
of this bill, It is proposed to establish a Territorial government over 
certain sections here and sections there of Indian lands without con- 
tiguity or even proximity to each other, without symmetry, form, or 
shape, and leave all around odd sections and districts of land not in- 
cluded in the scope of the proposed Territory, The pu of my 
amendment is to include under the provisions of one Territorial goy- 
ernment all of the lands not already included in States and Territories 
in this section of the United States. The only objection that can be 
possibly urged to it—because reason, common sense, and honesty de- 
mand it—is that this Congress is by treaty stipulations absolutely pro- 
hibited from so doing. The only thing that is urged here against it is 
that by some treaty stipulations, made forty or fifty years ago, the com- 
missioners created to negotiate treaties with some of the Indian tribes 
stipulated that there should be no Territorial government established 
over their Jands or courts established therein unless such action was 
taken by the Government of the United States after the consent of the 
Indians occupying the land had been obtained, 

I say to you, Mr. Chairman, and to this House, thatin my judgment, 
and I believe in the judgment of every lawyer on this floor who has 
examined the question, such provisions in treaties are absolutely with- 
out force or effect. Pause but fora moment, if you please, and con- 
sider the effect of such provisions, They are asserted as being an ab- 
solute prohibition against the Government performing the duties that 
are imposed upon it by thesupreme law of the land. They are an abso- 
lute prohibition, if they be valid (because they are embodied in some 
of these treaties), against Congress establishing a republican form of 
government for all the people of this country. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, thatit was beyond the power of any commission 
or commissioners, that it was beyond the power of the Senate by rati- 
fying such treaties or of the Executive in approving them, to abrogate 
the functions of government and contract away the powers vested in 
Congress by the Constitution, and that there is no valid legal obstacle 
in the way to prevent Congress from including all contiguous Indian 
territory in one Territory and establishing therein an American consti- 
tutional Territorial government. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I sympathize with the idea enter- 
tained by my friend from Missouri who offers the amendment in rela- 
tion to this matter. I believe it ought to be included as soon as ae 
properly be done within the limits of the one Territory, But I thi 
it manifestly unwise at this time, in the face of treaty stipulations and 
in the face of the fact that for yedrs and years this Government has 
held out promises to these Indians, and the Indian tribes there, par- 
ticularly the Creeks, have in their councils over and over again pro- 
tested against the extension of State or Territorial laws over their Ter- 
ritory, to attempt to override that claim by establishing Territorial or 
State lines around them. Let us leave this question for further con- 
sideration and investigation as well as negotiation, and not attempt to 
override what appears to be in the minds of many positive treaty obli- 
gations, supplemented by formal expressions of opinion and protests 
on the part of the Indians themselyes against such action of the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word of this proposed amendment. 

I desire to detain the committee but a very few moments. I am 
unwilling, however, that the point suggested by the pending amend- 
ment should be left as presented to the House in precisely this 275 
Iam unwilling that we should depart from the consideration of this 
amendment without entering my protest against any idea that these 
treaties are not square, straightforward, direct, positive prohibitions 
upon the action of the United States to erect a Territorial government 
within the immediate territory of these Indian tribes without their 
consent, 

The treaties so provide in so many words, and I must say that I ad- 
mire the honest and straightforward course adopted by the gentleman 
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from Missouri when he, seeing that the treaties stand in his way, at- 
tacks the treaties themselves instead of making some subterfuge by 
which to arrive at the point he desires to reach. 

We made these treaties with the Indians; we have ratified and con- 
firmed them. We made them in good faith. These treaties should be 
lived up to. Until both sides are ready to relinquish them we have 
no right to nullify them of our own accord. Might never did make 
right, and never will. Ñ 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BARNES. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, the relations which the Indians occupy to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States are peculiar in character and probably 
unlike to the relations which any class of people or any tribe of people 
occupy towards the government under which they live. We made 
treaties with them, and we continued to make treaties with them until 
we adopted the policy, somewhere, I think, about the year 1872 (I am 
not certain about the year, Mr. Chairman), that we would no longer 
make treaties with them. Beforethat we did make treaties—we made 


> treaties under the Constitution of the United States—looking upon 


them as a distinct and separate community, with whom we could en- 
ter into treaty and yet over whom we exercised protecting power. I 
do not share in the apprehension of the gentleman from Missouri on this 
subject, that they can establish separate and independent governments 
from the United States, because they do exist under the protection of 
the Government of the United States, But, sir, I find early in the his- 
tory of this question, in reference to the Cherokees themselves, the Su- 
preme Court held; 


The condition of the Indians in relation to the United States is perhaps un- 
like that of any other two people in existence. In general nations not owing a 
common ce are foreign to other. The term “ foreign nations" is 
with strict pro riety yo Sram by either to the other. But the relation of the 
Indians to the Tnited tes is marked by peculiar and cardinal distinctions 
which exist nowhere else. 


Now, here they were occupying a uliar relation: a state with 
whom we could enter into treaties binding them in their engagement 


under these treaties. Would not the Government of the United States 


be clearly bound by its engagements in the treaty entered into with 
them? They were bound as a state; why, then, would not the Gov- 
ernment of the United States be also bound? Of course, being under 
our protection, we occupied (to use the language of Chief-Justice Mar- 
shall in this very case) the relation existing between a guardian and a 
ward. A contract could be made; and, if a contract was made, the Gov- 
ernment was bound by it. 

Of course the Government did not surrender that protection which 
it exercised over them. It still retained that control, just as a guard- 
ian did over the ward. But, Mr. Chairman, as I have said on another 
occasion in discussing this question, when a superior enters into con- 
tract with an inferior the law—the old Roman law—required that in 
such a case not merely bona fides should be observed, but between such 
parties the superior should exercise towards the inferior uberrima fides; 
that is, the richest kind of faith. 

It was a contract entered into with a ward who was under the pro- 
tection of our Government. The Government recognized these people 
asa state over which it exercised protection of a certain kind; but 
they were a state for certain purposes with which we could enter into 
an engagement, and, if they were bound by their engagements, cer- 
tainly we should be bound by ours. If one party was bound under 
the treaty, of course the other should be bound; and if in treating 
with them we bound ourselves not to extend over them a Territorial 

vernment or a State government, we should maintain our contract 
— good faith. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I believe that the best method of solving this 
Indian question is to treat them as nearly as we can as American citi- 
gens, I believe we ought to extend to them the same protection and 
the same advantages we do to other citizens of the United States; and 
in order to accomplish that result it is ne to dismiss from our 
minds the idea that they are an independent nation existing in this 
Government and that we can not exercise any control over them what- 
ever. Now, this bill only proposes to deal with that portion of the 
Indian Territory over which we have control, and if there be any legal 
rights, any constitutional rights, that the Indians have in that Terri- 
tory this bill says they shall not be interfered with. Ib leaves these 
questions to the courts of the United States. Iam satisfied of this 
proposition, that, unless we do treat the Indians of this country as citi- 
zens and secure to them so far as we can the advantages of the courts 
for their protection, give to them where we have the power of doing it 
the laws under which the best class of men, the most desirable class, 
the most patriotic class of our American citizens grow up, we will not 
deal with them as we should deal with them. 

We are proposing in this bill only to deal with that portion west of 


the 7,000,000 acres, which is the land said to be contained in the Chero- 
kee Indian Strip. This bill allowsthem that, but does not propose to 
go any further unless the Indians themselves consent. I believe if we 
establish a good government in this western portion of that Territory 
aud secure to the Indians the protection of our laws and aid them in 
starting farms and making them feel the power of the American Gov- 
ernment in its benignancy, securing to them education for their chil- 
dren and farms for them and other blessings, that it will only be a very 
short time until those residing on the 7,000,000 acre reservation itself 
as proposed by this bill will come here and ask that they be included 
in the Indian Territory, and ultimately become oneof theStates of this 
Union. Looking to the accomplishment of that result, I think the 
bill ought to pass. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no purpose in this amendment which 
I have offered to interfere in any manner with any of the legal rights 
which the Indians have in any of that territory. 

Not one dollar’s worth of their lands could be taken from them if 
this Congress would sit here for a century and legislate to take it away, 
so long as our present Constitution existed. The only thing purposed 
by this amendment is entirely outside of property rights or property 
considerations. It is to extend to them a form of government. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that our system of government is better 
than the Indian’s system of government. If it is better and if I be 
right in holding that it is the duty of Congress to extend to all sec- 
tions of the nation and to all people within its jurisdiction the benefit 
of this government, then it is our duty to extend the Territorial limits 
over all that section. If theirsystem of government is better than ours 
we ought to adopt it. The 2 from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], or 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrnunL n], or my friend from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BUCHANAN] may prefer the Indian system of government, 
but, speaking for the State which I have the honor in part to represent, 
it prefers the Government of this Union, a republican form of govern- 
ment, and we maintain that this Congress has the right to establish 
that government, not for our benefit alone, but for the benefit of the 
Indians themselves in that Territory, and that Congress not only has the 
right, but that it is its duty to establish that government. Therefore, I 
want this amendment adopted in order that all the land now not included 
in States and Territories may be included in one great Territory, Which 
in a short time will become another of the great States of this great 
Union, in which all the people, whether they be white, black, or In- 
dians, shall have the benefit of this system of government of ours, about 
the benefits of which we have heard so much in the last few days in 
discussions upon this floor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, but one word. 
This is not a question of comparative excellence of government. It is 
a question of honesty and fair dealing. The gentleman may be pleased 
with his position. I am entirely satisfied with mine. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Missouri insist upon 
the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I withdraw it. 

Mr. PEEL. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, I 
believe I haye not said anything about this bill heretofore. I have ex- 
amined the bill with some care, and, if I understand its pu and its 
provisions correctly, it does not invade any property right that belongs 
to the five civilized tribes or to any other Indians within my knowl- 
edge. We have heard a great deal said about title, which I think is 
all irrelevant when applied to this-bill. If this bill sought to take 
away the property of any individual Indian or of any tribe of Indians, 
then the learned discussion of my eloquent friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER] would be very proper and very relevant, 

I listened the other day to my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] 
with a great deal of interest, and I want to say to him that so far as 
his interpretation of the old treaties is concerned he is entirely correct, 
but in discussing this bill he overlooks the changes that they have un- 
dergone from time to time. This bill, as I understand, only attempts 
to extend the Territorial government of Oklahoma proper to the Chero- 
kee Outlet and some other portion of the Indian Territory not occupied 
by the five civilized tribes. Now, the argument made against extend- 
ing this Territorial government over the Outlet, ifit had been submitted 
before the treaty of 1866, would have been applicable, and I for one 
would not have supported any measure extending a Territorial govern- 
ment over that tract at that time. 

I differ with my friend from Missouri [Mr. TAnsNEy] if I understand 
his amendment. If his amendment is to extend the Territorial gov- 
ernment over the territory occupied by the five civilized tribes I am 
opposed to it, because our treaty, whether it is a treaty or a contract, 
has been made and ought to be observed, and it does say that we will 
not extend any Territorial government over them without their con- 
sent. But the Outlet was ceded to the United States Government by 
a Cherokees in 1866 for the purpose of locating other friendly Indians 
thereon, 

In that treaty we did not agree that we would not extend a Terri- 
torial government over that region, nor did they retain the right to 
prevent us from extending a Territorial government over such Indians 
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as we might see fit to locate there. They parted with the land, it is 
true, for a special purpose, but to that extent they gave up to this Gov- 
ernment the right to do as they saw proper, so far as the manner of 
governing it was concerned. All they could ask would be that we 
should carry out the provisions of the treaty with reference to placing 
other friendly Indians thereon or to treat with them for the extinction 
of such title as they might still possess, I withdraw the formal amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal 
of attention and respect to the arguments which have been made against 
this bill, all of which are epitomized in the motion to strike out the 
first section. The great cry hero has been that the bill does injustice 
to the Indians. If I know myself, if I know my own heart, I do not 
believe that under any circumstances I would do or consent to the do- 
ing of a wrong to that people. 

But, sir, there is a sentimentality which is much more fatal to the 
Indians than anything which we can do in this bill, thesentimentality 
which makes them a barrier to the progress and settlement of the coun- 
try, which arrays them in opposition to their white neighbors, which 
renders them an obstacle to all true development, which loads them 
with annuities, which keeps in their possession unnsued and unneeded 
lands to become the object of the cupidity of all the base elements 
which collect upon the frontier. I have seen the Indian question in 
all its phases. I think I know its strong and its weak places, and it 
is one of the proud recollections of my life that years ago, in my own 
State, [ aided the Government in inaugurating a policy in the direction 
in which this bill proceeds, which has rendered our Indians compara- 
tively prosperous, saved them from extermination, enabled them to 
increase somewhat, and mace them respected and welcome dwellers 
among the people of the Northwest. Sir, there is only one charity to 
the Indian, there is only one justice we can extend to him, and thatis, 
so far as we can legally, to force him to dissolve the tribal relation, to 
take lands in severalty, and to come under the laws which govern 
the whites. 

Issy force. I do not mean by merely brutal robbery nor by any form 
of deceit, but by that moral pressure which will be brought to bear 
upon him by measures like the bill under consideration; measures 
which will surround him with all the advantages of civilization, which 
will teach him the justice and the value of our laws, which, in fine, 
will remove him as an obstruction to civilization and to progress, and 
will make him a sharer in them. That, in my judgment, is the only 
way in which we can do justice to the Indian, and it is the only way 
in which the sentimentality which is so rife on this floor in his behalf 
can be made to bear any good fruit. The time must come when he can 
stand alone as a reasonable being, a citizen of the Republic, and no 
longer the experiment of humanitarians. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish I had time to enter at length upon this sub- 
ect. The legal aspects of it are very grave, I will admit, and yet, while 

have followed with a great deal of attention the arguments made by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], I have failed to find in them any satisfac- 
tory answer to the position which is taken by the friends of this bill. 
I have been a careful listener, an eager one, because I would not, if I 
could help it, be mistaken in this grave matter. I would not dishonor 
my country. I would not oppress the Indians. I would not exercise 
a power to harm them, even if I was certain we possess it. 

Now, sir, there is an assertion that we are violating treaties and il- 
legally stripping the Indians of land by including it in the proposed 
Territory, and what is known as the Cherokee Outlet“ is cited as 
proof of our intended wrong. With regard to that Outlet I may say 
hastily there can be no doubt that it ought to be included within the 
Territory of Oklahoma; that Outlet, under the terms of the treaty and 
as I am fold under the decisions of the Supreme Court, is a mere ease- 
ment, and how it was that under the treaty of 1835 it was ever defined 
by metes and bounds is to me a matter of amazement, except as I have 
been informed that the country then was considered irreclaimably bad 
and worthless. 

But, sir, undoubtedly it is an easement—a mere easement meant to en- 
able the Indians to go from their 7,000,000 acres to their hunting grounds, 
to the salt lakes, and other places convenient for their purposes. It was 
like any other easement intended as aright of way. The treaties do 
not give title to the land on any correct principle of legal construction. 
It was meant as a convenience to them, just as the guaranty in the 
treaty is made that they shall have the use of all the country west of 
them within the boundaries of the United States. Willit be pretended 
that cither of those clauses—the one for the easement, the other for the 
use of a great tract west of them—could be a barrier to the erection of 
a civilized government over vast areas of territory? Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, such an assertion would not be entertained in any court of justice 
for a single instant. 

I looked with a great deal of curiosity at one of the decisions cited 
by my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], in which, as he stated, 
the Supreme Court of the United States held that the right of the 
Indians to that Outlet—that is, to the land over which that outlet ex- 
tended -was the same as their right to the 7,000,000 acres. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. PERKINS. If I can be recognized, I will yield my time to the 
gentleman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] 
yields fiye minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Carpaan]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. In the decision in 17 Peters, in the case of Holden 
vs. Ives, I find that in referring to the terms of the treaty of 1835 and 
the treaty of 1828 the Supreme Court do not decide that the 7,000,000 
acres granted by the treaties of 1828 and 1835 and the land which con- 
stitutes the Outlet stand upon the same footing. There is simply a 
decision which recognizes the patents given to the 7,000,000 acres, and 
also that those patents recognize an outlet from that Territory, the 
easement. They cover both the land and the hereditament; that is 
what the court says. 

But a remarkable thing about that decision in the case of Holden vs. 
Ives is this: Great contention has been made here as to the rights of the 
Indians under the statute of 1830, and the rights of the civilized In- 
dians have been referred to that statute. The Supreme Court in this 
decision say that those rights do not depend at all upon the statute; 
that they are treaty rights; that the first treaty of 1828 was made be- 
fore the statute of 1830, and that the treaty of 1835 was made, not in 
pursuance of the statute of 1830, but as supplementary to, in further- 
ance of, in recognition of, the treaty of 1828. 

In other words, the court laid down expressly and strongly the doc- 
trine that no rights were acquired in any of these lands in the Indian 
Territory under the law of 1830, but that the rights of the Indians are 
derived from the two treaties, the original treaty and the supplement- 
ary treaty; that it is upon this basis alone that the Indians have any 
right there whatever. So that all this argument which has been made 
concerning the law of 1830 must be eliminated from this discussion if 
we have any respect whatever for the decision of the Supreme Court. 

But, beyond all that, the law of 1830 is not violated by this bill. It 
carefully guards every right which that law gives to the Indian. 
law of 1830 simply means that where an Indian receives a deed, a pat- 
ent, his right shall be secure; that his patent shall have the same effect 
as your patent or mine, This is all that that law contemplates, It 
does not put the Indian in this regard upon any higher or better basis 
than any other man who receives a patent from the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly the Indian title is a subordinate 
title, as is decided by the cases cited by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARNES] to the fullest extent possible. Undoubtedly the title 
even of those tribes which we call civilized tribes is subordinate. They 
can not grant lands without the consent of the Government. Yet I 
will confess that in one respect the argument made by the gentleman 
from Mississippi is unanswerable, not only as a matter of law, but as a 
matter of morals. I refer to his argument that the title is not a base 
fee, but is a full fee as between the Indians and the United States, and 
that we can not and ought not, by any legislation, to lower the quality 
of that fee, to make it a base fee, when really it is a free and full title. 
I concede that. 

But does this bill undertake to do anything of that kind? In what 
respect does it? Does it not over and over again recognize the sanctity 
of every one of these patents? Does it take an inch of land, except the 
Cherokee Outlet, which, as a matter of law, I contend we have a right 
to take? Does it take an inch of land within the borders of the Indian 
Territory without the consent of the Indians? If this is so, what be- 
comes of this argument in behalf of the Indians? How do we wrong 
them? How can we wrong them by extending to them a choice to en- 
joy a civilized government? For, sir, their consent is required by the 
terms of the bill. We force nothing on them. We only give them op- 
portunity—choice. 

Let me tell gentlemen there is a great necessity pressing upon us in the 
interests of the white men of this country. Two millions and more of 
them have appealed to Congress to open this Territory, to provide a 
government, so that they, the civilized people of the country, may have 
homes. From every workshop, from every farm, from every place where 
labor is employed this cry is coming. ‘There is a great necessity, Our 
recent history shows it. Whenever you open land to settlement, as in 
the case of the Oklahoma tract and the Sioux tract the other day, the 
people flock in by thousands and tens of thousands, so that in Okla- 
homa you have to-day a population nearly large enough to make a 
State. This cry is coming to us from every quarter. It is the expres- 
sion of a great need. And the taunt made here by one gentleman that 
nobody asks for this measure was cruel; Thad almost said it was wicked. 

The appeal coming up here is the ery of the landless; it is the ery of 
the people who have been crowded out and are being crowded ont by 
the vast aggregations of wealth in individual hands all over the settled 
portions of this country. It is not a demand by the idle and vicious, 
but by the decent, thrifty, industrious workers, The people ask a 
measureof this kind, and they should have it. They ask for this bill. 
Shall a sentiment check the growth of States and the happiness of 
families? This bill is just to the Indian, just to the whites. It is in 
the interest of every good element which constitutes a prosperous, God- 
fearing nation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow mea moment. I move a formal amend- 
ment, to strike out the last word. 


That 
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I wish to explain the matter called up by the gentleman from Mis- 
isssippi on last Thursday, I believe, in regard to the report that I 
caused to be printed in the RECORD of the proceedings of this House 
of February 20. That report was entitled— 

House Miscellaneous Document No. 18, Forty-fifth Congress, first 
session. The organization of the Indian Territory (to accompany bill 
H. R. 1709).” 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] was of the opinion 
the next day I had put into the RECORD the wrong bill, and stated 
that bill misrepresented his position. Ihave sent to the Public Printer 
for the document I gave to the reporter and I found I was not mistaken, 
but followed the words of the report, which are these, to accom- 
pany bill II. R. 1709,“ and that was printed in this report. The gen- 
tleman says I should have sent Mr. Cravens's bill in the Forty-fourth 
Congress, No, 3922, and that this misrepresented him. 

I wish to call attention to the fact we wère both in error in one re- 
spect and both right in one respect, The bill upon which the report 
was made was written in the Forty-fourth Congress, but the report was 
never made in that Congress. $ 

Mr. HOOKER. What page does the gentleman refer to of the REC- 
ORD? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Rxconp of February 20, page 1505. The 
report published there was not printed during the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress—the Congress in which it originated—but it was first printed as 
a miscellaneous document in the Forty-fiſth Congress. 

Mr. HOOKER. What page? x 

Mr. SPRINGER. On page 1505 is where this report occurred. The 
report prepared in the Forty-fourth Congress and not printed in that 
Congress was used in the Forty-fifth Congress to accompany another 
bill in that Congress. I stated the report was not printed in the Forty- 
fourth Congress, but the Forty-fifth Congress; and hence the reference 
which the gentleman thought was an error. I understood the gentle- 
man to say this report was published during the Forty-fourth Congress. 
I call attention to the RECORD of November 27, 1877, page 726, in which 
it is stated: 

Mr. Cravess. Mr. Speaker, I am exceedingly anxious a report on Indian 
affairs made at the last session of Congress [on the bill (H. R. 3922) to provide for 
the organization ofan Indian Territory), which was not printed, shall be printed 
in ee ee with the bill I introduced to-day, and which was referred to that 
committee. I moye that report be printed. 

Mr. Caldwell, July 18, 1876, reported a bill (H. R. 3922) to provide 
for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma and for the better 
protection of the Indian tribes therein. That bill was subsequently re- 
committed to the Committee on Indian Affairs. An amendment was 
introduced to that bill by Mr. Stone, which amendment was pending 
at the time the report was made. This amendment is substantially 
the bill introduced by Mr. Cravens in the Forty-fifth Congress, entitled 
“A bill (H. R. 1709),” and which is the one I printed in connection 
with the report. The Cravens bill and amendment to the Caldwell 
bill (H. R, 3922) are substantially the same, and hence no injustice 
was done to the gentleman by publishing that bill. 

Mr. HOOKER, -And I was right, Mr. Chairman, in making the cor- 
rection, for the 1eason that the bill introduced by Mr. Cravens was not 
introduced until the Forty-fifth Congress; because Mr. Cravens was not 
a member of the Forty-fourth Congress, but he was a member of the 
Forty-fifth, and a member of the Committee on the Territories of that 
Congress, the Committee on the Territories being the committee which 
made the report in question. 

Now, it will be found, when you look at page 1505 of the RECORD, 
which has been referred to by the gentleman from Illinois, that the 
report which was made to the Forty-fourth Congress is thus headed: 

[House Mis. Doc, No, 18, Forty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
THE ORGANIZATION OF THE INDIAN TERRITORY, 
[To accompany bill H. R. 1709.] 
Report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Forty-fourth Congress, second ses- 
on, on the bill (H. R. 3922) to provide for the organization of the Indian 

Territory, 

It will be seen that that bill was a bill introduced by Mr. Seelye at 
a time when he was a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
Mr. Seelye said in the discussion which arose on the subject what I 
shall presently quote. It will be seen, let me say first, that the report 
of the committee which is referred to there is a House miscellaneous 
document, and is so stated. How then could it be a miscellaneous 
document, and as such be reproduced in the Forty-fifth Congress, unless, 
as the title of it shows, it had been made in the first instance to ac- 
company a bill introduced in the Forty-fourth Congress? It was taken 
from the files of the Clerk’s office as a miscellaneous document because 
it was a report of the Indian Committee in the Forty-fourth Congress, 
and was used in the Forty-fifth Congress by that committee in connec- 
tion with a bill introduced in the Forty-fifth Congress, in which Con- 
gress that bill was prepared. It could not have got into the file-room 
as an executive document unless it had been made by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in the Forty-fourth Congress, because they alone pos- 
sessed the power to make the report, and they could not makea report 
to the Forty-fifth Congress, because that committee was not then in 
existence, and hence they must have made it to the Forty-fourth Con- 


gress. 


But, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Seelye said; in debating that question, which 
gave rise to some discussion in the House—that is to say, the question 
to which committee it should be properly referred, it having been in- 
sisted by my friend, Mr. Southard, from New Jersey, who was then 
chairman of the Committee on the Territories, that the bill was properly 
referable to that committee, while the Indian Committee, including 
Mr. Seelye, myself, and Mr. Seales, from North Carolina, then chair- 
man, insisted that the Indian Committee had jurisdiction of the matter. 

The question was discussed for some time and the House so decided. 
Mr. Seelye said himself in that discussion, and I read now from his re- 
marks as embodied in the RECORD: 

Mr. Speaker, the question how this Territory shall be organized must of course 
depend on the 8 whether it shall be organized at all, and the question 
whether it shall be organized at all depends primarily upon the wish of the In- 
dians ; and if that is not x question which primarily and properly and exclusiveiy 
belongs to the Indian Committee for consideration, I do not know what ques- 
tion does. If it does not, it is about time, I think, that the Indian Committee 
was entirely abolished. 

I demand the previous question. 


That is Mr. Seelye’s own language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, HOOKER, Just a single word farther, Mr. Chairman, and that 
is in reply to the remarks of my friend from Michigan [Mr. CHIP- 
MAN]. He concedes the fact that there is an absolute fee-simple title 
which is in the Indians (which point is more important than the other 
that I have been discussing), and that the restrictions were not author- 
ized by the treaty, and the Supreme Court decided upon that ground 
that, not being authorized by the treaty, they could not be put upon 
it, and they took an absolute title. 

In this connection I desire to submit the remarks which I have pre- 
sented on a former occasion. » 

This ee bill is predicated upon the idea of separate holdings among 
the tri - 


Mr. Wilshire, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported the following 
bill as a substitute for the bill H. R. 1923: 

A bill to provide a government for the Indian Territory. 
Be il enacted by the Sen'e and House of resentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Indian country west of Missouri and 
Arkansas, bounded on the east by the lines of these States, on the south by that 
of Texas, on the north by that of Kansas, and on the west by thatof Texas,and 
its western line from the initial monument prolonged northward, shall be, and 
is hereby, erected into a province, to bear the name of the Province of Okla- 
oma, 
Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act, the title to their land, in 
the province aforesaid, of the Cherokees, Creeks, Choctaws, Seminoles, Chick- 
asaws, , Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, Quapaws, Senecas, Shawnees, Sen- 
ecas and Shawnees, Ottawas, and Wyandots shall be a fee-simple absolute, 
without possibility of reverter or escheat to the United States, and with power 
of ora = free disposition and alienation and of partition and holding in sey- 
eralty in fee. 
Sec. 3. That all other rights of property of the tribes or individual Indians in 
the said province, and the laws, customs, and usages of each tribe, and all its 
powers of domestic legislation, and the powers and jurisdiction of its courts 
and tribunals of justice shall remain unaffected by this act, and the legislative 
and judicial power of each shall extend to all persons being and residing in 
each, and to all corporations having franchises and property therein. 
Src. 4. That the Cherokee, Choctaw, Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw Na- 
tions shall be henceforward, in law, a body politic and corporate, and by such 
name shall have the right to act and contract, and may sue and be sued in the 
courts of the United States, and in the Court of Claims, and elsewhere assert 
and maintain any cause of action, right, claim, or demand for moneys due them 
by the United Si legal or equitable, by virtue of treaty, contract, or other- 
wise, and to be therein by counsel of their own choice; and for any cause 
of action, ex contractu or ex delicto, for use and occupation or waste, may sue in 
the circuit court of the United States for the State or district in which such cor- 
poration has its domicile. 
Sec, 5. That the citizens of each of said nations shall have the like right to 
sue in the Court of Claims upon any just demand against the United States un- 
der treaty or act of Congress. 
Sec, 6. That there shall be agovernor of the Province of Oklahoma, appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, and a provincial 
secretary in like manner appointed, each for the term of four years, revocable 
Be the President at pleasure; and there shall be paid to the governor a salary 
of $3,000, and to the provincial secretary a salary of $2,000, each payable quar- 
terly at the Treasury of the United States. 
Sec, 7. That there shall be a legislative council for the said province, to be 
styled the provincial council, whereof the Cherokee, Creek, and Choctaw Na- 
tionsshall each have two councilors; the Seminole, Chickasaw, and Osage Na- 
tions, one each; and the small tribes named in the second section of this act, col- 
lectively one, each to be elected by the qualified voters of his nation, tribe, or 
tribes, and to hold his office for the term of four years from the Ist day of Oc- 
tober next afterhiselection: Provided, Thatall male citizens ofany of said tribes 
or nations, over the age of twenty-one years, who may have resided in such na- 
tion six months prior to any election held therein under this act, except idiots, 
lunatics, and persons convicted of a felony, shall be qualified voters at any elec- 
tion held under the provisions of this act. 
Sec. 8. That the members of the provincial council shall convene at the seat 
of government of the province on the first Monday of October, 1876, and on the 
same day of every second year thereafter; nnd the governor shall appoint one 
of them to be the president of the council, who shall appoint a secretary and u 
sergeant-at-arms; and the council shall be invested with the functions of a pro- 
vincial legislature, with power to legislate in rd to all matters of intertribal 
and general interest, not interfering with the local legislation of each nation 


and tribe, nor contravening any law of the United States, and to enact laws 
providing for the administration of the property of persons not citizensof either 
of the nations named above dying in said province, or elsewhere, when such 
property is found in the province, and regulating whatever may concern the 
affairs of the province at large. 

Src. 9. That the provincial council shall be the exclusive judge of the elections 
and qualifications of itsown members. None ofits enactments shall have force 
of law without the approval of the governor. It shall notsit more than twenty 
days at any one time, and the governor may, by proclamation, convene it at 
any time in ial session, Its members shall be paid $5 per day for every day 
while in on, and for oer miles travel going and returning from and to 


theirhomes, The secretary be paid $5 for each day and the serxeaut- at - 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


KLON 188 r Free a ie 


‘ 


1705 


arms $3 for each day, while the sored council is in session, out of the Treas- 
ury ofthe United States, upon the certificate of the president of the council, ap- 
proved by the governor, and through the marshal of the province, 

Sec. 10, That the seat of government of the province shall be at Eufaula in 
the Creek country, where the governor and secretary shall reside and the pro- 
vincial council shall hold its sessions, 

SEC. 11. That the provincial council may create igh Sirens for purposes of 
internal improvement and manufacturing, but shall charter no bank and create 
no provincial debt. It shall pass such laws as may be necessary to preserve 
peace and harmony among the nations and tribes,secure the apprehension ang 
delivery of criminals and fugitives from justice, and fraudulent debtors from 
any State or elsewhere, rid the province of yagabonds and worthless and des- 
perate persons, and protect the general rights and interests of the people; but 
shall haye no power to levy taxes or impose excise or other duties or imposts 
under any guise or pretense whatever, 

Sec. 12. That the governor shall have the whole executive power, and shall 
see faithfully executed, everywhere in the province, the laws of the United 
States in force therein and the laws of the provincial council, and in each nation 
or tribe its local and domestic laws, customs,and usages ; towhich end he shall 
have power, whenever it may be necessary, to call for aid upon the military 
force of the United States, to act under the direction of the marshal or other 
officer appointed by the governor, and in other respects the governor and pro- 
vincial secretary shall have the powers and perform the duties, so far as may be 
consistent with the purposes of this act, of the governors and secretaries of state 
of any State of the Union. 

Sud. 13, That there shall be created for the said province a provincial circuit 
court, to be composed of a chief judge and two associate judges, citizens of the 
United States, each appointed by the President, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, commissioned for six years and removable only by impeachment, 
each of whom shall reside at the seat of government of the province, and receive 
asalary of $3,500 perannum, payable quarterly, out of the Treasury of the United 
States; a provincial attorney and a marshal of the province, to be in like man- 
ner appointed,and removable at the pleasure of the President, each of whom 
shall reside at the seat of government of the province; the salary of the at- 
torney shali be $1,500 per annum, and the salary and compensation of the mar- 
Aa Sy be the same as that allowed the marshal of the Territory of New 

exico, 

Src. 14. That the said provincial circuit court shall have the powers and ju- 
risdiction of both a district and circuit court of the United States, within and for 
the whole of said province, so far as the laws of the United States may be in 
force therein, in civil and criminal matters, and in matters of seizure and admi- 
ralty jurisdiction, and to enforce the laws enacted by the provincial council, 

Sec. 15. That each of the nations above named may, as a body politic and 
corporate, sue any persons, not its own citizens, in said district court sitting as 
a circuit court, upon any cause of action, legal or equitable, upon contract or 
for tort, and bave such judament, decree, and relief as of right it should have. 
And the said court shall also have jurisdiction of civil suits at law or in 3 
by one of said nations against another or between citizens or a citizen of one 
of said nations and a citizen or citizens of another; and this jurisdiction shall 
attach, although of two or more plaintiffs all may not be of a nation or nations 
dinerent from that of all or part of the defendants, if one plaintiff be a citizen 
of one nation and one defendant of another, But the said court shall have no 
jurisdiction of any suit by an individual or individuals or by a corporation 
against either of said nations, 

Sec. 18. That the said court shall also have jurisdiction of suits at Jaw or in 
equity instituted by either of the said nations or tribes or any of its citizen or 
citizens against any corporation not domiciled in said province, but having 
franchises, property, or interests therein, and between either of the said nations 
and tribes anda citizen or citizens of the United States or a corporation; but no 
corporation or eitizen of the United States shall have right of action in said 
court against any citizen or citizens of said nations or tribes, except on contracts 
made, and other causes ofaction arising, after the posse of this act: Provided, 
That the said court shall not have jurisdiction of any suit at law or in bs iwi 
between individuals or between a corporation and an individual or individuals 
unless the amonnt in controversy, or the value of the thing in controversy, is 
not less than $500, 

Sec. 17. That the rules of practice and modes of procedure in the said pe 
vincial court, and the forms of writs and modes of summoning and compellin 
attendance of witnesses and jurors, shall be the same as in the circuit court o 
the United States for Missouri; and the fees of bailiff, witnesses, and jurors 
shall be the same as in that court, with the same allowances for traveling ex- 
penses as are allowed by law therein. . 

Sec, 18. That the whole province of Oklahoma shall constitute one judicial 
cirenit, divided into three judicial districts: first, the Cherokee district, consist- 
ing of all the province lying north of the country owned by the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws and Creeks in 1850; second, the Creek district, consisting of the 
country owned by the Creeks and Seminoles in 1850; and, third, the Choctaw 
district, consisting of the 8 by the Choctaws and Chickusaws in 1850. 

Sec. 19. That there shall be terms of the said provincial circuit court (any 
two of the judges constituting a quorum) holden in each year, each to continue 
not more than thirty days: two at Tahlequah, in the Cherokee district, on the 
first Mondays of April and October; two at Okmulkee, in the Creek district, on 
the first Mondays of May and November; and two at Atoka, in the Choctaw 
district, on the first Mondays of June and December; and each of said courts 
shall proceed in civil and criminal matters in all respects as the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States, and appeals and writs of error from the final 
judgments and decrees of said provincial district and circuit court may be taken 
or prosecuted in the same mannerand with like effect as appeals and writs of 
errorare taken and prosecuted from the United States district and circuit courts 
of the State of Missouri. 

SKa 20. That the judges shall appoint a clerk of the court for each district, 
who shall reside and have his office at the place therein where the court for his 
district is held. The marshal or a deputy marshal shall attend each session of 
the court) and the marshal shall have such number of deputies, and no more, 
as the court shall, upon hisapplication, authorize; and no deputy shall act until 
his appointment is approved by the court or one of the judges thereof. The 
judges may also appoint a bailiff of the court in each district, and fix his com- 
pensation, and as many interpreters as may be necessary, and fix their compen- 
sation; and the accounts of marshal, for all costs, allowances, and expenses 
paid, shall be settled and approved by the court, and be paid upon the certifi- 
cate of two of the judges, S 

Sec, 21. That the marshal and his deputies and bailiffs shali be citizens of one 
or other of the nations or tribes of Indians inhabiting the said province; and all 
of such Indians who can understand the English language when spoken shall 
be competent jurors, grand and petit, of the said court, in all eases whatever. 

Sec. 22. That civil suits at law or in equity against individuals shall be insti- 
tuted in the court of the district in which the defendant or one of the defendants 
may reside or be found; and when, of several defendants, some reside in other 
districts, process may be served upon them where they reside or may be found. 
Criminal prosecutions shall be instituted in the districts where the accused may 
Sing ia n e have a residence in the province, and, if not, then where he may 

ound. 

Sec, 23. That so soon as the clerks of said courts are appointed and enter 
upon the discharge of their duties, the clerk of the district court of the United 

es for the western district of Ar on being notified thereof, shall trans- 


mit to the provincial secretary all indictments and other papers in criminal 
cases in that court pending against any and all persons charged with the com- 
mission of offenses in the Indian country, and exemplifications of the record in 
each such case, which shall have the same force and effect in all respects asthe 
original record if authenticated by the certificate of the clerk and seal of the 
court; and the provincial secretary shall transmit such indictments, papers, 
and exemplifications to the clerks of the courts in the respective divisions in 
which the defendants resided when the offenses were committed; or if they did 
not reside in either, or if itis not known in which they resided, then to the clerk 
of the court for the first division; and on receipt thereof by such clerk of either 
division, the district court of the province sitting for that division shall be pos- 
sessed of, and have complete and full jurisdiction of, the case, as if the parties 
had been indicted therein. 

Sec. 24. That persons soindicted, who may bein custody, shall be so held until 
duly demanded by writ of habeas corpus, for the purpose of trial or otherwise, 
by said district court of the province; and persons so indicted who may have 
been bailed and be at large on bail shall appear at the first termof the court 
for the district to which their cases may thus have been transferred, or their 
bail be forfeited: and all witnesses summoned or recognized to appear in 
such case shall in like manner appear before the court to which the jurisdiction 
of the case in which they are to testify may be transferred, held for the divis- 
ion in which such cases are to be tried. 

Sec. B. That the records of the courts of general and appellate jurisdiction of 
the Cherokees, Choctaws, Creeks, Seminoles, and Chickasaws shall have the 
same faith and credit, and their udgments and decrees the same force and effect 
every where, as the records, judgments, and decrees of the courts of the Terri- 
tories of the United States; and exemplifications of the records and proceedings 
of such courts, when authenticated like those of the courts of the States, under 
the laws of the United States, shall have the same force and effect as those of 
such courts of the United States, 

Src. 26. That the courts of the said nations shall have power and jurisdiction 
to enforee the civil and criminal laws of their respective nations, except as to 
offenses punishable under the laws of the United States alone, within the ter- 
ritortal limits of each, against all persons found therein, and all corporations 
there domiciled, having property, contracting or offending, with like power to 
enforce their judgments and decrees as the courts of general jurisdiction of the 
Territories of the United States. 

Sec. 27, That the governor shall appoint such notaries public in each nation 
as Bay, be desired, and fix the fees to be charged by each, and the provincial 
council may define their powers, and their acts done in pursuance of such laws 
shall be valid and have the same effect as those of notaries public in Louisiana. 

Seo, 28. That the notaries public so appointed and the judges of the several 
courts of said nations shall haye the power to solemnize the rites of matri- 
mony. 

See, 29, That until the provincial council shall enact lawsto prevent the intro- 
duction forsale into said province of spirituous and intoxicating liquors any per- 
son who shall, from any place beyond the limits of said province, introduce, 
carry, or send into any part of said province any spirituous and intoxicating 
liquors, intended to be sold and retailed therein, shall, on conviction thereof in 
said district court, be punished under the laws now M force in regard to such 
offense; but itshall not be unlawful forany one to import intosaid province such 
liquors for his own use or for medicinal pur ; and no other provisions of 
the laws in regard to the introduction of liquors into the Indian country shall 
hereafter be in force in the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw, or Chickasaw 
country. - 

Sec. 30. That the United States will, at the request of either of said natio) 
cause to be surveyed the lands owned by it, and each nation may establish lan 
offices, and thereat sell the same at such prices as its legislature may fix, and 
may also establish offices of registry and record of patents, conveyances, wills, 
and other instruments. 

Seo. 31. That inasmuch as the Choctaws and Chickasaws are joint owners of 
the lands occupied by both, the consentof both nations must be had before an 
of their lands can be sold or disposed of; and if they can not agree upon divi- 
sion of them, either of those nations may file in the district court of the prov- 
ince, sitting as a circuit court, its bill in equity, to have partition of the joint 
lands, according to their respective rights and interests, by commissioners, under 
decree of the court, to be proceeded in and carried into effect as other suits and 
deeręcb in equity, service of subpoena or other processon the principal chief of 
the defendant nation being sufficient. 

SEC. 32, That the offices of superintendent of Indian affairs for the South- 
western superintendency, and of agents for the-Cherokees, Creeks, Seminol 
Choctaws, Chickasaws, Senecas, and other small tribes in the second section o 
this act mentioned, are hereby abolished, and the papers of all such offices shall 
be placed in the custody of the provincial secretary ; and the agents for the other 
tribes in said province shall hereafter be under the supervision and control of 
the governor of the province, and report to him, 

See. 33. That the governor of said province shall cause to be selected and 
designated, by metes and bounds, reservations for the various bands of the 
Comanches, or Neums, and of the Caiawas, in that part of said province that 
lies west of the ninety-eighth parallel of west longitude and south of the Arkansas 
River, and shall, if practicable, by uegotiation, induce the said bands to settle 
thereon and to engage in stock-raising and agriculture; to which end he may 
agree, on the part of the United States, to furnish them with cattle, implements 
of husbandry, and other articles necessary to their comfort, and may employ 
proper p rsons to assist them in their agricultural labors, and physicians to re- 
side among them, at such rates of compensation as he may find necessary to se- 
eure the services of competent and fit persons, for which purpose he way draw 
from time to time the necessary sums from the Treasury of the United States, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. ; 

Sec. 34. That there sha'l be erected, under the direction and supervision of 
the governor of the province, a house and other necessary buildings for 2 
ernor, and offices for hinfself and the secretary at the seat of government of the 
province, and court-houses and offices for the clerksand marshals at Tahlequah, 
Okmulkee, and Atoka, of modest dimensions and at moderate cost, according 
to plans and estimates to be prepared by the Secretary of War or under his 
direction; the account therefor shall be audited by the governor and paid at the 
Treasury of the United States; and the necessary safes, furniture, books, and 
seats, stationery, and other articles for the several courts and offices shall be 
purchased by the provincial secretary, und the accounts be audited at the Treas- 
ury; and estimates for all salaries and other provincial expenditures shall be 
in due time furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury, with those for expenses 
of Territories. 

Src. 35. That one delegate, to be entitled to a seat in the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, torepresent the people of said province, with the same 
privileges, rights, and compensation as delegates from the Territories, may here- 
after be elected by the qualified electors in the said province. Such delegate 
shall be a citizen of some one of the nations or tribes composing said | dahon, 
and the elections for the same shal! be holden on the first Monday of Septem- 
ber, in the year 1876, and every two years thereafter, at the several places for 
voting in the several nations or tribes, in accordance with the election laws of 
each; and returns of such elections shall be made to the provincial secretary, 
who shall cast oP and arrange the same in the presence of the governor of the 
province; and the governor shall issue, under the seal of suid province, a cer- 
tificate of election to the person receiving the highest number of votes for such 
delegate, which shall be countersigned by the secretary of the province. 
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Sec, 36. That when the lands of the Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, 
Chickasaws, and Osages shall have been ted in severalty am: the peo- 
pie of sald nations 8 with title in in esch individual entitled to the 
Same, after of one-thirty-sixth thereof for 

vi coun- 
gress of the United 


House Report No. 299, Forty-fourth Congress, first session.] 
Mr. Wilshire, from the Committee on Iudiau Affairs, submitted the following 


8 ny bill II. R. 2823: 

‘he pla tanaan won to which was referred the bill for establishing a government 
for the Territory of Okiahomn, having carefully considered the same, present 

the accompanying substitute therefor, and therea rtas follows: 
What is known asthe Indian Territory, which the bill herewith reported pro- 
to erect into a province, is ali that region of country lying between the 
te of Kansas on the north and that of Texas on the south and the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas on the east and the State of Texas and the Territory 
of New Mexico on the west, in extent about — 4 — to the State of Georgia, and 
chiefly between 34° and north latitude and 94° 30’ and 100° west longitude ; 
a land in part of forest, in larger part of prairie, of vast mineral wealth, and great 
fertility of soil, intersected by five rivers, and capable of becoming a great and 


prosperous State, 

The eastern part of this country, somewhat more than half of the whole, is 
owned and occupied chiefly by dependent civilized nations, the Cherokees, 
Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, and Chickasaws, A small portion of the north- 
eastern part is owned and occupied by the Quapaws, Senecas, Shawnees, and 
other fragments of decayed tribes, West of the Choctaws and Chickasaws are 
settled lands of the uncivilized tribes, the Peneteghka band of the nation known 
to us as Comanches, the Ta-wat-hash or Wichitas, the Cadohadachos or Caddos 
the Toncaws, Ciawis, Kishais, Huecos, Ta-wa-ka-ros; and the western pn of 
the Territory is the hunting-ground of the Comanches and Cai-a-was. The Wa- 
sa-shis or Osages have also been settled in the Cherokee country, There sre also 
among the other tribes smal! bands of the Sha-wa-nos, the O-po-nagh-ke or Dela- 
‘wares, and the Shack-a-po, known to us as Kickapoos; and several wild tribes, 
besides those named, range and hunt through the treeless regions between the 

Arkansas and Red River. 
Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, and Chickasaws are neither no- 
mads, barbarians, nor pagans. They are civilized and christian peoples, liv- 


ing under settled governments and laws wisely adapted to their simple needs, 
They are pescoful law-abiding, orderly, and mifer freer of vice or 3 than 
almost any other people in the world. 


have been more than forty years neighbors of the people of Arkansas 
and uri, and in all that time the laws oe 8 ha vo not been 
broken on either side, nor has the power of United States over had to bo 


called upon to keep the peace upon that frontier. 

The men of these five tribes are culturists, having comfortable homes and 
farms,and largely engaged in raising cattle. The Cherokees, Choctaws, and 
Chickasaws have written constitutions of government; laws printed in their 
own and the — gee language; | composed of an upper and 
lower house; and county, circuit, and supreme courts of justice, The Creeks 
and Seminoles have de from their ancient forms of government, bnt 
they are well and wisely governed by law-makers and elective chiefs, 

The most striking characteristics of these peoples are truthfulness, strict 
fidelity to their promises, and singular honesty. They never betray a trust or 
break a promise. They have never, in even the slightest matter, violated a 
treaty ; it needs no oath to make it sure that their testimony shall be true; and 
they have not yet learned how to cheat their creditors by frandulent devices, 

By the report of the Board of Indian Commissioners for 1872 and the tables of 
comparative statistics therein given, it was shown that, in population, number 
of acres cultivated, products, wealth, valuation, and school statistics, the Indian 
Territory was tonny one of the organized Territories of the United States, 
and far ahead of most of them. It had a smaller area than any other and u 
larger population than any, excepting Utahand New Mexico. it more acres 
of tand under cultivation than Washington, over one-third more than Utah, and 
more than twice as many as Colorado or Montana; and the number of bushels 
of wheat, corn, and otber farm-products raised in the Indian Territory was more 
than six times greater than was raised in either Utah, New Mexico, or Colorado. 

It is suficient for the purposes of this report to append the following tabular 
statement, from the report of the same commissioners, which is much less favor- 
able tothe civilized tribes than one for 1875 would be, because they are still 
slowly recovering from the exhaustion and impoverishment consequent upon 
four years of war. 

These tables, corrected only as to the numbers of the tribes and with the ad- 
dition of the coloted ponon on; show, as the board of commissioners stated, 
that “the partially civilized tribes, numbering about 53,000 (55,000) have, in pro- 
portion to ulation, more schools and with a larger average attendance, 
more 3 charch mem „and ministers, and expend far more of their 
own money for education than the ple of any Territory of the United States, 
and the number of schools and emies is much smaller now than before the 
war.““ 


Statistics of the Indian Territory. 
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In 1835, President Monroe, in his message to Congress, urged the acquisition 
from the native tribes of “a sufficient tract of country west of the State of Mis- 
souri and the Territory of Arkansas, in order to establish permanent settle- 
ments in that quarter of tribes which were proposed to be removed" from the 
country east of the byenary sige and the Secretary of War, in his report of that 

, recommended that “the strongest and most solemn assurances" should 
8 that the country given them should be theirs as a permanent home 
for themselves and their posterity, without being disturbed by the encroach- 
ments of our citizens.” 

President Jackson, in his message of December, 1829, recommended the re- 
mova! of the Choctaws and other Indians to the country west of the river Mis- 
sissippi, and said: “Asa means of effecting thisend, Isuggest for your considera- 
tion the propriety of setting apart an ample district. west of the Mississippi and 
without the limits of any State or Territory now formed, to be guarantied tothe 
Indian tribes as long as they shall occupy it, each tribe having a distinct control 
over the portion designed for its use. There they may be secured in govern- 
ments of their own choice, subject to no other control from the Uni States 
than such as may be necessary to, preserve peace on the frontier and between 
the different tribes.” 

On the 30th of May, 1530, an act of Con was accordingly passed, provid- 
ing for an exchange of lands with the Indians residing in any of the States or 

Territories, and their removal west of the Mississippi. This act provided that, 
“in the making of any such exchange or exchanges, it shall and may be lawful 
for the President solemnly to assure the tribes or nation with which the ex- 
change is made that the United States will forever secure and guaranty tothem, 
their heirs or saccessors, the country so exchanged with them; and, if they 
ety the United States will cause a patent or grant to be made and executed 

them for the same: Provided, always, That such lands shall revert to the 
United States if the Indians become extinct or abandon the same.” 

Under and by virtue of this act of Congress, treaties with the Cherokees, 
Creeks, and Choctaws were made, guarantying to them the lands juired b 
them west of the Mississippi, and patents in due form were signed 0 the Presi- 
dent and given to each, The Seminoles hold under the Creeks; and the Chick- 
asaws 8 a joint interest with the Choctaws, 

The highest judicial authority has settled, in the case of Holden vs. Joy, that 
the Cherokees have a complete title in fee-simple to their lands, and the titles 
of the other nations are the same. 

The United States solemnly covenanted with the nations that no Territory or 
State should ever bave a right to pass Jaws for their government; and that no 

jand granted them should ever be embraced in any Territory or 

; but in the year 1865 they consented, by trenty, to the convening ennu- 

ally of a council of delegates from each nation and tribe lawfully resident within 

their territory, to have and exercise certuin limited legisintive powers; to the 

establishment of a court or courts of the United States therein; and that the 

superintendent of Indian affairs should be the executive of the Territory, with 

the title of governor, with only such powers as wonld properly belong to an 

executive officer with the execution of the laws which the council 
should be authorized to enact. 


Of this council of the tribes, paid by the United States, there have been two 
or three sessions, perhaps more, without useful result of any sort. 

Many bills havo from time to time been introduced into Congress proposing 
to establish a Territorial government over the country in question, and the In- 
q inns to be affected thereby have said to Congress, in the language of the sol- 
emn remonstrance and appeal of the Choctaws, in regard to one of the bills; 
“Tf the bill in question were an honest and fair attempt to carry into effect the 
provisions of the treaty in regard to such organization, the Choctaw people 
would have no right to complain; but they do show unto Congress that it is an 
unfair and dishonest attempt, scheme, and plot for sinister purposes to pervert 
the said treaty, and to further the interests and content the greed of a hungry 
band and combination of vultures, of the same class as those by whom the 
aa aot wee fleeced and plundered and the United States dishonored in 

ssissippi,” 

There already exists, in conformity to treaty agreement, the legislative branch 
ofa confederated government of the nations and tribes in the country in ques- 
tion. The gentlemen representing them, who presented to the committee ob- 

ons to the bill, were unanimous in desiring the establishment of thejudicial 
ranch by the creation of a court or courts of the United States; why, then, 
should there not be an executive branch, toee executed the enactments of the 
lature and the decisions of the judiciary? 
hey already have such executive power in its worst possible shape, because 
itis essentially despoticand irresponsible. The Secretary ofthe Interior is king 
and the superintendents and agents are his pachas, 

Your committec do not doubt that there should be courts of the United States, 
an exccutive power resident there, and u limited legislative pover in this Indian 
country. The establishment of such a government, to maintain on among 
the various nations and tribes and to enfores the laws of the United States, as 
well us to give greater dignity and efficiency to the government and courts of 
the civilized nations and protect those nations in their rights, becomes every 
day more apparent; as also the expediency does of effecting a political organ- 
ization which shall prepare that country to become one of the States of the 
Union. The treaties authorize the establishment of such a government, and it 
need not be discussed whether, if they could not, the United States could be di- 
vested of the political power over ay portion of the country within their limits, 

But by the treaties the local judiciaries of the nations can not 55 
aw incon- 


legislative, judicial, or other Seance. Jaws, or customs of the several tribes 
‘or 


de of race and blood, 
jon, a pride which they 
of which who can truly say that it is not praise- 
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to contain a menace, ani 
tied by treaties, 


It is due to simple honesty and good faith that they should have ample 
anties this apprehended danger. N r are their apprebensions wholly 
unfounded, when so little is thought of their fee-simple title that the Secretary 
of the Interior can, with a stroke of the pen, grant toa railroad corporation, 
whose road runs across their whole country from north to south, a strip of land 
a hundred feet in width on each side of the road, under simple grants by treaty 
of the right of way, to inure upon the making of due compensation, for whic 
right of way no compensation ever been made or even offered. 

he treaties and patents convey the lands in fee-simple to the individuals of 
each nation, their heirs and successors, or descendants, The lands of the Choc- 
taws and Chickasaws are forever secured and guarantied "tothe members of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes, their heirs and successors, to be held in com- 
mon; so that each member of either tribe, then or afterward in being, should 
have an equal undivided interest in the whole. 

The provision that the lands should revert to the United States if the Indians 
should become extinct or abandon the same, issimply the declaration of a right 
of escheat. The Supreme Court, in Holden ts. Jay, declared that it enter- 
tained strong doubts whether that condition in the Cherokee patent is valid, 
as it was not authorized by the treaty under which it was issued,“ and also, that 
it might well be held that if it reduced the estate conveyed to less than a fee it 


was void. 

The United States have, at the best, only a possibility ofa reverter; and that 
possibility is not the subject of a graut. Moreover, it is very doubtful whether 
a state or nation can, in anticipation of such a contingency, nta right of es- 
cheat that may arise in the future, and it is absolutely certain thatthe United 
States can not create the contingency, to their own profit, by extinguishing the 
nationality of the Indians. In Holden vs. Jay, the Supreme Court said that the 
sale in trust by the Cherokees to the United States did not constitute such an 
abandonment as was contemplated by the condition in the patent. 

And,as to the Choctaws and Chickasaws, the treaty of 1866 provides that they 
may subscribe to the stock of each road running through their country, at a 
price to be agreed on between them and the company, alternate sections of the 
unoccupied lands for a space of six miles on each side of the road, for which the 
company should be entitied to patents; and these provisions are totally incon- 
sistent with the improvident conditional grant of lands in which the United 
States had bapta to grant, contained in the acts of Congress on which the rail- 
way aie, rely. 

As the ds of these nations belong in fee-simple, in common, to the individ- 
uals of each, the mere extinction of their nationality could not work a reverter. 
There will be necessary for that the extinction of the very last individual of each 
nation respectively. If the sup d right, which is a mere possibility of re- 
verter, leasened the quality of the fee,and made the estate granted inferior to 
a fee, it would be idle to talk of the division of the lands in severalty, and sale 
of portions by individuals to those desiring to settle in the country. 

nally, by the treaties of 1566, when the Indians consent to the survey and 
partition in severalty of their lands, each is to hold in fee-simple absolute, and 
any right of reverter to the United States will cease, as of the date of the treaty; 
so that it was notin the power of the United States after making the treaty to 
grant to others the possibility of a reverter, 

It is very clear that the contingent grants to the railroad companies were eal- 
culated to produce very mischievous effects upon the minds of the Indians, in- 
secure as they had been made to feel themselves in the possession of rights 
88 by treaties, especially since the decision of the Supreme Court that 
the internal-revenue laws are in force in their country by virtue of a clause in 
an act of Congress, in direct violation of the treaty of 1866 with the Cherokees. 

The committee think that the contingent grant in question was utterly inde- 
fensible, without consideration. gravely injurious to the Indians, a perpetual 
menace, a worthless pretense of a grant in Roar which can only be made of 
value and substantial by the most shameless ill-faith, and that it ought to be re- 
pealed, as also all laws or provisions of laws should be which annul or violate 
provisions of treaties securing rights to the tribes with which they have been 
made; and they have, therefore, by the bill submitted, relinquished all right 
and possibility of reverter, and repealed such provisions of Jaw contrary to 
treaties. 


By a provision of law for which it is impossible to offer excuse orapology, the 
doors of the Court of Claims of the United States are shut nst any claim 
under an Indian treaty. These nations are bodies politic and corporate, with 
whom we treat, bargain, and contract, to whom we sell, from whom we buy, 
whom we can owe, and to whom we can make the most solemn promises and 
become bound by the most stringent obligations. But if we become their debt- 
ors, in what solemn manner socver, we tell them that they shall not come into 
our own court toask for justice and payment ot the debt. This is very unworthy 
of a just or great nation, and it has subjected us, and justly so, to the limita- 
tion of having addressed to our Secretary of the Interior, by the delegate of one 
of these nations, these terrible words: It is not a good nor a wise govornment 
which denies to the humblest human creature whom it governs all remedy to 
enforeé his rights; for, when it denies the remedy, it annuls the right (or rather 
8 it, for no human power can annul a right, even if God can), and so 

oes that which is unjust, dishonorable, and dishonest, * * [ am an In- 
dian, and [ only express whatan Indian feels. Few kings have denied all justice, 
andremedy,and rights in their courts, to even the lowest and humblestof their 
subjects. Even the Saxonswine-herd was not entirely without the protection 
of the law; and in Rome, under Domitian. the slave could be heard to revindi- 
cate his peculium. Yetthe ancestors of the Romans had not solemnly stipulated 
for themselves and their descendants that they would not sell, would not deny, 
would not delay justice to any one.. We are utterly powerless to en- 
force or assert a singe right. $- * * 

Thore never was in all the world a people more utterly without any lawful 
remedy for wrong or means of asserting a right than the Choctaws and Chicks- 
saws are.” . 

“In a great Republic, it was said by the same delegate, in a letter to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, “wo are the only human creatures 
that have no rights, because we have no remedy to enforce any right.” 

We can not expect these Indians to trust to our assurances or to believe that 
any bill creating a government over them will not prove a snare and a trap, the 
first step toward their destruction, to be followed by encroachment after en- 
croachment, the annihilation of one after another of all their rights of self-goy- 
ernment, unless we give them earnest of our sincerity and good 

Guaranty to them the preservation of their local and domestic institutions, 
their laws, legislatures, courts, usages, and customs; give up the pitiful reverter 
that disturbs them in to their lands, and say frankly,“ They are yours in 


fee absolute,” and say also, “If you claim that we owe you moneys, your 


claims in our court, and they shall be fairly heard and justly decided, and what 
we owe you we will pay,“ and we may, by Se pepe a proper 3 
insure the future opening of their country and the establishment of a State. 

We have no right to establish a government in the Indian Territory for any 
0 than the limited purposes of enforcing the laws of the United States, ac- 
curing the Indians in their rights under treaties, maintaining peace and har- 
mony among all the nations, and regulating their intertribal concerns, and 
governing the uncivilized tribes and bands, settled or nomadic, in the province. 

or these and no more the bill provides, 4 

The general council is useless. The representatives of uncivilized bands can 
not perform the functions of civilized legislators. The machinery of civilized 
republican representative government is wholly unfitted for these 8. 

A legislature of two houses of all the civilized nations and tribes is by far too 
cumbrous and unwieldy a machine to be effective and useful. It would but 
wrangle, involve heavy cost, and bring forth no good fruit, 

The bill therefore proposes a council of a few members, invested with united 
legislative powers, which, the committee believe, will work efficiently and well. 

‘To give to these Indians a government that will be beneficial to themselves, 
that will work well, not endeavoring to do too much, to give them an efficien 
judiciary, invested with a specific healthful jurisdiction, a legislature that will 
truly and intelligently represent them, and an executive that will protect and 
defend them, and see the laws executed, the tribunals respected, and justice 
done—these are the objects that the committes believe will be attained if the 
bill herewith submitted becomes a law. 5 

The United States will not lend themselves, unless they are .overreached, to 
any private or corpornte interests that can only be advanced and furthered at 
the expense of these remnants of powerful tribes, whom the ip ok ges long 
solemnly accepted as its wards, aud to protect and defend and deal generously 
and more than justly by whom it is bound by obligations such as rarely rest 
upon the conscience of a nation. They deserve that in legislating for them we 
should consult their interests alone. We have no claims against them, They 
owe tis nothing; all the balances on the ledger are against us, Thrust out into 
the wilderness when it was worthless to us, they have civilized themselves and 
made themselves tit to be our fellow-citizens, Weshall be just to ourselves 
by being just tothem. We therefore recommend the adoption of the accom- 
panying bill as a substitute for House bill No, 1923. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri, on which the vote is to be 
taken. 

The amendment of Mr. TARSNEY was again read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. Hooker to strike out 
the first section. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr, Chairman, in order that the committee may 
understand what they are to vote upon, I ask that the first section of 
the House bill and the first section of the Senate bill be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in the nature of debate, 

Mr. HOOKER. 1 think it important that the committee should 
understand the question upon which they are called to vote. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think the committee already understands it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to have the sections read. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But it has been read; both sections have been read. 
They ate quite long. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has the right to have it read. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope the gentleman will not insist. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman demand it? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do, 

Mr. STRUBLE, I appeal to the gentleman to let us go on with this 
bill. This is simply consuming time. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not ask the reading of these sections simply to 
consume time, but I want the committee to vote understandingly. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think the committee is already prepared to do 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right to have the section 
read, and the Clerk will report the section upon which the vote is te 
be taken. 5 

The first section of the House bill was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall this first section of tha 
amendment be stricken out ? 

The question was put, and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it, 

Mr. HOOKER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 52, 

Mr. BARNES, No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 
point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting). Ninety-seven members only are 
within the bar of the House. : 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is in the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule there is nothing in order except 
a call of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a provision for tellers, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the sec- 
ond clause of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which shall consist of one bun- 
dred members, the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the 
committee shall rise,and the Chairman shall report the names of the absentees 
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to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on 5 
rum shall ap the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without 
ther order of the House. £ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll, and gentlemen will 
answer to their names when they are called. j 
The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer when 
their names were called: 


Adams, n, \ Magner, Russell, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Martin, Tex, Sanford, 
Anderson, Miss. Dalzell, McCarthy, Scranton, 
Arnold, Dargan, McCord, Seney, 
Beckwith, De Haven, McCreary, Shively, 
Belknap, Dibble, Milliken, Simonds, 
Biggs, Dorsey, Moore, N. II. Snider, 
Bingham, Ewart, Morrow, Stablnecker, 
Blanchard Farquhar, Morse, Stockdale, 
Bland, Fitch, Mutchler, Taylor, III. 
Bliss, Fithian, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bowden, Flood, Norton, Thomas, 
Brower, Flower, Nute, Turner, N. v. 
Browne, T. M. Forman, O'Neil, Mass. Venable, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, O'Neill, Pa. Walker, Mass. 
Bunn, Funston, Owen, Ind. Walker Mo. 
Campbell Gear, Paynter, Wallace, N. V. 
Candler, Ga; Grosvenor, Penington, Watson 
Candler, Mass. Hansbrough, Perry, Whitthorne, 
lisle, - Hatch, Phelan, Wike, 
Carlton, Haynes, Pierce, Wilber, 
Carter, Hemphill, Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Caswell, Herbert, Randall, Mass. Willcox, 
Cheatham, Hermann, Randall, Pa. Williams, III. 
Clancy, Hooker, ay, Wilson, Ky. 
Clanie, Kerr, Pa, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Mo. 
Connell, Lansing, Richardson, Wilson, Wash. 
Cothran, Lee, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Lester, Va. Rockwell, Wright. 


The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to rule of the House, the committee 
will now rise for the purpose of reporting the names of absentees. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Has the second roll been called? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, Mr. CUTCHEON, and many others desired 
to have their names recorded as present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen who were not nt when the roll 
was called can have their names entered and not be noted as absentees. 

After several members had been recognized and their names noted, 

The CHAIRMAN said: By unanimous consent the roll will be called 
a second time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the discretion of direct- 
ing the Clerk to call the names of gentlemen who failed to respond 
when the first roll was called. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The question of order is that this rule only 
provides for the call of the roll to ascertain the presence of members, 
It provides for no repetition of that call. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has so stated, and would so hold; 
but a great many gentlemen who were present when the first roll-call 
was had have asked that their names be recorded as present. In order 
to facilitate the public business, the Chair not being able to recognize 
many of the gentlemen requesting recognition, the Chair directs the 
Clerk to call the roll, : 

Mr. STRUBLE. But business is thereby retarded, and seriously. 

“The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was again called. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to rule, the committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. PAYSON reported thatthe Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having under consideration the bill (S. 895) 
to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, had 
found itself without a quoram; that he had caused the roll to be called 
and 213 members had answered to their names; that he had reported 
the names of the absentees, and that a quorum was present. 

The SPEAKER., The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union reports that that committee, having had under 
consideration the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Oklahoma, had found itself without a quorum, and 
thereupon the roll was called and 213 members were found to be pre- 
sent, and the Chairman reported the names of the absentees, which 
will be entered upon the Journal of the House in accordance with the 
rule. The committee will resume its session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the bill of the Senate (S. 895), and the question is upon 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOooKER] to strike out the first section of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 129. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
oe 3 Mr. Chalten; I rise to offer another amendment to 
section 1, 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 1 by adding . poreo: 
Provided. That the limits of said Territory shall not include any portion of 
the Cherokee Outlet without the consent of the Cherokee Nation of Indians.” 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, it has been asserted by gentlemen 
friendly to this bill—I do not know that it has been asserted by the 
gentleman in charge of it, but I suppose he will agree to the proposi- 
tion—that this bill does not propose to include the Cherokee Outlet. I 
want to call attention again to this point, and I trust I shall be par- 
doned if I reiterate what I have already said, that there are so few 
of the members of the House outside of the committee who have care- 
fully read the bill of the House and the bill of the Senate that I doubt 
whether they are yet prepared to vote intelligently upon this proposition 
with regard to the boundaries of the proposed Territory. It has been 
said by gentlemen friendly to the bill that it does not include the Cher- 
okee Outlet, except in so far as it includes the whole Indian nation in 
that portion of the bill which proposes to extend the jurisdiction of 
the United States courts under the laws of Arkansas, 

If they be honest about this, if they be sincere about it, and if it be 
true—and I challenge contradiction of the statement that every treaty 
ever made with any Indian tribe from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment down to the present time has contained a provision that they 
shall be entitled to a Territorial government over the Indian country 
whenever they themselves seek it—then gentlemen can not object to 
this amendment. Every treaty, I say, from the original treaty made 
with the first Indian tribe down to the last treaties made with all the 
semi-civilized tribes in 1866, after the war of the States was over, has 
contained a provision that they shall be admitted into a Territorial 
government when, and only when, they themselves demand to be so 
admitted. And, Mr. Chairman, I have ever held to the doctrine that 
when the five semi-civilized tribes should be of the opinion that it was 
their interest to be admitted into a Territorial form of government they 
had that right, because it was the stipulation of all the treaties, but 
that it was optional with them at all times, and so our Government 
conceded by its most solemn treaty stipulations. 

In every treaty made with them it was stipulated that they should 
never be disturbed by the establishment of any State or Territory, and 
that their possessions should never be disturbed by the establishment 
of any State or Territory; not merely by the establishment of any State 
or Territory including their own lands, but even on the conterminous 
lands, so as to interfere with them. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. HOOKER, I think the gentleman will fird that is in the orig- 


| inal treaty. 


Mr, STRUBLE, Oh, no. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, the gentleman has different ideas about it 
from mine, but at all events he will not deny that the Government 
has said that these Indians are entitled to have a Territorial government 
when they themselves apply for it, and that there is no power in the 
Government of the United States to establish either a Territorial gov- 
ernment or a State government over the lands which belong to these 
Indians without their consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS, I move that all debate upon this section and pend- 
ing amendments be limited to four minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. I suggest, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is not in the power of the Committee of the Whole 
to limit debate as to any future amendments which may be offered. 
This section is liable to be amended as long as members here think that 
the bill can be perfected by amending it. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the Chair understands the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], it is to close debate upon this 
section and the pending amendments, 

Mr. HOOKER. But that does not interdict other amendments. 

. The CHAIRMAN. No, Themotion of the gentleman from Kansas 
is that all debate upon the first section of this bill and pending amend- 
ments be closed in four minutes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

[Cries of “Vote!” Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Four minutes remain. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by thegentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 90. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer an amendment to the first section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word strip in the fourteenth line, down to and in- 
cluding the word “ageney in the fifteenth line. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Lask the Clerk to read the words to be stricken out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And all that part of the Indian 3 actually occupied by the five 
civilized tribes and by the Indian tribes within the Quapaw Indian agency, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman does not want to put them in, 
because they are off in the northwest corner, 150 miles away. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am proposing to strike them ont. 

Mr. SPRINGER, But they are excluded already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly not. The words do not have the effect 
intended. If the words which I pro tostrike out be stricken out, 
then the other provisions of the bill control, and the words Creek, 
Seminole, and Chickasaw countries mean something; otherwise they 
do not. This amendment proposes the same result proposed by the 
gentleman himself, by defining the eastern boundary of the Territory; 
but if he will consent to return to this section Jater I am willing to 
withdraw the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentleman 
from Indiana to return to this section later, and with that understand- 
ing he withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will not ob- 
ject to that. 

Mr. HOOKER. If my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will 
yield to me, I will withdraw the objection; but I have another amend- 
ment which I desire to offer to this section, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Houmax}? 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 25 and 26 of section 1, strike out the words “and Congress may at any 
time hereafter change the boundaries of said Territory.” 


[Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, no; you can not vote yet. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Pending this amendment I move that all debate 
be limited X 

Mr. HOOKER. You have not the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to 
recognition on his amendment. s 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a point of order. My motion, which was 
adopted, was to limit all debate on this section and pending amend- 
ments to four minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. This amendment was not pending. 

Mr. PERKINS. But under the rules the effect of the adoption of 
my motion was to cut off debate on any amendments to this section 
which might be subsequently offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment, the Chair will suggest to the 
gentleman from Kansas, was not then pending. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move, then, that all debate on the section and 
all amendments thereto be limited to five minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] 
is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a point of order. I want to call the atten- 


tion of the Chair to the language of the rule: 

The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at any 
time after the five-minute debate has un upon proposed amendments to 
any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate upon such section or para- 
greph. or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only (which motion 
shall be decided without debate); but this shall not preclude further amend- 
ment, to be decided without debate, 

Mr. HOOKER. I raise, then, this point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. The motion of the gentleman from Kansas wasthat 
debate on the section and amendments pending should be terminated 
in four minutes; and that motion was adopted; but it did not, and 
could not possibly, iuclude the amendment I have now offered; nor can 
any gentleman take me from the floor by a motion which would cut 
off my right to debate this amendment, because the rule which the 
gentleman has read said it was optional with the House to cut off de- 
bate on amendments or to cut off debate on the section of the bill it- 
self. But there was no separate vote on these two questions; it was a 
united motion which was voted on, in which the gentleman from Kan- 
sas 3 to ent off debate on the section and pendingamendments. 
So that the House has expressed no opinion on the question of cutting 
off debate on the section itself. That is very apparent, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion made by the gentleman from Kansas 
was that debate upon the first sectionof the billand pending amend- 
ments should be limited to four minutes, which motion was a: to. 
The rule provides that when a motion is adopted closing debate on the 
section and pending amendments, it shall not preclude further amend- 
ments, to be decided withont debate. The Chair is of opinion that the 
Committee of the Whole, haying by its vote closed all debate upon the 
section and the then pending amendments, further amendments are in 
order, but such amendment must he decided, under the new rule, with- 
out debate. The Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair; and on that 
T desire to say a word. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman can not take me off the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that in Committee of the Whole 
we can not lay anything on the table. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct; there is no table in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question must be put directly. Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the judgment of the Chair the appeal is de- 
batable. The gentleman from Mississippi will be heard upon the ap- 


1. 

gt HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kansas was to limit the debate upon what? Why, upon the sec- 
tion and the pending amendment, and under the rules it could not have 
cut off other amendments which might be offered to the section. No 
other amendments were at the time pending, and the consequence is 
that the sense of the Committee of the Whole could not have been pos- 
sibly expressed on any other than the combined proposition presented 
by the gentleman from Kansas, which was that the debate on the sec- 
tion and the pending amendment should he limited to four minutes, 
They limited the debate on the section and on that amendment only, 
but did not and could not, by tbe operation of the motion, have any 
reference to any future amendment. 

Now, while it is true that there has been a sort of independent vote 
upon a proposition to cut off debate upon the first section of the bill 
which has been agreed to by itself in the committee, yet there could 
not haye been at the same time a vote upon the motion to cut off other 
amendments which had not been offered, and the rule would have 
operated upon the motion of the gentleman to the effect simply to eut 
off debate upon the pending section and that amendment. It could 
not have included either the right of members to offer amendments or 
the duties of members to vote on other amendments. There might 
have been then upon the desks of members important amendments to 
the section; perhaps more important than any which had theretofore 
been presented. Surely, they would not have been, and could not have 
been, included in the motion of the gentleman from Kansas. 

The Committee on the Territories itself might have had important 
amendments to give efficiency to the bill, to explain it, to make it sen- 
sible and consistent. They might have had numerous amendnients on 
their desks; and yet, ifthe judgment of the Chair holds good, any mem- | 
ber could, by securing a limitation of debate npon a pending amead- 
ment to a section, thereby exclude a committee from explaining impor- 
tant and necessary amendments toa bill. Besides that, the pending 
amendment then offered applied to only two lines of the bill, the 
twenty-fifth and twenty-sixth lines, and, therefore, there has been no 
expression of the sense of the committee upon the proposition to limit 
the debate on amendments to this section other than the limitation of 
debate upon the then pending amendment. On the contrary, it was a 
vote on the combined question submitted to the committee; and the 
action of the committee was that upon the then pending amendment 
to the section debate should be limited to four minutes. 

I insist, therefore, that it could not preclude other amendments to 
be offered, nor could it shut off a fair statement of an amendment 
offered to this -section of the bill any more than to other sections to 
come afterwards, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOOKER, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 97. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 2 of the bill, as follows: 

Src. 2. That the Constitution and all of the laws of the United States which 
are not locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect in said T. 
tory of Oklahoma as elsewhere in the United States; but nothing in this act 
shall be construed to interfere with the local governments of any of the Indian 
tribes which may now be 3 for by the laws and treaties of the United 
States or which may exist in conformity thereto, 

Mr. HOOKER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all the words in line 1, section 2, down to and includ- 
ing the word! States,“ in line 4, as follows: 

“That the Constitution and all of the laws of the United States which are not 
locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect in said Territory of 
Oklahoma as elsewhere in the United States.” 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg leave to call the attention of the committee 
to the exceeding unwisdom, if I may be allowed to so term it, of in- 
serting this provision in the bill. It provides in regard to these people 
that the Constitution and all of the laws of the United States which 
are not locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect in the 
said proposed Territory as elsewhere in the United States. It provides, 
therefore, that the Constitution of the United States and all the laws 
of the United States, without designating what laws, shall have force 
and effect in the Territory. It is vague and indefinite in its character. 
It applies to many of the Indians who have an entirely different auton- 
omy of government from that of the United States. The laws of the 
United States, which may hereafter be construed by the courts, in sub- 
1 e sections of the bill are applied to these Indians. 

tis admitted by the gentleman having charge of the bill, and by 
others, that it embraces a good many friendly Indian tribes who set- 
tied upon the Cherokee land by consent of the Chereokee people and 
who have their own forms of government, with which we promised that 
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we would never interfere in any way whatever. Yet you propose now to 
make applicable to them the whole of the laws of the United States 
which the judgment of the court may not deem inapplicable, Who is 
to decide it? How much of the laws of the United States are to bein 
operation? Is it to be a question for the courts todetermine? They 
are to decide whether particular statutes of the United States are ap- 
plicable, statutes embracing the enactments of the United States since 
1789, when the first Congress assembled, down to the present time, and 
they are to apply them to this people who are simple in their habits, 
and thereby place over them a code of laws entirely unknown to them 
and unsuited to their needs. 

This condition becomes more flagrant whem we come to look at sub- 
sequent sections of the bill, one of which proposes to establish the laws 
of Arkansas over the five semi-civilized tribes—this proposition to ex- 
tend over them all the laws of the United States which shall not be 
locally inapplicable. Who is to decide whether they are locally inap- 

icable or not? The courts? Ifso, what courts? The courts of the 

nited States or the courts of the Indians, such as they may have? 
There is nothing to determine who is to decide it. It is not provided 


in the bill. 

an unusual provision to be incorporated in a 
Territorial bill that the laws not locally inapplicable shall be in force. 
You may say it is common in all Territorial bills. But here you are 
extending the laws over Indians who are governed sui generis through 
their itions, by their own local councils, and by their customs. 
You propose now to extend the laws of the United States and make 
them applicable over this simple people, governed, in their every-day 
intercourse, in their tribal relations, by their own laws, It is pro; 
now to establish a different order there, making all the laws of the 
Government, all the laws of the United States ever enacted, applicable. 

I insist that it is not a proper provision in a bill which looks to the 
establishment of a Territorial form of government, 

Mr. STRUBLE. This is but a reproduction of part of two sections 
of the United States Statutes, namely, sections 1839 and 1891. I ask 
for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOOKER, it was 

jected. 
he Clerk read section 3 of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 4. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask my friend from Iowa to let the com- 
mittee rise. : 

Mr. STRUBLE. With the understanding that no amendments are 
to be offered to this section, I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the Oklahoma 
bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


COMMITTEE ON REFORM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE, 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service to present the following resolution and ask its 
its adoption: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be authorized to 
sit during the sessions of the House, and that the evidence taken in the inves- 
tigation ordered by the House, orsuch parts thereof as may be deemed neces- 
sary, be printed for the use of the committee. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 

the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was 
uested: 
a bill (S. 617) granting a pension to Haunah R. Langdon; 

A bill (S. 647) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds; 

A bill (S. 800) granting a pension to John Watson; 

A bill (S. 1150) to increase the pension of Adrian C. Dodge; 

A bill (S. 1221) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett; 

} S. 1239) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew; 

A bill (S. 1300) granting increase of pension to Alice Kelley; 

A bill (S. 1371) granting a pension to John C. Abbott; 

A bill (S. 2022) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hurlbutt; 

A bill (S. 2347) granting increase of pension to George L. Warren; 

A bill (S. 255) granting a pension to Lonisa V. Kilpatrick, widow 
of Maj. . Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2323) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River at or near Pendleton, Desha County, Arkansas; ‘ 

A bill (S. 1849) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Pierre, in Hughes County, and 
Stanley County, in the State of South Dakota; 

A bill (S. 2026) authorizing the construction of a free bridge across 
the Arkansas River, connecting Little Rock and Argenta, Ark. ; 

A bill (S. 1858) toshorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail and 
in the workhouse of the District of Columbia on account of good con- 
duct during confinement; 8 

A bill (S. 281) to validate acknowledgments taken before United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
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States, or by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of deeds 
recorded in said District; 

A bill (8. — for the relief of E. R. Shipley; and 
ach bill (S. 583) for the relief of the estate of Isaac W. Talkington, 


Mr. STRUBLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. PAYSON, Mr. Speaker, there are some personal requests of 
members pendin À : 
The SPEAKER. Pending that question, the Chair desires to lay 
before the House the following personal requests of members: 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, WICKHAM, fo? one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DARGAN, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SENEY, for ten days. 

Mr. STRUBLE’s motion was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as in- 

dicated below: ‘ 
SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 

Mr. McCORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 156) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Soutbern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying the same into effect; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 386) to construct a pub- 
lic building at Baton Rouge, La.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. = 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FREMONT, NEBR. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 533) for the 
erection of a public building at Fremont, Nebr.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW LONDON, CONN. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committes on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 159) for the 
erection of a public building at New London, Conn.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the aecompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SCRANTON, PA. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3331) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other Govern- 
ment offices in the city of Scranton, Pa., approved July 27, 1882; which 
was re‘erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLEGHENY, PA. 

Mr. DARLINGTON also, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 747) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Allegheny, Pa.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 596) for the 
erection of a public building at Hudson, N. Y.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LA FAYETTE, IND. 


Mr. POST, from the Committes on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 234) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at the city of La Fayette, Ind.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, EL PASO, TEX. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 844) to increase the limit of cost 
of the public building authorized by act of Congress, approved June 30, 
1886, to be erected at El Paso, Tex.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BURLINGTON, IOWA. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 302) to provide for the 

construction of a public building at Burlington, Iowa; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, MANKATO, MINN. 

Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 502) for a public build- 
ing at Mankato, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

` PUBLIC BUILDING, MILWAUKEE, WIS. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (8. 591) to increase 
the appropriation for the purchase of a site and erection of a public 
building at Milwaukee, Wis.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Sr. LOUIS EXPOSITION. 

Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 5874) to admit free of duty articles in- 
tended for the St. Lonis exposition in 1890 which may be imported 

from the Republic of Mexico; which was referred to the House Cal-s 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MOSES M. BANE. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5278) for the relief of Moses M. Bane; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

REMAINS OF JOEL BARLOW. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported a bill (H. R.7440) for the removal of the remains of Joel Barlow 
to the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASER OF SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 81) for the relief of purchasers and other 
grantees of the United States of certain swamp and overflowed lands, 
and to reimburse and indemnify certain States of the Union; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ST. JOSEPH’S POINT, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5168) for the establishment of a light-house at 
or near St. Joseph’s Point, in the State of Florida; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO, 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1332) granting to the city of Colorado Springs, 
in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water res- 
ervoirs; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HANNAH WARD, 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5626) granting a 

nsion to Hannah Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the 

V hole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BATTLE-FIELD OF BENNINGTON. 

Mr. SANFORD, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 610) relative to the Revolutionary battle-field of 
Bennington; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. = 

MONUMENT TO THE LATE WILLIAM HENRY HARRISON. 

Mr. SANFORDalso, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H, R. 710) for the erection of a monument 
to the late William Henry Harrison, of North Bend, Ohio; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENTAL COLUMN, BATTLE OF TRENTON. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8) in regard to a monumental 
column to commemorate the battle of Trenton; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. JOSEPH w. WHAM. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. 


Wham, paymaster of the United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. ATTWELL. 

Mr. OSBORNE also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 209) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to cause to be mustered William P. Attwell; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, SOUTH ST. PAUL. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 505) for the construction of a railroad and 
wagon bridge across the Mississippi River at South St. Paul, Minn.; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

J. KROPP. 

Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 3138) for the relief of J. Kropp, administrator of Chris- 
tian Kropp, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

W. J. TAPP & co. 

Mr, BUNN also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1329) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF NOAH NOBLE, DECEASED. 

Mr. BUNN also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1242) for the relief of the heirs of Noah Noble, 
deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH HAXTHAUSEN. N 

Mr. BUNN also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1308) for the relief of Joseph Haxthausen; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hanse, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


\ X RESOLUTIONS. 
The following resolutions were submitted and referred as follows: 
By Mr. MCKINLEY: 
Amend clause 2, Rule XIII, by adding thereto the following: 


Provided, That bills De eb adversely shall be laid on the table unless the 
committee re} s bill, or ane mapeater, within three days thereafter, shall 
request its reference to the Calendar, when it shall be referred as provided in 
clause 1 of this rule; i 


to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. MASON: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized to employ 
an additional laborer in thecloak-room of the Ho: at the same compensation 
now paid forsuch service, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

The following concurrent resolution of the Senate was taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Concurrent resolution to print the proceedings and final act of the International 

Marine Conference. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu: 

retary of State be, and heis hereby, authorized to have the final proceedings 


and final act of the International Marine Confere: 
the United States dele, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills and joint resolutions of the following titles 
were introduced by delivery to the Speaker for reference; which said 
bills were severally read twice, and referred as follows, namely: 

By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 7426) to provide for paying one-half 
of the expense of paving the streets around the United States custom- 
houseat St. Lonis, Mo.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Minois: A bill (H. R. 7427) to amend the act of 


June 27, 1884, to fix the pay of substitute letter-carriers, and for other 


purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7428) to amend section 3 of the act of August 2, 1882, 
to fix the pay of letter-carriers, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7429) to amend the act entitled” “An act to ex- 
tend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office Department, and for 
other purposes’’—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Joint resolution (H. Res. 114) authorizing and 
requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the improvement of the 
Harlem River navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 7430) to reimburse the States of Cal- 
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ifornia, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in the sup- 
pression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7431) to grantthe right 
of way to the Oklahoma Central Railway Company through the Indian 
5 and for other purposes to the Committee on the Public 

n 


By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 7432) making appropriation 
for the establishment of a military tin the interior of Alaska, and 
for the exploration and survey of the valley of the Yukon River—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

by Mr. DORSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7433) authorizing the 
issue of specie certificates redeemable half in gold coin and half insilver 
bullion equal in value to the gold half—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7434) to provide for the sur- 
vey of certain historic grounds, location, and military works—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 7435) relating to ports of entry and 
delivery and to immediate transportation of dutiable goods—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7436) to prohibit re- 
tired army and navy officers from drawing two salaries—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7437) to establish signal-display stations on Mid- 
dle and Thunder Bay Islands, in Lake Huron—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GEAR (by request): A bill (H. R. 7438) to establish a uni- 
versal street-railroad-transfer system in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7439) to amend 
chapter 20, Revised Statutes, relating to mechanics’ liens in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7441) for the re- 
lief of Mary A. Dougherty—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 7442) for the relief of Albert F. Aus- 
tin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 7443) for the relief of the estate 
of Janet McIntosh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7444) for the relief of the heirs of John T. Mason 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7445) for the relief of Patrick Gilfoil—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 7446) granting a pension to 
John L. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7447) making an ap- 
83 of $1,958 to reimburse Messrs. Crumbo and Melcher to 

e Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 7448) for the relief of John Red- 
mond—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7449) granting a pension o Ezra E. Annis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of Olive J. Stoughton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of William M. 
Hanley—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the estates of 
W. C. Hollis and George Hollis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATE: A bill (H. R. 7453) to increase the pension of Emily 
J. L. Harvey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 7454) for the relief of the repre- 
sentatives of Rebecca Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R, 7455) granting a pension to Julia 
McGiven—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 7456) to provide for the extension 
of letters patent for an improvement in insulating submarine ca- 
bles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Bu Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7457) for the relief of J. H. Staf- 
ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7458) for the relief of W. D. Walker—tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) for the relief of John Mack — to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7460) for the relief of Mrs. E. D. Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7461) for the relief of James Sessions to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7462) for the reliet of W. R. Billingelea— to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7464) granting a pension to 
Joseph 8. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7465) for the relief of Solomon 
Widdle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7466) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Alfred Rebsamen—to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Levi Mott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to Theodore Gardner— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 7469) for the relief of George Stodd 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7470) for the relief of Elisha Blevins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr, HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pen- 
sion to Hosea Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of Robert Travila—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7473) for the relief of George P. Hart- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7474) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Goble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 7475) granting a pension to 
George W. Gelvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 7476) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Louise F. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7477) granting a pension to Mrs. 
H. M. Foss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7478) granting a pension to Robert Foss—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7479) granting a pension to Gustavus Cooley to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7480) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John Cartin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7481) for the relief of 
the heirs of the estate of William M. Kimmons—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NUTE: A bill (H. R. 7482) increasing the pension of John 
P. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 7483) for the relief of Branon 
Thatcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7484) for the relief of 
the heirs of Joseph Kulage, deceased —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, ROGERS; A bill (H. R. 7485) for the relief of Henry W. 
Long—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7486) ting a pension to Hester 
A. Pickett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 7487) to open a navigable water way 
between Neuse River and Pamlico River, North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7488) for the relief of Mi- 
chael Bradley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 7489) for the relief of George W. 
Quintard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 7490) for the relief of Byt. Lieut. 
Col. Madison Cutts—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7491) for the relief of 
Ancil M. Canfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7492) for the relief of Edward 
Gray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

.  OHANGE.OF REFERENCE. 

A bill (H. R. 1673) granting a pension to Kate S. Church—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of Carl Branstrom—Committee on 
Military Affairs di , and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3532) for the relief of David C. Thompson—Commit- 
aa Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

A bill (H. R. 2311) for the relief of Rush Carley—Commitiee on Mili- 
tary Affairs di , and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2313) for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Charles K. 
Smith, jr.—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 133) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Petitions of Mary A. Dough- 
erty and Marshall Davis and Turner Bobbitt, for reference of their claims 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Memorial of the Raysville (Ind.) 
Monthly Meeting of Friends, against an expenditure for the increase 
5 re Navy and other warlike purposes to the Committee on Naval 

irs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition in favor of a bankrapt law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition and papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of the estate of W. C. and George Hollis—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: Papers relating to the claims of Gabriel Har- 
dison and Arrington Purify—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Papers relating to the claim of the estate of Re- 
becca Rhodes, deceased, widow of Joseph J. Rhodes, late major First 
Regiment Michigan Engineers and Mechanics—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Brewers’ Association of Detroit, against a tax on 
hops—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Memorial of the Legislature of Massachusetts, 
in favorof the transfer of the revenue marine to the Navy Department— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of Edward Callaghan, Scottdale, Pa., for an 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Pet'tion of ex-soldiers, asking the passage of a 
law granting pensions to the Missouri militia—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petitions of Thomas L. Pursley and Joseph D. 
Dobbs, that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of F. M. B. A. of Redfield, Kans., for 
legislation against monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance, La Cygne, Kans., for passage of 
bill to loan Government money to farmers at 2 per cent. — to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Theodore Gardner, for passage of bill to increase his 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the Legislature of Sonth Dakota, 
that a national soldiers’ home be established at Hot Springs, S. Dak.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, praying for the 
opening to settlement under the homestead act of a part of the Fort 
Randall military reservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial by the Legislature of South Dakota, for the ratifica- 
tion of the agreement made with the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of 
Sioux Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Memorial of the Legislature of North Da- 
kota, in fayor of pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition and papers relating to the claim of Daniel 
Bills, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of George Crilly, for relief against the 
unjust legislation known as the Des Moines River land grant,” in 
the State of Ilowa—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, petition of John Gerber Post, No. 562, Canaan, Ind., that the 
service-pension bill shall date from January 1, 1866, and made to add 
to the disability pensions under existing laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Memorial of G, A. Wright, Harlem and Mor- 
risania Consolidated Transportation Line, and 100 other business men 
of New York, requesting that the Fifty-first Congress authorize the 
Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates 
for the entire work of improving the Harlem River, New York, fora 
sum not exceeding $1,350,000, the work to be completed March 31, 
1892—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of members of Gettysburgh post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for passage of per diem pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of letter-carriers of Lincoln, Nebr., relating to salaries— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of ihe city council of Malden, Mass., in 
favor of the widening, deepening, and straightening of the Malden 
River to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of E. H. Kimmons and others, heirs of 
the estate of William M. Kimmons, that claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petitions of William Hardy and 53 others, and 
John F. St. John and 47 others, of Hutchinson, Kans,, asking for pas- 
sage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Lone Tree Farmers’ Alliance, asking for legis- 
lation for the relief of the farmers’ interest of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. k 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of veterans of Whitefield, N. H., in favor 
of pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of underwriters, merchants, and ship-owners of New 
England and New York, and residents of Scituate, for the continuance 
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of improvements to Scituate Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 49 citizens of the Third district 
of Michigan, for the of a law to prohibit gambling in grain 
and farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Memorials of the Legislature of South Dakota 
on various subjects, as follows: : 

Asking for location of soldiers’ home at Hot Springs, S. Dak.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Asking for the opening to settlement under the homestead act of a 
part of the Fort Randall military reservation, South Dakota—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Asking for pension legislation in accordance with recommendation of 
the national committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Asking for the relief of settlers upon Crow Creek reservation, South 
Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Asking the ratification of the agreement with the Sisseton and Wah- 
peton Indians of South Dakota for opening an Indian reservation—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Asking Congress to pay for session of Legislature of October 15, 1889, 
of said State—to the Committee on Claims. 

Asking for a preliminary survey of Big Stone Lake, South Dakota, 
and tributary streams, with view of erecting dikes on said lake and 
making it a permanent reservoir—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, memorial of the board of commissioners of Minnehaha County, 
Sonth Dakota, asking for correction of erroneous suryeys—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: Petition of letter-carriers of Troy, N. Y., 
in favor of H. R. 3863, relative to salaries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers relating to the claims of John L. 
Byrne and Ann L. Elliott to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Hester A. Pickett, for pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER; Petition of J. Madison Cutts, to be placed on 
the retired-list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRUBLE; Petition of Sioux Valley Alliance, Washta, 
Cherokee County, Iowa, to prevent gambling in farm products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of J. A. Niles and 50 others, farmers of 
Iowa, for the passage of a law to prevent gambling contracts in agri- 
cultural producits—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition in favor of repealing the 
arrears act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Memorial asking for the repeal of the act limit- 
ing the arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorials of the mayor and common couneil of Prairie du 
Chien and Board of Trade of La Crosse, Wis., favoring the establishment 
of a navy-yard at New Orleans, La,—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Also, memorial of Robert Chivas Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department gf Wisconsin, Milwaukee, opposing the dependent-peusion 
bill and favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition for improvement of Santa Monica 
Harbor, California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Memorial of ministers of Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Columbus, Ohio, for increase of chaplains in the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 26, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


CREDENTIALS. 

Mr, GORMAN presented the credentials of EPHRAIM K. WILSON, 
chosen by the Legislature of Maryland a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered to be 
placed on file. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
4th instant, a letter from the Adjutant-General, with correspondence 
on file in his office, relating to affairs at Guthrie and Oklahoma City, 
Ind. T.; which, with the accompanying papers, wasordered to be printed 
and lie on the table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of McPherson Post, No. 7, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Fremont, Nebr., praying for the passage of 
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a bill to remove the limitation in the act granting arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of J. Falkerson and 41 other 
farmers of Michigan, the petition of Leonard Wolfe and 127 other farm- 
ers of 1 the petition of Philip Rogers and 24 others, and the 
petition of H. Buss and 17 others, praying for legislation to prevent 
dealing in options on farm produce; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, DAVIS presented a memorial of citizens of Minnesota, remon- 
strating against the enactment of any law in regard to the observance 
of the Sabbath; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of 180 citizens of Wilmington, 
Del., praying fur the passage of a Sunday-rest law in the District of 
Columbia and in the Government mail and military service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Webster M. Raines, of Felton, Del., 
praying for the e of a bill to reimburse him for rentand damages 
to property at Eufaula, Ala., occupied for military purposes by the 
United States forces during the civil war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the poston of John W. Hays, T. M. 

Davis, C. W. Lowderback, and 41 others, of Union County, Arkansas. 

The petitioners represent that at the State election of September, 1888, 

a systematic reign of terror was inaugurated in Union County, Arkan- 
sas, for the purpose of defeating the popular will; that armed and reck- 
Jess mobs raided the county by night and day for weeks previous to 
the election, terrorizing the whites and whipping and shooting at col- 
ored voters. Lawless and dangerous desperadoes were imported tolead 
in these deeds; that blood was shed; colored voters were whipped with- 
out ; church worship and public schools were demoralized by 
systematic shotgun bushwhacking; citizens were banished and a long- 
established newspaper, the El Dorado Eagle, was suppressed, not to be 
resurrected under penalty of death of its editor, who was banished; that 
the Champagnolle ballot-box, with its 100 opposition majority, was forci- 
bly seized and carried off in the presence of a large armed force of the 
shotgun Democracy; that at El Dorado polling-box, a stronghold of 
the opposition to shotgun Democracy, but one such vote was allowed 
to be polled; that the Democrats appeared at the polls armed with 
Winchester rifles, shotguns, pistols, and Statearms, called needle guns, 
and terrorized white and colored voters; that the latter were brutally 
driven from the polls, many were beaten or knocked down with guns, 
and one was shot so badly that he died of his wounds; that the Demo- 
cratic candidates for assessor and county and probate judge on the shot- 
gun ticket were at the polls armed with guns and enlisted in this law- 
less onslaught to terrorize and drive away opposing voters; that the 
circuit judge of the State district court was also an eye-witness to this 
lawlessness and uttered no protest; that at Lisbon precinct colored 
voters while going to the polls peaceably and unarmed were fired upon 
from the brush, resulting in the killing of one and the wounding ef 
two others. 

Mr. HARRIS. T wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire if 
that is a brief statement of the petition he proposes to present? The 
rule requires a brief statement, and I simply desire to know from the 
Senator if that is a brief statement? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator wish me to answer before fin- 
ishing the statement of the petition or will he allow me to conclude? 

Mr, HARRIS. It is a direct violation of the rules of the Senate to 
read the entire petition. ‘That is what I want to call the attention of 
the Senator to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the rule, Mr. President, and I nn- 
derstand how the rule is construed. Iam not reading the petition; I 
am reading from as condensed a statement of itas I can make in justice 
to the petitioners; and, after the admonition of the Senator, I will pro- 


The petitioners represent that for the punishment of the offenders 
and for the redress of these wrongs there is no practicable recourse in 
their partisan courts; that the fruits of these revolutionary proceedings 
are (1) the exile of many of their most useful and honored citizens, 
including S. B. Baird, editor; J. G. Smith, F. M. Smith, and J. D. 
Milner, merchants; and Alexander Perdue, the then sheriff, whose resig- 
nation was demanded by the outlaws for no other canse than his op- 
position to their methods; (2) the exodus and great terror of hundreds 
of farm laborers; (3) the virtual disfranchisement of all the remaining 
voters opposed to their Bourbon methods. They say that their elec- 
tions are veritable farces, the results extending into and materially 
affecting the national election by its paralyzing influence over the timid 
voters; also by instigating the ignorant to acts of overt violence. For- 
the above reasons the petitioners make their fervent appeal for that 
protection guarantied by the Constitution of the United States. They 
say they desire a State and county government not only republican in 
in form, but also republican in spirit and practice, and that if the power 
does not reside in the Federal Government to efficiently protect them 
in their liberties and rights, then they must reluctantly accept con- 
fiscation and banishment or go to the bushes in deadly internecine 
strife in defense of life and honor. 


Mr, HARRIS. Mr. President, I rise toa question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will state his 
question of order. 8 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire the Chair to rule as to whether the state - 
ment the Senator from New Hampshire is presenting is not in violation 
of Si rule which requires a brief statement as to petitions and memo- 
rials. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls attention to the rule, which 
will be read by the Chief Clerk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Rule VII, paragraph 4, reads as follows: 

Every petition or memorial shall be signed by the pciitioner or memorialist, 
and have indorsed thereon a brief statement of its contents, and shall be pre- 
sented and referred without debate, ete. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire has stated that the 
statement he is making is as brief and compact n one as he can make 
with justice to the substance of the petition. I submit that the rule 
leaves that matter entirely to the discretion of the Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if he himself prepared that statement or does it purport to come from 
somebody else? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It gives me pleasure to be asked the question by 
the Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. Isaid that I wanted to know if the Senator was read- 
ing something that he wrote himself, or did he receive it, or purport to 
receive it, from some one else? 

Mr. CHANDLER, J will state that Iam stating something that I 
wrote myself. 

Mr. BERRY. I thought so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not receive it from anybody else or derive 
the language from anybody else. 

Mr. BERRY. It is not a petition, then, but a collection of rot and 
filth the Senator has collected himself and is now reading to the Senate. 
That is what I thought. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, it is a statement by me upon my responsi- 
bility as a Senator of the substance of the petition, and it was prepared 
by myself. I do not wish, Mr. President, to violate the rules of the 
Senate, I am only sorry that the Senator from Tennessee could not 
have taken occasion to comment on the practice, if he thinks it is ob- 
jectionable, of making full statements of petitions upon some other 
petition than one that concerns the rights of citizens, such us this. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to have the Chair rule as to whether 
that is the brief statement contemplated by the rule or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the statement made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, that the brief he has prepared is a condensed 
statement of the petition, the Chair is of the opinion that he has a right 
to conclude the reading of the paper. ; 

Mr. BERRY. If it comes from the Senator from New Hampshire 
himself, I donot think that it is an injury to Arkansas or to any of the 
people of Arkansas, and therefore I have no objection to its going in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lam very much gratified that the Senator allows 
me to present this petition and state the rest of it. It is quite a pleas- 
ure to be informed that a petition on this subject can be presented in 
the United States Senate with the consent of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The petitioners pray Congress to give them relief through the wis- 
dom and patriotism of its counsels and functions and to save the peti- 
tioners from civil and political thralldom. 

I also present the petition of J. G. Lauderdale, M. H. Johnson, W. 
L. Johnson, and 31 others, citizens of Union County, Arkansas, mak- 
ing the same representation; also, the petition of J. L. Dobson, II. S. 
Nelson, J. R. Phillips, and 20 others, of Johnson Township, Union 
County, Arkansas, making the same representations and prayer; also, 
the petition of W. T. Harriss, W. S. Willoughby, F. G. Burk, and 55 
others, of El Dorado Township, Union County, Arkansas, making the 
same representations and prayers; and, also, the petition ofS. C. Baskin, 
L. C. Burgess, Oliver Norsworthy, aud 21 others, of Lapile Township, 
Union County, Arkansas, making the same representations and prayer. 

T ask that the petition first presented by me, with the numes, may 
be printed, and also the names on the five petitions, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be irade, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the request? I did not hear it, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not ask that it be printed in the RECORD, 
but as a document. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordertd, if there be no ob- 


jection. The petitions will be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, and the first petition presented, with the names of all 
the petitioners, will be printed as a document. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of Mrs. Slizabeth R. Purviance, 
of Baltimore, Md., widow of Hugh T. Purviance, late rear-admiral 
United States Navy, praying to he allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, presented a resolution adopted by Typo- 
graphical Union No. 68, of Keokuk, Iowa, praying for an increase of 
wages in the Government Printing Office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. REAGAN. I present the petition of General John A. MecCler- 
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nand, of Illinois, Hon. A. B. Williams, of Arkansas, Hon. Alvin Saun- 
ders, of Nebraska, Hon. R. A. Robertson, of Indiana, Hon. G. L. God- 
frey, of Iowa, and Elijah Sells, esq., of Utah, accompanied by a letter 
from Hadley D. Johnson, esq., of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for 
the construction of a deep-water harbor at the port of Galveston, as 
recommended by the board of engineers appointed to select a place for- 
such a harbor; and approving the recommendation of the board of 
engineers for liberal appropriations for the improvement of the har- 
bors at Aransas Pass and at Sabine Pass. I move that the petition, 
with the accompanying letter, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, DOLPH presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oregon, praying that Port Angeles, State of Washington, be created 
a port of entry; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, Ore- 
gon, praying for the deepening of the channel on the west side of 
Swan Island; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring the location of the proposed 
navy-yard and docks for shipping at New Orleans; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Mrs. Caroline Baker Ste- 
vens, daughter of Col. E. D. Baker, who was killed at the battle of 
Ball's Bluff, in the war of the rebellion, October 21, 1861, praying for 
relief by way of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of colored citizens of Portland, Oregon, 
members of Lincoln Club, praying Congress, in the name of humanity 
and justice, to enact such legislation as will secure to the colored people 
of the South that protection to which they, as citizens of the United 
States, are justly entitled under the amendments of the Constitution 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorialsof supervisors and citizens 
of the Territory of Arizona, remonstrating against. the re of the 
desert-land act; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Quincy, III., en- 
gaged in the manufacture of cigars, praying that the tax on cigars and 
the internal-revenue system be retained; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. CALL presented a resolution of the city council of the town of 
Lake City, Fla., in reference to the improvement of the entrance to 
Cumberland Sound, Florida, and favoring an appropriation for that 
purpose; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2698) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Andrew J. Konkle, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2863) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1198) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at San José, Cal., reported it with an 
amendment. i . 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (5. 2296) for the relief of the Union Iron Works of San Fran- 
on Cal., reportgd it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1376) for the relief of James E. Walter, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1314) granting a pension to Davis Foster, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1078) for the relief of Henry D. O'Brien, 
late postmaster of St. Anthony, Minn., reported adversely thereon ; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 7 

Ile also, from the same committee, ted a bill (S. 2864) for the 
relief of Henry D. O’Brien, late postmaster at St. Anthony, Minn.; 
which was read twice by its title. 

He alse, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted the 
bill (S. 1934) for the relief of O. M. Laraway, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 1753) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted 
men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr, EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 257) in regard to a monumental column to com- 
memorate the battle of Trenton, in the State of New Jersey, and ap- 
propriating $30,000 therefor, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. ING. from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5235) to change and fix the time of holding terms 
of the district and circuit courts at Texarkana, Ark., reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2655) to change and fix the time for holding terms of the district 
and circuit courts at Texarkana, Ark., reported adversely thereon, and 
moved that the bill be postponed indefinitely; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2865) granting to the Jackson- 
ville, St. Angustine and Halifax River Railway Company a right of 
way across the United States military reservation at St. Augustine, 
Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2866) for the relief of Engene A. Ban- 
croft; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2867) granting a pension to Caroline D. 
Morris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2858) defining to- 
tal helplessness; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2869) granting arrearage of pension to 
Joseph S. Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 2870) granting a pension to Geor- 
giana C, Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2871) for the relief of James H. Sentz; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2872) for the relief of William W. 
Arnett; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 2873) granting a 
pension to Eliza J. Brannon; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2874) to incorporate 
the Atlantic, Mexican Gulf and Mississippi River Barge Canal Com- 
pany, aud to grant to it the right of way through the lands of the United 
States and the waters within the admiralty jurisdiction thereof along 
its route; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2875) to estab- 
lish a universal street-railroad-transfer system in the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. VANCE (by request of the Farmers’ National Alliance) intro- 
duced a bill (S. 2876) to establish a system of Government storehouses 
for‘agricultural products, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S, 2877) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to establish new harbor lines in Portage 
Lake, Houghton County, Michigan; whieh was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2878) for the relief of Frederick Carlisle; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Ann 
E. Cooney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2880) for the relief of the North- 
western Express, Stage and Transportation Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations. 

Mr. CALL (at the request of the Fruit Growers’ Association of Flor- 
ida) introduced a bill (S. 2881) to increase the duty on oranges to $1 a 
box containing two hundred oranges, and corresponding rates onsmaller 
packages; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2882) granting a pension to 
Jackson Donald; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2883) for the relief of Mrs. Julia M. 
Marsball; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 3 

Mr. INGALLS. I introduce a bill prepared by the Medical Society 
of the District of Columbia, and present it at thtir request. 

The bill (S. 2884) to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and diph- 


theria in the District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Epidemic Dis 
eases. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2885) to repeal certain provisos 
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in the act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 2, 1889; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2886) for the relief of Hiram 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to Ashael 
Crow; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2888) granting a pension to Henry Thomp- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. = 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2889) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah F. Bridges; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2890) to grant remus- 
ter and pay to John A. Spielman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 291) granting a pension to Virginia 
Hively; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of 
Smith J. Shafer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2893) increasing the pension of Charles 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 61) au- 
thorizing and requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the im- 
provement of Harlem River navigation; whith was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave been requested bya large number of citi- 
zens of this city to offer two amendments to House bill 3711, being the 
District appropriation bill. I move that the amendments be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FLORIDA RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. CALL. Isubmita resolution which I ask to have printed and 
lie over until to-morrow morning, when I shall desire to submit a few 
observations in regard to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the Florida Central and Peninsula Railroad Company claims the 
right to sell the alternate sections of land on the line of the railroad from Waldo 
to Tampa, Fia., under the act of Congress approved May 17,1896; and 

Whereas the said grant was made to the State of Florida, subject to the dis- 
poral of the Legisiature of the State of Florida; and 
Neres the Legislature of the State of Florida has never disposed of said 

nd; an 

Whereas the State of Florida in 1868 by a joint resolution of her Legislature 
declared to Congress that the State had not complied with the conditions of 
sald net of Congress, and prayed for a new grant on conditions that excluded 
the Florida Railroad Company, from which the said Florida Central and Pe- 
Hinsula Railroad Company claims the right to said land: Therefore, 

Tie il resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, directed to institute such proceedings as will prevent any further sales 
of such lands until Congress shall provide such laws as will give patents to all 
actual settlers for 100 acres of land, and to all purchasers in good faith for land 
not exceeding 1% acres, and to all purchasers of lots in town sites. and for open- 
ing the remainder of said land to homestead entry and settlement. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be printed. 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That in the consideration of the resolution introduced by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] February 25, 1890, and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, said committee be authorized to employ 
a stenographer, to be paid from the contingent fund. 

Mr. HOAR, Idare say that it will not be necessary to employ a 
stenographer, but I thought if the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
or any other Senator should make statements before the committee it 
=e be desirable for the Senate that they should be taken down. It 
will be an expense of a few dollars only, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears 
none. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. [Putting 
the question} The resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose the resolution should be recorded as having 
been adopted by unanimous consent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘There is no objection to the passage 
of the resolution. 

CHEROKEE OUTLET INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. BUTLER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians 
be, and it is, authorized and empowered to investigate the status of the ne- 


gotiations between the United States Government and the Cherokee tribe 
of Indians in relation to the tract of country known as the Cherokee Outlet, 
with power to send for persons and papers, to employ a stenographer, and to 
administer oaths, and thit they have leave to hold sessions of a select com- 
mittee during the sessions of the Senate, all necessary expenses incurred under 
— e eee of this resolution to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from South Carolina asks 
that the resolution be considered now. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose it will not lead to debate. 

Mr. INGAELS. Such resolutions usually go to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. A resolution of a similar character was passed awhile 
ago without going to that committee. It simply proposes to give us 
authority to sit during the sessions of the Senate and to make a certain 
investigation. 

Mr. INGALLS. It provides also for the employment of stenographers 
and clerks and the payment of the necessary expenses out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. The rules require specifically that all reso- 
lutions imposing a charge upon that fund shall first be referred to the 
Committee to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
for consideration, in order, in the first place, that it may be ascertained 
whether there is a sufficient fund, and, in the next place, upon the sug- 
gestion of the mover, what the necessity is for the proposed investigation. 

I am aware that a resolution similar in its terms was passed without 
that reference, and that is an illustration of the injurious effect of bad 
precedents. During the long period of my service here I recall no other 
instance in which the requirement of the rule has been waived. I shall 
make no objection, however. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask that the resolution be put on its passage. 

Mr. HOAR. There have been two or three such cases within my 
knowledge, and in regard to another subject I introduced a resolution 
where there was to be an expense of only some five or ten dollars, and 
it was agreed to by unanimous consent. I do not see why unanimous 
consent may not waive the rule in exceptional cases. 

Mr. BUTLER. The expense will be very slight in this case. There 
is no provision fora clerk, The committee already has a clerk. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the resolution be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object, if there is to be debate. Otherwise I have 
no objection to a vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. There will be no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair hears no objection, and 
the resolution will be considered. It is moved that the resolution be 
adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me. I understand that the 
proper mode of putting the question on the resolution is, Is there unan- 
imous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the unanimous 
adoption of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the resolution 
is adopted. 

MEAT EXPORTATION AND INSPECTION, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 2594) pro- 
viding for an inspection of meats for exportation, prohibiting the im- 
portation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and authorizing the 
President to make proclamation in certain cases, and for other purposes, 
it being a bill of great importance to all parts of the country. It was 
passed in the last Congress by the Senate withont debate and without 
dispute. I will state that it would add greatly to our diplomatie and 
commercial interests to have the bill passed at the present time. 

Mr, PADDOCK. I should like to have the bill go over for the day. 

Mr. EVARTS. I gave notice that at the close of the morning busi- 
ness to-day I should call up a privileged resolution now on the Calen- 
dar, Order of Business 576, in regard to the election by the Senate of 
President pro tempore. Iam willing to yield that position for the pur- 

> of carrying some measure that is pressing, but otherwise than that 
I shall desire to insist upon my privilege. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator will allow me, I will simply say 
that the title of the bill shows its nature. The terms of it have been 
carefully gone over 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me to make a brief state- 
ment, I should like to say to him that the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry have been considering some amendments to the bill, and 
I should be glad to have it go over, as the committee have not had an 
opportunity yet to determine fully on the question. I should like to 
have the bill go over fur the day at least. Then I can have a chance 
to confer with the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Upon the suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska, 
that another committee will perhaps propose amendments to the bill, 
I have no objection to its going over for the present; but I wish to call 
it up soon and to impress upon the Senate the importance of its early 


passage, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio withdraws his 
request, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my motion for the present, at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska, 


KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILWAY BRIDGE. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York yield to me for a mo- 
ment on a matter that will not detain the Senate? 

Mr. EVARTS. I will yield if it is understood that after the matter 
is disposed of I shall have the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendment of the other House to Senate bill 2185. The bill came 
from the House yesterday with an amendment which lies on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2185) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Arkansas River in the Indian Territory; 
which was, in section 2, after the word war,” to insert: 

That all railway companies desiring to use said bridge shall have and be en- 
titled to equal rights and privileges in the passages of the same, and in the use of 
the machinery and fixtures thereof and of all approaches thereto, underand upon 
such terms and conditions as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War, upon 
hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties in case they shall not agree. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate agree to the House amendment 
with an amendment thereto, in line 3 of the House amendment, to 
— ont the word passages and insert the word passage in lieu 

ereo 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, early in this session several resolu- 
tions were introduced relative to a subject which had been discussed 
at the last session of Congress in the Senate as tothe tenure of office 
of President pro tempore spoken of in the Constitution, and on this 
single point, whether it was competent for the Senate to elect a Presi- 
dent pro tempore at the pleasure of the Senate, who, so long as that 
pleasure should last, should hold the place and so occupy the chair 
whenever the absence of the Vice-Presidentshould make it proper that 
a President pro tempore should take that seat. The Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, considering these resolutions, authorized and di- 
rected a report of a resolution which should declare the sense of the 
Senate on this subject, and I ask that that resolution now may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution called up by the Senator 
from New York will be read: 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is competent for the Senate to elect a President ages tempore, 
who shall hold the oftice during the pleasure of the Senate and until anotheris 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof when the Vice-President is absent. 

Mr. EVARTS. The subject has been discussed in reference to other 
points bearing upon the tenure of a President pro tempore, and also 
upon the point now submitted. In 1861 there was a very intelligent 
and comprehensive debate in which Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, and 
Mr. Bayard, the elder Bayard, of Delaware, conducted the discussion 
on the one side and the other. The result of that debate I think was 
and an examination of the record of that debate will show whether I 
am right or not—a very general conclusion that asa new question there 
could not be any doubt that the convenience and the dignity of the Sen- 
ate would be consulted by having this permanent position established 
of the right to take the chair on casual vacancies so long as the Senate 
itself should desire that the power should repose in the elected Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

But there was a feeling, and it so appeared in the debate, that the 
general sentiment, if not the general action, of the Senate had been the 
other way; in other words, that there was some imperative injunction 
in the Constitution which should confire the Senate in its privilege of 
electing a President pro tempore to the actual absence of the Vice-Presi- 
dent, and not beyond the then current absence which might become 
permanent in some way. Lately it was discussed in this Chamber at 
the last Congress, and it has been very generally considered, I think, 
in the Committee on Privileges and Elections of that Congress and of this, 

The provisions of the Constitution on this subject are very simple. 
They are found in Article I, section 3. paragraphs 4 and 5. Paragraph 
4, for the purpose of my present argument, simply declares that the 
Vice-President shall be the President of the Senate. Paragraph 5 di- 
rects that the Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a Presi- 
dent pro tempore in the-absence of the Vice-President or when he should 
discharge the office of President under the Constitution. 

There was a report in 1876, which I hold in my hand, which disposes 
of somewhat important suggestions that are acquiesced in fully. There 
was one question, whether a President pro tempore chosen at one session 
of theSenate should vacate that place, that post, that office, at the open- 
ing of the next session or after the first recess of the Senate. This com- 
mittee were entirely of opinion, and there is now, I suppose, no differ- 
ence in the Senate on that point, that that did not terminate the office 
of President pro tempore. Another question was whether it would be 
terminated if the Vice-President should be permanently withdrawn by 
death or resignation—whether that would terminate the office of Presi- 


dent pro tempore. There it was held that that occurrence should not 
and would not terminate the office. It appears now that there is left 
for consideration only this: whether as a matter of constitutional obli- 
gation it is essential that the Senate should confine the existence and 
authority of a President pro tempore to the immediate occasion of the 
particular absence of the Vice-President on which he is elected. 

This resolution, as the Senate will perceive, holds that in the true 
constitutional view the place of President pro tempore is, properly speak- 
ing, an office with the assignation of the absence of the Vice-President 
or his elevation to the Presidency as an indication of the space and op- 
portunity for which an election should be made, and that the qualifi- 
cation in the fifth clause of the third section of the first article does not 
carry at all any impression to the contrary. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that I ought at this stage of the mat- 
ter, until it shall appear that now there is repugnance to the view 
which I present and which the committee have presented, to go further 
into the discussion of the question. Under the law of 1792 the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate held, in acertain contingency, aright to 
sueceed to the Presidency; that is to say, on the withdrawal of the 
President and Vice-President from the chief place in the Government, 
the President pro tempore of the Senate would take the place in suc- 
cession. While that act of 1792 was in force there were opportunities 
and occasions for debate and adherence to one view or the other as in- 
volving a somewhat important consideration, 

But as the law now stands, by which the President pro tempore of the 
Senate never comes into this position, the question as to his tenure is 
limited entirely to the consideration which should be determined, first, 
by the constitutional obligation, if it is so affirmed that it can not be 
otherwise treated, and, secondly, if it is open to consideration, whether 
the dignity and propriety of affairs should not lead to the election of a 
permanent President pro tempore—permanent in the sense of holding at 
the pleasure of the Senate and not requiring an instant and frequent 
election or re-election upon exigencies of the nature that would call 
into action such a power. 

I believe the best source for interpretation, if we should go outside 
of the language of the Constitution, which I am satisfied bears the con- 
struction I put upon it, would be in the State constitutions and the con- 
struction and habits of the States under similar provisions. Inourown 
State, sir, it has always been settled that under similar phrases of our 
constitution where we have a provision for the lieutenant-governor be- 
ing president of the senate, it has always been the course to elect a per- 
manent president pro tempore or president of the senate. I believe in 
other States, with whose governments a number of other Senators are 
more familiar than I am, the course of construction has been the same. 

No Senator can see more clearly than I do the very great inconven- 
ience of being dependent, entirely without a presiding officer, when a 
merely casual, unexpected, and unannounced, and yet -necessary ab- 
sence of the Vice-President may require that there should be some one 
to take the chair. 

Indeed, if the Senate should be close, as in its history it has been, it 
is very much better that the question should be settled, only to be re- 
versed by the Senate at its pleasure, and not be left open as a question 
of contention whenever the chance may offer for a very narrow conten- 
tion of a divided Senate, which might arise. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senate will now dispose of this question, 
and I think it will be in favor of the resolution as reported from the 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, perhaps, as a member of the committee 
to whom this resolution was referred, I may be permitted to make one 
or two observations. 

I was originally of opinion that the proper interpretation of the Con- 
stitution was the other way, and I was led to that opinion by the fact 
that the unbroken precedent had been the other way; but on careful ex- 
amination of the question I am now satisfied that the better constitu- 
tional argument upon the question as an original one is in favor of the 
conclusion which has been stated by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evanrrts], for the reasons which he has stated and for other reasons 
which might be added if it were required. 

Of course nobody doubts that the Senate may make this election ev 
time the Vice-President leaves the chair if it pleases; and if the atle 
bility of succession to the Presidency remained in the President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate in case of a vacancy in the office of President and 
Vice-President, I should not be disposed to consent to depart from a 
practice which has the support of unbroken usage; and in that case it 
might be well argued as a matter of expediency that the most recent 
expression of the will of the Senate in regard to the officer who should 
so succeed ought to be the one which had designated and called him to 
the chair and to the possibility of succession. But it is now a matter 
merely for the convenience of the Senate, and there can be no question 
that the most convenient rule is that which, as it seems to me, has the 
better original argument on its side; therefore, I am prepared to support 
the resolution which the Senator from New York has reported. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I was not aware that this matter 
would come up this morning. At the last session I believe a similar 
resolution was presented and I gave the matter some consideration, and 
whilst I differ with some diffidence from the conclusions of a committee 
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so able as the Committee on Privileges and Elections, yet my examina- 
tion thoroughly convinced me that the practice, the uniform, unbroken 
practice of the Senate of the United States for a hundred years, and 
the uniform and unbroken practice of the House of Commons in England 
for five hundred years did settle the meaning of the Constitution adverse 
to the position assumed by the committee. 

I can not now, Mr. President, on this short notice, recall all the argu- 
ments which led me to that conclusion. I would therefore, if it would 
suit the convenience of the Senate—and it is an important matter of 
declaration and not of action—be obliged if the resolution could * 
over, so that I might refresh my mind as to the arguments and the his- 
torical facts, because they are important, which enter into the solution 
of the question. I ask, then, as the opinion that I entertain on this 
question is concurred in by some of the soundest lawyers in the Senate 
and as it has received the uniform sanction of this body for one hun- 
dred years ask that the resolution may lie over for a day at least, in 
order that there may be opportunity given for the examination of the 

uestion. 

is Certainly, what is proposed isa very grave innovation upon the practice 
of the Senate and a very grave rture from the uniform construction 
placed upon the Constitution by this body during the whole of its life- 
time. I therefore ask the Senator from New York if it would be con- 
venient to him, as no action is proposed by the Senate, but a mere decla- 
ration of opinion, that the further consideration of this resolution be 
postponed until Monday or Tuesday next, or, if that is too long, until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, if this resolution is adopted I should 

to follow it either to-day or to-morrow with a motion to proceed 
to elect a President pro tempore with the continuance of service that is 
contemplated by this resolution, and I have heard that there might be 
some occasion whereby we should need to proceed to an election, and I 
should like to have the election which is to come on held under this 
resolution if possible. Therefore, if the Senator from Mississippi will 
allow me to suggest to him that to-morrow it be taken up I shall be 
very much obli to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. That will do, Mr. President. I shall be perfectly 
content to answer on the part of the uniform practice of the Senate for 
one hun years on to-morrow morning. t 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over until to-mor- 
row morning. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Let us proceed with the Calendar. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will be proceeded with, 
commeneing at the point where its consideration stopped yesterday. 


EMMA L. SELFRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 2195) granting a pension to Emma L. Selfridge was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Emma L. Selfridge, widow of James L. Self- 
ridge, late colonel of the Forty-sixth Pennsylvania Regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. HUTTON. 


The bill (S. 443) granting a pension to William T. Hutton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of William T. Hutton, late of Company H, Fifth 
ment Missouri State Militia Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. SHIVERS. 


The bill (S. 444) granting a pension to William H. Shivers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-rolls the name of William H. Shivers, of Missouri, late a mem- 
of Company K, Sixtieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. BOYLES. 


The bill (S. 2348) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Boyles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of George W. Boyles, private Com- 
pany G, Seventy-second Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $24 per 
month. = 

The bill was reporied to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET WHITE. 


The bill (S. 2064) placing the name of Bridget White on the pension- 
rolls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
piace the name of Bridget White, widow of William White, deceased, 

te private Company I, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
on the pension-rolls. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH W. YODER. 


The bill (S. 1509) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. TURPIE. Pending that order of business, Lask leave to report, 
from the Committee on Pensions, the bill (H. R. 3266) for the relief of 
the heirs of Noah W. Yoder, and ask that it may be substituted and 
considered in place of the Senate bill. It is precisely the same as the 
bill before the Senate; and then I shall ask that the Senate bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill reported by the Senator from In- 
diana will be considered as before the Senate, if there be no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 3266) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder, 

It is a direction to the Secretary of the Interior to adjudicate the pen- 
sion claim of Catherine Z. Yoder, late widow of Noah W. Yoder, second 
lieutenant of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and 
to pay to the surviving children of Yoder a pension at the rate provided 
by the general pension laws, from the date of his death until they sev- 
erally arrive at the age of sixteen years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURPIE. Now I move that Senate bill 1509, on the same 
subject, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


OSCAR K. ROGERS. 


The bill (S. 1527) for an increase of pension to Oscar K, Rogers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Oscar K. Rogers, late of Company B, Twenty- 
eighth Michigan Volunteers, at the rate of 850 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. CUMMINGS. ` 

The bill (S. 650) granting a pension to William H. Cummings was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William H. Cummings, Company I, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. DOLPH. Was Order of Business*251, being the bill (S. 174) 
fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States district 
courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes, called up or did 
we commence on the Calendar where we left off yesterday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The call began where it left off yesterday, 
with Order of Business 265. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is out 
at this moment, but he requested me, if the bill to which I refer was 
reached, to move to take it up with the understanding that the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] would be prepared to address the 
Senate, and when he concluded. if the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] was not prepared to go on, the bill should go over. Is the 
Senator from Mississippi prepared to proceed this morning? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam ready to go on, but I should prefer, if it suits 
the Senate, that the matter should be laid over until the Sehator from 
Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN ] is prepared to participate in the debate. The 
Senator from Alabama has given a great deal of consideration to this 
measure, and he has been unwell for a month and is now only conva- 
lescent, and not able, with ease to himself and without pain, to partici- 
pate in the debate. 

The measure is one of very great importance to the people of this 
country, and I should be glad if, with the consent of the Senate, there 
could be a postponement of it until the Senator from Alabama is in a 
condition to render that efficient service in debate which he always 
renders when there is a question before the Senate in which he takes 
an interest. As for me, I simply say that of course I abide by the 
agreement I made with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], to go 
on with the matter to-day. ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we shall go on with the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should not like that any trouble of mine with re- 
spect to myself should interfere at all with the business of the Senate. 
My difficulty at present is that I am not capable of hearing the debate 
as it progresses as I ought to do if I should participate in it. 

This measure is one that has attracted my attention and opposition 
heretofore, and I feel that I owe a duty tomy own State about it which 
I should like to explain to the Senate, but for the present my physi- 
cian advises me that I ought not to participate in the public debates or 
the Senate. 

I will say this, however, Mr. President, that I shall not ask to defer 
the bill on my own account if it is considered important that it should 
be pressed. Other gentlemen can take up the debate and go on with it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to say in connection with this 
matter that it will be utterly impossible to dispose of the bill under 
the five-minute rule, and it must necessarily go over unless it be taken 
up by order of the Senate. I hope the Senator from Oregon will not 
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attempt to displace the Calendar, the regular order, at this hour, but 
will move to take the bill up at some other time. 

Mr. DOLPH. Has the Senator concluded ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was going to conclude by saying that I 
object to the consideration of the bill at this hour, 

Mr. DOLPH. It has already been objected to, but the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has come in and I call the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the position of affairs. 

The Calendar was taken up and Senate bill 174, to increase the sala- 
ries of the district judges, was not reached. I arose to make a motion 
or to ask for its consideration, but there is objection to considering it 
in the morning hour. I stated that the Senator from Massachusetts 
had given notice of an intention to move to take up the bill this morn- 
ing. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] stated that he could 

o on to-day, but hoped the bill would be postponed on accountof the 
E iator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. The Senator from Alabama 
is not in a condition to go into general debate, but will not ask to have 
the bill postponed on his account. There are several objections to tak- 
ing up the bill, but I surrender the matter to the Senator reporting the 
bill. I have acted according to his request. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Massachusetts will allow me just 
one word. I want him and the Senator from Oregon to distinetly un- 
derstand that so far as I am individually concerned I abide by the 
agreement. The appeal I made for delay for my friend from Alabama 
[Mr MorGan] was an appeal to those Senators alone, and not to any- 
body else. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what I propose to the Senate to do is 
this: To take up the bill, and I desire myself to be heard upon it 
briefly; I think I shall not take five minutes. I do not propose to go 
into the general debate; indeed I am not very well in a condition to 
doso, and I do not think it is necessary. Then, when I have said what 
I have to say, £ should like to have the Senator from Mississippi make 
his speech on the bill, as he had proposed to do, and according to the 
understanding, as far as our understanding could affect ourselves, that 
he should. Then, if the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] prefers 
not to proceed now, but desires to proceed at a future day, I propose 
for one to agree to that arrangement, so that his convenience shall be 
considered in the matter. But I should like very much to have the 
bill taken up, as was understood yesterday, and unless a motion has 
been made I move that the Senate take up the bill notwithstanding 
the objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be taken up, if there be no 
objection. s 

Mr.SHERMAN. That involves the postponement of the whole Cal- 
endar. The Chair ought, therefore, to put the question, 

Mr. HOAR. The motion is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it ought to ke put formally, and the vote of 
the Senate taken upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that the bill (S. 174) fixing the salaries of the 
several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per an- 
num and for other purposes be taken up for present consideration. 

The Chair put the question, and declared that the “noes” appeared 
to prevail: 

Mr. DOLPH. Task for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 8, noes 13. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask for the yeas and nays, There is no quorum vot- 


ing. 

Mr. GEORGE. If I may be allowed to make the suggestion to the 
Senator from Oregon, who has made a demand for the yeas and nays, 
that is usually a test question as to whether 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I make a remark to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts? 

A motion to take up when the yeas and nays are called is regarded 
as a test motion as to whether the parties voting for it or against it are 
in favor of or against a bill. Lam against this bill and yet Ishould feel 
under some embarrassment in voting against taking it up after I made 
the agreement I did with the Senator from Oregon, 

Mr. CULLOM. May I make a suggestion? As I understand it, the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts is that he be allowed to 
take up the bill for the purpose of making some brief remarks, with the 
expectation that the Senator from Mississippi will do likewise to-day, 
and then the bill go over. Itseems to me, if that is the desire of these 
two gentlemen, there ought not to be any question of the yeas and nays, 
but that we should allow that to be done without taking up the time 
of the Senate in calling the roll on the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts making his remarks now. The Senator from Mississippi has 
already said that he does not desire to speak to-day, and another Sena- 
tor says he can not speak now, but he is willing, if you force him, to 
stand by the agreement. I understand the Senator to say now he would 
speak because he considers himself under an obligation by some private 


arrangement between the gentlemen to speak, but he would rather have 
the bill go over. However, I withdraw my objection. — 

Mr. HOAR. I hope I may be allowed to say a word. When this 
rule was adopted I made the suggestion that, while it has worked for 
the convenience of the Senate in many respects, it had worked a great 
injury to the transaction of business in this, that the most important 
measures are measures as to which there is a difference of opinion either 
in principle or detail, and the result is that of the business which is 
done by unanimous consent a large part is of very little public impor- 
tance, and yet it takes up the time of our session to the exclusion of 
important public interests about which there is the slightest division 
of opinion. The result is that we are making of the Senate a mechan- 
ism to grind out rather useless grist of an inferior quality, taking away 
from it its character of a debating body and excluding from the consid- 
eration of the Senate the great, important interests of the country about 
which the people desire redress. The answer to that was that under 
this rule, when measures of importance were reached in order, it would 
be perfectly in order, as the rule itself prescribes, to move to take them 
up, notwithstanding the five-minute limitation. Now, here are men 
who have been driven off the bench in our important seaports in this 
country in consequence of the meagerness of the salary, especially in 
the well known case of his honor Judge Choate in the city of New York, 
a brilliant jurist of a brilliant family of a brilliant race, intended by 
nature and Providence for that special function, and he was asked to 
administer it in the great city of New York on the petty salary of four 
or five thousand dollars. 

This matter came up yesterday, and the friends and the leading o 
ponentof the bill, the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}, 
agreed yesterday when it came up that it should go over until to-day, 
and then we should ask the Senate to take it up and hear the arguments 
pro and con, except that if the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
owing to the condition of his health, preferred to speak at a later time, 
it should then go over. Of course that agreement Pinds nobody except 
the two Senators who made it; but it does seem to me a reasonable re- 
quest. If instead of asking to take this bill np in this way, I bad given 
notice yesterday that I was going to make a speech of an hourand the 
Senator from Mississippi had given notice that he was going to make 


one, the universal custom of the Senate would have allowed us the 


time for that purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nobody will object to the Senator proceeding. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I objected to the consideration of the bill 
under a misapprehension. I have no desire to interfere with the wish 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to proceed and make his speech on 
the bill. .I simply did not want the bill taken up now so as to compel 
the Senator from Alabama and other Senators to speak who are not 
prepared to do so; but understanding the matter as I do now, on the 
statement made by the Senator from Ohioand the Senatorfrom Massa- 
chusetts, I withdraw whatever objection I made. K 

Mr. HOAR. I will state to the Senate—and I should like to have 
the Senator from Alabama hear what I say—that I withdraw this mo- 
tion with the leaye of the Senate, and give notice that on Thursday, 
letting this bill maintain its place on the Calendar without prejudice 
in the mean time, I shall move to take it up notwithstanding the ob- 
jection, 

Mr. HARRIS. To-morrow or to-morrow week ? 

Mr. HOAR. I will name a later day; I will say next Monday, and 
if then it shall be agreeable and convenient to the Senator from Ala- 
bama to express his views upon it, I will make the motion, and let it 
go over for the present. r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will be proceeded with. 


ANNA A. PROBERT. 

The bill (S. 511) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Anna A. Probert, widow of George ©. Probert, 
late a first lieutenant in the Third Ohio Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL CARTER. 

The bill (S. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. j 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, to add: 

Less the amount received by him as the pay of a commodore on the retired- 
list during said period. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That Rear-Admiral Samuel P, Carter, of the United States Navy, be paid, out } 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the pay and com- 
pensation of a rear-admiral on the retired-list from and after the date of his 
promotion on the retired-list to the rank of rear-admiral, less the amount re- 
ceived by him as the pay of a commodore on the retired-list during said period. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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VIRGINIA L. M. EWING. 
The bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. M. 
Ewing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Virginia L. M. Ewing, widow of 
Charles Ewing, brigadier-general United States Volunteers, at the rate 
of $50 per month, 
M. C. MORDECAT. 

The bill (S. 1381) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. Randolph 
Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Jacob I. Cohen and J. Randolph Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mor- 
decai, $6,400, in full compensation for the postages on mails transported 
by him in the steamer Isabel, or any other steamer, from Charleston, S. 
C., to Havana, Cuba, via Savannah, Ga., and Key West, Fla., from the 
1st of October, 1859, to the 20th of July, 1860. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. SARAH H. WOOD. 


The bill (S. 1016) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Mrs. Sarah II. Wood, widow, of Baltimore, Md., 
$1,344.44, being the proceeds of $2,240.74 in legal money taken from 
the Bank of Louisiana, at New Orleans, La., by Capt. J. W. McClure, 
assistant quartermaster, under military order numbered 202, Depart- 
ment of the Gulf, dated August 17, 1863, and by him turned over to 
Col. S. B. Holabird, chief quartermaster of that department, and by 
him disbursed and accounted for,to the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, 


The bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri was announced as next in order on the Cal- 
endar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over temporarily, 
in the absence of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] who reported it. 


ABSENTEE SHAWNEE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


The bill (S. 597} to authorize the conveyance of certain absentee 
Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] 
being absent, I ask that that bill go over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

ALICE k. ROBERTSON. 

The bill (S. 680) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It directs theSecretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Alice E. Robertson, of Malvern, Hot Spring County, Arkan- 
sas, $2,800, for improvements owned by her on the Hot Springs Mount- 
ain reservation, seized and condemned by the Hot Springs Commission, 
but not paid for because destroyed by fire before appraisal or adjudica- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS IN ORMSBY COUNTY, NEVADA, 

The bill (S. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, 
State of Nevada was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to reconvey to the county of 
Ormsby, Nevada, the land conveyed to the United States by S. C. 
Wright, in behalf of that county, on the 9th of July, 1888, for the pur- 

of an Indian industrial school in pursuance of the act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with warious Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes,“ approved June 29, 1888, the Indian Department hav- 
ipg rejected the land and the county of Ormsby having conveyed other 
land to the United States for the school. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SURETIES OF W. J. STOKES. 


The bill (S. 607) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, 
sr., Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to release and discharge from 
all liability to the United States William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, sr., 
Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins, as sureties on the bond of 
William J. Stokes, as pension agent at Nashville, Tenn., their heirs, 
executors, aud administrators, - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF THOMAS NILES. 


The bill (S, 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased, 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the personal representatives of Thomas Niles, 
deceased, late of Gloncester, Mass., $6,050, in full compensation for 
damages to the land of Niles, near Gloucester, by the erection of a per- 
manent fort thereon by the United States in 1863, for the defense of 
the harbor of Gloucester. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEAM-VESSEL FOR ALASKAN CIVIL GOVERNMENT. 


The bill (S. 1739) providing for a steam-vescel for the use of the civil 
government of Alaska was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT TOPEKA, KANS. 


The bill (S. 1490) to enlarge the public building at Topeka, Kans. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appro- 
priate $100,000 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to enlarge the 
public building at Topeka, Kans., so as to make the building adequate 
to the public needs, according to plans and specifications to be drawn 
by the Architect of the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALASKAN SEAL ISLANDS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2426) to amend 
an act entitled An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing 
animals in Alaska.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that that bill may be passed over informally 
in the absence of the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over informally. 

Mr. MORRILL subsequently said: Mr. President, Senate bill 2426 
was passed over without prejudice. I move that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, as the bids for the seal-fishing contract have already been re- 
ceived. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. ALBANS, VT. 


The bill (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase of a site and the exec - 
tion of a public building thereon at St. Albans, in the State of Ver- 
mont, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROYAL M. HUBBARTR 


The bill (S. 1176) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the allowance to Royal M. 
Hubbard, postmaster at Longmont, Colo., for rent of post-office during 
the period from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1883, the sum of $600. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

B. F. ROCKEFELLOW. 


The bill (S. 1175) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay $614.11 to B. F. Rockefellow, on account, as postmaster at Cañon 
City, Colo., or so much of that amount as shall appear to the proper 
accounting officer of the Government to have been paid by Rockefellow 
for necessary clerk-hire in Cañon City post-office, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HORACE A. W. TABOR. 


The bill (S. 1173) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor was consid. 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Horace A. W. Tabor, of Colorado, $3,869.94, or so 
much thereof as shall appear to the proper accounting officer to have 
been paid by Tabor for necessary expenses in the Leadville post-office 
over and above the allowances made for that purpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

“WILLIAM M. KEIGHTLEY, 

The bill (S. 1174) for the relief of William M. Keightley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itdirects the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to allow to William M. Keightley, postmaster at Durango, Colo., 
$1,350 for clerk-hire paid by him from. January 4, 1881, to March 31, 
1882, during which period the office was in the fourth class. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID c. BULLARD. 
The bill (S. 2137) granting a pension to David C. Bullard was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David C. Bullard, late a member of Company 
G, Forty-ninty Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, afterwards trans- 
ferred to the United States ship Alleghany. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1890. 


W. H. II. BAILEY. 


The bill (S. 2283) to increase the pension of W. H. H. Bailey, of 
Braintree, Mass. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to increase the ratę of pension allowed W. H. H. Bailey, late 


a private of Company F, Thirty-eighth Regiment of New York Volun- 


teer Infantry, war of 1861, under certificate numbered 35399, from $36 
to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLINA HANSON. 


The bill (S, 2290) granting a pension to Olina Hanson was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Olina Hanson, widow of Austin Hanson, late a 
private in Company E, Fifteenth Wisconsin Infantry, in the war of the 
rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN G. KING. 


The bill (S. 503) granting a pension to Ellen G. King was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Ellen G. King, of Boston, Mass., widow of Col. and 
Bvt. Brig. Gen, William S. King, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEPOSITIONS OF WITNESSES. 


The bill (S. 664) to provide an additional mode of taking depositions 
of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that, in addi- 
tion to the mode of taking the depositions of witnesses under dedimus 
potestatem, or otherwise, now provided by law, in causes pending at law 
in the district and circuit courts of the United States, it shall be law- 
ful for such courts to make rules and regulations allowing the taking 
of depositions or testimony under dedimus potestatem, or otherwise, as 
near as may be accorging to the mode prescribed by the laws of the 
State in which the courts are held. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas if that 
is not the law now? 

Mr. COKE. I would say in reply to the question of the Senator 
from Oregon that this bill has been twice reported in its present form 
from the Judiciary Committee. It was discussed there a good deal and it 
was understood to be making a change in the law as it at present stands, 
and one that is desirable. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I could not hear what the Senator from 
Texas said. 

Mr. COKE, Thisis the second time this bill has been reported from 
the Judiciary Committee in its present form. It wasa good deal dis- 
cussed there, and it was supposed to be making a change in the law as 
it now stands and one that was deemed desirable by the States, or some 
of the States, at all events. 

Mr. DOLPH. I presume from the fact that the bill has been re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary at two sessions that a 
change in the law is needed; but I have been under the impression that 
what is authorized by this bill is already authorized under the law. 
However, I do not object to this mode of taking depositions in the 
United States courts, and I will not make any objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
Dill was passed providing for the taking of depositions, for the purpose 
of examining it, and if I do not find it necessary to press the motion I 
shall withdraw it and let the bill stand as passed. I should like to 
have time to examine the reports of the circuit court of the tenth cir- 
cuit and see how the law has been held to be. I would not like to see 
Congress pas» a bill which would affect the validity of any deposition 
that has been taken, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator, if he will allow me, that 
there is a difference in the ruling of the judges in different States on 
the subject of this bill. Some hold that they have already the power 
to do what this bill provides for and others hold that they have not, and 
the bill was introduced for the purpose of settling that difference. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall be prepared to-morrow to either withdraw 
the motion for reconsideration or press it. It will only delay the bill 
for a day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be entered. 


GREER COUNTY, TEXAS, 


The bill (S. 663) to provide for the judicial determination of the 
controversy between the United States and the State of Texas relating 
to a certain tract of land by them respectively claimed was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
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amendment, after the word ‘‘discretion,” at the end of line 15, to insert 
50 far as the ends of justice will warrant;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to commence, in the name and on behalf of the United States, 
and prosecute to a final determination, a proper suit in equity in the Supreme 
Court of the United States against the State of Texas, setting forth the title and 
claim of the United States to the tract of land lying between the North and South 
Forks of the Red River where the Indian Tereitory and the State of Texas 
adjoin, east of the one hundredth degree of longitude, and claimed by the State 
of Texas as within its boundary and a part of its land, and designated on its 
map as Greer County, in order that the rightful title to said land may be finally 
determined; and the court on the trial of the case may, in its discretion, so far 
ns the ends of justice will warrant, consider any evidence heretofore taken and 
received by the Joint Boundary Commission under the act of Congress approved 
January 31, 1885. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out the preamble. It is an un- 
necessary recitation of facts contained in the body of the bill. 

Mr, COKE. The preamble, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, 
is explanatory of the objects of the bill, and may be of service. 

Mr. INGALLS. Every fact mentionedin the preamble is contained 
in the body of the bill, and it is a superflous piece of descriptive nar- 
rative entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. COKE. It was not considered so in the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary when we were considering the measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is upon agreeing to the pre- 
amble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MRS. MARY H. NICHOLSON, 

On motion of Mr. DAvis it was = 
` Ordered, That the bill (S. 2583) ting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
H. Nicholson be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

HEARING BEFORE DISTRICT COMMITTEE, 

Mr. SPOONER. I submit a resolution, which I suppose goes to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the expense of employing the stenographer who reported the 
hearing of the representatives of the various proposed trust companies in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia before a subcommittee of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia on the pending measures for the granting of charters to said compa- 
nies be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers to be approved 
by the chairman of said District Committee, 


Mr. SPOONER, The resolution goes to the committee, I think, un- 
der the rules. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). Unless 
it receives immediate consideration. Is that what the Senator de- 
sires? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The rule requires a reference. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred to 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

nate, . : 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. À 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator from Texas proceeds, it would 
be, I think, important if we could have some understanding as to 
when the final action upon this bill is to be taken in the Senate. We 
have been proceeding with it now since the 3d day of February, and 
this is the 26th day of February, something over three weeks, very 
leisurely and ina deliberate manner. Other matters of great impor- 
tance are pending, the silver-coinage bill, the admission of Wyoming and 
Idaho, the dependent and service pension bills, and no progress has ap- 
parently been made. It appears to me that sufficient time has elapsed 
for the consideration of the main features of this measure, and that we 
ought to get down to details and have some understanding as to when 
the final action is to be taken. 

I give notice that, so far as I am concerned, as other measures of great 
importance are pending, I shall insist that the consideration of this bill 
shall proceed with dispatch until a conclusion can be reached. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this bill has been under consideration, 
as the Senator suggests, from about the 5th of February. It has been 
proceeded with as rapidly all the time as the Senate was willing to pro- 
ceed; it has given way repeatedly to other matters of importance which 
have been disposed of with celerity; and [ certainly am anxiousto bring 
the bill to a conclusion as soon as possible, and no. moment will be lost 
and no moment has been lost. 

There is nothing more important before the Senate, and as soon as 
the Senators are through with its discussion it will be, of course, dis- 
posed of in the ordinary way of business. I should be very glad that 
it might be disposed of this week, but some five or six Senators at least 
have notified me that they desired to speak, and I would like to say to 
them that if they do so they will be expected to bein readiness at any 
moment when there is an opportunity to take the floor, 
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As far as I am concerned, I design to have the vote taken at the first 
erg i, aaa to reach a conclusion just as soon as it can be done. 

otics has been given by the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
that he will move the consideration of the dependent-pension bill on 
Friday; that is the day after to-morrow. I see a statement that there 
is to be an important executive session to-morrow, or Friday, the day 
after to-morrow. I do not know how that may be. The Senate does 
as it pleases, and this bill, like other bills, is waiting upon the con- 
venience of the Senate. I suppose we may get through this week, or, 
at any rate, early next week. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, during the last Congress I presented 

to the Senate such views and authorities as seemed to me to demonstrate 
that the passage of the bill under consideration was not warranted by 
the Constitution of the United States. It is not my purpose again to 
enter on a full discussion of the provisions and character of this bill. 
Indeed, if I had not before done so, after the very learned and able 
discussion of this subject by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] and by my colleague [Mr. COKE], I would feel it to be 
unnecessary, 
. Ishall to-day limit my remarks to presenting some of the authorities 
I then used to show that there is certainly no express grant of power 
in the Constitution for such legislation and that legislation as to the 
domestic policy of the States and on local questions is left exclusively 
for the States. Of all the questions of local policy in the States, that 
of education is the most important. But it has been contended that, 
while there is no provision of the Constitution which confers on Congress 
express authority to pass such a law, it may be done under the au- 
thority of the preamble to the Constitution and under the first clause 
of section 8, Article I, of the Constitution. 

I believe there is no respectable authority which claims that the pre- 
amble of the Constitution contains a grant of power for any purpose. 
And Mr. Justice Story, who is probably as high authority as there is 
on this subject, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, in section 462, 
uses the following language: e 


And here we Ou against an error which is too often allowed to creep 
into d ons on this subject. The preamble never can be resorted to to en- 
large the powers confided to the General Government or any of its depart- 
ments, It can not confer any power per se; it canneveramount by implication 
toan enlargement of any power expressly given. It can never be the legiti- 
mate source of any implied power when otherwise withdrawn from the Con- 
stitution. Its true office is to expound the true nature and extent and upplica- 
tion of the powers actually conferred by the Constitution, and notsubstantively 
to create them, 

Treating of the character of the Government of the United States, 
this author, in section 318 of his Commentaries on the Constitution, 
says, speaking of the Federal Government, it— 

Having no existence but under the Constitution, nor any rights, but such as 
that instrument confers; and those very rights being, in fact, duties, itcan possess 
no legitimate power, but such as is Tape necessary for the parot mance of 
a duty prescri and enjoined by the Constitution. Its duties then becomethe 
exact meagure of its powers; and whenever it exerts a power for any other pur- 
pose than the performance of a duty prescribed by the Constitution, it trans- 
greases its proper limits and violates the public trust. 


If this author's exposition of the office of the preamble to the Con- 
stitution is correct, then it is very certain that the preamble does not 
confer on Congress authority to pass this bill“ to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools“ in the several States. 

Article I, section 8, clause 1, of the Constitution reads as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and 


excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States, 


Now, let us see if this clause confers upon Congress power to pass 
such a law. We are told by Mr. Justice Story, section 906 of his 
Commentaries on the Constitution, that— 

The Constitution was from its origin contemplated to be the frame of a national 
government of specified and limited powers, and not of general and unlimited 
powers, 

Mr. Story further says in the same paragraph: 

If the clause “to B the debts and provide for the common defonse and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States is to be considered as an independent and 

tive grant of power, it not only renders wholly unimportant and un- 
necessary the su’ nent enumeration of specific powers, but it plainly extends 
far beyond them and creates a general authority in Congress to pass all laws 
whieh they may deem for the common defense and general welfare. Under 
such circumstances the Constitution would practically create an unlimited na- 
tional government, The enumeration of powers would tend to embarrass and 
confuse, since they would only give rise to doubts as to the true extent of the 
general power or of the enumerated powers. 


And in section 907 he says: 


For what pu e could the enumeration of particular powers be inserted if 

_ these and all others were meant to be included in the preceding general power? 
Nothing is more natural than first to use a general phrase and then to qualify 
it by a recital of particulars, But the idea of an enumeration of particulars 
which neither explain nor qualify the general meaning, and can have no other 

, effect than to confound and mislead, is an absurdity which no one ought to 
charge on the enlightened authors of the Constitution. It would be to charge 
them either with premeditated folly or premeditated fraud. 


I quote again from Mr. Justice Story, section 436, language which 
he quotes approvingly from the Federalist: 

An entire consolidation of the States into one complete national 5 
would imply an entire subordination of the parts, and whatever powers might 


remain in them would be allogether dependent on the general will. But, as the 
plan of the convention aims only at a partial union or consolidation, the State 


governments would clearly retain all the rights of sovereignty which they be- 
ary aa and which were not by that act exclusively delegated to the United 

The precise test of the power of Congress is stated by Mr. Story, sec- 
tion 1238, as follows: 

Whenever, therefi a question arises concerning the constitutionality of a 
particular power, the first question is whether the pou is expressed in the 
Constitution. If it be, the question is decided. It it be not expressed, the next 
inquiry must be whether it is properly an incident to an oxpress power and 
necessary to its execution. If it be, then it may be exercised by Congress, If 
not, Congress can not exercise it, 

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution specifies and enumerates the 
powers of Congress. No power is found in this enumeration to aid in 
the establishment and support of common schools in the States. It will 
be remembered that the subject of education is not mentioned in the 
Constitution of the United States at all. Nor is the power to establish 
and support such schools properly an incident to any express power 
conferred on Congress and necessary to its execution. If so, what power 
is it and where is it to be found? 

While this position grows necessarily out of the plan and purposes of 
the Constitution, the fathers of the Republic, to guard against possible 
doubt on this question, at the first session of the First Congress sub- 
mitted to the States for ratification the following among other amend- 
ments to the Constitution: 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively or to the people. 

And this amendment was ratified by the States and became a part of 
the Constitution before the year 1791. I make this statement as indi- 
cating the construction given the Constitution by the men who framed 
it and immediately after it was framed. ; 

Judge Story, commenting on this amendment, section 1900 of his 

entaries on the Constitution, says: 

This amendment isa mere affirmation of what, upon just reasoning, is a neces- 
sary rule of interpreting the Constitution. Being an instrument of limited and 
enumerated powers, it follows irresistibly that what is not conferred is with- 
held and belongs to the State authorities if invested by their constitutions of 
government in them; and if not so invested, it is retained by the people asa 
part of their sovereignty. 

In section 1901 he says: f 

The sole design is to exclude anyinterpretation by which other powers should 
be assumed beyond those which are granted. All that are granted in the origi- 
nal instrument, whether express or implied, are left in their original state. All 
powers not delegated and not prohibited are reserved. 

I suggest that in the formation of our system of governments they 
are alloflimited power. Such powers wereconferred upon the National 
Government as to enable it to deal with international questions and 
with what we may designate as interstate questions, questions which 
it would be inconvenient if not impracticable for the separate States 
to deal with in respect to the necessity of a general sovereignty. But 
the people in limiting the powers conferred upon the Federal Govern- 
ment did not confer all other power upon the States, but reserved in all 
their bills of righta numberof rights which they delegate to no govern- 
ment, but retain to themselves in virtue of their own sovereignty. 

This sprang from the jealousy of the people of the power of govern- 
ment over the people, and also was imbedded in the idea that the peo- 
ple were the source of authority and of sovereignty, and that they could 
confer just so much power as they chose upon the General Government 
and upon their local State governments. i 

Of course I do not mean in what I say here to bring up any question 
as to the method of construing the Federal and State constitutions. I 
understand that the Federal Government may do what it was em- 
powered by the Constitution to do by an express grant of power or 
what becomes necessary as an incident to an express grant of power, 
and the States may do what they are not prohibited from doing. That 
is the general rule of construction. In the same paragraph Judge 
Story adds: 

One would suppose, if the history of the human mind did not furnish abun- 
dunt evidence to the 8 that no reasonable man could contend for an in- 
terpretation found neither in the letter nor in the spirit of an instrument, 
Where is the controversy to end, if we desert both the letter and the spirit? 
What is to become of constitutions of government, if they are to rest, not upon 
the plain import of their words, but upon conjectural enlargements and restrio- 
tions to suit the temporary passions and interests of the day? Let us never 
forget that our constitutions of government are solemn instruments, addresses 
to the common sense of the people, and designed to fix and perpetuate their 
rights and liberties. 

Greater truths were never more fitly spoken by a great and good man; 
and it seems wonderful that human passions and interests and folly 
should disregard them as they would be disregarded by the passage of 
the bill under consideration, 

Mr. Madison, who had so large a share in making the Constitution of 
the United States and in subsequently expounding its meaning, in dis- 
cussing the question of the appropriation of money, not pursuant to a 
grant of power to Congress, but to promote the general welfare, said 
in 1791, when this dangerous doctrine was first invoked, that: 

If Congress can supply money indefinitely for the general welfare and are 
the sole and supreme judges of the general welfare, they may take the care ot 
religion into their own hands; they may appoint teachers in every State, county, 
and parish, and pay them out of the public Treasury; they may take into their 
own hands the education of children, establishing in ike manner schools 


throughout the Union; they may assume provision for the poor; they may un- 
the regulation of all roads other than post- roads; in short, everything, 
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from the highest object of State legislation down to the most minute object of 


thrown und wor of Congress, for object I have 
roar pie gue admit of the ped sds of money, and Wich be called, if 
Congress pleased, provisions forthe general welfare. 

It will be seen that this great, learned, and experienced statesman, 
who was twice elected President of the Republic, speaks of the employ- 
ment of teachers and the education of children as two of the things 
which could only be done under the -welfare clause of the Con- 
stitution; and if that could be done there would be no limit to the 

wer of Congress, This would of necessity destroy our constitutional 

ederal system of government by destroying local government in the 
States; and this would be the beginning of a reign of anarchy or of 
despotism, in the place and stead of our benign system of free constitu- 
tional. government. 

It has been the misfortune of Senators here to live through times 
and circumstances which showed us how narrow the boundary is be- 
tween stable government and anarchy; and such a lesson should make 
us guard with most zealous care our constitutional form of government 
against the danger of mingling the powers of the State governments 
with those of the Federal Government, and in this way of destroying 
the boundaries so wisely established between them by the fathers in 
framing the Constitution. A strict adherence to the Constitution is the 
only means by which we can preserve *‘a perpetual union of indestruct- 
ible States.” 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], in his opening 
speech at this session, satisfies himself by a method of a priori reason- 
ing, withont quoting a single clause of the Constitution or a single 
paragraph from any commentary on it, that this bill is constitutional. 
I submit that, while such a method may be satisfactory to that Sena- 
tor, it is not likely to be satisfactory to others or conclusive as to the 
power of Congress. 

The Constitution of the United States has been our national organic 
law for more than one hundred years, during which time the growth 
and prosperity of this country and people have been unparalleled in 
the history of the world. It was the first grand experiment of the 
capacity of a whole people for self-government under the forms of a 
written constitution. 

One hundred years during which, under the Constitution, prosperity 
and progress in all that elevates and ennobles a people has prevailed, 
and during which the right of local self-government has been preserved 
to the people of all the States, while the national interests and national 
honor have been preserved and protected by the Federal Government. 
During one-half of this time there were no free public schoolssustained 
even by the States. And it can hardly be said that when we had no 
free public schools we did not have a free, enlightened, intelligent, and 
liberty-loving people. 

Yet, to listen to the picture of illiteracy, ignorance; and depravity of. 
our people, as drawn by the Senator from New Hampshire during his 
speech of several days’ length, if we should believe it to be true, we 
would have toconelude that the people of theseveral States of the Union, 
which we know to be now in a higher state of general intelligence than 
at any former period, are so far unfit for local self-government that the 
country is in danger of going back into a state of barbarism, unless we 
consent, by the passage of this bill, to violate the Constitution of the 
United States and to so far deny the capacity of the people for self-gov- 
ernment as toassume that they can not promote education, intelligence, 
and learning without aid from the Fedéral Treasury. A hundred years 
of successful experiment of local self-government in the several States 
has not satisfied that Senator that they are able to take care of their 
local rights and interests without the aid of the Federal Government. 

I do not wish anything I have said about the past condition of the 
country to be understood as unfavorable to free publicschools. In order 
to do what I can to relieve the sad thoughts of the Senator from New 
Hampshire because of the illiteracy and barbarism of the people of the 
Southern States, I will read the provisions of the constitution of the 
State of Texas which relate to the subject of education, and give some 
otho information as to the educational condition of one of them. 

In referring to this subject I desire to say that there seems to be a 
general impression that the idea of the common school is a new thing 
in the Southern States. As a matter of history, connected with the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent, I desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that in the formation of the constitution of the State of 
Coahuila and Texas, in 1827, some eight or ten years before the Texas 
revolution, provision was made for the establishment of a system of 
education. Itprovided for common schools and for seminaries, and the 
people of Texas, as one of the grounds of their separation from Mexico, 
alleged that that provision of the constitution had not been carried 
out. They alleged that Mexico had— 

Failed to establish any publie system of education, although possessed of 
almost boundless resources (the publie domain), and although it isan axiom 


in politikal science that unless a people are educated and enlightened it is idle 
to expect the continuance of civil liberty or the capacity of self-government, 


That is a statement from the declaration of independence of the Re- 
public of Texas. When the constitution was adopted, this provision 
appears in it: 


It is che duty of congress, as soon as circumstances will permit, to provide by 
law a general system of education. 


That was the declaration in the constitution of 1836 following the 
clause I have read from the declaration of independence. Upon the 
annexation of Texas to the United States and the formation of theState 
constitution of 1845, ample provisions were made for a system of free 

ublic schools, which I shall not trouble the Senate to read now. So 

n the formation of the constitution of 1866 these provisions for a sys- 
tem of education were repeated. The same was the case in the consti- 
tution of 1869, and also when the constitution of 1876 was formed, for 
you will see that under the peculiar circumstances in which that State 
has been situated it has formed several constitutions in a comparatively 
brief period of years. 

I propose now to tax the patience of the Senate by reading the pro- 
visions of the present constitution of Texas on the subject of education, 
because I do not wish it to be understood that the Southern States are 
behind the other States in their desire and efforts to promote education 
in its largest and best sense. 

Section 1 of the article on education provides that— 


A general diffusion of knowledge being essential to the preservation of the 
liberties and rights of the people, it shall be the duty of the Legislature of the 
State to establish and make suitable provision for the support and maintenance 
of an efficient system of public free schools. 

Se, 2. All funds, lands, and. other property heretofore set apart and a 
priated for the 328 of the public schools, all the alternate sections of land 
reserved by the te out of grants heretofore made, or that may hereafter be 
made to railroads or other corporations of any nature whatever, one-half of 
the public domain of this State, and all sumsof money that may come to the 
vnc ear aes sale of any portion of the same shall constitute a perpetual 
school fund. 


Under that clause there are now between thirty million and forty 
million acres of land belonging to the common-school fund of that State, 
besides what has been given to the university of the State and the agri- 
cultural and mechanical college, and besides 4 leagues, some 17,000 
acres, which have been given to several counties, and for which they do 
not account to the State, but which are employed to aid in education 
in those several counties. The third section provides that— 


One-fourth of the revenue derived trom the State occupation taxes and a poll- 
tax of $1 on every male inhabitant of this State between the ages of twenty-one 
and raged poy shall be set apart annually for the benefit of publio free schools; 
and in addition thereto, there shall be levied and collected an annual ad valo- 
rem State tax of such an amount, not to exceed 20 cents on the $100 valuation, 
as, with the available school fund arising from all other sources, will be suf 
ficient to maintain and support the public free schools of this State fora period 
of not less than six months in euch year; and the Legislature may also provide 
for the formation of school districts within all or any of the counties of this State 
by general or al laws, without the local notices required in ottrer cases of 
special legislation, and may authorize an additional annual ad valorem tax to 
be levied and collected within such school districts for the further maintenance 
of public free schools and the erection of school buildings therein: Provided, 
‘That two-thirds of the qualified property-tax-paying voters of the district, vot- 
ing at an election to be held for that purpose, shail vote such tax, not to exceed 
in any one year 20 cents on the $100 valuation of the property subject to taxa- 
tion in such district; but the limitation yen the amount of district tax herein 
authorized shall not apply to incorporated cities or towns constituting separate 
and independent school districts; 


Under this provision, as shown by the superintendent of public in- 
struction, about $887,000 was paid ont by the cities and towns that 
voted a tax upon themselves last year, in addition to the revenues paid 
out of the State treasury for the support of public free schools; and un- 
der it, in many of the larger towns and cities, schools are kept up by 
voluntary taxation ten months in the year. 

The fourth section of this article upon education reads as follows: 


The lands herein set apart to the public free-school fund shall be sold under 
such regulations, at such times, and on such terms as may be prescribed by law, 
= = Legisinture shall not have power to grant any release to pi rs 

ereof. f 

The comptroller shall invest the proceeds of such sale, and of those heretofore 
made, as may be directed by the board of education herein provided for, in the 
bonds of the United States, the State of Texas, or counties in said State; or such 
othersecurities and under such restrictions as may be prescribed by law, and tha 
State shall be responsible for ail investments. 


So as to protect the school fund, whatever other fund might suffer, 
Section 5 provides that 


The principal of all bonds and other funds, and the principal arising from the 
sale of lands hereinbefore set apart to said school fund, shall be the permanent 
school fund, and the interest derivable therefrom, and the taxes herein author 
ized to be levied, shall be the available school fund, which shall be applied an- 
nually tothesupport of the public frec schools, and no law shail ever be enacted 
appropriating any part of the permanent or available school fund to any other 
purpose whatever, nor shall thesame, nor any part thereof, ever beappropriated 
to or used for 5 of any sectarian school; and the available school fund 
herein provided shall be distributed to the several counties acoording to their 
scholastic population, and applied in manner as may be provided by law. 


The sixth section provides that— 


All lands heretofore or hereinafter granted to the several counties of thia 
State for educational purposes are of right the property of said counties— 


That refers to the four leagues given to certain counties that I spoke 
of— 
ectively, to which they were granted; title thereto is vested in said county, 
and no adverse possession or limitation should ever be available against the title 
ofany county. Each county may sell or disposeof its lands, in whole or in part, 
in manner to be provided by the commissioners’ court of the county, Actual 
settlers residing on said lands shall be protected in the prior rightof purchasing 
the same to the extent of their settlement, notto exceed 160 acres, at the price 
fixed by said court, which priceshall notinclude the value of existing improve 
ments made thereon by such settlers: 

Said lands, and the proceeds thereof, when sold, shall be held by said coun- 
ties alone asa trust for the benefit of public schools therein: said p: tobe 
invested in the bonds of the: United States, the State of Texas, or counties in 
said State, or in such other securities and under such restrictions as may be pre- 
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scribed by law; and the counties shall be responsible for all investments; the 
1955 thereon, and other revenue, except the principal, shall be the available 

Src. 7. Separate schools shall be provided for the white and colored children, 
and impartial provision shall be made for both. 

The eighth section is: 

The governor, comptroller, and secretary of state shall constitute a board of 
education, who shall distribute said funds to the several counties, and perform 
such other duties concerning public schools as may be prescribed by law. 

I read this article and refer to the other constitutional provisions as 
showing the earnest, persistent purpose of the people there to sustain 

_the system of public free schools, adopted, too, when weighed down by 
the robbery and plundering of reconstruction after a desolating war, 
adopted when people might well have shrunk from the dangers of high 
taxation, 

If there is any State in this Union, north or south, east or west, 
which shows a more earnest purpose to secure the education of ali the 
people, without reference to race or color, I am not aware of it. Ido 
not mean by this to say that all has been accomplished in that State 
which has been accomplished in the older States or that the school 
system has been made as perfect as it is in Massachusetts or some of the 
other older States; but I do mean to say, and I do say, that the people 
of Texas have done everything they can do to get a good and efficient 
system established, and that they have taxed themselves so as to give 
at least five months’ schooling to the children in each year, and in the 
larger towns and cities and in many of the districts from six to ten 
months in the year. So, under the circumstances, I hardly think it is 
fair to arraign that State, at least, for a neglect of its duty on the sub- 
ject of education. 

We have in Texas a permanent school fund of three or four million 
dollars, the interest on which constitutes a part of the current school 
fund; we levy and collect a poll-tax of $1 per annum on each male per- 
son over twenty-one and under sixty years of age, which constitutes a 
part of the current school fand; and we set apart one-fourth of the an- 
nual revenues derived from the ad yalorem State tax as a part of the 
current school fund. 

In addition to this we authorize the school districts and towns and 
cities of the State to levy special taxes on themselves for free common- 
school purposes. And under this authority they taxed themselves last 
year to the amount of about $887,000. And besides allthis Texas has 
approprigted to common schools and other educational purposes between 
thirty and forty million acres of land, which at this time is worth, I 
suppose, not less than seventy-five or one hundred million dollars. 

e have free public schools for all the children, white and black, 
as shown by the last report of our superintendent of public instruction, 
of about five monthsin the country districts and eight months in the 
towns, of each year. Indeed, in many of the larger towns and cities the 
people by self-imposed taxation maintain their free schools for ten 
months in theyear. ‘‘The amount of money expended during the 
fiscal year ending August 31, 1889, for public school purposes, includ- 
ing buildings as well as other pu was $3,298,347.39. The 
balance carried over from that date amounted to $361,000, making the 
total receipts for public school purposes for the year $3,659,347.39, 
This is exclusive of the fands appropriated to the maintenance of the 
State institutions for higher and special education, which amounted 
to $200,000 in addition. 

This makes the aggregate for these purposes $3,859, 347.39.” 

These facts I submit ought to give some relief to the apprehension 
of the Senator from New Hampshire on account of the illiteracy and 
ignorance of the people of one at least of the Southern States. The in- 
crease of taxed values in Texas from 1888 to 1889 was 393,000,000 and 
some odd dollars. I mention this as evidence of the increasing ability 
of that State to educate its own children. 

Our school system there is not perfect. Texas is a new State, and 
much of her extensive territory is still sparsely settled. And it will 
require time and experience for its perfection. But we are doing the 
best we can and all we can to that end. 

The bill under consideration offers a bribe of $79,000,000 to the States 
of the Union if they will consent to accept it as the price for the de- 
struction of the right of local self-government and it imposes on them 
the humiliating condition that they shall by affirmative act of legisla- 
tion accept and approve the policy of the bill. 

The fourteenth section of the bill offers a special bribe to the Terri- 
tories of the United States and to the new States of South Dakota, 
North Dakota, Montana, and Washington, by providing that in deter- 
mining the number of illiterates therein the Secretary of the Interior 
is authorized to receive and consider, in addition to the census returns 
of 1880, any evidence that may besubmitted to him showing the num- 
ber of illiterates in these States and Territories in order to determine 
the portion of the fund apprepriated which should go to them. That is 
broad enough certainly. He may consider any evidence, without re- 
striction, that may be presented. 

Why is this done? Is it because there are six or eight Senators from 
these new States whose votes might help to pass this bill? If it be 
said it is because of their rapid increase in population, ought not the 
same rule to apply wherever there has been a like increase? Why not, 
if this is the reason, include the States of Colorado, Nebraska, Kansas, 


and Texas, where the increase in theaggregate has been so much greater. 
And, as I will show, you will see how great the number is in the other 
States which are discriminated against by this provision. 

The table read by the Senator from New Hampshire, and printed on 
page 1475 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, shows that the number ot 
children in the United States between the ages of six and fourteen is 
only conjectural. Butif we acceptits figures as correct, the increase of 
children between these ages from 1877 to 1887 in the Territories and 
in the new States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Wash- 
ington was only 146,631; while the increase during the same period in 
the States of Colorado, Nebraska, Kansas, and Texas was 463,922; 
and the increase in the States not provided for in the section of the 
bill referred to was 2,380,385. This is manifestly an unjust and unfair 
discrimination. 

A ehief reason urged by most persons, and especially by the author of 
this bill, for its passage is that it was rendered necessary by the enfran- 
chisement of the former slaves, whose illiteracy and ignorance disquuli- 
fies them for the duties of citizenship and for the care and protection 
of their own rights. And this is the strongest reason which could be 
urged for the passage of this bill. But here we see on the face of this 
bill a clear and decided-discrimination against them and in ſavor of the 
illiterate whites. 

I submit that this shows the unfairness of the bill and the departure 
in the bill from the professions upon which its passage has been urged. 
Whatever the purpose may have been for inserting this provision, it is 
so manifestly unjust that, if its Senate should favor the passage of this 
bill, this provision should be stricken out. 

It is declared by this bill in substance that it is not designed to es- 
tablish an independent system of schools, but rather to develop and 
maintain the school systems of the local governments. But it requires 
the governors of States to make elaborate reports as to the school sys- 
tems of the several States, to the Secretary of the Interior of the United 
States, of everything material tothe school system of each State. This, 
it is argued, is only to enable him to see that the money appropriated 
by Congress is properly applied. 

It is the legal demand that the State, the inferior, shall report to the 
Federal Government, the superior. It provides fur Federal supervision 
of State action and Jaws as to the management of their schools. It is 
the entering wedge of Federal authority over State schools. And who 
can doubt, if once the barriers of the Constitution are broken down hy 
this act, that the States will in the future be told that, as Congress ap- 
propriates money to support these schools, it is right and necessary that 
it should follow such appropriation by laws regulating the application 
of this money and the uses to which it is to be put; that it may pre- 
scribe the course of studies, the text-books to be used, and the duties of 
teachers and officers charged with the administration of the funds so 
appropriated, and might require mixed schools of white and black chil- 
dren; and that in this way Federal jurisdiction will be asserted over 
the schools and the persons connected with them. This would bea very 
long step towards a consolidated central government, the breaking up 
of our Federal system, and the destruction of the right of local self- 
government in the States, and would impose on the people of this coun- 
try the curse of an imperial popular despotism, the worst of all despotisms. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. REAGAN. Fora question. 

Mr. BLAIR, Quite a number of the Senator’s allegations, as I un- 
derstand him, as io the purport of the bill, I think to be incorrect, but 
as to this last I do not know but that I misapprehended him. I under- 
stood him to say that the bill makes provision for the establishment 
of mixed schools. 

Mr. REAGAN. Fo, sir; I have not made that statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides quite the contrary, and I thought I 
must have misapprehended the Senator. 

Mr. REAGAN. Isaid what might occur if this bill is passed and 
the authority to follow it by legislation is exercised. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not finder this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not mean that this bill does it. 

Mr. BLAIR, No. 

Mr. REAGAN, It has been argued that as Congress has given land 
for educational purposes in the States it may furnish money for the 
same purpose. It should be remembered that Congress has exclusive 
jurisdiction over the public lands and that when Congress has given 
land for this purpose it has left the fund to be administered by the 
State government, while in this case it follows the fund by Federal 
legislation into the States and assumes the supervision of its use. 

In the case of the gift of land there is no assumption of jurisdiction 
over if in the States, while in the case presented in this bill the dona- 
tion of the money is on condition of the subordination of the State to 
Federal jurisdiction over a purely local institution. And I do not 
doubt that one of the purposes of this bill is to promote the centraliza- 
tion of power in the Federal Government and to deprive the States, to 
that extent, of the right of local self-government. This would certainly 
be the effect of the success of this measure, and we have the right to 
suppose that effect is intended. 
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Another serious objection to this bill with me is that whenever the 
Federal Government commences appropriating money for education in 
the States the people of the States will almost certainly relax their 
efforts and seek to transfer the burden to the Federal Government, 
And, if such should prove to be the result, very great injury would be 
done to the cause of education. 

Jam inclined here to recall attention to a view presented by my col- 
league [Mr. COKE] yesterday on this subject, that the passage of this 
bill (and the argument of the Senator from New Hampshire justifies 
it) is intended for the education of children in the old and prosperous 
States, and itis a judgment confessed that Massachusetts, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois are no Jonger to be trusted 
with the education of their children; that they are no longer sufficiently 
capable of self-government to take care of and control so important a 
local institution without aid from the Federal Treasury. This conclu- 
sion is irresistible from the frame of the bill itself as well as from the 
arguments of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Resides this, what right has Congress to tax the people of Pennsyl- 
vania to educate the children of South Carolina, or the people of Ohio 
to educate the children of Mississippi, or the people of Iowa to educate 
the children of Texas? 

You will see, Mr. President, how far we depart from all the hundred 
years’ experience in the past when we presume to break down the bar- 
riers between the States and tax the people of one State to support 
education in and to educate the children of another. 

It should be borne in mind, too, that a State tax for educational pur- 
poses is a tax upon property, and bears equally upon the people and 
their property, while a Federal tax for the same purpose, being collected 
mainly from import duties, would require Jay Gould, with his $200,- 
000,000 worth of property, to pay no more for education than would 
have to be paid by a citizen with means only sufficient to support a 
family the size of Mr. Gould’s, 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATR] has read to the Sen- 
ate day after day petitions and letters and extracts from newspapers, 
without reference to their dates, to show the popular demand for the 
passage of this bill. 

No line of publie policy is more popular than that of education—free 
common schools, Everybody is in favor of them. Anybody will sign 
petitions and write letters in favor of education and schools, How 
many of those who have signed such petitions and written such letters 
know or care whether the authority to furnish the money to carry on 
these schools is in the States or in the Federal Government? And un- 
less they had considered and understood this question, of what value 
are their petitions and letters to us in determining our duty on this 
subject? 

Every vocation, like every person, has its special interests and under- 
stands its own necessities, and attaches the largest share of importance 
to the necessity of its own success. Teachers and those engaged in 
the cause of education form no exception to this rule. And while there 
is no more useful or worthy class of people, and, I will add, none, as a 
rule, more poorly paid, they like others are liable to overlook the fact 
that many other important interests require consideration as well as 
that of education. People must live, must eat, drink, and have ap- 
parel to wear ; to these ends they must work, must have time to make 
crops or pursue other vocations for a livelihood. And itis in perhaps 
a majority of cases necessary for the children to help the parents for a 
considerable part of each year. 

Teachers are not called on to consider these matters as parents must, 
But they are sure to insist on the longest terms for schools and on the 
freest use of money for educational purposes. In view of such facts as 
these we should make due allowance for much that is said in urging 
the passage of this bill and for much that is said about the short terms 
of schools. And in the rural parts of the country, and especially in 
the new States and in the Territories and in the sparsely settled por- 
tions of the country, the poverty of the people, coupled with the 
sparsely settled conditionof the country, accounts for the poor charac- 
ter of school-houses, But still the educational interests of the whole 
country are in better condition now than ever before. 

Another powerful motive for sending these letters and petitions un- 
doubtedly is found in the desire of many people to escape taxation and 
secure the education of the children by money drawn from the Federal 
Treasury. Many of them do not seem to understand that whether the 
money for that purpose is provided by the States or by the Federal 
Government it is in either case to be raised by taxing the people, 

We all understand that the systems of State taxation bear more 
equally on the people and are more equitable than the system of Fed- 
eral taxation and that the State mode of levying, collecting, and dis- 
bursing public money is cheaper to the people than that pursued by 
the Federal Government. How long will the people allow themselves 
to be deceived by supposing that they are not taxed to raise the money 
which comes through the United States Treasury? 

I have collected and intended to present to the Senate articles and 
extracts from articles from a considerable number of the leading news- 

pers from all parts of the country, of recent dates, to show how pub- 
Re c opinion has changed from being in favor of the Blair bill to oppo- 
sition to it, and to show the drift of the best-informed public opinion 


against its passage. I intended also to read them to offset the numer- 
ous newspaper articles and letters read by the Senator trom New Hamp- 
shire favoring the passage of his bill, but I will forego the reading of 
an asit would probably tax the patience of the Senate unnecessa- 
rily. 

In the interest of the canse of education, for the preservation of the 
rights of local government to the States, to prevent converting the 
Federal Government into a popular despotism, and to avoid an addi- 
tional fruitful cause of sectional agitation and strife, I hope forthe de- 
feat of this bill by the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Mr, President, it is not my purpose to 
attempt a reply to the speech of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR]. That would require amuch longer time than I intend to de- 
vote to the subject. I do not expect to detain the Senate more than 
some twenty minutes. I desire only to notice one point he has made, 
which he declares no one has ever answered and no one can answer. It 
may be considered presumptuous in me to attempt the assault of à posi- 
tion thus boldly heralded as impregnable, but my excuse must be that 
I do not view it in any such light. 

The Senator has told us with great earnestness that if the Consti- 
tution be constitutional“ then Congress must be clothed with the 
power of educating the people. Intelligence being the bed-rock of a 
republican form of government, Congress, he argues, must possess the 
power to institute a system of schools which, without to State 
limits or powers, shall embrace within its imperial folds the millions of 
children who are the hope and soon will be the stay of the land. 

I know of no enunciation of any public man more at war with all our 
political traditions, with our whole framework of government, and with 
all those principles ever considered as postulates i in political reasoning. 
It discards as its basis all reliance on the general welfare” clause of 
our Constitution. It declines to lean upon the staff of those who hold 
that one breach of the Constitution is a political crime, but that many 
such precedents of wrong doing can implant a new, substantive, and 
vital power in that instrument. 

It disdains to search our political scriptures for the grant of any ~ 
license to exercise the power it claims for Congress, and passes by in 
silent contempt the clear negative therein of any power not thereby 
granted, But this new dogma of the Senator, ignoring all reference to 
what the Constitution says and what its words mean, seizes upon the 
general pelitical truism of the necessity of intelligence among the people 
of a republic, and bases upon it the alleged power of Congress to estab- 
lish a national system of education. 

Is it not strange, Mr. President, if such a doctrine is somewhere and 
somehow imbedded in our institutions, that no statesman of the most 
latitudinarian school, from Alexander Hamilton down to James G. 
Blaine, was ever able tounearth it? There have been many public men 
in every decade of our history who have claimed the power for Con- 
gress to grant public lands to the States for the benefit of their schools, 
and such grants have been frequently made under the sweeping power 
to dispose of our public lands. There have been many statesmen who 
have claimed the power for Congress, under the general welfare’? 
clause, to simply grant tax-raised money for the support of schools in 
the States, though no precedent can be found for any such grant ex- 
cept a single ill considered donation to some institution for the blind 
or deaf and dumb in Kentucky. 

Some, too, have very reasonably claimed that under thissame flexible 
clause if we have the right to thus appropriate money we have the fur- 
therright tosee totheapplication of the money so granted, as every donor 
has the right to prescribe the terms and conditions under which the 
gift shall be enjoyed. But all thisis but touching the question of Fed- 
eral jurisdiction over education upon its outer rim, if the Senator from 
New Hampshire is right in his position. If, according to the theory 
of that Senator, the power is given toand the duty is laid upon Congress 
to educate the children of the whole Union in order to preserve the life 
of the nation, then Congress must not only supply the money, but must 
go the whole length, and inaugurate a complete system of schools for 
the whole country in order to fulfill their whole duty imposed by this 
new principle of the higher law, which is made to spring from the very 
nature of republican government itself. This doctrine the Senator de- 
clares has never been and can not be successfully controverted. 

Mr. President, whilst I have no disposition to dispute over the gen- 
eral proposition that a certain amount of popular intelligence is neces- 
sary for the healthy action and for the perpetuity of our institutions 
and that the more we have of it the better, provided the moral nature 
of our people be educated pari passu with their mental faculties, yet I 
utterly deny the deduction which the Senator draws from this postu- 
late. Even if all rules of construction, such as have been ever applied 
by our jurists and statesmen in the interpretation of written constitu- 
tions, are utterly ignored, as the Senator has done upon this point, such 
a deduction can be shown to be untenable in the light of our own his- 
tory, as well as to be unsupported in the light of our present experience, 

Who ever heard, sir, of any member of the convention which framed 
our Federal Constitution claiming that such a power was vested or was 
to be vested in the new government or even suggesting the berey 
of making any such concession to it? On the contrary, it is a pregnant 
truth that the subject of education was not so much as named in that 
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great assemblage of statesmen, except in a proposition for a national 
university, which was summarily rejected. I had long looked in vain 
for any such allusion in any extant record of their proceedings, when 
I met a few days ago in one of the lectures of Horace Mann, one of the 
ablest and most zealous of the educators of Massachusetts, the follow- 
ing passage, corroborative of the result of my own investigations : 

Tue Constitution of the United States makes no provision for the education 
of the people; and in the convention which famed it I believe the subject was 
noteven mentioned. A motion to insert a clause providing for a national nui- 
versity was voted down. 

Again I ask, who ever heard, in any State convention which adopted 
the Federal Constitution, in any commentary by any great publicist, or 
in any debate in Congress till within a few years past, of any person 
even hinting at any such proposition as that of the power over educa- 
tion being in Congress at all, much less asanimplication, not from that 
instrument or from any part of it, but from the very nature of a repub- 
lican form of government? On the contrary, it is astubborn trath that 
the system of education, if system it can be called, which had prevailed 
in this country prior to 1789, and long afterward, and which sufficed to 
evolve that amount of general intelligence which was able to produce 
the grandest of statesmen ever seen at any time or among any 
pors as well as constituencies wise and virtuons enough to adoptand 

prove upon the handiwork of those statesmen, was a system either 
the very opposite to or widely distinguished from that now contended for 
as essential to the very existence of a republican government. 

J aver that in the year 1789, or before that year, no one of the original 
colonies or States possessed or had possessed any system of schools sup- 

by State taxation, or any system at all regulated and controlled 
any State organization or machinery. The nearest approach to it 
was in Massachusetts, where, under the law of 1647, the colonial court 
ordered every township to appoint a teacher for its children, whose 
wages should be paid by the parents or masters of such children or by 
the inhabitants generally, as the selectmen should appoint. A similar 
law was adopted in Connecticut and New Hampshire. In neither was 
there any State school organization or any State taxation for school 
purposes. The sole effective provision was that each township should 
apt ay a school or schools for its children or sufera pecuniary fine 
tie omission of the duty. 

This law prevailed in Massachusetts till some years after the new 

constitution of that State was adopted, in 1780, and till a law was 
on the 25th day of June, 1789, making some few additional 
provisions looking to the establishing of what would now be consid- 
erel an approach to a State system of education. 8 

In Khode Island there was no attempt at a school system till after 
the Federal Constitution was adopted. In every other State, both 
North and South, the matter of education was lelt to the discretion of 
local authorities, or to parental interest, or to neighborhood association, 
or to private munificence, or to occasional gifts of lands or money made 
by a colony or State for the most part to academies or colleges. As a 
general rule, children were provided with education by the same in- 
strumentalities and from the same sources whence came their supplies 
of food and clothing. It was nowhere considered the duty of the State 
to provide the funds for the education of the children, nor iu three- 
fourths of the original thirteen States was it at all a matter of general 
State concern in any manner to regulate or control the education of 
the people. 

Horace Mann, in the same lecture from which I have quoted, says 
concerning the framers of our State and National Constitutions, that 
great and good men as they were, yet this great truth,“ that is, the 
duty of providing the means and a system of general education, now 
so plain and conspicuous, eluded their sagacity.’ Sir, the people of 
a great majority of the States looked upon education as an almost en- 
tircly local and domestic concern. The people of no State had reached 
the conception of the responsibility of the State to do more than to 
eniorce upon each of its minor subdivisions the duty of making some 

vision for the education of its children. The people of each State 
Pally believed that its own methods, supported. by a general sense of 
the necessity of education as the basis of free institutions, would ereate 
that amount of general intelligence necessary to the support of its own 
republican form of government, as well as of that central Govern- 
ment of which it was to be one of the pillars. Then, sir, to presume 
that the fathers of 1789 intended to repose in Congress the power to 
establish a nationally supported system of education is to suppose that 
they were prompted by ideas and animated by motives that had never 
entered into their minds, but were the products of subsequent times, 
Such a supposition is a pure and simple anachronism. 

Nor, sir, is this method of reasoning with reference to the construc- 
tion of the Constitution at all inadmissible in the light oſ authority as 
well as of common sense, Judge Story has told usin his Commen- 
taries on the Constitution, that ‘it is regarded as appropriate for courts, 
and as a matter entitled to their most careful consideration, in giving 
construction to the Constitution, to look back at the situation of the 
country at the time and antecedent to the time of its adoption; to look 
‘at its then existing institutions, at the existence and operations of its 
then State governments, atthe powers and workings of the old Con- 
federation and at all other circumstances which had a tendency to 
produce or obstruct its formation and ratification;“ andit is also held 


that “contemporary history and interpretation may be called in to aid 
in arriving at a just conclusion.” 

In other words, in the consideration of any doubtful clause of the 
Constitution, we are entitled, in order to reach its true interpretation, 
to put ourselves in the place of the makers of such an instrument, ta 
surround ourselves, as nearly as we can, with all the circumstances sur- 
rounding them, and to consider the extent and limitations of their views, 
as well as their modes of thought and action and legislation, 

Andnow, Mr. President, ifany oneintimately acquainted with the his- 
tory of the original thirteen States during the years 1787, 1788, and 1789, 
and prior to those years, and therefore possessed of the kind of knowl- 
edge of which Story speaks with reference to the subject of education 
in those times, were about to read the Constitution of the United States 
for the first time he would never dream of finding any provision in that 
instrument conferring upon the Federal Government the jurisdiction 
to establish a system of education in the States; and as that instrument 
was intended to be a definite expression of the will of the fathers with 
respect to the sphere of Federal powers, still less would he expect that 
such a mighty power was somewhere reposing in the depths of consti- 
tutional law, unseen and unknown of men, till evoked by the magic 
wand of the Senator from New Hampshire, under the formula that “if 
the Constitution he constitutional,“ then surely it must be there. 

On the contrary, he would be very sure that, if the people of Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, and New Hampshire had not marched up to 
the point of State taxation for school purposes or to any definite system 
of State schools and if the other ten States had hardly conceived and 
had not acted upon the idea of State interference with the subject of 
public schools at all, then beyond all reasonable doubt the fathersnever 
did repose, nor designed to repose, any power in the General Govern- 
ment over education in the States, 

And now, sir, I claim that the argument ean be carried one step 
further. If there is not the slightest semblance of an express grant of 
power in the Constitution to Congress over the subject of education in 
the States, as no one contends; and if the almost universal opinion has 
prevailed among our statesmen from the beginning, and is nowhere 
stated more emphatically than by Mr. Blaine in his recent work, 
Twenty Years of Congress, that the subject of education is entirely 
reserved to the States; and if there is not the shadow of ground for the 
supposition that the power of Congress to appropriate money for educa- 
tion in the States exists, unless it be conferred by the general welfare“ 
clause, and then no more for appropriating for education than for any 
other sphere of legislation concededly reserved to the States, which sup- 
position involves the logical and historic absurdity that the Federal 
Government, framed as it was for certain specific purposes and admitted 
to be a government of limited powers, was clothed by its founders, who 
were especially jealons of this very power of taxation, with the unlim- 
ited power of taxation and appropriation for all conceivable purposes 
of governmental action, both Federal and State; and if, moreover, as 
history teaches us, the habits of thought and action and modes of leg- 
islation of the fathers of 1789 on this special subject of taxation for 
school purposes and on this general subject of education all combine to 
render it next to impossible that they ever intended that the subject 
of education should be left in any manner within the scope of Fed- 
eral legislation, then it seems to me the inevitable result that Con- 
gress has no right to interfere with respect to that subject, even to 
the extent of doing what it has never yet done; that is, of granting tax- 
raised money to the support of public schools in the States. With the 
views held by the people of the original re States on this subject 
in 1789, if the question had been directly submitted to them whether 
they intended to grant to Congress the power to tax them for educa- 
tion in the States; no one can reasonably believe, in the light of his- 
tory, that there would not have been a universal negative. How, then, 
can we, morally or legally, tax the people of the United States for any 
such purpose? Would it not be running directly counter to the inten- 
tions of the framers of the Constitution, and be a fraud upon the taxing 
power and upon the tax-payers themselves? I will not suppose that 
any one can be so illogical as to contend that tax-raised money, being 
in the Treasury, can be lawfully used for any other purpose than that 
for which it could have been originally brought there by the exercise 
of the taxing power. 

It may be said, sir, That the grant of the power to lay and collect 
taxes to provide for the general welfare confers upon Congress a power 
that expands with the exigencies of the public weal, as the progress of 
time may develop them. But Isubmit it is too plain to admit of any 
argument that the public welfare of the people of the United States 
was intrusted by the Constitution of 1789 to two distinct agencies, State 
and Federal, each of which is bound within the scope of its powers to 
provide for the general welfare without stepping across the line to trench 
upon the other; and when this line of demarkation is once ascertained 
the State has the same right to concern itself about any portion ot 
the general welfare committed to the Federal Government as the Fed- 
eral Government has to care for what is reserved to the States. Such 
a confusion of powers would practically produce infinite friction and 


‘bungling. 


Now, as we have shown, all our history proves that the whole sphere 
of education was left to the States, and such has been the universally 
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accepted theory and practice of the Government gince its foundation, 
except so far as the grants of public lands are concerned, which can be 
made plainly to rest upon a special clause of the Constitution. And 
now I submit that it is neither fair nor legitimate reasoning tocontend 
that Congress has the right to step across the line of State powers and 
duties and apply money raised by taxation laid upon the people of the 
whole Union to the support of the institutions of education, which his- 
tory demonstrates was, and allalong has been, considered a State agency 
for promoting the public welfare, and which the framers of the Con- 
stitution evidently thought that the people of each State were compe- 
tent to deal with, and would deal with, without the slightest idea that 
the Federal Government could or would arrogate any part of the power 
or duty to itself. 

And this position is fully sustained by President Monroe, who was 
the first authoritatively to formulate and promulgate the doctrine of the 
power of appropriation being derived from the general- welfare clause, 
in his famous veto message upon the Cumberland road bill. He there 
concedes the very doctrine above laid down. 

Have Congress— 

He asks— 

a right to raise and ae ba ie anew the public money to any and every purpose, ac- 
cording to their will and pleasure? They certainly have not. The Government 
of the United States is a limited government, instituted for great national pur- 
poses, and for those only. Other interests are committed to the States, whose 
duty it is to provide for them. Each government should look to the great and 
essential purposes tor which it was instituted, and confine itself to those purposes. 

The interests of education were committed or reserved to the States, 
and the States, Monroe says, should provide for them. i 

But, sir, let us recur again to the position of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that Congress is by the very nature of republican govern- 
ment clothed with the power to assume jurisdiction over education in 
the States. This doctrine, I hold, will lead us to extreme results, and 
is therefore illogical and untenable. Intelligence of a high order, such 
as must have existed in early post-Revolutionary times, may be neces- 
sary to the creation of an orderly and well balanced government; but 
public virtue as well as intelligence is indispensable to its preservation. 

Indeed, the decadence of public morals in such a form of government 
has always marked the era of decay. Never did the glory of the Athe- 
nians reach a higher point, nor did the intelligence of that singularly 
ntellectual people become more highly developed, than on the eve of 
the ruin of their state, when a Pericles ruled in their councils and 
an Aspasia over their social life. Never did Roman intellect emit 
brighter beams than in the Augustan age, when moral decrepitude had 
just overthrown the republic and established a grinding despotism upon 
its ruins. And no matter how refined and cultivated may be the minds 
of our people, social and political corruption, if they should become gen- 
erally prevalent, would strangle our libertiesand lead to the overthrow 
of our political system. 

Then, sir, shall it be said that, because public morality is an absolute 
essential to the existence of our form of government, therefore Con- 
gress shall have the power to establish a censorship over morals in every 
township or subdivision of our Union, adopt a code of Congressional 
ethics, and send forth an army of missionaries to teach the people and 
enforce upon them the practice of Congressional views of right and 
wrong? 

Again, sir, many millions of our people, probably a majority of them, 
fully believe that without religion our institutions would be destined 
to speedy decay, as without religion every system of morality is with- 
out an efficient sanction. But, even if the Constitution did notspecif- 
ically inhibit the interference of this Government in thatsacred sphere, 
it would be easy to show how the interference of Congress upon this 
subject would be sure to fail of hny good results. 

Thus, a great public institution like religion may be necessary, and 
donbtless, in the opinion of our Revolutionary sires, was necessary to 
the perpetuation of a free government, but that necessity did not lead 
them to repose the duty of caring for it upon the Government which 
they framed. Familiarized as their minds were with the unhappy ef- 
fects of the confounding of church and state, they were led to ordain 
that Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of re- 
ligion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. They knew that this 
great subject could be best intrusted to the States or to the people. 
But their minds were not familiarized with the ideas of State systems 
of eđucation or of State taxation for such purposes; and, as a most nat- 
ural and necessary consequence, they neither granted nor intended to 
grant any suck power to Congress. Hence, being neither granted to 
the Central Government nor inhibited to the States, it must abide in 
the States or in the people. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, if I understand the Senator, he says 
that, because I hold the doctrine that in self-defense the National Gov- 
ernment, if republican, must have the power to insure to the national 
citizenship intelligence, it is a fair thing to say that it follows that 

Congress or the General Government has the right to interfere with the 
religion of the people; that is, if it may interfere with the education 
of the people in the States it may interfere with the matter of religion 
in the States, Is that the Senator’s view? £ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I have already said that an express pro- 
vision of the Constitution forbids Congress to interſere 


Mr. BLAIR. If it was necessary. i 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. My replyis that if you claim as a matter 
of necessity that the Government of the United States must have the 
right to educate the people, then, I say, if religion be equally a necessity 
for the people, your argument would logically go to the same extent, for 
I lay down this proposition, that if necessity can implant a new and 
substantive power in the Canstitution necessity can just as rightfully 
erase a power from the Constitution or a negation of power therein con- 
tained, such as a prohibition upon Congress to interfere with religion. 

Mr. BLAIR. That may be another and distinct ground, but my as- 
sertion—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I hope the Senator will wait until he 
hears the whole argument before he replies. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. But, once more, sir, the respect for and 
obedience to law are absolutely necessary to the existence of any gov- 
ernment ofand by the people. Whenever the masses of the people fail 
to respect one another's rights of person and property, then will public 
opinion become so vitiated that courts and juries will fail of their true 
fanctions, and the bands of society and of government will be broken 
to pieces. Nothing but despotic force can then insure anything like 
orderand tranquillity, and free government will come to an end, Surely, 
if one-half of what the Democrats charge in the way of corruption of 
voters and coercion of employés in the North and of what the Repub- 
licaus retort as to fraud and force in the South is true, there must be 
great danger in our land of a rapid descent into the gloomy caverns 
of despotism. Shall, then, the vast powers of the Federal Government, 

as it is of immeasurable resources in the way of revenues 
me ai the Army ia Navy, lay 1 on the courts Ref justice and of 
the police powers of the States in order to arrest any danger of lapsi 
into lawlessness and anarchy ? 8 55 

Sir, is there not as much danger to our institutions from lawlessness 
and corruption as from illiteracy? Is not our Government as indis- 
solubly bound up with virtue and religion, with obedience to law and 
social order, as with intelligence? Have we not read of many nations 
being highly enlightened and still tottering to ruin from festering cor- 
ruption? If, then, the Federal Government must seize hold of and 
regulate the public-school systems of the States in order to save the Re- 
public, then there is just as great an obligation and necessity to lay its 
hands upon the morals of the people and the police powers of the States. 
This central Government has just as much right and there is as strin- 
gent a necessity to do one as the other. If not, why not? The right 
of any State or of its people to care for the moral life of its citizens or 
to exercise its all-important police functions is not specifically reserved 
to them in the Constitution. They only exist in the State or in the 
people of the State because they are not granted to the central Gov- 
ernment. Therefore they are reserved to the State or to the people. 
In precisely the same manner and for the same reasons the power and 
the duty to care for popular education exist in the States, because not 
granted to the General Government, with the additional reason that in 
the light of history the framers of the Constitution can not be reason- 
ably supposed to have intended to make any such grant of power either 
in specific terms or by way of implication or inference from any words 
they may bave used. And, sir, this Central Government has just as 
much power to foster or control any one of the functions of the State, 
which I have enumerated or could enumerate, as another, and that is 
just none at all. ” 

Mr. President, I have said that this dogma of the Senator from New 
Hampshire is also untenable in the light of our present experience, It 
is based entirely upon the plea of necessity. But if the instrumentalities 
of education prior to and long after the Revolution were adequate to 
the founding of our form of government and to its establishment and 
continuance for many years on a firm basis, in all the beanty and sym- 
metry of its grand mechanism, how then, I ask, when those instru- 
mentalities have since increased at least tenfold in our times, so that in 
every Southern State, of whose illiteracy the Senator has given us such 
portentous accounts, the opportunities for an education are immeas- 
urably greater even for colored children than they were for the fore- 
fathers of nine-tenths of us before and long since 1789; how, I ask, can 
there be any reasonable danger of the overthrow of republican govern- 
ment in our midst becanse of the want of education among the people? 

The spirit, the appliances and the diffusion of education have largely 
increased during the last eight years throughont the South, whose des- 
titution has ever been the strongest plea for this measure. With the 
ever rapidly increasing prosperity and wealth of that section, educa- 
tion and intelligence will continue to spread and take a deeper hold 
upon the people, if they are only left alone to work ont their own de- 
liverance from the trials and dangers that beset them. I do not believe 
there is a single Senator here from the South who would not, if he 
were to utter his inmost convictions, bear ont the truth of these state- 
ments, All averments to the contrary, if they have any truth in them, 
are only of local application, exaggerated, and therefore misleading. 

Sir, if there bea serions danger to our institutions, as very many 
will affirm, it does not especially lie in the direction of the illiteracy 
of our people, in view of the fact that the public mind is more aroused 
now than eyer before to the necessity of its removal. And I, for one, 
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am free to acknowledge that the strenuous and unremitting efforts of 
the Senator from New Hampshire in favor of his bill have been potent 
in directing the attention of his countrymen to the evil and to the 
adoption of measures for its repression. But it would be easy to point 
out other dangers far more threatening to the welfare of the American 
3 and to the perpetuity of their institutions than those arising 

m the want of intelligence amongst them. This is not the time nor 
the occasion for sueh a discussion. I Will only now declare my belief that 
if Congress will only confine its legislation within the limits originally 
marked out by the fathers, even as enlarged by the recent amendments 
judicially expounded, and will only use its powers justly and equitably 
for the benefit of all sections, classes, and interests, then there is no 
country on the globe that has brighter prospects of permanency, of en- 
lightened liberty, of glorious progress, and of boundless prosperity, 
than the United States of America. 

Mr. BLAIR, I wish to say a word if the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] does not now desire to address the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had intended to-day to address the Senate briefly 
upon this subject, but I am not able to do so, and I am not certain that 
I can do so to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will say a word in reply to one or two sugges- 
tions made by Senators who have spoken. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] in his remarks 
made a statement with reference tothe existing and gratifying increase 
of the valuation of the Southern States since the vear 1880. As I 
recollect it, in round numbers, from, perhaps, two and one-half billions, 
or about that, it has increased to about four billions of dollars, being 
an increase of a billion and a half or more during the last decade. 

I wish, in order that there may be no loss of the sense of proportion 
in this matter, to say that during the same time the valuxtion of the 
whole country has increased certainly in quite as large a proportion as 
it has in the South. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], dur- 
ing the last session of Congress, made a statement on the floor that the 
entire valuation of the country—not its assessed valuation, but the real 
value of the property of the country—is now placed by accurate econ- 
omists at about $75,000,000,000, Ten years ago that valuation was, 
as I remember it, some 844,000,000, 000. The assessed valuation ten 

ears ago was, if I remember correctly, something like $16, 000,000, 000, 
of which the proportion in the Southern States was between two and 
three billions, that of the South having now increased to four billions. 
There can be little doubt of the real valuation of the country haying 
increased from forty-four billions to seventy-five billions. There can be 
nodoubt that the general valuation of the country and its assessed valu- 
ation at the present time have increased in quite as large a proportion 
as in the Southern States, 

Mr, FAULKNER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a quez- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ves, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lask whether the increase in the South of ag- 
ricultural products has not heen equal to 46 per cent., while that of 
the other States of the Union has been but 28? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not speaking of the products of the country. 
That is very likely so. Inthe Southern States, fortunately, under the 
new order of things, there is a diversification of industries going on, 
and the people of the South are coming to produce far more than for- 
merly agriculturally, in order to supply the wants of the manufacturing 
and the other population not engaged in agriculture, That leads to 
a natural increase of the agricultural production, because they feed 
more people and they are able to export more, as I understand. 

But the truth is that, notwithstanding the amazing and the gratify- 
ing improvement that has taken placein certain localities of the South, 
quite an equal improvement will be shown, as I believe, in all parts of 
the country, both in valuation and increase of population, and yet nei- 
ther the South nor the North shows a decrease of the illiteracy that 
prevailed in the year 1880. It may be that there is some decrease in 
the proportion of illiteracy, as between the number of actual illiterates 
and the entire population; that is to say, it is possible that the popu- 
lation has increased faster than the illiteracy, but all the figures which 
I have been able to gather show that there is a positive increase of il- 
literacy; and notably that is demonstrated by the official records of the 
State of Louisiana, and the records of the last election show that there 
has been an actual increase of both white and colored illiteracy in the 
South. 

Mr. FAULKNER. ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
he has not picked out, as an illustration of his argument, a State in the 
South that is doing less for public education than any other State in 
the South, to wit, Louisiana? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not that I am aware of; not by any means. 

Mr. FAULKNER. According to the assessed valuation of property 
in Louisiana, that State does less than any other State in the South for 


public education. 


Mr. BLAIR. I am not aware that that is so. I can not say whether 
that is so or not. But certainly there can be no marked disproportion 
in that regard. I state that fact with reference to Louisiana because I 


happen to know it from an official statement, which was widely circu- 
lated at the same time through the press of the country, and I received 
a written communication to the same effect, and it applies directly to 
the matter. 

Ina very large number of the States which I introduced in the exor- 
dium of my speech, I only took up critically six or eight of them. You 
will find a large number of statements to the effect that illiteracy is 
in $ 

Much has been said in regard to the use of this money in the States. 
I believe every single State, or every Southern State at least, where 
alone the question would arise, where there is colored population, re- 
quires that the money used for common schools shall be distributed and 
applied without reference to race and color. That is the existing law. 
There isin this bill a provision that where the money reaches a State in 
which there are separate schools, or in which there are different colorsin 
different schools, it shall be divided in an equitable way, in a just pro- 
portion as between the different schools; so that a colored school of 
100 scholars will get the same amount of money as a white school of 
the same number, making the test the number of illiterates as shown 
by the census between the ages of ten and twenty-one years. 

That was taken as the best available criterion which could be fixed 
by any mathematical enumeration available to the Government as a 
guide in this affair, the census showing the number of colored illiter- 
ates between the ages of ten and twenty-one years and the number of 
white illiterates between the same ages; and the bill undertakes—and 
that was carefally prepared with the advice and supervision of the 
honorable Senator trom Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], with a view that 
where there were these separate schools the money should be as equi- 
tably as possible divided according to the numbers of those who should 
be its beneficiaries. 

Now, there is a provision in the bill which reaches where, perhaps, 
there are not separate schools, and with reference to which it should be 
construed even where there are, and where there may be mixed schools 


also, and that is the tenth section, which provides that the funds pro- 


yided by this act shall be paid out in such a way as to produce an 
equalization of school advantages and school privileges without refer- 
ence to race or color. -Then there is still another provision, the four- 
teenth section, which provides that no part of the money appropriated 
under the provisions of this act shall be paid out in any State the laws 
whereof do not already provide that school money shall be distributed 
without regard to race or color. Perhaps itis better that I should read 
that section in this connection in order that there may be no misappre- 
hension; 

I observe that the morning papers speak of an effort in one of our 
States to so change their existing law that the white taxation shall go 
for the benefit of white children and the taxation derived from the colored 
people shall be applied only to the education of the children of colored 
people; and I have heard that advocated upon the stump in Virginia, 
heard of its being advocated by a prominent Democrat who was upon 
the stump in the last election in Virginia, and I know that it is the 
sentiment of many white men—not generally the sentiment of white 
Democrats, in my belief, and of course not of Republicans. 

Section 14 of the bill is in these words: 

That no State or Territory that does not distribute the moneys raised for com- 
mon-school purposes equally for the education of all the children, without dis- 
tinction of race or color, shall be entitled toany of the benefits of this act, 

So that, if, in view of the enactment of this bill into law, which I 
believe now happily to be assured, there should be a change in the 
statutes of any State by the apprepriation of the taxation of white 
people for the benefit of the childrey of their color only, that State 
would not be able to take anything under the provisions of this act. 
There is nosuch State at the present time, either th the South orin the 
North. I believe Kentucky was the last State that made this distine- 
tion, and the Jaw has been, within a year or two, changed in that State. 
So this glo-ious fact is true, that there is no State in the Union which 
recognizes, so far as the education of children is concerned, any distinc- 
tion in race or color, and I think that is a most creditable and honorable 
fact in view of the undisputed assertion that at least 90 per cent. of the 
property of the Southern States is in the ownership of the white people. 

Something of criticism is continually arising of the provision of this 
bill that the money shall be distributed among the States upon the 
basis of their relative or proportionate illiteracy; that is to say, each 
State gets as much of the $77,000,000, or rather as much of each an- 
nual appropriation, the first being $7,000,000, as it has of the entire il- 
literacy of the country. If it has one-tenth of the illiteracy, it gets 
one-tenth of the money distributed in the whole country, and so of all 
the States. ‘Then, when that money is within the State, it is of course 
applied in the schools, applied where it ought to be applied, where the 
process of education is going on. 

This measure of illiteracy as to the division between the States was 
adopted for the reason that it seemed to be necessary to have some 
mathematical basis applying uniformly to the whole country, and it 
was found that the illiteracy corresponded almost exactly to the cor- 
responding poverty of the different portions of the country in inverse 
proportion, so that where there was the most illiteracy there was the 
most poverty, and consequently less ability to bear taxation. 
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There was found to be, so far as those who were interested in the 
construction of this bill were concerned, no better measure of the ne- 
cessity of aid than the excess of illi , and I have heard of no better 
basis of distribution among the States, If that be so, then the next 
step, the use of the money within the State, as provided by this bill, is 
manifestly correct, for it goes to the children of school age, which is 
the rule as to education, irrespective of race or color, who are being ed- 
ucated in the schools. Of course this may not reach Within a nickel of 
absolute equality in all respects, Absolute and positive accuracy, of 
course, is impossible; but this rule is near enough and well enough as 
a whole, I think. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] who first spoke on the bill 
prefaced his remarks with the assertion that this was a bill popular in 
the beginning, but constantly decreasing in the support which it has 
received. Now, so far as the sentiment of the country is concerned, I 
am of the opinion that it is very much stronger throughout the coun- 
try in favor of the bill than it was originally, and never has it beenso 
strong among the masses of the people, especially among the masses 
of the white people of the South, as it is to-day. It is constantly in- 
creasing in strength. You go among the people of Virginia, as I have 
done—I speak of this because I have been there—you go in the re- 
moter sections, go anywhere in that State, and you will not finda 
white man who is not one of the original aristocracy that owned the 
land and the labor there—at least I Lave not found one—who was not in 
favor of the provisions of the bill and of the assistance which it pro- 
vides for their schools. 

Ihave been among their mountains. I recollect attending a political 
meeting among the hills where five counties cornered, and there were 

thaps 3,000 people present, all white men, fighting white men of old 

irginia; colonels 5 lieutenant-colonels and majors and captains and 
lieutenants and a great mass of the fighting privates of the Confederate 
army were there, and there was life and vigor in their eyes, and I was 
proud of them as members of the Anglo-Saxon race; and yet I do not 
believe they had clothes enough on them to come to $1,500 altogether; 
but, although poor, they were American citizens, and almost all of them 
were Republicans who very recently came out of the Democratic party, 
and toa man they were exceedingly anxious for this appropriation in 
order that their children might be educated. They seemed to compre- 
hend that what made the difference between their industrial condition 
and their condition as to wealth and comfort and the condition of the 
corresponding people at the North was the lack of education, and if 
they could only get schools for their children their future was assured. 
I believe that these people were right, and I do not see how a man who 
knows of this condition of things in that Southern country, and a man 
who lives there, especially, can have it in his heart or in his intellect to 
withhold this slight appropriation from people like these. 

The Senators from Texas have presented tables which they have read 
and which I have impeached by showing the hollow and unreliable 
nature of the original tables upon which they were founded. If my 
speech—which is a brief one, and anybody can read it who can sit 
down and give fifteen minutes to this great subject—is consulted, it will 
be seen that I have gone underneath these aggregates and have exam- 
ined the returns from the counties, and the asseverations in regard to 
those returns by the officials of Texas and other portions of the South, 
and have demonstrated that those figures are not illustrative of the real 
condition of the people, 

Here is Dr. Curry, who traveled foryears all through the South and 
who is a Democrat. He says that not over 51 or 52 per cent. of those 
who should be in schools are in schools in the South to-day. I read 
the statement of President Johnston, of Tulane este ype the son of 
Albert Sidney Johnston, said to be the best-informed educator as to 
the actual condition of the people throughout the Southern States, and 
I ask Senators to read that testimony from such a source, in absolute 
despair of the fature of his people unless there can be national aid. 
And the white people, too, those who imagine that the race prob- 
lem is a colored race problem, are, as I think, in most serious error. 
The race problem is a white problem quite as much as it is a colored 
problem, and there is no elevation for the colored men unless there be 
an opportunity given to the children of the white men. It is utterly 
impossible for them to rise unless those who are on top of them get up 
and rise also. The great mass of the white people of the South under- 
stand this, too. Ido not need to dwell upon that as I should like. I 
could recite my personal experiences among them, contact with them, 
conversations with them, if there were any occasion to do it. 

This bill which the Senator says is losing, Isay in popular estimation 
is increasing in favor, both at the South and at the North most rapidly; 
never so strong as to-day. In regard to its support in the Senate, the 
first time the bill was passed it had 33 votes in its favor; the second 
time it had 36 votes in its favor; the Jast time it had 39 yotes in its 
favor; and the next time it will haye more than 45 votes in its favor; 
and the next time I suppose will be some day next week, probably. 

I ought to add in reference to the losses, that there have been in li- 
vidual losses, but they are almost every one of them losses of Demo- 
crats, who on the first occasion voted for the bill, but failed to do so 
‘subsequently, We have lost, so far as I remember, of the Senators who 
are in this body, only one or two Republicans, and they changed their 
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votes because they distrusted the proper application of the fands under 
a Democratic administration; and they have justified themselves on 
the stump and in other directions upon that ground, and that only, so 
far as I have ever known, 

We have now a Republican Administration, a perfectly honest Ad- 
ministration. There is nothing wrong going to be done by a Repub- 
lican Administration. There are none but good men in it, from the 
highest to the lowest, and we are under an absolute certainty that 
every dollar and every cent of this money and of all money appropri- 
ated by Congress will be applied as it ought to be, as sacredly as mis- 
sionary appropriations are to the great sacred cause of the elevation of 
mankind. So I anticipate that every Republican probably will vote 
for this bill in the end, if he is not too sick to be present, and I am 
aware that the yrip’’ has some of us, 

There has been some discoursing about the relative condition of tho 
North and the South; and there seems to be a feeling on the part of my 
most eminent and respected friends from Texas that those who advo- 
cate this bill are inclined to find fault with the South and to stand up, 
if we live in the North, in a sort of self-righteous attitude and to say 
uncomplimentary things of the South, as though she were not making 
as much effort to educate her people as we of the North. 

I have never, for the eight years during which I have been more or 
less talking upon this subject, failed to assert every time that I have 
said anything upon the point, which has been frequently, that in my 
belief the Southern people are struggling to educate their children with 
a greater effort than is being made at the North; and it is because of 
this strong effort and this terrible and perpetual calamity of illiteracy 
which has come upon them without their own fault, because, I say, of 
their great and honorable struggle to remove it, to escape from it, that 
T have felt that the North, who are as much to blame forit as the 
South, ought to do something from the common Treasury to remove 
this evil, which is to the common disadvantage, and to promote uni- 
versal intelligence, which isfor the common good. I think if anybody 
cau be criticised unfavorably it is we of the North. In many of the 
States north, popular education has retrograded within the last thirty 


years, 

That brings me to, perhaps, the most important point that I care to 
notice in what the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] said, because I do 
not care whether the bill is in his opinion constitutional or not; in my 
opinion it is constitutional; and if we have a majority on that qu 
majorities rule and convince people after awhile, But the Senator in- 
stitutes a comparison in the matter of expenditure between what the 
South is doing at the present time and what the North did thirty years 
ago. The Senator said ‘1860 and 1890,” and he said twenty years.’? 
That is an indication that a little national aid to education is n 
in the South, when a Senator does not know that from 1860 to 1890 is 
thirty years instead of twenty. Just think of it! And the other Sen- 
ator from Texas, who spoke to-day [Mr. REAGAN], did not correct his 
colleague. So it stands on the record that in the opinion of the Senators 
from Texas sixty from ninety leaves twenty. I take the ground that 
sixty from ninety leaves thirty, and I challenge the Senator to debate 
on it, and I will leave it to any school teachers or intelligent people 
whatever. If it is thirty years, then I hope the Senator will correct it 
in the RECORD. But I want to call the Senator’s attention to one fact. 
Task him not to look that up now. 

Mr. COKE. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that I quoted 
a table here which gave the dates, the years 1860 and 1870, for Maine 

Mr. BLAIR. That is only ten years instead of twenty. 

Mr. COKE. From 1860 to 1870 for Maine, New Hampshire 1860 
and 1870, and Vermont 1860 and 1870, and I put it a quarter of a cent- 
ury or twenty-five years as the time that has elapsed. 

Mr. BLAIR, That makes me say about these averages that they do 
not amount to much any way. It is just like saying one hundred 
ple live in heaven and another hundred in the other place, and there 
are two hundred people pretty tolerably comfortable here on earth, 
These averages cheat us all ont. Here are a third of the people who 
get no education whatever, we will say, in round numbers. Here are 
a third of them who get very good education, and here are another 
third who get a little, who get what they can forget fairly in the course 
of five or ten years, which is never of any real, practical assistance so 
far as informing themselves upon the questions of political and public 
importance which citizens are called on to decide. 

Bat the point I want to make is that in 1860, before the general rise 
in values, a dollar would do as much anywhere in this country in the 
way of education or anything else as two or three dollars will do at the 
present time or would do at any time after the war and after the rise 
in values which has taken place and is a part of our recent history. 
Take California, for instance, The Senator speaks of the expenditure 
in Texas as being $5 per capita for those who attend school, I think it 
is; but, whatever it may be in Texas, they expend to-day $25 in Cali- 
fornia in edacating their children. In Massachusetts they expend $22 
or $23 per capita in the education of their children, and illiteracy is 
increasing. There are 108,000 illiterates in the State of Massachusetts 
to-day, In my own State we expend between $11 and $12 per capita. 
That is a little more than twice what they expended at the time the 
Senator indicates, in 1860. 


at the suggestion of my friend from 
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Mr. COKE, And 1870, too? 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps in 1870; haveincreaseditsincethen. I 
take no high ground in reference to the condition of education in the 
North or in New Hampshire. In many parts of New Hampshire eda- 
cation is doing as well or better perhaps than it ever did before, but in 
other portions of the State it is not doing as well as it was when I was 
a boy, and that is back earlier than 1860 somewhat. Among other 
troubles, we have this trouble, that we have an immense influx of for- 
eign population, and it is not all an intelligent population, and we not 
only have difficulties from the coming of the population itself, which 
at the time is not so unintelligent as you might think (in fact the 
average of the illiterates among the immigrants is only about the same 
as the average of illiterates throughout the whole country), but there 
are influences at work which prevent our gathering into the common 
schools and giving education as it ought to be given to the children of 
foreigners to a very much greater extent than these difficulties exist 
with reference to native-born children. That is rather an increasing 
than a decreasing difficulty, I think. 

So in many ways the problem of education at the North, that is, its 
complexity, is not of the same character as at the South. It is never- 
‘theless a problem which is becoming more and more difficult of solu- 
tion, and we are having troubles there as well as at the South, and are 
going to have more hereafter. 

While I do not ery out in despair, I do think that there is no North- 
ern State, however well she may feel about herself, that would not do 
a prudent and creditable thing if she would inquire more closely into 
education within herown limits, and I do not believe there is one that 
would not be glad to take her pittance, it may be, even under the pro- 
visions of this bill: 

If she does not care to take it, by the provisions of the bill asamended 

Mississi issippi [Mr. GEORGE], any 
State which does not care for age money, which e that os is 52 
and increasing in goods and need of nothing and can educate her 
own children, even though she does not, 8 this money to be 
covered into the Treasury, and only those States that are intent upon 


the education of their children, even if they have to have a little out- 


side help, need take it. 

The State of Texas will not be obliged to take any money under the 
provisions of this bill. I have noticed from South Carolina, from Geor- 
gia, from several other States somewhat of protest against the position 
of the Senators from Texas. With your immense land grant, with 
your asserted ability to educate yourselves, although as the superin- 
tendent says in many counties the value of the jails is greater than 
that of the school-houses, if you are able to take care of yourselves, 
even if you do not, why do you protest against our having it for our 
children when we are poor? That is a pertinent question, because 
Texas does not need to take the money. But if you pass this bill Texas 
will take it, and she will get the good of it, and there will not beagain 
in the after the bill has run its eight years the description I 
have fi miot, in regard to the relative proportion of the investment 
in jails and in school-houses made by the supreme educational officer 
of that State, 

Ihave here what you might call demonstrations of the fact that 
along the Alleghany Mountains, from Virginia well down through the 
States of Georgia and Alabama, there are two and a half million white 
people whose condition, as described by missionaries and educators 
who have been there and lived among them, is most deplorable. Why 
should not those people have this assistance? What if they are toler- 
ably well educated in the cities? Here is this large class of the popu- 
lation who are getting absolutely nothing of this heavenly gift of 
knowledge and intelligence. Why should we not assist them? 

There is a sensitiveness on the part of States. They do not wantto 
be legislated into the statutes of the conntry as pauper States. They 
are not to blame for it, particularly when, as in future times, the con- 
ditions existing and the eauses of those conditions at the present time, 
might not be apparent to the eye and to the earof history. But here 
is a bill which makes the distribution to the States that choose to take 
it absolutely upon the basis of illiteracy, and all States are treated 
alike so far as the national legislation or the national distribution is 
concerned. 

The fact thata little more goes to one State than to another is no more 
discreditable, no more a hurt, no more an injustice, than it is that the 
money for rivers and harbors is distributed in particular localities where 
the water is. Just so by this bill, the money goes where the illiteracy 
is and where the danger is. A man is no better who has a disease þe- 
cause it is located on one part or the other of his body. It equally 
affects the whole. It is no more to the discredit of the right hand that 
it hasa carbuncle than if it were located upon the left. It makes no 
3 it is the whole body that is discredited and that suffers 

e 

Of course I would not be talking now if there was anybody else to 
speak on the bill at the present time. I simply took the floor for the 
moment because the Senator from Wisconsin was not able to go on to- 
night. I would just advert to the remarks of the Senator from Mary- 
land, in which he attacks the position I took and had the temerity to say 
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was im If it was so, it is just as impregnable now asit was 
before made his speech, and itisno more so than it was be- 
fore I made mine, 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that if it could be demonstrated that it 
was a false position the Senator from Maryland would have done it. 

The P. ING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I will simply remark that, if it is just 
as impregnable now as it was before, it is simply because it is a shadow 
which can not be destroyed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not quite catch the Senator’s remark, but I think 
that what I said was in the same direction, that if it was a position 
which could be destroyed the Senator from Maryland has the ability 
and has exercised the ability to accomplish that result. My point was 
not that the original control of education is not in the States. My be- 
lief is that when the States created a separate general and national 
government, gave to it certain powers in the possession and exercise of 
which the National Government is supreme, when they by their assent 
created another government, merging a portion of their powers in that 
Government and made it republican in form, they of necessity gave to 
it the right of self-defense, which inheres in every vitality, whether it 
be a corporate power or whether it be a government or any other thing 
which lives. Any form of life has the great right of self-defense. If 
republican institutions are based upon intelligence and if without in- 
telligence the few inevitably converge in themselves all the power, so 
that the many are the subjects of the few, then without intelligence 
there can be no republican form of government, and in creating a re- 
publican form of government the States gaye to that government the 
right to make its constituency intelligent. 

I do not say it may make the citizens of the State as such intelli- 
gent, but, the fact being that the same person isa citizen of the National 
Government or of the nation at large and of the State also and that 
the State has power in this matter of education and has the right and 
has the duty to see that its citizen is educated, if the State neglects 
that power it leaves to the National Government inevitably in its self- 
defense the right to educate that same individual, who existsin a dual 
capacity, a citizen of the nation as well as a citizen of the State, I think 
that that position is impregnable, unless we are to say “that the Na- 
tional Government is not supreme with reference to the exercise of pow- 
ers which are confessedly conferred upon it. " 

The Senator hi think, admitted that, on the whole, it would 
not follow that the National Government has a right to interfere in the 
matter of religion within the State or among the people. The Gov- 
ernment has the power to see thatthe people are educated, while there 
is an express provision that it shall not legislate with reference to estab- 
lishments of religion which would wipe out any other power in the 
Constitution itself. Ido not suppose that the Senator would say that 
the State governments themselves, as a rule, have not the right to es- 
tablish a system of religion within their jurisdiction. 

The constitutions of many States, as I understand it, restrict State 
action in that , and the fact that it seems to be admitted to be 
essential that there should be a restriction in the constitutions of the 
nation and of the States placed upon this power, which otherwise might 
exist, to establish religion or to legislate upon that subject, seems to 
lead inevitably to the inference that but for those positive restrictions 
the power to legislate even upon religion and to make establishments 
of religion would be in the Government itself. That would seem to 
follow, but that power is restricted in the national Constitution, and 
my argument goes only to the extent of saying that inevitably the 
National Government must bave this power to educate the people who 
are to be citizens of the nation, if nobody else does it. 

It is a great deal better that the State should doit, The parent may 
do it; but, if the parent fails to do it and if the State fails to doit, there 
still remains the absolute necessity to the existence of the National Goy- 
ernment that the people shall be intelligent, and so there is remotely 
lodged, never likely to be exercised, the power to educate in order to 
preserve the national life. 

That is all I have ever asserted, coupling always with that assertion 
the declaration that this bill does not trench upon that department of 
the subject at all. It does not undertake to exercise the national power 
to educate, but simply in the States and by virtue of State institutions 
to assist the State and the parent within the State to perform this great 
work, which is much better done locally, but if not done locally iney- 
itably must be done by the nation at large. 

Mr, President, if there is no one who wishes to speak on the bill to- 
night I will move an adjournment. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam very anxious that the bill should proceed as rap- 
idly as possible, and I hope that every Senator who desires to be heard 
upon it, on one side or the other, will be ready to proceed whenever 
the matter is under consideration, for the speeches are not likely to be 
of great length, and I should hope that we might reach a vote early 
next week, certainly. 
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Mr. HALE. If the Senator will withdraw his motion I will move 
an executive session. : 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 5 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes t in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 .o’clock and 40 minutes p.m.) 
the youre adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 27, 1890, at 
12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 26th day of February, 1890. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF LOUISIANA, 

William Gregg, of Louisiana, to be surveyor-general of Louisiana, 
vice Calhoun Fluker, to be removed. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

James E. Russell. of Cœur d' Alene, Idaho, to be register of the land 
office at Cour d’Aléne, Idaho, vice Otis H. Culver, declined. 

William Harvey Clark, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the land 
oftice at Lincoln, Nebr., vice Thomas B. Davis, whose term of office 
will expire March 17, 1890. 

Edward C. Ross, of Prescott, Wash., to be register of the land office 
at Walla Walla, Wash., vice Rudolph Guichard, to be removed. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Mark M. Neeves, of Ogallala, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Sidney, Nebr., vice Gould B. Blakely, to be removed. 

Albert L, Towle, of Niobrara, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at O'Neill, Nebr., vice Alfred B. Charde, to be removed. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Theodore F. Willsey, of Willow, Cal., to be agent fur the Indians 
of the Round Valley agency, in California, vice Charles H. Yates, to be 
removed. 

SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 
Willard B. Felton, of Cañon City, Colo., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of Colorado. k 

George L. Sopris, of Denver, Colo., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Colorado. 

John W. Bailey, of Princeton, Ill., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Illinois. 

Bradbury W. Hight, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the third census district of Iowa. 

John W. Near, of Fort Dodge, Iowa, to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Iowa. 

Sylvester R. Burch, of Kansas, to be supervisor of census for the sec- 
ond census district of Kansas, in the place of Samuel R. Burch, error 
in name. 

Alfred Allen, of Kentucky, to be supervisor of census for the second 
census district of Kentucky. 

Richard L. Ewell, of London, Ky., to be supervisor of census for the 
sixth census district of Kentucky. 

Edward C, Orear, of Mount Sterling, Ky., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the fifth census district of Kentucky. 

William H. Spencer, of Lebanon, Ky., to be supervisor of census for 
the third census district of Kentucky. 

John Woodhead, of Falmouth, Ky., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Kentucky. 

Boarman H. Peterson, of Wheelock, La., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of Louisiana. 

James C. Weaks, of Monroe, La., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Louisiana. 

Garfield S. McMillan, of Brookhaven, Miss., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the fourth census district of Mississippi. 

George A. Rivercomb, of Warm Springs, Va., to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the fourth census district of Virginia. 


WITHDRAWAL, 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President February 26, 1890. 


Otis H. Culver, for register of the land office at Coeur d’Aléne, Idaho, 
which was sent to the Senate January 7, 1890. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 25, 1890. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Cornelius H. Hanford, of Washington, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Washington. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 26, 1890. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. * 


Sylvester R. Burch, of Kansas, to be supervisor of census for the sec- 
ond census district of Kansas. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 26, 1890. 


The House metat120’clockm. Prayer hy the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House the fol- 
lowing changes of reference: 

The bill (S. 1007) for the relief of Col. Daniel McClure; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. It has been reported back to be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the bill (S. 304) defining the positions and salaries of assistant 
astronomers at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department. It should have been referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 3837) to declare the Iowa River unnavigable be- 


low Wapello, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Har It should have been referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Without objection, the several committees to which these bills were 
referred will be discharged from their further consideration and they 
will be referred as indicated. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, is there any objection to my offering my 
resolution this morning? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ask for unanimous consent. ~ 

Mr. LEE. Then I ask unanimous consent. It is in the interest of 
the Government. 

TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman send it up? 

Mr. LEE. It is at the Clerk's desk. It will take but a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has not got the resolution. 

Mr. LEE. IleftitwiththeClerk. It was published in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it was given to the 
Reporters. Z 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Has the or- 
der of unfinished business been reached ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. The gentleman from Ilinois. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF ATKINSON VS. PENDLETON. 


Mr. ROWELL. I call up the contested-election case of Atkinson vs, 
Pendleton, of the First district of West Virginia. It is a privileged 
question. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That George W. Atkinson was duly elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress from the First Congressional district of West Virginia at 
theelection held November 6, 1888, instead of John O. Pendleton, and that said 
George W. Atkinson is entitled to his seat as such Representative. 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr, Speaker, before proceeding with debate I de- 
sire to state that we have reached an arrangement in regard to the time, 
if the House approves it. It is agreed that not exceeding three hours 
on 2 side shall be given to discussion. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. That is the understanding, Mr. Speaker. 

APE amie ia After that the previous question to be considered 
0 È 2 

Mr. ROWELL. The previous question to be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The House hears the proposition. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. O FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, at the proper time I desire to offer 
a resolution as n substitute for the resolution accompanying the report 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER, That is a part of the understanding. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, the printed record in this case con- 
tains over 1,500 pages of fine print. Some 1,100 witnesses were exam- 
ined. It is hardly to be expected that the 330 members of the House 
have taken time to examine so large a record; therefore they must 
largely depend upon the action of the committee and upon the discus- 
sion had in their presence. If I can have the attention of the House, 
I will try to make the contention in this case clear, so that every one 
shall understand what is in issue and the views taken by the commit- 
tee upon the issue, 

At the election held in the First district of West Virginia there were 
cast, counted, and returned to the governor 19,261 votes for the contes- 
tee, Mr. Pendleton; 19,242 votes for the contestant, Mr. Atkinson; giv- 
ing, 3 the return to the governor, 19 plurality for the sitting 
member. 

Had the votes cast and returned tothe county courts by the precinct 
judges been certified to the governor as they were cast and counted, 
Mr. Atkinson, the contestant, would have received a plurality and 
would have been entitled to the cortificate of election. The discrep- 
ancy growsout of the returns from two voting precincts in the county 
of Wetzel, the precincts of Martin's School-House and Archer's Fork. 
Under the laws of West Virginia, on the demand of any candidate after 
the returns have been made by the precinct judges, the county court 
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is required to recount the ballots. In Wetzel County a demand was 
made for a recount. The result of that recount was a remarkable 
‘change in the votes of the two precincts named. 

In one of them, Martin’s School-House, 14 tickets were found to 
have Mr. Atkinson's name scratched off by a pencil mark and Mr. 
Pendleton’s name scratched on to 2 of them, making a difference of 
16. In Archer's Fork, 10 of the tickets were found to have Mr. At- 
kinson’sname scratched off. I mean that there were 14 ticketsscratched 
that were not counted as scratched by the precinct judges in Martin’s 
School-House precinct and 10 tickets with the name of Mr. Atkin- 
son scratched off that were not counted as scratched tickets by the 
precinct judges. The committee, through its majority, has reported 
that the scratching, making this change of 26 votes, giving Mr. Pen- 
dleton 19 instead of Mr. Atkinson 7 plurality, was done after the votes 
were cast, counted. and returned by the precinct judges, and between 
the time of their delivery to the county clerk and their final recount 
by the county judges, and that it was a fraudulent change, which re- 
sulted in giving the certificate of election to Mr. Pendleton, but for 
which fraud the certificate would bave been given to Mr. Atkinson. 

For a little while I propose to discuss the evidence upon which the 
committee bases its report of this fraud, and I may say in passing that 
it is something of a surprise to the majority that the minority should 
take a different view as to these 25 votes. 

The law is well established in regard to the recounting of votes after 
they have been once counted and returned. A recount can not be had 
unless the ballots to be recounted are identified as the ballots origi- 
nally cast and as being in the condition that they were in when they 
were originally counted. This conclusion is the result of a very large 
number of decisions, both legislative and judicial, and there is no- 
where any question about the law as I have announced it. If the bal- 
lots to be recounted are proven to have been kept securely in proper 
legal custody, without opportunity to tamper with them and withont 
evidence of their having been tampered with, then a recount furnishes 
evidence to be considered where that recount differs from the original 
count. r 

In the absence of a statute providing fora recount of ballots, no court 
before whom a contest comes will order a recount of the ballots until 
the preliminary proof is made that those ballots have been securely and 
safely kept, as the law provides, free from an opportunity to tamper 
with them; unless that evidence is produced as a prerequisite prelimi- 
nary the court will not order a recount. Now, as I have said, in West 
Virginia the law provides for a recount, but it does not dispense with 
the necessity of keeping the ballots safely and securely. The changing 
of ballots after returns made is an old method of committing fraud to 
change the result of a close election. 

This method of committing fraud became so prevalent in the Jarger 
cities that laws were enacted to destroy the ballots as soon as counted 
in order to take away the temptation from dishonest men, even from 
the men legally charged with the custody of the ballots. Itwasthought 
safer and better to take the chance of mistakes in the original count, 
where there had been watchfulness over the count, than to take the 
chance of changes in the ballot and of having to detect the fraud. Now, 
what was the condition in regard to these two precincts, Martin’s 
School-House and Archer's Fork? The election officers at one of the 
precincts were two Democratic judges and one Republican, and one 
Democratic and one Republican clerk. At the other there were two 
Democratic judges and one Republican judge and two Democratic clerks. 

Each of these officers of election testified in this ease, the six judges 
and the four clerks. Each of the judges testified to a careful connt of 
the ballots, to the watchfulness of each one of them, and to the im- 

bility of so many ballots being scratched without discovery. 
Each of the clerks testified to an accurate tally, and in one of the pre- 
cincts it is shown that after they had gotten more than half way through 
the count, on the detection of a single error they went back and re- 
counted all the ballots. 

These judges, Democrats and Republicans alike, testify that the orig- 
inal count as made by them was a correct one. They say that in one 
precinct one ticket had the name of Mr, Atkinson scratched off, and the 
report shows that there was 1 less vote for a member of Congress than 
there was for the other portions of the ticket. In the other precinct 
the same state of facts existed : there was a scratched ballot. 

The judges testify to the accuracy of the count and to the impossi- 
bility of 10 of the ballots being scratched without being discovered by 
them, and one of the judges, a Democrat, was put under a very great 
strain because, having made an affidavit to the accuracy of the return 
for publication previous to the giving of testimony in this case, he was 
subjected to rebuke by his party friends, who in not very polite lan- 
guage said: Damn such a Democrat who won't stand by his party.“ 
The accuracy of the original count is proven in one case by three judges 
and two clerks, three Democrats and two Republicans, and in the other 
o by three judges and two clerks, four Democrats and one Repub- 


These men, most of them, were experienced in holding elections, men 
of character and credit in their communities. On the Sth and 9th 
days of November the ballots from these two precincts were delivered to 
the county elerk of Wetzel County, or to his deputy, one Lee Snodgrass. 
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Together with the ballots from the-other precincts of the county they 
were put into a box and placed under the counter in the clerk’s office, 
and when all were in the box (called an Arbuckle coffee-box) pre 

for their reception, the clerk, Lee Snodgrass, tore off about two-thirds 
of the cover and split it up for kindling wood, put the sealed ballots 
into the box and nailed some strips across instead of the original cover, 
the strips being apart so that the fingers could be slipped down be- 
tween them, ; 

The ballots were put into the vault of the county clerk’s office. The 
combination of the lock of the vault was known to the clerk, to his 
deputy, to every lawyer in the town of New Martinsville, and to sev- 
eral other parties. Notice was served by Mr. Pendleton for a recount. 
On the 12th day of November the county commissioners assembled, in 
pursuance of that notice, to en inthe recount. It took that county 
court from the 12th day of November to the 30th of November to com- 
plete that count. 

Now, do not understand me as saying that they were continuously en- 
gaged in counting during all that time, but they commenced on the 
12th and they closed.on the 30th. I shall presently show what they 
did in the mean time. On the 12th the seals of all the packages were 
broken, including the seals of Martin’s School-House precinct and of 
Archer’s Fork precinct. The Republicans were present watching the 
interests of their party; and after the seals were all broken and the bal- 
lots were about to be restored to the Arbuckle coffee-box the Republican 
manager asked that they be sealed up to remain sealed until each pack- 
age should be needed fur recounting, but Mr. Earnshaw, presiding 
judge, ordered the clerk not to reseal the ballots, saying that they were 
in the custody of the court. That is the first step in the fraud that 
was subsequently perpetrated. 

Every day the box was brought out with all these packages of un- 
sealed ballots. A precinct was taken up and counted; and then when 
evening came the packages were restored to the Arbuckle coffee-box; 
the slats that had been nailed over had the nails driven back into the 
old holes that they were pulled ont of every morning, and they were 
then restored to the vault, this vault which every lawyer in town had 
access to, whose lock they knew the combination of; and others were 
in the samecondition. They proceeded slowly to recount these ballots; 
and when they reached the 21st day of November they had not yet rę- 
counted Martin’s School-Honse and Archer’s Fork, and had not yet dis- 
covered errors, and up to that time Mr. Atkinson was still 7 ahead and 
was about to be in the position to receive a certificate from the governor 
of West Virginia or to have some other process resorted to to deprive 

im of it. : : 

On the 2Ist day of November the court adjourned at 12 o'clock to 
reconvene at I. One o'clock came and the presiding judge was not 
there; 2 o'clock came and the presiding judge was not there. Some 
time after that he came in and produced a telegram signed, or purport- 
ing to be signed by a man named Black, saying, “Your wife is very 
sick.” He first showed the telegram to the Republican leader; he 
talked feelingly about his wife’s sickness, and asked the Republican 
leader what he would do in such a situation. He then presented the 
telegram to the court, and an adjournment of the count was had. 

This telegram was in the name of Mr. Black, a neighbor of Mr. 
Earnshaw, in the town where he lived. Now, Mr. Black. never sent 
any such telegram and had no knowledge that any such telegram was 
to be sent. Judge Earnshaw’s wife was not sick. Judge Earnshaw 
acknowledges, as a witness, that he knew Black did not send the tele- 
gram; he knew (because he confesses it) that the telegram was sent by 
a man named Wells; and he knew that Wells had not gone to the town 
where his wife was and knew nothing about his wife, whether she was 
sick or not. 

Now, I come back to the space between 12 o'clock and 2 o’clock of 
that day. Between 12 and 2 o'clock Judge Earnshaw, Lee Snodgrass, 
the deputy clerk, Mr. Wells and Mr. Arnett, two visitors from another 
county, were closeted in an upper room of a hotel in the city. They 
came down from that room; Mr. Wells and Mr. Arnett took the 2 
o'clock train out of town; and at the first telegraph station Mr. Wells, 
by prearrangement, sent to Judge Earnshaw the telegram, ‘‘ Your wife 
is very sick,” upon which telegram Judge Earnshaw secured an ad- 
journment of the court, Earnshaw himself knowing that Wells sent the 
telegram, knowing that it was false, knowing that Black did not send 
it, knowing when he shed crocodile tears over the supposed sickness 
of his wife that there was not anything in it. 

A MEMBER. Who was Earnshaw ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Earnshaw was the presiding judge of the county 
commissioners’ court. 

Now, it is said that there is nothing to connect Wells and Arnett 
with this count. They come from another county, On the 24th day 
of November, when the court reconvened, Wells and Arnett turned 
up in New Martinsville again; and this telegram was sent to them at 
New Martinsville: 


FEBRUARY 26, 


Cuariesrox, W. Va., November 24, 1889. 
To C. E. WELLS on W.N. ARNETT, 
New Martinsville, W. Va.: 
St. Clair says he can go to Wetzel on Monday if necessary. Have court ad- 
journ until counsel can be hi A 3 
cG. 
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‘That is to say, Wells and Arnett were there on the 21st in consulta- 
tion with this presiding judge and Lee Snodgrass, the deputy clerk; 
they concocted a fraud, in the shape of a false telegram, to deceive the 
court and the Republican community. That fraudulent and false tel- 
egram was presented by the presiding judge to the Republican leader 
and the court, and a continuance of the count was secured by it. Earn- 
shaw took the train and went to his home, stopping in the town near 
where he lived until evening, and leisurely went out to his ‘‘sick wife,” 
who on the next evening was attending a party and having a happy 
time, without any appearance of sickness. 

Now I go back a little. ‘There was a man named Grall who faith- 
fully attended the sittings of the court during the count; and usually 
before night came Grall was pretty full.“ He remained after the 
adjournment of court for some time. 

One night previous to the adjournment Grall remained pretty drank 
in the county clerk’s office until 9 o’clock at night. Judge Earnshaw 
went into the county clerk's office, the court having adjourned early in 
the evening,and he and the county clerk and Mr. Grall,all three of them, 
went into the vault where the tickets were deposited, and set up the 
plea afterwards that they went in there to hunt for a bottle of beer. 
‘They lit a candle, moved the box that held the ballots in it tofind the 
bottle of beer. It took the county judge, the county clerk, and Mr. 
Grall, all three of them, to hunt for a single bottle of beer in a vault, 
and, in order to hunt for it, they moved the box containing the ballots 
to see if the beer was not behind the box. That is the plea. But there 
was no beer there. This was at 9 o'clock at night, now remember. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that these men were there for the pur- 
pose of showing Mr. Grall where the box was kept and that Grall was 
the fellow who was to do the deviltry. But he did not get sober enough 
to do it and could not be trusted and somebody else had to attend to 
that part of the business. 

After the reconvening of the court on the 24th, and between that and 
the 30th, Martin’s School-House and Archer’s Fork precinct were re- 
counted and this extraordinary change discovered. The Republicans 
said, first, these ballots had been exposed from the 12th day of Novem- 
ber to the 30th every day in such manner that they had been brought 
out into the court-room, had been put into a box that all you had todo 
to get into it was to raise the slat, and that the box was deposited every 
night in a vault not specially built forsecurity, or, as the county clerk 
said, it was only intended as a fire-proof vault, and not as a burglar- 
proof vault, and that therefore under the law the ballots were not kept 
in such way as to authorize a recount and to make them valid evidence 
to overthrow an original count. 

Bnt I am not done with this branch of the case yet. Very soon 
Snodgrass and Mr. Grall began to throw ont insinuations that they 
knew something about the case which was of importance, Finally a 
meeting was arranged between Mr. Snodgrass and the chairman of the 
Republican committee of West Virginia, and there Mr. Snodgrass pro- 
posed that for the sam of $3,000 he would disclose the fraud and fur- 
nish the evidence to back up his disclosures. 

But, Mr. Speaker, he did not get the money. He was called as a 
witness on the part of the contestee, and swears, as such witness, that 
he did not know anything about the recount; that his proposition—and 
three witnesses swear to a different proposition—that his proposition 
was that he would disclose all he knew for $3,000; that hedid not know 
anything, and that he led these people to believe that something would 
be disclosed, but he intended to get the $3,000 out of them for the dis- 
closure by his deception, and, having got it, would quietly inform them 
that- he did not know anything about the case. In other words, he 
proposed to commit a crime in order to obtain $3,000 under false pre- 
tenses, and when he was examined as a witness showed that he hadn’t 
the least idea that he had committed already a great moral crime. 

Lee Snodgrass was the man who had access every day and night to 
the box in which the tickets were contained. He is the man who opened 
the Arbuckle box by pulling up the slat every morning and the man 
to close the box by pushing down the slat every night. He was the 
mim who had the private interview with Wells, Arnett, and Judge 
Earnshaw which resulted in the false telegram, and the man without 
question who scratched these ballots, the man without question who 
scratched these ballots by arrangement when Grall failed. Mr. Speaker, 
the evidence produced here in a court of justice would send him to the 
penitentiary, I think, anywhere where the law requires a conviction, 
beyond any reasonable doubt. The conspiracy is proven, and he is 
proven to be of it. The votes were changed, and it is proven by ten 
witnesses that they were changed after they left the precinct where they 
were originally cast. He is in it and a part of it. He perpetrated the 
crime which we charge to him. 

But it is unnecessary in support of this case that we prove that he 
did commit a crime. It was not necessary to make any proof except 
to establish the fact that the ballots were exposed to be tampered with, 
so that in an ordinary contest, where a court was called upon to open 
and pass upon the ballots, the court would have refused. The proof 
then shows the correctness of the original count by overwhelming tes- 
timony. It goes further and shows a conspiracy to do a wrong, to com- 
mit a crime in connection with the ballot. The result shows that the 
crime was committed, and that but for the crime Mr. Atkinson would 


have been here with a plurality of 7 votes, participating in the affairs 
— this Congress from the day it opened its session down until this very 
‘hour. 

Now I leave that branch of the question and start ont with a prima 
facie case in favor of the contestant, coming to the next branch—that 
is, the charge of illegal voting, and I desire to say here that in the 
eases I have examined 

Mr. KILGORE. Before the gentleman leaves that branch of the 
question I wish to ask him a question. I understand you to say that 
frauds were perpetrated in the count of the votes at this precinct suffi- 
cient to change the result of the election. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir; it changed the result, giving 19 for Pen- 
dleton, instead of 7 majority for Atkinson. 

But I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that in the examination of the rec- 
ords in the West Virginia cases I find that the precinct judges every- 
where do their very best to hold a legal election; they appear to be 
honest men, understanding their business, and trying to make correct 
returns; and I find, further, that there is no larger proportion of illegal 
votes cast in this district than there is elsewhere in rural districts. 
Largely the illegal votes cast are honestly cast. A man moves, for in- 
stance, away from West Virginia, but has not lived Jong enough abroad 
to acquire a voting residence, and gets it into his head that he is en- 
titled to vote somewhere. Not having lived long enough in Pennsyl- 
vania or Ohio to vote there, he goes back to his old home, having the 
idea that he has the right to vote there until such time as he has ac- 
quired a legal residence elsewhere. È 

Here and there a boy under twenty-one years of age eager to exercise 
the right of suffrage stretches his conscience and casts an illegal vote, 
and that is the character usually of the illegal voting in this district. 
Here was a close contest; both parties did their best to get all the voters 
that belonged to them and get outa full vote. After it was all over, 
each one began to search over the district to find ont where there were 
any questionable votes, and so in the notice of contest and the answer 
thereto they had gathered up all of the suspicious votes on both sides. 
The result was that the contestant charged that there were 255 illegal 
votes cast for the contestee and the contestee charged that there were 
174 illegal votes cast for the contestant. In this number were some 
votes sought to be challenged upon technical grounds. On the side of 
the contestant, he charged that a large number of votes were cast at 
Braxton, when they ought to have voted in another precinct, because 
of a technical failure on the part of the county court to give notice that 
they had established that precinct some twelve years before. 

Well, now, the committee said the county court had tried to estab- 
lish a precinct; it had been recognized by all the voters for twelva 
years; and therefore we do not accent that charge as true. Hecharged 
a number of others, employés of the State penitentiary, and said that 
they ought not to vote because the State law provided that employ- 
ment by the State should not give the party a residence where he was 
employed. All of these men had adopted their place of residence at 
the penitentiary, and were legal voters. He charged some 30 more for 
yoting in the wrong precinct in the city of Wheeling, but the precinct 
boundaries were proved by parole testimony where record testimony 
was accessible to stand as legal and they were allowed. So that of the 
77 charged by the contestant as illegally cast for Mr. Pendleton we re- 
fused to allow the charge upon these technical grounds; so that that 
leaves of those charged illegal yoters for non-residence, for being pau- 
pers, for being of unsound mind, and as minors, 178 votes. In the same 
way there were 174 challenged by the contestee as haying illegally 
voted for contestant. 

There were 72 of like character as the 77 disallowed in contestant's 
charge who voted in the townof Wellsburgh, where they had voted con- 
tinuously for eleven years. Anaddition had been taken into the town 
by order of the circuit court, and the people inside of that addition had 
been added to the voting precinct. The county court had recognized 
the fact that they were to be included within the town, and abolished 
the precinct where these people had formerly voted, and recited in its 
order, the inhabitants thereof now voting in Wellsburgh,“ but they 
had made no formal, technical order taking the territory out of the dis- 
trict outside and putting it into the territory inside of Wellsburgh. They 
had recognized that the precinct where these men had formerly voted 
was abolished, and recognized it in the order for eleven years at every 
election. All of these men voted at Wellsburgh. It became then a de 
Jacto voting precinct, It was recognized as a voting precinct, and for 
the same reason that we refuse the charge of 77 votes to contestee 
we refuse to charge these 72 votes for contestant. So we get away these 
blocks, and there are left 178 charged by contestant as having been ille- 
gally cast for contestee and the 102 by contestee as having been ille- 
gally cast for contestant. 

Now, just for a moment let us take up the doctrine of averages. As 
I have said, this district was canvassed to find out the suspicious votes. 
Now, upon all ordinary principles there would be just about as large a 
per cent. of illegal votes cast in one list as in the other, according to the 
number charged. In a case like this, prepared as it was and from the 
basis where the parties started, a result would be found that would 
make up the averages. The average would be about 5 illegal voters 
given to contestant to about 9 illegal voters to contestee. By the 
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report of the majority of the committee, it is 5 to 10. I give that as 
near the averages, or about that. It would be 5 to a Jittle over 10. 
But the minority of the committee have just reversed the order, and 
hold that there were 10 illegal votes cast for contestant to 5 cast for con- 
testee—2 to 1. The average would not be quite 2 to 1, but nearly 2 
to 1. 

If like life ins arancee 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to inquire how you get at that average? 
What figures enter into it? How do you get at the average? 

Mr. ROWELL. We get at that by taking the ave 

Mr. CRISP. The number of votes you charge to be illegally cast? 

Mr. ROWELL. Take the number of votes charged by contestantas 
having been illegally cast for the contestee to be the votes for contestee. 

Mr. CRISP. Necessarily, then, the man who charges the most av- 

es the larger, under your doctrine. 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, yes; provided that he charges honestly. And 
if my friend from Georgia had listened to me he would have found the 
basis of my doctrine of averages. I said that when this contest began 
the parties sent out throughout the distriet and got the men. They 
did not charge them by ‘‘shooting at the bunch,” but wentoutand got 
the name in each county and in each voting precinct of the man whose 
vote was suspicious, and they put that name in the pleadings; and they 
put into the pleadings the ground for the charge. So that, as I said, if 
they were both equally diligent in hunting for the votes which were 
probably or possibly illegal, then this doctrine of averages would nat- 
urallyapply. It is the same as you count the average life of a num- 
ber of men; just the same as you count the average value of a man’s 
business, after he has been long established in it. : 

Now, the committee, by their report, find the averages to be 5 to 10. 
The votes charged would make it about 5 to 9. The minority of the 
committee change it around and make the average the other way, 10 to5. 
I present this simply to illustrate, as I think before the members of 
the House this question: Which side of the committee has exercised a 
judicial judgment in determining the Iegality or illegality of votes 
cast? 


Now I take up the minority report. The minority charge that there 
were 54 illegal votes cast for the contestant. They admit that there 
were 28 illegal votes cast for the contestee. Then they make a sup- 
plemental list, where they say that there were 20 illegal votes charged 
to contestant, but that there is no evidence of how the men voted, and 
therefore they are to be left out. They say there is another class of 14 
votes charged to contestee, but no evidence of how they voted. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Not charged in the report. 

Mr. ROWELL. No; charged in the pleadings. They say that there 
were 14 votes charged in the pleadings as having been illegal and as 
having been cast for the contestee, but that there is no evidence that 
they were cast for contestee, and they say that there are 20 votes named 
in the pleadings of the contestee as having been illegally cast for con- 
testant, although there is no evidence of how they voted. The com- 
mittee admit that 22 out of the 54 charged as illegal were illegal; leav- 
ing 32 that they do not admit. Wealso admit 7 out of their class 2 
as not only being illegal votes, but as haying been cast for contestant. 
We admit 5 that they do not claim, and they admit 6 that we do not 
claim. We offset them. 

Now, there are 12 votes included in their admission of illegality 
where they say there is no evidence as to how the men voted. If we 
show by the evidence that those votes were cast for contestee then those 
12 are to be counted as against contestee. Take, now, the difference 
between classes 1 and 2, which is 7 from 12, and it makes 5 if we es- 
tablish our claim. Now, take these 28 votes from the whole 74 (54 
and 20) and you have 46 left. Taking the 26 votes of the false count in 
Wetzel County from the 46, there are 20 left. Now take the 5 ont of 
class 2, and it leaves but 15 by their own report, establishing, as I say, 
these 12, and establishing the 26 changed; so that, if we prove out of 
their claim or out of ours or out of both of them, 15 votes that ought 
to be taken away from their charge or that ought to be charged where 
they have not conceded them, we have enough to overcome their claim 
and to seat the contestant. Now I propose to take npat the start these 
12 votes, as to which they say there is no evidence how they were cast. 

The first of these voters is John Gillegan. Heis nambered 44. In 
the briefs in this case the parties number the votes from I up. In our 
report we have numbered them the same way both for the contestee and 
for the contestant. In the report of the minority they have not so num- 
bered the votes. I begin with vote 44, John Gillegan. If my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] will turn to his record he will find on 
page 207,that Lambert says that Gillegan always affiliated with the 
Democrats; if he will turn to the same page he will find Brandon tes- 
tifying to the same effect, and if he will turn to the report of Smith 
against Jackson, to which we all agree, he will find that in a State like 
West Virginia, where you can not go into the ballot-box and finda 
numbered ballot, you prove how the man voted, first, by proving what 
are his politics. If you prove that, it is enough. Prove who came to 
the polls with him, prove who challenged or who advocated his right 
to vote, and that is enough. Prove what party he advocated, prove 
whom he said he intended to vote for. That is the way you prove 
his vote and for whom it was cast. z 


woe here are two witnesses who swear positively to this man’s poli- 


Take next John Lodge, No. 47. On page 207 of the record you will 
find the testimony of Cody, who says that Lodge always voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket, and on page 208 you will find the testimony of Condon, 
who says that Lodge is a Democrat. 

Take next Jacob Mellbaugh. On page 209 you will find that Hutch- 
ins says that Mellbaugh isa Democrat. 

Take William Kleives (voter No. 62). On page 572 of the record you 
will find the testimony of Beggs, who says that Kleives is a Demo- 
SEN and has been so ever since I knew him, and I know him inti- 
mately. 

Take the vote of W. A. Delaplain (No. 65), and on 615 you will 
find the testimony of Grubb, his brother-in-law, I think, in any event 
a relative, who says Delaplain is a Democrat. 

On page 618 you will find Heiskell’s testimony, who says he has 
known Delaplain all his life and that he has always been a Democrat. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ilinois desire to occupy 
more than an hour? ` 

Mr. ROWELL. I desire to control the whole time and to occupy 
about half an hour more. I will say that it is my purpose to review 
these votes, and that that will be substantially all the review upon this 
side. 

Take next Pat Williams. On page 587 Johns testifies that he knows 
Pat Williams to be a straight Democrat and has always known him to 

So. 

Take next Lee Minor (No. 76). Earnest Loy says, on page 762 of 
the record: From his talk he is a Democrat.” William Dolan says 
he knows Minor is a Democrat, and also that just previous to the elec- 
tion he told him that he would not vote for any of the Republicans, 
and that he, a Republican, challenged Minor's vote at the polls because 
he was a Democrat. $ 

Take vote 79—Reuben Wade. Wright, a Democrat, testifies on page 
776 that Wade isa Democrat, Take vote 91—Lloyd Brown. On page 
348 another Wright says that Brown always acted with the Democrats; 
also, that Brown told him that he was going to vote the straight na- 
tional and State Democratic ticket, but could not vote the county ticket 
because he did not live in the county. Brown was under the impres- 
sion that he could vote the State and national ticket anywhere, but 
could not vote the county ticket. Take yote20i—John Deberry. Hill 
testifies on page 782 that John Deberry is a zealous Democrat; and 
Carney says that he has known him eight years and that he is a Dem- 
ocrat. Take vote 235—William Kimmey. Roseberry says on page 
373 that Kimmey told him before the election he allowed he would 
vote the straight Democratic ticket, Take also vote 249—ThomasSea- 
man. Two witnesses, Faris and Suddoth, both testify that he is a 
Democrat. 

Now I am done with those 12 votes. I have established by reference 
to the testimony which I have quoted, with the names of the witnesses, 
that they come within the rules and are to be rejected. 

So we come back to the 15 votes, I propose to take up a few of them. 
The first is Clarence Tarr—No, 4, He was an educated man—a man 
who had acquired a varied anu. cy extensive education until he had 
lost his mind—become insane. He was also addicted to drink, so that 
his property, of which he had a large amount, was in the hands of a 
trustee, and he was not permitted to have a dollar or to make any con- 
tract. If he gota little liquor he was ugly. He was entirely irre- 
sponsible. 

Next in this list is Newt. Wilt—No. 11. He can not hear and can 
speak but very little; he is an idiot; can not tell the difference between 
a five-cent piece and a dollar; can not tell his own name; can not do any 
work except as he is told how by a man standing right alongside of 
him; can not be sent to any place in the town where he lives except 
one. A doctor who examined him says that he is idiotic. It is true 
there is some appearance of conflictin the testimony. One witness for 
the contestee testifies that he has seen this man driving the mail-wagon. 
The person charged with carrying the mail comes in and testifies that 
Wilt lives in his house; that he takes care of him; that he takes him 
down to the train; that he has had him ride on the wagon, but never 
lets him go alone; that the only work he can do is to throw out the 
sacks when the mail is being unloaded. This witness says there is only 
one place to which he can send Wilt alone; thatis a place where there 
is a very large man, and by making motions indicating the size of the 
man he has been able to send Wilt to that place. This ought to be 
enough about Newt. Wilt to prove that he is of unsound mind and is 
not qualified as a voter. 

The next vote is that of John Ferguson, No. 12. For years, accord- 
ing fo the evidence, the judges of election have humored Ferguson by 
taking his vote and dropping it down—not putting his name on the list 
of voters. Two doctors testify that he is substantially an idiot; and the 
custom of the election judges in humoring him by receiving his ticket 
but notinclading it with the votes cast, shows that he is an idiot. 

The next voter is Henry Keestemeyer, No. 13. Two doctors testify 
that he is irresponsible for his acts, that he hasno mind. That ends 
these votes illegal because of insanity. 
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The next vote is that of John Davis, No. 16. He is a young man 
who lived at Bethany, W. Va., and taught school in the country. He 
made.an arrangement to go into business with his brother, who lives 
in Ohio. He had a contract to teach school for the year 1887 88 and 
tried to throw up the contract; but the director testified that he would 
not let him off. Davis then told him that he would teach school until 
spring and would then go to Ohio to stay; that he did not intend to 
come back. When hegot ready to go he bade the family good-by, say- 
ing he never would be k. But when þe got down to town and 
talked with the Democrats they said they hated to lose a good vote, 
and he snid, Oh, I will be back here to vote.“ He testifies himself 
that he intended to come back to West Virginia to complete his edu- 
cation in the normal school. 

But in March or April, when he testified, he was still residing and in 
business over in Ohio; he had not then come back. According to his 
own testimony, he intended to come back only for the special p 
of compieting his education in the normal school; he had lost his resi- 
dence in that State. 

The next vote is that of Byron Bates, No. 78. In the spring of 1888 
he left West Virginia and went to Independence, Pa., his home, where 
his mother and brothers lived. He went to work there and remained 
until after the election. His mother died. He continued there in busi- 
ness. When his testimony was taken in May of the next year, he had 
not then come back, but claimed that it was his intention to keep a 
residence in West Virginia, though he had no home there. He was a 
young man whose residence was where he staid, haying no other home. 
We count him ont without any question. 

The next vote is that of P. H. McConaughy, No. 19. He lived in 
Wellsburgh; was a sewing-machine agent, A year and a half before 
this election he was hired to go to Brilliant, Ohio, to take charge of a 
furniture aud undertaking establishment. He was a single man; he 
went to Brilliant, Ohio; he had not any home in West Virginia, except 
as any other traveling man. He remained at Brilliant, Ohio, fora year 
and a half, until the election, managing his basiness. The following 
May when his testimony was taken he still remained there, managing 
that business. I do not mean to comment on this case, That is the 
exact testimony; and of course it proves him clearly an illegal voter, 
although he is not admitted to be such on the other side. 

The next voter is William McKinly, No. 26. He left West Virginia 
in the spring of 1888 and went to Oregon. He told five different parties 
that he never expected to come back to West Virginia. He had sepa- 
rated from his family. He got out to Oregon, staid awhile, and did 
come back. When called to the witness-stand he said that he went 
out there intending to take a homestead, and in order to make his vote 
legal in West Virginia he said he ‘‘intended-to hire some fellow to hold 
down the homestead’ for him; that he was going to get a homestead 
without staying there and living upon it. His own intention was not 
to come back; and these five witnesses testify that he told them When 
I go you will never see me again; I expect to go to Oregon, and to vote 
there next fall for Cleveland.“ There is no use of discussing a vote of 
that character. 

The next vote is the vote of Joserh Crawford. He married in the 
fall of 1887; moved with his wife oval to Pennsylvania; remained in 
Pennsylvania until the next spring, Ten he separated from his wife 
and came back to West Virginia; staid two or three weeks; moved 
back to Pennsylvania and said he never expected to come back to 
West Virginia; lived there at the time he voted; lived there at the time 
the testimony was taken. Of course there is no use of discussing that 
sort of a case. 

I come now to 38, Robert Dreamer. Robert came from Iowa; lived 
four or five months in West Virginia; was a common laborer; staid 
over in West Virginia at work; then went to Ohio and worked there 
several months; came back before the election. That is the end of 
Robert Dreamer. 

John C. Clowson, 41. He went West in the spring of 1887, having 
just become of age. He told the man he lived with he was going away 
to stay. He got aboard of a flatboat and two men who were on that 
boat testified he was going West and expected never to come back. He 
staid a year and u half, drifted back to West Virginia, and claimed 
he never lost his residence. Of course I will not argue a question of 
that kind. § 

The next is 45, John W.Skinner. He resided in Ohio; only lived 
in West Virginia five months. August, 1888, made affidavit over in 
Ohio he was a resident of that State, and on it got his marriage cer- 
tificate. That ends that, and there is no further use of talking about it. 

We come now to 48—Jacob Mellbaugh. He left Hancock County, 
saying he was going home to Washington County. He came back in 
April, 1888, having lived in West Virginia much of the time; was a 
brick mason; was at the time he voted. That makes 15; thst closes 
their case if I have made no mistake. I propose now to discuss a few 
more, - 

The next is No. 50—Alvin Cresswell. He went to Pennsylvania two 
years before he came of age, but by consent and arrangement his father 
entered into contract he should live with a man until he was twenty-one 

earsof age. He became an apprentice. He remained with McVey in 
ennsylvanin until he became of age, He remained several months aft- 


erwards with Mr. McVey, but before election came to West Virginia, 
and yoted on the ground that he was a minor when he went to Penn- 
Sylvania and could not become a resident. But it is proved he was 
bound to this man, McVey, by his ſather's consent. His father traveled 
about and had no fixed residence. That ends that case. 

A. N. Prettyman—52. He went West in 1886; his family followed 
him in 1887; they never expected to come back. It is testified to by 
his brother-in-law. He did get back and voted. That ends him. 

I shall skip the balance of these; I have made up the ease; there are 
20 or 30 more of them. 

I shall talk now a little of those charged ontheotherside, The first 
is Cephas Daniel. It seems to be admitted he was not twenty-one years 
of age by the attorneys in the case. On the cross-examination of his 
mother she said she was married in 1867; she was a colored woman; it 
was a forced marriage because of the birth soon to take place of Cephas, 
whose birth followed. If you will refer to page 189 of the record there 
is a certificate of marriage of this woman showing her original statement 
was true; that she was married on November 6, 1866. That discloses 
this fact: He was born shortly after her marriage and so was twenty- 
one years old, and his vote was legal. 

Take the twoDillonsand Friend. These are like the Braxton votes, 
where there were 35 which we did not charge. They are votes exactly 
of the same character and from the same place, not to be considered in 
this case, unless you charge the whole 35 Braxton votes as illegal and 
to be deducted from contestee’s vote. 

Here is a man by the name of Trumbo—No. 10. He testified him- 
self. All the charge against his vote was that his family was not at 
home where he lived. He had sent them to his wife’s father’s to spend 
the winter and they were coming back in the spring, he having remained 
at home. Heis the only witness who testifies to that fact. Of course 
he did not lose his residence. George W. Rose was another. His father 
and uncle testify that he was ofage. Others say that he was not. It 
is simply a question, theu, of whois to be believed in that case. Here 
is another, Wingrove, No. 93, charged as being of unsound mind. One 
witness testifies that he does not think he could vote intelligently. 

Well, Mr, Speaker, there are lots of fellows who do not do that. If 
that is the ground of his exclusion, it could be largely applied. 

Here is another, a man named Kirk, who is a teacher in Bethany 
College. He came from Ohio to become a student at the college, but 
more than a year before the election he made an arrangement to be- 
come a teacher there, He fixed his home there, as the testimony 
shows, both his own testimony and that of the president of the col- 
lege. That is conclusive to show his right. 

But I skip a large number of these and come to No. 112, the case of 
John J. Rogers. Now, I will state that you may take this record and 
testimony and begin with page 1 and go to page 1551 and there is not a 
syllable of evidence to show that Rogers voted at all, 

Take the case of Harvey Bee, No. 113, another case of the same sort. 
There is no evidence anywhere in this volume to show that he voted 
at all. Take 119, Jesse Seeders, another case of the same kind, and 
there is nota syllable of evidence to show that he voted at all. I guess 
all three of them, if they had voted, would have voted illegally, but 
there is no pretense anywhere in the record that they voted at all. P. 
J. Taylor is another, No. 123, a man who is twenty-seven or twenty- 
eight years old. His father lived across the river on the other side, in 
anadjoining precinct. This man worked around the country, first for 
one man and then another, but that summer he worked in the precinct 
in which he voted and claimed that hehad aright tovotethere. They 
claimed that he should have gone across to the river to where his father 
lived and voted there, because he was not married. That is all there 
is in that claim. 

Now, I could go on and show a large number more, but I have given 
enough to make a handsome majority for the contestant and to show a 
change sufficient to unseat the contestee. There are 40 more than are 
improperly charged by the minority or improperly not admitted by 
the minority, who are equally as strong as those I have shown, and 


which are either legal or illegal votes, legal as they are cast for the con- 


testant or illegal as cast for the contestee, in all of which cases the 
evidence is equally strong as that which I have already given. 

But I have gone through with all of this record. I have examined 
the evidence with reference to all of these votes and allof the evidence 
in regard to them, and while it is true that there are a few votes, 8 or 
9, in the report of the majority where the evidence is very nearly evenly 
balanced, it is farther trne that 30 out of the 32 not conceded, ¢ 
by the contestee, either did not vote at all or are just as clearly legal 
voters as any others in the whole list. 

One of these is an old blind man who lived where he voted for twenty 
years. During the summer before the election he went into another 
county on 4 visit, and came back home again, never having lived in 
the other county, never haying changed his residence, only making a 
visit there, two witnesses testifying in regard to it, testifying himself, 
and there is no pretense that he ever lived anywhere else, and yet he is 
charged as an illegal voter. But I ha reviewed enough of these votes 
to show a handsome majority for the contestant, although there are 
over 40 other votes of which I have memoranda, and which I know all 
the evidence about, which stand upon the same ground exactly as the 
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votes I have discussed—40 nt least and but for occupying the time of 
the House at too great length I should go over and review every one 
of them, and may, with the consent of the House, add them to the ar- 
gument I am making, when the case is printed in the RECORD. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to both of these parties, the contestant and con- 
testee, there is no word or syllable in the record that charges either of 
them with conduct unbecoming a candidate before the people. In re- 
to the people and the election judges in the first district of West 

irginia, there is no charge that they did not endeavor to carry on an 
honest, fair, and legal election. The only charge of fraud is the miser- 
able, dirty, old-style trick of changing a lot of ballots so that the Demoe- 
racy of West Virginia might get one more member in this House, in 
order to be here and participate in the organization. The illegal votes 
are nearly two to one cast for contestee as against those cast for con- 
testant on a fair and judicial determination of this case; and yet a large 
part of the illegal votes on both sides were the votes of men who thought 
they were casting honest ballots. 

Now, there were a lot of minors that I have not discussed; but I have 
discussed enough and only desire the House to hear all of the argu- 
ments and vote intelligently on the case, and there is no question as to 
the result of that vote. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, it will be my purpose in the time 
which I shall occupy the floor to endeavor to present this case in such 
a manner that the entire House can comprehend it. I shall withhold 
no facts and shall suppress no testimony which has any bearing what- 
ever on the case. The distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, who has just addressed the Honse, takes the position that 
in his opinion, and I presume in the opinion of a majority of the com- 
mittee, George W. Atkinson, the contestant in this case, was entitled 
to the certificate of election; in other words, that he held the prima 
facie right, 

Now, sir, I have read the law on contested-election cases to a very 
poor purpose, indeed, if I am mistaken in the assertion that the prima 
Jacie case is always with the man who holds the certificate issued by 
the governor. If that certificate is issued in accordance with the re- 
turns which are made to the governor, you can not go behind the re- 
turns and inquire whether those returns were right or not, whether the 
officers of election did their duty or not, whether there were illegal votes 
cast in this or that precinct, or whether any recount which may have 
been had after the returns were sent to theglerk’s office was fraudulent 
or not. These are questions to be determined in a contest. In every 
case that has ever come before this House the law has been declared as 
Istate it. Iam sure it was so held in the case of Wallace against Me- 
Kinley in the Forty-eighth Congress. In that case the returns, which 
went up to the governor of the State of Ohio, showed on their face that 
Hon. Jonathan H. Wallace was entitled to the certificate, but the gov- 
ernor, by some of that political legerdemain (that seems to be a favor- 
ite expression on this floor) gave the certificate to Hon. William Me- 
Kinley, and the committee laid down the doctrine that, as the certificate 
had not been issued according to the returns, Wallace had the prima 
facie right. 

Now, sir, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Elections 
has introduced before this House a proposition which is exceedingly 
novel to me: a proposition of averages. That is to say, sir, that if, in 
the notice of contest, the contestee is charged with receiving 250 illegal 
votes and the contestant is charged with receiving 150 illegal votes in 
the answer, the average is struck. By that plan the contestee, being 
charged with more illegal votes than the contestant, the contestee must 
have more illegal votes deducted from him, because more were charged. 
I do not suppose this proposition will be seriously considered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall, as best I can, answer the gentleman from 
Illinois as to the points he has made in regard to the illegal votes and 
as to the recount in the county of Wetzel. 

Just here let me say the seating or unseating of a member of this 
Honse is no trivial matter; it involves far more than dollars and cents, 
personal ambition, reputation, or glory. Strike down the principle 
that the people of this land have the right to select their own servants, 

w-givers, and rulers, and yon strike down the only difference between 
a republic and a monarchy. I stand here to say that while I have a 
voice to speak no man that I do not believe is entitled to his seat on 
this floor will ever receive my vote. I believe as conscientiously, sir, 
as I believe anything, that John O. Pendleton was the accredited Rep- 
resentative of the people of the First Congressional district of West Vir- 
givia to this Congress, and for that reason I shall vote for him. 

Coming down to thes: illegal votes. The majority in their report 
charge that there were 78 illegal votes proved to have been cast for the 
contestee; the minority concede 22 of them, leaving 56 which are in 
issue. $ 

Mr. MILLS. What was the majority of Mr. Pendleton? 

Mr. OFERRALL. The returns as certified to the governor of West 
Virginia gave John O, Pendleton 19,261 votes, and George W. Atkin- 
son 19,242 votes, leaving a majority of 19 votes for John O. Pendleton. 

Mr, Speaker, I shall take up the vote of Robert Dreamer, one of the 
votes charged against the contestee in the report of the majority and 
not conceded by the minority.. This man’s own deposition is the only 
evidence. He was introduced by the contestant himself, and thereby 
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made his own witness, He testified that he went to Ohio in March, 
1888, and returned in June, 1888; that he wasabsent only about three 
months; that when he left he had no idea of remaining away, but that 
he intended to return. That evidence stands uncontradicted, sir. It 
is the evidence of the man himself who was introduced by the contest- 
ant, and yet the chairman of the Committee on Elections rises here in 
his place and declares that that evidence is not sufficient to show that 
he was not an illegal voter. 

Jobn C. Clawson was born in Gilmer County and had lived there 
nearly all his life. He lived there the six years next preceding the 
election. He went West in the summer simply to see the country, and 
he returned to Gilmer County in the fall. He had no idea of changing 
his residence. When he left his uncle promised to deed to him some land 
in Gilmer County, and he returned to take possession of the land. 
When he went away he did not even take his trunk, books, or any of 
his clothing with him. And his testimony is uncontradicted. 

George W. Storm was a portrait painter; he traveled all over the 
country where he could find employment. For thirteen and a half 
years, he testified, he had lived in Wheeling, always returning there 
when out of work. Some time in 1886 his wife went to New York to 
live with a son, but Storm did not go, and only visited her four times 
in three years, and Wheeling was the place to which he always returned 
when not engaged in his work elsewhere ; it was his home, 

Anise James was a voter in Gilmer County, where he voted. He 
testified that he had lived there eleven or twelve years, and while ab- 
sent for a short time in 1888 it was simply to? get work and not for the 
purpose of changing his residence; this is not contradicted by any tes- 
timony, but he is corroborated by the deposition of one witness. 

Lee Gaines testified his home had been at his father’s house all his 
life in Gilmer County; that he had been hauling in Calhoun for some 
time, but always had his washing done at his father’s and kept his 
personal effects there; that from the 25th August, 1888, until the elec- 
tion he was at his father’s in Gilmer County, where he voted, almost 
continuously. His father corroborated his statement. 

D. C. Weese was a minister of the Methodist Church. In August, 
1888, he was assigned by his conference to Harrison County circuit. 
His goods arrived in the county of Harrison, where he voted, on the 6th 
day of September, 1888, and he got to the border of the county on 
that day and was stopped by high waters, and in person did not arrive 
in the county, on account of the flood, until the 10th of September. 

I claim that when this voter severed his connection with his old home, 
and his goods reached the county on the 6th day of September, and he 
was detained on the border by no feult of his own, but by the elements, 
in law his residence was established, and as it was more than sixty days 
before the election he was xlegal voter. In any event this is the merest 
technicality, and for one I am not willing to hold that this man of God 
violated the law upon such flimsy ground. e 

Homer Griffin bought a stock of goods in Harrison County, where he 
voted, and opened business and sold goods there on the 4th day of 
September, and established his residence; abont two weeks thereafter 
his family arrived. : 

William O. Nightengale had resided with his family in Benwood for 
five years, and just on the eve q election his family went to Wheel- 
ing, which is only separated by an imaginary line from Benwood. This 
removal of his family is explained by two witnesses, both for the con- 
testant, who testify that Nightengale told them that he had sent his 
family to Wheeling temporarily and from necessity; that they would re- 
turn to Benwood as soon as he could geta house. He made this state- 
ment to the judges of election and they received his vote. The evi- 
dence shows that this man, not being able to procure a house in Ben- 
wood, sent his family to Wheeling to stay until he conld secure a house 
for them in Kenwood; he remained and voted. That is all. 

James Hickey had resided in Marshall County, where he voted, for 
twenty-six months before the election. In March, 1888, he voted at 
the county seat in a municipal election without challenge or objection, 
He was assessed in Marshall County. In the summer of 1888 the work 
in the tannery in which he was employed became slack and he was suf- 
fering from an injured hand, so he went to Parkersburgh to visit his 
parents and remained-about three months, and then returned to his 
work in the tannery, as was his intention, as he testified, when he left. 

H, C. Carrico is charged with voting in the wrong voting district in 
Gilmer County, but the great preponderance of evidence shows that he 
voted in De Kalb, where he was living, and moved to Center after the 
election. 

Jadson Brown is charged with being a non-resident. His own depo- 
sition is the only testimony in regard to the charge; and it clearly es- 
tablishes the fact that he came from the State of Ohio to Ohio County, 
West Virginia, on the 5th day.of April, 1887, nineteen months before 
the election, and went to work for a farmer, and that he had continu- 
ously lived with him and made his house his home, and was still there 
when his deposition was taken; that during the time he had visited 
his father’s house four times, and these visits were made when the 
work on the farm was slack, 

Here are 12 of the 55 votes referred to, which we insist were legal 
votes. 

We come now to the votes which, if illegal, have not been so found, 
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They are the votes of G. A. R. Kuhn, Jasper Bealls, Silas Bealls, 
John Mallory, Jessee Tuttle, John M. Roberts, J. P. Pope, Joseph Dor- 
sey, John Roth, James Kimball, R. L. Kidd, John Druginski, Clarence 
Tarr, Byron Bates, and Jack Hamilton. a 

I will take them up in the order named. 

G. A. R. Kuhn. As to this man there is not a word of testimony. 
There is evidence that a man by the name of G. H. J. Koon voted ille- 
gally, but nothing as to G. A. R. Kuho. Now, sir, the principle of 
idem sonans might apply to the surname, but Ideny that G. A. R. Koon 
stands for G. H. J. Kuhn. 

You may guess they represent the same man; you may conjecture 
they do; you may suppose they do; but I submit that no tribunal on 
earth will determine great questions by guessing, conjecturing. orsup- 
posing the existence of certain facts. There is no explanation in the 
record of the discrepancy. There is a fatal variance between the alle- 
gation aag proof, and one that I do not think can be overlooked or dis- 


I know, Mr. Speaker, that the Republican party is a great con 
party, and that they made a coon-skin canvass in 1888, butthey caught 
the wrong coon this time. [Laughter. ] 

Jasper Bealls and Silas Bealls: This record from lid to lid will be 
searched in vain for any fact upon which to sustain the charge that 
these men were illegal voters. Three witnesses were examined, and not 
one of them testified to a single fact inconsistent with their right to 
vote, and I invite any gentleman of the majority to point me to it if it 
be in this record. 

John Mallory: There is not one particleof testimony to show that this 
man voted at all at the election in November, 1888. There is astate- 
ment of a witness that Mallory, in March, 1889, four months after the 
election, told him he had voted in Wetzel County. Is that evidence? 
If so, what sort? If that is evidence then every lawyer might as well 
burn Greenleaf and Starkie and blot out every principle in the law of 
evidence. Is that evidence? Then the majority of the committee 
were wrong in their legal conclusions as enunciated by them in the 
recent case of Smith rs. Jackson. : 

Jessee Tuttle, John M. Roberts, and J. E. Pope: All the evidence in 
regard to these voters is of a negative character. The witnesses did 
not know them; that was all. 

Joseph Dorsey: Again, there is no evidence that this man voted, ex- 
cept one witness testified he told him he had. He is charged with being 
a minor, but no witness pretended to know his age. One said: 1 
would suppose his father died in August or September, 1857,” and Jo- 
seph was not born for several months after his death. Another: ‘tI 
heard two men [naming them] say they knew his father died in latter 
part of summer or fall of 1867, and Joseph was not born for several 
months after his death”? 

John Roth is charged with being a minor at the time he voted. The 
father, brother, and sister of the voter. as well as the voter himself, tes- 
tified that he was twenty-one years of age. The father produced while 
on the witness stand the record of the births of his children, made, he 
said, seventeen years before, which contained an entry that John Roth 
was born July 4, 1867. It is true the record of births in the clerk’s 
office show that this man was born July 4, 1868, but it does not state as 
usual whence the officer derived his information, and, if it did, I hardly 
think it onght to break down the testimony of the fother, brother, and 
sister, and the presumption of iaw that the vote was legal. 

James Kimball is also charged with being a minor, and here is the 
testimony upon which my Republican colleagues of the committee hold 
the charges sustained: 

One witness: 

Are you acquainted with the ages of Dallas Kimball's children! 

Lam not. 

Another witness: 

What is the appearance of James Kimball? < > 

He bas a young-looking appearance. — 

Another: A 

When did you move to Monongalia County? 

If I remember right, it was in 1858, 

He then says James Kimball was not at that time born; that is, when 
he moved to Monongalia County, but he testified with doubt as to the 
date of his removal. 

R, L. Kidd was charged with being a minor, but I challenge the 
production of one word to prove thecharge. Three witnesses testified 
that their impressions were that he was not twenty-one years of age, 
Nothing more. 

John Druginski, a German, was admitted to citizenship by the cir- 
vuit court of Ohio County, West Virginia, on the 29th day of October, 
1888, as shown by the records of that court upon proof as recited in 
the order of the court that he was entitled to be admitted. This judg- 
ment of the court can not be collaterally attacked. Judge McCrary, 
in his admirable work on the Law of Elections, uses this language: 


If a voter could be obliged to bring proof aliunde to sustain such a certifi- 
cate and the ey Sood election could be obliged to hear evidence pro and con 
the value of the m of citizenship which we confer upon foreigners who come 
to our shores would be greatly lessened. (Section 35.) 


Clarence Tarr is held to bea man of unsound mind. I desire now the 
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attention of the House to what I have to say in regard to this voter— 
not out of courtesy to me, but in justice to the contestee in this case 
and that no wrong may be done. 

Clarence Tarr is held to be a man of unsound mind because his farm 
is managed by a trustee. è 

The evidence shows he is a highly educated man and grèat reader. 
He suffers from some nervous trouble and unfortunately is addicted to 
drinking, and when drunk will say or do anything, and on account of 
this trouble his brother was appointed to manage his business. He 
works on his farm, is consulted by his trustee, travels, and goes where 
he pleases, and does everything that any sane man would do except 
make contracts. His family physician testified he is a man of sound 
mind, and that during a long intercourse with him he had never seen 
anything wrongin his mind. I must think this evidence was over- 
looked by my friends. 

Byron Bates had had his home in Brooke County, where he bia 
from the spring of 1834. at his brother’s; he had kept all his perso 
effects there, including his trunk and a buggy, but was temporarily ab- 
sent in Pennsylvania at work. He had been assessed in Brooke County 
and had paid taxes there since 1834. 

The right of Jack Hamilton to vote was, in my opinion, doubtful, 
but as in other cases I have given the doubt in favor of the voter. I 
have done this without regard to the party to be benefited. It wasmy 
desire to ` 

Hew to the line, let the chips fall where thoy may, 

Here are 15 more votes which we say the majority erred in deduct- 
ing from the contestee. x 

Mr, Speaker, I leave it to this House to say whether these votes have 
been excluded upon such evidence as would be received and entertained 
in the lowest legal tribunal. 

It remains for me now on this branch of the case to present the evi- 
dence upon which the majority of the committee have held that the 
following 13 votes were cast for the contestee. 

Let us see. 

Take the votes of Henry Koesteiner and William Kimmey, who are 
charged with being men of nnsound mind, and for that reason incapa- 
ble of voting, and consequently their votes illegal. 

As to Koesteiner, one witness said: He said he always voted Demo- 
cratic ticket.“ That is all. 

As to Kimmey, one witness said: He said he allowed to vote the 
Democratic ticket.“ That is all. 8 

Now, here are two men of unsound mind, men of not sufficient mind 
to vote, men whose minds are s> disordered as not to be responsible 
for their acts, whose statements made before they voted are taken as 
conclusive evidence that they voted for the contestee. Why, if they 
were not capable of voting they were not competent witnesses and their 
evidence under oath would not be received in any court or considered 
by any jury. A fortiori their unsworn statements would not be re- 
ceived. Besides, they did ot make a statement as to an act already 
done, but only what they intended to do. 

Sir, I have seen gentlemen on this floor, times without number, de- 
clare they were going to vote a certain way and then vote directly the 
opposite, Within the last forty-cight hours there have been many such 
instances. These haye been the declarations of sane men, and if the 
sentiments of sane men change why may not the sentiments of insane 
men? So much for these two votes. 

Take now the votes of two idiots, Newt. Wilt and John Ferguson. 
One witness testified: “A Democrat handed Wilt a ticket some distance 
from the polls, aud he worea bandana.” This is all. As to Ferguson, 
there is no evidence even tending to prove how he voted except one 
witness testified that a Prohibitionist gave him a ticket and the Prohi- 
bitionist denied it. 

Yet, these votes are deducted from the contestee in the majority report. 

I challenge contradiction again, Mr. Speaker, and I will yield what- 
ever time may be necessary to any gentleman of the majority of the 
committee if he will rise here and put his finger upon one scintilla of 
testimony to contradict the summary I have given as to any one of 
these cases, 

I must refer to one more man of unsound mind, Calvin Ashcraft, 
whose vote is taken from the contestee upon the ground that his 
brother, who is a Democrat, voted and then John voted. No evidence 
whatever that John was under the influence of his brother or that his 
brother had anything to do with his voting. 

Allen Hart said long after the election he had voted for Pendleton. 

George Kidd's brother testified that George said he yoted Democratic 
ticket. When or where he said this the witness is silent. 

Lloyd Brown said after the election he had voted the Democratic 
ticket, and the witness understood he acted with the Democratic party, 

Sandy Bowman said a few days before the election he was going to 
vote Democratic ticket. 

The legality of the vote of P. H. McConaughy, in my opinion, isdoubt- 
ful, but whether legal or illegal there is no evidence in the record that 
I have been able to find to indicate how he voted except he said at 
some time that he had voted the Democratic ticket. He was examined 
as a witness, but both parties seemed to be afraid to interrogate him 
upon that point. 
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A. M. Prettyman cast an illegal vote if he voted, but there is no evi- 
dence of this fact except that of one witness, to the effect that he told 
him he had yoted. 

Now, I need not call the attention of the House—certainly I need not 
call the attention of lawyers—to the rule of law that the best evidence 
attainable must always be produced. Sir, there is, of course, a record 
in the clerk’s office of every county court of West Virginia showing the 
names of those who voted at that election. The poll-lists are there. 
Yet the contestant in this case and the majority of the Committee on 
Elections rely upon the statements of men made after the election that 
they voted, and coming, too, second-handed, when in the clerks’ offices 
there was at hand record evidence as to whether they voted or not. 

I see the name of John Burke among the list of illegal votes in the 
report of the majority, Ihave not been able to find this name any- 
where in the record or in the briefs in this case. Ii may be a typo- 
graphical error, and may be intended for John Barker; if so, there is 
no evidence whatever to indicate how he yoted. He was seen talking 
with some Democrats near the polls on the day of election, That is 
all. So, in the opinion of my Republican colleagues, if a man talks 
with Democrats on the day of election that proves he voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket. 

The vote of Ashly Davis appears in the list of illegal votes deducted 
from the contestee. Yet all the evidence as to how he voted, upon 
which this conclusion is based, is the deposition of his father, that he 
told him that he voted and voted the whole Democratic ticket except 
one name on it. 

Here are 12 more of the votes which the majority deduct from the con- 
testee, Š 

Can it be possible that all the established rules of evidence which 
bave resulted from the accumulated experience of ages and the accu- 
mulated wisdom of enlightened civilization of generation after genera- 
tion are to be scattered to the winds in this body by holding that such 
testimony as this can prove any fact? — 

But, passing on, Mr. Speaker, I desire to read the position taken by 
the minority in regard to the next class of voters to which I shall refer. 

I read this because I think it states better than I could now state it 
the position which the minority of the committee take in regard to 
this class of voters. I refer to page 18 of the report. It relates to the 
question whether the fact that a man was considered or reputed to be 
a Democrat or Republican is to be taken as sufficient evidence to war- 
rant the committee or the House in holding that he voted the Demo- 
cratic or the Republican ticket at any particular election. This is what 
the minority of the committee say: 

In a country like this, where the political opinions of voters are constantly 

ng and new issues are constantly springing up, where party votes fluct- 
nate m year to year and majorities shift from one side to the other, where 
each of the two great dominant parties strain every nerve in every campaign 
to convert those who have been in the ranks of its enemy to its policy, and the 
other weaker parties seek to gather strength from both, we think it would be 
dangerous, indeed, to hold that a Democrat or Republican in 1834, or even later, 
was presumptively a Democrat or Republican in 1888. Particularly strong does 
this reasoning apply, in our opinion, to the election of 1888. In that election a 
most important issue, which had been dormant at least for years, sprung into 


pre-eminent prominence and became at once the shibboleth of both the Demo- 
eraticand Republican parties. In many sections former party lines were broken; 


Republican communities became Democratic and vice versa. Itis a well rec- 


ized fact that it was an election of surprises to both parties. 

ut without pursuing this line of argument farther, we think that the au- 
thorities are almost uniform in support of the proposition that mere proof that 
a voter was considered or reputed to belong to a particular party is not admis- 
sible to show how he voted at an election, and certainly not unless it appear 
conclusively no better evidence could have been procured. 

Applying the principles herein laid down, the votes of Homer Grif- 
fin, Jasper Bealls, Silas Bealls, John Lodge, Jacob Millbaugh, John 
Gillegan, William Kleives, W. A. Delaplain, Patrick Williams, Lee 
Minon, Reuben Wade, William O. Nightengale, John Debeny, Alvin 
Creswell, A. M. Prettyman, Isaac Carpenter, John Davis, William Me- 
Kinley, Joseph Crawford, and Jack Hamilton, twenty in number, even 
if all were illegal voters—and we hold a number of them were not— 
must all be excluded from the list which the majority deduct from the 
vote of the contestee. 

By reference to the report of the minority if will be found that if the 
minority had acted upon the idea which has guided the majority—the 
idea of deducting a vote from the contestee or contestant simply upon 

that the voter was considered or reputed to be a Democrat or Re- 
publican—the contestee would have lost 14 and the contestant 20 votes 
more than we have deducted from them. But we felt to set a prece- 
dent by holding that a man’s political sentiments of Jast year must be 
his political sentiments this year would be dangerous indeed. 

Why, sir, to-day the Democratic party is stronger than ever in its 
history, and it is because Republicans of 1888 and 1889 are flocking to 
its standard, and while I can see why the Republican party should in- 
sist upon the establishment of the principle “ once in the faith, always 
in the faith,” as a Democrat I can not consent, for when, next fall, the 
whirlwind of popular sentiment shall sweep over this country, and 
return a anty of thirty or more Democrats to this House, I would 


“not like to be confronted with a precedent which Ihad set, and be told 


that according to my doctrine, ‘‘ once in the faith, always in the faith,” 
there must be something wrong. [Applause and laughter. 
On behalf, then, of the minority of the Committee on Elections, we 


insist that 56 of the 78 votes deducted from the contestee by the ma- 
jority of the committee were either legal voters, or, if not legal, not 
proved to be illegal, or that the evidence does not show for whom they 
voted, or that they voted at all, leaving them only 22 votes of those 
reported by the majority, which should, under a true construction of 
the testimony and a proper interpretation of the rules of evidence, be 
deducted from him, - 

It now becomes my duty to refer to the votes found to be illegal by 
the minority and to have been cast ſor the contestant, and which are 
not conceded in the report of the majority. 

Cephas Daniels was a minor. This is proved by the testimony of a 
woman who had known him from his birth, who is corroborated by the 
testimony of the voter's mother on cross-examination, who stated that 
Cephas was two years of age when his father died, which was in Feb- 
ruary, 1870, according to the record of deaths in the clerk’s office. He 
testified himself he voted for Atkinson. 

G. W. Rose wasanother minor. The great preponderance of evidence 
is that he was not more than nineteen years of age at the time of the 
election. He was a pronounced Republican and went to the polls with 
a Republican ticket in his hand and said he was going to vote it, and 
after the election ‘‘skipped’’ the State. 

J. E. Dillon and Joseph Dillon: These men voted in districts in which 
they did not live, which, under the law of West Virginia, was illegal, 
and they voted for the contestant, according to their own testimony, 

J. D. Trumbo: This man lived in Grant County; his family was there; 
he conceived the idea that he had the right to vote in Braxton County 
because he had a trade on hand which, if consummated, would deter- 
mine him to bring his family there. He voted in Braxton and testi- 
fied he voted for the contestant. 

B. F. Friend voted in a district in which he did not live, and for the 
contestant, according to his own testimony. 

Josiah Wingrove was a man just floating around, almost of unsound 
mind. He had no home, no fixed place of residence—here to-day, some- 
where else to-morrow. If he had any place he could even call home, 
it was not in Brooke County, where he voted, but in Wood County, at 
the house of his brother. He said on the day of the election that he 
had voted for the contestant; that he wanted to see better times. He 
seems in his rather disordered brain to have caught protection ideas, 
[Laughter. ] 

Sherman Kirk was a student ata college in West Virginia; his father 
lived in Ohio; he had entered college from that State and returned to 
his father’s during his vacation; he graduated in the summer of 1888 
and was entered on the catalogue of graduates as from Ohio. He tes- 
tified he voted for the contestant. 

Michael Kelley and C. B. Mills are voters who stand upon the same 
footing. They were residents of Ohio so far as they had any residence. 
They were river-men living with their families on a boat, and moving 
up and down the Ohio River. The boat, which belonged to another man, 
was finally taken from them, and they moved out among the willows 
on the Ohio side, pitched their tent, and were living there abont the 
time of the election. They were brought to the polls by Republican 
workers, Democrats challenged their votes, and Mills testified they both 
voted for the contestant, 

J. J. Rogers had moved away from the State of West Virginia to Ohio 
more than a year, in fact nearly two years, before the election, taking 
his family with him; rented a house and went to work, and had chil- 
dren born there, He returned to his old home a short time before the 
election and voted. He was a Republican, and said on the day of the 
election he had voted the Republican ticket. 

Jessee Seeders was an insane man and had been so declared by the 
court, and a committee appointed for him, as shown by record evidence. 
He had always beena Republican. His committee, who was a Repub- 
lican and voted the Republican ticket at the election in controversy, 
drove him to the polls, and I imagine no one will doubt that Jessee 
Seeders voted the same kind ofa ticket. 

R. J. Taylor testified he voted for the contestant. He was nota res- 
ident of the district in which he voted, as shown, I think, by the pre- 
ponderance of testimony. 

W. E. Parrish was another floater. He testified he had no permanent 
home. He was in the picture business and moved from point to point 
Wherever he could find business, remaining at no place long. Accord- 
ing to his own testimony he yoted for the contestant. 

Richard Johnson: This voter moved to Kansas with his family in 
the fall of 1887, and returned a few days before the election, and voted, 
as he testified, for the contestant, He said he intended to return when 
he left, but all his acts are utterly inconsistent with such an intent. 

Robert Prettyman is the next voter I shall consider. He voted the 
Republican ticket. Three or four months before the election he left 
the county of Ohio, carrying with him his household goods. Ile re- 
turned to Ohio County three days before the election, remained until 
the election, voted, and then left for parts unknown. 

John Wise voted the Republican tieket in Ohio County. He lived in 
Pittsburgh, Pa., at the time. ‘There is hearsay evidence that he also 
voted in Pittsburgh at that election, but of course that is not admis- 
sible. The evidence, however, that he was a resident of Pittsburgh is 
direct and uncontradicted. 
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Owen MeCoy voted the Republican ticket. The record of births 
showed he had not attained his majority, and a few days before the 
election his father stated he would not be old enough to vote. It is true 
his father denied making this statement, but we submit that the record 
of the date of his birth and the testimony of a disinterested witness 
whose character is unimpeached can not be overthrown by the testi- 
mony of the father of this young man who had a natural desire to shield 
his son from prosecution, and when he declared he had no record of 
the dates of the births of his children. 

Joseph Shaw comes now in the order of this presentation. 

In January, 1888, this man severed his Ohio citizenship and moved 
into West Virginia. This was only ten months before the election. 
He voted the Republican ticket. . 

Arthur Wallace voted the Republican ticket in Ohio County, West 
Virginia, in spite of the uncontradicted testimony that a month be- 
fore the election he had moved his goods and family to Marshall 
County, and was living there at the time. He seems to have acted 
upon the erroneous idea that his right to vote in Ohio continued until 
he had acquired the right in Marshall, or the equally erroneous idea 
that because he owned land in Ohio County he had the right to vote 
there, no matter where he might be domiciled. - 

J. C. Connelly is a Republican, and on day of election he was distrib- 
uting Republican tickets, and said he would like to carry the district 
Republican by a handsome majority. He moved to Wheeling, with 
his family, from Bellaire, Ohio, in the spring of 1888, and left Wheeling 
soon after the election. He was not assessed in 1888. He voted in 
Wheeling. 

J. D. Bradley was a dissipated, worthless fellow, who never staid 
anywhere long. He had been away from Wellsburgh, where he had 
worked at one time, but in March, 1887, he left and never returned to 
Wellsburgh, where he voted, until the night before the election. He 
was a Republican, and on the night before the election he said, on the 
train, he was on his way from Washington to vote for Harrison and the 
Republican ticket. Í 

John Ammon refused in 1887 to pay road tax, and said he was not 
a resident of Brooke County. About a week previous to the election 
of 1888 he said Pittsburgh was his home; on Saturday or Monday night 
before the election he said he voted in Pittsburgh; on the day of elec- 
tion he said he would go to the polls and try to vote, and if they would 
not let him he would take the train and go to Pittsburgh. In May be- 
fore the election he quit work in Brooke, took a transfer card from the 
local board of flint-glass-blowers, and went to Pittsburgh. He voted 
in Brooke and was a pronounced Republican at the time of the election. 

J. E. Ramsey left Doddridge County clandestinely, taking his fam- 
ily and goods with him, in November, 1887, and went to the State of 
Ohio, and was seen there by one of the witnesses, who testified that 
Ramsey told Aim he did not expect to come back to West Virginia; it 
was no good. He returned in March, 1888, not twelve months before 
the election. Hewas a pronounced Republican at the time of the elec- 
tion, and yoted in Doddridge County. 

Harvey Bee lived in Ritchie County, but to avoidan arrest heslipped 
over into Doddridge, where he had relatives, about three weeks before 
the election. He offered to vote a Republican ticket at one precinct 
and was refused; he went to another precinct and voted, and said he 
had voted the Republican ticket. 

J. W. Grigsby was a young colored man, a straight-out Republican, 
who affiliated with Republicans and attended their meetings and hur- 
rahed for the ticket in the campaign of 1888, He voted in Lewis County 
in that election. The census returns of Lewis County, which stand un- 
contradicted by any evidence, show that this voter was only eleven 
years of age June 6, 1880; and the enumerator testified that if he 
did not get the information in such matters from the persons themselves 
he almost invariably got it from the parents or guardians.” 

Samuel Murray had been absent from West Virginia for many years, 
living in Ohio. In the summer of 1888 he returned to Ohio County, 
West Virginia, and voted. Taxes are assessed as of the Ist day of April 
in West Virginia; this voter was not assessed in the year 1888. He 
was a pronounced Republican at the time of the election. 

Dana Hubbard resided in Erie, Pa., at the time of the election, and 
had not resided in West Virginia for a number of years, He was a 
pronounced Republican, and wrote a letter afew days before the elec- 
ae clearly indicating his Republican sentiments. He yoted in Ohio 

ounty. 

Lindsay Hart isn man of unsound mind, according to the preponder- 
ance of testimony. In fact, from the nature of the <ross-examination 
of witnesses, the counsel of contestant seemed to concede he was not a 
man of sound mind. He voted in Marshall County. One witness said: 
He has always voted the Republican ticket. Another: From his 
associations I would suppose he was a Republican.“ Another: He 
votes the Republican ticket. Another: On day of election he was 
most all the time with the Republicans.” 

Henry Chambers, who testified himself he yoted the straight Repub- 
lican ticket, moved from Pennsylvania to West Virginia on the 24th 
day of November, 1887, not twelve months before the election. There 
is no attempt to contradict this testimony. 

W. H. Lewis is a young man whose mother was an inmate of the 
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almshouse when he was born, and the record there shows he was born 
September 18, 1869. After the election in 1888 he was indicted in the 
United States district court of West Virginia for illegal voting, tried; 
convicted, and sentenced to the penitentiary. He testified himself he 
had voted for Atkinson. 

As I have already said, the gentlemen composing the majority have 
conceded in their report 23 of the votes which the minority deduct 
from the vote of the contestant, and I now submit that the summary 
I have just given sustains the action of the minority in striking from 
the contestant 31 more. 

I have now endeavored to give a summary of the testimony in regard 
to each voter, withhölding nothing on either side; and if I could sub- 
mit this summary to an unprejudiced, unbiased jury I would challenge 
successful contradiction of one statement that I have made in regard 
to this testimony. 


Take then the returned vote of the contestee---------------- 19, 261 
Add rejected votes given in minority report 2 
19, 263 
Deduct illegal votes cast for him 28 
19, 235 
Take returned vote for contestant._...........------ 19, 
Add rejected votes given in minority report 2 
19, 244 
Deduct illegal votes cast for him 54 
19, 290 
This leaves a majority for contestant off 45 


including his gain on the recount of 25 votes in Wetzel County, 

This now brings me, Mr. Speaker, to the discussion of the charge of 
fraud in connection with the recount in the county of Wetzel. 

Much stress has been laid upon this charge by the chairman of the 

committee, who has just addressed the House. He has rolled as a 
sweet morsel under his tongue the conduct of R. E. L. Snodgrass long 
after the recount. 
- Ido not stand here as the apologist of Snodgrass; I believe his con- 
duct was open to the most severe censure; but I say that apart from 
this circumstance, so far as the evidence shows, his character stands 
unimpeached, 

But, Mr. Speaker, is it not rather remarkable that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], the distinguished chairman of the committee, 
should aim all hisdarts at Snodgrass and never have one word to utter 
in regard to the chairman of the executive committee of the Repub- 
lican party of West Virginia? 

Admitting that Snodgrass endeavored to secure money from this chair- 
man of the Republican party under a promise to tell all he knew about 
the scratching of the ballots’? and then to declare he knew nothing, 
how much worse was he than this chairman of the Republican party? 

This chairman sought to purchase a tool which he could use to blast, 
if possible, the fair names of men for political purposes. 

This chairman was willing to pay money to a man for his testimony 
whom he believed to be a villain, and if a villain a liar, and if a liar 
a perjurer in his heart. He was seeking to buy up a witness and tose- 
cure the testimony of a man who, if what he says of him he believes, 
was, at the time he offered him the bribe, in his estimation reeking in 
crime and deep-dyed in infamy. 

Snodgrass showed a willingness to take the money of the Republican 
party, if as he says the chairman was ‘‘foolish’’ enough to pay it to 
him under a promise to tell all he knew about the scratching,” and 
then swear he knew nothing; but further he would not go; no more 
direct promise would he make. 

The chairman of the executive committee of the Republican party, 
however, according to all the testimony sought Snodgrass 40 miles dis- 
tant. He made him the most flattering promises to remember him 
and remember him well, and according to the testimony of Snodgrass, 
eorroborated by Grall, who was present at the interview, this chair- 
man, this high official of Republicanism, promised Snodgrass an office 
in Washington at $1,800 a yearif he would tell all he knew about the 
scratching, and who did it. 

Yes, he was seeking to purchase testimony; he was seeking to buy 
a tongue that would respond at his command and speak at his bidding. 

The words of his month were smoother than butter, but war was in his heart; 
is words were softer than oil, yet were they drawn swords. 

What a spectacle! A shining light in the Republican party stand- 
ing forth like Satan to tempt a man with promises and induce him by 
filthy Inere to swear away the reputation and liberty of his fellow- 


man. R 
What a spectacle! A leader in the Republican party acting as de- 
tective, leaving his home, traveling 40 miles, taking a room at the 
hotel, and there with locked doors and closed keyholes pouring into the 
ear of a man poor in this world’s goods promises of gain and profit, 
and holding up to his vision the good things in store for him if he 
would open his lips and swear he knew that the seratching had been 
fraudulently done and who the parties to the crime were. 
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Mr. Speaker, this man Snodgrass was guilty of bad conduct, and if 
nothing appeared more than his expressed willingness to receive money 
through a derita which involved deception, he would sink low indeed 
in my estimation and in the estimation of every honest man; but sub- 
sequent events, in my opinion, raise bim np much from the slough into 
which he first fell. If he had indeed been a bad man; if he had been 
capable of perpetrating a crime so heinous in law and morals as to 
mutilate or seratch the ballots, as charged; if his heart had been so 
corrupt and his instincts so depraved as to violate his official oath as an 
officer of the court, I say that for money, profit, or gain he could have 
been made the willing tool of those who were sticking to him closer 
than a brother and almost jingling gold in his ear. 

But with temptation all around him, with the glitter of money before 
his eyes, and with the promises of positions heaped upon him, all beyond 
the reach of the public ear and secured from the public eye under the 
cover of darkness and within the walls ofa private chamber, Snodgrass 
came forth from this alluring precinct of temptation with no smell of 
corruption upon his garments, no perjury on his soul, and no bribe- 
money polluting his pocket. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert that the evidence shows that Snodgrass 
never agreed or proposed to do more than tell what he knew about the 
scratching; that he never said that he knew who did it, or that his 
testimony would lead up to convictions, or anything of that kind. It 
is true Cowden, the chairman of the executive committee of the Re- 
publican party, swears that he made such statements, but he is con- 
tradicted by Snodgrass, and Snodgrass is corroborated by Grall, who 
was present in the room during the entire interview, and by Brast, an 
unwilling Republican witness introduced by the contestant, who was 
in an adjoining room listening to the conyersation through a crack in 
the door between the rooms, 

Cowden swears, too, he made no promise to secure a position for 
Snodgrass, but Snodgrass swears he did, and he is corroborated again 
directly by Grall and indirectly by Brast. : 

But I am dwelling too long upon the charge against Snodgrass. I 
submit that it will hardly be contended that because of the conduct 
alone of this man weeks after the recount it must be held that the 
tickets found with Atkinson's name erased were fraudulently scratched. 
Why, sir, if so, any recount that was ever made might be impeached. 
All that would be necessary would be to show that some one directly 
or indirectly connected with the recount, long after it was concluded, 


_ talked about telling all he knew about the scratching of ballots, 


All that would be necessary would be for a defeated candidate or his 
partisans to hunt up and bribe some one to talk in an indefinite and 
incoherent way about telling all he knew in regard to the scratching 
and show that he might have had access to the ballots. 

Establish such a priuciple, set such a precedent, and you will throw 
wide open the door to fraud and open up a broad field for the bribe- 
giver and bribe-taker. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, another charge is made that Benjamin Earnshaw, 
the president of the county court of Wetzel County, and who was one 
of the commissioners who made the recount, was connected with a pre- 
concerted scheme to scratch the ballots. 

Sir, I can hardly treat this charge with sufficient respect to discuss 
it. It seems to me to show a'state of desperation upon the part of the 
contestant akin only to the desperation of the Republican party in this 
House. 

What is there in this record to raise a suspicion, even, as to Earnshaw, 
unless it be in the disordered brain of a defeated candidate who is en- 
gaged in a wild and frantic effort to secure a seat on this floor? 

Take the record, sir, and scan it from lid to lid; read it line by line 
and word by word, and you will find nothing to impeach or reflect upon 
the character of this officer. ~ y 

It is said that during the recount there was an adjournment one day 
for dinner; that Earnshaw was late returning to his post; that his tar- 
diness was occasioned by an interview he was having witha gentleman 
by the name of Wells, of Marion County, who was at the county seat 
on that day; that later in the day, and after Wells had left the county 
seat of Wetzel, Earnshaw received a telegram with the name of a Mr. 


Black to it stating that his wife was sick; that thereupon the recount 


was adjourned and Earnshaw went home; that the telegram was not 
in fact sent by Black, but by Wells, who had used Black's name. 

If this were all what is there in it to raise the shade of a shadow of 
suspicion that Earnshaw or Wells had designs upon the ballots? What 
is there in it to induce any sane man to believe fora moment that 
fraud was being concocted in the interview between Earnshaw and 
Wells or that the telegram was sent with frandulent intent? Can not 
two men meet and talk without being suspected of a conspiracy or 
combination to violate the law and become criminals? Can not aman 
be called home from some public duty by a telegram, even though sent 
by one man in the name of another, without throwing himself open to 
the charge that he is a scoundrel? Must a man let the public know 
his private business and hold his business interviews in the highway 
and speak through a trumpet so that all may hear lest he be suspected 
of being en in some heinous crime? 

But, sir, shaw puts at rest all these charges and suspicions, He 


was examined asa witness, and on page 944 of the record his testimony ` 
will be found, and I will read it. Here it is: : 


Q. 17. State if, 13 session of the county court, 1 remember of hay- 
ing seen Charles E. Wells, of Marion County, here in New Martinsville; and, ifso, 
state, if you know, what business he was here for. 

A. 17. 1 remember ofseeing Charles E. Wells during that term of court; I un- 
derstood that he was here in regard to a suit pending or to be instituted against 
L. G. Robinson, 

Q. 18, State whether or not you had any business yourself, of a public or 
private nature, with Charles E. Wells at that time. : 

A. 18. I had business of a private nature with Charles E. Wells at that time, 

Q. 19. State whether or not that business was in any way, directly or indirectly, 
immediately or remotely, connected with the election held in this county on the 
6th of November, 1888, or in any way pertained to or affected the interests of 
any candidate at that election, and especially the interests of John O. Pendleton 
and G. W. Atkinson, or A, B. Flemming or Nathan Goff, who were candidates 
for office at suid election, 

A. 19. It had nothing to do with the election at all, and did not affect the in- 
terest of any candidate, 

Q. 20. State whether or not, on the day that C. E. Wells was here or about 
that time, you received a telegram purporting to be from Frank J. Black, sum- 
moning yon home; and, if so, state, if you know, who sent that telegram, 

A. 20, I did receive a telegram, and knew that Charles E. Wells sent it, 

X a 2 whether or not you left here after receiving that telegram. 

q 22° State whether or not, to your knowledge, that telegram was sent by C. 
E. Weils for 8 of interfering with the recount of the votes then in 
progress before the county court. 

A, 22. No, sir, not atall, further than it necessarily delayed the recount;, but 
it was not intended to interfere with the recount, 

How low, indeed, must be the estimate put upon character by the 
partisans of the contestant in Wetzel County when they seize hold of 
such trivial matters and present them as confirmation strong of a con- 
spiracy to despoil the ballots, violate the law, and commit crime. They 
seem to forget or care not that— 

Good name, in man and woman, dear my lord, 
Is the immediate jewel of their souls, f 

Passing on, I desire now toshow that the ballots were scratched by 
the voters themselves at the precincts of Martin’s School-House and 
Archer's Fork, where they deposited them. 

MARTIN'S SCHOOL-HOUSE. 


We will consider Martin’s School-House first. 

At this precinct the recount disclosed 14 Republican ballots upon 
which the nameof Atkinson was scratched and upon 2 of them the name 
of Pendleton was inserted. 

But before leaving the question I was just discussing, I want to no- 
tice the reference to a telegram made by the distinguished chairman 
of the committee [Mr. ROWELL] in his speech a few moments ago. 
He had discovered in the record a telegram dated November 24, 1888, 
sent from Charleston, W. Va., to New Martinsville, W. Va., and di- 
rected to C. E. Wells and W. N. Arnett, which read as follows: 

St. Clair says he can go to Wetzel on Monday if necessary. Have court nd- 
journ until counsel can be heard. 

“Now, the chairman of the Committee on Elections seems to consider 
this telegram as one of the links in a chain of fraud, in a conspiracy 
to scratch these ballots and defraud the contestant. Sir, to my mind 
it is just the contrary. If Wells and Arnett had been in New Martins- 
ville on the 21st day of November, 1888, in connection with this re- 
count, as charged, there would have been no necessity for sending an- 
other attorney there, 

I say this telegram furnishes evidence to my mind that they had no 
connection with the recount, that they were at New Martinsville on 
legal business; that they left there on the 21st and were not at New 
Martinsville on the 24th of November, 1888, when this telegram was 
sent, I suppose that whoever sent it—I do not know his name; there 
is no name signed to it—supposed that they were there. But if they 
were there as alleged by the gentleman from Illinois on the 21st as at- 
torneys for the contestee or in the interest of the Democratic party 
then there was no reason why General St. Clair should be sent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, coming back to Martin's School-House precinct, 
according to the testimony of John C. MeEldowney, the clerk of the 
court, the seal of the package containing the ballots from this precinct 
was never broken until it was opened by the county commissioners for 
the purpose of recounting them. > 

During the day the ballots were in the possession of the commis- 
sioners and at night they were securely nailed up in a box and placed 
in the vault in the clerk’s office, and the door of the vault locked with 
a combination lock, the combination being known only to the clerk 
and his deputy and two or three attorneys at law. 

According to the chairman of the committee, this box was not nailed 
or closed up securely. But the testimony shows that heavy pieces of 
board were nailed over the box; and witnesses testified that the cracks 
between those boards were not wide enough to enable any one to put 
his fingers through or to take out any ballots. . 

Every precaution possible was taken to secure the ballots from change 
or mutilation, and nosuspicion in the mind of even the most suspicious- 
minded McIntire, who figured in this case, existed as to any of these 
parties, except Snodgrass—I mean the elerk—or the lawyers who knew 
the combination to the vault lock. s 

The ballots were scratched with a pencil, some by small cross-marks, 
others by straight marks, and while some of the witnesses who had 
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bad cases of suspicion, and seemed to be suffering with violent attacks 
of indigestion, souring their tempers and causing them to suap at 
everything and everybody that was Democratic, as though they had 
hydrophobia, thought one hand had scratched all; in the opinion of 
the minority, the great preponderance of testimony shows that the 
scratching was done by different hands and different pencils. Much 
of the scratching was indistinct, so that the commissioners had to hold 
the ballots up to the light to determine whether they were scratched 
or not; atleast the evidence shows they held them up to the light, and 
they could have had no other purpose in view but to satisfy their minds 
that they were scratched. 

Now, sir, all the evidence shows that the election at this precinct 
was conducted by men who had little or no experience and who were 
unaccustomed to such work; the judge who took the ballots from the 
box was sixty-two years of age, and his eyesight was bad and he used 
glasses to read, but whether he used glasses on this occasion he is 
ominously silent; the judge who read off the ballots to the clerks for 
them to tally, though a younger man, also used glasses, while the judge 
who strung the ballots, but read only those to which his attention was 
called as scratched, was sixty-two years of age. The counting com- 
menced about dark, after the polls closed, and ran on until midnight 
or later; then an adjournment took place until the next morning; 
about 9 o’clock the next morning the count was resumed and was not 
concluded until about midnight. 

Here were about thirty hours, at least twelve hours in night-time, 
that these judges and clerks were engaged in receiving and counting 
the ballots at this precinct, which cast 259 votes altogether, and they 
were surely tired. The tickets were long, each embracing about thirty 
names and three constitutional amendments. Thelightwasbad. Part 
of the time they had a Jantern and two lamps, the residue of the time 
only two lamps, and the judges used one and the clerks the other. How 
large the lamps were the evidence does not disciose, but the inference 
is that they were ordinary country lamps, which we all know do not 
let their light shine either brilliantly or far. 

The count lasted for about twenty-one hours; at least twelve hours 
of this time was aiter night; so that for twelve hours two of these judges, 
already worn by the labor of receiving the ballots from the voters, with 
their usual habits and rest broken in upon, were reading these ballots 
with imperfect eyesight and bad light. 

It is no wonder that the Republican judge, when he returned the bal- 
lots to the clerk’s office, said (I quote the language of a witness), ‘‘He 
had had trouble enough with them; that it had been an awful job to 
count that vote, and that he and the other judges and the clerks were 
all worn out when they got through.“ Of course they were worn out, 
and that they made mistakes was the most natural consequence of their 
inexperience, their broken rest, their Jong mental as well as physical 
strain, their poor light and bad eyesight, coupled with the indistinct 
pencil marking of the ballots. 

ARCHER'S FORK. 

Archer’s Fork precinct comes next. 

At this precinct 10 Republican tickets were found on the recount 
with the name of Atkinson erased. 

What I have said as to the breaking of the seal and the precaution 
to secure the ballots at Martin’s School-house and of the character of 
the marking at that precinct applies to Archer’s Fork. = 

The judges here did not endure their fatigue as well as the judges 
at Martin's School-house. The two judges who alternately read off 
the ballots took alternate naps—actually went to sleep during the 
weary count, which lasted all night and until 10 o’clock the next morn- 
ing—but the count progressed all the same, with one judge reading, but 
no judge verifying the accuracy of his reading, for the judge who was 
stringing the ballots did not read them. 

Did I say the names on the tickets were read? Oh, no; they were 
not read. The judge varied the monotony by calling out Democratic 
ticket.“ Republican ticket.“ ‘‘ Hurrah for Cleveland!’ ‘Hurrah for 
Harrison!” “Hurrah for Cleveland! All wool, a yard wide, and straight 
goods.“ ‘* Hurrah for Harrison! All wool and a yard wide, straight 
goods;”’ and the clerks would tally all through the long list as the call 
indicated to their minds. 

Why, sir, in broad daylight, when the sunlight was pouring in upon 
them, these judges failed to notice a clearly scratched ticket until their 
attention was called to it by a bystander who happened to notice it. 
Then, if they were so careless or their eyesight was so bad as not to see 
a plainly marked ticket with the aid of the sunlight, is it strange that 
during the twelve hours or more of night, when, according to the tes- 
timony, they had most of the time only two lamps, one of them only 
a small lamp, and from 4 o'clock until daylight only the small lamp 
for judges and clerks all to see and read and tally by, and then, not 
calling off the names, that they overlooked scratched ballots? I say, 
was it not most improbable that they made no mistakes? Could such 
facts as these break down a subsequent recount? Could they be used 
to raise a suspicion that some evil hand, some miscreant had muti- 
lated the ballots after they were placed in the custody of the officer of 
the law designated to receive and secure them safely? 

Sir, if there was not negligence and carelessness upon the part of the 
officers of election at this precinct, then we might as well enact a law 
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and say that a judge may go to sleep during a count; he may read and 
call off the ballots in the dark; he may just read the heading of a 
ballot; he may convert the whole thing into a pastime or a frolic, and 
he may guess at the result and make his return accordingly. 

The minority of the committee sustain the recount made by the 
commissioners of the county court, believing as we do that it represents 
the true state of the polls at these precincts, and decline to entertain 
the motion of the contestant to add 24 votes to his vote and deduct 2 
votes from the vote of the contestee. 

But suppose all that is claimed by the contestant at these two pre- 
cincts, Martin's School-House and Archer’s Fork, is allowed him; sup- 
pose the 25 votes which he asserts should be counted for him, and 
taken from the 45 majority to which we believe the contestant is en- 
titled, it will still leave 19 majority for the contestee. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me say that it seems to me that the 
contestant in this case, even with the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee in his favor, has little upon which to congratulate himself. 

Tn 1886, an off year, Hon. Nathan Goff was elected in the First Con- 
gressional district of West Virginia by 857 majority, running against a 
strong and popular Democrat. Now, after gathering together a record 
of evidence covering more than 1,500 pages, searching every nook and 
corner of the many counties in that district for illegal votes for the 
contestee, the contestant has succeeded before a committee composed 
of a majority of his political friends, with their bias and prejudices in 
his favor, in securing a report from these gentlemen declaring that in 
their opinion he was elected over his competitor, the contestee, by the 
paltry majority of 49 votes, and this in an aggregate vote much 
than that which was cast in 1886, and when he had the whole power 
of the national Republican committee at his back. 

If this be glory, let him enjoy it; and when he is securely seated on 
this floor let him ponder well the signs of the times which will tell 
him that the place that will then know him, after his brief sojourn in 
this Congress, will know him no longer forever, 

Yes, John O. Pendleton holds a commission from his people to rep- 
resent them in this Congress, It is proposed by the majority onde og 
remove him from his seat, put him outside the walls of this Chamber, 
and bar the door against him. You have the power, and you can do 


it, and you will do it. 
O, it is excellent 
To havea pants strength; but it is tyrannous 
To use it like a giant. 


His constittents beg nothing at your hands, but when he returns to 
them they will expect him to bear from you a message. What will 
that message be? 

Tell your people that we, the Republican Representatives in Con- 
gress assembled, want to still keep up high tariff and high taxes; to 
continue to foster monopolies and protect trusts and legislate money 
into the pockets of the rich and out of the pockets of the poor; that we 
want to continue to oppress the ſarmer and make him remain a hewer 
of wood and drawer of water,’ for the benefit of favored classes; that 
we want to relieve the Treasury of its surplus by extravagant and prof- 
ligate appropriations, so that we may go before the people next fall and 
point to an empty Treasary and declare taxes can not be reduced, and 
last, we want to enact a Federal election law, through which officials 
appointed by the Republican party may take charge of elections in the 
States, count the votes, and make returns; and, as the people of your 
district had selected you as their Representative and you as a Democrat 
would not vote with us, for the goodof the country, the benefitof man- 
kind, the safety of the Constitution, the purity of elections, and the 
general welfare, we have in our wisdom concluded it would be better 
to appoint a Representative for them, and in the exercise of our high 
prerogative we have named in your stead your late defeated competitor, 
who will in an eminent degree meet the demands of the hour by always 
voting with the Republican party.” 

Tell them this, and as Constitution-loving and patriotic citizens they 
will no doubt respond, Welldone, ye good and faithful servants, ye sen- 
tinels on the watch-tower, ye guardians of the public interests, ye 

i Laughter. ] 

Flatter not your souls, however, that this message will save the Re- 
publican party from condemnation, for from border to border of that 
district this record will be held up, and from its and from the 
recorded words of the witnesses it will be read that John O. Pendleton 
was duly elected on the 6th day of November, 1888, and was entitled to 
the seat on this floor from which he was ejected by the Republican 8 

Sir, things have been made easy in this Congress for every Repu 
lican contestant and for every scheme which the Republican in 
its desperate struggle to perpetuate its power, may devise, but the means 
which have been adopted to further these schemes will soon be as 
wormwood to the palates of those who to-day seem to lick out their 
tongues and ery for more power. 

It was said by a great man that the government of man should be 
the kingdom of reason, not the monarchy of passion or the anarchy of 
humors;”’ but, sir, it seems that reason no longer sits upon its throne 
here, but passion has placed its crown upon its monarch, and humors 


are raising their red flag of disorder and confusion in this the 7 ee 
of the greatest nation upon which the sun shinesinits transit of glory. 
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States that made this Union, the States that now compose it, from t 
Lakes to the Gulf, from the icy region to the sunny clime, constitute 
its dominions. [Applause.] 

No, sir, alarm fills not my breast. My confidence in the wisdom, 
er and patriotism of the citizens. wherever found is un- 
bounded, and I know when they speak this little Congressional Re- 
publican dynasty will melt away like snow under a summer's heat. 

Time, the great conservator, will bring allthings right. A few brief 
monihs, a , and then the Constitution will be restored to the ark 
from which it was taken by the ruthless hand of wild desperation, un- 
bridled partisanship, and reckless power. 

Go forward then; ride Phaeton-like over the track you have marked 
out; let your wheels of iron crush everything that stands between you 
and the goal of your ambition; curb not your fiery steeds; give them 
full rein, inject into their nostrils the fluid of sectional malice, and urge 
and goad them on by spurand spear, until with foaming sides and col- 
lapsed lungs and bursting eyeballs they drop and die on the wayside. 

Go forward, heed not the gathering clouds nor the portentous thun- 
der nor the warning lightning flash, but in your wrath bid defiance to 
all and in your madness curse the elements for their boldness and 
temerity. : Š 
Trample down precedents; disregard the wisdom of the sages; scoff 
at the Constitution; tread where angels dare not tread; tear the horns 
from the altar; stop not, pause not; make every principle which stands 
in your way bite the dust; treat certificates of election as blank sheets 
of paper, and strike down the popular will whenever necessary to 
strengthen your majority, and give yourselves more power in this Hall. 

Let your cry be that of the horse-leech: 

Give, give, give. 

Let your call be that of the grave: 

More, more, more. 

The greater the excess and the wrong, the sooner and swilter will be 
the retribution; the greater the violence the quicker the relief. 

J admire your boldness, if I can not commend your prudence. 

Your boldness is the safeguard against serious harm. 

Your proclamation of your intentions, made without deserve, like a 
fire-bell in the night, while~it startles, it arouses all to action and 
sounds an alarm. 

The country has heard it and the people are heeding it, and soon all 
danger will be over, and then— 


All friends shall taste 
The cup of their virtue, and all foes, 
The cup of their deservings. 


[Applause. ] 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. ROWELL. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
son], who desires to submit a report from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam instructed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to report an urgent deficiency bill, which I shall call 
up after the reading of the Journal to-morrow. 


Mr. CRISP. What is the title of the bill? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most t deficiencies in the 
a for the service of the Government for the ear ending June 


, 1890, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CRISP. All points of order are reserved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was 


uested, namely: 
ne bill (S. 443) granting a pension to William S. Hutton; 
A bill (S. 444) granting a pension to William H. Shivers; 
A bill (S. 503) granting a pension to Ellen B. King; 
A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert; 
A bill (S. 650) granting a pension to William H. Cummings; 
A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. McEw- 


pension to Oscar K. Rogers; 
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ill (S. 2137) granting a pension to David B. Bullard; _ 
(S. 2195) granting a pension to Emma L. Sel ; 
ill (S. 2283) to increase the pension of W. H. H. Bailey, of Brain- 


bill (S. se granting a pension pisces a 
2348) granting an increase of pension to George W. Boyles; 
1381) for the relief of Jacob J. Cohen and J. Randolph 
administrators of M. C. Mordecai; 

1176) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard; 
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A bill (S. 1175) for the relief of B. M. Rockefellow; 

A bill (S. 1174) for the relief of William M. Keightley; 

A bill (S. 1173) for the relief of Horace J. W. 25 

A bill (H. R. 1016) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood; 

A bill (8. 607) for the relief of William B. Stoaks, M. M. Brien, sr., 
Thomas Wa and William P. ins; 

A bill (S. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased; 

A bill (S. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; 

A bill (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a suitable building thereon at St. Albans, in the State of Vermont; 
A bill (S. 1490) to enlarge the public pusang at Topeka, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 1739) providing for a steam-vessel for the use of the civil 
government of Alaska; 

A bill (S. 663) to provide for the judicial termination of the contro- 
versy between the United States and the State of Texas relating toa 
certain tract of land by them respectively claimed; 

A pill (S. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, 
in the State of Nevada; and 

A bill (S. 1513) to place James B. Peale on the retired-list of the 
United States Army. 

It farther announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment 
of the House to the bill (S. 3185) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge over the Arkansas River, in the Indian Territory, with an 
amendment; in which concurrence was requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
the bill (H. R. 3266) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—ATKINSON VS. PENDLETON. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, after the eloquent peroration that has 
just been closed by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL], the 
majority of the Committee on Elections, overwhelmed by the “bursting 
eyeballs” and a numberof other blood-curdling things that the minor- 
ity have hurled upon us, necessarily feel somewhat abashed, particu- 
larly as they have seen fit to vote in favor of ousting from his seat the 
gentleman who recently proclaimed himself as being the only gentle- 
man on that side of the House. [Langhier, ] 

Now let us see what this tempest is all about? Let us see whether 
or not the eulogium which has been passed upon the name of Lee Snod- 
grass has not been misplaced. 

If the Wetzel County count is.a fraud, Mr. Pendleton is not entitled 
to his seat, to begin with, and the burden of proof is shifted upon him, 
and Mr. Atkinson becomes, to all intents and purposes, the contestee in 
this case. In the other West Virginia case tried the other day we had 
a fraud in law, a fraud perpetrated by the governor of that State by 
misstating the returns as laid before him. Here we have a change of 
conditions; we have now before us a fraud in fact, a change of the bal- 
lots made under the form of a recount; and I shall, in the brief time 
allotted to me to address the House, speak first upon the question of 
the recount in Wetzel County, whereby 26 votes were changed, thus giv- 
ing to Pendleton a majority of 19, where before there was a majority 
of 7 the other way. To do this requires attention to the law of West 
Virginia and to the evidence which is a part of the record in this case, 

I call the attention of the House, Mr. Speaker, first to the statute of 
West Virginia, which provides for a recount, and let us see whether 
that statute has been violated in this case in the county named. It 
provides as follows: 

They— a 

That is, the returning board or the county court— 

They shall, upon the demand of any candidate yoted for at such election, open 
and examine any one or more of the sealed packages of ts and recount the 
same, but in such case they shall seal up the same again, slong with the origi- 
nal envelope, in another envelope, and the clerk of the county court shall write 
his name across the place or places where it is sealed, and indorse on the out- 
side: eed of the election held at the district of and county of 
y ete, 

Now, hasthatbeendone? If not, is there anything suspicious in the 
recount in Wetzel County which justifies the House in the action here 
proposed? In the first place, Mr. Brookover, the Democratic judge of 
election in the precinct in which the recount is had, testifies that the 
original count was an honest one. I will not read in extenso from his 
testimony, but will submit a portion of it to be printed in the RECORD, 
calling the attention, however, of the House to the fact that he swears 
the count was honest and fair. It was made by two Democrats and 
one Republican, who certified 125 votes for Mr. Atkinson. 

J. D. Brookover (record, 368): 

Was you one of the judges of the election at Archer's Fork, a voting precinet 
in Grant district, Wetzel County, West Virginia, at the election held on the 6th 
say of November, 188597 

Q 


Yes, sir. 
Who were the other judges and who were the clerks’ 

A. Sampson Starkey and Samuel Fisher were the other judges; S. I, Earl and 

90 N ain anak t ting pla 
ow many s were cast at your vo! ce? 

A. Three hundred ard eight. apis 

Q. Do you remember how many votes were cast for John O. Pendleton and 
how many for G. W. Atkinson as candidates for Congress at your voting place? 

A. To the best of my recollection, 149 for John O. Pendleton and 158 for G. W. 

tkinson ; that was our return of the vote, and I believe it to be correct. 

Q. When did you commence to count vote cast at your election precinct 
on the 6th day, November, 1888, and how long were you engaged in counting it? 

A. We began shortly after dark and finished the following day about 2 or 3 
o'clock in the afternoon, 
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u use when you were counting at night? 
a lam agar some time in the after part of the 


tho toke was not so good, yet we had 
Dgn — =f the names to be seon on “the ickets distinctly and the tallies 
kep 
4 . 514 


on see any Republican tickets at your Soig 0 which had the 
ane of G. W. Atkinson erased? 
I remember one with John O. Pendleton’s name writt: 
3 Did you see any Democratic ticket at your voting AEA had the name 
of 45 — O. Pendleton, candidate for Congress, exased? 
es, sir, one; and G. W. Atkinson written on. 
4 a * place did you vote? 
Q. Q What canaidane fo Co did ote fi id electi 
iat candidate for Congress you v or at said e on? 
A. For Jobn O, Pendleton. 
Q Did you see or was your attention called to all of the ballots on which the 
names of 9 for Congross of your voting place had been erased? 
A, Certainly I saw those two and I believe I saw all of them. 
Q. Do you believe that the returns made of your voting precinct of the elec- 
tion held last November were correct? 
A. 


Q. Dey you think it possible that there was ten or twelve Republican ballots 
cast at Archer's Fork at the election last November with G. W. Atkinson's name 
5 and you not have seen them? 

I don't think it possible: I don't think there could have been that many 
8 my attention not called to it, 

Upon the recount it was found that about one vote ont of ten should 
be recounted against the contestant, and A n was givena vote of 111. 
That is a strong eireumstance to begin with, and if it is surrounded 
by circumstances tending to show fraud upon the parties making the 
recount, then the original count ought to stand instead of the recount. 

What was the recount called for? In Wetzel County if seémed as 
if a great deal of delay was beingobtained. The governorship of West 
Virginia was hanging trembling in the scale; the town of New Mar- 
tinsville, the county seat, was trembling lest the returns should show 
that the county seat was to be removed, because a county-seat contest 
was involved in the figures. The district had for six years been Re- 

mblican, and the Representative in Congress was also wavering in the 

lance. 

Now, under these circumstances we find that two men, Arnett and 
Wells, come to New Martinsville. They confer with the judge of 
election, take him outside and keep him out for two hours, and then 
after his return they go to Moundsville, 28 miles away, and one of them 

telegraphs back to him under a fictitious name, saying that his wife 
was sick, What did Mr. Earnshaw do under these cireumstances? I 
read from the testimony of Mr. McIntire, a Republican. He showed 
the telegram to McIntire, who is the editor of the newspaper of that 
town, and asked him what he would do under the circumstances, I 
read from the testimony on page 415: 

Q. State why, if you know, Mr. Earnshaw was absent. 

A. The day that Charley Wells was here, after-dinner, Mr. Earnshaw was 
very late in 5 into court—I think it was about 2:30 p. m.— and it was not 
long after that—about two hours—he handed me a telegram to read, It stated 
that his wife was very sick, and requested him to come home. It was signed 
Frank Black. He talked to me some time about his wife's sickness, a 
very much affected. 

He shed tears over his sick wife, and yet his testimony shows, 
notwithstanding that fact, Mr. Speaker, that he knew Frank Black 
had not sent this telegram, that it was a false telegram, and that his 
wife was not sick at all. But he spoke to this gentleman and stated 
his wife was very sick and he seemed to beterribly affected. His voice 
trembled, and there was nothing more pathetic than that, except the 
pathetic utterances of my friend who has just sat down on the other 
side of this Chamber. 

He asked Mr. McIntire what he would do if he were in his place, and 
Mr, McIntire advised him to go to the bedside of his dying wife. That 
is where a husband ought to be. After McIntire told him that, Earn- 
shaw said that was what he intended to do, if the recount went to 
the devil, and he went; and that is where the recount went. [Laugh- 
ter.] He was going to the bedside of his dying wife in order that he 
might give an opportunity, as I will show this House a little farther 
on, to enable a change of these ballots to be made. It was a little 
legerdemain on the part of the honest judge. I call attention to Earn- 
shaty’s evidence. 

B. Earnshaw (record, 944): 

Q. State whether or not, on the day that C. E. Wells was here or about that 
time, you received a telegram purporting to be from Frank J. Black, summon- 
ing you home; and, if so, state, Pt yon know, who sent that 


A. I did receive a telegram and knew that ‘Charles E. Wells sent it. 
Q. 2 whether or not you left here after receiving that telegram. 


A. 

State whether or not, to 3 that telegram was sent by C. E. 
Weis for the purpose of in th the recount of the votes raas pba 
ress before the county court. 

A. No, sir; not atall, further than it necessarily delayed the recount; but it 
was not intended to interfere with the recoun: 

Notwithstanding the eulogy of my fiend from Virginia, this man 
Lee S sae iste ds cites of the DEIA aide the feds oc te 
election went to his wife’s bedside, He found her at an infair, having a 


x We had two lanterns an 
night one of the lanterns went out; t 


high old time, in another county in West Virginia. While he was 


gone—— 
Mr. WIL of Ohio. Where was she? 
Mr. LACEY. He found her at an inſair. 


Here is what Legasden says (record, 363): 


At the same time and place came Jeff, 
saN who, after being first duly sworn, 


another witness for the con- 
leposes and says 


1, What is your age, where do you reside, and what is your occu: 
2 Iam yg madre years old; I reside in Wetzel County, West Virgin; my 
on 


3. How long have you been married? 
4. I was married on the 2lst day of November, 1888. 
5. When did you have your infair? 


9. Did she attend at your wedding or infair; and, if so, which one did she at- 
tend; and upon what month and what day of the month was it, and in what 
year? 

10. She attended the infair upon the 22d day of November, 1888; I think that 
is the date, but won't be certain; but I could tell if I was athome. 

11. How far did Mrs. Benjamin Earnshaw reside from where the infair was, 


and how did she travel to get there? 
12, I think it is a few rods over a mile by the county road; it is measured off, 
don't know how she traveled to get 


and I think itis a few rods overa mile; 
there: I did not see her come or de epart. 
13, Was she at dinner at the infair and taking part with the enjoyment of the 
occasion with the other guests? 
14. Yes; she seemed to be enjoying it very well. 


The ballots were left in charge of this man, who said that for $3,000 
he would give the names of those whoscratched them. While he was 
gone Snodgrass had charge of the ballots. You may as well leave a 
cat in on of a cup of cream as to Jeave this fellow in charge of 
a lot of tickets when 28 Democratic votes were needed to settle the 

uestion of a seat in this House and the governorship of the State. 

tickets were left under his control, and Mr. Earnshaw says they 

could not have been interfered with. ‘Let me read what he says on 
page 943 of the testimony: 


2 ae in what kind of a box these ballots were kept. 
think it was an ordinary store- box. 

8 Had this box any cover, or how were the ballots secured in the box when 
22 „ of evenings during the recount, before the box was placed 

A. The box was nailed up with rough oak slabs, is my recollection, 

Oh, no; this man could not have lifted up the lid, could not have 
drawn the nails, and there was no way of slipping the cover! Itcould 
be done and nobody could tell how he did it; it could not be readily 
detected by the judges of election. Earnshaw swears that he could not. 


Q. State whether, after the box was so nailed up, it would have been possible 
for any one to have removed any of the ballots or to have Lente, sega with or 
every any of the ballots without first removing the lid or a po it from 
A. Ithink not. 

Well, I concede that, They took the lid off, and there is no trouble 
aboutit. Here was a lid nailed on a box with the tickets in it; Lee 
Snodgrass had ample opportunity to get at these tickets, and he pro- 
ceeded to change them; so that he was making a new Congressman, 
and Atkinson and Goff were sent to the rear and Mr. Pendleton took 
his place at the front, almost changing the majority of this House. He 
says further: 

Q. 14. Did you notice the box after it Aad been nailed up on each evening soas 
to discover whether it would be possible toinsertaman’s hand between dif- 
ferent of the cover and reach the ballots without removing any of the lid? 
And, if so, state what you know. 

A. 14. I noticed the box every evening, and considered it nailed so that the 
ballots could not be tampered with without taking off a portion of the cover, 

Now, what did the Republicans sk? Mr. McIntire and Basil Bow- 
ers requested that these gentlemen should seal up the box, as the law 
of West Virginia provides in express terms. It provides that it shall 
be sealed up and provides how the ballots of a precinct shall be counted 
and be signed. Instead of that they changed their tactics and nailed it 
up. 
Mr. McIntire was asked: 

Q Did you hear any request made by any one that these ballots from Mar- 
tin’s School-House be sealed up again? 1 state who made the request, 
what was — 725 and what reply was made to it. 

in Bowers requested the court do seal up the sack which 
allots and have the clerk write his name across the seal; the 


He further stated that the court had charge of the ballots and would 
take care of them,’’ and they did take careofthem. That is what we 
complain of. Now remember, Mr. Speaker, that all of the judges of this 
county court were Democrats, every single one of them. The Repub- 
licans asked to have these ballots sealed, and, in addition to that, they 
asked that Republicans should be permitted to see the ballots as they 
were o and laid before the court. I read from the testimony of 
R. H. Sayre, which will be found on page 411 of the record: 

Q. Were Jou youn oes during said special session when the ball 


ots, poll-books, 
certificates, tally-sheets of Archer's Fork, a sea 2 pisao 1 7 Grant district, 
ss aes West Virginia, were opened and 
es, sir, 
Q. Do you remember how they were inclosed ; that is, what in? 
A. The ballots were in an unsealed paper sack, and as to how the Seen! 


the papers were inclosed I can not say, as 
ballots on the first day of the term, on the 12th . 
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Q. Was you present on the first day of the said court sitting as a canvassing 
board? 


A. Iwas. 

Q. Were the returns from Archer's Fork opened on that day? 

A. They was. 

Q. State whether or not to your knowledge they were sealed up again that 


day. 

8 They were not. 

Q. Did you hear any uest made that they be sealed up again by any one? 

A. Tdid; I heard B. T. Bowers, attorney for G. W. Atkinson, request the court 
that they have Jobn ©, McEldowney, clerk, seal up all the packages of ballots 
that bad been opened from any cause and indorse across the place of sealing in 
e capacity as clerk, as the law directs, which the court and clerk re- 

to do. f 

Q. If you heard Benjamin Earnshaw, the sae ea of said county court, say 
anything in reference to the said request at the time, state what it was. 

A. My impression is that he claimed that they were in the hands of the court, 
and therefore not necessary to seal them up. S 

Q. Where were they kept and how? 

A. They were kept in a coffee-box, and in the clerk's office, only wheu they 
were required to be in court-room for the purpose of recount, 

Q. State if they were under lock while in the elerk's office. 

A. Iseen them on the first day of the term in an open box sitting under a table 
in the clerk's office, without any cover over the box, and never at any time did 
Isee them under lock and key, 

Q. At the time you saw them in the open box in the clerk’s office was it during 
business hours while the clerk was there? 
A. It was. 

Q. State, if you know, how long the county court held its special session for 
the pu of canvassing the returns of Wetzel County of the election of last 
November? z 

A. Aboutseventeen days; from the 12th to the 29h, I think. 

Q. Were they busily engaged all of this time? 

A. No, sir; they were not. 

Q. What were they doing? 

A. Part of the time they were not in session on account of the absence of Ho- 
mer, one of the members of the court, and part of the time on account of the ab- 
sence of Earnshaw, president of the county court; his absence was caused by 
the claim that his wife was sick. 

Q. During the progress of the recount on Congressman did you hear any re- 
quest made that one Republican be allowed tosee the ballots as they were taken 
off the string to be counted? 

A. I did; B, T. Bowers, attorney for Atkinson, made such request, which the 
court refused to allow, 

Q. What was the political complexion of the court? 

A. Democratic, and all of the officials in connection with it, 

Q. During the progress of the recount on Con man, on the 2ist day of 
November, 1888, do you remember of any special delay being caused by the 

resident of the county court not putting in his appearance at the hour ad- 
. to, although all others were present? 

A. I recollect one day, but can't state the date. 

Q. Do you know where he was at the time? 

A. I seen him coming out of the Eakin House on his way to convene court, 

Q. About what time in the afternoon? 

A, About half after 2 o'clock. 

Q. Who was with him, if any one, when he came out of the Eakin House? 
8 I did not see any one with him, as I was not in fair view of the front of the 

use. 

Q. Was there any visiting Democratic statesmen hefe that day? 

A. There was. 

Q. Name them. 

A. I seen and know of Charles E. Wells, of Glover's Gap, Marion County, 
West Virginia, being around the Eakin House during Earnshaw's absence, and 
seen with him a man by the name of Arnett, from Fairmont, so I was informed; 
also, young Baird, from Wheeling. 


George W. Shepherd (record, 423) also swears: 


Q. State if you remember were these ballots sealed up again that day. 
A. They were requested to besealed up, but the president of the county court 


Q. Who made the request that they be sealed up? 

A. Mr. B. T. Bowers; he was there as the attorney for Atkinson, 

Is not that a badge of fraud? Here we have a uniform Democratic 
court recounting the ballots and making a change in one precinct of 
10 per cent. and in another of over 10 per cent.; Republicans asking 
that they might see the ballots as they were taken from the paper bags 
in which they were sealed up, and that request denied; then the bal- 
lots nailed up and placed in a place where they could be reached not 
only by LeeSnodgrass, but by every Democratic and every Republican 
lawyer in the county. What was the result? John C. McEldowney, 
the Democratic county clerk, testifies (on page 427 of the record) that 
they were kept there under the desk or table from the time they first 
came in until the first day of the recount, and that after that they were 
placed in the vault, But how was the vault guarded? He tells us: 

Q. How is the yault in your office closed? 

A. It is closed up by both outside and inside shutters to the windows; the door 
is closed by an inside door, and also by a combination-lock door; the same com- 
bination sent by the manufacturers and never changed, 

. Who yourself know the combination to the lock on that door? 

A. R. E. L. Snodgrass, E. B. Snodgrass, Frank D. Young, T. P. Jacobs, and I 
don’t know how many others; I suppose all the attorneys know it, 

And further on the same witness, referring to the fraudulent telegram, 

says: : . 

aae Ere i same day that he is said to have received a telegram that his 
Wi 2 

A. I can not say whether it was the same day or not; he showed me a telegram 
one z s 

Here are these tickets nailed up in a box and placed in the vault, 
and my friend from Vi ia [Mr. O’FERRALL] says they could not 
have been tampered with; yet the Democratic clerk of that county, 
elected by over 800 majority (because that is the usual majority of the 
county), says that they were accessible to all the lawyers there and to 
others whom he names, He was asked who else had access to them 


besides himself, and he answered: 
R. E, L, Snodgrass, E. B, Snodgrass, Frank D. Young, T. P. Jacobs, and I don’t 


know how zan others. Isuppose all the attorneys know it. I did not keep 


it there against burglars, as it is a Hre- proof vault only, 


No; nor he did not keep it there against ballot-box thieves, either. 
He says: 

And any attorney has the 1 — to go in there when he wants to, and I have 
always given them that privilege. 

Now, in the face of that testimony, my fiery friend from Virginia 
(Mr. O’FERRALL] says that we have nothing upon which to base the 
claim that there was any chance for tampering with these returns and 
nothing to justify us in finding that the changes did take place. In the 
first place the votes were counted by the precinct boards—two Demo- 
crats and one Republican. They were counted at the time and counted 
carefully. In the next place, there was an opportunity for fraud, and 
that opportunity was evidently made available, because when the bal- 
lots were counted again there was a change of 26 votes, Now let us 
see whether there is anything to connect Mr. Earnshaw with this mat- 
ter, the gentleman whom my friend from Virginia seems to love so 
well; whether there is anything to connect him with making this ad- 
journment for the purpose of giving an opportunity to change the re- 
turns. He says in his testimony that there was no intention to inter- 
fere with the count any further than that the adjournment naturally 
would delay the count. That is precisely what we complained of. 
That is what Mr. Atkinson, the contestant, complains of: that there 
was an opportunity given to delay the count until somebody else could 
tamper with the returns. 

Earnshaw has testified that on the 21st of November he had private 
business with Wells & Arnett. On November 24 these gentlemen’ re- 
ceived this telegram from Charleston, W. Va.: 

CHARLESTON, W. VA., November 24, 1888. 
To C. E. WELLS or W. N. ARNETT, New Martinsville, W. Va.: 


St. Clair says he can ro to Wetzel on Monday if necessary. Have court ad- 
journ until counsel can be heard. SA 


Me.“ That is not McGinty. [Laughter.] Now, who is St. Clair? 
The gentleman who tried this ease before the committee aud the attor- 
ney of record for the contestee. 

Mr, ROWELL. No. Mr. St. Clair was in the other case, 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; he was in the governor's case and in the Smith- 
Jackson case, and he was interested in having this count delayed, and 
Wells & Arnett received a telegram to delay the count, What were 
they there for? On private business, my friend from Virginia says. 
Now, if I should say that this ‘‘McG.*’? meant Med.“ and stood for 
McCorkle or meant *‘ McGraw,"’ or the name of some other gentleman 
eminent in State affairs in West Virginia, it might throw some light 
upon the source from which this telegram emanated. At all events, 
we have the fact that here was a telegram sent to these men, evidently 
by some high Democratic authority whose initials were understood, to 
get an adjournment and to delay the count. 

The adjournment is had, the count is delayed, and it took eighteen 
days, from the 12th of November to the 30th, to count those votes, and 
during all that time the papers were filled with alarming rumors as tothe 
purposes of this delay, with statements that the purpose was to falsify 
the returns and give the governorship of the State of West Virginia, 
which had elected Goff governor, to Fleming, and to give to this district 
a Democratic Representative, although it had been represented for six 
years by Governor Goff. But gentlemen say there was a land-slide in 
1888. Yes, there was, and my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] 
says there will he another one in 1890, but the land will slide the other 
way. We will not borrow trouble in advance. My friend made that 
same prediction upon the stump in 1888, and it failed. 

The poorest business my friend ever went into is the prophet busi- 
ness, He appears to much better advantage in eulogizing men like 
JudasIscariot and Benedict Arnold and Lee Snodgrass than as a prophet. 
His name may be written Ichabod' some day, but never will be 
written Isaiah.“ [Laughter. ] 

Now, I want to call attention briefly to the record as to these votes. 
The chairman of the committee has already, and with considerable 
detail, given the House the history of most of the votes upon which 
the finding of the committee is based, Therefore, I will not consume 
the time of the House upon that subject, but I desire to print in the 
RECORD extracts from the festimony—not a digest of the testimony in 
my own language, but original extracts from the testimony as it was 
given, so that the invisible quorum on the other side of the House who 
seem now to have escaped from this Hall (like the Democratic quorum 
that escaped the other day in Montana), and who thereby have missed 
the opportunity of their lives in failing to hear the oration of my elo- 
quent friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL]—I desire, I say, to print 
these extracts from the testimony so that those gentlemen may have an 
opportunity to read the evidence at their leisure and to see whether or 
not any portion, and if so what portion, of thereport of the committee 
is founded upon sufficient evidence. I will present extracts from the 
testimony in reference to Clarence Tarr, showing the illegality of some 
of these votes. I will also furnish extracts showing the same with ref- 
erence to Calvin Ashcraft. He wasan idiot. My friend from Virginia 
finds that he was not an idiot simply because he voted the Democratic 
ticket. [Laughter.] Now, that might be most convincing evidence 


+ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


on the other side of this Hall, but it will hardly pass for demonstration 
on this side, and in fact when the intelligence of a voter can only be de- 
termined by the way in which he votes, experience teaches that that is 
not avery safe guide. Here is an extract from the record, page 82, in 
relation to Clarence Tarr: 

Mr. MITCHELL: 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. I reside in Cross Oreek district, Brooke County, West Virginia. 

Q. Do you know Clarence Tarr? 

A. Yes,sir; Ido. I have known him since September, 1885. 

Q. Where was he living in September. 1885? 

A. I was seeding on the farm, but may not have moved there until October. 
I moved to the tenant house on the same farm, about October, 1885; the farm is 
the one on which Clarence Tarr resided. 

Q. How long were you on that farm? 

oe I wan there from October, 1885, to April, 1887. Iwas farming the same farm 

en of. 
te While you were there what dealings or transactions did you have with 
nee Tarr? 

A. None. 

Q. With whom did you have your dealings? 

A. Eugene Tarr. i 

Q. In what way was Eugene Tarr acting, in dealing with you? 

(Objection: Objected, for the reason tliat authority to control real estate must 
appear in writing, by Mr. Mitchell.) 

A. In the way of trustee for Clarence Tarr, 

We will see what E. S. Barnes says about Ashcraft. He says that 
sometimes he gave his age as twenty, sometimes as thirty, sometimes 
other ages; that he did not know the difference between a nickel and 
15 cents. 

No wonder he voted the Democratic ticket! This man, gentlemen 
on the other side say, is a good Democratic voter, a man of intelligence, 
and should be counted. We have challenged his vote because we 
wanted to find out where Goft’s majority went, where the 800 majority 
which was rolled up for Goff in 1886 had gone when Atkinson was run- 
ning in 1888. We found that the Democratic party searched the alms- 
houses; that they brought in idiots; that they brought in men who 
were not residents; they brought in every man they could find any- 
where, and thus wiped out the Republican majority within 7, and then 
wiped that out with the recount in Wetzel County. It would seem 
that every idiot in West Virginia voted in 1888. Take the testimony 
in regard to Newt. Wilt, Tread from the testimony of M, S. Holt, page 
521: 

Q. State what you know about the qualification of Newton Wilt as a voter? 

A. I regard Newton Wilt asan idiot, I have made several tests to draw out 
his intelligence, and his actions has invariably proved his inability to consider 
in a reasonable way any question requiring reflection. In one of the tests I saw 
pieces of money of various denominations thrown down ona counter, and when 
asked to give his employer 5 cents he gave him 15. When asked to give him a 
half dollar he gave him anickel. I sawan election ticket presented to him and 
he called ita vote, His actions are generally idiotic, I have seen him 8 
very small boys over the street for nick - numing him Muldoon, From what 
know of Newton Wilt I consider him totally unqualified to exercise the right 
of suffrage. I am satisfied that he could not give an intelligent response to any 
question relating to the duties of officers or the object of elections. 


Here was this idiot going up and down the streets of his native town 
and the little boys following him shouting ‘‘ Muldoon! Muldoon!““ 
and my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] says it would be a eruel 
thing to deprive that man of his vote—that man who can nob tell 15 
cents from 5, who mistakes a half-dollar for a nickel. 

Then comes John Ferguson, a harmless idiot, who was in the habit 
of going to the polls year after year and handing in his ticket; and the 
officers would tear it up after he went away, indulging him in the 
harmless delusion that he had heen casting an honest Democratic yote 
and that it was to be counted. On this occasion, however, the exi- 
gencies of the case were greater. I read from the evidence of Leonard 
Barritt, on page 665. 

Q. 13. State what occured when John Ferguson came to the Centre district 
polls to vote at the election held on the 6th of November last. 

A. Well, he came to the polls and banded in his ticket; and Mr. Seeley was 
there, and he has come there to the polls there before, and it is just customary 
forthem to take the ticket and say. All right, John,” and cithertear it up or 
throw it under the table; but Seeley he took it this time and says, All right, 
John,“ and he slipped up his hands to the box, this way, and instead of tear- 
ing it up he just slipped it into the box; and he comes there on elections two, 
sere and sometimes no less than four times a day, and offers to vote each- 
time. 

Here is this idiot who on election day would offer to vote four dif- 
ferent times, and every time his vote was quietly dropped under the 
table, according to the Arkansas plan, and not counted. 

Q. 14. Did you challenge his vote at the last November election? 

A. Seeley winked at me and I didn't think it was necessary to challenge him. 

The judge of the election refused a ticket and winked at the Repub- 
lican challenger—as much as to say, Here goes this ticket in the same 
old way.” 

8 What, if anything, did you say when Seeley put the ballot in the ballot 

x 


A. Why I hollowed at him to stop; but he just kind of smiled and shoved the 
ticket down. 

There is one of the votes which my distinguished friend from Vir- 
inia and his Democratic friends say was an honest vote cast for Mr. 
endJeton, and that on the strength of such votes Mr. Pendleton ought 

to retain his seat. I have only endeavored to select from this record 
enough votes to show that, taking the vote as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, on behalf of the minority of the committee, reported it, even 
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conceding all that to be true, the result must be counted the other way. 

I will print in the Recorp, without detaining the House by read - 
ing, the evidence as to Byron Bates, P. H. McConaughy, William Me- 
Kinly, Joseph Crawford, Robert Dreamer, John Gillegan, John W. 
Skinner. 

The question now comes up as to whether Skinner was of age or not 
or was a non-resident. Here is his affidavit in the record, an affidavit 
made in the probate court in the State of Ohio, where he had gone to 
get married. He had to swear out his marriage license: 

THE STATE OF OHIO, Jefferson County, ss: 

In probate court. Personally appeared before me, John W. Skinner, a native 
of Washington County, State of Ohio, color, white, and resident of Jefferson 
County, State of Ohio, who, after being duly sworn, deposes and says that Miss 
Margaret E, Thommas is an unmarried female, color, white, aged twenty years, 
native of Washington County, State of Ohio, and is a resident of J, 
County and State of Ohio; that he is an unmarried man, color, white, 
twenty-four, and is a resident of Jefferson County and State of Ohio; that they 
are no nearer of kin than second cousins, and that there is no legal impediment 
to their marriage, to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

(Signed) JOHN W. SKINNER, 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this goth day of August, A. D. 1888. 
JOHN A. MANSFIELD, Probate Judge, 
Per FRANK H. KERR, Depaty Clerk, 


This certainly is conclusive proof—his own statement under oath— 
that he lived in the State of Ohio. Yet he goes upon the witness stand 
and says that is not true. His evidence as stated in the affidavit is 
corroborated by other testimony. I call attention also to the votes of 
John Lodge, A. M. Prettyman, George Kidd, Isaac Carpenter, George 
W. Storm, and Rev. D. C. Weese. Let me allude for a moment to 
the testimony in regard to this minister of the gospel. He evidently 
voted an honest ticket. He started to go to the county in which he was 
to be located for the ensuing year, but was stopped on account of the 
high water. The gentleman who has just closed his speech in behalf 
of the minority report says that high water does not count; that if 
a man is prevented by high water from getting across into the county 
where he is going to establish a new residence, the obstruction is like 
the act of God or the public enemy, and should not be counted against 
him; that his intention to go over is to govern, instead of the fact that 
he did not get into the county until fifty-six days before the election 
instead of sixty days. 

If this man had started to go home and the train had broken down 
on the way so that he did not get there until the next day, his inten- 
tion would have been good; but how could his vote be counted? So 
with a change of residence. I say that residence in a new county be- 
gins at the date of the arrival there and not at the date that the man 
starts or the date that he might have arrived there if he had not been 
obstracted by high water. This gentleman testifies: 


Not knowing the law as to how long it uired a man to be in the county or 
district, I went to the commissioners and asked them for the law; after it was 
read I told them I hadn’t lived in the county but 57 or 58 days; then they asked 
me how long my goods had been here; I replied by stating that they had been 
in the county 60 days and how long they stood at Clarksburgh in a sealed car; 
it created considerable cavil with the commissioners and bystanders, I said to 
them, Gentlemen, if I have a vote I would like to vote, but I don’t want to get 
into any trouble nor get anybody else in: then I went and satin the far corner 
of the school-house and talked to Andrew Holden; then there wasa gentleman 
came to me and said, Come up and vote; they have decided to give youa 
vote; I Said. Lam not ready to vote; Ihave no ticket; I then pre; my 
ticket and went to the polls, and after handing my ticket in I learned my vote 
was challenged. 


He states that he only lived in that county for fifty-seven days before 
the election, yet he was allowed to vote notwithstanding the challenge, 
I will call the attention of the House to the evidence as to others, 

91. Lloyd Brown (record, 351): 


Also, came at the same time W. M. Morris, a witness on behalf of contestan 
of lawful age, being by mie first duly sworn and examined, on cath deposes 
says: 

Q Please state what, if anything, the said Brown told you in said conyersa- 
tion about his right to vote at said place at said election. 

A. He said he knew he had no right to vote, but he thought he would try, 
and if the jud admitted his vote, why it would be all right; if not, all right. 
He said he had been a non-resident of this county for over a year, and that he 
had just returned a few days before the election. 

(Question and answer objected to by counsel for contestee because the decla- 
ration of a person not a party tothe contest.) 

Q. How long have you known Lloyd Brown? 

A. About eight or ten years. 

Q. Where did he live when you knew him? 

A, With E. F. Sheets,on Lost Creek. 

Q. Please state when, if you know, said Brown left Harrison County, where 
he went, and how long he was gone; is he in this county now? 

A. I do not know just when he left; he was gone some time before Í knew 
it and he was gone over a year before Noyember 6, 1888, but where he went I do 
not know, He left this county again about the first of last December and has 
been gone ever since. 

92. Sandy Redman (record, 349): 

J.R. Amiss: 

Q 25 you know A. T. Redman? 

. Yes. 

* Please state if you know any other name by which he is commonly called 
or known. 

A. Yes; he is known as Sandy“ Redman by nickname. 

Q. Please state, if you know, whether or not he is a married man, and whether 
if he residesin this ede and when he moved away, if at all. 

A. Yes, he is a married man and resided in this county, and some time last 
May he sold his household goods and moved his family to Moundsville, 

1 County, this State, where I think he has still resided, though he bas been 
back here once or twice since, but to stay only a sbort time, 
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Q Tope ati whaa a do business—whether near where said Redman for- 


meri rked, 

T Dob business in Clarksburgh, on the corner of Cain and Pike streets, about 
atir a square from Lang's marble shops, where Redman worked whilst living 
here, and on the same street where the marble shops are located, 

Q. Please state where you were and what position you occupied at the No- 
vember election in this State 
A. I wasin rgh, and page he the commissioners of election held Novem- 
ber 6, 1888; I was commissioner for Coal district, that being the northern dis- 
— or otor voting i 3 Clari and that partof Coal district lying outside 
e election was held at the usual voting place for istrict, 
held magiari a Aa banding known as Johnson’s feed store, 
lease state whether or not the said A. T. Redman, ox, as he is commonly 
8 “Sandy” Redman, voted at said election at said voting place, 
A. Yes, sir; he did. 


106. Jasper Bealls; 107. Silas Bealls: 
— ö frecord, 385} : 


ou know J: r Bealls and Silas Bealls? 
T just ow them when I see them ; I am not acquainted with them. 
* D u know how long they had resided in Union district, Marshall County, 
est 


9 to the election held on November 6, 1888? 
——— y attorney for contestee.) 
think it was something over a month, if Iam not mistaken. 

. Do you know where they lived just previo 15 
Iwas told yale lived on Caldwell's Run, in Ohio County, West Virginia. 
H. F. 2 record, 676) 
ng have you been living in Benwood? 
A. ‘inseam years. 

State if you are acquainted with Jasper Bealls and Silas Bealls; and, if so, 


> 2 if you know where they were living during the year 1888. 


bane known those Mr, I's for ten or twelve years; of the year 
ved in ee ‘County, West Virginia, and a portion of the year in 
Ohio posi West Virgini 
bet Nea mrtg in ‘Ohio County did they live, and when was it they were 


28 155 3 resided—Jasper Bealls resided on Caldwell’s Run; [think he oc- 
toli-gate house; he conducted a little business there—grocery. 


100. James Hickey: 


A. P. McCunnel! (record 482): 
2 ss 28 nog. with James Hickey? 


¢ Des you know where he voted on November 6, 1883? 
Tam informed that he voted at the Latrobe House. 
2 In what district is that? 


A. Cla; 

Q What conversation, it any, had you with said James Hickey in regard to 
his right to vote? In this connection state as near as you can when it was the 
soroan if any, took place, and what was said Ay Hickey either to you or 

our presence in regard to his voting. 

oe fore the election we had several conversations about his vote; a few days 
before the election James Hick cart e me that he would go-to the Democratie 
club and see if they would furnish him money to pay his way to Parkersbu: 
if not, he would try voting here, and if they would not let him vote he wou d 

let it go. They said they would not furnish him money; they thought he 
a right to vote here. 


118. John Malony or Mallory. 


8. L. White (record, 360): 
vi I — a farmor, aud am postmaster at Maple, Monongalia County, West 


ses acquainted with John Mallory; and, if so, how long have you 
Secon 

8. Lam acquainted with him, and have known him for several years; I can’t 
= ust how long. 

does he reside at the present time? 

10 On 8 of Fish Creek, in Wetzel County, West Virginia, in Church 
district. 10 lid . 

11. Wher, id he reside before he moved to Wetzel County? 

12, He lived on Brushy Fork of Dunkard Creek, in Monongalia County, West 
Virginia, on lands adjoining my farm. 

13. Were you and John Mallory living near neighbors at that time? 

A. ld, We were. 

15. When did John 3 move from Monongalia County, West Virginia, 
and where did he move to 

16. He moved from there either on the gd or 4th day October, 1888, is m 5 rec- 

9 he told me he was going to move on the ead property on Church 
Fork of Fish Creek, in 3 — 9 — West Virginia. 

7. Who took possession 2 e house that John Mallory moved out of, and 
when aia he take 
oh 


T 
possession 

18. John G.Whitemovedin the house the same day that Mr. Mallory moved ont, 

William T. White (record, 361) : 

9, Where does Jobn Malory now reside? 

10. In Church district, Wetzel County. 

iL. Were 7 living a near neighbor to John Mallory before he moved to Wet- 
zel Pig oan 

13. Niras county did he live in before he moved to Wetzel County, West Vir- 


14. In 8 County, West Virginia. 

15. When did John Mallory move from Monongalia County, West Virginia, 
and where did he move to? 

16, He moved on the 3d day of October, 1888, and onto lands of the widow 
Murphy, in Church district, in Wetzel County, West Virginia. 


156. H. C. Carrico: A 


Frank Davis (record. 453): 
(By same.) State whether or sinh he are acquainted with one H. C. Car- 
rico, and how long have you known 
“A. Lam. I have not known him very long. It was one late in the summer 
or N in the fall of last year that I first saw him at De 
Q. (By same.) State, if you know, where and in what A8 and county the 
said H, O. Carrico was a bona fide resident on the 6th day of November last, and 
herein state whether or not you ever had any conversation with him touching 
his actual bona fide residence; and, if so, state what he 
© contestee objects to so much of the question as relates to —.— district in 
oh said Carrico lives, because the vote of the said Carrico has been chal- 
läg ed on the 8 that he was not a resident of the county for sixty days 
prior to the said election.) 
John oe a witness for contestee, of lawful age, being duly sworn, says 


rd, 99 
Q. Q- 82 By counsel for contestee.) State your age, residence, and occupation. 
ixty-seven years old; Grass Run, Center district, Gilmer County ; farmer. 


By same.) State whether or not you are acquainted with H. C. Carrico; 
caer ever staid ab your house and worked for you; if so, when 


A. Yes, sir, I am acquainted with him; he staid at my house; he worked 
for me; came to my house either on Saturday or Sunday before the Prest- 
dential election last fal day on Monday, and he said 


and he worked ps of the day 
he wouldn't set in until after the elect as he would be away; he said he 
babar nl have come until after the — but he was afraid I would getsome , 
one else. 
Q. (By same.) State whether or not you had made any contract with him for 
ial elgetion he came to your house on Saturday or Sunday before the Presiden- 
election 
None further than this; he ealled at my house about a week before that 
ne asked me if he would come and chop wood, do the feeding, go to mill, and 
other jobs on the farm for me, if I would let him stay at m ouso and board 
him during the winter and make his home there; I told I would if he 
would do it carefully. 
Q. (By same.) State whether or not said Carrico brought his gee and 
omen personal effects to your house before or after the election of last fal 
. Tcan’t state; I don'tknow whether he brought them there before or — 
1 sent t see, and he didn’t tell me; he said he come, bub would not have 
come until after the election, but was afraid I would get somebody else. 


196, Jessee Tuttle; 197, J. M. Roberts; 198, J. P. Pope, repeaters. 


John 1 (record, 537): 

= me a paves know where Jessce Tuttle resided on the 6th of November, 18887 
ohn ogers' 

KE 30. Do yon — 55 where John M. Rogers resided on the 6th of November, 


A. John A, Roger 8. 
. 31. In what district, county, and State did John A. Rogers reside on the 6th 
a Tibe ny lie Ohio C West Virginia, 
rty district, ‘ounty, West 
Abram McColloch (record, 554): 
Q, 1, State your name, 
A. Abram McColl 

ny 2. State where you ‘reside, your age, and cccupati 

A. Treside in Liberty district Ohio County, West Virginis; Iam 44 years of 
age, and a farmer. 

Q. 3. State whether you were one of the election officers at West Liberty pre- 
cinct in Liberty district, in Ohio County, at the last election, November 6, 1888. 

A. I was; I was one of the commissioners. 

Q 4. State whether you remember of three fellows yr there under the 
names of Pope, Roberts, and Tuttle; and, if so, state all that occurred at the 
time of . ve voting with respect to their votes. 

A. Ido remember of those three voting. Tuttle and Roberts came to vote 
early in the 3 they being strangers to me I inquired of their right to 
vote at that place. r. Dixon, oneof the other commissioners, stated that he 
knew them very well; that they had been residents of the grr d sixty days, 
and bad been in Liberty district thirty days, hosking corn ata neighbor’s of his. 
8 being the case, I didn’t question any further their right to vote. This man 

emled him to vote late in the afternoon; some one challenged his vote, and we 

him inside, and he was sworn as to the length of time he had been in the 

o, county, and district, He swore that he had been in the State a year, in 
the, chante xty days, and in rei district thirty days, and that he expected 
to stay there for some considerable length of time, Under his oath we couldn’t 
do anything else but Jet him vote. Hut the next morning he skipped the town 
and the State, and we have never heard of him since, 

Q. 5. was Commissioner Dixon’s polities? 

A. Under oath, I could not say whether he has any 
party has him out there, and sometimes the other, 
do not know when to put your finger on him. 

& 6. Which party was he training with that day? 

1 impression is that it was the Democratic. 

Q. 7. Was it Democrats or Republicans that seemed to take the most interest 
in having the votes of those three persons polled that day? 

A, Why, they were Democrats who were taking an interest in having Tuttle 
and Roberts vote; I did not see any one working with Pope, as he came up by 
himself to the polis, 


210% R. L. Kidd: not of age (record, 509): 
STATE or West VIRGINIA, County of Upshur, ss 


I, C. C. F. McWhorter, clerk of the county pours of said ‘erty having the 
‘that said re- 


tics. Sometimes one 
h, he isa bad one; you 


Our Democratic friend claims this Kidd was of. age. 


Warren Hall, a witness on behalf of contestant, of lawful and being by 
me first duly sworn and aig Sal oath, deposes and posing ADAN wd, 503): 

Q. (By contestant’s attorney. tp age and where you reside. 

A, lam twenty-one years ol ite oi Stone Coal, in the village of Hor- 
ner, in Lewis County, West Virgi 

Q. Are you „ with R. L. Kidd, known as Lee Kidd; and 
if so, have you had any opportunity to know his political affiliations in the past 
and present? State all you may know concerning this matter. 

A. I am; I should think I had; I went te school with him three or four years 
ago; and a short while before the election I heard him wep ar intended to vote, 
and I told him I had as much right to vote as he had; he is a boisterous Demo- 
crat and is always boasting of his Democracy; I heard him make these boasts 
a short time before the election; and he d that he intended to vote the 
Democratic ticket. 


217. Joseph Kersey, minor: 


Barney Winesberg, a witness on behalf of contestant, of lawful age, and being 
by 2 5 first al gt sworn and examined on oath, de and says: 

21. 8 ‘our name, age, and place of residence? 

. 2. woes inesberg; age fifty-two; live at Wolf Run, Webster district, 
Marshall N West Virginia. 

pa 3. How long have you lived there? 

8 I have lived Webster Township since the year 1866, 

S. Do you know Joseph Kersey, and, if so, What is your means ofknowing 

and how long have you known him? 
know one Joseph Kersey; Uhave known him nearly from infanoy; he 

was raised right in the ily para A where I live. 

Q. 7. When was Joseph K born, us near as you can recollect, and was ho 
born before or since his father di died? 

A. 8. I would sup he was born in 1868. And since his father died. 

Q. 9. When did hi father die? 

A, 10. I would suppose August or September, 67; I am certain he died in &. 

Q. 11. What circumstance, season of the year, or other event do you have in 
mind when you say that Joseph Kersey's father died in August or September,“? 
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A. 12. His father worked for Harrisand me; we were farming on Mr. 
Silas Ingram's farm, and he helped us hoe corn, and if I 5 h 
harvest, and bad a hurt on his head that caused him to have fits, took fits 
at our house and died. 

Q. 13, Were you not with George Harris hau oats that youand Harris had 
raised on Ingram’s place, and that were thras out of the crop of that year, 
the day Kersey died, or within a day or two of that time? 

A. 14, I can not remember what we were doing; that is the work we were at. 

. 15, You are sure that it was after harvest that he died? 

A. 10. I think it was when we were hauling in oats that he had the first fit. 

Q. 17. 4 this man, Joseph Kersey's father died, Joseph Kersey was not 

+ Was he? . 

A, 18. No, sir. 

. 19. How long after his father’s death was it, as near us you can remember, 
‘ore Joseph was born? 
A. 20. It must have been several months after the old man’s death. 


225. John Roth: Evidence conflicting, but record evidence is clear. 


OFFICE op THE CLERK or THE Country Count, Onto County, 
Srare oy WEST VIRGINIA, March 21, 1889. 

. s * * * * * 
No. 138. Also that John Roth, sou of George and Margaretha Roth, was born 
July 4th, 1868, in Triadelphia Township. 
> * — è * . e 

As appears from the records of births now in my office. 
GEORGE HOOK, 

Clerk of the County Court of Ohio County, State of West Virginia, 


John Druginski, John Gerber, Pat. Callaghan, all aliens. Minority 
admit Callaghan. All took out second papers beforé two years from 
first papers (record, 692): 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATS or WEST VIRGINIA 
In the clerk's office of the circuit court of Ohio County: 
I, John Druginski,a native of Germany, do declare on oath that it is bona fide 
my intention to become a citizen of the United States, and to renounce forever 
allegiance and fidelity to ony. foreign Bg noses potentate, state, or sovereignty 
whatever, and particularly to William III, Emperor, of whom I am a subject. 
JOHN (his x mark) DRUGINSKT. 
Subscribed and sworn to this 17th day of October, 1888. 


Teste: 

JNO. W. MITCHELL, Clerk. 
Wesr Virers1s, Ohio County, to wit: 

I, John W. Mitchell, clerk of the cirenit court of Ohio County, in the State of 
West Virginia (said court being « court of record, having common-law juris- 
diction and a clerk and seal), do certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the 
original declaration of intention of John Druginski to become a citizen of the 
United States, 5 of record in my office. 

In testimony whereof I do hereto set my band and the seal of said court, 
at the court-house of the said county, in the city of Wheeling, this 22d day of 
1 1 the year 1889, and 26th year of the State, 

SEAL. 


JOHN W. MITCHELL, Clerk. 
Byron Bates (record, 58): 


Samuel W. Atkinson, a witness on behalf of contestant, of lawfulage, and be- 
in, 0 es first duly sworn and examined on his oath, deposes and says: 

A. here do you reside? 

A. In Brooke County, West Virginia, in Buffalo district. 

2 sage it you know Byron Bates, whose right to vote is disputed, 

Ves, sir. 

Q. Where did be vote on December 6, 18887 

A. At Bethany, Buffalo district, in Brooke County. 

Q. How long have you known Byron Bates? 

A.I 7 85 known him several years: have known him since he was 12 or 13 
years old, 

Q. Where did he reside during the year 1888? 

A. Part of the winter of 1888 he was going to school at West Liberty, in Ohio 
County, boarding at Abram Cox’s; the school began in December, 1887, and- 
the term extended into 1888; after he left school he may have worke -wW 
days for his brother in Brooke County; the school ended in June, 1588; hethen 
went to In dence, Washington County, Pennsylvania. 

Q. What did he do when he went to Independence? 

A. I know that he clerked in Scott & McAdoo’s store there. 

Q. Since he went to Independence in June, 1888, where has he been? 

A. Tie has «till been in Independence; is there at present, I believe. 

Q. Is he married or single? 

A. He is a single man, 

Charles E. Linsey, a witness on behalf of contestant, of lawful age, and being 
by me duly sworn and examined on his oath, deposes and says: 

Questions by Mr. Hervey: 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Near Bethany, Brooke County, West Virginia. 

Q. Do you know Byron Bates; if so, how long? 

A. I know him; I have known him for six or seven years, 

Q. What relation, if any, is he to you? 

A. Ie isa brother-in-law. 

Q. State, if yon know, where he resided forone year before November 6, 1888. 

A. In Washington County, Pennsylvania. : 

Q. At what place in Washington 8 2 

A. Part of the time at Robert Scott's and the balance of the time at his moth- 
er’s, in Independence. i 

Q. What was he doing while at Robert Scott's, in Pennsylvania? 

A, He told me he was working on the farm. 

Q. What was he doing when at Independence? 

A. He was a clerk in a store—in Scott & McAdoo’s store. 

Q. State whether his parents were living; and, if so, where? 

A. His mother was living in Independence. 

Q. What other relatives, if any, were living in Independence? 

A. One brother. 

Q. State, if you know, to what political partyhe belonged on November 6 last. 

A. He belonged to the Democratic 00 

Q. What do you know, ifanything, as to how he voted for Delegate in Congress? 

A. He told me he was going to vote the Democratic ticket, 

Q. Is he a married or single man? 

A. He is a single man. 

P. H. MeConaughy (record, 66): 

George W, McCleary, a witness on behalf of contestant, of lawful age, and be- 
ing by me first duly sworn and examined on his oath, deposes and says: 

Questions by Mr. Hervey: 

Q. Where do you reside? 


A. irginia, 
Q. Do you know P. H. McConaughy, whose vote in November, 1888, is dis- 


In Wellsburg, Brooke County, West V 
? 


A. > 
Q. During the year 1833 state where he has resided. 
A. In Brilliant, Ohio, State of Ohio, 
Q. What was be doingin Brilliant, Ohio? 
T ce wee in my employ, ranninga branch furniture and undertaking estab- 
ment. 


oer Where and in what business was ho engaged when he went to Brilliant, 
1107 

A. He was engaged in the sewing- machine business, in Wellsburg, West Vir- 
ginia, as an agent for the Singer Sewing Machine Company, 


26. William McKinly: 


J. F. Gist (reco + d,60); 
Q. Do you know William L. MeKinly? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State if you know anything of his removing from Brooke County during 
the year 1888, 

A. Yos, sir; he let Brooke County the Ist day of May, 1888; he told me he 
was going to Oregon; and he afterwards wrote to me from Portland, Oregon, 
in the course of a couple of weeks after he left. 
ink Who was present,if you know, at the time he was getting his things ready 

remove? 
ere George Churchman and myself are the only persons I remember of being 

ere. 

Q. What did he take with him? 
an et iy the wagon a trunk and a box, and a small hand-trunk, an or- 

nary valise. 

Q. What was in the trunk and box? 

A. 1 did not see what was in the trunk; the box contained carpenter tools 
and some bed-clothing; a bed-tick, without anything in it. 

Q. What was Mr. McKinly’s trade? 
ae 755 hadn't any particular trade; he worked atcarpentering more than any - 

ng else. $ 

Q. What tools had he other than those he packed and took with him? 

A. Well, he had a good many tools, such as a man would use in a 
fence, and the tools in the trunk were carpenter tools. I bought some of 
tools, such as post- digger, and things of that kind. 

Q. Is he a married or single man? 

A. He is married; has a family. 

Q. Where was his family when he was in Oregon? 

A. They were living here at the old place on Pierce’s Run, in Brooke County, 
Buffalo district, 

Q. State, if you know, when he returned from Oregon. 

A. In the latter part of May; very near the last of May. 

Q. Since his return to Brooke County, where has he been staying? 

A. When he first came home he went to George Churchman's; staid there 
a few days, then came to my place and helped me to harvest about three days; 
then he went back to Churchman's and shortly after that he built a cabin in the 
edge of the woods on Churchman’s land, aud been staying there ever since, 
or rather makes that cabin his home. 

Q. What members of his family have resided with him since his return to 
Brooke County? 

A. None of them. 

Cross-examined by Mr, MITCHELL: 
Q. How long have you been acquainted with Mr. McKinly? 
A, Twelve years. 
Where did he live all that time? 
A. In Brooke County. 
Q pia a tell you what he expected to do with the tools he took with him? 
Fo, sir, 

Q. Did he say anything to you about taking a homestead in Oregon? 

A. Yes, sir, he did; he said he was g to try to take up a homestead. 

Q. Do you, from any conversation with him, know whether he made any loca- 
tion or not. 

A, I don't know, 

Q. Had he lived with his family up to the time he went to Oregon? 

A. He had lived on the same 177 55 not in the same house with his family— 
lived in another small house that he put up for a shop. 

Redirect by Mr. HERVEY : 


Q. What is Mr. McKinly's political belief, and to what party does he belong? 
A. He is a stanch Democrat. 


Joseph Crawford (record, 56): 


George Hemphill, a witness in behalf of contestant, of lawful age, and being 

by me first duly sworn and examined on his oath, deposes and says: 
Questions by Mr. HERYEY : 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. In Buffalo district, in Brooke County, West Die! bee 

Q. Do you know Joseph Crawford, who voted at Palmer's School-House pre- 
cinet, Brooke County? - 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you known him? 

A. About five or six years, 

Q. Where did he — when you first knew him? 

A, In Brooke County when I t knew him. 

2 ae ae or not he changed his residence from Brooke County; and, 
so, when 

A, He went to Pennsylvania, I think, in 1836. 

Q. Where in Pennsylvania?! 

A, Near West Alexander; he was working on a farm for Harrison MoCarty ; 
he lived there until, I think, in the fall of 1887, when he was married; then wen 
to Coon Island to live; his wife went with him; he was married when be went 
there; he 1 8 Coon Island and went to New Castle, Pa., in the winter after he 


was 0 ë 
Q. When did he return from New Castle? 
A. I think in February, 1888; when he came back he worked around at dif- 
ferent places, and then went into Pennsylvania to work in the spring of 1888, 
and has been there ever since. 


38. Robert Dreamer. His own evidence shows he wasa non-resident 
(record 316, 317): 

Robert Dreamer, a witness on behalf of contestant, of lawful age and being 
by_me duly sworn and examined on oath, deposes and says: e 


Q. State your name and age. 
A. Robert W. Dreamer; my age is 21 years. 
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2 State where you were 
Tyler County, West ee 
Q. State where you voted, ifatall, at the election held on the 6th of No- 
vember, 1885, and for whom did you vote for Congress for the First 
sional reper West Virginia? 


A. I came to Tyler from Towa and staid there about a month, 
Q. With whom did you stay? 
A. No particular person. 
State if about h, 1888, you left the State of West Virginia; if so, where 
you go, how long you were gone, where did you come when you came 
back, and what time? 
A. Yes, sir; I left the 29th of March, 1888; I went to Ohio; gone till the 29th 
of June, 1888; I came to Central Station. 
Q. State if you were in Doddridge County for sixty continuous days before 
November 6, 1888. * ` 
A. Yes, sir. x 
2 * if you were working as a work hand while in the county. 
was. 
Q. State where you resided in Iowa. 
A. ta, Lynn County, Iowa. 
Cross- examination: 


Q. State if your residence was not at Central Station, Doddridge County, West 
Virginia, from the time you came there the first time, as by you stated in your 
examination-in-chief, thence hitherto, 

A. I was; I mean that my residence was at Central Station. 

Q. When you left, the 29th of March, 1888, was that with the intention of 
abandoning the State orto return back to your home at Central? 

A. I counted on coming back, but did not know just when. 

Further this deponent saith not. 


59. George Kidd. Evidence of non-residence (record, 560): 
William Kidd: 


Q.44, Where has George been living for the last four or five years? 

A. Part of the time in Pennsylvania and part of the time in West Virginia. 
we, Vicker of the time in Pennsylvania and how much of the time in 

est n 

A. I don't know exactly how long in Pennsylyania; something less than a 


year. 

Q.46. Do you mean that your brother has been in West Virginia not quite a 
year yet—I mean your brother George? 

A. Not quite a year before the election. 

Q.47. Where had he been working before he came into West Virginia? 

A. He had been working for H. B. Erskine, 

Q.45, Where is that? 

A. Pennsylvania. 

Q. 49. How long had he been there? 

A. I don't know how long. 

Q.50. He went there, did he not, about the time you went to Carroll's? 

A. I think it was about the spring before. 

Q.51, And lived there until he came into West Virginia, about a year ago. 

A. Yes, sir; less than a year ago. 


60. Isaac Carpenter (record, 568): 


James H. Riddle, a witness on behalf of contestant, of lawful age, and being 
by me first duly sworn and examined on oath, deposes and says: 
Direct examination by Mr. Huats, attorney for Mr. Atkinson; 
Q. I. State your name. age, residence, and occupation. 
A. James H. Riddle; fifty-four years old; Wheeling; machinist, 
Q. 2. What official position in the city did you hold recently? 
A. Superintendent of the water works. 
Q. 3. State whether or not you are acquainted with Isaac Carpenter. 
A. Yes, sir; I have known him for eighteen or twenty years. 
4. State where he was living on the 6th day of November, 1888, and where 
he is now living. 
A. In Pittsburgh, ou the south side; I think that is what he told me; he told 
me Pittsburgh, anyway. 
Q 5. How long has he been living in Pittsburgh? 
A. Since the summer previous to the election. 
Q. 6. Where does he live now? 
A. Pittsburgh. 
Q. 7. What family has he? a 
A. He bas his wife and himself; he has got several boys working up in Pitts- 
burgh; they are all married, I believe. 5 
re S ~~ you ever see him in Pittsburgh and talk with him there? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. 9. Is his wife in Pittsburgh now? 
A. Why, I couldn't say; I know she is there living with him, but I couldn't 
aay whether she is there just now or not. 
10. State whether yousaw Carpenter on election day of November last, and 
what you know about his voting on that day, if anything. 
A, He told me that he came down from Pittsburgh to vote. 
11. Did he tell you whether or not he had voted? 
(Mr. Allen, attorney for Mr. Pendleton, objects to Q. No. II.) 
A. Yes, sir; he did. 
Q. 12. What did he say, whether he had or had not voted? 
A. He said he came down to vote; and that he did. 
Q. 13. What is his politics? 
A. Democrat; Democratic. 


64. George W. Storm, (record 612): 


George W. Robinson: 

Q. 7. State if vou are acquainted with George W. Storm; and, if so, how long 
you have known him. 
acc Tam perfectly well acquainted with George W. Storm; I think for thirty or 

y years. 

. 8. State what you know, if anything, about his place of residence on the 
6th day of November, 1888. 

A. Well, from what I could understand from his wife before that time and 
Storm himself, they lived in New York City. His wife told mein my own house, 
before they moved, that they were going to move to New York City; and some 
months po bes they did move I met George back here n, and I asked him how 
the folks were, and he replied that were livingin New York City and keep- 
ing house, and that he was here to fin h up some jobs or contracts he had on 


Q. 10. How much of his time does he spend in Wheeling, if you know? 
A. Well, I serye Phan h exactly; it depends on how m work he has to do. 
Qu. What it his politics, if you know? 

He isa 


Democrat. 
ae When his family was here where did he reside and where did you re- 
side 

A. Both families resided on the Island. 

T. O, Edwards: 

Q. State whether or not you are acquainted with one George W. Storm; and, 
if so, state what you know about his place of residence on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1888, and for several years prior thereto. 

A. I know George Storm, and all I know about his residence is a conversation 
Thad with him a few days . to the election in November, in which I solicited 
him to vote tor Atkinson. He answered by saying that he doubted if he had a vote 
in West Virginia; that he was keeping house in the city of New York, but that 
he spent a good deal of time here; that he would take some advice in regard to 
his right to vote before he did so, I then told him to be sure to get disinter- 
ested advice; that in this heated contest that probably every vote would be nar- 
rowly in xis into. That is about all I remember of the conversation that I 
now 


44. John Gillegan (record, 205): 


George Lambert, a witness in behalf of contestant, being first duly sworn and 
examined, on oath deposes and says: 

My name is Geo Lambert, age 45 years, reside in New Cumberland, Han- 
cock County, West Virginia. 

Q. What do you know of the legality or 78 85 of the vote of John Gillegan, 
who voted at the court-house of this county November 6th, 1888. 

A. John Gillegan is nota citizen of this State ; left the State shortly after the 
17th day of par 1888, and declared that he had left the State never to return, he 
always said that Steubenville, Ohio, was his home; he always affiliated with the 
Democratic party. 

And farther depondent saith not. 

Richard Brandon, a witness for contestant, of lawful age, being by me duly 
sworn, deposes and says (record, 207)4 

My name is Richard Brandon; aged forty years the 14th day of this month; 
reside in New Cumberland, Hancock County, West Virginia, 

Q. What mre jars know of the legality or illegality of the vote of John Gille- 
poke vo at the court-house in this county on the 6th day of November, 


A, He told me he was going to Colorado early in the spring of 1887; never al- 
lowed to set his foot in the damned State again; claimed that his home was at 
his sister's, in Steubenville, Ohio; he left the county at that time; know that he 
professed to be a Democrat, 

52. A. M. Prettyman (record, 878): 


George W. Degarmo, another witness on behalf of the contestant, being duly 
sworn, deposes and says: 

My name is George W. Degarmo; thirty-nine years old; live in Webster dis- 
trict, Marshall County, West Virginia. 

1, Q. Do you know A, M. Prettyman, of Webster district, Marshall County, 
West Virginia; and, if so, how long have you known him? 

A. Yes, sir; I know him; I haye known him about five years. 

2. Q. Are you related to him? 

A. Yes, sir; Lam a brother-in-law. 

3. Q. State, if you know, when he went west and where he went to. 

A. He went west in 1887, about the first of June; to Kansas, I believe. 

4, Q When did A.M, Prettyman return to Webster district, Marshall County, 
West Virgina, from Kansas? 

A. He came to Webster district in 1888, about September. 

5. Q. When did he come to West Virginia from Kansas? 

A. He came to West Virginia in 1888, about Christmas or New Year's. 

6. Q. Did he move his family to Kansas when be went there and take his ef- 
fects with him, and move there expecting to reside there? 

A. He went there in the summer and his family went to him in the fall ex- 
pecting to stay there. 


Cross-examined by counsel for contestee: 

1. Q. Is A. M. Prettyman a married man? 

A. They say be married my sister, and I suppose they are; I would say they 
was. 

I will not detain the House longer. This committee has endeavored 
in the two West Virginia cases to sift the testimony fairly and honestly. 
They have endeavored to give the House, vote by vote, each individual 
vote challenged on both sides; and it is, after hearing some of these 
Southern cases, quite a relief to have the votes come in one ata time 
instead of by army corps, regiments, or companies, as they come in 
other eases before the committee. 

This is an individual contest, like the contests in other States, show- 
ing a fair vote has been had, but there has not been an honest count; 
that a fair vote has been had, in which the usual, by no means an un- 
usual, number of illegal votes have been cast—for the contestee 78 out 
of 19,261 votes, and 36 out of a vote of 19,242 for contestant. After 
co ion of the returns it leaves the contestant entitled to the seat, 
and I hope the report of the committee will be adopted. 

[Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 

Mr.. GREENHALGE. The question before the House has about 
it, sir, a special and peculiar interest. The election in the First Con- 
gressional district of West Virginia in 1888 was a close one, and it 
was hotly contested. It was known beforehand that the impending 
contest was likely to be doubtful in its issue, and each party strained 
every nerve and put forth every effort to attain success. By each party 
the ranks of the opposing forces were carefully scanned to detect ille- 
gal voters, and the vote of every person presented was subjected to 
a rigid examination. Voters who had deposited their ballots for years 
and years without question were challenged and required to prove 
their right. 

The situation, Mr. Speaker, in West Virginia, and particularly in this 
First district, was peculiar. The circumstances were most interesting. 
There seemed to be a new impulse in the political life of the people, 
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which pervaded the whole State. A whisper of the doctrine of protec- 
tion had floated down across the hills. That whisper had been heard 
in every coal mine, in every workshop, in every household, in every 
farm and family. More than that, there was another influence at work. 
Labor, springing to his feet, like Samson, with the cry of the Philis- 
tines in his ears, stood forth and, bursting his bonds of iron, stood pre- 
pared to meet his enemies. 

Then there was another influence. A new political watchword had 
been given out in that section of the country: A free ballot and a fair 
count;’’ and there seemed to be a kind of music, a kind of rhythm about 
that watchword, *‘A free ballot and atair count,“ and thousands of 
men hitherto totally indifferent in political matters were stepping to 
the rhythm of that watchword as men step to the beat of the drum— 
A free ballot and a fair count.“ Such were some of the influences 
which arrayed the forces under the Republican banner, and the old 
Democracy, confident in a hundred victories, buckled on its armor and 
prepared to meet the new challenger. ‘ 

The contest, I say, was close. It was some days before the result was 
at all understood, but finally a rumor pervaded the State that some- 
how, not merely in the contested Congressional districts but through- 
out the whole State, the Republican party had been victorious alk along 
the line, and that in this particular district Atkinson was elected by 7 
votes. Then it was that the mysteries of the recounting process came 
into active operation. Then it was that Lee Snodgrass and Judge Earn- 
shaw, whom my friends on the other side defend with so much vigor 
and enthusiasm, pirouetted down to the front of the stage and said, 
“ Behold the saviors of the First Congressional district.’ 

I think it important, Mr. Speaker, to examine a little into the char- 
acter and conduct of these alleged saviors. I think, however, that 
this House ought to pay a tribute to Judge Earnshaw on one account, 
on account of his magnificent display of conjugal affection, which will 
carry his name down to the remotest ages. [Laughter.] Perhaps we 
admire conjugal affection, Mr. Speaker, on account of its exceeding 
rarity, but I am always willing to do justice to such an exhibition of 
it as this judge of election manifested on this particular occasion. 

Oh, they tell us that the beloved Mrs, Earnshaw was not actually 
ill, although her alleged illness communicated by telegram was the 
cause of postponing the recountin Wetzel County. She was, according 
to page 415 of the record, at a merry-making; but still I desire the 
House to pay a proper tribute to Judge Earnshaw on this principle: 
that if his grief at an unreal sickness of his wife was so great, how ex- 
treme would his grief have been at a genuine illness. [Laughter.] 
Do not Jet us forget this exquisite proportion.: I remember that once 
an ostentatious showman (and my colleague from Massachusetts, Mr. 
MORSE, would probably assure me that all showmen are ostentatious) 
exhibited a sword and said. This is the sword that Balaam had.“ 
Then some strict constructionist of biblical literature said, But, my 
friend, you make a mistake; Balaam had no sword; he only wished 
for oue.“ Well,“ said the ready showman, this is the sword he 
wished for.” [Laughter. ] 

Now, I say that if we are inclined to underrate the grief of Judge 
Earnshaw, if we are inclined to undervalue the tears which saturate 
page 414 of the record in this case, we must remember that those tears 
are what he would haveshed in case the calamity which wasimaginary 
had been real. [Laughter.] There wasa telegram which my ingen- 
uous friend who prepared the minority report speaks of in tender and 
compassionate terms. He can not believe that a jadge of elections in 
West Virginia could exhibit any bad faith. Of course not, And the 
gentleman [Mr. ©’ FERRALL] has prepared a mild and somewhat apol- 
ogetic report upon those telegrams, which are confessedly insincere, 
false, and fraudulent; but perhaps they pass over that as a trivial in- 
cident in the Democracy of West Virginia. 

When I compare the tone of this report with the careful and diplo- 
matic tone of the report in the case of Smith against Jackson, I seem 
to hear in this report the rattle and clang of cavalry and the dash of 
hoofs, and to see the shaking of plumes and pennons. Now, I spoke 
very tenderly, and, I hope, kindly, of the first report made by the 
minority of the committee, because, strange as it may seem, I have 

uite a liking for the majority of the minority of the committee. 
2 But I want to stigmatize as severely as I can this report 
of my friend from Virginia. 

I wish I could, in a rapid and hasty generalization, distinguish be- 
tween this report and the one prepared by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] in the case of Smith against Jackson, and when I consid- 
ered the topics taken up and defended by the gentleman who prepared 
this report, it occurrad to me that I wanted to say that ‘‘ fools rush in 
where angels fear to tread.” But, I said, there are two objections to 
making a quotation of that sort: In the first place the gentleman from 
Virginia is not in the least like a fool, and in the next place the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is not in the least like an angel. [Laughter.] So 
T had to abandon that method of rapid generalization. 

We come now to the testimony as to the behavior of another one of 
this precious pair, Mr. Lee Snodgrass; and the tender and compassionate 
treatment given to him by the minority report is worthy the admiration 
of all philanthropists and the imitation of all eleemosynary institutions. 
[Laughter. ] 


Why, Mr. Speaker, when the record in all its enormity shows forth 
the character of Mr. Lee Snodgrass, who, it is confessed, dickered and 
haggled for the sum of $3,000 as a price for making a clean breast of 
his conduct in this case; when it is perfectly evident by every word re- 
lating to Snodgrass in this report that he was conniving with Earnshaw 
and with other conspirators to obtain possession of these ballot-boxes and 
to tamper with these votes; when we hear the story of these trumped - up 
telegrams, these false and fraudulent sicknesses, we find it impossible to 
understand the mild tone in which the minority speak of this inesti- 
mable benefactor of the Democracy of West Virginia. 

I read from the minority report : 


From all the testimony it appears that, however censurable Snodgrass’s prop- 
osition may have been, he had the moral courage— 


God save the mark ! 
to resist the strong temptation held out to him to perjure himself— 

That is, they offered a thousand dollars and he desired $3,0€0, 
[Laughter. ] 


that, though inducements of the strongest character were presented, he came 
forth from the interviews— 


And I can hear my friend from Virginia as he declaimed that sen- 
tence in his quiet room— 


he came forth from the interviews without perjury on his soul and without ill- 
gotten gains polluting his pocket, His perhaps unguarded remark and im- 


mature proposition— 

Immature proposition.“ I like that term! 
seem to have reached the ears of men who were as willing to buy as he was to 
sell, but they were unwilling to pay unless they got full value. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, what was their part in the transaction? The 
Republican State committee had offered openly a reward of $1,000 to 
discover the villains who had tampered with these ballots! That was 
their part in the transaction. And Snodgrass would not sell his guilty 
knowledge for less than $3,000! That was his part of the transaction. 

I call Snodgrass and Earnshaw—the House will notice that I treat 
Earnshaw with a little more indulgence on account of his conjugal 
affection—I call them par nobile fratrum in this great work of ballot 
reform, They thought they were saving, not merely the First Con- 
gressional district of West Virginia; they thought they were saving 
the State, and in a peculiar manner—perhaps peculiar to the party to 
which they belonged. 

It has not been denied here that the main facts which have been repre- 
sented upon the floor on the part of the majority of the committee are 
true. My friend from Missouri [Mr. WILSON] says: 

Why all this hue and cry about the recount in Wetzel County? Did they not 
recount in Ohio County also? And there Pendleton lost § votes, 

Will gentlemen examine the record and see why there was not a hue 
and cry upon their side? It will be found that the net gain of Pen- 
dleton, even in that recount, was some 12 or 13 votes. 


Oh, but the opportunity being given to examine into this dark vault, to go 
and Hira posession of these lot-boxes, is no evidence that any crime was 
committed, 


Can anything be more farcical, more amusing, in political history 
than that midnight march down into that vault when three men went 
ostensibly tosearch for one bottle of beer? Why, sir, they had an op- 
portunity. It was a close election. The three factors were an oppor- 
tunity, a close election, and Snodgrass the Democrat; and is not the in- 
ference inevitable that the ballot-boxes were tampered with, while the 
beer was undiscovered? 

Let me do justice to some of the Democratic members of that board 
of election officers, Under the strongest pressure to suppress the 
truth, Mr. Speaker, those men testified that not a scratch was made 
upon those ballots when they passed under their observation at the 
first examination. When we know that eighteen days elapsed be- 
tween the time the county commissioners began their examination and 
the time when it closed, when we have these mysterious telegrams 
from Arnett and Wells and from the mysterious *‘ McG.,”’ and when 
we find that the condition of the ballots was materially changed from 
their condition as testified to by the commissioners of election, I con- 
fess that I am astounded to see my respectable, my intelligent friends 
of the other side stand forward and claim that those votes in Wetzel 
County had not been tampered with. 

When we consider, Mr. Speaker, that midnight marauding party; 
when we know that the election of the present governor of West Vir- 
ginia, worthy I should say, from all reports, to be a successor of the 
`‘ tweedle-dee ” governor of that State, depended to a great extent upon 
the vote in this county, and that he was perhaps seated by reason of 
some of the iniquities occurring in Wetzel County, it seems to me we 
have the right to say that a great moral question is presented to the 
Democratic executive of West Virginia, and that great moral question 
is this: Ought the facilities for obtaining access to beer-bottles to be 
increased and the facilities for obtaining access to ballot-boxes to be 
diminished, or vice versa? I say that is a great moral question, and 
nothing would please me better than to see the Democratic party 
wrestling with a great moral question. 

I have heard, Mr. Speaker, of the proverbial danger of wrestling with 
a chimney-sweep; but you will observe that with nice delicacy toward 
my friends on the other side I do not say which is the chimney-sweep— 
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the great moral question or the Democracy. [Laughter.] Ileave that 
an open question for the House; and I do not doubt that the Speaker, 
with that extreme leniency which he always shows to the other side, 
would preserve to them their constitutional right of demanding the 
yeas and nays upon the question. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Itiseasy, of course, in all these election cases to fileanumber of charges 
of illegal voting; but how empty most of those are (I speak impartially; 
I speak for one side and for the other) is shown by the promptness with 
which great numbers of those charges are instantly abandoned upon 
an examination. Now, the contestantcharged there were 223 ill 
votes cast for the contestee; and the contestee charged that 174 illegal 
votes were cast for the contestant. 

I take some pride, Mr. Speaker, in the fact that we are laying down 
some good law on election cases, in which we have even the concurrence 
of our friends on the other side; and one of those rules, as this com- 
mittee has unanimously decided, is that where a voter honestly casts 
his ballot, and where the only question is some technical question as 
to the boundaries of the particular district where he ought to vote, 
votes cast under an honest error of that sort shall be counted; and that 
ruling of the committee disposes at once of 73 votes charged as illegal 
in the Wellsburgh district. And, upon the other hand (for we do not 
propose to be outdone in magnanimity and fairness by the other side), 
we consigned to its proper place the charge that at Braxton Court-House 
35 votes were cast illegally for the contestee and that in certain wards 


. of the city of Wheeling 25 votes were cast illegally for the contestee. 


So that yon will find upon examination that by one honest ruling 100 


` votes are stricken from thenumber of illegal votes charged by the con- 


testee and almost an equal number stricken from the number charged 
by the contestant. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. The gentleman will permit me to ask whether 
the majority report and the minority report do not agree on that point. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Isay that we have agreed upon the rule; and 
I congratulate the House and the country upon that one point of agree- 
ment. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OFERRALL. I very much enjoy listening to the gentleman 
while he draws upon his memory for his wit and upon his imagination 
for his facts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Ihave heard that remark before, but I am 
not so cruel as to say so. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the whole question, after all, cen- 
ters around the great fact of the conduct in relation to these ballots in 
Wetzel County. There can not be any question, in the eighteen days 
Earnshaw devoted to his domestic duties and the delay of the count, 
that at that time in one precinct 10 votes were stricken from the ballot 
in favor of the contestant, and in another case 14 votes were taken from 
him and 2 votes illegally given to the contestee. 

I say that here centers the whole story of this case. The flight to 
these questions of illegal votes is simply a flight to the underbrush, 
an attempt to evade the great central point in the case. And if every 
member of this House cared to take home this somewhat voluminous 
record, should take it to their homes and to their beds, if they have 
double beds [laughter], and familiarize themselves with the details of 
the testimony contained therein, I say that the careful examination of 
the majority of the committee of these illegal votes as alleged will 
stand all honest and fair criticism. And I believe this House will con- 
clude if they were on the other side, so closely bound by party ties, 
that the contestee has not a right to sit in the seat which he occupies, 
and which I judge from the argument of my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
WILSON] is not his seat, but the seat of his ancestors—his sisters, his 
cousins, and his aunts, [Laughter and applause, ] 

I am willing to go any length in eulogizing my friend from West 
Virginia [Mr. Pendleton]. I am willing to say he is superior to Gro- 
ver Cl , following out the comparison instituted between him 
and Mr. Cleveland by my friend from Missouri [laughter], for I might 
safely go that length; and while justice compels me tosay that my friend 
from West Virginia was not duly elected to theseat which he occupies, 
I take pleasure in saying, at least, that not a bit of this record is stained 
by any improper conduct on his part. And I take a greater pleasure 
in saying his conduct while in the House has been that of dignity, of 
manhood, and of courtesy. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that it is a great pleasure if the bitterness of 
political warfate can be ameliorated by finding our enemies, the men 
we have to contend against, to find them of heroic and chivalric mold. 
Under those circumstances we have a right to love our enemies, and I 
thank my friend on the other side he hasat least permitted me to know 

The stern joy that warriors feel 
In foemen worthy of their steel. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, when the other day under our very eyes we saw 
a number of gentlemen on the other side undergoing the horrible trans- 
formation effected on the unhappy followers of Ulysses by the art of 
Circe, I am glad to say that one of the noble exceptions from that 
horrible rout was the gentleman from West Virginia. No billingsgate 
polluted his lips. He did not writhe in parliamentary or unparlia- 
mentary convulsions [laughter]; he did not froth at the mouth and 
then protest he was making a constitutional argument. [Renewed 
laughter.] And when you, Mr. Speaker, the still strong man in a 


blatant crowd,” were controlling this House, and standing like Gulli- 
ver among the Lilliputians, with shrieks of anger and pain following 
e movement, the gentleman from West Virginia was settingan ex- 
pes which many of his colleagues would have done well to follow. 

Therefore, althongh I must admit that the 833 of my friend’s 
return to this House is somewhat remote, despite the gloomy vaticina- 
tions of the gentleman from Missouri—and I notice the vaticinations 
from that side always are gloomy [laughter]—I say that at least he goes 
back to the people of West Virginia with the assurance of one Repub- 
lican, if it is worth anything—and I do not know how much it is worth 
in the First Congressional district of West Virginia—that he has at least 
proved to the House and the country that the grand old name of gentle- 
man, with the nobility and manhood and refinement that the name 
implies, has not lost all honor and respect in the first legislative body 
of the world, the Congress of the United States of America. [Great 
applause. } 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled billsof the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 835) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and 
sailors who are totally helpless from injuries received or diseases con- 
tracted while in the service of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 896) to amend and alter an act entitled An act to 
authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa,” approved 
July 16, 1888; and 

A bill (H. R. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subporb of 
entry and delivery in the collection district of Minnesota, and for other 
purposes, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. TUCKER, on Monday and Tuesday next, on account of im- 
t business. 

To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely, on account of business. 

To Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. Surru, of Minois, for the 27th instant, to attend to impor- 
tant private business, 

To Mr. STRUBLE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BOWDEN, on Friday and Saturday, on account of business, 

And then, on motion of Mr. ROWELL (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. i 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

WILLIAM ROBINSON VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a copy of the statement of the caseand findings of the court in 
the case of William Robinson against the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

ADDITIONAL BUILDING, BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 

Letter from the Secretary of the , transmitting estimates of 
appropriations for additional building to increase the facilities of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

EXPENSES OF WYOMING TERRITORIAL ASSEMBLY. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
of appropriation submitted by the Secretary of the Territory of Wyo- 
ming for payment of the expenses of the twelfth Territorial Assembly 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

T. T. CASWELL, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy requesting the authority of Con- 
gress to relieve Pay-Inspector T. T. Caswell, United States Navy, of 
checkage against his accounts—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

MESSRS, BISHOP & CO, 

A letter from theSecretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State in relation to an appropriation to 
pay the claim of Messrs. Bishop & Co., bankers, of Honolulu, against 
the United States—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as indi- 
cated below: 

CYNTHIA DAY. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (II. R. 3597) granting a pension to Cynthia Day; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES H. PERRY. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH T, GARRETT. : 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6166) to grant a pension to Elizabeth T. Gar- 
rett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WALTER P. HARRISON. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
fayorably the bill (H. R. 6624) increasing the pension of Walter P. 
Harrison; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM d. HILL. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4811) to pension William G. Hill; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CARRIE B. WIRTZ. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4865) granting a pension to Carrie 
B. Wirtz; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

KEZIAH RANDALL. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6607) granting a 
Pension to Keziah Randall, Mattapoisett, Mass., widow of Richard 
Randall, who served in the coast guard, 1812-1815; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBUS, OHIO, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 


ably the bill (H. R. 5682) to amend an act entitled An act to consti- 
tute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions 
of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘ An act toamend the statutes in 
relation tothe immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and forother 
purposes,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio,“ approved February 9, 1889; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE W. QUINTARD AND GEORGE E. WEED. 


Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 4409) for the relief of George W. Quintard and George 
E. Weed, assignees of John Roach, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS M’ KENZIE. 

Mr. RAY also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1133) for the relief of Lewis McKenzie; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

, PAY OF OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, 
asa substitute for the bills H. R. 225, H. R. 3348, and H. R. 5427, 
a bill (H. R. 7493) to increase the pay and allowance of officers of the 
Army after twenty years of continuous service in one grade; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported back favor- 
ably a concurrent resolution authorizing the printing of additional 
copies of the first and second annual reports of the Commissioner of 
Labor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY ON H. R. 319. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, submitted the views of the minority 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on House bill 319, for pensioning 
pors of war; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

onse on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

GALENA, GUTHRIE AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, 
Guthrie and Western Railway Company through the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PORTLAND COMPANY. 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
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ably the bill (H. R. 3986) for the reliefof the Portland Company; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
eompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS STEWART. 


Mr, THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
a bill (H. R. 7494) for the relief of Thomas Stewart; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

NATHANIEL M’KAY. 

Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4687) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay 
and the executors of Donald McKay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN C. HOWE, 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill 3092, a bill (H. R. 7495) for the relief of 
John C.-Howe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. ; 

APPOINTMENT TO ARMY FROM CIVIL LIFE, 

Mr, CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 477) to amend section 3, chapter 
263, 20 United States Statutes at Large, relative to the appointment to 
the Army from civil life; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLEGHENY, PA; 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2402) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. E, EIN x. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reporied, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, 
widow and administratrix of William Perine, deceased, a bill (H. R. 
7497) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix 
of William Perine, deceased; which substitute was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. : 
WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably bills of the following titles; which were sever- 


ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac-. 


companying reports, ordered to be printed: 
A bill (H. R. 4150) for the relief of the heirs of Levi Hill, deceased; 
-A bill (H. R. er for the relief of Dennis Pride; 

A bill (H. R. 4148) for the relief of John Fuller; 

A bill (E R. 4151) for the relief of E. R. Swain; t 

A bill (H. R. 3493) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, and to place the name of said John Jones on the muster-rolls of 
Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of Levi Jones; and 

A bill (II. R. 1902) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives 
of Lewis Robinson, deceased. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H, R. 1567) for the relief of Larrabee & Allen; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported. as 
a substitute for the bill (H. R. 6476) to establish the Sundance, Lander 
and Platte land districts, in the Territory of Wyoming, a bill (H. R. 
7498) to establish three new land districts in the Territory of Wyoming; 
which substitute was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills of the following titles were introduced by de- 
livery to the Speaker for reference; which said bills were severally read 
twice, and referred as follows, namely: 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 7499) to provide for the establishment 
and maintenance of an Indian industrial school on the Pipestone res- 
ervation, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 7500) to soamend sections 4693 and 
4695, Revised Statutes United States, as to extend the right of pensions 
to steam-boat men and others acting under orders of United States 
officers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 7501) for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation of Elk River, in Cecil County, State of 
Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 7502) to prevent the adultera- 
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tion of food and drugs and barter of food or drugs in and between the 
States and the citizens of the States and Territories of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7503) to quiet the title to certain 
landsin Lake County, Illinsis—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 7504) providing within certain limits 
for the promotion and regulation of irrigation and matters subsidiary 
and accessory thereto, creating and empowering commissions, and for 
other purposes—to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands 
in the United States. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 7505) reviving the grade of Lieuten- 
ant-General in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7506) to increase the efficiency of the Inspector- 
General’s Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 7507) to graut the Mesilla N 
Irrigation and Land Company the right of way for an irrigating di 
across the Fort Selden military reservation, in New Mexico—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN (by request}: A bill (H. R. 7508) for the construc- 
tion of works for the improvement of Aransas Pass, Texas—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 7509) granting to the Palouse and 
Spokane Railway a right of way through the Nez Percé Indian reserva- 
tion in Idaho—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7510) granting the 
right of way through the Indian Territory to the Virginia, Missouri 
and Western Railroad Company—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 7511) for the relief of certain offi- 
cers and soldiers of the yolunteer army, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and réferred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill {H. R. 7512) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against the name of John C. Weckler—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pen- 
sion to Pauline M. Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 7514) granting a pension to Johanna 
Sheld—to the Committte on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7515) granting a pension to E. 
C. Durfey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 7416) for the relief of Charles H, 
Buttner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7517) for the relief of Eugene Callaher—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7518) for the relief of S. P. Johnson—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7519) tor the relief of Lucy O. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (A. R. 7520) for the reliefof John L. Himes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7521) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Philip C. Rowe—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 7522) for the reinstatement of Mau- 
rice Kraszinski, to be afterwards wholly retired—to the Committee on 
Military Aftairs. 

By Mr. DE HAVEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a 
pension to Calvin Gunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Mary 
Morgan Esdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7625) granting a pension to Peter 
McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7526) granting a pension to Henrietta Henne to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7527) granting a pension to William 
England—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7528) granting a pension to Arte- 
metia Trulock—to the Committee dn Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) granting a pension to Belle Morrison—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7530) granting a pension to T. J. South—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7531) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Mullin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7532) to increase the pension of Peter Wendle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7533) for the relief of H. J. Bischoff—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of John Dickson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of William G. 
Raymond—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. KINSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7538) for the relief of 
Saloma Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 7537) for the relief of D. M. Winn— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 7538) to provide for the adjustment 
of the accounts of Edwin A. Merritt—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MAGNER: A bill (H. R. 7539) to increase the pension of 
Abraham Dally—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7540) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Snyder—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7541) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Addison A. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7542) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda J. 
Jameson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 7543) for the relief of estate of B. 
B. Neville, deceased— to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7544) for the relief of the Overton Hotel Com- 
pany—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7545) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Capt. Franklin Post, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 7546) granting a pension to William 
Gallagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7547) to place the name 
of James C. Koss on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of 
Edmund Drake—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 7549) granting a pension to Francis 
C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


A bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 3837) to declare the Iowa River unnavigable below 
Wapello, Iowa—Committee on Rivers and Harbors discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. 3207) for the relief of Francis J. Bizaillion—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1007) for the relief of Col. Daniel McClure—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 304) defining the positions and salaries of assistant astron- 
omers at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other purposes— 
Committee on Expenditures in Navy Department discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Petition of Maria J. Burton, 
widow of William Burton, a soldier of 1812—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Francis C. Smith, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of George N. Stockley and others, that 
the Superintendent of Census be directed to collect statistics in rela- 
tion to the electrical industry—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 
Census, 

Also, papers in support of the bill for the relief of Charles H. Butt- 
ner—to the Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition and evidence in the case of John L. Himes, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers toaccompany H. R. 7323, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lafayette W. Lindley—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. : 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 7070, for the relief of Samuel Me- 
Kee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Mrs. Electa L. Willard, for pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of C. A. Prattand others, of Company 
A, First Battery, First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, for legislation 
giving them justice in regard to bounties—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition asking that speculation in farm prod- 
ucts be prohibited—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DE HAVEN: Petition of Calvin Gunn, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Memorial of the late assistant commissioners 
to the Melbourne Centennial International Exposition—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of John H. Thomas, that his claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Henry Bone, for removal of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial asking for the opening to settlement 
under the homestead law of the Indian reservation in Charles Mix 
County, in South Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Memorial of the Republican Club 
of the city of New York, for the passage of an act by which the will of 
rightiul voters may be fully expressed and honestly returned—to the 
Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. : 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petitions and papers in support of the following 
claims for pensions, naraely: Artemetia Trulock, Belle Morrison, Eliz- 
abeth T. Mullin, Thomas J. South; and Peter Wendle—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions and papers in support of the following claims for re- 
lief, namely: Henry J. Bischoff and John Dickson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Remonstrance of a meeting of farmers and labor- 
ers of Butler County, Kansas, representing 1,500 farmers of said county, 
against the passage of the bill now pending in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, recommended by the chairman of the Committee on Banks 
and Banking, providing for the issue of three hundred millions in 
bonds as a basis of the national-banking system, and also protesting 
against the passage of any act for that purpose—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, a petition of Lebo Creek Lodge, Mutual Benefit Association, 
No. 126, of Coffey County, Kansas, asking for the enactment of laws 
to suppress all trusts and combinations for controlling the price of 
products, asking for the free coinage of silver, the abolition of the ‘ha- 
tional-banking system, for the reduction of the tariff on articles of 
necessity, protesting against the increase of salaries, asking for a law 
providing for the election of United States Senators by the people, and 
for a liberal system of pensions to soldiers—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of the Society of Friends, Millbrook, 
Dutchess County, New York, against the appropriation of money for the 
enlargement of the Navy- to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LANSING: Petition of farmers of Jefferson County, New 
York, for protection to farm products—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of David C. Clouse, for correction of 
his military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORD: Petition of Thomas Melville and 53 others, asking 
for a bounty of 50 cents per barrel on flour exported from the United 
States in vessels built in the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of citizens of Burleson County, Texas, 
praying for improvement of Brazos River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of farmers of Springport, N. Y., asking for 
an increased duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition and papers in support of the pension 
claim of Mrs. Amanda J. Jameson, Cherokee, Kans.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petitions of ex-soldiers of Reno County and John 
A. Savage Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Lewis, Kans., for serv- 
ice pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, petition of Sarah Ann Nolder and letter in support of the claim 
of Minerva J. Barnhart, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petitionof Thomas J, Galloway, administrator of 
Darling Allen, that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of soldiers of the late war now residing at 
Roaring Spring, Pa., for the passage of the per diem service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Clarence E. Doane and 40 others, 
ex-soldiers of Kosciusko, Ind., praying that pension legislation may 
precede all other legislation, etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, statement in the case of William Gallagher, Company D, Twen- 
tieth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial that the Superintendent of Census 
be directed to collect statistics in relation to the electrical industry— 
to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of Samuel Hicks, that his 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ` 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of 75 votersof the town of Wilton, Mon- 


roe County, Wisconsin, asking for the repeal of the act limiting the 


arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of citizens of Buckingham County, Vir- 
ginia, in favor of the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition of Jacob J. Talbott, forre- 
liet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Allen Morris, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of James C. Foster Post, 570, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Illinois, and other citizens, for a service-pension 
bill and the repeal of the arrearage limitation—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 1 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, February 27, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, ` 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the following telegram; which was 
read, and referred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial: 


Boston, Mass., February 26, 1830. 

To the President of the United States Senate: 

Ata convention of the nite-dealers of the New England States, held at the 
Quincy House this day, the following resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

“Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention that the city of New York af- 
fords advantages and facilities for holding the fair of 1892 by no other 
city in the Union; thatthe People of the entire pe eg Aree of foreign countries 
could better assemble there; t the New England States would spaans 
concerned by the selection of New York, and that the Congressional delegation 
of the New England States be requested to use their efforts to secure the loca- 
tion of the fair at New York. 

* Resolved, That the thanks of this convention be extended to those members 
= 5 from New England who have voted for locating the fair in New 

ork, 


C. F. CHENEY, Secretary. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of the Board of Trade of thecity 
of Vancouver, State of Washington, praying for the passage of the bill 
(S. 1662) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Columbia 
River andits tributaries by the Oregon Railway Extension Company; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Woman's Missionary So- 
ciety of the General Synod of the Lutheran Church of the United States, 
praying for the suppression of the liquor traffic in Africa; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Hazlett Post, No. 81, Department of 
Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, and 436 citizens of Muskingum 
County, Ohio, not members of the Grand Army of the Republic, pray- 
ing for the passage of the per diem service-pension bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the members of the Farmers’ Labor 
Union of Benton County, Missouri, praying for the passage of laws 
which by prohibition or by taxing those who, by selling their promises 
to deliver manufactured or natural produce of American farms, thereby 
reduce values; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Thomas H. Crump, of Chi- 
cago, III., praying that an appropriation be made for the construction 
of an air-ship; which was referred to thé Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Francis L. Hagadorn, praying to be 
allowed compensation for an improvement in the construction of am- 
munition chests and the packing of ammunition therein for the use of 
light batteries in the artillery service of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CHANDLER, I presented yesterday several petitions from citi- 
zeus of Union County, Arkansas, which were ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I now ask that 
the accompanying letter to myself be printed in connection with those 
petitions, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order. will be made if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of N.S. Rutherford Post, De- 
partment of Arkansas, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
passage of the service-pension bill and the repeal of the limitation in 
the arrears act; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly 
of South Dakota, praying for the opening to settlement, under the 
homestead law, of the Yankton Indian reservation, in Charles Mix 
County, South Dakota; which wasreferred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr, STEWART presented the petition of G. W. Darby and 21 other 
citizens of Margaret, Tex.; the petition of Bennett Musgrave and 50 
other citizens of Tularosa, N. Mex., and the petition of E, D. Cooke 
and A, B, Judkins, of Orange County, California, praying thatan appro- 
priation be made for the purpose of ascertaining the underground sources 
of supply of water to irrigate the arid region, and for the establishment 
of experimental farms; which were referred to the Select Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented the petition of E. E, Ewing and 32 other citizens 
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of Cecil County, Maryland, praying for the remonetization of silver; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the city of Astoria, Oregon, 
praying for relief in the matter of expenditures for the improvement of 
streets and sidewalks and sewer around block 23, in that city, the same 
being the property of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by Typographical 
Union, No. 181, of Meadville, Pa., favoring an increase in the present 
scale of wages in the Government Printing Office; which were referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr, COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3352) to extend to the port of San Antonio, in the cus- 
toms collection district of Saluria, in the State of Texas, the privileges 
of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled An 
act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ reported it without amend- 
ment. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2692) to establish certain ports of entry in Alaska 
Territory, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2582) to amend an act entitled An act to constitute Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled An act to amend the statutes in rela- 
tion to the immediate tion of dutiable goods, and for other 

uurposes,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio, approved February 9, 
„ reported it with an amendment. 

He also, trom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
2811) in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, amend- 
atory of the act of July 10, 1880, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 105) in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
amendatory of the act of July 10, 1880, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 145) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Henry S. French, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, te whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S; 791) granting a pension to William Brockelsby, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

JOHN W. JOHNSTON. 


Mr.SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims to 
report back to the Senate the resolution for the relief of George Ben- 
jamin Johnston, administrator, with the request that the Committee 
on Claims be discharged from the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion and that it be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. I desire to say in connection with the request of the Commit- 
tee on Claims that this is a resolution instructing the Secretary of the 
Senate to pay to the administrator of the estate of John W. Johnston, 
deceased, the sum of $2,997 for salary due and expenses as a Senator 
in this body from Virginia in the Forty-first Congress, and all claims 
for pay as a Senator have gone since I came into this body to the Com- 

The report was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2894) for the relief of David 8. 
Holton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2895) for the relief of William Tiche- 
nor and Simon Lundy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 2896) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William A. Murphy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2897) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transpor- 
tation of dutiable goods, aud for other purposes, approved June 10, 
A. PD. 1880; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MOODY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2898) to provide for 
the payment of Indian depredation claims that have been adjudicated, 
allowed, and reported to Congress under the act of March 3, 1885, and 
for the adjudication and final disposition of all other claims arising 
from Indian depredations; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also (by request] introduced a bill (S. 2899) for the relief of 
Thompson & Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 


Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2900) to amend an act entitled 
An act for the establishment of a Bureau of Animal Industry, to pre- 
vent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the 
suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious 
diseases among domestic animals, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. ; $ 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2901) for the relief of Ames & 
Detrick, of San Francisco, in the State of California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2902) for the voluntary re- 
tirement of certain officers of the Navy, whose numbers are in excess 
of a fixed number allowed by law; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2903) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Antonio Sandoval, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2904) for the relief of the heirs at law 
of Anastacio Sandoval, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2905) for the relief of Ramon Vigil and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee-on Indian Depredations, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2906) for the relief of Anthony B. 
Rohman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2907) to grant the Mesilla Valley Irri- 
gation and Land Company the right of way for an irrigating ditch across 
the Fort Selden military reservation, in New Mexico; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER. As the reservation has been turned over to the In- 
pare Department, I desire the bill to go to the Committee on Public 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be so referred. 

Mr. REAGAN. To what committee is the bill referred? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Po the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggrst to the Senator from Colorado that several 
bills are before the Select Committee on Irrigation with reference to 
irrigation, and this bill perhaps had better go to the same committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to suggest to both Senators that, as the bill 
relates to the digging of a ditch across a military reservation, it strikes 
me that it onght t- go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator had listened to what I said, that it 
was an abandoned military reservation, he would not have made that 
suggestion. The proper reference is the Committee on | ubjic Lands, 
and there is where I want the bill to go. It has nothing to do with 
the subject of irrigation. It is simply to give the company the right 
to build across a piece of land that is now, as I understand, turned 
over to the Interior Department, haying once been a military reserva- 
tion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I did not hear what the Senator said about it 
when he introduced the bill. I should like to have it understood that 
it is not a military reservation, but has been abandoned. 

Mr. TELLER. If it has not been formally turned over to the In- 
terior Department I am assured that it is virtually turned over. The 
steps have been taken and the War Department declines to have any- 
thing to do with it because the jurisdiction is in the Interior Depart- 
ment. = > e 
Mr. PADDOCK. My understanding has been, up to this time, that 
it has been occupied as a military reservation. 

Mr. REAGAN. The question about the building of that irrigating 
ditch has been made a serious one before the War Department and be- 
fore the Secretary of the Interior. It relates to irrigating lands on the 
valley of the Rio Grande River and to taking the water out of the river 
above six other ditches to supply that valley. It seems to me, as it is 
a part of the system of the irrigation of that valley, with due respect 
to the wishes of the Senator from Colorado, it is dividing the jurisdic- 
tion of the question of irrigation between two committees. 

Mr. TELLER. All this class of cases have gone for years to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I know no reason why there should be 
a change. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is referred to the Committee on- 
Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2908) to authorize the purchase of 
the manuscript of William Vans Murray; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2909) for the relief of Edward Rice; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), infroduced a bill (S. 2910) 
granting the right of way through the Indian Territory to the Virginia, 
Missouri and Western Railroad Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. A 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2911) for the relief of the city 
of Astoria, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2912) providing fora commission to de- 
termine the northern boundary line of the Warm Springs Indian reser- 
vation, in the State of Oregon, and making an appropriation therefor ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. McPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 538) to further increase the naval establishment; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


BALANCES OF ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have sundry communications from the 
Treasury Department in response to an application for information in 
relation to Senate bill 426, to determine and settle final balances of ac- 
counts due to and from the United States Government, and for other 
purposes, pending before the Committee on Finance, printed as a docu- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

MINNEAPOLIS A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 

On motion of Mr. WASHBURN, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to yt ey the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate enrolled bill 5.993, to constitute Minneapolis, 
Minn,, a subport of entry and delivery in the collection district of Minnesota, 
and for other purposes, 

FLORIDA RAILROAD LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over froma previous day, submitted by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL], in relation to Florida railroad lands. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould be glad to have the resolution lie over until 
to-morrow morning immediately after the close of the routine business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 


THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the Calendar unless there is some special 
business to come before the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will now be proceeded with 
under Rule VIII. 
JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 


The bill (S. 113) relating to the status of a certain commander in the 
Navy, and to correct the same was announced as the first in order on 
the Calendar, and the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, in line 10, after the word commander,“ to strike out 
the remainder of the bill, in the following words: since the date 
when the stoppage of his pay took effect,’’ and to insert: from the 
date of the approval of this act; so as to make the bill read: 


That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, authorized to place 
upon the Navy Register the name of Commander John N. Quackenbush in the 
position it occupied when recently stricken therefrom, and thereupon to trans- 
fer said Quackenbush to the retired-listas a commander; and the accounting 
officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed to credit and allow 
to said Quackenbush his appropriate pay as n commander from the date of the 
approval of this act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear it read, if it is not too long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be rend. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BUTLER, 
February 4, 1890: : 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 113) re- 
lating to the status of a certain commander in the Novy, and to correct the 
Soe have had said bill under consideration and submit the following report 

ercon: 

The history ofthe case is fully set forth in he are No. 275, first session, Forty- 
eighth Congress, from the Committee on Naval Affnirs. Your committee finds 
no reason to depart from the conclusions then arrived at, and thérefore reaffirms 
its action, with slight modifications in said report, and adopts the same as part 
of this report, us follows: 

“John N. Quackenbush was, upon the 2th day of May, 1871, duly a inted 
and commissioned by the President of the United States, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, a commander in the Navy of the United States, 
in regular course of promotion from the rank of lieutenant-commander. He 
was tried bya naval court-martial in February, 1874, and Sentenced to dismissal. 
The record shows this sentence was approved by the President on the Sth 
day of June, 1874. $ 

On the $th day of June, 1874, the Secretary of the Navy addressed a letter to 
Commander Quackenbush, at Boston, informing him of the sentence of the 
court-martial and of its approval by the President, and stating that from that 
date (9th June] be would * cease to be an officer in the Navy.“ 

On 12th June, 1874, the Secretary of the Navy again addressed a letter to Com- 
mander Quackenbush, at Boston, asking him to return the order dismissing him 
from the Navy; and the latter returned the order to the Secretary of the Navy 
under cover of a letter of the 15th of Jane, 1874. 

On the sch day of December. 1874, the Secretary of the 8 addressed 
a letter to Commander Quacken „at stating that sentence of the 
court-martial was, on the 9th day of June, 1874, mitigated to suspension from 
rank and duty on furlough pay for six years, the suspension to date from that 
day; and the Fourth Auditor was so notified the same day. 

Ou the 16th day of June, 1874, the President nominated to the Senate W, S. 


nomination 

It appears that this nomination was inadvertently made! vice Quackenbush, 
dism as there had been no e ening eee e 
miss enbush, A retention of both Schley and Quackenbush u the list 
made an excess of one over the legal numberof commanders. The of 
the Navy, as soon as this fact was called to his attention, directed that no nom- 
ination should be made to the next succeeding vacancy; which recommenda- 
tion was complied with, no appointment being then made. or having subse- 
ee di oe made, to the position made vacant by the retirement of Geo 

. Morris, the only result of the error having been that Schley received 
promotion a few weeks earlier than would otherwise have been the case, 

“The President referred the matter to the Attorney-General for an opinion. 
The Attorney-General rendered his opinion on the 16th day of March, 

Op. 465), in which he says: 

Presuming that the first branch of your inquiry—that part of it relating to 
the admissibility of “parol proof” that the President assented to the 
tion of the sentence on the 9th of June—is propounded with reference 
to the admissibility of the letter of the Secretary of the Navy of the 8th of De- 
cember as evidence of the fact just mentioned, I submit that this letter can 
not be properly viewed in the light of mere parol evidence of such fact, 
an official document pertaining to a matter Which necessarily came within the 
official observation of the ry, and regarded simply as such is entitled to 
be received as at least prima facie proof of what is therein stated touching that 
matter; but being, moreover,an act which, in contemplation of law, proceeds 
from the President himself, it must be deemed to be evidence of the very high- 
est order of the particular facts above reſerred to. The directions of the President 

ng the mitigation of a court-martial sentence may be, and frequently are, 
oo ore tenus, and left to be formally made known and carried out through 
t 


= 
* 


perhaps conclusive evidence of what the directions of the President were. 

Agreeablx to these views the letter of the Secretary of the Navy of the 8th 
of December must be considered satisfactory proof, not only of the mitigation 
of the sentence by the President, but thatit was mi by him on the 9thday 
of June, the time stated in the letter—supposing, of course, that the power to 
mitigate might then have been exerted by the President, 

his nomination, following so closely on the letter of dismissal, written by 
the Secretary of the Navy, is apparently inconsistent with the subsequent state- 
ment by him that thesentence was mitigated by him at thetime mentioned, It 
assumes, indeed, the complete execution of the sentence—that the officer was 
thereby dismissed—and is an official act based on this assumption. But it did 
not of itself affect or change the previous orthen existing status of such officer, 
Thus had the nominatiou been made after the approval of the sentence of dis- 
missal, but before anything was done in’ execution thereof, it could hardly be 
considered as constituting a sufficient execution of that sentence, 

So the confirmation of the nomination, and the issue of a commission there- 
upon, did not necessarily produce any alteration of the status of the officer un- 
der sentence. * It may be that the “rice ™ in the nomination was made 
by inadvertence, and, in view of the statement just adyerted to, it can not be re- 
garded otherwise than as thus originating.’ 

Following this advice of the Attorney-General, Commander Quackenbush 
uns served out his probation under order of the President, the duration of which 
rs cn on the th day of June, 1880, at which time he was restored to waiting- 
orders pay. The recent decision and judgment of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of Charles M. Blake vs, The United States (13 Otto, 227) 
makes questionable the right of the snid Quackenbush to hold said office, not 
by reason of the order of dismissal, first erroncously promulgated and imme- 
diately afterwards withdrawn, because, according to the opinion of the At- 
torney-General, the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, on the 8th of December, 
in Which it is stated that the President had assented to the mi ion of the sen- 
tence on the 9th day of June, is accepted as evidence of the hig! order of the 
fact referred to therein; but by reason of the fact that the nomination of W. 8. 
Schley to be commander was made ‘vice Quackenbush, dismissed,’ which, 
if given its full force as a bona fide act of the President, taken in connection 
with the subsequent confirmation of the same by the Senate, according to the 
decision of the Supreme Court, operates to supersede Quackenbush, who there- 
upon ceased to be an officer in the Navy. 

“With respect to the making of the nomination of W. S. Schley in the man- 
ner 5 . Hon. George M. Robeson, in a letter to the President dated Febru- 
ary Says: 

The nomination of Schley “vice Quackenbush" went through in some in- 
comprehensible manner, and when brought to my attention, as it made an ex- 
cess of numbers, I ordered no nomination to be made for the position shortly 
after vacated by the retirement of Morris, which reduced the number of com- 
manders to the legal limits.’ 

“Jt will be remembered that Mr. Robeson was Secretary of the Navy at the 
time the matters mentioned in his letter took place. 

General Grant, in a letter to the President dated February 10, 1882, says: 

“*The case of Commander J. N. Quackenbush, United States Navy, sentenced 
to be dismissed in 1874, has just been called to my attention, with the hardship 
attending his case, by reason of inadvertency in 3 in the nomination of 
his successor after his sentence had been commuted. The matter of nomina- 
tions or promotions in the Armyand Navy is regulated by law, so that the Ex- 
ecutive searcely thinks to look at the nominations when put before him, sup- 
posing, of course, they are to fill yacancies. In this way it seems Commander 
eee was suspended, and now finds himself in danger of being out of 

e Navy by reason of the recent decision in another ease. 

remember the case of Commander Quackenbush, hut not the details of my 
action. I have no doubt, however, that Hon. George M. Robeson, then 
of the Navy, knows and remembers all about it. I do know, however, the in- 
tention was not to put him out of the service, and I now recommend his nom- 
ination to the vacancy which was kept open for him from the time of the first 
vacancy after the promotion of Schley. z 

“<The fact that Executive action was delayed so long in the case of Com- 
mander Quackenbush, at the request of Samuel Howe, shows quite conclusively 
that the approval of the sentence and mitigation was done at one and the same 
time. My decision was probably given verbally to the Secretary, and a mis- 
take in the record has been made by a clerk.’ 

5 Wich respect to the latter question, Mr. Robeson, in the letter already quoted 
rom, Says: 

“The action of approval and of mitigation was atone and the same time, 
whatever the records in the Department may appear to show. The di nto 
me being verbal, and a letter being sent at once by me to Commander Quack- 
enbush, and afterwards, in December, the letter promulgating the finding and 
mitigation, i may ho ve rested content with my action, and neglected to order 
or to make fall indorsement of the records.’ 

It is highly probable that the draught of the formal approval of the sentence 
of dismissal, which appears upon the record of the court-martial in the hand- 
writing of some one else than Lhe President, was made on the 5th day of June, 
but was not netually signed by the President till on the 9th day of June. 

“There a to be no donbt of the fact that it was not the intention of the 


President to dismiss Commander Quackenbush from the Navy, either by the 
approval of the sentence of the court-martial or the nomination of Schley to be 
commander, Quackenbush has, as before stated, served out his — A 
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der the order of the President, and it would be a hardship for him now not to 
be retained in the Navy.” 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill amended as follows: 
After the word commander,“ in the tenth line, strike out the words “since 
the date when the stoppage of his took effect,” in the tenth and eleventh 
eres pe insert in lieu thereof the following: from the date of the approval 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I have a somewhat vague and in- 
distinct recollection that this matter has been the subject of debate in 
the Senate hitherto. If I recall the circumstances correctly, this man 
was dismissed from the service by the sentence of a court-martial for 
repeated acts of drunkenness and other conduct in violation of the rales 
and regulations of the service. I do not forget that the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] interested himself actively in this matter 
when it was before the Senate on a previous occasion, and as he is not 
premos and I think it important that the matter should be discussed, 

object to the consideration of the bili at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg permission to make a brief statement to cor- 
rect what has just fallen trom the Senator from Kansas, This officer 
was not dismissed from the Navy. He was suspended for six years. 

Mr. INGALLS. For what? 

Mr. BUTLER. He was suspended under a sentence of a court for 


six years. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask for what? 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, for drunkenness. There was no mistake, I 
think, about the charge or the truth of it. But he was suspended for 
six years, and through a mistake, as appears from the report, he was 
dropped from the Navy instead of being restored at the expiration of 
his term of suspension. The bill simply proposes to put him on the 
retired-list at the pay he would have received of that rank from the date 
of the approval of the act. 

I willstate that this matter has been before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs repeatedly, and this measure in its present form is somewhat 
the result of a compromise. The original proposition was to restore 
him to the active-list. Some of us would not consent to that, and 
finally consented to this bill, and I believe with one exception the re- 
port was unanimous on the part of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, let the next bill on the Calendar be taken 


up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, being objected to, will go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Kansas desire to have it lose 
its place? He objected partiy on the ground of the absence of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. INGALLS. I spoke, as the Senator will observe, hypothetie- 
ally. I did not state positively what the case was, but merely my recol- 
lection of it, and it was somewhat vague. But if I am not entirely at 
fault the sentence was attended with the dismissal of this officer or 
some question of considerable importance that I think ought to be fur- 
ther considered. I do not desire that the bill shall be displaced; it 
mny go over, so far as I am concerned, retaining its place on the Cal- 
endar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will retain its place on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will permit me to make one suggestion 
before the bill goesover. Ido not know but that it has been made by 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

This is a case where a naval officer was sentenced by a very severe 
sentence. I do not mean to say that it was unjust, but it was a sen- 
tence of six years’ suspension for drunkenness. 

Mr. INGALLS. More than one sentence? 

Mr. HOAR. I never heard of more than one sentence. Will the 
Senator hear my statement? This officer was sentenced to six years’ 
suspension for drunkenness. It was a very serious offense, the enor- 
mity of it difficult to exaggerate in statement, in a naval officer charged 
with the command of ships. But that was the sentence, aud it was a 
very serious sentence. Thereupon his name was continued upon the 
naval list, and he had bis pay. At the end of the six years he resumed 
his official title. It turned out, after the lapse of a series of years, that 
at the time of his suspension General Grant had sent in the name of a 
suecessor, Mr. Schley, rice Quackenbush. 

Mr. PLATT. “Dismissed ?““ 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say ‘‘dismissed,’’ but vice Quackenbush.” 
The Supreme Court of the United States, contrary to what had been 
the universal practice and the universal understanding, held that the 
President had the power of removal of naval officers and of officers in 
the Army, as of civil officers, and therefore that this form of nomina- 
tion of Schley operated as a dismissal of Mr. Quackenbush from the 
service. General Grant thereupon wrote a letter saying he had no such 
intention, that it would be unjust, and he thought the man ought tobe 
restored. Mr. Robeson, who was then Secretary of the Navy, wrote a 
similar letter. $ 

Suppose the man had forged a note and had been sentenced for ten 
years to State’s prison, you could not behead him. The question is 
whether, when this sentence had been executed, the man ought not to 
have the benefit of having set right a mere mistake in the result of an 
act which the President never intended. 

This bill has been argued five or six times before the Senate, and on 


explanation every time has passed the Senate by a large majority. It 
has passed the other House whenever it came up there, but failed by 
reason of not reaching the President in time. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithink I should state by way of supplementing th 
Senator’s statement that this man was dropped from the rolls upon the 
appointment and confirmation of Commodore Schley, which I think was 
very generally admitted to have been the result rather of an accident 
thanotherwise. A mistake was committed in nominating Schley in the 
place of Quackenbush and by the operation of- law displacing him on 
the Naval Register. Those are the facts, and the bill simply restores 
Quackenbush and puts him on the retired-list without any back pay. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am aware that this debate can proceed only by 
unanimous consent, but as the subject is confessedly one of great im- 
portance I feel it to be incumbent upon me to call the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to a discrepancy betwéen the report and 
his statement. - 

Mr, HOAR. I made my statement from recollection. 

Mr. INGALLS. The report is as follows: 

He was tried by a naval court-martial in February, 1874, and sentenced to dis- 
missal. The record shows that this sentence was approved by the Presidenton 
the 5th day of June, 1374. ogee 

Now the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. HOAR. Read the sentence three sentences below that. 

Mr, BUTLER. ‘That was afterwards commuted to suspension for 
six years. ; 8 - 

Mr. INGALLS. The report continues: 

On the Sth day of December, 1574, the Secretary of the Navy again nddressed 
a letter to Commander Quackenbush, at Boston, stating that the sentence of the 
court-martial was, on the 9th day of June, 1474, mitizated to suspension from 
rank and duty. on furlough pay, for six years, the suspension to date from that 
day. And the Fourth Auditor was so notified the same day. = 

That sustains the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, but 
is inconsistent with the statement that he makes about the original 
sentence of the court-martial. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me 

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator from Kansas read the next paragraph? 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be very glad to correct an error of my own, 
only verbal, I do not desire to take the floor. 

I stated that this gentleman was not dismissed from the Navy. In 
that I was mistaken. He was dismissed and afterwards the sentence 
was mitigated to six years’ suspension. It has been some time since I 
have seen the report and I stated the case from memory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will li@over without prejudice, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. : 


MARY L. BEADFORD. 


The bill (S. 907) to restore the name of Mrs. Mary L. Bradford to the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, to strike out section 2, as follows: x 

Sec, 2. That the monthly allowance under this act shall date from September 
25, A. D, 1874, and shall be paid at the pension agency at Des Moines, Iowa. 

So as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. ry L. ford, widow of 
Capt, Theodorick L. Bradford, late of Company A. Bradford's Battalion, also 
called Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry (at his death acting major thereof), at the 
rate of $20 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This is a bill introduced by my colleague 
[Mr. ALLISON], whom I do not see in his seat. I have sent word to 
him, and I ask that the bill be passed over informally until he comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over informally, 


COLUMBIA KIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 628) authorizing the Columbia Bridge Company to ron- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the 
States of Oregon and Washington, and to establish the same as a post- 
road was announced as next on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over, retaining its place on the Calen- 


dar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 89) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, 
between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to estab- 
lish it as a post-road was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company, a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of Oregon, its suczessors and assigns, 
be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across the Co- 
lumbia River, at a place suitable to commerce and not interfering with naviga- 
tion, at a point ator near La Camas, in the State of Washington, and to lay on 
or over said bridge a track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any rail- 
road or railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river on either or both 
sides thereof, at or opposite said point, under the limitations and conditions 
hereinafter provided. Said paces shall not interfere with the free navigation 
of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction to the free navigation of said river by reason of the construction of 
said bridge the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the United States 
in and for any district in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or 
bridge may be, Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of rail- 
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road trains; and, atthe option of the said company or corporation, its successors 
and assigua, for the safe and convenient passage of Se and vehicles of all 
kinds, animals, and foot-passengers, for such reasonable rates of toll as may be 
fixed from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 2. That said bridge shall be provided with two or more draw-openin 
each having not less than 200 feet clear channel-way; and in addition to sai 
draw-openings one or more fixed channel-spans, each having not less than 350 
feet clear channel-way; and every part of the superstructure of said bridge shall 

ive n 'clear head-room of not Jess than 10 feet above extreme high-water mark: 

vided, That all spansshall be so located as to afford the greatest possible ac- 
commodation to the river traffic, and a draw-opening shall, if practicable, be lo- 
cated next or nearshore; Provided, also, That ifthe physical characteristics of the 
locality so require, and the interests of navigation be not injured thereby, the 
lengths of the fixed spans or the number of draw-openings may be reduced: 


also, That for any two adjacent draw. openings of 200 feet each. one draw- 
opening of 300 feet may be substituted if, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
the interests of navigation be not injured thereby. 

Sec, 3. That all peated or authorized by this act shall be operated by steam 
or other reliable mechanical power, and shall be opened promptly upon reason- 
able signal forthe passage of boats, except when trains are passing over said 
epay or spáns; but in no case shall unnecessary delay occur in opening said 

raw after the passage of trains; and, also, that in case the opening of a draw 
is delayed by reason of the passing of a train after the signal has been given 
from a boat ready to pass a the draw shall be opened for the passage of 
such boat before another train is allowed to pass over the said span or spans; 
nor shall there be any unnecessary delay in the passage of trains over the bridge. 

Sro. 4. That all piers shall be built parallel with the current of the river at 
that stage of water which is most important for navigation; and the brid, 
itself shall be built as nearly as may be at right angles thereto; and that rip- 
rapping or other protection for imperfect foundations which will lessen the re- 
quien water way shall not be permitted; and also that piers which will pro- 

uce cross-currents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not be constructed; 
and if after construction any piers or accessory works are found to produce the 
above-mentioned effects or if any riprapping or other protection prohibited by 
this section is found to exist, the nuisance shall be abated or corrected under the 
direction of the Secretary of War and at the expense of the company or per- 
sons owning, controling, or operating said bridge. 

SEC. 5. That the approaches to said bridge shall be so designed and con- 


structed as not to interfere with the free discharge of said river in seasons of 


flood; and any entroachment on the high-water cross-section se Sp ne solid 
embankments, or otherwise which will result in unduly accelerating the high- 
water current at the site of the bridge shall not be allowed. 

Sec, 6. That any corporation, company, or persons owning, controlling, or 
operating the bridge built under the authority of this act shall build and main- 
tain atall times as accessory works to such bridge such booms, piers, dikes, 
guard fences, and similar devices as may be necessary to insure at all times a 
permanent channel for a sufficient distance above and below the bridge site, 
and for the guiding of rafts, steam-boats, and other water-craftsafely under or 
through said bridge; and if at any time after the construction of the bridge and 
its accessory works the approaches to draw-openings, channel-spans, or raft 

assages in said bridge ar- found to be dangerous or difficult of access by any 

mportant class of river traffic, the Secretary of War may, upon the recom- 
mendation of the Chief of Engineers, United States roost order the corpora- 
tion, company, or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge tocon- 
struct under his direction and to maintain such additional sheer-booms, dikes, 
and other devices as will obviate the difficulty mentioned; which additional 
sheer-booms, dikes, and other devices shall be built and maintained at theirown 
expense by said company or persons; and that said company or persons shall 
maintein at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise throughout the season 
of navigation, such lights and other signals on said bridge as may be required 
by the Light-House Board for the secur ty of navigation, 

Sec, 7. That the bridge authorizd to be constructed by this act shall be located 
and built under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation 
on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object 
said corporation shall submit for his examination a design and 9 of the 
bridge, piers, approaches, and accessory works, and a map of the location, giv- 
ing lor a space of at least 3 miles above and | mile below the proposed location 
the topography of the banks of the river and the shore-lines at high and low 
water. This map shall be accompanied by others, drawn on the seale of Linch 
to 200 feet, giving for a space of one-half a mile above the line of the proposed 
bridge and one-quarter of a mile below an accurate representation of the bot- 
tom of the river, by contour lines 2 feet apart, determined by accurate sound- 
ings, and also showing over the whole width of this part of the river the force 
and directions of the currents at low water, at high water, and at least one in- 
termediate stage, by triangulated observations on suitable floats, The maps 
shall also show the location of other bridges in the vicinity, and shall give such 
information as the Secretary of War may require for a fall and satisfactory un- 
derstanding of the subject, and the construction of the proposed bridge shall 
not be commenced until the location and plans thereof are approved by the 
Secretary of War. 2 

See, 8. That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act shall be 
built under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, and no changes or 
alterations in plans shall be made during the construction of said bridge or after 
its completion, unless said changes or alterations conform to the provisions of 
this act and are authorized by the Secretary of War; that such alterations and 
changes as may be required by the eb dau War in said bridge so as to pre- 
serve free and convenient navigation shall made under the direction of the 
Secretary of War at their own expense by the company or persons owning, con- 
trolling, or operating said bridge; that during original construction orin carry- 
ing out any authorized changes or repairs of said bridge a navigable channel 
shall be preserved at the site of the bridge at all times, and the water way of 
the river shall not be obstructed to a greater extent than is absolutely necessary, 
and such lights and buoys shall be kept on all coffer-dams, piles, etc., as may be 
necessary for the scourity of navigation. 

Sec, 9. That whenever the Secretary of War has good reason to believe that 
any of the provisions of sections 4, 6, and 8 of this act bave not been complied 
with by the company or persons owning, controlling, or operating the bridge 
authorized under its provisions, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War,on 
satisfactory proof thereof, to require the said company or persons to comply 
with the provisions of said sections; and on failure of said persons or company 
to comply with said requirements within a reasonable time, the Secretary of 
War shall proceed to cause the necessary work, in the form of additions, alter- 
ations, repairs, or removal of obstructions, to be made at the expense of the 
United States and shall refer the matter, without delay, to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, whose duty it shall be to institute, in the name of the 
United States, proceedings in the circuit court of the United States in and for 
the district in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be, for the 
recovery of such expense, and all moneys acoruing from such proceedings shall 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States. S 

SEC. 10. That all railroad companies desiring the use of the bridge authorized 
by this act shall have and be entitled to eq rights and privileges relative to 
the passage of railway trains or cars over the same and over the approaches 
thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
ease the owner or owners of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or 


any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to 
be I and u rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
said bridge. all matters at issue between them shall be de ided by the Secretary 
of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties; and equal 
privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and tele- 


phone a. 

Sec. 11. the bridge constructed, maintained, and operated under this act 
and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recog- 
nized and known as a post-route, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transportation over the same of the mails, the troops, and the 
munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the trans- 

rtation of said mails, troops, and munitions over the railroads and public 
ighways leading to said bri ; and the United States shall have the right of 
way for postal telegraph and telephone pu over said bridge. 

Sec, 12. That thisact shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date of approval thereof. 

Sec. 13. That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the erection 
of any bridge or 5 over the portion of said Columbia River over which the 
construction of a bridge is autho by this act be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed, in each and every case where actual construction of said bridge or 
bridges be not commenced on or before the date of the approval of this act, 

Src, 14. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and the right to require the entire removal of tlie bridge constructed 
under the er of this act at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever 
Ne l decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly re- 
served, 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I rise to ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate to make a statement with reference to the order of business, 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator not allow this bill to be disposed 
of? It has been read and is now ready for action by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is under consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely desire to make an informal statement. I can 
not make it if it is objected to, I simply wanted to give notice for the 
convenience of the Senate—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall haye no objection after this bill is disposed of. 

5 BLAIR. I have no objection to this bill being acted on, cer- 
tainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment to the 
pending bill reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, There should be a correction in the spelling 
of the word ‘‘and,’’ in section 14, line 2, by striking out the letter 
a“ and inserting “d.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. ` 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I should like to be recognized to make 
the statement for which I arose a moment ago. 

The school billis the unfinished business, as the Senate is aware, but 
a speech which was expected to occupy to-day will not be made for 
reasons of a personal nature which would make it highly improper for 
me to press the consideration of the bill to-day. The chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions [Mr. Davis] informs me that the consideration 
of the dependent-pension bill, which he desires to have taken up to- 
morrow, and to which this bill, of course, would have to give way, will 
probably consume a day. If it does not, there is other pension matter 
which it will be desirable to have considered; so that it will be im- 
possible to do anything with the school bill to-morrow in the way of 
debate. 

Under these circumstances and knowing that many Senators have 
important matters that they desire to press, I feel that it would be right 


for me to give way informally upon the school bill perhaps both to-day ° 


and to-morrow. It seems in fact to be entirely unavoidable, and I do 
not suppose that the consideration of that bill will interfere with any 
other business of the Senate before next Monday. Should there be 
opportunity and if any one is anxious to speak on the bill, I shall be 
very glad indeed that the debate may proceed any part of to-day or to- 
morrow, but it does not seem likely that such will be the case. 

I ought to add further that I hope that all who are opposed to this 
bill will be in readiness to proceed with the debate by next Monday. 
I do not think that debate in favor of the bill will be obtruded upon 
the Senate. Those who wish to be heard by the Senate against it ought 
to be ready by next Monday. Generally the delays in former discus- 
sions have been to accommodate those who have opposed the bill, and 
who have unfairly, I think, charged those who managed it with delays 
which their own failure occasioned, and I trust there will be no repeti- 
tion of that unfavorable criticism of myself on this occasion. 

I wish to say further that the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] 
will close the general debate in favor of the bill, and those who are o 
posed to it or in favor of it, I think, should govern themselves accord- 
ingly. 0 
STATUE OF CHRISTOPHER COLUMBUS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call up Order of Business 128 on the 
Calendar, which was passed over without prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (8, R. 15) for the erection and location of a bronze statue 
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of Christopher Columbus and removal of the Naval Monument toa new 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, with the approval of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, It is, on reflection, ascertained that the sum proposed for the 
monument te Columbus, only $50,000, would be inad: 
we ap fer the pedestals of two monuments 

I will say further that the Naval Monument, at the foot of the Capitol 

grounds, which it is proposed to have removed, is to be removed at the 
request of Admiral Porter, who was instrumental, with other naval ofii- 
cers, not only in paying for themonument, butin having it placed there; 
but, on further consideration, he deems that another site in the city 
would be more appropriate for the monument, and when removed any 
statue that may be placed there will not secupy nearly as large a circle 
asisnow occupied, and it will be an improvement to that part of Penn- 
sylvania avenue, giving more room for the passage of vehicles and for 
the street-railroad tracks. 

I wish to say that a change bas been made in the who are to 
make the contract. Ib appears that the eontraet for the La Fayette 
monument was made by the Secretary of War, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Library, and the Architect of the Capitol, and it is 
said by those whoare competent to judge that that statue of La Fayette, 
when it is finally completed, will be the best work of art to be found 
in Washington. 

I therefore offer, by direction of the committee, the amendment 
maa I send to the desk as a substitute for the original joint reso- 
lutio 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out all 
after the resolving clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Navy, the chairman of the Joint Committee on the 


Library, —— the Architect of the Capitol be and are hereby, authorized to con- free 
astatue in bronze of C her Co! to be: 


tract for lumbus, to be erected on the circle 

at the western entrance to the Capitol grounds from Pennsylvania avenue; opr 
for this purpose, and for the entire expense of the foundation and pedestal o 

— monument, the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be ogre is 

priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not. otherwise a 

55 That the Naval Monument now standing upon the orale 
n mentioned shall be removed and placed upon the reservation 

ded by Conflecticut avenue, mpais eth 3 and Q street; and any ex- 

—.— attending such removal shall be paid out of the sum herein appropriated. 


The amendment was 

The joint resolution was peel to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I was expecting to call up the reso- 
lution in regard to the tenure of the President pro tempore, but the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who has the floor, has stated to 

me that it will be very much more convenient to him that we should 
— proceed with that resolution before Monday, and some other en- 
are to oeeupy the Senate to-morrow. I shall, therefore, not 
up that resolution to-day, but in the morning hour or at the close 
of the morning hour on Monday I shall ask that it may be proceeded 
with, and I hope it may proceed to a vote. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will be proceeded with. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN IOWA AND NEBRASKA, 


The bill (S. 1738) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in the State of 
Towa, and in theeountiesof Thurston and Burt, in the State of Nebraska, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 


ments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word at, 
to strike out Addison Oliver, Bernard D. Holbrook, Mitchell Vincent, 
Martin A. Freeland, Newell A. Bag le Cleghorn, and William 
G. Wood, of Iowa, and A, B. Fuller, T. Leaming, James Ashley, 
E. D. Canfield, Henry Fontanelle, Frank J. Griffin, and John N. Pee- 
bles, of Nebraska, their,” and insert the Iowa and Decatur Bridge 
Company, a corporation under the laws of the State of Iowa, 
its;’’ in line 14, after the words through the,” to strike out counties“ 
and insert county; and in line 15, before the name Burt,” to strike 
out Thurston and; 55 so as to make the section read: 

That the Iowa and Decatur lompany, a 
is nk Ob tna Rina se reas des ae eee ek eters om, wank ine ATE a 
authorized to construct and maintain a railroad bridge over the uri River 
from and through section numbered 7, in 1 numbered 83 north of range 


46 ber be of the principal meridian, in the county of Monona, State of Iowa, and 
in and thro the county of Burt, in the State of Nebraska. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word act,“ 
to strike out may at the option of the company building the same 
and insert shall;“ in line 3, after the word built,“ to insert “as a 

h bridge; in Une 4, after the word “spans,” to strike out ‘or as 
raw-bridge: Provided, That if said bridge is built asa high bridge; 


in line 6, after the word “ way, 
“to. ?? in line 8, after mark,“ to strike 
And provided further, That ben d bl uada the previsions ofthis aet 


to strike ne oni shall“ and insert 


shall be constructed as a draw-b same shall be constructed as a pivot 
with spans givin cig parte of water way of not less than 250 
side of the pivot npka tire and said spans shall give n clear 
head-reom of not less than 10 above high-water mark; 


And beginning in line 22, after the word “determined,” tostrike out: 


And in the mean time ae Lew gras to maintain and operate a ferry, 
and also to ———— na tain, and ponton bridge with s draw as 
near as practicable to the site selected for said bridge, for the transportation of 
railroad cars, locomotives, and trains,across.said river; 


So as to make the section read: 


Sbg. 2. That any bridge built under the — — S this act shall be built aa 
u high bridge, with unbroken and n spans over the water 
way to have a clear 8 of not less th feet and a clear head- 
room of not less than 50 feet above high-water mark; and the piers of said 

bridge shall be parallel with the current of the river, and the bridge itself at 
right angles thereto: Pro 


wided, That if actual construction of the bridge herein 
authorized shall not be commenced within two years from the e of this 
same date, the and 


act, and be completed within four years from 
privileges „ shall cense and be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 15, after the werd. are, 
to strike out decided and insert proved, and in Iine 16, after 
the words. Seeretary of War, to ake out “to be such as will not 
materially affect the interests of navigation;’’ so as to read: 

And until the said: plun and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, the bridge shall not be commenced or built. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, line 37, after the word 
thereof,“ to strike out from time to time; ’so. a8. to read: 

And the said structure shall be changed or removed at the cost and expense 
of the owners thereof, as the Suge pon SEN War may direct, so as to preserve the 
and convenient navigation of said riven. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was, in section 6, line I, aſter the word that, 
to strike out they and insert Said company or its successors, ™ and 
in line 2, before the word ‘‘ construet,’”’ tostrike out ‘‘enter;’” so as to 
make the section read: 


See. 6, That said company or its successors may construct and maintain de- 

fensive and corrective worksin 2 said Praak aboye and below said bridge, 

for the protection of the same, and the approach thereto, or the improvement, 
n, or control of the oh el of said river. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 8, line 2, after the word re- 
served, to insert: 
And ifthe construction of the bridge hereby authorized shall not be commenced 


within one year and completed in two: years from the approval of this act, the 
same shall Be null and pe = b 


So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this abt is expressly reserved 
and if the construction of the bridge hereby authorized shall not be commen: 
within one year and completed in two years from the approval of this act, the 
same shall be null and 

Mr. MANDERSON. Teall the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, in charge of the bill, to the fact that this amendment is unnec- 
essary by reason of the proviso at the foot of 2 

Mr. VEST. - I have not a copy of the bill eg 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is the bill to authorize the construction of 
a railroad bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, 
in the State of Iowa, and in the counties of ‘Thurston. Burt, in the 
State of Nebraska. 

Mr. VEST. Let the proposed amendment be stricken out if it is un- 


necessary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may be considered as not to, The 
limit of time is provided for in the proviso to the second section, that 
the bridge shall be commenced within two years and completed within 
four years, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, 
and also to the member of the committee who reported the bill, that 
the proviso in section 2 and the provision in seetion 8 are inconsistent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly they are as to the time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The provision in section 2 is: 

Provided, That if actual construction of the bridge herein authorized shall not 
be commenced within two years from the passage of this act and be completed 
within four years from the same date, the rights and privileges herein granted 
shall cease and be determined, 

Whereas section 8, as proposed to be amended, provides that 


if the construction of the brid dge hereby authorized shall not be commenced 
within one year and completed in two years from the approval of this act, the 
same shall be null and void, 


Mr. MANDERSON. — the Senator any objection to retaining the 
limitation of four 

Mr. WILSON, of 7 — I have no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Then we had better disagree to the last amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The two provisions are inconsistent, and I 
did not know but that the committee have had some reason for 
it. Iam quite content to have the last amendment disagreed to. 


Mr. VEST. That is a mere oas in the copying of the bill. 
Let the amendment be disagreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The last amendment, then, may be disagreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, let that be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is an amendment to the title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be amended so as to read: 
„A bill to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge across the 
Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and in 
the county of Burt, in the State of Nebraska.“ 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. VEST. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be until 
Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted, I wish to say that I hope the 
Senator will not press that motion to-day. It seems to me we ought 
to sit to-morrow. There is a great deal of business on the Calendar, 
and to-morrow is the last day of winter. The entire winter has passed 
and there is a great deal of legislative business yet to be considered and 
accomplished. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I desireto state that 
the chairman of the Committee on Pensions [Mr. Davis] asked sev- 
eral days ago that the dependent-pension bill be considered to-morrow. 
That has been acceded to by the Senate. Notice has also been given 
in the Senate to-day that the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
will call up that bill to-morrow immediately atter the conclusion of 
the morning business. 

Mr. VEST. Let the pension bills, if there is any urgency about them, 
be taken up now. We are far ahead of the other House of Congress in 
our business and there is no urgency abont the public business except 
so far as individual Senators are concerned. I do not know how it is 
with others, but I know with me, committees meeting, two a day, and 
with the pressure upon me individually as to work, that it is absolutel 
necessary in my own individual case that I should have some time in 
ose to attend to Department business and other matters pressing upon 


1 37 r. PADDOCK. The chairman of the Committee on Pensions is not 
present, but he understands that the bill which he has in charge and 
to which I have referred will be taken up and considered to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand the Senator from Nebraska, it is not 
an ordinary individual pension bill, but æ general pension bill. 

i Mr. PADDOCK. A general measure, the measure known as the de- 
pendent-pension bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As it is evident that this proposition of the 
Senator from Missouri will cause some opposition and probably require 
a@yen-and-nay vote, Lask that he postpone it until later in the day, when 
there is a fuller Senate, and allow us to go on with the Calendar until 
2 o'clock. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Missouri 
is withdrawn and the Calendar will be proeeeded with. 

JOHN LITTLE AND HOBART WILLIAMS. 

The bill (S, 213) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to John Little and Hobart Will- 
jams, of Omaha, Nebr., $2,000, being the amount due them as reported 
by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for æ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

~ SARAH E. STEWART. 

The bill (S. 338) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stewart was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
peusion-roll the name of Sarah E. Stewart, widow of William G. Stewart, 
deceased. late captain Company D, Sixtieth Ilinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M’COWAN. 

The bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Mary McCowan was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Mary McCowan, widow of Peter MeCowan, Company 
D, Fifteenth Massachnsetts Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orderec to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TIMBER ON WESTERN PRAIRIES. 

The bill (S. 366) to amend an act entitled An act to amend an act 
entitled An act to encourage the growth of timber on the Western 
prairies’? was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes 
to amend section 2 of the act approved June 14, 1878, so as to read: 


SEC. 5 tyin . Dep okenn ga m appli- 
cation to the register o! 2 f district which he or she is about to make 
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such entry, make affidavit before the register or the receiver Gee eles 
some court of record, or officer authorized to administer oaths in the district 
yee the land is situated, which affidavit shall be as follows, to — 

1, — — . ha vin g filed my appieno, numbered, for an entry under 
the provisions of an sat entitled act toamend an act entitled An act toen- 
courage the growth of timber on the Western prairies ‘”, approved —,187-,do * 
solemnly swear (or affirm) that L am the head of a family (or over twenty-one 
years of age) and a citizen of the United States (or have declared my intention 
to become such); that the section of land specified in my said application is 
composed exclusively of Jore lands or other lands devoid of timber; thatthis 
filing and entry is made for the oultivation of timber, and formy own exclusive 
use and benefit; and that I have made the said application in good faith, and 
Rese ree ey rpose of speculation or directly orindirectly for the use or bene- 

er person or persons whomsoever; that I intend to hold and cul- 
sted nthe land and to fully comply with the provisions of the said act: and 
that I —.— not, heretofore made an entry under this act or the acts of which this 
is amen 
And upon ‘Hing said affidavit with said register and said receiver and on pay- 
ment of $10, if the tract applied for is more than 80 acres, and $5 if it is 80 acres 
or less, he or sheshall sagan sa be permitted to enter the quantity of land speci- 
fied; and the party mak cing an entry of a quarter-section under the provisions 
of this act shall be requi: to break or ee. 5 acres covered thereby the first 
ear, 5 acres the second year, and to cultivate to crop or othe the 5 acres 
roken or plowed the first year; the third year he or she shall Paap deel to erop 
or otherwise the 5 acres broken the second year, and to plant in timber, seeds, 
or cuttings the 5 acres first broken or plowed, and to cultivate and put in erop’ 
or otherwise the remaining 5acres, and the fourth year to plant in timber, seeds, 
or W PNTE remaining5acres. Allentries of less quantities than one quarter- 
section shall be plowed, planted, 1 and planted in trees, tree seeds, or 
cuttings in the same manner and in the same proportion as 8 pro- 
vided for a A eee Provided, however, That in case such trees, seeds, or 
cuttings shall be destroyed by grasshoppers or by extreme or un 
for any year or term of years, the time for planting such trees, seeds, or ae 
shall be extended one year for every such year that they are so destroyed: Pro- 
vided further, That the person making such entry shall, before he or 7 — shall 
be entitled to such extension of time, file with the register and the receiver of 
the proper Jand office an pecan corroborated by two witnesses, setting forth 
the destruction of such trees, and that, in consequence of such destruction, he or 
she is compelled to ask an extension of time, in accordance with the provisions 
of this act: And provided further, That no final certificate shall be given or pat- 
ent issued for the land so entered until the expiration of eight years from the 
date of such entry; and if, at the expiration of such eng ag any time within 
5 years thereafter, the person making such entry, or, if he or she be dead, his 
or her heirs or legal representatives, shall prove by two credible wituesses 
that he or she or they haye planted, and, for not less than eight years, have 
cultivated and protected such quantity and character of trees as aforesaid, that 
not less than twenty-seven hundred trees were planted on each acre, and that 
at the time of making such proof that there shall be then growing at least six 
handred and seventy-five living and trees to eachacre, they shall receive 
a patent for such tract of land: And provided 8 That in computing the 
period of cultivation the time shall run from the date of the entry, if the neers- 
sary acts of cultivation were performed within the pro time: And provided 
further, That the preparation of the land and the planting of trees shall be con- 
strued as ‘ae oF cal vation, and the time authorized to be so employed and 
actuslly employed shall be computed as a part of the cight years of cultivation 
required by statute. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time; and passed. 


GEORGE A. FATRBANKS, 


The bill (S. 2046) for the relief of George A. Fairbanks was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to George A. Fair- 
banks, of White Earth, Minn., $310.45, being the amount advoneed by 
him on account of transportation performed in the year 1881 under the 
Indian Bureau, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without semaine ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROANOKE, VA. 

The bill (S. 874) for the erection of à public building in the city of 
Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia, was considered asin Committee of 
the Whole. ` 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to aequire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and eause to 
be erected thereon a Faitable building, including fire-proof vaults, 3 and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government met in the eity of 
Roanoke, and State of Virginia, the cost of said site and build neluding said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap: complete, 
not to exceed the sum ef $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is 
ated for said ore out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not oth- 


erwise ap 
Preemie ioe ihs for the a of land suitable for said site shall be invited by 1 
e eee in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least 5 prior to the dute specified in said advertisement for 


the opening of eae 

Proposals made n response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the 8 the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pi 
sites, and guch others as he may think proper to designate, to be ya ON in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make wrilten re- 
par to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 

tion thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
2 — 5 proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 

is possession relating to the said proposed sites. 
ine resi ee of said report and accompanying papers, the eanit iA 


ofthe eee e. deem further investigation 88 age api e 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also 3 the said pro- 


posed sites, ead such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to ‘the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, aecom- 
panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or Loans th to 
them, in like manner as 5 pepe in a cote ie 5 of 

t of the Treasury — all 


said agen Ly ang tee 
eee 8 determine the aaa of ibe e bullding . to 35 erected. 
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The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shal] not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
ses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 

e Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 
So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other ex incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the Legh coin of 
sketch-plans, drawings, s fications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money a) 8 by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Virginia shall have ceded to the United 
States 5 urisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 

estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary ofthe Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be availa- 
ble for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and i gens 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 

least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NORFOLK, VA. 


The bill (S. 875) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to be 
erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apvaratus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, in 
the city of Norfolk and State of Virginia, the cost of said site and building, in- 
cluding said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 

roaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $150,000, which said sum of $150,000 
k hereby ap races for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury 4 gi erwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circu- 
Jation for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of suid proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shal] then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 


If, apor consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 


of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 
gnid commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
pore shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected, 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same sliall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling ore Gennes of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of a site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury ge pean shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, Dath: a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Virginia shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the Unjted States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Ar- 
chitect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior,and the Postniaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating g elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be unexosed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fer a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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ROAD FROM STAUNTON TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. President, Iam very anxious to call up out of 
order a bill of some importance, the passage of which is recommended 
by the Secretary of War, to build a road to a national cemetery. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair), What 
is the Order of Business? 

Mr. HAMPTON. It is Order of Business 465. I ask permission to 
callitup. It will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill moved by the Senator from South Carolina? The 
Chair hears none, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1612) to construct a road from the 
city of Staunton to the national cemetery in the county of Angusta, 
in the State of Virginia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. i 

The bill (S. 1027) for the erection of a public building for the use of 
the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the district of 
Newport News, Va., and making appropriation therefor was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert; 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vanl heating 
and ventilatin, poparta elevators, and approaches, for the use and accom- 
modation of the United States custom-house, post-office, and other Govern- 
ment offices, in the city of Newport News and State of Virginia, the cost of said 
site and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators, and 8 complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said 
sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in 
the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publie 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said a of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior tothe date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mniled to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said-examination and of his recommenda- 
tion thereon and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the origi- 
nal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into 
his possession relating to the said proposed sites. i 

If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appointa 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
Aar M shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available, 5 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the oh erp of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the uilding by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, exe pt as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said- building shall be vested in thè- 
Jnited States,nor until the State of Virginia shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LYNCHBURGH, VA. 

The bill (S. 876) to provide for the extension of the public building 
at Lynchburgh, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to appropriate $50,000 for the extension of the publie building 
at Lynchburgh, Va., upon such plans and specifications as may be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


„ 


* 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT PETERSBURGH, VA. 


The bill (S. 778) for the improvement and enlargement of the public 
building at Petersburgh, Va., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It pro to appropriate $50,000 for the enlargement and 
improvement of the public building at Petersburgh, Va., upon plans 
and specifications approved by the Secretary of the À 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CEMETERY IN MOSCOW, IDAHO. 

The bill (S. 70) to grant to the town of Moscow, in Idaho Territory, 
certain Jands for cemetery purposes was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMELIA M. M’ ALLISTER. 


The bill (S. 1008) granting a pension to Amelia M, McAllister was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out one 
hundred” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Amelia M. McAllister, widow of the late 
Col. Julian McAllister, United States Army, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu 
of the pension which she now receives, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. MAYS, i 

The bill (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William H. Mays, late of Company C, Fourth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. FOUST. 


The bill (S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Andrew J. Foust, Company B, One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM N, CLINE, 

The bill (S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William N. Cline, late of Company D, Eleventh 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SURGEON-GENERAL, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 2483) increasing the salary of the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It provides that hereafter the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service shall receive the same salary 
and allowances as are now allowed by law to the Surgeon-General of 
the Army. 

Mr. REAGAN. IL should like to have that bill read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there any one interested who can state as to the 
difference in the salaries? 

Mr. CULLOM. The salary of the Surgeon-General of the Marine- 
Hospital Service is now $4,000 a year. The Committee on Commerce 
believed that, in view of the great work he has to perform as the na- 
tional health officer, he onght to have af least as much salary as the 
Surgeon-General of the Army, and that is about $6,000. There was a 
regular report made by the Committee on Commerce on the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. What officer is it that is to have $6,000? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice. 
Mr. GEORGE, What has been the salary heretofore? 

Mr. CULLOM. His salary heretofore has been $4,000, 

Mr. GEORGE. Has there been any difficulty in finding a compe- 
tent man to fill the place for that salary? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know. There has been only one man in 
the place since it was created, so far as I know, or at least since it be- 
came a matter of national importance, The responsibility has been 

laced upon him by legislation, and the Senate very well know that 
for the last few years, on account of yellow fever and other diseases, 
this officer has had great responsibility and great work to do, much 
more work, perhaps, than has been imposed upon the Surgeon-General 
of the Army. ‘The purpose of this bill is to put the Surgeon-General 
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of the Marine-Hospital Service upon the same level with that officerin 
and allowances. 

Mr. GEORGE. My preference would be to put the other man down 

to the same footing with this one, and equalize them in that way. That 


would be a little more just to the people of the United States, who are 


the tax-payers; but I do not suppose it is worth while at this day for 
any man imbued with the old-fashioned notion of economy in the Gov- 
ernment to interpose any objection to the continual and continuous and 
eternal propositions to raise salaries, r 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall not object to the consideration of the bill, 
but I want to state that I shall vote against it. I do not think it is 
right to increase salaries in this way to such an extent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from 
Illinois who has charge of this bill, and that is how long it is since the 
salary of the present Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service has been $4,000 a year. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not able to state to the Senator what length 
of time, but the salary is now $4,000 a year. 

I want to state to the Senator from Mississippi, and for the informa- 
tion of the Senate generally, that the Senate passed this same bill at the 
last session of Congress and the Committee on Commerce haye twice 
reported in favor of the bill as it is now before the Senate. Believing 
that it is only justice to this officer, who has had a great amount of work 
to do, as everybody knows, for the last few years, it has seemed to the 
committee that it is but justice to him that he should have pay on a 
par with other officers having no more to do and not as much, perhaps, 
with reference to the health of the country as has the man who occu- 
pies this place. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam apprised of the important duties of the Sur- 
geon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service, and I know something 
of the way he performs the duties of that office, and I know he is a 
most excellent gentleman, and if I could consent to such an increase 
for anybody it certainly would be for that officer. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I want to say simply a word in sup- 
port of this bill. Every Senator understands 

Mr, BLAIR. Before the Senator proceeds, Mr. President, I suggest 
that the unfinished business be laid before the Senate and disposed of. 
I have but a word to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senate will hear me a moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought the bill of the Senator from Illinios [Mr. 
CULLOM] was up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Just a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desires to say a word, and then he will allow the bill which was 
pending to be disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish before the unfinished business is disposed of for 
the day, as suggested in my remarks to the Senate an hour ago, to read 
as a part of my remarks a resolution passed by the State su 
Seer the whole country in their session February 20, 1890, at New 

york: 
{Passed by the Superintendents’ Association at New York.] 


Resolved, In view of the continued illiteracy of large numbers of American 
citizens and the inadequacy of local means and instrumentalities to educate 
the youth for the responsibilities before them, that we renew and emphasize our 
appeal to Congress for the speedy passage ofsome fit and adequate measure of 
national aid to common schools. 


I have also in my hand a short address, deliyered by Dr. Harris, the 
Commissioner of Education, in support of this resolution and discuss- 
ing the necessity of national aid and the principles which in his belief 
should apply in its administration, the relation of the national, the 
State, and the local authorities to the matter of education in general, , 
and particularly discussing some of the arguments which have been 
invoked to the effect that extraneons assistance is a discouragement to 
local effort or to self-help in the obtaining of education. I should sa; 
that this document might well be called Harris’s Short Method wi 
Unbelievers in National Aid to Education, and I will make ita part of 
my remarks and ask, as it is brief, that it be printed in connection 
with the resolution that I have already given to the Senate. 

The paper is as follows: 


THE GENERAL GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC EDUCATION THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY, 
[By W.T. Harris, February 17, 1899.] 

The question assigned me for discussion depends for its answer on the theo: 
we form of the function that our National Government should fulfill, On 
question there are two extreme views prevailing, and also a middle ground of 
compromise which is and has been the practical course actually adopted by the 
nation, 

On the one hand we have the extreme of individualism which proposes tolimit 
the action of the General Government to the police function on alarge scale, It 
shall secure the blessings of peace, domestic and forcign, but it s do no act 
to aid the individual or the community in 8 industry or in any of the 
fields of effort for the welfare of the individual or the public at 3 Accord- 
ing to it the Government should do nothing for agriculture, manufactures, and 
commerce, it should do nothing for the education and enlightenment of the pege 


perintend- ` 


pa: Itshould confine its function to the negative acts of punishing crime, decid- 
z of trespass, repelling f , ete. 
‘he other extreme is that of socialism. It proposes such measures as the 


terp: $ to 

do all combintng and leave to the individual only the narrow sphere 
of official servant of the State. nationalism were to pre the faculties in 
man of directive and combining power would for the most part rust unused or 
remain mere rudiments. This is the second or opposite extreme. 

The middie ground, which we asanation have 3 followed. leaves the 
individual vast spheres for private enterprises, but on the other hand under- 
takes to perform Sortan penera functions of publie utility, such as earrying 
the mails, subsidizing and steam-transportation companies, improy- 
ing rivers and harbors, protecting industries by levying duties on imports, cte. 
This ple nae however, teen inconsistent and fluctuating. The reason for 
this isto be found in the fact that American statesmanship has not been able 
to agree upon the definition of what should belong to the General Government 
and what should be left to the private individual. 28 

Each extreme, therefore, struggles to make its definition cover the whole 

nd. The individualists would limit the Government to the police function 

n many cases and would go so far as to prefer to substitute lynch-law for the 

processes of the courts. They tend, in fact, to the extreme of anarchism. On the 

other hand, the nationalists tend to the utter abolitiomof individual 3 
and would make society a vast machine that feeds, clothes, and shelters eac 

man, woman, and child ina 3 manner, but leaves no scope for indi- 


vidual enterprise. Each peen would become a sort of galley slave for the 
sake of his board and clot. 
Our actual civilization repudiates both these extremes in practice. It unites 


them. us we have said, in a middle course, Which it adopts as a sort of compro- 
mise, but does not define as a principie. 

Let us investigate, in a cautious spirit, the true sphere of these extreme tenden- 
cies and try to discover what is the ground of their limitation in a higher prin- 
ciple, II we can discover this higher principle we ean, by its aid, decide on a 
theory ofthe scope and function of the General Government and at some 
practical conclusions regarding the duties of the General Government toward 

ical edueation throughout the whole country. 

It is that our national principle is that of local self government. This 
principle demands that the individual shall be left free to do that which con- 
cerns Rimselt alone. If his deed is indifferent to his fellow-men, he shall have 
the sole power of direction over it. But, if his deed involves a common inter- 
est, it is necessary to have a joint direction over it. He shall act in combination 
with the other parties interested. 

Tf the combined interest extends only to the township, the township shall de- 
cide. If it extends to the Commenwealth and no further, then the Common- 
wealth, acting as asovereign State, shall determine and exccute the deed. But 
if the pro: action concerns the interest of several States or Commonwealths, 
then the General Government shall have sole jurisdiction over it. 

Now, this principle of local self-government seems to furnish us a safe and 
universal criterion by which to decide between individualism and nationalism. 
The only drawback is found in the difficulty that remains in deciding in the 
case 9 business whether its interest is a general one or a particular 
one, w itisto be by the unaided individual or whether the 
town or the State or the nation shall direct its doin, 

Tnasmuch as our democratic formula states the object of all government to be 
the removal of obstacles to individual self-help, we may say that all govern- 
mental action that parayzes self-help is injurious and that which stimulates 
and increases self-help is salutary and legitimate. 

With this criterion in view we may see that it is the duty of the town or the 
State or the nation to remove obstacles in the way of individual activity, ob- 
stacies which are so great as to paralyze his endeavors. Man organizes in so- 
cial combinations in order to overcome obstructions to his freedom which aro 
too great for lis individual efforts. If the social combination known as the 
township will suffice for the removal of this bar to freedom, then its function is 
ali that is required, and the function of the State is not only unnecesary, but de- 
moralizing. Again, ifthe town is notequal to the State must intervene, or, 
if the State is not adeqnate, then the aid of the nation must be invoked. 

Tt has always been found necessary to make the matter of roads and ayenues 
of intorcommunication a public matter, The Government must make possible 
free intercommunication. How far it must go in the matters of peculiar modes 
of intercommunication, such as railroads, canals, telegraphs, and the like, isa 
matter of discretion with the Government and must be settied by the general 

nciple above mentioned, namely, that of producing a maximum of self-helps 
the community. s ré 

Again. in matters of production it is legitimate for the town, the State, or the 
nation to undertake works that will aid and stimulate self-activity on the part 
of the individuals, but it must be clear that such help does not help one portion 
of the community at the expense of another portion. Thus it has been found 
that matters of public hygiene should be ed after by the Government to 
8 1 breeding of pestilence and its spread through the community, the 

or the nation. 

‘The supply of water, the drainage, the removal of garbage, the proper light- 
ing of cities and towns, fire-escapes, fire-preventives, and fire-extinguishing 
machines—in short, a longseries of functions once left to private enterprise—are 
now assumed by the porsona of town or city. Left to private enterprise 
they were performed by thrifty and well-to-do people, but neglected by the un- 

and untidy. The neglect, however, produced conditions which caused 

evil to all people, whether thrifty orunthrifty. The pestilence became epidemic 

and death came to all classes. The fire that burned the house of the careless 

Nea mee tothe mansion of the rich and tothe warehouses of the merchant. 

»The unlighted streets where the laboring classes dwelt and where poverty took 

we eat night dens of crimeand a safe shelter for robbers, murderers, 

and thieves. When wealth is not taxed for these matters of public welfare it 
does not escape paying a much heavier assessment in the way of insecurity. 

In our time the increase of cities in number and size is the most important 
factor in our social problems. It occasions constant readjustment of the atti- 
tude of public and private effort. Under the old régime of farmers and planters 

wasa sort of rude but ready local government. The Jandholder and 
managers ruled by personal influence each a small circle of laboring ple, 
and secured the blessings of es and prosperity, such as they were, in their 
several precincts, Peopie were not brought together in masses, but only in 
clans and tribes, according to the patriarchal principle. Accordingly personal 
inffuence prevailed, Each influential 3 of wealth or education knew his 
immediate environment of persons and ruled it with prevailing will-power. 

Under this patriarchal ré e each person was very close to another, and the 
substitution of the will of the one-man power was much more complete than it 
can possibly be in a civilization. It was a family government, and personal 

y mum as a social factor, 
With ourinoreasing city growth the urban N has risen from the low 
status of 3 per cent. of the entire number until, in 1880, 24 per cent. of our people 
were in and ee it is safe to say that one-third of all our peor 
large villages so connected by thé railroad thatthey are practically 
of cities, The city life breaks up completely the old pat: rule in 
thecommunity. The 5 of persons is too large for the strong-willed 
leader to penetrate and eontrol by the authority of his presence, The patri- 


In the city there is no isolation and very little interdependence. fd pomir 


of dependence 
or to his warchouse, and his neighbors go to theirseveral tasks, he knows 

not where. The employés in his factory or store are powerfully influenced by 
him during the few hours of labor, but he knows nothing of their home life and 
has no influence over it. There is a citadel of private life at home over which 
= — aes: He feels that his and authority are strictly 

mi 

_ The 8 farmer or planter knows his obedient clan in their domestic 
life and in all their histories and interests, and he can easily stifle tendencies to 
independence by pulling this or that string of immediate influence. Thus it 
happens in all rural communities wherever they are, there is the dominance of 
one-man power and the subordination of individual will, the suppression of 
manly independence by nipping it in the bud as it were. With the social 
from the rural community to the village and the suburbs, and then to the full 
urban life, there is a progressive emancipation from this thralldom to personal 
influence, to individual sovereignty. The bitity falls on the individual 
and he must decide for himself without the advice of the head of his clan. 

In the family only this patriarchal principle remains, and will remain always, 
though with diminishing power. For when the family has a patriarchal envi- 
ronment it has a firm grasp on the individuals composing it The authority 
of the parent is something sacred. and the worst sin is disobedience. Let the 
rural environment change to an urban one, and the father of the family loses 
his hold on the obedience of his children atan early age. For implicit obedi- 
ence he can expect only a limited obedience, secured partly by appealstoreason 
and self-interest. Implicit obedience to personal authority yields to co-opera- 
tion through inte icht into what is reasonable to be done under the 
circumstances, Instead of one brain with many pairs of hands we see many 
brains each governing its own pair of hands. 

In the rural part of the nation, away from the urbanizing influence of the rall- 
road and daily newspaper, the new status has not arrived, but is arriving. The 
youth hears of the city and its possibilities of individualism from the summer 
visitors if not from his city cousins, and he begins to reflect disparagingly on 
the net-work of customs and usages and blind obedience to personal authority 
which holds him in its meshes. Parental authority is compelled to relax even 
in the rural district. The railroad, which brings with it daily newspaper 
and other instrumentalities of urban life, is plercing these rural communities 
and fast modifying all their conditions. Stillin the rural town mecting may 
be seen the old-time power of the strong-willed patriarchs of the town, They 
centrol the henchmen of their clans stiil. They browbeat and crush ont indi- 
vidual freedom of opinion among their neighbors. Only thro: their mutual 
collision is there left opportunity for some exercise of free individuality on the 
part ot the subordinate clansmen. Fhey may revolt from one leader toanother, 
and thus maintain some degree of self-determination. 

The old town meeting which Freeman, the historian, celebrates is not by any 
means an ideal of free institutions, but even down to this day it is the scene of 
personal browbeatings and the tyranny of patriarchal authority to an extent 
not to be found in any other pos of our civilization, Itis passing away, but 
with it local self-government does not wane and nationalism take its place, but 
the contrary, there is a perpetual growth of individual #esponsibility and free- 


dom. 

But how about this matter of urban growth? Is it not a disease to be cured 
by social enlightenment? Suould not people cease to herd togetber in towns 
aud remove into the country once more? Alas! no one can suggest this who 
once glances at the causes of the increase of city life. 

‘The avatar of natural science has brought along with it an era of mechanic 
invention, and mere hand labor is superseded by machinery. The consequent 
increase of productive power is constantly cheapening the necessary ratio be- 
tween producers of the raw materials of food, clothing, and shelter, and the 
manufactures and distributers of these. The railroad and steam-ship connect 
the 3 regions · of greatest fertility with the regions of great. manu- 
facturing facilities, and fewer and fewer persons are needed for farmers and 
more and more persons are called to the 1 of machinery for manu- 
facturing, for elaborating, ornamenting, and distributing the productions, 

The demand is constant, as is shown by the prevalence of lower agricultural 
wages as compared with wages for mechanical skill, and for the managers of 
transportation and trade. The farmer averages his $23 per mouth while the 
other occupations average much more. à 

This glance at the cause of urban growth convinces us that it is not a tom- 
porary affair. It will go on with increasingrapidity in the future because of the 
increasing perfection of the natural sciences and the 5 inven- 
tion that acerne. Agriculture is destined to be done by ery at an in- 
creasing rate of progress, The rural principle of patriarchism is bound to yield 
to individual responsibility. 3 

Now, what is the effect of urban life? What new strain does it place on the 
individual and bow far does it operate? 

This question is a very important one for the consideration of thase who di- 
see education. It is very important to all sociologists and to all weuld-be re- 

ormers. 

The most obvious effect of these great social changes which I have taken so 
much of my brief space to describe is the increase of Individual responsibility 
and the phenomena which flow from this extra strain upon the individual, Its 
negative effects are twofold, seen in the increase of crime and insanity. So lon: 
as the individual held a sort of family relation to a clan leader who did his 
thinking for him and who made up his mind for him and directed him in mat- 
ters not purely routine, it is obvious that he was relieved of a great weight of 
care and anxiety. All this weight comes upon the individual emancipated from 
patriarchal obedience by change to urban surroundings. The strain acts upon 
the citizen who has possibilities of 9 in such s way as to develop his re- 
sources and make more of a man of him, Upon the weakling it has quite 
another effect. If he be weak in intellect, in nervous power and executive ca- 
pacity, and possessed of good moral proclivities, he is liable to become insane 
under the pressure for constant self adjustment to the changing outside circum- 
stances. Hence, with the increase of urban life there is constant increase of 
cases of insanity observable in all civilized countries. 

There is also an increase of crime. The patriarch of his tribe holds a sort of 
sway within each personality of his clansman, and this appears as s certain re- 
straint or inhibiting force holding back from crime, 

It is obvious enough that this is not a moral force of high order. It is only a 
sort of obsession. The clansman is obsessed by the will of his chief. He leaves 
his own mental house and lets it be tenanted by the will of a master. This is 
not moral nor immoral, but unmoral. Without the sense of responsi- 
bility there is no morality possible. 

On em g čom this authority of the clan and entering the city life our 
weak m and intellectual individual gravitates into association with crimi- 
nals. The close companionship that prevails among confederates in crime al- 
lures our moral weakling. He has none of the instincts which grow with the 
exercise of 8 for such exercise leads one quickly to see that free- 
dom of the individual implies moral and statute laws to protect the exercise of 
free self determination. 

The moral weakling yields to temptation and enters the career of crime, ber 
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moral eerie E though they are willing to help the honest struggler. Hence 
they crush the individual-of immoral vity and drive him ont to seek the 

of wayward and crimi companions, This is the rationale of 
the increases of crime incident to the increase of urban life, and ib is a very 
serious matter to consider, because it brings us back to our original question of 
the proper limits to be set to our doctrine of local self-government. That prin- 
ciple takes for granted intelligent self-direction. It 8 citizens of 
moral aims and purposes, together with educated mind enough to not mistake 
the best means to secure them, A 

In other words, it assumes the existence of mature responsible people and 
makes no account of immature intellectual and moral people who can not direct 
themselves. To be sure it meets these immatare people at the last end of their 
career with halters in one hand for those who have yielded to criminal tendencies 
and with strait-jackets inthe other hand for those who have become insane. 
It has moreover to provide for a large class neither criminal nor insane, but who 
have prove: unequal to their responsibilities in the way of thrift, and who 
therefore drift ashore forthe paupar asylum, 

The principle of let alone, lalsses faire; does not {ake hold of this immature 
class-and provide what it needs for it; it does notinstitute for it a system of nurt- 
ure, Immature development in responsibility does not need justice; it needs 
nurture; it needs not the principle of the state so much as the principle of the 
family, the educative function. 

But it needs to correct the family or patriarchal principle so as not to hold 
back the development of responsibility by the principle of implicit obedience, 
but to adopt a treatment thatshall kindle self-respect and intelligent self-direc- 
tion. It must aid the growth of self-help. Educative efforts increase self-help. 

Indeed it is found that the weakling class that comes into jails and insane 
asylams is disproportionately large from the illiterate classes. While the illit- 
erate criminal class should be about 4 per cent., it is nearly eight times as large 
in our States that have developed urban life. 

These detailed considerations, I think, furnish us a elew to the main question, 
what is the function of government in the matter of education? Undoubtedly 
afres government depends on the education of all its people. A patriarchal 
community can get along without education of all its members. Its chiefs must 
have a sort of education, and they will take possession of the brains of their fol- 
lowers. 

Urban civilization needs to strengthen the power of seif-activity, the power 
to stand the strain of l on the part of its citizens. Education in- 
creases this power more than anything else. 8 

Our modern philanthropy has not discovered anything that will produce self- 
help in the criminal and pauper classes except education, intellectual and moral. 
Such help isall pure gain. 

All aid to education is wellinvested. Other kinds ot aid to the individual may 
- produce medicancy, but aid to education can not and will not do this. 

The problems of education in this nation relate to the treatment of immense 
rural populations in most of the Southern States and in many of our Northern 
States slowly changing into urban populations and subject to this strain upon 
their individual directive powers. We need larger State schoo! taxation which 
shall use the wealth of the eities to help educate the county population. We 
need national aid to swell the funds that shall reach the remotest country dis- 
tricts. Education in u country where the government is by the majorities and 
where each citizen must submit to the majority education is a matter of national 
importance, it is of state importance and of individual importance. 

All interests coincide and all ought to bear a share in it, Our nation should 
not assume direction of education as a general government, but it should sid 
education. Not even the State should assume all directive control over educa- 
tion, but it should- aid it and partially supervise it. The local self-direction of 
towns should administer and for the most part supervise it, Rural education 
now is the greatest of our interests; it is a national fnterest of the most colossal 
kind, Secondary to it, and not much below it, is the education and nurture of 
the weaklings in will-power and intellectual power that drift to our cities with- 
out getting on their feet through self-help. We must take the children of these 
classes and compel them to receive intellectual, moral, and industrial education 
from infancy up to advanced youth, 

There is no way of reaching the rural schools 8 by increasing the money 
appropriated for them by State and national aid. The States, especially in the 
regions where ruraj life is in predominance, are now making their State taxes 
for education much larger than other sections of the country. This fact shows 
the importance of national aid to education. It isthe only way of reaching the 
rural districts except by disproportionate State taxation. 

‘The true relation of General Government to publie education throughout the 
country ts not one of dictation or direction of it, not one of interference in any 
manner with the State and township management, but it should be one of aid 
and encouragement to the educative organizations already established in the 
several States. Such national aid will not and can not “promote mendicancey,” 
as itis called by extreme individualists. This is evident from the nature of edu- 
cation, that it is the very instrumentality of all that aids self-help, stimulates in- 
dividuality, creates self-respect, and increases all kinds of individual enter- 


prise. 

T have limited myself in this paper to this single phase of the relation of the 
General Goverument to public education throughout the land and have omit- 
ted all consideration of the fnnction of the educative burean, the establishment 
of n national university, Indian education, military education, and any other 

hases of national educational work, either in operation or proposed as a sub- 
ect of Congressional legislation in the future. I have omitted these things in 
order to present the sociological aspects that should be borne in mind in their 
consideration as preliminary to the reasonable settlement of all other questions 
hearing on national action in behalf of education. 


Mr. BLAIR. I have stated to the Senate the circumstances which 
environ the debate upon the school bill and which make it improper, 
and, as I think, impossible, that any real progress be made in the at- 
tempt to consider the bill further before next Monday. Itherefore ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill be the unfinished busi- 
ness for next Monday at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the proposition 
made that the bill be made the pending order of business for 2 o'clock 
p. m. on next Monday. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. That it be the unfinished business at that hour? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; the unfinished business at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so crdered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 226) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
pits of = United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 

gns; an 

An act (S. 620) to provide for the time and place of holding the terms 
5 — United States circait and district courts in the State of South 

akota. 


SURGEON-GENERAL, MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2483) increasing the salary of the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine Hospital Service. 3 r 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not wish tointerfere with this particular bill, 
but I desire to submit a motion to take up the trust bill uns the 
Senator from Wiseonsin [ Mr. SPOONER] desires to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs leave to say that the 
bill (S. 2483) increasing the salary of the Supervising Surgeon-General 
of the Marine-Hospita! Service was under consideration at the expira- 
tion of the morning hour, 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope this bill will pass. Iam well acquainted 
with the present Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital 
Service. I have had opportunity to know something of his responsi- 
bilities. He isa man not only of fine attainments in his profession, but 
of extraordinary executive ability, and there is no more important office 
than that which deals with epidemic diseases in the country and their 
relation to commerce and the general good. 

When Florida was stricken with yellow fever this officer did not choose 
to be mere a bureau officer. He was my neighbor at that time, and, to 
my knowledge, he left his home and his family and went South and 
staid therein daily contact with this epidemic, physicians dying around 
him, giving personal attention to the duties of his office; which he 
would do again if the occasion should call for it, which I hope it may 
not. D 

Mr. MORGAN, What is the salary now? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is 54. 000 a year. This proposition, as I under- 
stand it, is to give him the same salary that is now given by law to the 
Surgeon-General of the Army, The responsibility, the relation of the 
service to the public health and to commerce, the personal discomfort 
and dangers attending a conscientious di of the duties of the 
office, would warrant, I think, by comparison of the two offices a larger 
salary than this bill proposes to give to the Surgeon-General of the 
Marine-Hospital Service. I think no bill increasing a salary has becn 
presented at any time during my service here which ought to meet with 
more universal support and commendation than this measure, 

Mr. MORGAN. It seems to me that this is not one of the offices in 
reference to which the salary ought to be admeasured by the mere 
appropriation of the time of the incumbent to the duties of his office. 
The ofice of Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service must 
necessarily require of the incumbent very high professional ability and 
skill. It requires a higher degree of skill, especially in respect of epi- 
demic diseases, than the officeof Surgeon-General of the Army. Isup- 
pose that you could not employ any really respectable and learned 
physician in the United States to go into the infected districts and fol- 
low up the ravages of yellow fever, or cholera, or small-pox perhaps, 
even at the rate of $6,000 a year salary. I suppose there are very few 
physicians in Washington City whe do not make more money than that 
every year practicing in the ordinary routine of practice, and living at 
home and having the enjoyment of their friends, without exposure to 
unnecessary or very great danger. 

So, while I am in favor of fair salaries for fair services for the officers 
connected with the Government of the United States and feel some 
solicitude that they should be kept at a rate which is not very far at 
least in excess of the salaries that the States are able to pay, I do not 
think this office falls within that category; and in the employment of 


the services of this gentleman we ought to give him money enough to 


enable him to live comfortably and easily and to be able to devote his 
time to the very serious questions which are involved always in the 
visitation of epidemic diseases. I shall therefore, sir, vote for a salary 
of $6,000 for this officer, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, allow me to say one word further. 
It so happens that this gentleman is originally from my own State, I 
have known him from his boyhood, and on account of the relation ex- 
isting between him and myself I happen to know thatat the beginning 
of the Administration previous to the present one he was inclined to 
leave the service, but the President prevailed upon him to remain be- 
cause of the importance he attached to the health conditions of the 
country. I happen to know further that he was sought for to fill a 
very prominent position within the last few months, and he was dis- 
posed to accept it because of the much larger salary that was offered, 
but the Administration desired that-he should remain at his post, and 
he yielded again. 

I think it is only fair under the circumstances that this increase 
should be given in view of the fact that this officer is the health officer 
of the country, not of the Army alone or of the Navy alone, but of 
the hospitals of the country, and he is depended upon to take care of 
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the health of the le, so far as any medical care can be taken. As 
the Senator from ma has said, it is not an office the importance 
of which can be measured by dollars and cents. At the same time, 
the man occupying it, being qualified for these high duties, ought to 
be paid a reasonable salary so that he can afford to hold it. I hope 
the bill will pass without opposition. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, may I be indulged in a remark or 
two? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair hears no objection. The 
Senator has spoken once, but there is no objection and he will proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall not speak long. I know how unavailing it 
is for any Senator to oppose the disposition on the part of the Senate to 
increase salaries. It is not only rowing up stream, but it is rowing up 
rapids; it is, I might say, rowing up the Falls of Niagara. I know that; 
but it does seem to me that this is not a very good time to impose addi- 
tional burdens upon the people. I see from the papers this morning 
that we are likely to have an unprecedented flood in the Ohio River, 
destroying property, destroying crops. That is coming down the Mis- 
sissippi River, which is already at flood tide. Weare likely therefore to 
have there an overflow of enormous proportions, destroying not only 
wealth, but the opportunity of producing wealth for the remainder of 
the year. 

A debate here a few days ago developed the fact, not controverted by 
anybody, admitted by everybody to be true, that the farmers of this 
country are not only in an uuprosperous condition, but in many places 
they are in a desperate condition. Under these circumstances, Mr. 
President, 1 do not think it is the proper time to lay upon the producers 
of our wealth additional burdens. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to make another inquiry of the Senator 
from Illinois. I see that by the report No. 226 the Committee on Com- 
merce bring to the Senate this bill as a substitute for the original bill. 
I should like to have the Senator tell me what the number of that 
original bill is and I should like to hear the langnage of it read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I really do not remember the number of the bill or 
exactly itslanguage. This isa more definite statement. Itisasimpler 
form of bill. That is really the only change. My impression is that 
the other bill provided for a specific salary. This simply“ gives the 
same salary that is given to the Surgeon-General of the Army, without 
any definite statement of what the amount shall be. 

Mr, ALLISON. The salary ‘‘and allowances.“ 

Mr. CHANDLER. The salary and allowances.” That is exactly 
what I want to get at. I want to know whether the original proposi- 
tion was to give him a specific salary, and whether the committee have 
substituted for that the declaration that he shall have the same salary 
and allowances now allowed by law to the Surgeon-General of the Army. 
I wish to know whether that was the original proposition or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. My recollection is that the original proposition did 
state a specific sum, but it seemed to be simpler just to give him the 
sum allowed the Surgeon-General of the Army. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no doubt the committee think so, but 
possibly it would be better to fix a specific sum. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator desires to have a specific sum named, 
as far as I am concerned, not representing the whole committee, I am 
willing to specify the sum of $6,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am desirous now to sce the original bill if I 
can see it. 

Mr. FRYE. Is not this the original bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I do not find it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the orig- 
inal bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill of the last Congress was a different bill. This 
is a bill presented at this Congress. There has been no substitute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator no doubt sees it very clearly be- 
A cause he has the advantage of me: he has been on the committee; but 
2 Vith all due deference to the Senator I can not see it. The report says: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred Senate report 23— 

Tt doss not say bill— 
relating to the salary of the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service, report the same back— 

That is they report back Senate report 25— 
and recommend that it be indefinitely postponed— 


Not the original bill— 
and that the bill herewith reported be substituted in its place, with recommen- 
dation that it do pass, 


Then the report goes on to say: 


A resulution similar in its character, and to secure the same result, was sent 
to the committee in the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, and on January 
10, 1889, was reported favorably, and on the 26th of the same month was passed 

. by the Senate. 
The object of the resolution is to equalize the salaries of the three Surgeons- 
General. 7 

I submit to the chairman of the committee and the Senator from Tili- 
nois that there is a little confusion here. The report says that the com- 
mittee report back Senate report 25. They then speak of “a resolution 
similar in its character '’ as having passed the committee and the Senate 
in the last Congress; and when we look to find in what way action upon 
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gress we find neither the original 
good faith I should like to see the 


this subject was originated in this Con 

bill nor any Senate report 25. In all 

original bill, if there was one; I should like to see Senate report 25, if 

there is we ee the committee recommend be indefinitely post- 
ti 


poned, and 
in this case. 

Mr. CULLOM, To comply with the Senator’s request a Senator 
would have to keep on file not only the bills of this Congress, but the 
previous one, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. Going back to the previous Congress, my recollec- 
tion is that there was perhaps a resolution introduced in reference to 
this matter that comprehended the same subject and provided for the 
same increase of salary, and after inquiry at the War Department as 
to what amount of salary and allowances the Surgeon-General of the 
Army was receiving, it seemed to be the simplest way to report that we 
would give to the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service ex- 
actly the same amount that the Surgeon-General of the Army was get- 
ting. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit to the Senator from Illinois that he 
is inviting a very serious conflict here in the construction of this law, 
if the bill shall become such, between the officers of the Treasury De- 
partment and this official. The bill reads: 

Shall receive the same salary and allowances as are now allowed by law to 
the Surgeon-General of the Army. 

The Surgeon-General of the Army goes out of the Army during the 
coming summer by reason of having reached the retirement age. As 
part of the allowances now allowed the Surgeon-General there is a 
large sum of money annually paid to him as his longevity pay for 
every five years of service. I submit that this language is so indefi- 
nite that it invites trouble. 

Mr. SPOONER. His successor would not have it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. His successor would not have it, but that is 
the amount now allowed to the Surgeon-General of the Army. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me I will move that the 
bill be amended so as to read: 

That hereafter the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice shall receive a salary of $6,000 per annum. 

Striking out the remainder of the bill, so that there wilf be no ques- 
tion about the amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will be stated. : A 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 4, 5, and 6, it is moved to strike out 
the words same salary and allowances as are now allowed by law to 
the Surgeon-General of the Army and insert the sum of $6,000 
per annum;’’ so as to read: 7 : 

That hereafter the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice shall receive the sum of $6,000 per annum. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it is perhaps due to Surgeon-General 
ae that I should say a few words before final action upon the 
bill. 

It comes within my knowledge that his performance of the duties of 
that office during the late epidemic in Florida was very valuable to the 
people of the whole country and that he gave his entire time and ability 
to it and with very great success, It is probably due to the efficient 
administration of his office that the epidemic was staid within the 
limits where it was found and did not extend generally through the 
country. 

I wish further to say that the office of Surgeon-General of the Marine- 
Hospital Service, as it is now with the supervision of the pub- 
lic health and the enforcement of the laws to prevent the introduction 
and extension of epidemic diseases in the country, is the most impor- 
tant office connected with the Medical Bureau of the Government. Its 
duties are more extended and varied and of greater importance to the 
public than any other office connected with the Medical Department 
of the service. 

Surgeon-General Hamilton, who is the present incumbent of this 
office, is a very progressive man, a man of scientific habits of thought 
and pursuits, and devotes himself not only to the eficient administra- 
tion of the laws in relation to epidemic disease, but to the intelligent 
investigation of the causes of disease and of all the measures which 
may be expedient or necessary for its extinction of the prevention of 
its introduction. 

T do not think that you can obtain the services of a man of equal 
capacity in the profession for a smaller amount than this; and if you 
reduce the salary or leave it at its present amount you will have to em- 
ploy the services, however able they may come to be, of men without 
experience and who give the country no kind of guaranty from their 
established reputation of their ability in the performance of this duty. 

I shall therefore vote for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


en I may follow it with a motion I should like to make 
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The bill wasordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-Pres- 
ident: í 

A bill (S. 835) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors 
who are totally helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted 
while in the service of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 896) toamend and alter an act entitled ‘An act to author- 
ize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa, approved July 
16, 1858. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production. 

Mr. CULLOM. -I hope the Senator will allow me to get along to 
my public-building bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is at the very head of the list now. 

Mr, CULLOM. The Senator called up the public-building bills the 
other day and got his all through. What is the Senator’s object now 
in calling up Senate bill No. 1? = 

Mr. SHERMAN. To enable the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] to make a speech. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall go on with the Calendar for awhile. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 1. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will go on with the consideration 
of the Calendar. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair), TheSena- 
tor from Ohio moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in restraint 
of trade and production. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do I understand that the Senator from Mississippi 
gave notice that he desired to make a speech to-day ? 

Mr.GEORGE. It would snit me as well to-day, and probably bet- 
ter than at any other time. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator has given notice and desires to speak 
I of course withdraw my opposition to taking up the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not given any notice, but the Senator from 
Ohio abont an hour ago told me he would call the bill up, and as I 
have a speech ready to deliver it would suit me to go on to-day. 

Mr. HALE. What has become of the educational bill that was going 
to be pressed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
derstanding until Monday. 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe I would prefer to take up the trust bill to- 


It has gone over by agreement or un- 


day. : 

Air. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Ohio if his purpose is 
to consider the bill until it is disposed of or to let it go back to the 
Calendar after the speech of the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it disposed of, but I presume 
it will have to go over after the Senator from Mississippi has concluded 
his remarks. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope when the Senator from Mississippi concludes 
his speech that we shall go back to the Calendar for awhile. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the ob- 
jection is waived, and by unanimous consent the Senate will proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and com- 
binations in restraint of trade and production. d 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senátor from Mississippi proceeds I will 
ask him to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill read; that is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desire to call up Senate bill 907, a pension 
bill that was passed over on account of my necessary absence during 
the morning hour, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection, and then let Senate bill No. 
1 be read. 

MRS. MARY IL. BRADFORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate resume the consideration of the bill (S. 
907) to restore the name of Mrs. Mary L. Bradford to the pension - roll. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will take but a moment. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read, and the amend- 

- ment of the Committee on Pensions has been agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations 
in restraint of trade and production. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: r 

Be it enacted, etc.. That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or m- 


binations between persons or corporations made with a view or which tend to 
prevent full and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of 
articles imported into the United States, or in the production, manufacture, or 
sale of articles of domestic growth or production, or domestic raw material 
competes with any similar article upon which a duty is levied by the United 
States, or which shall be transported from one State or foe i to another, 
and all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
persons or corporations designed or which tend to advance the cost to the con- 
sumer of any such articles are hereby declared to be against public policy, un- 
lawful, and void. : 

Src. 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, ny Seren trust, or combination mer sue for and recover, in 
any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction, of any person or cor- 

ration a party to a combination described in the first section of this act, the 

ull consideration or sum paid by him for any goods, wares, and merchandise 
included in or advanced in price by said combination. > 

Sec. 3. That all persons entering into any such arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination described in section 1 of this act, either on hisown 
account or as agent or attorney for another, or as an officer, agent, or stock- 
holder of any corporation, or as a trustee, committee, or in any renner J what- 
ever, shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor, and on conviction th in any 
district or circuit court of the United States shall be subject to a fine of not more 
than $10,000 or to imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not more than 
five years, or to both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 
And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States of the dis- 
trict in which such persons reside to institute the proper proceedings to enforce 
the provisions of this act. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not intend to say anything with respect to 
the bill at this time; perhaps not at all, unless it becomes necessary. 
I wish to give notice, however, that I am directed by the Committee 
on Finance to move to strike out the third section of the bill, so that 
Senators may understand that that amendment is proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and probably some modification will be made of the 
amendments that have already been reported. With this remark I 
leave the matter to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I regard this legislation, or rather 
legislation on the subject-matter of this bill, as possibly the most im- 
portant matter to come before the present Congress, and for that reason 
Ihave prepared with some care the remarks which I propose to submit 
to the Senate in opposition to the bill as it now stands, both as to its 
efficiency, if it be constitutional, and also upon the question of the con- 
stitutional power of Congress to enact it. 

A careful analysis of the terms of the bill is essential. We must 
know what it means, what its legal effect is, if we give force to it as it 
is written. It is somewhat obscure; in some parts ambiguous. It is a 
a criminal and penal statute. Its second section provides for the re- 
covery of a penalty. Its third and last section provides for an indict- 
ment and punishment of offenders for crimes defined in the first. 

In considering such a bill Congress must necessarily determine with 
care what will be its meaning and effect in the courts. This is essen- 
tial to prevent a result which would be both absurd and ee reju- 
dicial, to wit, that Congress means one thing in passing the bill and 
the courts in enforcing it shall give it another and different meaning. 

We must adopt, therefore, the known methods of thé courts in de- 
termining what the bill means. Before passage this is a high duty, to 
prevent misconception and, from that, injustice. After its enactment 
we have no power of construction. It is then the sole duty of the courts 
to construe it to find out our meaning and intention in making the law. 
In the sense in which they interpret it, it becomes the law of the land, 
however contrary that intent may be to the individual opinion of Sen- 
ators who vote for it. . 

Being a penal statute, and nothing else, it will be construed strict! 
in fayor ofalleged violators. Nothing will be brought within it whi 
is outside of its plain words. Enlargement by construction will not be 
allowed, The party charged with violating it can stand, and will 
stand, on the strict letter of the statute. The courts will not go an inch 
beyond this in trying and punishing alleged offenders. 

I proceed now to the analysis of the bill, to see what it provides for, 
what it prohibits, what it punishes, and what it permits as lawful. 

In the first place, it must be noted that the bill deals only with agree- 
ments, arrangements, and combinations. It denounces and punishes 
these when made with a certain intent, but if neither punishes nor af- 
fects in the least any act done in pursuance of these combinations. It 
punishes a conspiracy with intent to do certain things, but treats these 
things when done as perfectly lawful, as harmless, even meritorious, 

The making of the combination with the prohibited intent is the 
corpus delicti, the criminal act denounced by the statute. That and 
nothing more is the crime. The crime, in the main, is complete and 
perfect when this agreement is made. It makes no difference, so far as 
the bill goes, except in one case, whether acts are afterwards done in 
pursuance of the agreement or not. If no such act be done, still the 
making or entering into the agreement is criminal and punishable. If 
such act be done, it is neither punishable in itself, nor does it aggravate 
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in any way the criminality of the combination, or agreement, or what- 
ever else the thing may be called. Itis nota case (and this must be 
borne in mind) where the original agreement is one of s series of acts, 
all of which are necessury to be done in order to constitute the crime. 
But the entering into the a nt or combination (for these words 
cover the whole of the words descriptive of the crime as used in the 
bill) is ver se the crime and the whole of it. 

The first thing which attracts our attention, therefore, is that if the 
agreement or combinstion, which is the crime, be made outside of the 
jurisdiction of the United States it is also without the terms of the law 
and can not be punished in the United States. Mark that. Then if these 
conspirators are foreigners and remain at home, or, being citizens, shall 
cross our borders and enter into any foreign territory and there make 
the combination or agreement they escape the criminal part of this law; 
and proceedings carrying out the combination may be carried on with im- 
punity in the United States. The raising of prices and the prevention 
of free and full competition may all take place inthe United States, and 
yet no crime has been committed. 

That this isa serious and not a mere fanciful and hypothetical objec- 
tion is manifest. For it is certain, if the bill become a law, all combina- 
tions and agreements involving large amounts and therefore seriously 
affecting the welfare of the people of the United States will be made 
outside of the jurisdiction of the United States. Canada and Mexico 
are near neighbors, and the former will certainly become the locality 
in which these agreements will be made, asit has become the refuge of 
embezzlers at this day. The law will therefore operate only on little 
sinners, little men, combining with reference to interests so small as not 
to justify the expense and trouble of a visit to Canada or Mexico in 
order to make the mentorcombination. So that the billisasham 
so far as the real criminals are concerned, the men whose wealth ena- 
bles them to fleece and rob the le. 

But suppose, what I think, however, is highly improbable, some of 
these great combinations should be made in the United States. Will 
the case be any better for the people in whose interests we profess to 

i ? The combination, agreement, or trusts, etc., must, under the 

ill, be made with the intention to prevent full and free competition 

in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles imported into the 
United States.” 

Here we have serious ambiguity and doubt, and it is impossible to 
say with certainty what the bill means. The word imported, which 
describes the article about which the agreement is to be made, isin the 
past tense, and means, grammatically, articles already imported, and 
shows that the agreement must be in reference to articles which have 
then atthe timeof making the agreement been imported; yet in the same 
sentence we have denounced an ment to prevent fulland free com- 
petition in the importation of the articles described, and this necessa- 

means that the agreement shall precede the final act of importation. 
For it is certain that an agreement made after the act of importation 
is complete can not have any effect on that past and completed trans- 
action. It is not in the power of man to change or affect the past. 
What has transpired is not a matter in action; it is only a matter of 
history. 

So that we have this contradictory enactment contained in the same 
sentence, that the agreement denounced by the bill shall precede im- 
portation, and that it shall also come after im tion. There is no 
way to reconcile this except to strike out the word importation“ in 
the sentence prevent full and free competition in the importation, 
transportation, or sale of articles imported ’’ or to insert which shall 
be” before imported. It certainly is not allowable to strike out a 
word in a criminal statute, nor can we insert words which change its 
meaning. If we insert which shall be,“ then we make the trans- 

tion and sale’’ prohibited precede the final act of importation. 
ey will thus not only precede importation, but there is nothing in 
the bill to limit the time, so it be preceding time, in which such sale 
and transportation shall take place. It therefore covers any time in 
which, and any place, though in a foreign country, at which, such trans- 
3 and sale might take place. A provision so broad would make 
statute unconstitutional, as embracing matters within a foreign juris- 
diction and subject to regulation only by a foreign power. 

There is only one other conceivable meaning, and that is, the phrase 
‘‘aoreements, ete., made with intention to prevent fall and free com- 

tition in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles imported 

to the United States,’’ means, with reference to importation, that the 
agreement must precede the act of importation; and with reference to 
**transportation and sale,“ this agreement refers to those acts done 
after importation. With this meaning, if we are allowed to conjecture 
it in a criminal statute, the bill would be plainly unconstitutional. It 
would then include transportation and sale generally, there being no 
words to limitthem. Transportation and sale generally are not within 
the jurisdiction of Congress, but only transportation and sale in inter- 
state and foreign commerce. It will be hereafter shown to be an un- 
deniable rule of constitutional law that where the language of a stat- 
ute embraces matters within and without the constitutional power of 
Congress the whole of it is unconstitutional. 

Butif we were allowed to do this in this case, the result would be 
to demonstrate in the clearest manner the utter worthlessness of the 
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bill as a for the evils which afflict our country. For in this 
view we would have the prohibited agreement so far as importation is 
concerned preceding that event. As importation is the result of a 
transportation of goods from a foreign country, the agreement in re- 
lation to it would generally be made there, and would always be made 
there if such agreements were prohibited and punishable by Jaw here. 
And as to the transportation and sales here, they would take place or 
could be made to take place after the article imported ceased to be im- 
ports in the constitutional sense of the term or after the original pack- 
age in which they were imported had been broken. Anagreement made 
with reference to them in that connection wonld be beyond the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress. This will be proven before I conclude. 

There is another trouble—a very serious obstacle—in enforcing the 
bill asa law. ‘The agreement or combination must be made with a 
certain specified intent. A combination or arrangement between two 
or more in relation to the business mentioned in the bill is altogether 
an innocent and lawful transaction, unless it be made with the intent 
named in the bill. The unlawful intent therefore is the gist of the 
offense. Without this intent the act is lawful, even meritorious. With 
it, the act is unlawful and criminal. 

In such cases it is settled law that the specific intent which consti- 
tutes the crime must be proven on the trial to exist as is stated in the 
statute. A lawful act made unlawful when done with aspecific intent 
mentioned in the statute, remains still lawful, so far as that statute is 
concerned, if not done with that specific intent, though it may have 
been done with some other intent, which may he recognized in morals 
and even in law as equally objectionable as the specific intent named in 
the statute. 

In all such cases the specific intent named in the statute must not 
only exist, but must on the trial be proven to exist beyond a reason- 
able doubt or the party indicted must be acquitted; the proof of a 
different intent, though it be also unlawful, will not do. So that under 
the first branch of the statute relating to imported goods, it must be 
proven that the intention was to prevent competition in the transpor- 
tation, when it is not purely internal and domestic, or in the sale of the 
article whilst it was still an import in the constitutional sense; that 
is, before it has been sold by the importer or before the original pack- 
age in which it is imported has been broken. If the combination re- 
lates to sales to be made by others than the importers or even by the 
importers themselves after the original package is broken, then it is 
with different intention than the one included in the statute, and with 
an intention that can not be constitutionally included in it and there- 
fore there can be no conviction under the statute. 

So that all the benefits of this bill, so far as preventing increased price 
coming from combinations to prevent free competition in the sale of 
imported goods, come to naught if the parties making the combina- 
tions will only make them with the intent to operate on sales takin 
place after they have ceased to be imports by either having been sold 
by the importer, or he, still being owner, has broken the package in 
which they were imported. Of course, if the bill becomes a law, the 
combinations and arrangments will be made outside of it, when that 
can be so easily done. 

T pass now to the second branch of the bill: combinations and ar- 
rangements ‘* with intention to prevent full and free competition in 
the production, manufacture, or sale of articles of domestic growth or 
production or domestic raw material” that competes with any similar 
article upon which a duty is levied by the United States, intended for 
and which shall be transported in interstate commerce for sale. 

This is a most remarkable provision, possibly unparalleled in penal 
legislation, 

To constitute the crime under this part of the bill there must be com- 
bined three intents, entirely distinct, two of them not unlawful, and 
one act which may be done bya third party in no wise connected with 
the party who is made criminal. This act of such third party is not 
only not criminal but is even meritorious and the subject of encourage- 
ment by law. That is, a crime is by statute compounded of three in- 
tents, two of them lawful, and of the se te and independent and 
subsequent lawful act of another, all of these concurring to constitute 
the crime. 

To convict a party indicted under this clause of the bill, it must be 
proved beyond a reasonable doubt— 

First. That he entered into the combination or arrangement named 
with another, or others, with the specific intent to prevent the full and 
free competition in the production, manufacture, or sale of domestic 
articles which compete with dutiable foreign goods; 

Second. That these domestic articles must be intended for transpor- 
tation in interstate commerce for sale; and 

Third. That these goods have been so transported for sale. 

Suppose the United States succeeds in proving the unlawful combi- 
nation or arrangement to permit full and free competition. This alone 
will not do, as under the first branch of the bill something further 
must be proven. It must be further shown that the articles in rela- 
tion to which the combination was made do actually compete with the 
dutiable foreign article. The language is that the domestic article 
““competes’’ with the foreign’ article, not that it may compete or has 
the tendency to compete. There must be actual competition. If we 
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may, as this bill does, apply the action indicated by the verb ‘to com- 
pete to inanimate and insensible subjects, as articles of merchandise, 
wecan do if only in the sense that the separate owners of these articles 
are maintaining a contest, seeking and striving for thesame thing; that 
is, each is striving to sell his own article, as against the other, in the 
same market and to the same set of customers or buyers. 

This actual competition in the sense above named must be proven as 
stated. The statute is a penal one and must not only be strictly con- 
strued in favgr.of the alleged violator, but the acts constituting the 
crime must be proven beyond reasonable doubt. It must be shown, 
then, that the domestic article, in the language of the bill, “‘ competes’’ 
with the foreign article; that this competition must be actual, a real, 
substantive fact actually transpiring and capable of obser ation, not 
a mere potentiality or possibility or even probability of q mpetition. 
This it will be impossible to prove unless both articles shculd be act- 
ually in a particular market, as New York, and their >wners are 
seeking and striving against each other to sell them. If the foreign 
article be absent and not offered in the market, there is no competition. 
If the domestic article be absent there is no competition, for in neither 
case can it be said the domestic article, in the language of the statute, 
**competes’’ with the other. And it makes no difference what may 
cause the absence of the foreign article, except that such absence shall 
not be caused by the combination. For if the foreign owner will not 
on any account bring or send his goods to our markets, there can be 
nothing here which competes with them. And so if the foreign goods 
be excluded by a law of the United States denouncing them as unlaw- 
ful objects of commerce, for then they can not be brought here at all. 

Is not the same thing true if their entrance into our ports be ex- 
cluded by the imposition of a duty so high that itis prohibitory? In 
either case it is prohibition of competition, completeand effectual. In 
the one case the prohibition is absolute and eo nomine; in the other it 
is equally effectual, though prohibition is not expressly and by that 
name enacted. In both cases there is no actual competition, nor does 
the casus named in the bill, that the domestic articles compete ’’ with 
the foreign article, arise, 

So it appears that in a large majority of instances under our pro- 
tective tariff, enacted expressly, as the friends of it claim, to prevent 
full and free competition between foreign and domestic goods, this 
bill, if enacted, will furnish no remedy, It will be asham and nothing 
more. 

But suppose the difficulty is surmounted and the actual competition 
is proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then it must also be proven that 
the domestic goods or raw materials were intended by the parties to 
the combination for transportation from one State or Territory to an- 
other for sale, 

The intention to transport for sale must be the intention of the par- 
ties to the combination and the party on trial. However we may make 
one man responsible for the open and overt acts of another, I believe 
it has never been contended that we could makeone man liable for the 
secret and uncommunicated intention and thoughts of another. So it 
must be proven that the combination was made not only with the intent 
to prevent full and free competition between the goods produced under 
it and the foreign article, but that the intent was that the goods pro- 
duced should be transported from State to State for sale. These intents 
must coexist at the making of the arrangement in the minds of the 
parties to it. If either is wanting there can be no crime under this bill. 

Parties, therefore, entering into these combinations after this bill be- 
comes a law will of course make them according to law. It is their 
duty to make their action conform to the law. It will be presumed 
that they did so conform to law unless the contrary is proven. Seeing, 
then, when the bill passes, that it is not unlawful to make combinations 
and arrangements in the production, manufacture, and sale of goods, 
with intent to prevent the competition denounced by the bill unless is 
shown the farther intent that these goods shall be transported for sale 
from one State to another, they will limit the intention to selling them 
or exchanging them in the State in which they are produced. They 
will refuse to sell except at their doors. They will agree to make and 
produce goods to sell to whosoever will there at that very place and 
in that State buythem. Calling to mind the rule of law before alluded 
to, that when the specific intent is the gist of the crime, it must exist 
and be proven to exist, specifically as stated in the statute, we see that 
no crime is established. 

That a part of the goods produced may and actually does go into in- 
terstate commerce will not do to prove the specific intent mentioned in 
the bill; for that would only prove that the intent of the combina- 
tion was to produce goods which parties to whom they were sold and 
over whom the combination had no control might or might not put 
into interstate commerce as circumstances of trade might afterward in- 
dicate as most profitable. This is a very different intent from the spe- 
cific intent named in the statute, the intent solely to transportin inter- 
state commerce. 

To show how impossible it is to produce a conviction upon a statute 
where the gist of the offense is the intent to transport in the manufact- 
ure of goods, I read from a decision of the Supreme Court at the 
October term, 1888, Kidd rs. Pearson: „ 


Even in the exercise of the power contended for Congress would be confined 


to the jon, not of certain branches of industry, however numerous, but 
to those instances in each and every branch where the producer contemplated 
an interstate market. These instances would be almost infinite, as we have 
seen, but still there would always remain the possibility, and often it would be 
the case, that the producer contemplated a domestic market. In that case the 
supervisory power must be execu by the State, and the interminable trouble 
would be presented that whether the one power or the other should exercise 
the authority in question would be determined, not by any general or intelli- 
gible rule, but by the secret and changeable intention of the producer in each 
and every act of production. A situation more paralyzing to the State govern- 
ments and more provocative of conflicts between the General Government and 
the States, and less likely to have been what the framers of the Constitution 
intended, it would be difficult to imagine, 

But, Mr. President, if this trouble should be removed there remains 
another. It must also be shown that the goods produced were actu- 
ally so transported, and that, too, with another specificintent, namely, 
for sale. 

It is not stated in the statute who shall entertain this last intent. We 
are left to conjecture as to whether the purpose of sale shall be the pur- 
pose of the persons making the combination, or of any person to whom 
they may have sold the goods, or of asubpurchaser from them, being the 
consignor in the transportation, or of the consignee in the State in which 
the transportation ends. But though doubtful we must assume that 
the intent or purpose of sale was the intent and purpose of the party on 
trial, of the parties to the combination, for, as stated before, one man 
can not be punished for the secret and uncommunicated intent of 
another. 

But if this obstacle, insurmountable as it appears to be, should be 
found in fact removable, then we will find that the statute will never- 
theless be a worthless remedy against the evils arising from these com- 
binations, For, as the transportation must be for sale, and not for any- 
thing else, it must be negatived in the proof that it was for exchange 
or for consumption. 

Bat up to this point, if all the proof be made as required, there must 
be proven a superadded or fourth intention; that is, it shall be the in- 
tent of the parties to the combination to advance the cost of the articles 
described to the consumer. Theintent to advance the price to the whole- 
sale or retail dealer alone will not do; it must be to advance it to the 
consumer. This leaves unpunished and perfectly Jawful all those 
combinations which have proven so disastrous, that have for their ob- 
ject a decrease in the price to be given to the producer, and also those 
speculative movements now so common by which there shall be a tem- 
porary advance in the market, to last till a day not fur off, when there 
shall be a settlement, 

These arrangements, combinations, or corners, or whatever else they 
may be called, are made wholly for speculative purposes—intended 
alone to squeeze those who are short,“ as the saying is. It is true 
they do, asan incident, sometimes affect, while they last, the price paid 
by the consumer; but that is not the intent, the specific intent with 
which they are formed, and they are, therefore, not embraced in the 
statute. Nor are such combinations made in reference to articles in- 
tended for interstate transportation and sale, for such speculations are 
made wholly without expectation of a delivery of the articles, and set- 
tlements are made by merely paying the price on the day agreed upon. 

Mr. President, up to this point I have been considering the bi 
in its aspect as a punisherof crime, But there is a section which gives 
the injured party a civil action to recover a penalty; that is, double 
damages. If we suppose that such 2 suit would ever be brought, an 
event almost certain not to transpire, the plaintiff would encounter 
all the difficulties of a criminal prosecution, as I have pointed them 
out, with one single exception and only one. That exception is that 
he would not be compelled to make out his case beyond a reasonable 
doubt. He would, however, be compelled to prove every fact shown 
to be necessary in the criminal proceeding by clear evidence to the sat- 
isfaction of the court and jury. He would not be allowed to rely ou 
mere conjecture or supposition, buf he must establish his case affirma- 
tively so as to satisfy the court and jury that all the facts and all the in- 
tents existed which I have shown to be necessary in the criminal prose- 
cution. That this would be impossible is seen from what I have stated, 
and is also shown more clearly even by what follows. 

The right of action against the persons in the combination is given 
to the party damnified. Who is this party injured, when, as prescribed 
in the bill, there has been an advance in the price by the combination? 
The answer is found in the bill itself in the words, intended to ad- 
vance the cost to the consumer of any such articles.“ The consumer is 
the party “ damnified or injured.” 

This is the express provision of the bill, as I think is clear from the 
last clause of the first section. But even if it were not the express lan- 
guage of the bill, it soresultsasa logical necessity. An advance in price 
to the middlemen is not mentioned in the bill, for the obvious reason 
thatnosuch advance would damnify them; it would rather he a benefit, 
as it would increase the value of the goods he has on hand. He buys 
to sell again. He buys only for profit on a subsequent sale. So what- 
ever he pays he receives when he sells, together with a profit on his in- 
vestment; and so of all of them, including the last, who sellsdirectly to 
the consumer. The consumer, therefore, paying all the increased price 


advanced by the middlemen and profits on the same, is the party neces- 
sarily damniſled or injured. 
the consumers? The people of the United States as indi- 
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viduals; whatever each individual consumes, or his family, marks the 
amount of his interest in the price advanced by the combination. It is 
manifest that in nearly every instance the damage by the advanced 
price ofeach article affected by these combinations would be—though in 
the te large, indeed—so small as not to justity the expense and 
trouble of a suit in a distant court. The consumer claims a loss of, say, 
$25, on a particular article, as sugar, affected by the combination. If 
he succeeds he gets double damages; that is, $50. He may live in Mis- 
souri, or Texas, or Kansas; he must go to New York, or Boston, or 
Chicago, or some distant city to bring his suit. He is poor, a farmer, 
or mechanic, or laborer. He undertakes to get damages from a power- 
fal and rich corporation, or combination of corporations and persons, 
He must employ lawyers; he must hunt up and interview witueases, 
many of them unwilling to communicate what they know and some 
interested in misleading him. He mustsummon them; pay their ex- 
penses. He must attend the court. If he is ready for trial the cause 
will be probably continued. The result will be in nearly every case 
that, crushed by the expense, wearied by the delays, he will abandon 
the suit in despair. 

I do not hesitate to say that few, ifany, of such suits will ever be 
instituted, and not one will ever be successful. 

Mr. President, I have proven this bill to be worthless even if it be 
constitutional. These trusts and combinations are great wrongs to the 

ople. They have invaded many of the most important branches of 
et sl They operate with a double-edged sword, They increase 
beyond reason the cost of the necessaries of life and business aud they 
decrease the cost of the raw material, the farm products of the country. 
They regulate prices at their will, depress the price of what they buy 
and increase the price of what they sell. They aggregate to themselves 
great, enormous wealth by extortion which make the people poor. Then 
making this extorted wealth the means of further extortion from their 
unfortunate victims, the people of the United States, they pursue un- 
molested, unrestrained by law, their ceaseless round of peculation un- 
der the law, till they are fast producing that condition in our people 
in which the great mass of them are the servitors of those who have 
this aggregated wealth at their command. 

The people see this and they are restless and discontented. The farm- 
ers especially have been the victims of this and other policies which 
have brought them to the verge of ruin. Debts and mortgages accu- 
mulate. The home, the farm, the workshop, are becoming the prop- 
erties by encumbrances of lordly creditors, who, by methods encouraged 
and fostered by law in some instances and permitted by law in others, 
have extorted their ill-gotten gains from the poor and then used the 
money thus obtained to complete the ruin of the people. The people 
ask us for redress. They plead for security against these wrongs, What 
is offered them is this bill, which, even if it be constitutional, is, as I 
have shown it to be, utterly worthless. It will aggravate rather than 
diminish the evils, 

Mr. President, I do not charge the committee with bad faith in the 
presentation of this bill. I have faith in the fairness and justice of 
theirint mtions. The truth is, sir, the committee, by its methods, un- 
dertook to accomplish the impossible. They have undertaken to com- 
pound from reserved and granted powers a valid bill, and the result is 
the incongruities I have pointed out, that curious commingling of in- 
consistent and inefficient provisions which has produced this abortion. 
There is one power in the Constitution which would have been efficient 
if it had been resorted to. It is the power to levy taxes, duties, im- 

ts, ete, The author of this bill at one time concurred in the opin- 
jon that this was the only power in Congress on the subject which would 
be efficient. Speaking of legislation to suppress trusts, on August 14, 
1888, Mr. SHERMAN said: 

Whether such legislation can be ingrafted in our peculiar system by the na- 
tional authority there is some doubt. If it can be done at all it must be done 
upon a tariff bill or revenue bill. Ido not see in what other way it can be done. 

That, sir, is exactly my position. There is no other way under the 
Constitution. 

And to show what he meant by legislation on a tariff bill the same 
great Senator on January 2, 1888, commenting on a passage in President 
Cleveland’s message recommending lower duties to prevent trusts, said: 

Where such combinations to prevent a reduction of price by fair competition 
exist I agree that they may and ought to be met by a reduction of duty, 

But that distinguished Senator and the great Committee on Finance 
who have produced this bill believe in high duties, in protective duties, 
in even prohibitive duties. They are wedded to the conviction that 
the home market is the best market, and that the American manu- 
facturer is entitled to this American market as against the world. They 
are unwilling to give up this theory. Notwithstanding they see that 
combinationstopreventa reduction of price by faircompetition do exist ”’ 
and that a fair and effectual ‘‘way to meet them is by a reduction ofduty,”’ 
they can not make up their minds to do this. So, contrary to the views 
expressed, as above quoted, by Mr. SHERMAN, they have sought another 

wer in the Constitution to suppress trusts. But they have sought 

n yain, as Mr. SHERMAN said they would. They seek to make two 
inconsistent, even repellant, things coexist and harmonize, to wit: a 
high protective tariff, which shuts out foreign competition, and the vain 
prohibition that the protected parties shall not avail themselves of the 
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advantage thusgiven them. They throw the coveted sop to the hungry 
and greedy Cerberus and then say to the dog, ‘‘ You shall not eat it.“ 


The attempt to do this must fail. Success is impossible. You can 
no more make moral contradictory laws céalesce and work in harmony 
than you can construct a system dependent on contradictory physical 
and mathematical laws. The power of Congress is impotent to recon- 
cile and harmonize truth and error. It is powerlessalso to make truth 
errororto make error truth. We ean not enact that the three angles of a 
triangle shall be more or less than two right angles. * We can not re- 
peal the law of gravity. We can not enact that vice shall be virtue, 
that falsehood shall be truth. Wecannotchange humannature, We 
can not by our tariff laws administer to and stimulate the greed of men, 
and then, without removing the stimulant, enact successfully, as is at- 
tempted by this bill, that this greed shall be generosity and self-abne- 
gation. By our tariff laws we hold out to the owners of the protected 
industries the offer of 47 per cent. advance in price. We tell them 
they are entitled to it; that it is rightand just. By this bill we say 
to them, you must not take the offer. i 

Of course, Mr. President, a bill framed with these utterly contra- 
dictory and irreconcilable ends will be inefficient, the miserable sham I 
have shown this to be. 

THE BILL UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

Mr. President, I now proceed to show that the bill is utterly uncon- 
stitutional. 

This task is an easy one, since the principles applicable to this ex- 
amination have again and again been settled by the Supreme Court. 
I warn Senators now that no attempt will be made to show the bill 
unconstitutional upon that narrow and strict theory of State rights 
which they may suppose is entertained by the Southern people and by 
them only, In all I shall say on this subject I shall plant my argu- 
ment on an exposition of the Constitution made by the tribunal ost 9 8 
the Constitution itself appoints to perform that duty. 

The power to enact the bill is claimed in the bill itself under the 
commercial clause of the Constitution: the power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations and among the States.“ 

A statute enacted under this grant must be the exercise of a power 
of regulation, a regulation of commerce, either foreign or interstate. 
It must be this and nothing else. 

A regulation of commerce is prescribing rules for carrying on that 
commerce; that is, regulating the doing of the things which of them- 
selves constitute that commerce; the very transactions between men 
which are commerce, interstate or foreign, are the things to be regulated. 

The transactions which take place before this interstate or foreign 
commerce begins and the transactions occurring after it ends, thongh 
they be strictly commercial, do not constitute interstate or foreign 
commerce nor any part of it. They are only domestic commerce in the 
State in which they take place, and are beyond the power of Congress 
toregulate. They belong exclusively to the State iu which they orig- 
inate and are consummated. The power of Congress commences wit. 
the initiation of interstate or foreign commerce and ceases with its 
termination. The regulation, therefore, must be of things done, trans- 
actions taking place, after this initial point and before the point of ter- 
mination. The power of Congress extends to nothing before the begin- 
ning and to nothing occurring after the end of this commerce, 

So far as this bill is concerned, it is needful only to specify the acts, 
without reference to the citizenship of the actors, which constitute in- 
terstate or foreign commerce. They embrace purchase, sale, exchange, 
barter, transportation, and intercourse for the purpose of trade in all 
its forms. (See Welborn vs, Missouri, 91 U. S. R., and Mobile vs. 
Kimball, 102 U. S. R., 702.) Of these acts this bill specifies and claims 
jurisdiction over importation (purchase and transportation combined), 
transportation, and sale of imported articles. This relates to foreign 
commerce. So fur as interstate commerce is concerned, it specifies trans- 
portation for sale only. The extent of these under the power of Con- 
gress will be discussed further on, 

Bat, Mr. President, among these commercial acts are not manufact- 
nres or any other kind of production, nor sales, nor transportation 
purely within a State or wholly outside the territorial jurisdiction of 
the United States. The bill proceeds on the idea that as to interstate 
commerce the jurisdiction of Congress extends to the regulation of the 
production and manufacture of articles taking place in a State, if only 
it be intended that, after such manufacture or production shall be com- 
plete, all or a portion of the articles shall become subjects of interstate 
commerce, and shall in fact be transported as such. 

This basis of the bill is expressly conluted by the decisions I shall 
quote. 

The Supreme Court in Veazie vs, Moor, 14 How. R., on page 574, 
speaking of the commercial clause of the Constitution, says it can not 
t be properly concluded that because the products of domestic enter- 
prise in agriculture or manufactures or in the arts may ultimately be- 
come the subjects of foreign” (or interstate) ‘‘commerce, the control of 
the means or the encouragements by which enterprise is fostered and 
protected is legitimately within the import of the phrase ‘foreign com- 
merce,’ or fairly implied in any investiture of the power to regulate 

ch commerce. A pretension so far reaching as this would extend to 
contracts between citizen and citizen of the same State; would control 
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the pursuitsof the planter, the grazier, the manufacturer, the mechanic, 
the immense operations of the collieries and mines and furnaces of the 
country; for there is not one of these vocations the results of which 
may not become the subject of foreign ’’ (interstate) ‘‘commerce.’’ 

The court further condemns the position that Congress has jurisdic- 
tion over a commerce which * * is unquestionably internal, 
although intermediately or ultimately it might become foreign.” 

This case, though decided in 1852, was very recently (in 1830) con- 
firmed by the Supreme Court in Lord vs. Steam-Ship Company, 102 U. S. 

This case expressly condemns that provision in the bill which seeks 
for jurisdiction in Congress over production and sales ina State merely 
upon the ground that the articles so produced or so sold might be after- 
wards transported in interstate commerce. There are other cases to 
the same effect. 
` But the bill, though originally written by its author to stand on this 
basis only, of a subsequent interstate transportation in interstate com- 
merce, seems now, as amended by the committee, to abandon that po- 
sition and to place the power of Congress on such subsequent trans- 
portation, combined with an intention existing in the mind of the parties 
to these arrangements or trusts, at the time of production and manu- 
facture, that the articles should be so transported. 

That the conjoining of this intent in the production, with the sub- 
sequent transportation, does not help the case for the validity of the 
bill, I now proceed to show. 

Production of all kinds, manufactures of all kinds, as we have seen, 
are subject to the jurisdiction and power of the State in which they 
are carried on. Whatever regulations, therefore, may be made for car- 
rying on these must be made by State authority. The methods ofthese 
operations of industry and art are exclusively for the States to regulate, 

What is lawful by the State regulation can not be made unlawful by 
the United States. The bill concedes this, for it professes not to un- 
dertake to condemn these operations as carried on under State author- 
ity. So far as this bill goes, these manufactures and productions are 
perfectly lawfal, even when made with the intent of subsequent in- 
terstate transportation. Nor is interstate commerce in them inter- 
dicted or even regulated in any manner or to the smallest extent. 

Whether Congress can interdict commerce between two States in ar- 
ticles lawfully produced in either, and which one State wishes to sell 
and another wishes to buy, merely upon the ground that Congress dis- 
approves the methods of production or dislikes the motive on which 
N took place, these methods and motives being perfectly law- 

ul in these States, I shall not discuss now, That question does not 
arise on tbe bill as it now stands, 

The question is, Can Congress, in the exercise of the power to regu- 
late commerce among the States, make a law—prescribe a regulation— 
which punishes the intent with which an article is produced in a State 
and then permit it to be a lawful subject of interstate commerce, with 
no regulation whatever of that commerce in that article? That is ex- 
actly what this bill undertakes to do, neither more nor less. The re- 
sult is that there is no regulation of interstate commerce, but there is 
a regulation of something else. That something is the domestic and 
internal production and business of a State. 
not be contended for. 

Mr. President, if it be conceded that the punishment of an intent 
with which goods are produced, and which, when produced, are Jaw- 
ful subjects of interstate commerce, exactly as all other goods are, is a 
regulation of commerce, and not of production merely, still the bill is 
unconstitutional. This results from the fact that the acts and the in- 
tent with which they are ussociated, and which are punished by the 
bill, are not the carrying on of interstate commerce, but precede the 
commencement of that commerce, and therefore are not subject to the 
jurisdiction of Congress. 

I now, therefore, proceed to inquire when goods intended for inter- 
state commerce become subject to the jurisdiction of Congress, The 
answer to thatis furnished by well considered decisions of the Supreme 
Court. 

In Coe rs, Errol (116 United States, —) the articles of commerce were 
logs cut in the State of New Hampshire for transportation by floating 
on the Androscoggin River to Lewiston, in the State of Maine. So in 
that case the production of the article, the cutting of the logs, was with 
the intent to transport them to another State. But the logs were not 
only cut with this intent, but they were actually transported to the 
river with the intent to transport them as soon as the water should 
rise. They had gone through the initial domestic transportation nec- 
essary tu enable them to be started on the final journey from New Hamp- 
shire to Maine. In that condition they were taxed by New Hampshire. 
If they were the subjects of interstate commerre, if the jurisdiction of 
New Hampshire had ceased and the power of the United States had 
commenced, the tax was unconstitutional. 

On this case the Supreme Court say: 

There must be a point of time when they [the logs] cease to be governed ex- 
clusively— 7 

Yes; exclusively— 
by the domestic law, and begin— 

Note the point of time when they begin— 
begin to be governed and protected by the law of commercial regulation; and 


The power to do this will 


free competition, it may prescribe any other regulation. 


tuat moment seems to us to be a legitimate one for this purpose—in which they ` 


commence their final movement for transportation from the State of their origin 
to the State of their destination, (Coe vs. Errol, 116 U. S. R., 525.) 


The court then quotes from its own decision in the case of the Daniel 
Ball (10 Wallace R., 565), as follows: 


Whenever a commodity has begun to move as an article of trade from one 
State to another, commerce in that commodity has commenced, 


The decision is that when the article of commerce has begun to move— 
not begun to be produced with an intent to move—from one State to 
another, then at that time interstate commerce in that commodity has 
commenced. Not before that time, but then, at the commencement of 
the interstate movement. 

And in Coe vs. Errol, the court, speaking of an article intended for 
transportation to another State and moved by internal transportation 
to a depot from which the final transportation was intended to be com- 
menced, proceeds to say: 

Until actually launched on its way to another State or committed to a com- 
mon carrier for transportation to such State, its destination is not fixed and cer- 
tain. It may be sold or otherwise disposed of within the State and never be pub 
in course of transportation out of the State. Carrying it from the farm or the 
forest to the depot is only aninterior movement of 
the State, for the purpose it is true, but only for the purpose— 


What is the purpose but the intent? 
of putting it into a course of exportation. It is no part of the exportation it- 


self. . 

And therefore no part of interstate transportation and of interstate 
commerce, f 

Until shipped or started on its final journey out of the State its exportation 
is altogether a matter in fieri, and not at all a fixed and certain thing, (Ibid., 
page 528.) 

That case, Mr. President, would seem to settle this question forever. 
There seems to be no escape from the conclusion that it fixes the un- 
constitutionality of this bill. Here was the intent to transport to an- 
other State, not only in the production of the logs, the tents tak them 
from the forest with intent to send them to another State, but there 
was transportation to a depot in the same State from which it was in- 
tended to ship them to another State. We have the goods produced 
with the intent to put them in interstate commerce. We have all the 
preparation necessary, with the same intent. But because the final act 
of transportation had not commenced the goods were not subject to the 
jurisdiction of Congress. They were not interstate commerce. 

The case of Coe vs, Errol, just commented on, was confirmed in the 
late case of Kidd vs. Pearson (128 U. S. R., page 1), decided in 1888. 

In that case the attempt was made to bring the ptoduction of goods 
in a State within the jurisdiction of the commercial clause of the Con- 
stitution, because they were manufactured with the intent to export 
them in interstate commerce, The court, after alluding to the right of 
the State to regulate the manufacture of an article of commerce as being 
settled beyond dispute, say: 

Is this right overthrown by the fact that the manufacturer intends to export 
the liquors when made? Does the statute, in omitting to except from its oper- 
ations the manufacture of intoxicating liquor within the limits of the State for 
export, constitute an unauthorized interference with the power given to Con- 
gress to regulate commerce? 

These questions are well answered in the language of this court in the License 
Tax cases (5 Wallace, 462, 470). Over this commerce and trade (the internal com- 
merce and domestictrade of the States) Congress has no power of regulation or 
control, This power belongsexclusively tothe State. Nointerference by Con- 
gress with the business of citizens transacted within a State is warranted by 
the Constitution except such as is strictly incidental to the exercise of powers 
clearly granted to the legislature. The power to authorize a business within a 
1 is plainly repugnant to the exclusive power of the State over the same 
subject. 

The manufacture of intoxicating liquors in a State is none the less a business 
within that State because the manufacturer intends, at his convenience, to ex- 
port such liquors to foreign @ountries or to other States. 

‘This court has already decided that the fact that an article was manufactured 
for export to another State does not of itself make it an article of interstate com- 
merce within the meaning of section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, and thas 
the intent of the manufacturer does not determine the time when the article or 
product passes from the control of the State and belongs to commerce. 


The court then referred to Coe vs, Errol, above cited, for this position, 
and then quote largely from it to show that was its true meanin 

There is but one remaining point in this part of the bill—referring 
to domestic production with the intent named—which may be con- 
sidered as pointing to a fact giving Congress jurisdiction. The point 
is embraced in the language which describes the goods as competing 
with dutiable goods imported into the United States. 

The question on this point is, has Congress jurisdiction, under the 
power to regulate commerce, to regulate the manufacture, production, 
and sale in purely internal State commerce of goods because they com- 
pete with dutiable goods imported into the United States? An answer 
is found in the proposition that if the power exists as to production, to 
regulate by prescribing the rule laid down in this bill as to Siya and 

ere is 
nothing in the prevention of full and free competition in the manufact- 
ure and production of goods which of itself would give Congress juris- 
diction as to goods competing with dutiable goods which would not 
authorize Congress to make any other regulation they might deem wise 
in such production of such goods. 

If competition with dutiable goods gives jurisdiction for one regu- 


e property, entirely within 
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lation, it gives it for all 
therefore, 


regulations deemed wise by Congress, It re- 
that if such competition be a ground of Federal juris- 


sults, 

diction, then Congress can assume or acquire the jurisdiction over the 
manufacture and production of all goods whatever manufactured and 
uced in any State by simply levying a duty on the competing 
n articles, and in this way would the whole internal business of 
the State be brought within the jurisdiction of Congress to regulate 
and control as Congress might deem proper. The two facts, dutiable 
foreign goods and competing domestic goods, co-existing, would, in this 
view, give Congress full jurisdiction as to the manufacture and sale 
of the latter. As the power of Congress is unlimited as to the selection 
of articles on which duties are to be levied, so by the exercise of this 
wer its jurisdiction over domestic production and manufactures would 
be unlimited, and nothing would remain to the States of their ancient 

and undoubted jurisdiction over their internal business. 

This reductio ad absurdun isasuficient answer. But there is another 
answer as full and complete by direct argument. Itis that the power 
of Congress is simply a power to regulate interstate and foreign com- 
merce; that is, a power to prescribe rules for carryingon this commerce 
where it exists and as it is being actually carried on as between States 
and between the United States and foreign countries. This statute 

ribes no rule for carrying on this commerce. On the contrary 

tt prescribes a rule for carrying on something else; that is, for carry- 

on the business of manufacturing and producing domestic articles 

thin the limits of a State and the sale of them even in the State 
of their origin. 

I come now, Mr. President, to consider the power of Congress as pro- 
posed to be exerted in this bill in its first clause in relation to imports. 

This clause makes it criminal to enter into a combination or arrange- 
ment “with intent to prevent full and free competition in the importa- 
tion, transportation, or sale of articles imported irto the United States.“ 

This is, to say the least of it, a singular provision. It is difficult to 
extract the meaning of the draughtsman. 

Evidently as to ‘‘importation’’ preventing full and free competition 
in the importing of goods, the combination must precede the act of im- 
portation; otherwise it could not affect the importation. A combina- 
tion to affect importation could not byany human power change or alter 
that which has already transpired, an act of importation already com- 
plete. Soif the bill be not absurd and impracticable on its face we 
must make the unlawful agreement precede the act of importation. 
What, then, are we to do with the other words of the sentence, ‘* trans- 
portation or sale of articles imported into the United States?’? Im: 
ported means an act of aopa already transpired. Note that 
the phrase artieles imported“ means articles already imported. If 
it does not mean this, but is to be construed as if written articles 
which shall be imported,“ then the agreement condemned must not 
only precede importation, but must precede the transportation and sale, 
which must also precede importation. 

Then we have a provision which makes criminal an ment to 

vent competition in the transportation or sale of an article produced 

a foreign country by whomsoever made and wheresoever made, and 
as to the time of the making indefinite and unlimited, except only that 
it shall precede the transportation and sale affected by it, which trans- 

tion and sale may have taken place anywhere on the face of the 
be and at avy time within the lives of the parties to the agreement. 

f course a statute of that sort, embracing within its provisions transac- 
tions wholly without the territorial jurisdiction of Congress can not 
stand. It will not help it that it may also embrace transactions within 
the jurisdiction of Congress, for in such a case, as I will show herealter, 
the courts can not restrict the plain meaning of the words used, by run- 
ning u line which Congress itself would not run, excluding the uncon- 
stitutional part and giving the statute operation and effect on those 
transactions which might fall within Congressional power. 

There is only one other conjectural meaning of this language, and 
that is, that as to transportation and sale of the imported articles the 
meaning is: that the transportation and sale of the articles shall be 
after they are imported. This would confine the acts of transporta- 
tion and sale to the United States—a place at least in which Con 
hassomejurisdiction. But here again we encounter the difficulty above 
alluded to, that the language embraces too much, embraces transactions 
within the power of Congress and transactions beyond or outside of 
this power. It embraces both interstate and domestic transportation; 
that la transportation generally. Besides, the words“ articles imported“ 
are not the same as, nor equivalent in meaning to, the word ‘‘imports”’ 
in its constitutional sense. Articles once imported froma foreign coun- 
try, always, as long as they remain în the United States, wherever sit- 
uated and in whosesoever hands they may be and in whatsoever condi- 
tion, as to being in the original package or not, continue to be imported 
articles. That is, they are articles not of domestie production, but 
foreign articles which have been imported into the United States. 

But imports“ in a constitutional sense are imported articles in the 
hands of the importer and in the original package. When they are 
sold to another or the is broken, though there be no sale, then 
they cease to be ‘‘imports’’ in the constitutional sense; they cease to 
be within the jurisdiction of Congress to te and control, and be- 
come subject to State jurisdiction exclusively. They might be regu- 
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lated as to interstate transportation, but, as we have seen, this is not 
provided for, but only transportation generally. 7 

This rule is well settled and well known; but, since this distinction 
is not recognized in this bill and since the power of Congress is asserted 
in it to regulate imported articles“ generally in their transportation 
and sale, without reference to their condition as imports, as I have de- 
fined them, I will now read some authorities on that point. 

The first case in which it was settled when imported articles ceased 
to be imports under the jurisdiction of Congress and become a part of 
the great mass of the property of the State in which they were located 
was Brown va. Maryland, reported in 12 Wheat. R., 419. I take the ex- 
position of that case as made by Chief-Justice Taney and Justice Me- 
Lean in the License Cases, in 5 Howard Reports, because it is not only 
corrtet, but because it illustrates the last-named cases, which I also 
wish to bring to the consideration of the Senate. 

In that case (Brown vs. Maryland 

Says Chief-Justice Taney— 
the court held that an import continued to be a part of the foreign commerce 
of the country while it remained in the hands of the importer forsale in the orig- 
inal bale, package, or vessel in which it was impo „ but that when 
the original package was broken up for use or retail by the importer, and also 
when the commodity bad passed from the hands of the importer into the hands 
of a purchaser, it ceased to be an import or a part of the foreign commerce and 
became subject to the laws of the Siate and might be taxed for State purposes 
and the sale regulated by the State like any other property. 

This I understa; d to be substantially the decision in Brown ts. Maryland, 
drawing the line between foreign commerce, which is subject to the regulation 


of Congress, and internal or domestic commerce, which belongs to the States, 


and over which Congress can exercise no control. (See License Cases, 5 How- 


ard R., on page 575.) 

Mr. Justice McLean, in the same case, after adopting the same rule 
above defined by Judge Taney, as to when imports ceased to be such 
and got beyond the control of Congress, says: 

When this happens the imported article becomes mingled with the other 
property of the State and is subject to its laws, 

And in the same case, referring to the police powers of the States 
and the powers of Congress, Judge MeLean says they 


must stand together. Neither of them can be so exercised as materially to 
aifectthe other. The source and object of these powers are exclusive, distinct, 
and independent. The one operates on foreign— 


Or interstate— 
commerce, the other upon the internal commerce of the States, The former— 

Power of Congress— 
ceases when the product becomes commingled with the other property in the 
State. At this point the local law attaches and regulates it as it does other prop- 
erty. (5 Howard R., page 592.) 

A rule even more liberal than this, it may aa well be stated here, is 
allowed in favor of the power of a State over goods brought into it 
from another State. In that case the goods are not imports at all, and 
as soon as they arrive at their destination, in whosesoever hands they 
may be, they are subject to the jurisdiction of the State, just as other 
goods therein are. (Woodruff rs, Parham, 8 Wall.; Hinson vs. Lott, ib.) 

Mr. President, tested by these principles all that part of the bill that 
relates to these combinations in reference to the importation, transpor- 
tation, and sale of goods imported into the United States must be un- 
constitutional, unless we restrict the plain meaning of the general lan- 
guage employed in the bill and confine it to transportation and sale 
of goods imported whilst they still remain imports; that is, to sale or 
transportation of the goods whilst they remainin the hands of theim- 
porter and also in the original bale or package in which they were im- 
ported. If we so restrict the meaning of the bill, it is utterly worth- 
less, for the agreement may be made to relate only to the transportation 
ot the goods after they have been sold by the importer, or being still 
owned by him after he has put them in a different bale or package from 
the ane in which they were imported. 

How worthless such a provision would be tosuppress trusts is so evi- 
dent as to need no comment. So of the sales of such articles. The 
combination need only relate to such sales by a purchaser from the im- 
porter, or even by the importer himself if he will only take the trouble 
to sell them in bales and packages made and put up after importation, 
to be wholly without the restraintof this bill. How near these trans- 
actions when they are beyond the jurisdiction of Congress may come 
to the act of importation is shown by the decision of the Supreme Court 
in Waring ve Mayor (8 Wall. R., 110), In that case it was held that 
a purchaser of goods in transit from a foreign country to the United 
States and whilst at sea was not an importer if the agreement was that 
they should be at the risk of the seller till delivery. This purchaser 
not being an importer, the goods even in his hands and in the original 
packages after delivery remained no longer a part of the foreign com- 
merce and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. So it is seen 
again how utterly worthless this bill is if we restrict its meaning so as 
to make it constitutional. 

But, Mr. President, we are not allowed to so restrict the language of 
the bill in this provision nor in the others which I have pointed out. 

In United States vs. Reese, 92 U. S. R., 214, this matter was up for 
decision. The court stated the question in these words: 


We are, therefore, directly called upon to decide whether a penal statute en- 
acted by Congress with its limited power, which is in general language broad 
enough to cover wrongful acts without as well ns within the constitutional juris- 
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diction, can be limited by judicial construction so as to make it operate only on 
that which Congress may rightfully prohibit and punish. 

In answering this question the court says: . 

— would certainly be dangerous if the legislature should set a net = 
ough to cateh all possible offenders, and leave it to the court to step inside 
and say who might rightfully be detained and who should be set at large. 
would, to some extent, substitute the judicial for the legislative department of 
the Government. 
To limit this statute in the manner now asked for would be to make a new 
law, not to enforce an old one, 

In Trade-mark eases, 100, U. S. R., page 82, the same question arose. 
In that case, as in this bill, the language of the statute was general, em- 
bracing interstate and foreign commerce as well as domestic commerce, 
The acts condemned embraced equally acts done in domestic commerce 
and in interstate and foreign commerce, and Congress had power over 
the latter only. The court was asked to restrict the language so as to 
apply it only to foreign and interstate commerce, and therefore make 
the statute constitutional. This the court refused to do, saying: 


While it may be true that, where one part of a statute is valid and constitu- 
tional and another part unconstitutional and void, the court may enforce the 
valid t where they are distinctly separated so that each oan stand alone, it is 
not within the judicial province to give to the words used by Congress a narrower 
meaning than they are manifestly intended to bear in orderthat crimes may be 
punished which are not described in language that brings them within the con- 
stitutional power of that body. (100 U. S. R., page 100. 


This settles the unconstitutionality of the whole bill. That there 
are some things included in the general words of the bill, which, if 
separately stated and disconnected from the great mass of the provisions 
of the bill, Congress ean constitutionally enact, is admitted. But they 
are not so separated, and, if they were, they are utterly without efficacy 
inremedying the great evil of these trusts and combinations, as has been 
shown. 

But, Mr. President, there is another ground upon which the bill is 
clearly unconstitutional. I mention these various grounds with that 
prolixity of detail which I know is calculated to weary the attention 
of the Senate. My excuse is that the objects sought to be attained by 
the bill are of the greatest importance to the people of the United 
States. The wrongs perpetrated by these combinations inflict a deep 
wound upon the prosperity and welfare of the people. They demand 
redress. It is our duty to furnish the remedy. It is our duty, there- 
fore, to scrutinize this bill in all its parts, to examine its force and 
effect, so that, if indeed it be, as I have shown it to be, wholly inade- 
quate, a mere delusion, and not a real and efficient measure, its true 
character may be known, and that we may seek another remedy, if one 
can be found; and there is no doubt that it can be found. 

The objection I nowinsist on is fundamental. It destroys the whole 
framework of the bill. If it be good, uo part of the bill can stand, even 
if we separate from it those parts which on other grounds might be 
unconstitutional. 

The bill is a proposition for the enactment of a penal or criminal 
statute. It does nothing but inflict penalties, either by civil or erimi- 
nal procedure. 

There are but few express powers granted by the Constitution for the 
enactment of criminal laws. They relate to punishing the counterfeit- 
ing of the coin and the securities of the United States and piracies 
and felonies on the high seas and offenses against the law of nations, 
These are all the express powers for enacting criminal and penal leg- 
islation by Congress found in the Constitution. 

Every other exercise of the power must be as an incident to some 
express power. In the language of the Constitution it must be neces- 
sary and proper fer carrying into execution an expressly granted 
power. Congress must first determine to execute an express power 
before it can consider the propriety and necessity of assuming the in- 
cidental power. If the express power is found, that does not authorize 
Congress to exercise a power which might of itself be necessary and 
proper to the execution of that express power, if in fact there be noat- 
tempt to exercise the express power. The express power in this case is 
the power fo regulate commerce among the States and with foreign 
nations. 

Is there such a regulation in the bill? This question is easily an- 
swered. Recurring to what has been said—that regulation is the pre- 
scribing arule for the actual carrying on of this commerce; that is, 
prescribing a rule for doing the acts which constitute this commerce— 
ead in vain to the provisions of this bill to find such a regulation 
or rule. 

Bearing in mind, Mr. President, that interstate commerce begins 
so faras Federal jurisdiction over it comes from property, and not fro 
the citizenship of the parties—with the beginning of transportation and 
ends with its completion, and that foreign commerce ends with the 
breaking of the original package or with a sale by the importer; that 
neither embraces production, manufacturing, or fitting articles for this 
commerce, with intent that they shouid be so afterwarils employed, 
but that both relate only to articles already made and already actually 
embarked in interstate or foreign ecommerce, we see that there is not 
the slightest attempt in this bill to prescribe a rule by which such 
commerce shall be carried on. 

Acts done with reference to the production of articles which are in- 
tended for such cominerce—acts done with reference to articles which 
have been the subjects of such commerce—are by this bill made crim- 


inal, whilst that very commerce in these very articles which were so 
or 


produced, brought into exi imported in violation of the provis- 
ions of the bill is wholly untouched. If the tall berona a law, that 
commerce in these very articles will go on, or, as Chief-Justiee Marshall 
expresses it, will be carried on exactly in the same way in all respects 
whatsoever as if this bill had never been and without the slight- 
est variation or change, as in all other articles. Can that be a regu- 
lation of interstate or foreign commerce which regulates nothing done 
in that commerce, but something else? The something else is produc- 
tion and selling inaState, which all agree can not be regulated by Con- 
gress. Being such a regulation and being as such undoubtedly beyond 
the power of Congress, the bill can not be made constitutional as an in- 
cident to a regulation of interstate or foreign commerce, which is not 
only not regulated at all, but is left wholly untouched. 

The Constitation is a reasonable instrument, designed to specify 
powers delegated to a general government. So far as these powers are 
granted expressly or by necessary implication for the execution of ex- 
press powers, they are full and. complete, as well as supreme; but the 
Constitution neither anthorizes nor tolerates the absurdity of the exer- 
cise of a power as a necessary incident to and in aid of the execution 
of an express power when no attemptis made to execute the express 
power. We can not, therefore, assume a power which would be proper 
in the execution of an express power, and then pervert it, so that it 
will not be an execution of the express power, but will be, as e: 

a regulation of something else not within the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral Government. For no incidental power is given as a separate and 
substantive power, independentof the execution of an express power to 
be exercised by Congress whenever and wherever it may seem desirable. 

Such a power is always subordinate and conditioned for its existence 
on the necessity for its exercise for the proper execution of an express 
power; that is, for making effectual the actual exercise by Congress of 
the express power. All incidental powers are dormant, even non-ex- 
istent, except in the promise of possible life to begin when their exer- 
cise is necessary to do their proper work in the actual execution of an 
express power. If the express power is not executed or not executed 
on the point to which an assumed incidental power is directed, then 
the alleged incidental power can not be evoked, for it can be constitu- 
tionally evoked only for execution, and only when its exercise is nec- 
es and proper for executing the express power, and not for something 


The bill regulates, not interstate or foreign commerce, but regulates, 
by penalties, contracts and agreements ett., that are conspiracies of a 
certain character with the intent to do something else. That something 
else, or the end sought by the conspiracy, is not regulated at all. It 
remains perfectly lawful; lawful not only as a principal end, but lawful 
in the methods by which it is sought to be attained; lawful notwith- 
standing the criminal conspiracy. There is, be it remembered, no prohi- 
bition of the importation or transportation or sale of the articles im- 
ported, produced, manufactured, or sold by the conspiracy. Interstate 
and foreign traffic transportation and full and free commerce in them 
are wholly unregulated, but remain perfectly lawful and unrestrained. 
They remain not only unprohibited, but even meritorious—things fos- 
tered and promoted by our laws. 

A criminal conspiracy is a combination or agreement of two or more 
to do an unlawful act or to do a lawful actin an unlawful manner. 
But herein this bill we have a criminal conspiracy made out of an agree- 
ment to doathing, with the intent that itshall result in another thing, 
which is not only not unlawful but meritorious, not only as to the act 
to be done, but as to the methods named in the bill as the gist of the 
crime. In other words, Congress usurps, asan incident to the power to 
regulate interstate and foreign commerce, the power to punish a thing, 
a conspiracy, over which it has per se no jurisdiction, and, at the same 
time and by the same law, the results of this conspiracy, when they be- 
come a part of that commerce and thereby become for the first time sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of Congress, are not only not criminal, but are 
encouraged and protected by our laws. Can such a usurpation stand? 

The States may punish the conspiracy denonnced in the bill without 
going further and declaring that commerce in the articles so produced 
shall be unlawful, because the States have full jurisdiction over the 
main or principal thing, the production, without reference to any sub- 
sequent commerce in them. ; 

Mr. President, what T have jast said in relation to the powers of Con- 
gress is fully sustained hy the Supreme Court in United States vs. 
Fox, 95 United States Reports, 692, wherein the court declares un- 
constitutional an act of Congress passed under the power to enact a 
bankrupt law, which act made criminal the doing of an act which Con- 
gress might bave embraced, but did not, in the purview of theact. On 
this point the court say: 

i i ri 0 legislation o 
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of such legislation may properly be made an offense against the United States, 


Continues the court— 
an act committed within a State— 
As the act condemned in this bill is— 
whether with an honest or criminal intent, can not be made an offense against 


` 
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the execution of a power of 
or to some matter within the jurisdiction of the United States. 


Mr. President, I have shown that this bill is utterly unconstitutional, 
and, even if constitutional, utterly worthless. If we pass it we do 


the United States, unless it has some relation to 
Congress 


not only a vain and useless thing; we do a wicked thing. We give to 
a suffering people, as a remedy for a great wrong, that which will not 
only prove utterly inefficient, but will prove an aggravation of the 
evils. There is, however, a power we can exercise: the power to re- 
duce or abolish duties on the foreign competingarticles. Atthe proper 
time I shall offer as a substitute for this bill an amendment looking 
to the exercise of that power. > 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I wish to give notice of an amend- 
ment which I shall offer when this bill comes up for final action. I 
shall move to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance and to insert in place of the mat- 
ter stricken out the following: 

That all persons engaged in the creation of any trust, or as owner or part 
owner, agent, or manager of any trust, employed in any business carried on 
with any foreign country, or between the States, or between any State and the 
District of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United 
States, or any owner or part owner, agent, or manager of any corporation using 
its powers for either of the paps specified in the second section of this act, 
shail be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall 
be fined ina sum not exceeding $10,000, or imprisonment at hard labor in the 
penitentiary not exceeding five years, or by both ot said penalties, in the discre- 
tion of the court trying the same. 

Src. 2. That a trust is a combination of capital, skill, or acts by two or more 
persons, firms, corporations, or associations of persons, or of any two or more 
of them for either, any, or all of the following purposes: 

First. To create or carry out any restrictions in trade. 

Second. To limit or reduce the production or to increase or reduce the price of 
merchandise or commodities, 

Third. To prevent competition in the manufacture, making, purchase, sale, 
or transportation of merchandise, produce, or commodities. 

Fourth, To fix a standard or figure whereby the price to the public shall be in 
any manner controlled or established of any article, commodity, merchandise, 
produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consumption. 

Fifth, To create a monopoly in the making, manufacture, purchase, sale, or 
transportation of any merchandise, article, produce, or commodity. 

Sixth, To make or enter into or execute or carry outany contract, obligation, 
or agreement, of any kind or description, by which they shall bind or shall have 
bound themselves ndt to manufacture, sell, dispose of, or transport any article 
or commodity, or article of trade, use, merchandise, or consumption below a 
common standard figure, or by which they shall agree in any manner to keep 
the price of such article, commodity, or transportation at a fixed or graduated 
figure; or by which they shall in any manner establish or settle the price of 
any article, commodity, or transportation between themselves or between them- 
selyes and others so as to preclude free and unrestricted competition among 
themselves and others in the sale and transportation of any such article or com- 
modity; or by which they shall agree to J], combine, or unite in any interest 
they may have in connection with the sale or transportation of any such article 
or commodity that its price may in any manner be so affected. 

Src. 3. That each day any of the poroak, associations, or corporations afore- 
said shall be engaged in violating the provisions of this act shall be held to be 
a separate offense. : 

I shall desire to offer that amendment when the bill comes up for con- 
sidcration again, and I shall hope to have the opportunity of expressing 
some views upon the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator’s amendment is printed, is it not? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will mention that what I propose to offer as an 
amendment is in the terms of the bill introduced by me on this subject 
on the 4th of December last, and which has heen printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allright. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration’ of executive business, 
After twenty-three minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 46 minutes p. m.] the Senate adjourned 
until to-morrow, Friday, February 28, 1890, at 12 o’cleck m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the Vith day of February, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

Henry C. Caldwell, of Arkansas, to be United States circuit judge 

for the eighth circuit, vice David J. Brewer, resigned. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Peyton C. Smithson, of Lewisburgh, Tenn., to be supervisor of census 

for the third census district of Tennessee. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Thomas 8. Smyth, of New York, to be a captain in the 
revenue service of the United States, to succeed Capt, James H. Merry- 
man, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS. 

Tra C. Haight, to be postmaster at Redlands, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California; the appointment of a master 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1890, and J. P. Squires, whose nomination was 
confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1890, having died before the issu- 

on. 


ance of his 
Ingram Fletcher, to be aster at Orlando, in the county of Or- 


ange and State of Florida, in the place of James De Laney, removed. 
Jacob M, Alexander, to be postmaster st Dawson, in the county of 
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Terrell and State of Georgia; the appointment of a postmaster ſor the 
yp ones having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
April 1, 1889. 

Albert W. Swalm, to be postmaster at Oskaloosa, in the county of 
Mahaska and State of Iowa, in the place of William T. Smith, whose 
commission expires March 18, 1890, T 

Nathan Welch, to be postmaster at Farmer City, in the county of De 
Witt and State of Illinois, in the place of Laura H. Webb, whose com- 
mission expired February 19, 1890. 

Preston S. Abbett, to be postmaster at Greensburgh, in the county 
of a ie and State of Kansas, in the place of Seneca B. Sproule, re- 
moved. 

Solomon R. Washer, to be postmaster at Atchison, in the county of 
Atchison and State of Kansas, in the place of H. Clay Park, whose com- 
mission expires March 30, 1890. ; : 

J. Cécile Legaré, to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the county of 
Ascension and State of Louisiana, in the place of Richard T. Hanson, 
removed. 

John H, Fellows, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Sagadahoc and State of Maine, in the place of William S. Hagar, whose 
commission expired February 10, 1890. : 

Willard H. Pike, to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Maine, in the place of William W. Brown, whose 
commission expires March 26, 1890. 

George E. Sharrer, to be postmaster at Westminster, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Maryland, in the place of Joseph B. Boyle, whose 
commission expired February 19, 1890. 

Alvin W. Gilbert, to be postmaster at North Brookfield, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George C. Lin- 
coln, whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

John E. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Methuen, in the county of Es- 
sex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James T. Wall, whose 
commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Paron C. Young, to be postmaster at Provincetown, in the county of 
Barnstable ahd State of Massachusetts, whose commission expired Feb- 
ruary 10, 1890. 

George D. Fisher, to be postmaster at Republic, in the county of Mar- 
quette and State of Michigan, in the place of John Maguire, removed. 

James G. McBride, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Mississippi, in the place of Guston W. Thomas, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1890. 

Elias S. Bedford, to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Missouri, in the place of Isaac P. Bibb, removed. 

William D. Cummins, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
of Pike and State of Missouri, in the place of John A. Renean, resigned. 

Harry C. Demuth, to be postmaster at Sedalia, in the county of Pettis 
and State of Missouri, in the place of John D. Russell, whose commis- 
sion expired February 15, 1890. 

Joseph Stampfli, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the county of 
Cole and State of Missouri, in the place of William G. McCarty, whose 
commission expired February 23, 1890. 

Albert W. Mock, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county of Nuckoll 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of Jacob Galley, resigned. 

Richard S. Rodman, to be W at Carson City, in the county 
of Ormsby and State of Nevada, in the place of Gardner C. White, de- 
ceased. 

James W. Allen, to be postmaster at Bordentown, in the county of 
Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of F. G. Wiese, whose 
commission expired February 10, 1890. 

Charles A. Jones, to be postmaster at Tompkinsyille, in the county 
of Richmond and State of New York, in the place of J. H. Browne, 
removed, 

George McCabe, to be postmaster at Cold Spring, in the county of 
3 and State of New York, in the place of Wright E. Perry, re- 
moved. 

Erskine Carson, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, in the county of 
Highland and State of Ohio, in the place of Cary T. Pope, whose com- 
mission expires March 12, 1890. 

Charles S. Warren, to be postmaster at Cardington, in the county of 
Morrow and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas W. Long, whose 
commission expired February 8, 1890. 

William M. Williams, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the 
county of Logan and State of Ohio, in the place of Riveroak J. Piatt, 
whose commission expired January 20, 1890. 

Cyrus K. Campbell, to be postmaster at Pittston, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of S. B. Bennett, 
whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

John P. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Brad- 
ford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Alvin K. Linderman, 
whose commission expires March 1, 1890. 

William E. Mohr, tobe postmaster at Muncy, in the county of Ly- 
coming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Perry M. Trum- 
bower, removed. 

William M. Moss, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Tennessee, in the place of Richard R. Dashiell, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1890. a = 
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Henry W. r, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of Hunt 
and State of Texas, in the place of P. H. W. Spencer, whose commis- 
sion expires March 29, 1890. 

Simeon C. Cramer, to be postmaster at Cheney, in the county of Spo- 
kane and State of Washington; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1890, and the postmaster having resigned. 

Edward IH. Orentt, to be postmaster at Palouse, in the county of 
Whitman and State of Was on; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1890. - 

Stowell 8. Hazen, to be 5 at Parkersburgh, in the county of 
Wood and State of West Virginia, in the place of Alfred N. Williams, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890, 


17 . 
CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 25, 1890. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 


William B. Mosher, of Pasadena, Cal., to be supervisor of census for 
the fifth census district of California. 


CHIEF-JUSTICE OF NEW MEXICO, 


James O’Brien, of Minnesota, to be chief-justice of the e court 
of the Territory of New Mexico. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF ARIZONA. 


Joseph H. Kibbey, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the qupreme 
court of the Territory of Arizona. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Francis A. Vaughan, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas, 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF CALIFORNIA. 


William H. Pratt, of Eureka, Cal., to be surveyor-general of Cali- 
fornia. 
DISTRICT JUDGE, 


Alfred D. Thomas, of North Dakota, to be United States district 
judge for the district of North Dakota. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Charles Price, of North Carolina, to be attorney of the United States 
for the western district of North Carolina. 

Harry R. Jeffords, of Arizona, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Arizona. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Richard R. Farr, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Virginia. 

Joshua B. Hill, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of North Carolina. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE, 


William C. Wells, of Huntsville, Ala., to be register of the land office 
at Huntsville, Ala. 

Joseph W. McClurg, of Lebanon, Mo., to be register of the land office 
at S ringfeld, Mo. 

nzo Cleaver, of Baker City, Oregov, to be register of the land of- 

fice at La Grande, Oregon. 

John C. Martin, of Prescott, Ariz., to be register of the land office 
at Prescott, Ariz. 

Albert F. Dixon, of Susanville, Cal., to be register of the land office 
at Susanville, Cal. 

Alfred M. Strong, of Spokane Falls, Wash., to be register of the 
land office At Spokane Falls, Wash. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel H. Higginbotham, to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 

Frank B. Hand, to be postmaster at Hurley, in the county of Ash- 
land and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles R. Lee, to be postmaster at Berryville, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Virginia. 

Philo S. Clark, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county of 
Scioto and State of Ohio. 

Pearl M. Cartmell, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Clark and State of Ohio. 

Charles T. Baxter, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburgh, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Ohio. 

Benjamin L. Ward, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York. 

Homer H. Grafton, to be postmaster at Manitou Springs, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado. 

Whitley T. Ewing, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county of 
Etowah and State of Alabama. 

Joseph McKown, to be postmaster at Livermore, in the county of 
Alameda and State of California. 


Solomon D. Bosworth, to be postmaster at Grass Valley, in the county 
of Nevada and State of California. 
Thomas E. Hurley, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Kansas. 
Levi Drake, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of Hart- 
ford and State of Connecticut. 
Sprigg Shackleford, to be postmaster at Gunnison, in the county of 
Gunnison and State of Colorado, 
Josiah A. Peck, to be postmaster at Wabasha, in the county of Wa- 
basha and State of Minnesota. 
John F. Nestell, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 
John Graham, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of Ber- 
rien and State of Michigan. 
Henry H. Troth, to be postmaster at McCook, in the county of Red 
Willow and State of Nebraska, 
Henry C. Griffin, to be postmasterat Natchez, in the county of Adams 
and State of Mississippi. 
Josiah E. West, to be postmaster at St. Cloud, in the county of Stearns 
and State of Minnesota. 
Jobn I. Blair Reiley, to be postmaster at Phillipsburgh, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
Elias R. Pope, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of Union 
and State of New Jersey. 
John W. Crosby, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of Hills- 
borongh and State of New Hampshire. 
William L. S. Olmsted, to be . at Geneseo, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York. 
John N. Knapp, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of Cayuga 
and State of New York. 
Allen H. Hoffman, to be e at Rhinebeck, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 26, 1890. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, 
John W. Blackburn, of Utah Territory, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah. 
SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 
Edward T. Terrell, of Colorado, Tex., to be supervisor of census for 
the eighth census district of Texas. 
Wilson H. Soale, of Terre Haute, Ind., to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Indiana. 
POSTMASTERS, 
Valentine W. Medlar, to be postmaster at Mahanoy City, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
William S. Vawter, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, in the county 
of as Angelos . of California. Ses 8 ae 
Morgan che, to be postmaster at tinez, e coun 
Contra Costa and State of California. 
Frederick Axe, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of Hum- 
boldt and State of California. 
Benjamin B. Lowrie, to be postmaster at Navasota, in the county of 
Grimes and State of Texas. 
Robert C. Ballantyne, to be postmaster at Brackettville, in the county 
of Kinney and State of Texas. 
H. F. Attaway, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, in the county of 
Hill and State of Texas. 
Exæuti s nominations confirmed by the Senate February 27, 1890. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Robert N. Pearson, of Illinois, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
William G. Long, of California, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of California. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Charles E. Fitch, of Rochester, N. Y., to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the twenty-eighth district of New York. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Mark M. Neeves, of Ogallala, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Sidney, Nebr. 
Albert L. Towle, of Niobrara, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at O'Neill, Nebr. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 
Edward C. Ross, of Prescott, Wash., to be register of the land office 
at Walla Walla, Wash. 
William Harvey Clark, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the Jand 
office at Lincoln, Nebr. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 
Harold M. Sewall, of Maine, to be consul-general of the United States 
at Apia. 
p UNITED STATES CONSULS, 
Henry W. Andrews, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Hankow. 
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L. R. Stewart, of Virginia, to be consul of the Vales. States sb So 
Juan, Porto Rico. 
John Fowler, Of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States at 


Ningpo. 

John Steel Twells, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
at Naples, 

William B. McCreery, of Michigan, to be consul of the United States 


at Valparaiso, 
SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 


Bradbury W. Hight, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, to besupervisor of census 
for the third census district of Iowa. 

John W. Near, of Fort Dodge, Towa, to be supervisor of census for 
the fourth census district of Iowa. 

Willard B. Felton, of Cañon City, Colo., to be supervisor of census 
for the second census district of Colorado. 

George L. Sopris, of Denver, Colo., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Colorado, 

John W. Bailey, of Princeton, III., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of IIlinois. 

Garfield S. McMillan, of Brookhaven, Miss., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of Mississi pi. 

Richard A. Young, of Petersburgh, 
for the second census district of Virginia.” 

John Woodhead, of Falmouth, Ky., to besupervisor of census for the 
fourth census district of Kentucky. 

Alfred Allen, of Kentucky, to be supervisor of census for the second 
census district of Kentucky. 

Richard L. Ewell, of London, Ky., tobesupervisor of census for the 
sixth census district of Kentucky. 

Edward C. Orear, of Mount Sterling, Ky., to be supervisor of census 
for the fifth census district of Kentucky. 

William H. Spencer, of Lebanon, Ky., to be supervisor of census 
for the third census district of Kentucky. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Elwood W. Mattson, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, 


POSTMASTERS. _ 
Elwin A. Howe, to be postmaster at Ludlow, in the connty of Wind- 


to he supervisor of census 


` sor and State of Vermont. 


George W. Smith, to be postmaster at Sweet Springs, in the county 
of Saline and State of Missouri. 

Thomas Richardson, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the county 
of Claiborne and State of Mississippi. 

M. Force, to be postmaster at Selma, in the connty of Dallas 

and State of Alabama. 

Horace G. Howard, to be postmaster at De Land, in the county of 
Volusia and State of Florida, 

Dolph Edwards, to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county of Orange 
and State of Florida. 

Henry H. Harrington, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of Clay and State of ippi. 

John C. Eckles, to be postmasterat Tupelo, in the county of Lee and 
State of Mississippi. 

Robert J. Patterson, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the connty of 
Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

Miss Jessie (i. Baker, to be postmaster at La Grande, in the county of 
Union and State of Oregon. 

Andrew J. Bingham, to be postmaster at New Brighton, in the county 
of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 

Adam T. Darr, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the county of 
Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, 

William A. Kump, to be postmaster at Hanover, in the county of 
York and State of Pennsylvania. 

John V. Miller, to be postmaster at Lewisburgh, iu the county of 
Union and State of Pennsylvania. 

George T. Morgan, to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the county of 
3 and State of 8 

Edward E. Watkins, to master at Williamsburgh, in the 
county of Whitley and State of Kentucky. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 27, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mrlnunx, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make the following correc- 
tions of reference: 

Executive Document No. 221, being a letter from the Secretary of 
the Y in relation to the Indian school at Carlisle, Pa., which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, should have been 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and without objection the 
change of reference will be made. The Chair hears none. 

House bill No. 6069, a bill appropriating the sum of $15,000 for an 
agricultural-experiment station in the State of Rhode Island, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, should have gone to 
the Committee on Agriculture, and without objection that change of 
reference will also be made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One moment, Mr. Speaker, 
before that change is made, as to the last bill to which the Speaker 
has referred. I do not see the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations in his seat, nor the gentleman haying charge of the subcom- 
mittee, but I have an impression that the committee have already acted. 
upon that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will ask the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois, who is now present. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With regard to the bill a 
propriating $15,000 for an agricultural-experiment station in Rhode e 
Island. I was under the impression that the committee had acted upon 
it and presented the item in a deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. No; on the * the committee on yesterday 
instructed me to report the bill back to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it be referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I was in error. I had 
a different impression. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the change of reference will 
be made as indicated 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ATKINSON YS. PENDLETON, 


Mr. ROWELL, Icall up the contested-election case that we were 
considering on yesterday, and desire to know how much time remains 
on either side for the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. There have been two hoursand twenty-three min- 
utes occupied by the majority side and two hours and twenty-two min- 
utes on the other side. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I yield the balance of the time, or so much as 
the gentleman may desire, to the contestee, Mr. Pendleton. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty-eight minutes’ time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. r. Speaker, in discussing a case of this char- 
acter I hardly know how to proceed, for I feel at the very beginning of 
the discussion, as I have felt from the hour that this House assem- 
bled, that this wasa cause that was prejudged long betore it was heard. 
But, nevertheless, believing that to be a fact and recognizing also that 
I have a cause which I think is just, honorable, and 8 as that of 
any member who sits npon the floor of this House to-day, I have con- 
cluded that, knowing case probably better than-any one else, it 
would be only proper on my part to address afew remarks to the House 
in regard to it. 

Now, I desire to state at the beginning that while I believe the case 
has heen prejudged by the Honse of Representatives already I was 
very much surprised indeed to find that the Agricultural Department 
of the United States had assumed to itself concurrent jurisdiction with 
the members of this House in also deciding who were members entitled 
to oecupy seats on this floor. While other gentlemen from my State 
have received their proportion of the seeds allotted by that Depart- 
ment, the Department, exercising a high privilege, one unknown to the 
Constitution, one which I believe this House has never before accorded 
to any Department of the Government, has undertaken to decide in 
advance that I was nota member of the House, though I have sat here 
and voted with gentlemen around me every day and have so been 
recognized on this floor, But they have refused to deliver to me up to 
this hour the seed to which I was entitled for distribution in my part 
of the country. 

I just cite that, Mr. Speaker, as an instance of my belief in the as- 
sertion that this case was long ago prejudged. And further, gentle- 
men, while I propose to argue it before you, I do it, as I stated before, 
because I think it just, and not because [ have any particular hope that 
votes will be changed thereby. For, as Lord Macaulay said many years 

Speeches seldom change votes.“ 

Now, let us come down to the very meat of the question and ascer- 
tain, if we can, who was elected to the Congress of the United States 
at the Congressional election held in the First district of the State of 
West Virginia upon the 6th day of November, 1888. 

My friends, I do not believe that there ever was such a fiercely con- 
tested fight in any of the States; I do not believe that there was ever 
such a fiercely contested, such a bitterly contested battle fought in any 
State for the political ion of it as was then fought for the pos- 
session and control of the little mountain State of West Virginia. 

My own district is one that has been for more than six years past rep- 
resented by one of the most illustrious Republicans of that State, Gen- 
eral Nathan Goff. The last time that he was elected it was by a majority 
of 727. In consequence of that, when the election came on for Congress 
in that district the Republican party felt that it was a district that 
belonged to them and the Democratic party felt that it was a district 


1890. 
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that had to be redeemed, if it could be redeemed by fair, upright, and 
honorable means; and I thank God that I stand before you to-day be- 
lieving that I did that on the 6th of November, 1888, by means as fair, 
as honorable, and as upright as ever were used in a political election in 
the history of this country. > 

Now, why do I believe so? I wish to tell you that I do not value a 
seat in this high and dignified body to such an extent as to make me 
willing to claim or retain it if I believed for one moment there was 
one iota of frand in it. 

Now, I shall come to the two questions involved in this case: first, 
the question of illegal voters and, second, the question as to whether cer- 
tain ballots were fraudulently scratched after the election on my behalf. 
I ask you, gentlemen, to give me a fair hearing as I discuss this matter, 
and that is all I request of you. Do that, and after doing so vote as 
your consciences shall dictate. If you decide for the wrong, that sin 
will be upon your heads and it can not be charged to me at the last day. 
But I will do what I can to enable you to decide fairly. 

It is unfortunate for me in one respect that in this contest I had the 
burden of two contests to sustain in the State of West Virginia. Very 
shortly after the contest was started with me it was discovered that tlie 
time fixed for taking testimony by law in the State of West Virginia 
in the contest between the two rivals for governor was exactly the same 
time that fell for the taking of the testimony between the two candi- 
dates for Congress. In consequence thereof, without consultation with 
me, the State committees of the two parties, the two candidates for 
governor, and their attorneys, made an agreement that the testimony in 
the First Congressional district of West Virginia, taken between At- 
kinson and Pendleton, should be the testimony for the gubernatorial 
contest also. The result of that was that a committee of the West 
Virginia Legislature sat ſor u period of six months upon that testimony, 
analyzing it day by day. Nearly three months of that time was given 
to this record of nearly 1,700 pages in my case. That committee was 
composed of three Democrats and two Republicans. One of the Re- 

blicans was the last Republican judge of the supreme court of West 

ia, the last Republican candidate, and the last Republican nomi- 
nee for the gubernatorial chair of the State of West Virginia prior to 
General Goff’s race in 1888. The other Republican was a Republican 
Statesenator, the editor of a Republican organ. These two gentlemen, 
in conjunction with the three Democrats, sat all this long time upon 
this testimony, going over it and reviewing it day by day. How many 
votes did that minority say that I was not entitled to in the First Con- 
gressional district of West Virginia? The Republican minority reported, 
and here is the printed report right fresh trom the Legislature of the 
State. I know that it is not evidence in this case, but so many things 
have been brought in by gentlemen on the otherside that were not evi- 
dence in this case that I feel warranted in doing a little of the same 
character myself. 

The Republican minority took from me 45 votes in the First district, 
and these two eminent gentlemen took from Mr. Atkinson 35 votes, 
leaving him a net gain, after two months of review, of 10 votes against 
my reported majority of 19. Now, that is the report of the minority 
of thatcommittee. They took off 10 votes from the 19 as illegal votes, 
and that would leave me witha elear, fair, square, and honorable ma- 
jority of 9 votes. 

What did the Democratic three of thatcommittee take? They took 
52 votes from Mr. Atkinson and 31 votes from me, giving mea gain of 
21. They would have elected me by 40; the Republicans elected me 
by 9. They were not thinking about the House of Representatives at 
that time, 

Now, what has the House committee done here? The Democrats 
of the committee have taken 28 from me and 54 from Mr. Atkinson, 
leaving me a gain of 26 among the illegal voters. That is what the 
minority has done, And so.you see thatthe Democratie minority here 
has taken off more votes from Mr, Atkinson than the Republican mi- 
nority did in West Virginia. 

But what has the majority of the committee done here? They have 
taken from me 78 votes, when these two eminent Republicans that I 
r of in West Virginia could not find more than 45, after two or 

ree months of long discussion and examination, and they took 35 
from the other man. 

This committee here takes exactly the same number of votes from 
Mr, Atkinson that the West Virginia committee did, or but 1 more. 
Now, that is the state of the question as to the illegal votes, and it is 
not worth while to go into a discussion of that question. There is no 
use in my going through a discussion of the illegal votes in this case at 
all, but upon that point I would simply quote from the speech which 
the gentleman from Iowa hr. Lacey] made in the case of Smith 
against Jackson, which gentlemen all recollect. In his speech in that 
case Judge LACEY stated that the illegal votes on both sides were gen- 
erally about the same, that one part of the committee could run through 
the testimony and find illegal votes on one side if they desired, and the 
other part of the committee could go through and find illegal votes on 
the other side if they desired, and that is just about the way it stands. 

But, gentlemen, I came here with a majority of 19 votes on the face 
of the returns. It is alleged that in the county of Wetzel 24 ballots 
were scratched by some persons unknown, after the election, and not 


before, That is the charges, hut upon what is it based? In the first 
place, gentlemen on the other side claim, and itis true, that the clerks 
and election officers at the beginning of the investigation all state that 
they do not think they made any mistakes. That is a very natural 
thing for them to say, the very thing that they would be expected to 
say; just as you find in this testimony that in the county of Ohio, at 
one precinct in the district of Ritchie, the greatest change that was 
made throughout that recount was made, and as to which they made 
the same statements. : 

The change was made on President, on governor, on attorney-general, 
on member of Congress, on nearly everything on the ticket except 
the local and county candidates, a change of 8 votes against me and 
against the Democratie candidates generally, and there the same mem- 
bers of the canvassing board, the same election officers, went before the 
county board of commissioners and testified that they had counted 
those ballots carefully and had made no mistakes so far as they could 
see. Of course that is the way that election officers will naturally tes- 
tify ; they will naturally think and say that they have done their 
duty. Letusseeunder what circumstances this count was made. The 
election officers at Archer’s Fork were Samuel Fisher, J. D. Brookover, 
and Sampson Starkey, judges, and S. I. Earl and Mr. Belcher, clerks. 
Samuel Fisher testifies that he read only a few of the ballots, that he 
used his glasses, that he heard some talk of tickets, either Democratic 
or Republican, on which either the name of John O. Pendleton or G. 
W. Atkinson was written in and the printed name erased. 

J. D. Brookover testifies: 

We had two lanterns and a lamp, until, some time in the after part of the 
night, one of the lanterns went out; then our light was not so good. 

S. I. Earl, one of the clerks, upon being asked whether or not the com- 
missioners of election in taking the tickets out of the ballot-box would 
read off each name to the clerk, answers: 


Part of the time Meng Ae and part of the time they didnot, They would take 
the ticket out of the ballot-box and we would look over the ticket and then 
would call a straight ticket. 

A. B. Streight says: 

We commenced counting right away after the polls closed; counted that ni; 
until after 2 o'clock; then quit counting and got something to eat and took a 
on commenced next morning, don’t know exact time, and counted on until 

one. 


W. J. Wykert (page 335) testifies: 

On the night following the election we counted until about midnight, and the 
next day from the time we got there until 9 or 10 o'clock at night. 

It appears from the testimony that in making the count they used 
lantern light. For instance, take the precinct at Archer's Fork. The 
count there commenced after dark and continued all night and until 
about noon next day. Second, the light was bad. There were two 
lanterns and a small lamp until abont 11 o'clock in the night; from 11 
until about 4 one lantern and a small lamp; from 4 o'clock until day- 
light only the small Jamp. Third, two of the judges were so fatigued 
while the count was progressing that they wenttosleep. Fourth, there 
is evidence, which you will find on pages 952, 953, and 954, that bal- 
lots were scratched and that by-standers had to call the attention of 
the election judges to the fact. You will find that instead of counting 
these ballots one by one and counting all the names upon the tickets 
as they were taken, the proof is positive that the judge who called off 
the ballots for the clérks to tally, after the count had p. awhile, 
did not read the names on the ballots, but called out: Straight Demo- 
cratic ticket,” or Straight Republican ticket, Straight goods, all 
wool and a yard wide,” ‘Hurrah for Harrison!" ‘‘ Hurrah for Cleve- 
land!” ‘Straight goods, all wool and a yard wide;*’ and the clerk 
would tally. I read from the testimony: 

Q. 4. State how the vote was called out to the clerks by the commissioners 
when it was being counted. 

A. 4. A part of the time they wonld take u ticket out of the ballot-box, and if 
it was a Republican ticket they would say, Hurrah for Harrison! all wool and 
a yard wide; straight 3,” and if it was a Democratic ticket, they would say 
“ Hurrah for Cleveland! all woola yard wide end straight goods.“ Somet 
they would call the names onthe ticket; if there was any seratching they would 
say, Here is a man got his eye blacked;" then they would name scratched 
part of it. 

That is from the testimony of F. S. Snodgrass, and not the same man 
who has been so harshly commented upon here. 

In the limited time allowed me I can not go over this matter fully; 
I shall only call attention to one theory upon which the argument has 
been made that there was a conspiracy formed in my behalf with re- 
gard to this count. Upon what has this theory been based? If gen- 
tlemen will turn to the report of the majority of the committee, 
they will find that because on the 2ist of November, 1838, a telegram 
was sent from the town of Monndsville, by a gentleman named Wells, 
to Benjamin Earnshaw, the presiding justice of that county court, 
telling him that his wife was sick and asking him to come home, there- 
fore it is argued that there was a conspiracy in my behalf; and because 
on the 24th of November, in the city of Charleston, 400 miles from Wheel- 
ing, in the Third Congressional district of West Virginia, at the seat of 
government of the State, the capital town of West Virginia, a telegram 
Was sent to Charles E. Wells and W. N. Arnett, at the town of New Mar- 
tinsville, nearly 400 miles away, asking that the recount be delayed until 
St. Clair could get there —on account of this last request for delay a 
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$ 
conspiracy in my behalf is argued for the purpose of delaying the re- 
turns. 


Now, sir, there was never a balder theory or a wilder falsehood in- 
vented. In the first place, Judge ROWELL, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, has told you that the recount was delayed two or three days on 
account of the first telegram of November 21. Yet if he will turn to 
the record and refer to the testimony of a witness that was placed upon 
the stand by the contestant himself he will find that, on the 21st of 
November, on the 22d, on the 23d, and on the 24th, that court was in ses- 
sion and adjourned from Saturday, the 24th, till Monday, the 26th, and 
went straight along. IIe will find this in the testimony of Mr. John C. 
McEldowney, the clerk of the court. Yet Judge ROWELL has stated 
to this House that the recount was delayed two or three days upon that 
account. 

Further, he has told you, and it has been seriously argued, that this 
telegram, which was sent on the 24th of November from the town of 
Charleston, 400 miles from where I live and was received in New Mar- 
tinsville on the 24th of November, proved a conspiracy. He has utterly 
forgotten to tell you, however, that there is no proof in this testimony 
that either Mr. Wellsor Mr. Arnett ever received that telegram or ever 
heard of it till this day. He has also forgotten to tell you that in this 
entire testimony there is no word connecting either of those two gen- 
tlemen with mein any manner, shape,or form with regard to this whole 
matter. 

As you will find in this testimony, they had left New Martinsville 
three days before that telegram came from Charleston; and there is no 
proof that either one of them ever received it. 

Judge Lacey, in arguing this case yesterday, showed the fidelity 
with which he had studied it and the profound attention he had given 
to the details when he stated here in the face of this House, when he 
told you gentlemen, one and all, that General St. Clair, whose name 
is mentioned in the telegram, was my counsel of record in this case, 
and that the telegram from Charleston meant that the county court of 
Wetzel County was to delay this recount until he could get there in 
my interest. Judge LACEY so stated and it is so in the RECORD; but 
Judge ROWELL got up and corrected him afterward; but that is what 
Judge Lacey told you in his speech as delivered on this floor yester- 
day, and Judge RowELL did not correct him until after he had got 
the information from me that General St. Clair had no more to do with 
my case than the man in the moon; that he was representing Governor 
Fleming, the Democratic candidate for the office of governor of West 
Virginia, if he represented anybody, and has never represented me here 
at all. 

Now, because in two precincts a change was shown, therefore it is 
argued that the change was a fraudulent one, because the commis- 
sioners of elections at those places testify that they did not make any 
mistakes or did not believe that they had done so. It is just the same 
way with the district of Ritchie, in the county of Ohio, where a change 
of 8 yotes the other way was made, and where the commissioners of 
election testified that they had made no mistake in their count, but 
had counted those ballots carefully. What is the opposing testimony? 
Here is the positive testimony of the man who had the custody of those 
ballots, ofevery man who possibly had access to them or who was known 
to have access to them, that nothing of the character alleged took place. 

You will find further in this testimony that there was considerable 
dissatisfaction in certain portions of the county of Wetzel with the 
gentleman who is contesting this seat. I want to call your attention 
also to the fact that when these two eminent Republicans of West Vir- 
ginia were reviewing this identical testimony, when going through all 
this testimony they came to the county of Wetzel—here is everything 
they say. I read from page 419: 

The votes of Reuben Hedges and Bode Davis should be rejected as illegal 
and deducted from the total vote for A. B. Fleming for governor. 

Do you think they would have neglected the magnificent opportu- 
nity to hit me a slapif they could have done so right there with respect 
to this matter? 

Iwant toshow you farther, if fraud was perpetrated in Wetzel County, 
where it was most likely to have been perpetrated. It would not have 
been perpetrated in my interest from the town of Charleston; it would 
not have been perpetrated in my interest from the town of Fairmont, 
or Mannington, in the connty of Marion, where Wells and Arnett re- 
sided and where the Democratic contestant for governor resided. And 
no one either here or elsewhere makes any claim or any charge that 
fraud was perpetrated in Wetzel County in Judge Fleming's bebalf or 
was even suspected. 

But what was atstake? There was something else at stake than the 
mere question of a contested election of one little Congressman in West 
Virginia. There was a recount going on in that county of Wetzel in 
reference to the county seat, which had been a matter of litigation for 
years. Lawyers were there in attendance on both sides in reference to 
that matter of great moment to the people. There was also a recount 
going on of a contested seat in the State senate from that county. 
There was a contest for a seat in the senate from that district by the 
Republican party, which remained unsettled until the Legislature went 
home after winding up the natural life of that body. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there was further a recount going on for the gov- 

ip of the State of West Virginia, which was far more important 


to the Democratic party and far more important to the Democratic 
people of that State than the return of a Co: This same re- 
count for governor went on in Wetzel Connty on the question of the 
governorship, Noone made complaint there was fraud about that. 
This telegram was a telegram which came from the county seat, or 
rather I should say the capital of the State, where the seat of govern- 
ment is located. These two gentlemen came from the county of Ma- 
rion, outside of my district. The row was made about this telegram, 
but it was not in reference to the recount for Congressman, but to the 
question of the governorship. Your committee, however, refused to 
hear that testimony and absolutely failed to charge any fraud in that 
county except as to the Congressman, and they have in no way con- 
nected either of the gentlemen to whom the telegram was sent in any 
way with my interests. 

I say it is utterly and entirely absurd. I know what is desired here. 
It is the desire to have the seat I have been occupying here for the last 
two or three months, a seat to which I believe I was as honestly and 
fairly elected as any one ever was, a seat I have contested and will, 
because I believe I have the right to hold it. If I did not so believe up 
to the present hour you would not find me here defending it to-day. 
But believing that fact, and unwilling to believe men would perpetrate 
fraud in my interest without ever having been told of it or the sug- 
gestion made to me, that men who lived in a different district from 
mine, men who lived three or four hundred miles south of my home, 
would, as it were, concoct a gigantic fraud to return me to Congress—I 
say, gentlemen, not believing those things, I have sought to-day to de- 
fend the seat to which I believe I was honestly elected. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another thing to which I wish to call the 
attention of the House. It is in reference to why Judge Earnshaw 
should want to go home on the 21st day of 8 There was no 
evidence of anything like conspiracy. You know what a county court 
iv West Virginia is. A great many gentlemen here represent Western 
constituencies, and they know what a board of supervisors in a county is. 
It is nothing more than a fiscal body composed of three farmers in each 
county, of influence, who sit two or three hours once a month. Here is 
acourt that had been sitting for several weeks, and my own idea is that 
the judge desired to go home that night and asked these gentlemen to 
send him a telegram if they were going in his direction. He sought to 
find an excuse to go home. That is the only way I can account for it. 
He swears himself positively that it had nothing to do with the re- 
count. I am disposed to believe him, because there is no reason why 
he should do otherwise. That unquestionably was the reason why the 
telegram was sent to him. 

I now submit the matter to you. I do not ask a single man to vote 
forme. I leave that for each and every one to decide for himself. I 
am not here soliciting votes. I believe I was honestly and fairly elected; 
and if my seat be taken from me by the vote of this House, as I said in 
the beginning, it is nota matter resting with me, but the sin of it is on 
you, and not on me. I wash my hands of your sins, and shall look to 
my district for that vindication which a sterling and true-hearted Democ- 
racy never fails to give. I thank you for the attention you have given 


me. a 
Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield the balance of the 
time remaining to this side to my colleague on the committee, Mr. 
COOPER, of Ohio, but before doing so wish to say a single word fur- 
ther in connection with what has just been stated by the contestee. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Before the gentleman proceeds, allow me to in- 
quire how much time is left to this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair), 
Five minutes remain. 

{ | ROWELL. Well, we do not want to begin until you have fin- 
ished. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I do not know that we shall use the time at all. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is understood that we will have the right to 
close the discussion. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Ofcourse. 

Mr. ROWELL. A single word, Mr. Speaker. I wish to say that I 
was surprised at a gentleman who claims to be honest when he said 
to this House that the count in Wetzel County continued through the 
21st, 22d, and 23d days of November, when, as a matter of fact, he must 
have known that while the court was in formal session the count was 
adjourned on the night of the 21st and did not resume until the re- 
turn of Judge Earnshaw. I say I was surprised that a gentleman rep- 
resenting himself should make that statement before the House. 

One other remark with regard to the recount in Ohio County, not ad- 
verted to in the argument before the committee or in the briefs sub- 
mitted, and brought here for the first time in this discussion, a recount 
that cost Mr. Atkinson some 12 votes. Had I been preparing the briefs 
in this case these votes would have been restored to his column, for in 
the recount in nearly every precinct the county court rejected the de- 
cision of the lower court—the election board or judges—where Mr. 
Pendleton’s namefappeared scratched off and Atkinson’s name was at- 
tempted to be scratched on, and yet the county court said that the 
scratching was not plain enough to warrant the counting of the votes, 
and by virtue of that scratching Mr. Atkinson lost a number of votes 
which, if they had been brought up in the argument or presented in 
the briefs, would have been, I repeat, restored to his column, 
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I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio the remainder of the time. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. How much time did the Speaker state remained 
to this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes, 

Mr, O'FERRALL. I yield the remaining time to the contestee. 

Mr. PENDLETON, Mr. Speaker, I can not help it if my friend, the 
chairman of the committee, has failed to study this case. And that, let 
me state just here, has been my complaint from the very beginning of 
it to the end, for when he finds startling changes made against me he 
entirely overlooks them, whereas, when he finds startling changes in 
favor of the gentleman who is contesting my seat, he has jumped upon 
them with the earnest vigor and readiness of the forager upon his apoil. 
That has been my complaint from the very beginning of the ease, And 
while I have the highest respect for the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, I state now, as I stated at the beginning, that I never have 
believed this case was fairly heard or fairly tried. He tells yon now of 
an exceedingly important and material fact which escaped the attention 
of the committee apparently and was introduced in the discussion for 
the first time; that is to say, the remarkable change in the votes of the 
district of Ritchie in Ohio County, of which he said he never heard 
until the last few days because it was not mentioned in the briefs sub- 
mitted by either party. 

I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to reflect upon the chairman of the 
committee on that account, but it is a matter of fact, which I think 
will be borne out by all the gentlemen who do me the honor to listen 
now, that such matters of fact should have been looked to in the case 
and should have formed an important element in the consideration of 
it before the committee. You are to decide this ease upon your oaths, 
sitting here practically as jurors in the case, because you have solemnly 
sworn tu do your duty, and I say that the gentleman in charge of this 
ease shonld have observed, if looking at this matter impartially—and 
that is all that I have asked should be done—but looking at it impar- 
tially and as a judge acting between man and man on the question of 
right. as to who was elected, these are important facts which my friend 
Judge ROwELL should have looked to and reported to the House. 

This is the longest record, I agreed in Congressional contested-elec- 
tion cases, embodying, as it does, nearly 1,700 

Mr. ROWELL. There is another one embodying 2,200 pages. 

Mr, PENDLETON. I did not know of that. T accept the correc- 
tion of the gentleman. But this is at all events an exceedingly volu- 
— record, and a great deal of it has not been gone over at all, ap- 

mtly. 

Why, I could turn to a page of this record where there is the testi- 
mony of a convict in the State prison, or rather in the jail of Ohio 
County, one G. B. Hale, who gave testimony under oath that he was an 
illegal voter, and had been convicted in the Federal court of the State 
of West Virginia for illegal voting, and that Mr. Atkinson was his conn- 
scl to defend him, and advised him to plead guilty. That testimony is 
here in this case, and the gentleman from IIlinois—in fact, the mem- 
bers of the committee on my.own side—have not found that testimony, 
the testimony of a man who was an illegal voter, whoso confessed him- 
self, who voted for Mr. Atkinson, and who pleaded guilty to the churge 
of illegal voting under advice of Mr. Atkinson in the Federal court of 
that State. 

I ouly cite that, Mr. Speaker, as an illustration to show how care- 
fully our friends on the other side have gone over this case. They say 
they have given it careful consideration. This is an illustration of it, 

Now, as to the matter of the recount of the votes in Ohio County, 
that is a matter of testimony. The gentleman claims that I gained 
votes in Ohio County on that recount. If yon will find in the record 
any such statement, I will be glad to havo it pointed out to me. The 
sole testimony in that case is limited, i think, to the testimony of the 
clerk of the court, who testifies that on a recount I did gain two or 
three votes. But— 

Mr. ROWELL. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that the re- 
count of Ohio County and the whole action in regard to that recount 
are embodied in the record, each precinct in detail. 

Mr. PENDLETON, I understand that and am not questioning it. 
But you will find that all the votes which for a time were held up 
were, when the county court submitted the matter to judicial advice, 
not counted. But the scratchers were counted, I think; at least that 
is my recollection. 

But I call attention to this remarkable discrepancy in Ritchie pre- 
cinct oy district to show how many mistakes have been made through- 
out the whole matter. And the most remarkable mistakes, Mr. Chair- 
man, have been made against all of those on the Democratic ticket, 
myself included, whereby we lost 8 votes on the count, and yet the 
men who made that count testified, as it is true they also did in Wet- 
zel County, that no mistakes could have been made, 

Now, I can find no testimony, after a careful search in this record, 
to show that this court was adjonrned, as suggested by the chairman 
of the committee. I simply take the testimony of the county clerk, on 
page 442 of the record. This is his testimony when put on the witness 
stand by the gentleman: 

The court convened on the 12th of November. The court was in session on 
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Now, whether they were going on or not I can not say, but I know 
that they were in session all of this time. 

3 SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are thirty-two minutes remain- 
ing ou that side. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in that brief half hour I do 
not propose to go very far outside of the record in this case in pursuit of 
the other side. It was argued at much length yesterday, Mr. Speaker, 
that this contestee must have heen elected in this district because of his 
honorable ancestry. If his ancestry were honorable | congratulate him 
upon it, and hope he does not in his case verify the statement made 
by the son of the Emerald Isle, who said of his ancestry that ‘‘ they 
were like his crop of potatoes—the best of them were under ground.“ 
[Laughter. ] A 

Sir, we were running a man for President of whom it was said that he 
had an honorable ancestry and whose grandfather’s hat was said to be 
very large and heavy. 

It is scarcely fair to contrast this vote with that of the President; yet, 
sir, I find that when we come down to actual figures the distinguished 
gentleman from West Virginia, with all the prestige of his honorable 
ancestry, received only 23 more votes than were cast for Mr. Cleveland, 
and that, too, giving the contestee the benefit of the frauds in Wetzel 
County, to which I shall come after a little, and which, deducted from 
his vote, will show that his honorable ancestry did not help him at all. 

In the brief time allotted to me I propose to discuss one question in 
this case, which [regard as of the utmost importance, namely, which 
of the two parties to this contention received the majority of votes cast, 
counted, and returned in this election, out of which this contention arose; 
because, sir, it is plain, and, I believe I may say, absolutely certain, as 
has been shown by the very elaborate arguments of my distinguished col- 
leagues, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] and the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], that, if the improper and illegal votes cast at 
this election be eliminated from this count, the contestee will be very 
largely the loser and that, unless he had a majority clear and unques- 
tioned of the votes cast, counted, and returned, he was not elected, and 
is not entitled to the seat he occupies. 

Agnin, sir, if it be true that the contestant received a majority of the 
votes cast and counted in this district when an overwhelming number 
of the election precincts were under the control of the partisan friends 
of the contestee and when the decision of the question of accepting 
and rejecting the vote and counting the votes was controlled very largely 
by the friends of the contestee, in which their natural and inevitable 
bias, even of honest men, their partisan bias, their sympathy for the con- 
testee, their desire to secure his election, would inevitably inure to his 
benefit, and the errors which might be made in that behalf likely to 
be to his advantage—if in the face of this condition the contestant still 
secured a majority of the votes cast, we have every right to believ 
and itis but a reasonable belief, that he had a majority of the I 
votes cast and counted. 

Mr. Speaker, that was an ordinarily fair and honest election. It was 
a rural region, the citizens largely given to agriculture. There was no 
large city in this district in which the criminal, the lawless, and the 
vicious are wont to congregate and float like a putrid scom upon the 
current of humanity, corrupting every element of society, and especially 
corrupting and degrading the ballot, There was no attempt to prevent 
a fair expression at the polls. There was no charge of bribery. There 
was no intimidation, It was a full, fair, honest election, held by citi- 
zens of ordinary honesty, patriotisni, and intelligence, each party doing 
their utmost to secure the casting of every vote to which their party was 
entitled, and with equal vigilance they were endeavoring to prevent the 


| other party from receiving any votes to which they were not entitled. 


Now, sir, as to the question as to which of these two parties to this 
contention received the majority of votes cast and retarned depends 
upou the count and returns from two precincts of Wetzel County— 
Martin's School-House and Archer's Fork. According to the votes 
there connted and returned by the judges at Martin's School-llouse, 
the contestant had 125 votes, and according to the returns from Archer's 
Fork the contestant hud 158 votes; yet, sir, when, nearly a month after 
this, these ballots were canvassed by the county court, it was fonnd 
that there were 15 tickets at Martin's School-Honse precinet from which 
the name of the contestant was plainly scratched. Some witnesses in- 
sist that it was marked by a broad black mark made by a soft lead- 
pencil. All agree that the mark upon these tickets was plnin, easily 
discernible, and no trouble in that particular at all. I repeat, there 
were found 15 tickets upon which the contestant’s name had been 
plainly marked at Martin's School-House and 10 at Archer’s Fork. 

Was that marking done before they were cast in the ballot-box or 
after they were returned? I insist that the testimony shows satisfac- 
torily that the latter statement is true. In the first place I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the officers of these precincts are conceded to have 
been honest men. There is not a single circumstance in all this record 
which tends to throw asingle suspicion or reflection of dishonesty upon 
the part of any one of those election officers in either of these precincts. 
They were honest men; they were men of intelligence, character, and 
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capacity, fit ſor such work. They were not only that, but they were 
Democrats; and I congratulate this House that I am able to say, in be- 
half of those reutlomen, that they-were not only Democrats, but honest 
and intelligent men, They were Democrats whose hearty sympathy, 
whose earnest desire, hope, and expectation, were that the contestes in 
this case would be trinmphant. They would be unlikely to overlook 
tickets upon which the name of the contestant, whom (hey desired 
should be defeated, was plainly erased. 

Aguin, how was this count conducted? At Martin's School-Houae, 
according to the testimony of each one of these judges, it appears that 
the Republican judge, Mr. Streight, sat next to the ballot-box, took 
out separately each several ballot, opened it, rend it, and then passed 
it to the Democratic judge, Mr. Woods, who read the hallofe separately, 
each one of them, and from his reading the tallies were made by the 
clerks. He then passéd it to Mr. Allen, the other Democratic judge, 
who examined it-and strung it upon thestring. Se that we have here, 
to start with, the fact that each single separate ballot was subjected to 
a separate scrutiny and examination of cach one of these three honest, 
intelligent judges. 

Gentlemen talk abont the lights. Why, it is in evidence here that 
they had three lights, and, although one gave out aſter a while, there 
was no difficulty in the way of counting with the two that remained, 
It is said that ond of the judges used glasses. He himself awears thal 
he did. Although he is only a little over forty years of age, yet he said 
that when he went “to counting tickets or to shooting squirrels’ he 

nt on his glasses, because he wanted a particularly fine sight then. 

Laughter.) Not only that, sir, bnt, according to the testimony, it ap- 
pears that at some period iu the night (there is some discrepancy as to 
the particninr time) they stopped counting nnd retarned at 10 o'clock 
next moming, and then, before resuming their count, they went over 
each ballot already connted and verified the correctness of the tally al- 
ready made. Then, according to the uncontradicted testimony of one of 
these judges, there being a discrepancy between the tally kept by the 
clerk and his assistant clerk as to the votes for Congressmen, avery one 
of those ballots was examined as to the votes of Congressmen and found 
to be correct. 

Sir, I submitto this House that I am justified in saying that seldom, 
yery seldom, in the history of elections have ballots been subjected to 
as careful an examination, to as thorough and close a scrutiny, as these 
ballots were subjected to in this particular case. And what I have 
said about Martin's School-honse precinct may well apply to the pre- 
cinet known as Archer's. Fork. Afterwards these Democratic judges 
who had made this return were called and confronted with these 24 
ballots which had the name of the contestant plainly crased by n 
broad mark, made with a soft-lead pencil, and they were inquired of 
upon their oaths whether it was possible that those marks could bava 
been upon those ballots when they were counted, and each man of them 
swore that it was not possible. And I submit that in thatsworn testi- 
mony they were but repeating what must be the conclusion of every 
reasonable man within the souud of my voice, namely, that it wasim- 

ible that these men, subjecting these ballots to this scrutiny, could 
avo madè any such egregious blunder. It rs human credulity 
to ask mén to holieve that such a thing was possible. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, the marks were there on the 30th day of Novem- 
ber. How came they there? Let us see. Sir, in the commission of 
every crime we find always three different conditions existing. One is 
an object to be attained, the second is a man fit and competent for the 
work, and the third is an opportunity to do the work. All of these con- 
ditions were there co-existing in New Martinsville, the county scat of 
Wetzel County. The inducement was not only great, it was immense. 
We all remember how, in those dark November days, immediately fol- 
lowing the Presidential election, the question as to which party would 
dominate in this House was debated and donbted all over the laud, 
each party, through its e claiming the control. We know how 
superhuman cfforts were put forward on each side to secure the count- 
ing in of every candidate to which the party was entitled. 

Ve know how the word went on the wings of lightning to every close 
district-to spare no effort to secure the return of the candidate of the 
y. It was known that if they could secure the return of every 
mocraticcandidate for Congress from West Virginia, where they hada 
2 tool of'n governor who could spell“ two“ and call it twelve“ 
if they could secure that and conld succeed in oe hates a Demo- 
crati¢ governor in Tennessee and in another State, that would enable 
the Democratic Clerk of the last House to put a majority of Democratic 
names upon the roll of this Houso, thus enabling the Democrats to or- 
ganize it, to elect its officers, to frame its rules and constitute its com- 
mittecs, including the Committee on Ways aud Means and the Com- 
mittee on Elections, and so to perpetuate the power of that party in 
this House and enable it to make a deadlock upon the Admin tion 
whenever it should attempt to carry out any of the measures to which 
it was pledged, ) 

Inducenients enough and more than enough were environing this 
lace in Wetzel County, and the man was there, and his name was Lee 
nodgrass. He was the right man in the right place. He was deputy 

clerk and had control of these ballots, and he was the man for the 
work because be waa not only n scoundrel, but a confessed scoundrel, 


who comes upon the stand inthis case and, witha jaunty air and asmil- 
ing conntenance, sliows his moral sensibilities so debased that he can 
boastingly narrate- how be conspired and did all in his power to secure 
lor another man $3,000 in cash for which he was to make no return, 
give no consideration Whatever. . 

Solow and vileis this wretch that the contestea in his brief expressly 
Aiselaims any intention to defend him, and the distinguished Demo- 
erntie attaruey and statesman who appeared for the contestes before the 
Committee on Elections spoke óf him with withering contempt, aud 
said truly, “that the unerring lnger of acorn should be pointed at this 
man Snodyrisa forall hisremuiting liſe:“ to which Lay amen. There 
Was tho man, then, and the opportunity was there, because he had these 
ballots in his possesion. Why, sir, these ballots came there to New 
Martinsville im paper excks, and they were thrown into un otd box said 
to be a bos in whieh coffee had been kept, and the cover of the hox 
was not nailed down, but there were some small slats nailed across the 
top, through the interstices of which these ballots plainly appeared, 
Everyman around me can well understand how any one with « chisel 
or u hatchet, or even with a jack-knife, could pry up the end of one of 
those slats and tamper with the ballots and then nail down the slat 
again and no one be the wiser—or the ballots fished out, as some one 
near me suggests, 

The ballots came there in such manifest disarrungement that an Hon- 
orable Republican attorney moved the court to order the clerk to seal 
them up and write hisname across the seal, so that no tampering could 
he had with those ballots without discovery, It was a proper and ren- 
sonable request which onght to have been granted by the court; for the 
members of the court were all Democratic; the clerk and his deputies 
were all Democratic; all the rotinae around the court were Democratic; 
and this request should have been granted in order, first, to protect the 
public against the peril of this tampering, which was so easy that it 
Was a constant temptation toa dishonest man, and should also have 
heen done by the court in protection of itself, in order to guaranty 
that there should be no suspicion that the court had been a party to 
any tampering. 

This request was contemptnonsly refused. Then it was requested 
of the court that a Republican be permitted to be present when these 
tickets were taken off the string, another proper request that the court 
in protection of the public and of its own reputation should have been 
swift to grant; but this also was refused. These ballots were suffered 
to remain in this old slat-covered box in the court-house in the day- 
time, and in the night stuck in the vaultin the clerk’s office, If there 
was opportunity to tamper with these ballots it was not be- 
cause the court did anything to protect them. 

This word ** vault’ bas a sound of security. which is but a delusion 
and a snare in this case, for it wasa vault fastened by a lock the com- 
bination of which was known to at least half a dozen men aside from 
every attorney in that town, for the clerk, alter enumerating five men 
besides himself who knew the combination (among them the deputy 
elerk, Lee Snodgrass, and some of his “Dummer friends), says bo 
supposes that every attorney in the town of New: Martinsville knew 
that combination. He says the vault “was not meant to he burglür- 
proof—only lire-proof.”’ Burglar-proof indeed! Why, sir, they left it 
substantially open all the time. So far as the testimony is concerned, 
all that was kept within it were this old coffee-box with these ballots 
aud the heer for the. duſfers“ and ‘“bummers™ around tho conrt- 
house, The beer was put in that vanlt so that when the clerk or his 
friends wanted to crack a bottle they had but to go to the vault, so 
called, and get the beer ont, 

Lee Snodgrass had these ballots under his control and the job which 
was to be done conld be done ensily. But it must be done artistically; 
it must not be mangled; it mnst not be overdone. It need not and 
ought not to be deep as a well or wide as a barn door,“ but it mast 
be enough,“ and certain to be enough. 

Therefore it was important that the counting of these ballots should 
he delayed until it had been absolutely ascertained how much of a 
change was necessary, how many ballots should be marked, in order 
to make the thing sure for the contestee, and yet not make the change 
so egregiously large as to startle, astound, and shock the public, for 
this might he dangerons. Therefore we find the judges delaying the 
count in a remarkable manner, ‘They began the count of this little 
county of Wetzel, a small rural county, without any town of nny con- 
siderable size, on the 32th of November, aud they never finished it 
until the 30th. They would meet, count for an hour or so, and then 
adjourn. Thus they Poa anil adjourned, waiting impallently ſur 
the returns from the other precincts where the returns were not kept 
in aslat-covered.coffee-bex and where there was no Lee Snodgrass con- 
veniently near to manipulate them. 

The recount runs along until the 21st of the month, and then, finding 
no excuse for further delay, the Republicans appearing every day in 
court and appealing to the court to proceed, we find two Democrats 
from another county, ‘‘visiting statemen,” appear there in New 
Martinsville, They are in cousultation with Judge Earnshaw. He 
adjourns the court till half past one. They dine with him; they are 
at his room; they aro around“ chackerlogging with him,“ if I may 
use the language of one of the witucsses, until about 2 o'clock, when 
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they leave on the train; and then we find that about half past two | the returnof the enrolled bill (S. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., 


Jud 
Aaii become n man of sorrow;’’ ** melancholy seems to have 
marked him for its own.“ With tear-dimmed eye and dolorous voice 
he produces and reads a telegram purporting to be sent by Mr. Black, 
and saying, Your wife is sick.“ Judge Earnshaw says, I must de- 
part; let the court go; and the court is adjourned. 

Despite the impression which the contestee has endeavored to make 
upon this House, that the court continued in session notwithstanding 
Judge Earnshaw’s absence, it is also true, as he swears himself here, 
that there was no counting done during this interregnum. 

And yet, this same Democratic Judge Earnshaw testifies that he then 
and there knew that this telegram was a lie; knew that his wife was 
not sick; that Mr, Black had never sent any such telegram, and that 
it was sent by this man Wells; that he, Earnshaw, did not go to his 
home directly, and knew that his wife was not at home, but was lead- 
ing the festive round at a merry-making at a neighbor’s house. 

Judge Earnshaw returns about the 24th. Anew appeal is made by 
these same Democratic “ visiting statesmen ’’ for a further adjourn- 
ment. So it is kept along until all the precincts of this district are in 
and Mr. Snodgrass has full inf rmation as to the magnitude of the work 
he is to do; an4 he does it or has it done. 

On the 30th of November these precincts are counted, with the as- 
tounding result that there are 24 ballots upon which-the name of the 
contestant has been plainly, broadly erased—erasures which the judges 
of election never saw and do not to this day believe in. At once the 
whole country is aroused. Nobody seems to doubt that the ballots 
have been tampered with; the only question is, Who did it? The Re- 
publican committee offers a reward of $1,000 for the conviction of the 
party who has done this vile work. 

Thereupon comes thisSnodgrass, who had charge of these ballots, and 
and sends a messenger to the chairman of the Republican committee 
suggesting that he (Snodgrass) knew all about this crime and for a 
sufficient consideration would inform them how it was done. He in- 
vokes and procures a meeting, and in that meeting Snodgrass goes on 
to tell that he must have $3,000 for the information, as he would lose 
his place asdeputy clerk, which would run for two years and was worth 
$60 per year; that he disliked to hurt his party; that he might be in- 
dicted, though he did not think he could be convicted; and he pro- 
poses that a written contract be entered into that he shall tell all he 
knows and get $3,000 therefor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one of two things is unquestionably true: This 
wretch did know all about this business and did at that time intend, 
if he could get the $3,000, to tell all about this wickedness, or else, as 
he now swears, he was only deliberately planning to dead-beat another 
man out of $3,000 of honest money by false pretenses, without any con- 
sideration; and I care but little, so far as he is concerned, upon which 
horn of the dilemma he impales himself. In either case it shows that 
he was a wretch capable of doing anything of the kind; and, as he had 
the facilities and the opportunities to do it and as somebody mani- 
festly did do it, I have no doubt that he was a party thereto, if not the 
party himself, 

Theretore, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me clearly and plainly proven to 
the satisfaction of all reasonable minds that the contestant had a clear 
and unquestioned majority of the votes cast, counted, and returned, and 
if that be so his right to a seat in this House can not be successfully 
challenged, and the House by now giving him the seat to which he was 
fairly and honorably elected will be doing only an act of tardy justice 
in according that to him to which he was entitled a year ago, and of 
which he has been unjustly deprived for nearly a round twelve months. 

The contestee himself seems to admit that unless he had a majority 
on the face of these returns his case is hopeless. He talks about the 
action of the committee in the contest between the two contending fac- 
tions for governor in the State of West Virginia and the returns they 
make. Sir, they made no returns as to the vote for Congressmen, and 
when the gentleman undertakes to state that they rejected a certain 
proportion of the votes for himand a certain proportion of votes for the 
contestant he undertakes to state that for which the evidence shows 
no foundation. They did state the number of votes cast for the Re- 
publican candidate for governor, as well as his Democratic adversary. 
And let me call attention to the fact that the very report which the 
gentleman read shows that if that committee upon the gubernatorial 
contest had adopted the just, fair, gnd honest views of the minority of 
the committee in that belief expressed they would have seated the Re- 
publican candidate for governor, and that gallant soldier, brilliant 
statesman, and honored ex-member of this House, Nathan Goff, would 
be where he properly should be, seated in the gubernatorial chair of 
the State of West Virginia. [Applause.] But that committee threw 
out 69 votes for General Goff in the precinct of Wellsburgh, which my 
gallant and chivalrous friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL], the 
soul of honor and honesty and the mirror of chivalry, is compelled to 
admit in this case should have been counted. [Applause.] 

I do not care, Mr. Speaker, to detain the House longer. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, requested 
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and for other purposes. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—ATKINSON VS. PENDLETON. 

The SPEAKER, By order of the House, the previous question is 
ro considered as ordered, the time fixed for the debate having ex- 
pired. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I find upon examination of the re- 
port of the committee, which was not before the minority when their 


report was made, that there is only one resolution submitted by the 


majority instead of the two resolutions usually sabmitted in such cases. 

1 now offer the resolution which I send to the desk as a substitute 
for the resolution of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken first upon the substi- 
tute proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, which the Clerk will 
now read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John O. Pendleton was duly elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Con from the First Congressional district of West Virginia. at 
the election held November 6, 1888, and not George W. Atkinson, and that said 
John O. Pendleton is entitled to the seat he holds, 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution, for which the resolution 
just read by the Clerk is offered as a substitute, will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That George W. Atkinson was duly elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Con: from the First Congressional district of West Virginia at the 
election held November 6, 1888, instead of Jobn O. Pendleton, an said 
George W. Atkinson is entitled to his seat as such Representative. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute for 
the resolution just read. 

Mr. ROWELL. I hope the House will understand the question we 
are voting upon. 

The SPEAKER. The first vote is upon agreeing to the substitute 
80 0 by the minority for the resolution offered by the Committee on 

ections. 

Mr. @FERRALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 159, not 
voting 28; as follows: 


YEAS—142, 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind Lanham, Richardson, 
Alderson, Covert, Lawler, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, Lee, gers, 
Andrew, Crain, Lester, Ga, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Crisp, Lester, Vu. Sayers, 
= — 8 ~ „Tex. sowie, — —.— 

rwig, ummings, er, nner, 
Blanchard, Davidson, Matsh, Spinola, 
Bland, * Dibble, Mansur, Springer, 
Blonnt, Dockery, Martin, Ind Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Dunphy. Martin, Tex. wart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Edmunds, : McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, McCarthy, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Ellis, McClammy, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Enloe, McClellan, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Brunner, Flower, McMillin, Tillman, 
Bochanan, Va, Forman, Mills, Tracey, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, organ, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, Gibson, Mutchler, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, igbt, orton, Turpin, 
Cam 1. Grimes, ates, Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Hare, Ferrall Walker, Mo. 
Carlisle, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Carlton, Hayes, O'Neil, Wheeler, Ala, 
Caruth, Haynes, Outhwaite, 4 
Catchings, Heard, Owens, Ohio Wilkinson, 
Cate, Hemphill, Parrett, Willeox, 
Chipman 5 O. e wie III. 

ancy, erbert, ‘enington, T 0. 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Olements, Hooker, Pierce, Wise, 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa. Price, Yoder, 

bb, Kilgore, Quinn, 
Compton, Lane, Reilly, 

NAYS—159. 

Adams, Butterworth, Dorsey, Houk, 
Allen, Mich Caldwell Dunnell, Kelley, 
Anderson, Kans. Candler, Mass. Evans, Kennedy, 
Arnold, Cannon, Ewart, Kerr, lowa 
Atkinson Carter, Farquhar, Ketcham, 
Baker, Caswell, Finley, Kinsey, 
Banks, Cheadle, Flick, Knapp, 
Bartine, Cheatham, Flood. Lacey, 
Bayne, Clark, Wis. Funston, La Follette, 
Beckwith ell, r. Laidlaw, 
Belden, Coleman, g. 
Belknap. Comstock, Gifford, Laws, 
Bergen. Congor, Greenhalge, Lehlbach, 
Bingham, Connell, ront, Lind, 
Bliss, Cooper, Ohio Hall, Lodge, 
Boothman, Craig, Hansbrough, Mason, 
Boutelle, Culbertson, Pa. Harmer, Me 
Brewer, Cutcheon, Haugen, MoCord, 
Brosius, Dalzell. Henderson, DL McCormick, 
Brower, Darlington, Henderson, Iowa MoKenna, 


Browne, T. M. McKinley, 

Buchanan, N.J. De Lano, Hill, Miles, 
arrows, 

Burton, iver, 


Peters, Scranton, Taylor, E. B. 
Pickler, Scull, Taylor, J. D. *. ey. 
Post, Sherman, Thomas. 
NOT VOTING—23. 

Allen, Mias. Forney, Pendleton, Wheeler, Mich, 

izes, Frank, Phelan, Whiting, 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Randall, Pa, Whitthorne, 
Browne, Va. MoRae, Rusk, Wickham, 
Cothran, Milliken, Seney, Wilber, 

È Moore, Tex. Stahlnecker, Wiley, 

Fiteh, £ Paynter, Struble. Wilson, Ky. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

Mr, MUTCHLER, Mr, Speaker, I desire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat, listening for his 
name when it should be called? 

Mr. MUTCHLER, I was in my seat. 

The SPEAKER. But was the gentleman listening when his name 
was called? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I was not listening. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that the gentleman is 
entitled to vote. The gentleman can not be recorded except by unaui- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Lask unanimousconsent that I may be recorded. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The name of Mr, MUTCHLER was called and his vote recorded. 

Mr. MAISH. Lask unanimous consent that I may be allowed to vote. 

Mr. ROWELL. Was the gentleman in his seat? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent. Isthereobjection? [ Aſter a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The name of Mr. Marsą was called and his vote recorded. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. DARGAN for this day. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. ‘ 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. Rusk. 


The following are paired on contested-election cases until further’ 


notice: 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. Witson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent to have his vote recorded. The Chair has grave doubts, under 
the rule, which the Chair has examined since the last request was made 
a few moments ago, whether ho has any right to make that request, 
but inasmuch as it has been done in one or two other cases the Chair 
will submit it to the House. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

The name of Mr. STOCKDALE was called and his vote recorded. 

Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make 
the same request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The name of Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, was called, and his vote 
was recorded. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, the nays 159. 
Accordingly, the amendment is rejected, and the question recurs upon 
the resolution reported by the majority. > 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That George W. Atkinson was daly elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress from the First Congressional district of West Virginia at 
the election held November 6, 1888, instead of John O. Pendleton, and that said 
George W. Atkinson is entitled to his seat as such Representative. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a yea-and-nay vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
162, nay 0, not voting 168, as follows: 


YEAS—162, 
A Baker, Belden, Boothman, 
‘Allen, Mich. Banks, Belknap, Boutelle, 
Anderson, Kans, Bartine, n, Brewer, 
Arnold, Bayne, Bingham, Brosius, 
Atkinson. Beckwith, Bliss, Brower, 
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Cheatham, ute, 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Iowa O'Donnell, Taylor, 

well, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. ‘Taylor, Tenn, 
Coleman, Hill, Osborne, Taylor, E. B. 
Comstock, Hi Owen, Ind. Taylor, J. D. 
Conger, Hopkins, Payne, ‘Thomas, 
Connell, Houk, Payson, Thompson, 
ors r, Ohio, Kelley, Perkins, Townsend, Colo, 
Craig, Kennedy, Peters, Townsend, 
Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, lowa Pickler, Turner, Kans. 
Cutcheon, Ketcham, Rost, Vandever, 

K Kinsey, ey, an ick, 
Darlington, Knapp, Quackenbush, e, 
De Haven, Lacey, Raines, Walker, Mass. 
De Lano, La Follette, Randall, Mass, Wallace, Mass. 
money, Laidlaw, Ray, Wallace, N. Y. 
Dolliver, Lansing, Reed, Towa atson, 
Dorsey, Laws, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
Dannell, Lehlbach, Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
Evans, Lind, Rockwell, Wilson, Wash. 
Ewart, Lodge, Rowell, Wright, 
Farquhar, Mason, Russell, Yardiey. 
Finley, McComas, Sanford, The Speaker, 
Flic McCord, Sawyer, 
Flood, McCormick, n, 
NAY-0. 
NOT VOTING—I168, 

Abbott, Covert, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lewis, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss, Crisp, Magner, Seney, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Maish, Shively, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Mansur, Skinner, 
Barnes, Dargan, Martin, Ind, Smith, Ill. 
Barwig, Davidson, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Biggs, Dibble, McAdoo, Springer, 
Blanchard, Dockery, McCarthy, Stablnecker, 
Bland, Dunphy, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Edmun McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Boatner, Elliott, MoCreary, Stockdale, 
Bowden, Ellis, McMillin, Stone, Ky, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McRae, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, Mills, Struble, 
Brickner, Fithian, Montgomery, Stamp. 
Brookshire, Flower, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, 
Browne, Va. Forman, Morgan, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Brunner, Fowler, Norton, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Oates, Turner, Ga. 
Backalew, Gibson, O Ferrall, Turner, N. X 
Bullock, Goodnight, O’Neall, Ind. Turpin, 
Bunn, Grimes, O'Neil, Mass. Venable, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo, 
Campbell, Hare, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlisle, Hayes, Paynter, Wheeler, Mich, 
Carlton, Haynes, Peel, Whiting, 
Caruth, Heard, Pendleton, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Penington, Wickham, 
Cate, Henderson, N. C. Perry; Wike, 
Chipman, Herbert, Phelan, Wilber, 
Claney, Holman, Pierce, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala, Hooker, Price, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa Quinn, - Willcox, 
Clunie, Kilgore, Randall, Pa, Williams, Ill. 
Cobb, Lane, Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
Compton, Lankam, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Lawler, Robertson, Wise, 
Cothran, é Rogers, Yoder.— 


Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr, 
PAYNTER; but on this question, to make a quorum, I have voted. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The following list of members reported to the 
Chair under Rule XV, clause 3, as present and not voting will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. ALDERSON, Mr, ANDERSON of Mississippi, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. 
Banners, Mr. BARWIG, Mr. BLAND, Mr, BRICKNER, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Mr. BRUN- 
NER, Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, Mr. BULLOCK, Mr. Cantrox, Mr. CARUTH, 
Mr, Curpmay, Mr. CLAxcx. Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. Conn 
Mr. CoorER of Indiana, Mr. COVERT, Mr. CRAIN, Mr, Crisp, Mr. CULBERSON of 
Texas, Mr. Commincs, Mr. Davtpsox, Mr. Dockery, Mr. Duxrsay, Mr. ED- 
mMuUNps, Mr. Firatax, Mr. FLOWER, Mr. FORMAN, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, Mr. 
Ginson, Mr. GRIMES, Mr. HENPRILL, Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. 
Laxnau, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. Lesrer of Virginia, Mr. Lewis, Mr. Maxsur, Mr. 
Martin of Texas, Mr. Mea boo, Mr. McCartuy, Mr. McCrammy, Mr. Mo- 
Creary, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. MILLS, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr, Norton, Mr, OATES, 
Mr. O’Ferratx, Mr. O'NEALL of Indiana, Mr. O'Nett of Massachusetts, Mr. 
PERRY. Mr. Prerce, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Rogers, Mr. RowLann, Mr. SKIN- 
NER, Mr. STEWART of Texas, Mr. Stone of Missouri, Mr. Stump, Mr. Tritt- 
MAN, Mr. TURPIS, Mr. WALKER of Missouri, Mr. WIKE, Mr. WILKINSON, Mr. 
WII cox, Mr. WIfAAAus, of Illinois, and Mr. Wrison of West Virginia. 


The SPEAKER. These names, 72 in number, with those who are 
recorded as voting, show 234 members present, constituting a quorum 
to do business. The vote on the question is, yeas 162, nays none; and 
accordingly the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I raise the point of order that no constitutional 
quorum has voted —— 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. And that a member shall not be ejected from 
this House on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. Accordingly the resolution is adopted, and the 
member to be seated will come forward and take the oath. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I present the member-elect. 

Mr. Atkinson then appeared at the bar of the House, and was duly 
qualified by taking the oath prescribed by law. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the galleries be cleared. 
[Laughter and cries of Oh, no! “1 


DISPOSITION OF BILLS ADVERSELY REPORTED. 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Kules to make the following report, and ask its immediate consid- 
eration: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ir, MCKINLEY reports back the following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules: 
Amend clause 2, Rule XIII, by adding thereto the following proviso: 
“Provided, That bills reported adversely shall be laid on the table unless the 
committee reporting a bill, at the time, or any member within three days there- 
after, shall request its reference to the Calendar, when it shall be referred as 
provided in clause 1 of this rule, s 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon adopting the resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. I will ask the gentleman to state the effect of this pro- 
posed amendment. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Under the rule as it now stands, a bill reported 
adversely would of necessity go on the Calendar. This amendment 
provides that bills reported adversely shall lie on the table unless the 
committee request that they go on the Calendar or unless any mem- 
ber within three days makes such a request. 

Mr. LAWLER. Would the gentleman reporting this resolution have 
any objection to making the time six or ten days? Members may be 
out of the city for two or three days and in that way may miss an op- 
portunity to have important matters considered. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
that question was very careful y considered by the committee and this 
report is a unanimousone. Of course under the circumstances I would 
have no authority to accept any amendme it. I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. LAWLER, I would like to have the resolution amended so as 
to make the time ten days. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS} 


Mr. McKINLEY. On behalf of the same committee I submit the 
report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That Wednesday, February 25, be fixed for the consideration of 
such bills as may be indicated by the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds of the bills reported by said committee, and that this order shall con- 
tinue from day to day until the House do otherwise order, not to interfere with 
revenue or general 8 bills or prior orders.“ 

The Committee on Rules, to which was referred the resolution of February 
15, providing for the consideration of bills submitted by the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds, have considered the same, and beg leave to report the 
following substitute: 

“ Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, March 4 and 6, after sixty min- 
utes of the morn ng hour have passed, be fixed for the consideration in commit- 
tee and in the House, when reported, of such bills as may be indicated by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the bills reported by that com- 
mittee, not to interfere with revenue or general appropriation bills or prior 
orders, or reports 33 under Rule XI;“ 
and recommend that the same do pass. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This provides 
that it is not to interfere with prior orders. Will it interfere with the 
consideration of the Oklahoma bill ? 

The SPEAKER. That isa prior order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ididnothear allof the report, and I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio whether, under the rale as proposed, these 
bills would be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection the original resolution will lie 
on the table and the question will be taken on the substitute reported 
from the Committee on Rules. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no 
objection. The question is on adopting the resolution reported by the 
committee, 

, Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put, I would 
inquire whether this proposed change in the rale will set aside the Cal- 
endar. I ask for this reason: A week from to-morrow I propose to move 
to take up the bill to place General Frémont on the retired-list, and if 
this rule will interfere with that I should feel compelled to object to it. 

The SPEAKER. This is for Tuesday and Wednesday, and the bill 
to which the gentleman from New York refers is on the Private Calen- 
dar, which comes up for consideration on Friday. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is all right. . 

The question was taken on the adoption of the substitute; and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 116, noes 62. 

Mr, MILLS. Let us baye the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
192, nays 71, not voting 66; as follows: 


YEAS—192. 
Abbott, Connell, ie Reyburn, 
Adams, Cooper, Ohio Lehlbach, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Rock well, 
Anderson, Kaus. Culbertson, Pa, wis, Rowell, 
Andrew, Cutcheon, Lind, Russell, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Lodge, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Darlington, Magner, Sayers, 
er, vidson, Maish, Seranton, 
Bankhead, De Hayen, Mason, Seull, 
nks, De Lano, McAdoo, Sherman, 
Bartine, Dibble, McClammy, Simonds, 
Barwig, Dingley, McComas, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Dolliver, McCord, Smyser, 
Beck with, rey, McCormick, Spinola, 
Belden, Evans, McKenna, Spooner, 
Belknap, Ewart, McKinley, - Stephenson, 
Bergen, Flick, McRae, Stewart, Tex, 
Bingham, lood, Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Blanchard, Funston, Milliken, Stivers, 
Bliss, Gear, Lotlitt, Stockbridge, 
Boatner, est, Moore, N. H. Stockdale, 
Boothman, Gifford, Morey, Sweney, 
Boutelle, Greenhalge, Morgan, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brewer, Grimes, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Brickner, Grout, Morrow, ylor, J. 
Brosius, Hall, Morse, Thomas, 
Brower, Harmer, Niedringhaus, ‘Thompson, 
Buchanan, N, J, Haugen, ute, Townsend, Colo, 
Bullock, Hayes, Oates, ‘Townsend, Pa. 
unn, Haynes, O'Donnell, y, 
Burton, Henderson, III. O'Neall, Ind. Turner, Kans. 
Butterworth, Henderson, Iowa O'Neil, Mass. Turner, N. X. 
Caldwell Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. Turpin, 
Campbell, Hitt, Osborne, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass. Hopkins, Owen, Ind. Van Schaick, 
riton, Houk, Owens, Ohio Wade, 
Carter, Kelley, yne, Walker, Mass. 
Caswell, Kennedy, Penington, Wallace, Mass, 
Cheadle, Kerr, Iowa, Perkins, Wallace, N.Y, 
Cheatham, Ketcham, Peters, Watson, 
Chipman, Knapp, Pickler, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, y Post, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala, La Follette, Price, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Laidlaw, Pugsley, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, ham, Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash, 
Cogswell, Lansing, Raines, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coleman, Lawler, Randall, Mass. Wise, 
Conger, ws, Reilly, Yardley, 
i NAYS—7L 
Barnes, p. Holman, Perry, 
Bland Cummings, Hooker, Pierce, 
Biount, Dockery, Kerr, Pa. Richardson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dunnell, Lane, rs, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Dunphy, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Brunner, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Buchanan, Va. Ellis, McClellan, Snider, 
Buckalew, Finley, McCreary, Springer, 
Burrows, Fithian, McMillin, Taylor, 
Bynum, Flower, Mills, Tillman, 
Cannon, Forman, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Cate, Fowler, Moore, Tex. Walker, Mo, 
Clements, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Washington, 
Cobb, Goodnight, Norton, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Ind. , Hansbrough, O' Ferrall, Wike, 
Covert, Henderson, N.C. Parrett, Williams, III. 
Cowles, Hill, Peel, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Alderson, Crain, McCarthy, Stone, Mo. 
Allen, Miss. Dargan, Outhwaite, Struble, 
Anderson, Miss. Enloe, Paynter, Stump, 
tkinson, Pa. Farquhar, Payson, Tarsney, 
Biggs, toh, Phelan, Turner, Ga. 
Bowden, Forney, Quinn, Venable, 
Browne, Va. Frank, Randall, Pa. Wheeler, Mich, 
Browne, - Gibson, Ray, Whiting, 
Brown, J. B. Grosvenor, Reed, lowa Whitthorne, 
Candler, Ga. Hare, ife, Wickham, = 
Carlisle, Hatch, Rusk, Wilber, > 
Caruth, Heard, Sanford, Wiley, 2 
Catchings, Hemphill, Senin Wilson, Ky. ‘ 
Compton, Herbert, Smith, III. Wright, = 
Comstoc! Kilgore, Stahlnecker, Yoder, A 
Cothran, Kinsey, Stewart, Ga, A 
Craig, Mansur, Stone, Ky. 3 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, 


Several members who had voted, but whose responses had not been 
heard by the Clerk, had their names recorded. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the gentleman can not vote now. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I was listening, but there was so much confu- 
sion I failed to hear my name. I was in my seat. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman state that he was listening for 
his name? 

Mr. McCLAMMY, 
name called. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman. 

The name of Mr. McCLAmMMy was called, and he voted “ay.” 


I was listening intently, and failed to hear my 


RN 


b 


. 


err Y 


1782 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


Mr. HARE. I would like to vote. I stepped into the Hall just as 
my name was called, but not in time to answer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman's 
statement. ; 

Mr. HARE. Isay that I stepped into my place just as my name 
was called, but not in time to answer. I wonld like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman heard his name called he ought 
to have answered at that time, under the rule. 

Mr. HARE. My name was called just as I came in; I did not hear 
it. I heard the next name, but not my own. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not vote under the rule. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Fask unanimous consent to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Therule forbids the Chair to entertain the request. 

Mr. ALDERSON. I believe, however, that on a former vote taken 
to-day this was permitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will not insist on 
the request. ~ 

Mr. CARUTH. I desire to vote. I was in the Hall during both 
roll-calls. During the first roll-call I was over on the Republican side; 
I wanted to vote on my side, and thought I would wait until the sec- 
ond call. I came over to this side, but just at the moment when my 
name wascalled I happened to have my attention attracted by another 
gentleman, and I just missed it. [Laughter. ] f 

The SPEAKER. The rules are against the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. CARUTH. Can I not vote by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair hopes the gentleman will not ask that, 
as the rule says the Chair shall not entertain such a request. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN, If it be in order, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to record my vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is in order. The Clerk 
will read the rule; and the Chair hopes the House will pay attention. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

Upon every roll-call the names of the members shall be called alphabetically 
by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, in which case 
the name of the State shall be added; and if there be two such members from 
the same State, the whole name shall be called; and after the roll has been once 
called, the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical order the names of those not 
voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote 
rg tis a pair unless a members name has been noted under clause 3 of 

ru 


The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to members that under this 
rule it will be necessary for each one to make it his business to vote 
when his turn comes. [Laughter.] 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. Cons, on all political questions 
for the rest of the day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr, HEMPHILL, on this vote. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the vote, but before the recapit- 
ulation was concluded its continuation was, on motion of Mr. BUCK- 
ALEW, dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of general appropriation bills, it being my intention to ask the 
consideration of the urgent deficiency bill—House bill 7496. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 

rpose of considering general appropriation bills on the Calendar. 
The Clerk will report the title of the first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask by unanimous 
consent to take up the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the 
most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


Mr. HOUK. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa how longa time 
will he occupy in the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That I eau not say; about an hour or 
50. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair hears noobjection, and it isso ordered. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask by unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first reading of the bill for information. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say so far 
as the members of the Committee on Appropriations are concerned there 
will be no general debate on this bill. It is an urgent deficiency bill 

which prompt action is necessary. It is also understood, while we 

U not have general discussion, so called, on the bill itself or on pen- 
sion legislation on this bill—and the bulk of it is pension appropriation— 
when we reach that part of the bill whatever discussion takes place 
will be under the five-minute rule, and under the operation of that rule 
of course we are disposed to be liberal with members on both sides of 
the House. With that statement I now ask, Mr. Chairman, that by 
unanimous consent the general debate shall be considered as closed 


and the committee at once proceed to consider the bill by paragraph 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, As the gentleman from Iowa has stated, it has 
been understood, so far as the members of the subcommittee are con- 
cerned, that general debate on this urgent deficiency bill is not desired, 
but we expect there will be some liberality under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Unquestionably. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that, by unani- 
mous consent, the general debate be considered as closed, and the com- 
mittee proceed with the consideration of the bill by paragraphs under 
the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at San Antonio, Tex.: For completion of build- 
ing, including heating apparatus, $10,000. 

For post-office and court-house at San Francisco, Cal.: For purchase of site 


under present limit, $450,000, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask the gentleman from Iowa whether there is any 
objection to putting in an appropriation covering the estimate, I think 
$1,000, for the Macon post-office. It is urgent and necessary. The 
basement is under water and the building is rapidly deteriorating. It 
is asked for by the Department, and I supposed until the bill was read 
that it was provided for. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I suppose the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds will attend to that matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, it is not of that character. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia that there have been a number of applications, and we have in this 

ill provided only for cases of urgent ter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is a special report from the Treasury Depart- 
ment in this case; the basement is under water and the case is urgent. 
I hope the gentleman will allow it to come in. If it were not a case of 
emergency I would not call attention to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not authority to yield to any 
such amendment; but I do not see why it conld not be paid out of the 
repair fund. Other cases before the committee, which were not in- 
cluded, if the gentleman’s amendment is allowed to come in will also 
require to be included. 

Mr, BLOUNT. The Treasury Department, when they made a spe- 
cial report asking for it, regarded it as of an urgent character. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. As I have already said, it seems to 
me this can be pone for under the general repair fund. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No; or the Treasury Department would not make a 
special request for such appropriation. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not like tọ open the door. It 
was desired to include only urgent appropriations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If I did not regard this appropriation as urgent I 
would feel differently. I hope, by unanimous consent, we will be al- 
lowed to return to this part of the bill, and I think, after conference 
with my friend from Iowa, he will agree the amendment should be in- 
cluded. i 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. All right; we will do that later. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 
4 Boe salaries, toel raona taok T yer ene 14 788275 . similar inci- 
en of not ex ngi, -house an 3 
a 5 fiscal year alas . — 30, 1889, N aena 72 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking a question, and thatis whether this de- 
ficiency appropriated for hereis intended tosupply a percentage that was 
taken off during the past year from the pay of the employés of this es- 
tablishment by the Light-House Board, use the last House refused 
to appropriate enough to pay the actual salaries due to these people? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will say, in reply to the gentleman 
from New Jersey, that when the appropriation was made for this purpose 
it seems that the officer who was sent from the Department to explain 
matters to the committee made an erroneous statement, and as a result 
the House appropriated less than should have been appropriated to 
meet the actual expenses there, and in order to meet the deficiency 
they cut off 4 per cent. of the pay and of ail salaries. This appropria- 
tion is for the purpose of making good that 4 per cent. cut. It belongs 
to 1889, and as it all belongs to laboring men, to poor people, we put 
it into this deficiency bill. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam glad to hear it, and with- 
draw the pro forma amendment. * 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Militia of District of Columbia: For rent, fuel, light, and care of armories aud 
store-rooms, $5,417. 

For lockers, gun-racks, and furniture for armories, printing, parades, and 
other current expenses, 8800. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the clause 
just read, providing for rent, fuel, etc., relating to the militia of the 
District of Columbia, and upon that motion I desire to be heard for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the committee to the actual present 
cost and the probable future cost of that establishment. It will be re- 
membered, sir, that the District militia has been organized under a bill 
passed by the last Congress, scarcely a year ago, We have now before 
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the Committee on Appropriations estimates submitted by the Treasury 
Department for the support of this establishment for the present fiscal 
year, coming under the head of deficiencies; but they are not properly 
deficiencies, for the reason that this is the first year in which the militia 
has been organized. But the amount submitted for the expense of this 
establishment the first year is $31,011.46. There is also asked for the 
next fiscal year about $33,000. 

The House of Representatives has already passed a bill providing for 
the next year’s support of the militia the sum of $22,250, cutting down 
the estimate from $33,000 to thatsum. The t bill provides for 
only 812,448.81, but the amount asked for is $31,011.46. It is not, I 
suppose, pretended that the amount recommended in this bill will be 
adequate for this year’s expenses. I suppose that the gentleman from 
Towa in charge of the bill will admit that if this establishment is to be 
maintained it will take a still further appropriation in the general de- 
ficiency bill for this year, at least for a portion of the amount recom- 
mended, if not for all of it. I remember very well when the bill pro- 
viding for the organization of the militia of the District of Columbia 
was under discussion in the House it was stated in general terms by 
its advocates that it would cost but little, and I think the House voted 
upon it on the idea that it was simply authority to organize, as they 
stated they wanted authority to organize, and that the cost would be but 
a very small matter. But now before the close of the first year of this 
establishment we are asked to appropriate in a bill for this year some 
$31,000. 

It has been said that, this being the first year, many of these expenses 
are preliminary and will not be repeated hereafter. Butthat statement 
is met by the fact that the same gentlemen who make this estimate 
have already asked for about $33,000 for the next year, $22,250 of 
which has already passed the House. 

Now, it is not proper to pass over this item without calling the at- 
tention of the committee and of the House to what this luxury is go- 
ing to cost us. For my own part, I am unable to see any necessity for 
aregularstanding militiain the District of Columbia, and if the House 
proposes to maintain this establishment it ought to do it in the full 
face of the fact as to what it is going to cost. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam very much obliged to my colleague. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before yielding, however, I hope my colleague will 
allow me to ask this question: Whether in the bill creating the militia 
for the District of Columbia there was not expressly stricken out any 
provision for any building whatever? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I think that is true. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is true. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. My colleague discussed the bill very fully when 
it passed and I am satisfied that his recollection of it is correct. Ihave 
myself a recollection that such was the case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
will recollect that it was stricken out by agreement. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. A very large proportion of this item, Mr. Chair- 
man, in the bill which passed the House as well as in the deficiency 
bill, is for the rent of armories, This will be a continuing expense un- 
less Congress shall hereafter make provision by building regular ar- 
mories, which, gentlemen must know, will entail still greater and 
enormous expense upon the e. 

Now, we bave a portion of the Army of the United States stationed 
here around Washington all the time. It has been so for many years, 
and will be for all time or as long as necessary. This is a regular 
army post. The city is very well provided for with policemen, and 
every public building and every public park in the city swarms with 
watchmen having police powers under the law. The only plea that 
is set up in support of this establishment is that we are to have a re- 
serve force in time of peace which is prepared for emergencies. 

When there is no hostile power threatening us and since there is no 
menace to the people orthe Republic, itseems to me to bea most expensive 
luxury to the tax-payers of the United States, as well as to the tax-payers 
of the District of Columbia, for one-half of the ex of this luxury 
comes from the revenues of the District and the other is paid by all the 
people of the United States. It seems to me, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
that it would be more in harmony with wisdom, economy, and pro- 
priety, indeed, that the money of the District of Columbia that is now 
to be diverted to this purpose forannual parades and encampments and 
things of that kind would be better applied in the improvement of the 
streets, the extension of the sewers and works of that kind, which are 
beneficial fo the health, practical in their nature, and serve good pur- 
poses for the people of the District. 

I do not know what may be thought of my motion. Iwassorry that 
I was not here when the bill providing for the expenses of the District 
of Colambia and carrying an item of this character was under consider- 
ation in the House, so as to comment upon this provision at that time; 
but having been sick, thisis my first opportunity to do so. But unless the 
House is willing to go on from year to year and keep up with the growth 
of this expense, which is here to be made permanent, we had better 
stop now; for, as all gentlemen know, these things must increase and 
grow from year to year as the rents of the city grow and increase from 


year to year, when the armories are to be occupied by rental, or they 
must be established by appropriation from the Government Treasury, 
and a large expenditure, and a constantly increasing expenditure, every 
year will be inevitable. If Congress is not prepared to sanction this 
and provide for it in the future, there is no better time to call a halt 
than right at this time in the very infancy of the establishment. 

Mr. Blount and Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, addressed the Chair, 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I have made a motion to strike 
out that clause, and I ask a vote on it. It is the first clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Militia of District of Columbia: For rent, fuel, light, and care of armorles and 
store-rooms, $5,417. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move to strike ont that whole provision. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hope that that will 
not be done. I am glad the gentleman from Georgia made the expla- 
nation he has, and which seems to him to be proper and right in this 
matter, where there is no desire to enter into details. 

Now, the fact in regard to this is simply here: On the 1st of March, 
1889, Congress passed a law providing tor the organization of the mili- 
tia for the District of Columbia. ‘There are two sides now as to what 
shall be done: Shall we starve the militia ont, notwithstanding that 
action of Congress, or shall we, in good faith, treat them as. they de- 
serve to be treated after the law has organized and recognized them? 

After that act was passed the militia began to organize under the 
law authorizing them to do so, and they have now 2,000 men in the 
District of Columbia organized, drilling, with a battery, and all that 
is contemplated under the law. There are eight battalions of in- 
fantry; and I want to say here, because I do not think my friend from 
Georgia, in any remarks he has made, wishes to reflect upon the gen- 
tlemen connected with the organization of this militia, that this is no 
Yankee Doodle-doo organization. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I was simply speaking on the merits. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is what Lunderstand. It is not 
a matter for fancy plumes and street parades. These men are being 
drilled in the same hard discipline that applies te the regular Army, 
I dislike to take up the time of this House in discussing the po 
which was adopted in the original law, passed on March 1, 1889. 
hope that in defending the action of the committee in recognizing this 
appropriation I am not called upon to discuss at this time and 
the question of whether we ought to have a District militia. Con- 

in its wisdom, passed upon that question last session. If it 
were desirable to go into that, I have data here which shows that not 
only the District of Columbia, but the States are more or less awak- 
ening to the importance of organizing and equipping militia. Take 
the State of Georgia, so ably represented by my friend and colleague 
on the committee. That State appropriates $7,200 of its own funds 
for the support of its militia; and it enjoys, ont of the $400,000 which 
Congress now appropriates for the militia, $11,059.91 as its pro rata 
share of that fund. Other States are doigg vastly more, Take; for in- 
stance, the State of New York; it appropriates $400,000 for its mili- 
tia; Ohio, $116,000; Pennsylvania, $300,000; and I might go on and 
enumerate still more to show how much the States are interested in 
this matter, 
The militia stands in the place of a great standing army. It is the 
reserve of the Army, and all the States and Congress are committed to 
the doctrine of keeping this reserve in shape for use when we need it, 

Now, as to the particular items that are contained iu this bill, and 
which are aimed at by the motion of my friend from Georgia 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I would interrupt my friend there by saying that 
Ido a make any point against one of the items, but against the whole 
of them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwas going tosay that the gentleman 
makes no point on the details, but as to the whole of them. But take 
the first of these items, Take the item for rent, fuel, light, and care 
of armories and store-rooms, The act of Congress provides that they 
shall have these. They haverented them. There is no question of an 
extravagant rent. There is no question raised as to whether suitable 
selections have been made, There is no question raised as to any of 
these items. It is proper to be considered in this connection that there 
used to be an armory for the militia of the Districtof Columbia. It was 
made under the act of 1855, providing for the militia of the District, 
but during the war there was no use for militia. Wegot into more act- 
ive work, and fora time the militia fell into disuse. uring that time 
the splendid armory that was set apart for the District militia was taken 
and used by the Fish Commission and is used by them to-day. Now, 
when weseek tomake good by this appropriation what the law of March 
1 gave them, it should not be forgotten that they had an armory prac- 
tically stolen from them by the Government and that the Government 
now has the use of it. Why, if one-half a dozen were given armories, as 
Congress provided by the act of the Ist of March, an armory was taken 
away from them, so they are making nothing on that point. 

Now, these provisions are simply to provide lockers, gun-racks, and 
furniture for the armories, and these things were specifically provided 
for in the act which passed through this very body and became a law 
March 1,71889. So that, I say, good faith requires that we should give 
it them, without going into a discussion of the policy of organizing the 
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militia. It is only a small amount, about $300; and when these 

armories are once secured and furnished, the phan rhe ese will not be 

repeated. I regret very much that I should be called upon to defend 

a matter which scems to be so equitable and so much in the line of 
legislation in the interests of this country, 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa, who has just taken his 
seat, has claimed too much for the act organizing the militia of the 
District of Columbia. The original bill provided for an armory. It 
provided horses for cayalry and some otheritems contained in this bill, 
and the opposition to it was so great that my friend from New Jersey 
[Mr. McApovo], who had charge of it, had to agree to their being 
stricken out. ‘They were stricken out. ‘There was no provision made 
for horses for cavalry; that was expressly excluded. There was no 
provision for an armory. It was distinctly objected to, and it was dis- 
tinctly left out. 

So lar as the necessity of it was concerned, there were fine volunteer 
organizations here, and many gentlemen of this House did not see any 
cause for it at all. And by way of making the passage of the bill 
easier, a few of the gentlemen interested in the organization of the 
militia abandoned the idea of providing for cavalry and of asking for 
horses for any pu and they abandoned the idea of asking for an 
armory, in order to get the bill through. I recollect, sir, that was dis- 
tinctly the contest; and I was somewhat surprised to find, after their 
failure, that action has been supplemented in this bill by a provision 
for this expense. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is nothing here providing for 
cavalry.~ They have no cavalry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was no provision for horses for any purpose. 
It was voted down when pro It was taken out of the bill, and 
the provision for an armory was also distinctly taken out of the bill. 
Now, in deference to the statute, if we are to have any deferance to the 
statute, 1 think we ought to strike out the provision as asked for by 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS. ] 

So far as the importance of the militia here is concerned, there was 
really no occasion for it, because we had fine military organizations 
here already, and the few gentlemen who, for reasons satisfactory to 
themselves. were anxious to get rid of these organizations and to get 
them into the militia and then to get control of that, induced the passage 
of this bill with the qualifications which I have stated. I do not think 
sir, that this is carrying out the purpose of Congress in authorizing 
this organization. There was no design to build up a great militia 
system here. There was no purpose, when this bill was passed, to 
create any great reserve to supplement the standing Army. 

These are all after-considerations and are for the first time connected 
with the debate in relation to the militia of the District of Columbia. 
This was simply treated as a harmless performance in the way of play- 
ing soldier, not bringing to"the Government any additional expense 
by reason of armory or horses or any of these things, and it seems to 
me that when it comes to the question of deferring to the will of Con- 
gress there would be much more of that disposition manifested by strik- 
ing out these provisions than by inserting them. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not like this method of creating a charge upon the Treasury. You get 
a statute passed for a given purpose with the strongest form of limita- 
tion, and then once you get a starting-point like that itis claimed that 
you must magnify and build up by voting appropriations for p 
entirely foreign to the original proposition. I hope the committee will 
see fit to concur in the motion of my friend from Georgia. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I think it is 
due to the committee that it should know that these items were care- 
fully considered in the subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee, 
hs well asin the main committee, and that the gentlemen representing 
this side of the Honse (if there be any party lines in matters of busi- 
ness) disagreed on these 88 My friend from Georgia [Mr. 
CLEMENTS], whom I gladly follow on most occasions, could not see this 
appropriation in the same light that I did. The Congress of the United 
States had created this military body. We are the sole Legislature of 
the District of Columbia. As Congress of the United States we act 
for the District of Columbia, and, acting in that capacity, we created 
this militia. y 

Under that statute and in view of the testimony laid before the sub- 
committee, that subcommittee came to the conclusion that we were 
obliged in good faith to make these appropriations, no matter what 
might be our opinion of the wisdom of the act creating the militia or 
our judgmentof the policy contained in thatact. Itwassimply aques- 
tion whether we should pay expenses already incurred under an act of 
Congress and pay debts already incurred in pursuance of an act of Con- 
gress, or should repudiate that obligation. I say this respectfully to 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], who disagreed with me, but 
that was the light in which the matter presented itself to my mind. 
Therefore I could not see how I could avoid recommending to the House 
that this amount of money should be paid. 


The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that the amount we appropriated here 


was not all that we might have with good conscience appropriated. It 
was a compromise, made upon the idea that this was all that was urgent, 


and that this was urgent. Therefore, without discussing the proposi- 


tion which has been discussed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] or my friend from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], as to whether 
it is good policy or not, the simple proposition on which I had to vote, 
and which determined my vote, was that the Congress of the United 
States, acting as the Legislature of the District of Columbia, had organ- 
ized the District militia; that, in accordance with that act, that militia 
was organized at a certain expenditure; that that expenditure had not 
yet come out of the public Treasury, and that it had to come out or 
that Treasury or else out of the pockets of individuals who had obeyed 
the law and organized the militia in consonance with the law. There- 
fore, the sole question seemed to me to be, Shall we pay a debt we owe 
or shall we let somebody else pay it for us? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The act organizing the militia of the District of 
Columbia I have before me, and, as gentlemen who have investigated 
this matter will remember, it provides distinctly that supplies for the 
maintenance of the militia may be issued by the War Department just 
as they are issued for the maintenance of the regular Army. I read 
the words of the act: 

‘Sach brepare shall be issued from the stores and supplies appropriated for 
e 


the use of Army, upon the SPREYTA and by the direction ot the Secretary of 


War, to the commanding general, upon his requisition for the same, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE], an able lawyer and most excellent gentleman, says that we 
ought not to repudiate a debt which we owe, and the basis of that 
statement is that the last Congress passed an act authorizing the or- 
ganization of the militia of this District, an act not appropriating a 
dollar, but providing that the supplies required might be issued for the 
use of this militia by the Secretary of War from those appropriated for 
the use of the regular Army, upon requisitions made by the general com- 
manding the militia, That bill, as I have said, did not appropriate a 
dollar, but the parties who desired to perfect this organization, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky truthfully says, have gone ahead and ex- 
pended their own money to a large extent for this purpose. That is the 
statement which was made before the Committee on Appropriations, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky claims that that creates a debt upon 
the Government of the United States. 

Now, the general rule of law is that expenditures must be made in 
pursuance of appropriations, and not beyond appropriations, and when 
we turn loose an organization for militia purposes or for any other pur- 
poses and allow its members, in their own discretion, to rent buildings, 
hire horses, procure gun-racks, and all manner of things which ın their 
judgment they may think proper or necessary, and then allow them to 
come to Congress and say: This is an obligation of honor, a debt 
which you owe; we have paid it outof our own pockets upon our own 
discretion, and you are bound in honor to repay it’’—when we permit 
any organization to act in that way, it occurs to me that we are adopt- 
ing rather a wild method of creating obligations on the part of this 
e Congress will lose all control of expenditures by this 
met 8 

These gentlemen could very well have waited until Congress could 
authorize this expenditure and appropriate the money out of the rev- 
enues of the General Government or of the District of Columbia to enable 
them to go on and execute the law; but instead of that they come here 
and say that they have made large expenditures out of their own pockets, 
and that we are bound in honor to refund them. Congress ought to 
reserve the right to examine and scrutinize these items of expenditure, 
in advance, to ascertain whether they be necessary or not, and ought to 
reserve the right to authorize them or not, as might seem fit, with ref- 
erence to the good of the Government and of this District. ° 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] says that Congress 
is the Legislature for this District. That is true. The people of the 
District of Columbia are not permitted to vote and Congress has this 
whole matter in charge, and I venture to say, sir, that a majority of 
the people of this District would rather have their portion of the money 
which they are compelled to pay for these parades and other militia 
purposes applied to the improvement of the streets or the sewerage and 
other useful purposes in the District than to have it expended in this 
way. 

‘The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has referred to the mili- 
tia of the States. This is quite a different matter. The Government 
of the United States has a standing military force, a portion of which 
is here; and the gentleman can not run any analogy between a propo- 
sition fora great militia reserve in this District and the provisions made 
by the several States for their militia, The matters are entirely differ- 
ent, and not analogous, 

[Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
submits an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “appropriated,” in line 21, add the following words: “except 
as to the provisions in relation to the militia of the District of Columbia; and 


se sum Bos $ 448.81, in relation to said militia, shall be paid from the revenues 
o 
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Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to say a word on this subject. It seems to 
me very clear 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make a point of order on that amend- 
ment. Under the fundamental law of the District of Colambia one- 
half of these expenses is paid by the District and one-half by Congress. 
This is a proposition to reverse that rule, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That law does not refer to expenditures of this 


racter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the point of order. y 

Mr. HOLMAN. The general law does not apply to such expendi- 
tures as this; expenditures of this kind were not contemplated by that 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Hotman] that the Committee of the Whole has not yet 
reached the paragraph to which his amendment relates. The gentle- 
man will withhold his amendment until that paragraph is reached. 

Mr. HOLMAN: I supposed that the whole subject in regard to the 
militia of the District was embraced in the pending motion. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CLEMENTS, to 
strike out the pending paragraph, it was not agreed to, there being— 
ayes 49, noes 67. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For lockers, gun-racks, and furniture for armories, printing, parades, and 
other current expenses, à E 

For cost of annual encampment, for clearing founda, lumber, transportation, 
camp supplies, subsistence, horses, band, and drum corps, $6,231.81; in all, $12,- 
418.81. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I move to amend by striking out these provisions 
in reference to the militia of the District of Columbia, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 30, noes 76. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask for tellers, 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN said: Twenty members have voted to order tell- 
ers—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘That is one-fifth of aquoram in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And certainly it is one fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. One hundred isa quorum in Committee of the 
Whole under the new rules. It onght not to be, but it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. CLEMENTS, 
and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr, HENDERSON, will take their places 
as tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48, 
noes 78. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That one-half of the foregoing amounts, to meet deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions on account of the District of Columbia, shall be paid from the revenue of 
the District of Columbia and one-half from auy money in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated, 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the paragraph to which the amendment 
submitted a few moments ago by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] applies. The amendment will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “appropriated,” in line 21, add the foliowing: 

Except as to the provistons in relation to the militia of the District of Co- 
lumbia; and the sum of $12,448.81 in relation to said militia shall be paid from 
the revenues of said District.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, I makea point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to say a word in regard to the point of order, 
That point, I sabmit, is clearly not well taken, unless there is some law 
providing that the Government of the United States shall pay one-half of 
this expense; and I wish to say to the Chair that the law tor the organi- 
zation of this militia is now before me and it contains no provision on 
this subject, It can not be said that the general provision of the law 
enacted in the Forty-fifth Congress in regard to the payment by the 
Government of the United States of one-half of the expenses of this 
District applies here, for the reason that the act organizing the Dis- 
trict militia is an ordinary act of Congress, coming within our legisla- 
tive power to make laws for the District. 

Congress at almost every session organizes some public body within 
the limits of the District—charitable institutions and the like—yet no 
person bas ever pretended that under the act of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress the United States Government was to be responsible for the ex- 
piw of these incidental establishments, any more than a State would 

in regard to institutions established within the limits of the State. 
So that, as the act of last session contains no provision making the 
Government liable for the expense of this organization, it is clear to 
me that this amendment is in order. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr, Chairman, the provision in the 
act of Congress of 1878 in regard to the liability of the District of Co- 
Jumbia and the Government of the United States to pay, respectively, 
one-half of the expenses o: the District is as follows: 


The Secretary of the Treasury shall carefully consider all estimates submitted 
to him asabove provided, and shall Ss, pode disapprove, or suggest such chan; 
in the same, or any item thereof, as he may think the public interest demands; 
and after he shall have considered and passed upon such estimates submitted 


to him he shall cause to be madea statement of the amount approved by him and 
the fund or purpose to which each item belongs, which statement shall be certi- 


fled by him and delivered, together with the estimates as origiually submitted, 
to the commissioners of the trictof Columbia, who shall transmit the same 
to Congress. To the extent to which Congress shall approve of said estimates, 
Congress shall perverse the amount of 50 per cent. thereof, and the remain- 
ing 50 per cent. of such approved estimates shall be levied and assessed upon 
the taxable property and privileges in said District other than the * of 
the 8 States and of the District of Columbia.—Statules at Large, volume 20, 
page 10 


Now, the act of March 1, 1839, providing for the organization of the 
militia of the District of Columbia, provides expressly as follows: 

Src. 58. That the commanding general shall annually transmit to the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia an estimate of the amount of money re- 
quired for the next ensuing fiscal year to pay the expenses authorized by this 
act, and the said commissioners shall include the same in their annual estimates 
of appropriations for the District; and all money appropriated to pay the ex- 
penses authorized by this act shall be disbursed by the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, upon vouchers duly certitied and approved by the com- 
manding general, and accounted for by them inthe same manner as all of 
moneys appropriated for the expenses of the District. 

Now, the original law fixes 50 per cent. as the ratio of expense to be 
borne respectively by the District of Columbia and the Government of 
the United States, and provides that estimates shall be sent in upon 
this basis. The act organizing the militia of the District provides that 
estimates for the support of this organization shall be putin just as 
other estimates are putin. So that it is clearly the intention of Con- 
gress that 50 per cent. of these expenses shall be paid by the United 
States and 50 per cent. by the District. Therefore, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana changes the existing law. 


Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I wish toinquireof the gentleman from. 


Iowa whether the commanding general of this militia organization has 

any right under the law to send in estimates for expenses which the law 

does not contemplate. 

11 HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is not the question before the 
onse. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, I wish fo say a word on the point of 
order. 

This bill (that is, the bill organizing the militia of the District of 
Columbia) came from the committee of which I was chairman in the 
Jast Congress, and if I had known at the time, as chairman of that com- 
mittee, I am free to say, that this provision was liable to the ambigu- 
ous construction which it seems to bear, I would have inserted a 
vision providing that the District of Columbia should pay at least one- 
half of the expenses. 

Now, upon the general merits of the question and apart from the 
point of order, let me say that it was my purpose, and I so stated upom 
the floor of the House, I wish to say to gentlemen on this side who op- 
posed the appropriation of money, and it was my impression, that the 
bill simply put the District of Columbia in the same position as a State 
of the Union in regard to its militia, and that the District was asking 
for the organization of the militia, to be paid for ont of her own treas- 
ury. 

The gentleman from Iowa has read a section of the general law ap- 
plying to the subject which provides that the District commissioners 
shall send their annual estimates to Congress and of the amount appro- 
priated 50 per cent. was to come from the District treasury. But I 
tear that this law—the militia law—which is now before ns is a spe- 
cial one; that is to say, it is not one of the running and ordinary ex- 
penses of the government of the District; that it is a creation of Congress, 
a thing outside of the usual course of District business, and that there- 
fore when a bill of such character does not provide specially that 50 
per cent. shall come from the District treasury it leaves the matter in 
an ambiguous shape and liable to misconstruction. 

To clear up, therefore, any ambiguity that may exist and as a matter 
of justice to the general Treasury—and I have voted with the gentle- 
man in sustaining the Appropriations Committee to be consistent as 
chairman of the committee presenting the militia bill—but in order to 
clear up any ambiguity which may exist, since the insertion of the 
amendment can do no harm, I trust the gentleman from Iowa will allow 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana to come in. Because, 
Mr. Chairman, if, as the gentleman from Iowa argues, one-half of the 
amount will necessarily come out of the general Treasury any way, the 
amendment can do no harm; and, while it may be a work of su 
erogation, still it will set all doubt at rest, and so longas there is a shadow 
of doubt—and there is, I must confess, even in my own mind, as to the 
construction that might be placed upon the language—lI hope he will 
withdraw the point of order and let the amendment be incorporated in 
the bill, because as a matter of justice the people of this District should 
pay at least one-half of the expense. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the language of the law. I think the act of 1878, which was 
passed during the Thirty-ninth Congress, does not justify the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Iowa. The language of that act 
applicable to this point is as follows: : 

Said commissioners— 

That is. the commissioners of the District of Columbia 


shall submit to the Secretary of the Tre sury for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
i879, and annually thereafter, for his examination and approval, s statemen 
showing in detail the work proposed to be undertaken by toon during the fiscal 
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year next ensuing, and the estimated cost thereof; also the cost of constructing, 

5 — un ming all authorized by law across the Potomac 
iver within the District of Colam! snd also all other 

-~ trict; the cost of maintaining the public institutions of charity, reformatories, 
and prisons belonging to or controlled e in part by the District of Co- 


lumbia and which are now by law s wholly or in = by the United 
States or District of Columbia; and also the expenses of the Washington Aque- 
duct and its appurtenances; and also an itemized statement and estimate of the 
amount necessary to defray the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the next fiscal year. 

And further on in the srme section: 


The Secretary of the Treasury shall carefully consider all estimates submit- 

ted to him as above provided, and may approve, disapprove, or su; such 

in the same, or any item thereof, as he may think the public interest 

demands; and after he shall have considered and upon such estimates 

submi to him he shall cause to be made a statement of the amount ap- 

proved by him and the fund or purpose to which the item belongs, which state- 

ment shall be certified by him and delivered, together with the estimates as 

ae, submitted, to the commissioners of the District of Columbia, who 

] transmit the same to Congress. To the extent to which aes shall 

of said estimates, Congress shal! appropriate the amount of r cent, 

N ana the remaining 50 per cent of such approved estimates I be lev- 

ied and assessed upon the taxable property and 8 in said District other 
than the property of the United States and ofthe District of Columbia, etc. 


That section, Mr. Chairman, contains the items, as I understand it, 
from a hasty reading, where the United States is to pay one-half and 
the District of Columbia the remainder; and Isubmitthat the District 
militia does not come, in any proper sense, within the terms of the 

there used. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and the 
Clerk will'read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Record and pension division: For two firemen, at $720 each, from March 1 to 
June 30, 1890, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before passing from this, I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill how the item just read happens to 
come in as a deficiency, the provision for two watchmen from the Ist 


of March. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What is the question of the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. McMILLIN. How is it that there is no appropriation contained 
in the regular appropriation bill for these parties? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand the gentleman to refer 
to this item under the head of record and pension division.“ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. To the two watchmen. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Two firemen, Provision is made there 
for two firemen; and I will say to the gentleman that this is down in 
the establishment under the control of Dr. Ainsworth, in the record 
and pension division, where they have a lot of men employed in what 
is known as the old Ford’s Theater building. There aresome four hun- 
dred men there, who have to work at night, many of them, and there 
are two boilers in the building, but nota single fireman, nora man who 
knows how to handle or fire the boilers. This provision is made by 
deficiency for the payment of those persons. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. But how have they been run heretofore ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They have been run fora time. They 
have been running without them. They have been suffering from cold. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. During the winter? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What little work was done the engi- 
neer had to do for the purpose of running the boilers at all, and things 
were going at loose ends in that connection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow mea word just 
here? ae 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. ' 

Mr. SAYERS. T will state to the gentleman from Tennessee that I 
have a very distinct recollection that in the provision for the care of 
this building in the last Congress, the appropriation for this particular 

ear, we were very close in the allowance of money for its support, and 
do not think there can be any question that this is absolutely neces- 


lr. McMILLIN. Is this provision from March of last year or does 
it mean from the coming March? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is forthe current year, for the year 
1890, from March 1 to June 30, 1890. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: è 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

For fuel and oil for the heating apparatus, $1,592.48. 

For packing-boxes, $582. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move to strike out line 4, and 
do so for the purpose of inquiring of the gentleman in charge of the bill 
how that item arose. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: I understand that one hundred and 

king boxes molded and were spoiled. 


ninety pac 0 
. Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understand that they turned 


out to be missing when the account of stock was taken. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Thatis not the way we were informed. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That was my information. I 
withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sno, 2, That for payment of amounts for arrears of pay of two and three 


year volun certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury, 
as set forth in House Ex. Doo, 144, Fifty-first Congress, first session, $234,090.25, 
and for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified to 
be due by said accounting officers on this aceount during the fiseal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr: Chairman, I want to want to submit a point 
of order as against the latter part of section 2, beginning at line 13 and 
continuing to the end of that clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia makes the point of 
order against lines 13, 14. 15, 16, and 17 of this section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the section be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the lines proposed to be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 
to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the point of order? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. The point of order I make against that is that it 
changes existing law and is in violation of section 2 of Rule XXI, 
which says: 

Nor shall 1 0 provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation bill or in any amendment thereto, 

The law as it now exists is that claims of this kind shall be certified 
by the Treasury Department to Congress at the beginning of each ses- 
sion for consideration. That has been the law ever since the act of 
June 20, 1874, known as the covering-in net.“ One clause of that 
act reads as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the beginning of each session, re- 
port to Congress, with his annual estimates, any bulances of appropriations for 
specific objects affected by this section that may need to be reappropriated. 

Then, preceding this provision is the general Jaw known as the 
covering-in act.“ It provides that any balance of appropriation unex- 
pended at the end of g fiscal year shall be covered into the Treasury as 
apart of the surplus fund. Ever since that act was passed it has not 
been legitimate to pay out to any of these claimants beyond the end of 
the fiscal year any remaining balance unexpended. A portion of that 
act is the clause which I have just read. This provision was made to 
prevent the payment out of an appropriation after the end of a fiscal 
year for which it was appropriated, and required the balance unex- 
pended to be covered into the Treasury, There was also provision made 
that the auditing should go on in the Treasury Department; that the 
validity of these claims should still be investigated, and that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should report them as they should be found due, 
in the judgment of the proper officials, from time to time to Congress 
for consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my colleague allow me? Iwant 
to know what law he claims this will change, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwill state that in a moment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not hear the beginning of the 
gentleman’s remarks and did not know but that he had stated it in 
the beginning, and that was why I inquired. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, ‘The law I have just recited requires the certifi- 
cation of these claims to Congress at the beginning of each session for 
consideration,” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to understand the gentleman 
from Georgia, Does the gentleman hold that this would repeal that 
law and stop the certification? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I mean to say that this provision if passed would 
render perfectly nugatory the provision of the act I have cited; that it 
would be useless to certify claimsat the beginning of each Congress for 
the consideration of Congress when they have been paid three months 
before that time by the Government. 

The payment of these claims that are in this bill now specifically as 
haying been reported by the Treasury Department is provided for in a 
specific amount. It is now proposed in addition to that that the claims 
hereatter investigated, and which under this act were directed to be- 
certified to Congress, are to be paid by the Treasury as found due by the 
officers of that Department. If that is done there can be no certifica- 
tion of those claims to Congress for consideration,“ as they will have 
been paid under the provisions as contained in this bill. 

Congress will have lost jurisdiction of them; it will have lost con- 
trol of the question of their payment entirely, and they will not then 
he existing claims. This law contemplates certification of an existing 
claim. It does not require certification of the papers which constitute 
the evidence of the former existence of a claim which has already been 
paid and discharged and is not a claim. Therefore, it would be im- 
possible for the Secretary of the Treasury to comply with the law as 
it now exists, to certify existing claims to Congress for consideration.“ 
If he has paid off those elaims betore the time comes to certify, they 
are not claims, for they have been paid off. 

Now, this law is contained in the act of June 20, 1874, and again 
in the act of June 14, 1878, and in these words: 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury shall report the amount dae each claimant 


atthe commencement of cach session to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who shall lay the same before Congress for consideration. 


1890. 
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Again, in the act of July 7, 1884, there is a reaffirmance of this law 
in the following language: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the commencement of each ses- 
sion of Congress, report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been 
allowed in whole or in part to the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
and the Presiding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the samo before their re- 
spective Houses for consideration, 

Now, Mr, Chairman, if this clause upon which I have made the 
point of order is retained in the bill and is enacted into law, author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury without limit to investigate these 
claims and pay them without farther act ef Congress, then it will be 
impossible for all such claims as will be paid under this indefinite ap- 
propriation ever to be certified to Congress under the existing law as 
existing claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwould like toask my colleague how the Committee 
on Appropriations get jurisdiction to consider this subject of appropria- 
tions for claims not yet ascertained and not reported to the House at all. 

555 BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And not referred to the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BLOUNT. And not referred to the committee. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. My colleague’s question suggests an additional 
objection to this clause and in support of the point of order. I am un- 
able to tell him how the Committee on Appropriations has lawful juris- 
diction for the consideration of claims that have not been reported to 
Congress and referred to this committee, There is a general law which 
confines the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations to esti- 
mates coming regularly from the Secretary of the Treasury and referred 
by the House to the committee. 

Now, it may be said that there is an estimate by the Secretary of the 
Treasury for these future payments. That is true. In the estimates 
sent up by the Secretary of the Treasury to Congress and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations is an item for these claims during the 
fiscal year as they may hereafter be adjudicated. I understand that 
there is an estimate to that effect, but it is based not upon claims that 
the Department is ready to certify, but upon estimates that other claims 
of this kind will be adjudicated between this time and the next appro- 

tiation. 
$ Mr. BLOUNT. Does the law require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to certify only claims that are already examined, or claims that he may 

ibly examine hereafter? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The law is very plain, and requires him to cer- 
tify to Congress for its consideration such claims as have been exam- 
ined, audited, and certified as due. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And no others? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. And no others, Now, Mr. Chairman, the ques- 
tion is asked me in what particular this provision in the bill changes 
existing law I cau only answer by saying that under existing law 
Congress, the Committee on Appropriations, every member of the House 
and every member of the Senate, has the privilege of looking into and 
scrutinizing each one of these claims on its merits. If this clause now 
in the bill is enacted into law that power and privilege will be abso- 
lutely cut away. Does not that change existing law? How has the 
change been brought about if this does not doit. These claims now 
ean be scrutinized and passed upon, first by the Subcommittee on Ap- 
propriations, second, by the full committee, and after that by every 
member of this House, and after that by every member of the Senate; 
and the committees of the House and the Senate may call upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the original papers and the evidence per- 
taining toeach claim, and then finally may refuse toappropriate for them, 

That is the existing law, and the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
not controvert it, nor will he deny that it is the duty of Congress to 
examine these claims or that it has been done in the past. -The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] also suggests that this 
provision changes existing law in that it provides for the payment of 
these claims before certification to Congress. That is clearly a change 
of existing law. The law nowrequires these claims to be certified here 
for consideration before payment, If they have been paid under this 
provision and discharged, it will be utter folly to certify them here, be- 
cause they will not then be existing claims.“ Clearly, therefore, this 
is a change of existing law, and it seems to me that there is but one side 
to this question. 

“Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman takes his seat I will ask him 
to have read a decision made upon this point in the last Con 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This is not a new question, Mr. Chairman. It 
was raised in the last House, I will ask the Chair to have read a de- 
cision made upon this identical point in the first session of the last 
Congress. The question then decided was exactly similar to that now 
pending, as will appear. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CosmRMayN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Laird] 
has submitted an amendment to come in after line 9, page 61, of the bill The 
head-line of this paragraph of the bill is, War Department claims allowed by 
the Second Auilitor and Second Comptroller,” and this amendment is “for the 
payment of claims of arrears of pay and bounty to Union soldiers or their legal 
representatives, already certified by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 

ment, or to be certified up to and including June 30, 1889, $1,300,000, as fol- 


ws." Then follows a detailed statement of the amounts undereach particular 
act of Congress under which the liability arises. 


The Chair is of the opinion that whatever — 5 be audited at this time or 
darn nis fiseal year is an expenditure previously authorized by law, and the 
Chair is also of ion that it is immaterial whether the claims were allowed 
å the past ‘ear or in the present fiscal year, this not being a ques- 
tion of allowance or e of allowance, but a question of whether there is a 
legal obligation to pay, and whether the claims have been previously author- 
8 by law. That point in the argument, the Chair is of opinion, is not well 
en. 

The point which seems to the Chair to govern the matter is contained in clause 
2 of the act of July 7, 1884 (Statutes at Large, volume 23, page 256). as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the commencement of each ses- 
sion of Congress, report the amount due cach claimant whose claim has been 
allowed in whole or in part to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate, who shall Jay the same before their respect- 
ive Houses for consideration,” 

The Chair understands this provision of law to apply to this class of cases. 
If it were simply a question as to whether these clatms had been laid before 
the Houseat the beginning of the session or had been transmitted to the Speaker, 
the Chair would be inclined to hold that that part of the provision was merely 
directory, and if they had gotten here in any other way they would be before 
the House for consideration, But this clause requires that the amount due to 
each claimant shall be certified to Congress for consideration. 

Now, if this amendment could be entertained, Congress, which had reserved 


to itself the right to scrutinize each particular claim, would be deprived of that 


right by making the appropriation In gross for the whole amountof the 

that may be allowed during the year, Therefore, the Chair is of opinion that 
in this respect the amendment isiu conflict with the provision of the exist iug law 
which gives to each member of Congress, Senator or Representative, the right 
to know and consider each claim and scrutinize the amount allowed to each in- 
dividual, The general law allows this, but the amendment does not. The 
amendment being, in the opinion of the Chalr, in conflict with the statute to 
which reference has been made, the point of order is sustained. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, under the existing law the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has no power to pay any claim adjudicated by the 
auditing officers of that Department until it has not only been certified 
to Congress, but appropriated for by Congress. That is the existing 
law. Now, if we give the Secretary of the Treasury authority, before 
certification to Congress and before consideration or obs oy sae by 
Congress, to pay these claims as they are audited, that will be a radical 
change of the law. He has no such authority now. This provision 
proposes to give him that authority. It proposes to take away from 
Congress absolutely any opportunity to serutinize or consider these 
claims. 

In relation to the policy, the wisdom of legislation of this kind I 
wish to say that it is in direct opposition to the almost universal policy 
of Congress for the last ten or fifteen years. Experience has taught 
Congress, no matter which party might be in the ascendency, that itis 
unwise to give unlimited authority to any Department to pass and 
finally pay claims, without reserving the right of Congress to subject 
the claims to close scrutiny before making provision for payment. 

It is afactthat within thelast few years claims to the amount of ten 
or twelve thousand dollars were absolutely manufactured in the Treas- 
ury Department by deliberate forgery and certified to Congress by the 
Department for payment. Payment was delayed by means of this law, 
which required them to be certified here for consideration; and before 
an appropriation was made the claims were detected as fraudulent, 
based entirely upon forgery. But those elaims no doubt would have 
been paid if they could have been paid when they were first audited. 
This is one instance in which the Government has been protected 
against fraudulentand forged horse claims to the amount of $10,000 or 
$12,000. Now, if authority had been given to theSecretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay these claims as soon as the auditing officers had certified them 
they would have been paid and the fraud would have been successful. 

Mr. PETERS. Is it not the ſuct that in the case to which the gen- 
tleman refers the money would have been paid at any rate if the bill 
which was before Congress had passed ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes; because it contained a provision such as is 
now proposed to be put in this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no; the bill a 5 the money to pay those 
claims was considered and BAA by the Honse, as [ understand, 
but it failed to become a law; and these accounts were afterward dis- 
covered to be fraudulent. ` 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘The statement of the gentleman is correct as far 
as it goes. But the factis that, if the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
a provision like this, had had authority to pay those claims they would 
have been paid without ever being certified to Congress and before any 
provision for their payment could have been inserted in an appropria- 
tion bill. It was fortunate, so far as those items were concerned, that, 
although the Committee on Appropriations, following the Treasury De- 
partment and its certification, was misled and inserted in the bill which 
passed the Honse provision for the payment of such claims, that general 
deficiency bill failed between the two Houses and did not become a law. 
Before Congress again assembled and the next deficiency bill came up 
this fraud was detected; and the forger, an officer of the Department, 
was detected, prosecuted, convicted, and sent to the penitentiary. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is a fact which has oceurred within the last 
three or four years and within the knowledge of members of Congress 
who hear me, There was a certification by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of manufactured and forged claims. By this remark I do not mean 
to reflect upon the Department at all, because such things are always 


possible in human affairs, I am simply urging that we should not now 


give up one of the safeguards which this incident has demonstrated to 
be wise, 
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Why should the two auditing officers who pass upon claims of this 


everybody else? Why should we say to these officers ‘‘We will not 
reserve the right to look into your work, to scrutinize it, but will give 
authority in advance for payment without limit?“ for there is no limit 
placed upon this proposition; any number of claims and claims toany 
amount may be paid under it. Why, Lask, should wesingle out these 
two auditing officers of the Treasury Department and say that their 
work is perfect and infallible, and that we do not care to revise it, we 
do not wish to reserve the right to scrutinize it? It is not proposed 
that we recognize in the same way the action of the Sixth Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department and other auditing officers. 

The Treasury Department is continually sending claims here; many 
of them are certified here now for appropriation in the deficiency bill, 
and are now under consideration by the Committee on Appropriations, 
Why should not these auditing officers be all put upon the same footing ? 
What is there about these two auditing officers that should lift them 
and their bureaus to a plane of infallibility, so that we shall say in 
advance that whatever they do shall be blindly ratified in advance? 
For by this provision we absolutely cut off all power of revision on the 
part of Congress over their work. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker, having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Burrows reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 


thereon, 

Mr. HOUK. I gave notice to both sides of the Honse that I should 
call up the case of Featherston vs. Cate, from Arkansas, after this bill 
was disposed of. To-morrow is private-bill day, and as private claim- 
ants have a hard road to travel anyhow I now give notice I shall call 
up the Arkansas contested-election case on Saturday. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 


cases: 
To Mr. RAINES, for one week, on account of important business, 
To Mr. QUINN, for two days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. MCCARTHY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. SHERMAN, for ten days, on account of personal business. 
To Mr. SPINOLA, for one week. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 3266) for the 
relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder; when the Speaker signed the 


same. 
And then, on motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (at 5 o’clock p. 


m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 

from the Speaker’s table and referred as indicated below: 
ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports from the 
Chief of Ordnance and from the commandant of Rock Island arsenal, 
in response to resolution of the House of Representatives of January 
23, 1890—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SURVEY OF UPPER COLUMBIA RIVER, WASHINGTON. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with letter from 
Chief of Engineers, reports of the examination and survey of the Upper 
Columbia River, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

COLUMBIA RIVER LIGHT-SHIP, OREGON. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
for additional appropriation of $10,000 to complete the light-ship at 
the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

PAY, ETC., OF THE ARMY. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for pay of the Army for the fiscal year 
1890, as submitted by the Secretary of War—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, 


Under the rule, Senate bills of the following titles were severally 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 233) for the erection of a public building at Danbury, Conn.; 


A bill (S. 234) for the erection of a public building at Waterbury, 
character be singled out and their work complimented above that of | Conn.; 


nn. 
A bill (S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 
W. Va.; 


Va.; 

A bill (S. 306) for the erection of a public building in the city of Lan- 
sing, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Onio; 

A bill (S. 505) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 593) tor the erection of a public building at Emporia, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 595) for the erection of a publice building at Salina, Kans. ; 

A bill (S, 953) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 


Towa; 

A bill (S. 977) for the erection of a public building at New London, 
Conn. ; 

A bill (S. 1263) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
site for a building for a post-oflice, court-house, and other offices in San 
Francisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 1266) for an extension of appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Los Angeles, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public buildin 
authorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, to be erected’ 
at El Paso, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 1358) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Annapolis, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 1477) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Sacramento, Cal.; 

A bill (S. 2000) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, Nebr.; 

A bill (8. 2038) for remodeling and repairing the apparatus for the 
heating, ventilation, and sewerage of the United States court-house in 
the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 2349) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Kansas City, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 2462) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Allegheny, in the State of Pennsyl- 
yania; 

A bill (S. 2403) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Beaver Falls, in the State of Penusyl- 
vania; and 

A bill (S. 2406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as in- 
dicated below: 
GEORGE H. MELLEN, DECEASED. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3036) for the relief of George H. Mellen, de- 
ceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM FISHER, 


Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. 3037) for the relief of William Fisher; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM JOHNSON ET AL. 


Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted 
views of the minority, to accompany the bill (H. R. 1610) for the relief 
of Hiram Johnson et al.; which were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


ELEVENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7025) to amend an act entitled 
An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,” 
approved March 1, 1889; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the aceompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


TWO ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS, NEBRASKA, 


Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 531) to establish two additional land 
districts in the State of Nebraska; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, 

JAMES M. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back 8 the bill (H. R. 4094) granting a pension to James 
M. McKinney; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ELEVENTH CENSUS, 


Mr. McKENNA, from the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6420) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent 
censuses,” approved March 1, 1889; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF TERRITORIAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the Territories, re back 
favorably a bill (H. R. 3940) to amend an act entitled Au act to ex- 
tend the fees of certain officers over the Territories of New Mexico and 
Arizona; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MUDD VS. COMPTON. 


Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, from the Committee on Elections, reported 
the following resolutions: 
Resolved, That Barnes Compton was not elected as a Representative to the 
3 Congress from the Fifth district of Maryland, and is not entitled to 
seat. 
Resolved, That Sydney E. Mudd wasduly elected asa Representative from the 
Fifth Con ional district of Maryland to the Fifty-first Congress, and is en- 
titled to his seat as such, 


The report of the committee and the views of the minority, presented 
by Mr. Moore, of Texas, were ordered to be printed. 


ARID LANDS. 


Mr. LANHAM, from the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands in the United States, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
3924) concerning the irrigation of arid lands in the valley of the Rio 
Grande River, and the construction of a dam across said river at or near 
El Paso, Tex., ſor the storage of its waste waters, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Labor, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 4556) providing for the adjustment of accounts of la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, the following resolutions were introduced and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 
By Mr. SPOONER: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to employ ten additional laborers in the folding-room of the House, for the 
purpose of folding public documents, at a compensation at the rate of $60 each 
per month, to be paid out of the contingent fand of the House: Provided, That 
all such employés shall be dropped from the rolls of the Doorkeeper at a period 
not later than one month from the expiration of the present session of Con- 
gress; 
to the Committee on Accounts. R 

By Mr. NUTE: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to appoint an additonal 
clerk, to serve during the session of this 8 whose du 7 it shall be to pre- 
pare for publication in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a list of bills, resolutions, 
memorials and bills introduced and referred under Rule XXIV, clause 2, together 
with a list of reports of committees filed under Rule XIII, and who shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House the same com n as on 
committee clerks; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the Housé be, and he is hereby, directed to 
appoint Thomas G. Ingram as nt janitor, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund a compensation not exceeding $1,100 per annum ; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. BREWER: 


Resolution asking for information touching pension matters, 


Whereas many measures relating to pension matters are liable to be presented 
for consideration during the present session of Congress and it is advisable that 
all available information touching the subject-matter of pensions may he placed 
before the House in order that more intelligent consideration may be given to 
such legislation: Therefore, 

Be it resoived, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 
to a for the use of the House the following information as soon as con- 
venient; 

First, What is the total number of original pension claims which have been 
filed for disabilities received or contracted during the late war up to the Ist day 
of January, 1890, and how many such claims have been allowed up to said date? 
What is the total number of claims that have been filed for increase up to said 
time and in how 1 has an increase been granted? How many claims 
up to said time have n filed for rerating and in how many cases has such 
claim for rerating been allowed or granted? How many claims have been 
filed by widows, by minor children, and by dependent parents, and how many 
hay been granted in each class, and how many pensioners were on the pension- 
roll January 1, 1890, of each class for service, etc., arising out of the late war? 
What is the total amount of money which has been paid out for pensions for 
claims arising outof the late war? How much has been paid to meet such claims 
during the last fiscal year and how much will probably be required to meetthe 
pay ment of such claims during the present fiscal year? Whatamount has been 

d out in pensions for under the act of 1879 and the probable 
amount still required to mect such payments under said act? Wbat was the 
amount paid out to meet such arrearages during the last fiscal year? What 
amount will probably be required to pay arrearages upon original claims filed 
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since July 1, 1880, or which will be hereafter filed; in other words, about how 
much would it probably take to meet arrearages in case the limitation in the 
gy oe yh poy bets * — f pensio: with rates ted 
ow do the presen 0 ns compare gran! 
forsimilar disabilities received or contracted in former wars in which ourcountry 
has been Ho dothe rates now fixed by law tor pensions to widows, 
minor children, and ent parents compare with the rates fixed for such 
nsioners in former wars? 


Third. How do the rates of pensions now fixed by law for pensioners of the 
late war comers with the rates for similar disabilities in England, France, and 


y 
Fourth. How many years elapsed after the close of the Revolutionary war, 
the war of 1812, and the Mexican war before a seryice pension was granted, and 
Were such service pensions based upon length of service or ata fixed amount 
for all of equal rank? What would be the probable amount required annually 
to meet e el fare of $8 per month to one honorably discharged soldier as a 
service pension, and to the widows of those deceased ? 

Fifth. How many 8 cases were pending before the Assistant Secretary 
on January I, 1890, and how long will it probably take to dispose of such ap- 
pealed cases? 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and directed to rent 
rooms for the use of the Select World's Fair Committee at not exceeding $50 per 
month, to be paid monthly out of the contingent fund; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills and a joint resolution of the following titles 
were introduced, read twice, and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. MILES (by request): A bill (H. R. 7550) to amend House 
bill No. 6884, so that a portion of the committee therein provided for 
shall be women—to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 7551) to regulate the importation 
and manufacture of opium for smoking purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of the United 
States in certain lands to the city and county of San Francisco, Califor- 
nia, and its grantees—to the Committee on the Publie Lunds, 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H, R. 7553) for the improvement of 
Lockwoods Folley River, in the State of North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr, OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H, R. 7554) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Newark, Ohio— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. FUNSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7555) to set apart 
lands for an agricultural college and experimental station in Oklahoma 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7556) to improve the mail serv- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) to amend an act approved May 9, 1888, 
entitled An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for -loss 
by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty,’’’ approved March 
17, 1882—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) to fix the rate of postage on periodical pub- 
lications containing the print or reprint of books—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 7559) for deepening the bar and 
improving the harbor of Carrabelle, in the State of Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 7560) amending section 1212, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTINE: A bill (H. R. 7561) for the erection of a public 
building at Virginia City, Nev.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H, R. 7562) for the erection of a public 
building at Elizabeth City, N. C.— to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7563) granting to the Oklahoma . 
Educational Association the power to acquire lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory for school and college purposes, and the right to plat and sell the 
same, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WRIGHT (by request): A bill (H. R. 7564) to pension widows 
of deceased soldiers in certaih cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7565) to establish a port of 
delivery at Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7566) to fix the salaries of certain 
subordinate officers of the Post-Office Department to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7567) to authorize the location of 
a branch home for volunteer soldiers and sailors of the United States 
at Hot Springs, S. Dak., and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCKALEW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 115) relating to 
railroad connection with South America—to the Committee on Foreign 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below 

By Mr, ANDERSON, of Kanas A bill (H. R. 7568) granting an 
increase of pension to F. M. Higgason—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7569) granting a pension to Jeremiah Malcolm 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7570) for the relief of W. T. Hopkins to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7571) to restore the name of Marshall Clark to 
the pension - roli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7572) for the relief of William 

r—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 7573) granting a pension to Myron 
Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7575) granting a pension to Hezekiah Lacey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7576) for the relief of R. F. Balke 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to William H. 
Chapman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aii, a bill (H. R. 7578) granting a pension to Thompson N. Stat- 
ham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 7579) granting a pension to Emil 
Hagler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 7580) for the relief of John 1 
Broome to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 7581) granting a pension to W. 8. 
Palmer —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) granting a pension to O. M. Tomas to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7583) granting a pension to James Sloan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7584) granting a pensión to F. F. Robinson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7585) granting a pension to J. C. Williams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7586) granting a pension to J. O’Donnell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) granting a pension to Henry R. White to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to David Rose—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7589) granting a pension to G. W. Demorest—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7590) granting a pension to Gustaf Peterson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7591) granting a pension to George Kriemen—to 
the Committee on Inval d Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7592) for the relief of H. C. Stolle, S. 
M. Howe, William J. Orendorf, Edward Griffith, and William Bruhn—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 7593) for the relief of the widow 
he! arā B. Blanchard—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 

ms. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 7594) for the relief of Catherine 
Meberitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7595) for arrears of pension to Mrs. Mary E. Mur- 
ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 7596) for the relief of the legal rep- 
5 of Adam Ruebeling, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7597) for the relief of Edward S. Armstrong—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7598) granting a pension to Will- 
jam H. Heister—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R, 7599) for the relief of Charles Fos- 
ter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7601) for the relief of 
Gillum M. Ezell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD? A bill (H. R. 7602) for the relief of Daniel 
Grant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief 
of Susan Covanovan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7604) for the relief of M. 
H. Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7605) for the relief of John Miller—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7 for acts relief of 
John W. Gassett—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7607) for the relief of Harrison Thurmond—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7608) for the relief of Allen Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) for the relief of Isaac Williams—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 7610) for the relief of the heirs at 
law of Antonio Sandoval—to the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 
dation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7611) for the relief of the heirs at law of Anastacio 
Sandoval—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7612) for the relief of A. B. Rohman—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7613) for the relief of Ramon Vigil and others— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 7614) granting a pension to W. 
Zister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 7615) granting a 
pension to Anna L, C. Huntebrink—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


A bill (H. R. 3696) for the relief of Pardon Worsley—Committee on 
ideo Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

ms, 

A bill (H. R. ites for the relief of Henry Ware—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and ete to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5650) a increase of pension to Fidelia E. 
Mead—Committee on Prati ensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 6198) for the relief of John E. Orr—Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 99) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
certificates to certain persons who owned buildings on Hot Springs 
reservation for the value thereof, which buildings had been condemned 
and afterward burned—Committee on the Publie Lands discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5705) for the relief of William S. Thatcher—Committee 
= Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

A bill (H. R. 275) to reimburse the several States for interest on 
moneys expended by them on account of raising troops employed in 
aiding the United States in suppressing the late rebellion —Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1183) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie Carman— 
Committee on Pensions discharged,.and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Christiana F. Zeut- 
meyer—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of John Reamer—Committee on 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1963) granting a pension to Mary L. Wells—Committee 
on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (H. R. 1968) granting a to Nancy Smith—Committee 
5 Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

A bill (H. R. 1977) granting a pension to Henry Ballinger Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1477) granting a pensfon to George W. Padgett Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1442) for the relief of Charles H. Dexter—Committee 
on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1440) granting a pension to William H. Stewart - Com- 
mitiee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petition of 25 citizens of Hope, 
Dickinson County, Kansas, and 113 members of Chapman Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, requesting passage of service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Henry Township Alliance, No. 794, Ottawa County, 
Kansas, to loan Government money to farmers at 2 per cent.—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., favoring the location of navy-yard at New Orleans, La.— 
to the Committee on Naval Afairs. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Mary Blandon, widow of Lemuel 


Blandon, late sergeant Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Michigan In- 


fantry Volunteers, for bill to allow Lemuel Blandon pension from date 
of executing declaration—to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. BLISS: Memorials of D. G. Royce Post, No. 117, and L. B. 
Quackenbush, No. 203, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Michigan, urging immediate pension legislation—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of citizens of the village of South Lyons, 
Mich., asking pension be granted to Charles F. Farrar—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Memorial of Eureka Lodge, No. 2374, F. M. 
B. A., praying reform in our tariff, coinage, banking, financial, and 
other laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Petition of Knights of Labor 
and citizens of Westborough, Mass., for reports on mortgages on home- 
steads by Census Bureau—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 
Ce! 


nsus. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of 160 citizens of Richardson County, 
Nebraska, favoring disposition of Sac and Fox Indian reservation—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of George T. Jones and others, for the 
erection of a breakwater at Princess Bay, Staten Island, New York— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Aransas County, Texas, for 
removal of obstructions in St. Charles Bay, Texas—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of 354 citizens of Madison County, New 
York, asking that the duty on hops be increased from 8 cents to 25 cents 

pound—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proofs to be filed with H. R. 5636, for the relief of 
W. H. Jackson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of F, M. B. A., Fulton, Kans., against 
monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of George C. Ellison, for the 
reimbursement of costs and expenses in certain judicial proceedings— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of Gen. John M. Schofield Division, 
No. 1, General Service Corps, relating to army desertions—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, 
No. 1710, of Ottumwa, Coffey County, Kansas, asking for free coinage 
of silver, for passage of a service-pension law, for abolishing the present 
national-banking system, and for issuing greenback money in sufficient 

uantity to do the business of the country, and for alaw providing for 
the payment of the soldiers of the late war the difference between what 
the money paid them was worth and gold—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petitions of J. B. White and 50 others, and W. 
H. Hoffman and 55 others, asking the passage of H. R. 3863, fixing 
the maximum pay of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Memorial of Mount Pleasant Alliance, Miller 
County, Arkansas, and the Board of Trade of Little Rock, asking for sta- 
tistics about farm mortgages—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 
Census. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Peter Schoff, of York, Pa., and papers 
in the claim of Robert R. Matthews, of Carlisle, Pa., for pensions—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. š 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of M, L. Sullivan and 84 others, asking 
for passage of H. R. 3863, for increased compensation to letter-carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of the Board of Trade of Santa Monica, 
in favor of the improvement of the harbor of Santa Monica—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the California Legislature, relative to the improve- 
ment of the Sacramento, San Joaquin, and Feather Rivers—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 57 citizens of Jackson, Mich., in 
favor of H. R. 3863, fixing maximum pay of letter-carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of B. B. Spradley and 25 others, citi- 
zens of Warrick County, Indiana, in favor of free coinage of silver and 
against monopolies—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions of G. D. Compton and 41 residents 
and J. A. Blair and 71 others, of Crawford County; Samuel Warmbrodt 
and 240 voters of Chautauqua County, Kansas, asking that the coinage 
ofsilver be made free, the same as gold—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petitions of D Whinery and 27 residents of Altoona and of ex- 
Union soldiers and citizens of Sterling, Kans., asking for immediate 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Stone River Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Sedan, Kans., asking that the Fort Hays military reservation 
be granted to the State of Kansas for a State soldiers’ home—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of R. Wilson, president, and 41 members of Wilson 


National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of America, Crawford 
County, Kans., asking for legislation abolishing national banks, to 
prevent dealing in futures, for the free coinage of silver, for equal and 
just taxation, prohibiting alien ownership of lands in the United 
States, issuance of fractional paper currency, and the owning and oper- 
ating by the United States Government of the means of communica- 
tion and rtation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of Albert Burton and others, Otsego 
County; C. L. Terry and others, of Oneida and Madison Counties, and 
E. C. Eaton, Charles Munger, and 187 others, of Augusta and Vernon, 
Oneida County, New York, praying for an increase of duty on hops to 
25 cents per pound—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Remonstrance of citizens of Pinal 
County, against the establishment of a court of private land claims— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, remonstrance of the Arizona pioneers, against the proposed re- 
moval of Apache Indians from Alabama to Fort Sill reservation—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPINOLA (by request): Memorial of James J. Warren and 68 
others, citizens of Worcester, Mass., earnestly requesting that the Fifty- 
first Congress authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of improving the Har- 
lem River, New York, for a sum not exceeding $1,350,000—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Fulton County, 
Kentucky, praying for free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Petition of farmers of Holden, 
Worcester County, Massachusetts, for protection to farm products—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of S. D. Bryce and 28 others, of St. 
Clair County, Michigan, against option dealing—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Memorial of steam-boat men of the Southwest 
and insurance companies and exchanges of the city of New Orleans, 
with reference to the bridging of the Mississippi River at or near New 
Orlean’, La.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ilinois: Petition of Isaac Williams, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Memorial of J. G. Brill Post, No. 594, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Illinois, Norris City, III., favoring a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
FRDAY, February 28, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Borier, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of December 19, 1889, a report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in regard to military reservations relinquished by the 
War Department and abandoned by executive order and placed under 
the Sune of the Secretary of the Interior pursuant to law, ete,; which 
was read, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Unless that document is quite volaminous—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis not. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. It does not seem to be; and I move that it, to- 
gether with the letter of transmittal, be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Pablic Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GEORGE. I present a petition of 41 citizens of Claiborne County, 
Mississippi, praying for the free coinage of silver, and I beg to be in- 
dulged in the statement that I trust this will not be considered as ev- 
idence of disloyalty on the part of the petitioners or that Mississippi 
has not a republican formof government. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table, the bill 
on that subject having been reported. 

Mr. HALE. I present by request sundry petitions of iron and steel 
manufacturers of New England, praying that iron ore, coal, and coke 
be put upon the free-list, and that the duty on pig-iron and scrap-iron 
and scrap-steel be restored to 24 per cent. ad valorem. I move that. 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Canton Electric Light and 
Power Company, praying that the Superintendent of the Census be di- 
rected to collect certain data in relation to the electrical industry; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the mayor and common conn- 
cil ot Salt Lake City, Territory of Utah, Lai 9 5 that an appropriation 
be made for a public building at that place for the use of the United 
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States courts, the post-office, the land office, the internal- revenue office, 
and all other departments of the Government service located in that 
dg; erien was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

Mr. CASEY presented a joint petition of the Legislature of North 
Dakota, praying that an appropriation be made by Congress for the 
improvement of Devil's Lake, in North Dakota; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Kans., praying for a change in the laws of the United States to 
prevent the introduction of Mexican lead ore free of duty; which was 


referred to the Committee on Finance, 


He also presented a petition of letter-carriers of Wichita, Kans., 
praying for the passage of House bill 3863, increasing the compensation 
of letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Hon. James A. Weston, Hon. 
Hiram D. Upton, and 20 other leading citizens of Manchester, N. H., 
praying that the Superintendent of the Census be directed to collect 
certain data in regard to the electrical industry; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Census. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. George Whittaker, president 
of Wiley University, and 23 others, citizens chiefly of Marshall, Tex., 
praying for the passage of the pending educational bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Charleston (S. C.) Cotton 
Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of what is known as the 
Dingley bill, to exempt American coastwise sailing vessels from the ob- 
ligation of employing and paying State pilots; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, GORMAN, I present a joint resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Maryland, and ask that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution by the General Assembly of Maryland, requesting the General 
Government to refund to the corporate authorities of Frederick City, Md., the 
sum of $200,000 exacted of them by the Confederate army under General Jubal 
Early, July 9, 1864, under penalty of burning said city. 

Whereas, doring the late war for the preservation of the Union, the citizens 
of Frederick City, Md., were faithful and obedient to the laws of the Union and 
the State, und by the Federal compact the United States were bound to protect 
pa 1 iad Frederick and its people against invasion and destruction of prop- 

an 

Y Whereas the General Government failed in its duty in the premises, and in 

consequence thereof they were subjected to invasion by a large Confederate 

army under General Jubal Early, July 9, 1864, and a large ransom, namely, the 
sum of $200,000 in lawful money of the United States was levied, demanded, and 
paid by said corporate authorities of Frederick City, Md., July 9, 1864, unto the 

8 of said Jubal Early, designated to receive the same, no part of 

which has been repaid or reimbursed to said corporate authorities of Frederick 

City, Md., entailing a grievous burden upon the loyal tax-payers of a small com- 

munity: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That our Senators and mem- 
bers of the Congress of the United States from Maryland be, ånd they are 
hereby, requested to urge every honorable means to secure the speedy refunding 
and reimbursement of the said sum of $200,000 to the said corporate authorities 
of Frederick City, Md., or their authorized representatives. 

‘ Hovsx or DELEGATES, January 28, 1890. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a correct copy of a resolution passed by 
the General Assembly of Maryland at its January session, 1890. 

CARLTON SHAFER, Chief Clerk. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, where the matter is now pending. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions adopted by Robert Mueller 
Post, No. 250, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of the service-pension 
bill and demanding the indefinite postponement of the dependent-pen- 
sion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a joint memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, the Commercial Exchange, the Maritime Exchange, the Drug 
Exchange, the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, the Manufacturers’ 
Club, the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ Association, and the wardens 
of the port of Philadelphia, Pa., earnestly favoring the of a 
joint resolution authorizing the President of the United States to ap- 
point a commission to examine and report on a national harbor of refuge 
near the mouth of Delaware Bay suitable for deep-draught vessels; 
which was referred to the Committee on erce. 

He also presented a petition of 39 citizens of Taylor Township, Han- 
nah post-office, Centre County, Pennsylvania, favoring free coinage of 
silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of P. F. Hyatt, of Lewisburgh, Pa., 
praying that the Regular Army soldiers during the late war may have 
the same bounty allowances as soldiers in the volunteer service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of the Board of Trade 
of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against any reduction of the pres- 
evt import duties upon flax fiber and the various forms of merchandise 
manufactured either wholly or in part therefrom; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. ö 

Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions adopted by Whited Post, No. 247, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the pas- 


sage of a service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

He also presented the memorial of B. Bird, of Atlantic, Iowa, re- 
monstrating against the of the proposed Sunday-rest bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Keokuk (Iowa) graphical 
Union, praying for the restoration of wages paid in the Government 
Printing Office to the rate in force priorto 1877; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, k 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Farmers’ AHiance of Ne- 
braska, praying for the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to loan money to farmers on real-estate security at 2 per 
cent. per annum; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the memorial of C. H. Mallory & Co., of 
Mallory’s line to Texas, J. C. Ward, of the New York and Cuba 
steam-ship line, and W. H. Stanford, of the Old Dominion Steam-Ship 
Company, and 100 other citizens of New York, in favor of the pas- 
sage ofa law authorizing the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton and his associates for the whole work of improving the Har- 
lem River, New York; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Colorado, praying 
for the passage of the bill providing for the remonetization of silver; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State 
to appoint two suitable persons to represent the United States at the 
International Conference in regard to the protection of industrial prop- 
erty, and making an appropriation therefor, asked that the committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Patents; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1578) granting a pension to Zachariah Peters, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 893) granting a pension to Mary Anna Egan, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely, N 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 498) to amend sections 1, 9, and 1) of 
an act entitled An act to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia,” reported it with an amendment. 


HEARING BEFORE DISTRICT COMMITTEE, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. SPOONER on the 26th instant, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the expense of employing the stenographer who reported the 
hearing of the representatives of the various proposed trust companies in the 
District of Columbia before a subcommittee of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia on the pending measures for the granting of charters to said compa- 
nies be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers to be approved 
by the chairman of said District Committee. 


HEARING BEFORE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 24th instant, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the expense of employing the stenographer who reported the 
hearing of the representatives of the American Bar Association before a sub- 
committee of the Committee on the Judiciary on the pending measures for the 
relief of the Supreme Court be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on 
vouchers to be approved by the chairman of said Judiciary Committee. 


MESSENGER FOR SENATE TELEGRAPH SERVICE. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine [ Mr, FRYE] 
on the 4th instant, providing a messenger for the Senate telegraph 
service, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute; 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the commit- 
tee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Vice-President is hereby authorized to appoint a page to 
act as messenger for the telegraph service of the Senate at a salary not to ex- 
ceed $720 per annum, the same to be paid from the Contingent Fund of the 
Senate until otherwise provided for. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing te the sub- 
stitute reported by the committee. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Charles 
J. Decker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2914) granting to the Duluth and Win- 
nipeg Railroad Company the right of way through the Winnipigoshish, 
Cass Lake, White Oak Point, and Red Lake Indian reservations, in the 
State of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2915) for the relief of 
James Healy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on 
gunboat No. 2, known as the Petrel; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2917) for the relief of Elizabeth R. Par- 
viance; which was read twice by its title, and referred the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2918) for the relief of Henrietta V. Min- 
nix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2919) granting bounty to vol- 
unteers honorably discharged by reason of diseases incurred in line of 
duty before serving two years; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2920) to improve the mail service; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2921) forthe relief of J. T. Lynch; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2922) to pay employés of the Post-Office 
Department additional compensation for extra hours of duty required 
of them in the year 1885; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 2923) for the relief of Hiram 
W. Hubbard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 2924) for the relief 
of the Ammoniated Fertilizer Company of Washington, D. C.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2925) granting a pension to Henry Ann 
Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2926) to establish a court of ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. 

Mir. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2927) authorizing investiga- 
tion as to the Delany system of multiplex telegraphy in use on the postal 
telegraph lines of Great Britain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2928) grauting a pension to Wilde E, 
King; which was read twice by its title, aud referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2929) for the relief of Israel Yount; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2930) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Toop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2931) granting jurisdiction to the Court 
of Claims, notwithstanding any statutory bar, of the claims of J. F. 
Bailey & Co. and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2932) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth M. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2933) granting a pension to Jane H. 
Palmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2934) for the better adminis- 
tration of justice in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2935) to authorize condemna- 
tion of streets in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to-the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2536) granting a pension to Wiil- 
iam R. Arey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 5 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2537) granting a pension to John Will- 
iamson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tce on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced & joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing 
the President of the United States to appoint a commission to examine 
and report on a national harbor of refuge rear the mouth of Delaware 
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Bay, suitable for d ught vessels; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


TRANSFER OF REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be preposed 
by him to the bill (S. 305) to transfer the revenue marine to the naval 
establishment; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented the memorial of Isaac J. MacKinley, praying that 
an amendment be adopted to the bill (S. 305) to transfer the revenue 
marine to the naval establishment, providing for his restoration to the 
revenue-marine service as a captain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ° 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was 


Ordered, That General James H. Carleton have leave to withdraw the papers 
in his case from the files of the Senate, there being no adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of William F. and William S. Pritchard 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, there being no adverse report. 
ALABAMA COAL LANDS, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
as to the reasons or causes that have prevented the sale of the coal lands in Ala- 
bama, in accordance with the requirements of the act of March 3, 1883, provid- 
ing for the public sale of said lands. And that he send to the Senate copies of 
any letters or other papers on file in said Department that have been or arenow 
relied upon as justifying the failure to comply with said statute. 


CRUISE AROUND THE WORLD. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish to the Senate 
an estimate of the expenses for a three-year cruise around the world of one 
line-of-battle ship of 10,000 tons displacement, such as is desoribed by him in his 
statement of December 16, 1889, to the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs as 
being designed by the Navy De ment, including in such estimate the pay of 
a fullcomplement of officersand men, and subsistence, coal supply, ammunition 
for sufficient gun practice, docking expenses for cleansing bottom, and all the 
other incidental expenses of such a cruise except the cost of any repairs, 


ADDITIONAL MAIL-CARRIERS. 


Mr, MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Se t-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized to em- 
ploy two additional mail-carriers in the Senate post-office, at an annual salary 
of $1,200 per annum each, and six additional folders in the poala sores at Sper 
day, the said additional employés, until otherwise provided for, to be paid 
out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
that order is closed. 

Mr. DAVIS. If there is no further morning business, I move, in 
pursuance of the notice I gave last Monday, that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the dependent-pension bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator yield to morning business? 

Mr. DAVIS. Wait until I get the bill up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair inadvertently omitted to lay 
before the Senate the resolution coming over from a previous day in- 
troduced by the Senator from Floridaa [Mr. CALL]. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair), The Chair 
has received a communication, which will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: EE 
VICE-PRESIDENT’S CHA 
Wi ‘ashinglon, February 28, 1800, 


Dear Sin: Please state to the Senate that I expect to leave Washington to- 
morrow for an absence of about two weeks, and shall therefore be unable tobe 
present at the next session of the Senate. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
Hon. Anson G. McCoox, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to sub- 
mit a resolution of a privileged character? 
Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following resolation: 

Resolved, That in the absence of the Vice-President Jonx J. INGALLS, a Senator 
from the State of Kansas, be, and he hereby is, chosen President pro tempore of 
the Senate. 

Task for the present consideration of the resolution, unless Senators 
on the other side desire it to go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the reso- 
lution. ; 

The resolution was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.- Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 


LEVI P. MORTON, 
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Mr. ALLISON and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairhearsnone, The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. . 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr, INGALLS was escorted to the chair by Mr. SHERMAN, and the 
oath prescribed by law having been administered to him by the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, he took the chair and said: 

The Chair begs to return to the Senate his grateful acknowledg- 
ments for this renewed expression of their confidence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the formal resolutions made necessary 
by the action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that the 
Senate has chosen Hon. Jonx J. INGALLS, a Senator from the State of Kansas, 
President of the Senate pro tempore in the absence of the Vice-President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the President of the United States that in 
the absence of the Vice-President the Senate has chosen Hon. Jons J, INGALLS, 
a Senator from the State of Kansas, President of the Senate pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of 
the Senate to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2185) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge over the Arkansas River in the 
Indian Territory. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


the enrolled bill (H. R. 3266) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W, 


Yoder; and it was therenpon signed by the President pro tempore. 
FLORIDA RAILROAD LANDS, 

The PRESIDENT pro wipe sa The question is on ing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cart], which 
comes over from a previous day. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the resolution be again read. 

= resolution sabmitted by Mr. CALL on the 26th instant was read, 
as follows: 


Whereas the Florida Central and Peninsula Railroad Company claims the 
right to sell the alternate sections of land on the line of the railroad from Waldo 
to Tampa, Fia., under the act of Congress approved May 17,1856; and 

Whereas the said grant was made to the State of Florida, subject to the dis- 
posal of the re of the State of Florida; and 
3 narea the lature of the State of Florida has never disposed of sald 

and; an 

Whereas the State of Florida in 1868 by a joint resolation of her Legislature 

ed to Congress thet the State had not complied with the conditions ot 
said act of Congress, and prayed for a new grant on conditions that excluded 
the Florida Railroad Company,from which the said Florida Central and Pe- 
ninsula Railroad Company the right to said land: Therefore, 

Be il resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, directed to institute such proceedings as will prevent any further sales 
of such lands until Congress shall provide such laws as will give patents to all 
actual settlers for 160 acres of land, and to all purchasers in good faith for land 
not ex 100 acres, and to all purchasers of lots in town sites, and for open- 
ing the der of said land to homestead entry and settlement. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy the Senate 
for any great length of time this morning, but I hope Senators will 
consider this resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish merely to make a personal statement, or what 
is in the nature of one. 

Mr. CALL. I yield for that pu 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will proceed. 

NEWSPAPER REPORTS OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I have this morning received, as previously I have re- 
ceived, letters from American citizens complaining that the Associated 
Press and the press of the country generally fail to give such reports 
of important matters of debate in the Senate as to properly inform the 
people and to satisfy an intense desire that exists on the part of the 
people of this country for information touching affairs in progress here. 
As an illustration I will read one letter just received from Pittsburgh, 
Pa., dated February 27, 1890, addressed to myself: 

Dran Sm: Will you kindly forward to my address the discussion on the odu- 
cation bill? I am satisfied there are hun of thousands of people who would 
be glad to read the debate on this su! and who are with you on this question 
who will never have the pleasure of what is being said by you on this 


subject. In fact, right here I have a personal knowledge of several hundred to 
whom. iff had the discussions, I would furnish them to be read, 


Yours, ete., 
D. CHESTNUT, 
147 First avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Mr. President, this is but a specimen of a general complaint through- 
out this country that the press, to which the Senate furnishes accom- 


modations, and the Associated Press, to which it furnishes the privi- 


leges of this floor, fail in the of their most important duty 

in connection with the legislation of this country. I have had occa- 

sion to advert to it with reference to the matter which I had colleeted 
with great effort and which others had collected with equal or greater 

effort as bearing upon the merits of the important measure known as 

the education bill. I was so unfortunate or fortunate, as the case may 

be, as to receive a pretty liberal newspaper cudgeling in consequence 

of so doing; but I have not observed that the press has taken any in- 

terest in the circulation of the facts, which was the only point in re- 

gard to which I madecomplaint. The press has kindly intimated that 

the reason of the delinquency, as I have alleged, in serving the public 

with important matter rather than sketches of dog fights, and prize 

fights, and that sort of thing, column after column, to the exclusion of 
what concerns the present and perpetual interest of the public at large, 

was that my speech was not entertaining. I had not asked for the 
publication of the speech, but of the facts hearing upon the merits of, 
this question, which I am not rich enough to generally distribute 

throughout the country, although I have spent many thousands of 
dollars in so doing, which it would have been unnecessary to spend 

had not the press been, as I believe, muzzled and intimidated and 

false to its trust in this regard, and I have reason to think that I tell 

the truth in what I say about it affirmatively. 

For instance, I am told by a responsible newspaper man that the As- 
sociated Press, which is re nted on this floor, does not transmit 
and has not transmitted to the press generally in the country any of the 
facts, or scarcely any of the facts, which day afterday have been placed 
before the Senate and which should have been placed before the people 
in order that the public judgment might be properly guided upon this 
great question. On the contrary, the press has been filled with false- 
hoods and lies and misrepresentations of an exceedingly grave and ma- 
licious character as bearing upon the merits of the measure. Now, 
that can not be accidental and it can not be excusable. 

The press, which is our only medium of intercourse with the people, 
owes it to the people, if it is to be here at all, that it shall disseminate 
the information which here is brought to bear in the consideration of 
the legislation of the country. Of that I complained; of that I still 
complain; and I produce this letter, which I could duplicate with 
many others, to show that the press fails in answering the want of the 
public in this regard. 

It is no compliment to the American people to tell them that the 
great mass of unimportant, oftentimes of deleterious matter with which 
the homes of this country are flooded, is the sort of pabulum which the 
American people desire. The press as it seems to me (and I speak now 
as a citizen as well as a Senator), should not cater to the worst side of 
humanity, even if it can by so doing sell occasionally a few more papers 
and get to its managers as private individuals alittle more cash. They 
owe something to the country and to those who upon this floor and in 
this Chamber have access to significant facts for the purpose of enlight- 
ening the people upon what concerns the general interests of the coun- 
try. To fail so egregiously in this regard I think is a proper matter of 
complaint; and Linsist upon it that I am rendering a great public serv- 
ice in drawing upon myself somewhat the anathemas of the press in the 
effort to indicate their shortcomings. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] yield to the Senator from Connectient? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just a moment; apropos of what has been said, I 
think something should be added. 

Mr. CALL. I will yield for a moment. i 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not say that there is not considerable justice 
in the eriticism made by the Senator from New Hampshire, but I should 
like to add a correction in one respect. 

The Associated Press, so far as I know, perlorms its duty, and per- 
forms it about as the Senator would like to have it. It sends from 
Washington every night quite a full abstract of the proceedings of Con- 

in both Houses—a long abstract. That goes to New York for the 
Northeast and all the Northwest, and there it is taken by the New York 
City papers to do with as they please. What would make porhaps two 
or three columns is given them every day. 

The New England papers have a man there who abstracts and con- 
denses and collates what he thinks will be more interesting locally to 
that part of the country, and sends on his abstract made up from the 
general abstract, perhaps not so long ordinarily, sometimes, perhaps, 
nearly all of it; and the Senator knows that many of the New England 
papers publish more of these proceedings than the New York City 
papers. If a man wants to get a pretty good report of what is done 
here, he will perhaps take a Chicago paper in preference to a New York 
paper, I think I can say that often the provincial newspapers publish 
more of the formal report of the proceedings of Congress than some of 
the great metropolitan journals. They keep up the old-fashioned way 
with which we were familiar when boys, when we saw regularly the 
big heading, Congress, then the minor heading, Senate,“ with 
something of a condensation of it, then the minor heading, House,” 
with another condensation. That has gone out of fashion in certain 
great cities, and, while I do not personally complain about it, I simply 
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wonder whether they do not make a mistake in restricting their own 
constituency, judging by what the Senator and many others say. There 
is a desire in the country to know in substance what is done here, and 
the questions are some of them of such magnitude and such general 
popular interest that I do wonder myself that there‘is not more atten- 
tion given to them and less to mere personalities, The Associated Press, 
I may say, performs its formal duty in the matter. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator state another thing? 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is with the forbearance of the Senator from 
Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding with the 
consent of the Senator from Florida, who is entitled to the floor on his 


resolution. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I shall not occupy much more time. The Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. CALL. Is the Senator from Connecticut through with his state- 
ment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not quite. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
sires to ask me a question. 

Mr. CALL. I will yield to the Senator for a moment. 

Mr. DAWES. Can the Senator from Connecticut give a satisfactory 
explanation to the Senate of what I have observed for a series of years 
here when some particular name gets dropped ont always? The name 
before and after it in what transpires here appears regularly in the As- 
sociated Press, but some particular name gets dropped ont. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is an accident. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not know but that the Senator from Connecti- 
cut might enlighten us on that point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If any such thing be done (I have not noticed it) 
it must have been done by an individual newspaper. The Associated 
Press considers itself a mere phonographic machine. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] wishes to ask me a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CALL. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut, who has 
not yielded the floor, if there has not been noticeable for years a great 
contrast as to reporting proceedings of parliamentiary bodies between 
the great newspapers in this country and the great newspapers of other 
countries where popular legislative bodies exist? Is it not the fact that 
in England, for instance, the debates in Parliament appear occupying 
some times a whole page or more, not only of the great metropolitan 
papers, but of the provincial newspapers of England, while in this 
country, although there is a constant demand on the part of the press for 
open sessions of the Senate in order that there may be more full and 
complete reports of the proceedings, day after day and week after week, 
when most important subjects are debated, there is not so much space 
given in the newspapers to the debates in Congress as will be given tosome 
picturesque transaction occurring in some small town in the country, 
a prize fight for instance, or some scandal, or a base-ball conference, or 
some other thing? Has not the Senator observed, and I will ask the 
Senator from New Hampshire if he has not observed, that the way of 
proceeding here in this regard is entirely different from what it is in 
any other country where great popular legislative bodies exist? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to the Senator from Maine what heis 
going to do about it? 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to do anything about it, but the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire has complained here that in a single instance, 
in reference to the debate upon a single important bill, the press has 
not given prominence enough to what has occurred, and I only wished, 
throngh the form and medium of a question to the Senator from Con- 
necticut, to call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire and 
other Senators to the fact that this exists with reference to debates gen- 
erally in Congress. The great metropolitan papers of our country do 
not consider them of importance enongh to give much attention to them. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me finish my statement; I have been on the 
floor. 

Mr. CALL. I will wait for a few moments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to say just a word in answer to the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Maine and I am done. The Senator from 
Maine has stated in the form of a question what are the facts really as 
to the parliamentary debates abroad, and it should be added that in 
London the British Parliament publishes no Parliamentary record, no 
journal, no full official report corresponding to our CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, 

Mr. HOAR. They have the Hansard reports. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not a full report like ours. It is not pub- 
lished for general distribution as far as I know. They have the Han- 
sard debates. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish the Senator from Florida would allow me to 
trespass on his good natnre for a moment to make one observation. 

Mr. CALL. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. The difference between the English reports and ours 
grows out, as it seems to me, very much of the difference between Eng- 


lish practice and ours, There are some exceptions to it, but as a rule 
they take up in the English Parliament in each body a question when 
it is reached, debate and settle it upon the debate the same day, or in 
a few exceptional cases it goes over from one day to another. It is con- 
tinued along so that there is the dramatic interest which grows out of 
a debate that determines and settles important questions in which the 
public have an interest. They sit all night—if it is necessary, night 
after night—and have the thing out. And whenever there is a great 
measnre pending there is a great field-day and that day belongs to 
that measure, and that is all that does belong to it in the way of par- 
liamentary debate. In this country we put into our speeches, to a very 
considerable extent in the Senate and very much more in the House of 
Representative even than here, what belongs properly to a report and 
what in our early Congressional usages was found in an elaborate written 
report, the statistical matter, the general considerations in favor of one 
policy or another; and it can hardly be expected when the great mass 
of our debates is made up of long and elaborate written speeches pre- 
pared beforehand that the press of the country is to report those from 
day today. They might about as well publish one of the books of 
the Bible every morning in their current issue, which is a great deal 
more important than the debates of the Senate; but that is not what 
the public are buying at 3 cents a copy or 2 cents a copy or whatever 
the price may be, 

Now, Mr. President, if we would take up one of the ten or twenty 
great measures of this session and stick to it till we had done with it, 
and sit all night as far as human endurance would allow, and have a 
public opinion which confines the debate to the point of the bill and 
nothing else, you would find those debates would be as eloquent, as racy, 
and as able as they were in the old times, and the public demand would 
compel them to be furnished to the public. But I am not criticising 
anybody else; I am subject to criticism as much as anybody. If a man 
sits down in his house and prepares a speech three or four weeks before 
the measure is coming up that it has anything to do with, and gives 
notice to the Senate that next Thursday he is going to deliver that 
speech, how can you expect the newspapers of the country to fill their 
columns, which they want to sell, with productions that cause the de- 
sertion of every seat in the Senate except that which belongs to the 
man who is ing and perhaps his colleague, when they are both 


here? [Laughter. ] 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield 


to the Senator trom New Hampshire, 

Mr. PLUMB. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. I should like to 
know what is the question before the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL] coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. PLUMB, I suppose everything is germane to everything else, 
but I should like to inquire if this debate is germane to that resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rose toa matter in the nature of a privileged ques- 
tion and the Senator from Florida gave way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think it is his 

rovince to decide the question suggested by the Senator from Kansas 
Eat. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish simply-to say that I submit to the Chair that 
it is highly improper, since this discussion has proceeded thns far and 
as * it, that I should not have the privilege of saying a word at 
its close. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
CALL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CALL, I claim the privilege of the floor, as I have a resolution 
pending which comes up in order and is of great importance. I yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire, however. 

Mr, BLAIR. I made a statement to the Senate and read a letter to 
the Senate to indicate a demand on the part of the people of the United 
States for information which they can get only through the press upon 
avery important pending public measure. Information has been gath- 
ered for usin this debate upon which the public judgment is neces- 
sary and which is available in no other way but through the press itself. 
It can not be disseminated through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to 
the people generally. It can only reach the people through the press 
which they patronize. The remarks of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, which may or may not be intended to have any personal appli- 
cation, probably not 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me there? 

Mr, BLAIR. Ihave but a moment now; I will pardon the Senator, 
but I will proceed. [Langhter.] His innuendoes or his otherwise en- 
does have nothing whatever to do with the case Iam making, and that 
is that there is a demand which the press does not satisfy, for informa- 
tion, There might be provision made for the general circulation of the 
RECORD, but that provision ias not been made. 

The debutes in the parliaments of the Old World, I submit, are not 
of the spiendid and oratorical character that the Senator has indicated; 
quite the contrary: and no public measure of importance has ever passed 
Parliament without years of discussion and debate and of uniformly 
fall reports, as every important paper in the vicinity of Parliament will 
show in its daily records of occurrences there. The Senator is quite 


The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
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mistaken, and the fact that Senators here, when new matter is placed 
before them in an important affair under discussion, leave the Senate 
and choose to vacate their seats is no excuse forthe press, which allows 
the public to be misled by misrepresentations and omits to fill its space 
with matter referring to this bill, but has plenty of space to be filled 
with adverse matter and falsehood. That is what I complain of. 

Regarding the Associated Press, I am glad to hear the explanation 
of the Senator from Connecticut, if it be true; but I have been told by 
responsible newspaper men that it is not true; but if it be true I am 
glad to knowit, and if it be not true, then, considering the special priv- 
ileges which the agent of that press has here, it is a thing which should 
be remedied. : 

DEPOSITIONS OF WITNESSES, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Florida yields to me a moment. I 
gave notice the day before yesterday of a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate passed the bill to provide for additional methods 
of taking depositions, I now withdraw my motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
his motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 664) to provide 
an additional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending 
in the courts of the United States was passed. 


FLORIDA RAILROAD LANDS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. CALL February 26, 1890: 


Whereas the Florida Central and Peninsula Railroad Company claims the 
right to sell the alternate sections of land on the line of the raiJroad from Waldo 
to Tampa, Fla., under the act of Congress approved May 17, 1856; and 

Whereas the said grant was made to the State of Florida, subject to the dis- 

_ posal of the lature of the State of Florida; and 
Whereas the ature of the State of Florida has never disposed of said land; 


Whereas the State of Florida in 1858, by a joint resolution of her Legislature, 
declared to Congress that the State had not complied with the conditions of said 
act of Congress, and prayed for a new grant on conditions that excluded the 
Florida Raiiroad Company, from which the said Florida Central and Peninsula 
Railroad Company claims the right to said land: Therefore, 

Be it resulved. That the Attorney-Gencral ofthe United States be, and he is here- 
by, directed to institute such proceedings as will prevent any further salesofsuch 
lands until Congress shall provide such laws as will give patents to all actual set- 
tiers for 160 acres of land, and to all purchasers, in good faith, for land not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres, and toall purchasers of lots in townsites, and for opening the 
remainder of said land to homestead entry and settlement. 


[ Mr. CALL withholds his remarks for revision, see Appendix. ] 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
Ag Tog Senate proceeds to the consideration of the Calendar under 

ule IX. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 4 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. AfterI make a motion. Pursuant to the notice I gave 
on Monday last, I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of Calendar No. 156, being the bill (S. 389) granting pensions 
to ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to dependent felatives of de- 
ceased soldiers and sailors, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I now yield to the Senator from Missouri. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN IOWA AND NEBRASKA. 


Mr. VEST. I ask that the pending bill may be laid aside tempora- 
rily until I can move the reconsideration of Senate bill 1738, which 
was passed by the Senate on Wednesday last. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1738) to authorize the construction 
of a railroad bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of Mo- 
nona, in the State of Iowa, and in the counties of Thurston and Burt, 
in the State of Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote 
by which the bili was passed will be reconsidered and the vote by 
which it was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time will also 
be reconsidered. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is before 
- the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. VEST. In line 3 of section 4, I move to strike out the word 
tt passages’? and insert the word passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 3, it is proposed to strike out 
the word passages“ and insert passage; so as to read: 

Seo, 4. That all railway companies desiring to use said bridge shall have and 
be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the e of the same, and in the 
use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, and of all the approaches thereto, 
under and upon such terms and conditions as shall be prescri by the Secre- 
tary of War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties, in case they 
shall not agree. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 389) granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are in- 


capacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 


w TRUSTS. AND COMBINATIONS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Before the pension bill is read, I wish to say that 


although the trust bill, as it is called, was pending last night and is 
really the unfinished business by strict rule, I do not press it now, but I 


give notice that as soon as the schoo) bill is out of the way I shall hope, 


tò get the consent of the Senate to go on and finish the trust bill as 
speedily and with as short debate as possible. I merely give the notice 
now. I am opposed to making special orders, and therefore do not 
move to make it a special order, but after the school bill is out of the 
way I shall insist upon the trust bill having its day in court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not aware that the bill 
referred to is the unfinished business. The Chair is informed that it 
was taken up yesterday for the purpose of enabling the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to submit some remarks, and resumed its 
place on the Calendar thereafter, subject to motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that strictly it would be the unfinished 
business, but I do not want to stand in the way of the pension bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio if he supposes 
the pending bill can be disposed of so that we can proceed with the 
trust bill to-day? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. I would not ask that. 

Mr. HARRIS, I should prefer that it be understood that we do not 
proceed with the trust bill until Monday or after Monday next, as I 
am compelled to be out of the Chamber a good deal at present and I 
want to be here when that bill is considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allright. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 389) ting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are in- 
capacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 
pensions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word par- 
ents,“ to insert, under the provisions of this act;’’ so as to read: 

That in considering the pension claims of dependent parents, under the pro- 
visions of this act, eto. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is not my intention to make any ex- 
tended remarks upon this bill or upon the general question of pension 
legislation. My purpose is to explain the pending bill and the amend- 
ments to it, and give an estimate of the probable cost. 

I will premise by saying that the bill under consideration as intro- 
duced was, I think, verbatim the same bill which the Senate passed at 
the last Congress and which failed of action in the House of Represent- 
atives. The debate upon the passage of that bill, and other bills which 
were introduced at the same time in the same general line, gave such 
information to the committee that in preparing the present bill, using 
those sources of information, they have proposed certain amendments 
tending to obviate the objections then made and to liberalize the meas- 
ure in some important particulars, 

The key of the bill, Mr. President, will be found in section 2, which, 
as reported by the committee, provides— 

That all persons who served three months or more in the military or naval 
service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and who have 
been honorably repen pans therefrom, and who are now or who may hereafter 
be suffering from mental or physical disability, not the result of their own vicious 
habits, which inca; tates them from the performance of labor in such a de- 
gree as to render them unable to earn a support, and who are dependent upon 
their daily labor for support, shall, upon naking due proof of the fact accord- 
ing to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, 

placed upon the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, and be en- 
titled to receive $12 per month. 

Mr. FRYE. You strike out totally before incapacitates.“ 

Mr. DAVIS. That is struck out. Section 2 further provides: 

And such pension shall commence from the date of the filing of the applica- 
tion in the Pension Office, after the passage of this act, 

Turning to the first section, which treats of the case of dependent 
parents, the same conditions precedent, and those only, are required 
as to them, namely, that under the provisions of this act the fact to be 
proved is the death of the soldier or sailor. 

In regard to the provisions of the third section, respecting widows and 
minor children, nothing more is required to be proved under that sec- 
tion than the death of the soldier or sailor. So then the difference be- 
tween this bill and the pension policy as it is now, is that, whereas 
under present pension legislation it is necessary by competent proof, 
prescribed in a particular manner by the Bureau of Pensions, to trace 
the disability or the death directly to the casualties of the service, this 
bill, as in the bill which passed in the Forty-ninth Congress and as in 
the bill which passed the Senate in the Fiftieth Congress, makes that 
unnecessary, and makes it only requisite to prove that the soldier either 
died or suffered from mental or physical disability, no matter when or 
how incurred, whether in the service or not. 

The principal reasons for this outside of and apart from its natural jus- 
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tice inhere in the fact that in the lapse of time since the war the mode 
of proof prescribed by the Pension Bureau, and by the law as it now is, 
and indeed any mode of proof by which it is required to attribute and 
trace the disease or the death by force of pathological connection to the 
casualties or hardships of the service, has become so difficult that in 
the majority of cases it is impossible to procure it. So there seems to 
have been, among the people who favor this kind of legislation, for some 
years, and it has ripened into an absolute conviction, strengthened 
as it is by the undoubted fact that not a man went into the war and 
served through its infinite casualties and hardships and came out as 
well as he was before and without the seeds of disease in his constitu- 
tion—I say it has become the deliberate conviction of those who favor 
liberalized legislation of this character that the technical bar in the 
way of proof to entitle a disabled soldier to the liberality and bounty 
of his country should be removed. 

This bill contains the limitations and conditions that the soldier shall 
be disabled from the performance of labor in such a degree as to render 
him unable to earn a support. That is a phrase which in certain aspects 
of pension legislation exists in the body of the statutes to-day, and the 
phrase, or the equivalent of it, was used in the act of March 3, 1873. 

The bill contains also a clause requiring the disabled applicant to be 
a person dependent upon his laborfor support. It is in the strictest 
sense of the word a dependent-pension bill. The liberalization consists 
only in the amount of the pension and the degree of proof. 

It will be observed that the fourth section of this bill as introduced 
is entirely stricken out. Section 4 of the amendment is a substitute 
for that to the same intent, but a substitute because it was thought 
that more apt and fit phraseology to express the meaning of the penal 
intentconld be employed. Section 5 of the bill as originally introduced 
is stricken out for the reason that, in the opinion of the committee, it 
could not be applicable to the subject of this legislation. That was a 
re-enactment of the section of the Revised Statutes which provided that 
pensions should not be granted to persons who had served in the war 
of the rebellion against the Government, which is utterly inapplicable 
to this bill because this is limited to those who served in the armies of 
the United States and received an honorable discharge. 

Such, in brief, is a statement of the purport of this bill and the scope 
of its operations, 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will allow me to ask him a question. 
I think I saw it stated that the grand encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic of the United States had recommended some bill to 
Congress for consideration, and I inquire whether this bill which the 
Senator reports is in harmony with the wishes of the Grand Army as 
expressed at their national encampment. . 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no official notice that any of these bills are the 
bills known as the Grand Army bills. I understand that the bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from Massachusetts who sits farthest from 
where I now am [Mr. Dawes] was a bill of that character, but I will 
say that since the introduction of the bill under present consideration 
I was waited on by a gentleman high in authority in that organization, 
indeed by a committee of those who are highest in authority, and after 
discussion they gave me to understand, and indeed stated in terms, 
that as far as they were concerned, representing that organization, this 
was the most satisfactory dependent-pension bill which had ever been 
brought to their consideration. 

Mr. President, in regard to the operation of this bill and its cost, I 
was requested by the committee to lay before the Senate some consid- 
erations in that particular. There have been three estimates which 

ily will control the judgment as to the number of the survivors 
of the war: one, the estimate of the Pension Bureau, which makes that 
number 1,200,000 men, another, of the War Department, which makes 
that number 1,288,000. 

Mr, CULLOM. Are those the survivors? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. Another estimate was made by a gentleman in 
whose opinion I have the greatest confidence, General Merrill, who has 
giyen this matter the greatest attention, and he makes the number of 
survivors 1,350,000 men. Against these estimates I have seen nothing 
which inclines me to withhold my judgment and assent to their cor- 
rectness. 

Now, taking the number of the survivors of the rebellion at 1,200,000; 
of these there were on the pension-rolls on June 30, 1889, 351,484. 
Dealing in round numbers for the purpose of convenience and clearness 
of expression, we find, therefore, that about 800,000 of the survivors 
are not pensioned. Of these 800,000, 167,000, or, to be precise, 166,804, 
have claims pending under present laws in the Bureau of Pensions, of 
which it is estimated that 80 per cent. arelikely to be allowed under the 
laws as they now are, leaving 33,400 to be rejected as not able to con- 
nect disability with line of duty or from other defects of proof. Of 
these 33,400 it is estimated that 75 per cent., or,25,000 in round num- 
bers, can claim under the pending bill. This leaves, in round numbers, 
660,000 unpensioned. Of these it is thought that at least 200,000 will 
apply, either under present laws or under the pending bill, and that 50 
per cent., or 100,000, are likely to be allowed under present laws, and 
that of the other 100,000 75 per cent. will be pensionable under the 
present bill. So we have these 75,000 and the 25,000 present applicants 
under the law as it now stands, namely 100,000 in all, claimants pen- 
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sionable by this bill, or 100,000 pensioners at $144 per year each, $14,- 
400,000 the annual expense for this item. 

As to the claims of widows likely to arise under the provisions of the 
proposed measure, they have been estimated as follows: There are on 
file 66,014 rejected claims of widows. Of these it is estimated that 
48,000 will be pensioned under this bill. There are about 71,583 pend- 
ing widows’ claims not yet determined. Of these about 50 per cent. 
will be allowed under present laws, leaving 35,792 cases, of which 75 
per cent., or 27,000, are likely to become pensionable under the pend- 
ing bill. This, with the 48,000 heretofore rejected, gives a total of 
75,000 cases at $144 per year each, an item of $10,800,000 annual ex- 

nse, 

There remains to be considered that class of pensioners who are now 
upon the rolls at less than $12 per month, the amount provided by 
this bill. Of these there are 246,200 at from $2 to $11.75 a month. 
The average, as I take it, is $6 a month, although it is impossible to 
state accurately what that average may be. Therefore, this bill, if all 
these are entitled to increase (and they will not be for various reasons), 
would increase them all $6 per month each; but as all are not pension- 
able under this bill, and, besides, as many of them are or will be in- 
crease cases under the laws as they now are, it is considered that the 
exclusive effect of this bill will increase, as measured by the whole 
number, not more than an average of $2 per month, $24 a year, a charge 
of $5,908,800. 

The dependent parents are provided for in this bill in a much more 

liberal manner than under present legislation. Of the 660,000 surviv- 
ing soldiers who are not pensioners the present death rate, as estimated 
from the vital statistics of the Pension Bureau, is 12,000 annually. 
Assuming (and I think it is assuming too much) that all these will 
leave widows or dependents who can have relief under this act, the 
amount of this account will be annually $1,728,000. Of the invalid 
pensioners now on the roll, the number of which I stated a few moments 
ago, the present death rate is 8,000 yearly. Assuming (and I think it 
is assuming too much) that all thess leave widows or dependents, it is 
estimated that 2,000 of these widows and dependents would be entitled 
to pensions under the laws as they now are, leaving 6,000 pensiona- 
ble by this bill, which, at $144 per year, is $864,000. 
_ Assuming (and of course it is a mere assumption and far beyond the 
bounds of probability) that these widows have 12,000 children under 
the pensionable age, these, at $4 per month—for this bill increases 
the pensions of children from $2 to $4 a month, amounting to $48 per 
year apiece—this item will produce a charge of $576,000. 

There are 28,000 children of widows now on the rolls whose pensions 
will be increased from $2 to $4 per month as to the children, or $24 per 
year, making an item of expense of $672,000. 

Of the pending and rejected widows’ claims, numbering 75,000, 
likely to be allowed under this act, it is estimated that there will be 
20,000 children at $4 per month, or $48 per year, being $960,000. 

There are 34,478 dependent mothers and fathers on the rolls at the 
present time, equal to about 10 per cent. of the invalid pensioners. It 
is difficult to estimate what the percentage of increase will be, if any, 
under this bill as to these persons, but I think it will not add mate- 
rially to the annual expenditure. These dependent fathers and mothers 
are now, most of them, very old; the rate of mortality among them is 
very great; 35,000 now upon the rolls are dying very rapidly, and this 
process will probably keep the number, even if this bill becomes oper- 
ative, about where it is at present. 

The recapitulation of the estimates which I have thus far submitted 
to the Senate is as follows, and this bill will call for the following items 
ofexpenditure additional to any items of pension expenditure under 
legislation as it now exists: 

AS to MANA BOIRON e ence canes $14, 400, 000 
As to the increase of pensions of those soldiers who are now 

drawing pensions below the sum of $12 per month.. 5, 903, 800 
As to those soldiers now unpensioned, dying annually 

and leaving widows, it is estimated that the annual in- 

crease upon that acconnt will ben 
As to those having pensions dying annually and leaving 
widows, who would not be pensionable under present 
legislation, but who are pensionable, of course, under 

this bill, the annual expense is estimated to be 864, 000 
As to the widows whose claims are now pending or have 

been rejected, the bill calls for an expense tft 10, 800, 000 
As to the children of widows in cases heretofore allowed, 

or whose claims are pending and will be allowed, the 


increase of from $2 to $4 per month raises an item of. 1, 632, 000 
As to the children who will become pensionable under 
the pending bill and who are not pensionable under 

present legislation, the increase iss 2 576, 000 

Making stone. —.ĩ] weon 35, 908, 000 


Mr. President, of course everybody knows that figures and estimates 
upon this question of pensions are liable to be illusory. No person can 
make them to his entire satisfaction, for the very elements are so com- 
plicated and scattered that they can not be collected as the basis of any 
accurate demonstration, The method by which I arrived at this com- 
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putation was as follows: I at first, from such sources as I could com- 
mand, using the little experience that I had gathered on this subject 
during my connection with the Committee on Pensions, made an esti- 
mate in my own way, in which I made the amount of annual expendi- 
ture on account of the passage of this bill, if it shall become a law, 
about $40,000,000. I then requested the Commissioner of Pensions to 
detail for my assistance two of the most experienced men whom he could 
select from his Department, and he accordingly did so, and sent to me 
Messrs. Bell and Taggart, and I am under cock obligations to them in 
this respect that I take this method of most gratefully acknowledging 
it. We sat down together and for several days considered the figures, 
the probabilities, such statistics as we could lay our hands upon or 
bring at all into the range of computation, and we arranged into classes 
the various persons who would become pensionable under this bill, and 
the result of our labors was the somewhat detailed estimate which I 
have given. 

Mr. President, I have very little to say in terms of advocacy at pres- 
ent of this measure. It received the very careful and considerate at- 
tention of the Committee on Pensions. All of the committee who at- 
tended (and that was all but one; one member was prevented from 
attending any of our conferences) were unanimous upon this measure. 
It comes here without dissent from the members of either party on 
either side. 

To my mind the great merit of this bill is, first, that it will relieve 
the suffering soldiers of this country who are dependent upon their 
labor for support from that never-ending, heartless, and despairing 
pursuit of their claims in the Pension Office, in which they are brought 
to eventual failure by a necessary application of the present rule that 
there must be, by a strict method of testimony, an establishment of 
the pathological connection between death or disability and the mili- 
tary service. I think it is a generally conceded fact—it is the result of 
the personal experience of nearly every man who was engaged in the 
privations and hardships of that tremendons struggle—that no person 
ever came from it, after any length of service, the same man physically 
or as to health that he was before. I have no doubt that every man 
* who went into the Army and served for any length of time discounted 
health and length of years in the course of his service; and to erect 
between him and the bounty which the Government in its hour of need 
promised the barriers of an artificial proof with which he can not com- 
ply, because in the lapse of years his companions have been scattered 
and many of them have died, is to work under the forms of law a most 
substan injustice. 

There was another powerful consideration in the minds of the com- 
mittee in favor of this bill. It is a fact not generally known that a 
large proportion of the business of the Pension Office at present is the 
endeavor to dispose of the applications for increase. Under the pres- 
ent law the rate of total disability for a private soldieris $8 per month. 
There is another rate of disability of $18 a month for the loss of a hand 
or a foot or any disability equivalent thereto. Under present laws the 
disabilities are required to be scaled or graded, so that there are 26,000 
or 30,000 pensioners upon the rolls at $2 per month and from that up 
to $3 a month; and when the limit of $8 a month is passed as to the 
restricted class which I have just mentioned the same difficulty is there. 
My recollection is that of the original claims filed last year in the Pen- 
sion Office there were fifty thousand original invalid elaims as against 
some seventy-nine thousand claims for increase. 

As between the limit of one or two dollars a month or twelve dollars 
a month, this bill does away with all that. It says in plain terms that 
if the soldier falls within the provisions of the bill, namely, if he has 
been disabled from any cause, being dependent upon hisown labor for 
support, so that he can not earn that support, the measure of his rem- 
edy or his relief shall be $12 per month. It raises the class who are 
now receiving $8a month and under, provided they are dependent upon 
their labor for support, or all of them who are, to $12 per month, and 
stops this inflow of business which mainly accounts for thedelay in the 
adjudication of the claims in the Pension Bureau. It stops this ever- 
broadening and this ever-deepening stream of pension legislation in 
special cases—yes, and in general cases, too—which is rolling in upon 
us here from year to year, and unnecessarily, for the want of general 
and practical and comprehensive legislation, taking upso much time of 
the National Legislature. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I have anything more to say at 
present in advocacy of this bill. What I have said has been merely to 
give the Senate an understanding of its provisiors. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Sevator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I presume the Senator made the statement, but I 
failed to hear it. What is the estimate per annum of the cost under 
this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS. Thirty-five million nine huntired and eight thousand 
dollars—$36,000,000 in round numbers. 

Mr. BERRY. The statement was also made as to the number of 
soldiers not now drawing a pension, together with the dependent par- 
ents and widows who would be added to the list. How many was 
the estimate stated to be? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishall have to repeat my entire statement to give it. 


Mr. BERRY. The Senator need not do that, although I would be 
glad to have it. 

Mr. DAVIS. It will fully appear in my remarks as I gave it a few 
moments 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator need not state it again. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishall take pleasure in answering the Senator as to 
any specific class. 

Mr. BERRY. Did I understand the Senator to say that this bill 
would add something like one hundred thousand or two hundred thou- 
sand soldiers to the pension-list ? 

Mr. DAVIS. It will add about one hundred thousand. 

Mr. BERRY. That is the estimate by the committee? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will not pledge the committee to it. It is the esti- 
mate made by myself and the experts who were detailed to assist me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator, if he has finished his 
remarks, whether this is the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Pensions? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is the unanimous report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions. I stated a moment ago that one member of that committee did 
not attend upon its deliberations, being necessarily absent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am the member of the committee referred to. I had 
myself introduced a bill based upọu the same principle and in its gen- 
eral features with the same provisions as the bill which had been passed 
in 1886, known as Senate bill 1886 in a prior Congress. I found that 
the Senator from Minnesota, the chairman, had introduced a better bill, 
as I think, and that this is a bill perfected beyond any that has ever 
been considered by either House of Congress. Not having been able to 
pe pregan, in committee, I add my assentat the first opportunity to this 

Mr. MCPHERSON. One other question I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAWES in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Minnesota yield farther? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On the third page, section 3, line 5, I see the 
limit of age is made eighteen years. Does not the existing law make 
the limit of age for minor children to whom pensions are to be given 
sixteen years? If so, if I am correct in that, why has the limit been 
increased to eighteen years? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave not time at present to turn to the law in that 
respect. My impression is that it is eighteen years; but if the change 
has been made, it has been made for the obvious reason that a child up 
to the age of eighteen years is as much a charge in nine hundred and 
ninety-nine cases out of one thousand upon the parents as a child at 
the age of sixteen years, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me that if the existing law makes 
the limit of age sixteen years, as I think it does, with all due defer- 
ence to the Senator, and it is proposed to increase that by two years 
after the children arrive at the age of sixteen years, they are certainly 
abundantly able to earn their own livelihood from sixteen to eighteen 
without being pensioned by the Government. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill yield to a question, but not to an argument 
upon this matter. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator, I presume, does not expect to 
ask for a vote on the bill to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould be glad to get a vote on the bill to-day, and 
I shall press it to a conclusion as early as possible. 1 

Mr. McPHERSON. As the estimates the Senator presents are so 
much ont of proportion with other estimates that have been previously 
made touching the cost of such a measure, and in addition to that there 
has been other new matter embodied in this bill which will very greatly 
increase the amount to be paid annually, it seems to me that it would 
he better if the Senator will permit the bill to go over, unless some other 
Senator desires to speak, in order that we may dissect the statement he 
has made and compare it with other statemenis which have been pre- 
sented at former times. As I remember,a statement had been previ- 
ously made upon a bill of this character by the Pension Bureau and by 
the experts of the Government in which the amount was placed at a 
sum far in excess of what the committee now claim to be sufficient to 
meet the requirements of this bill with many new elements added to it. 

I will say that I should like to vote for a dependent-pension bill, a 
proper one, one that will reach the most extreme cases, persons who I 
think ought to receive the benefit and the favor of the Government. 
I speak particularly of widows and minor children, and dependent 
parents as well. Butas I understand it now, estimating the amount 
necessary to be paid annually to carry out the provisions of this bill, 
unless I am entirely mistaken as to former estimates, the Senator is 
far below the needed amount of money. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield further? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota declines 
to yield further. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I supposed the Senator had finished his speech 
or I would not have interrupted him. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota will 
roceed. 

sh Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from New Jersey, upon examination, will 
find that he is mistaken in his assumption that other estimates upon 
this bill or anything like it (I reter to the other bills which have 
in preceding Congresses upon the lines of which this bill is built) have 
ever exceeded the estimate that I have given. I rather imagine that 
the Senator has in his mind some estimates npon the so-called arrears 
bill or the estimates of the probable cost of the service-pension bill. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. Iam not mistaken in my statement. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have examined the matter very closely for estimates 
in preparing this bill and preparing myself to explain it to the Senate, 
and I have never seen any estimate of the character referred to by the 
Senator. 

I will say this: I am firmly persuaded that this is an estimate not to 
pervert or mislead by reason of its being an underestimate, but that 
if is a full and fair and liberal estimate of the cost of this bill to the 
country, for I bave been exceedingly desirous to place the committee 
right before the Senate in that respect. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not question the Senator's desire 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Doesthe Senator from Minnesota yield? 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield for a question. — 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I do not question the Senator’s desire to make 
an honest and faithful report, and I presume he has done it to every 
extent of his ability; but I only call attention to the fact that I have 
seen estimates upon the arrears-of-pension bill, the bill called the sery- 
ice-pension bill, also the dependent-pension bill, which were made 
out during the previous administration of this Government, and, as I 
suppose, based upon the same facts from which the Senator draws his 
own estimate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Pensions. Is the Senate ready for 
the question? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, one word more, as this is a very 
important measure and one that calls for a large sum of money to be 
paid annually out of the public Treasury. It seems to me as though 
the bill ought to go over for a day or two at least in order that Sena- 
tors may have an opportunity to study the report made by the Senator 
from Minnesota and to see the remarks he has made to the Senate to- 
day. For one, Iam unwilling to vote upon the question. I can not 
vote understandingly or intelligently upon the main question, and 
5 I desire to have a little more information upon the subject, 

r one, 

I listened as attentively as possible to the reading of the statement 
made by the Senator, but I am unable now to really state what is was 
and I think it should be studied with great care. I do not desire to 
delay or offer any obstacle or hinderance in the way of the passage of 
the bill, if a majority of the Senate are in favor of it, but, expressing a 
desire myself to be able to cast my vote for some kind of a dependent- 
pension bill, I would be very glad of an opportunity to vote intelli- 
gently upon it and study the statement made by the Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS. This bill was reported on the 15th day of January. 
It has been upon the tables of Senators ever since. It is upon the 
same lines with the bill which passed the Forty-ninth Congress and was 
vetoed. It is upon the same lines with the bill which the Sen- 
ate in the last Congress and failed to receive action in the other House. 
This whole subject has been canvassed and discussed up and down and 
crosswise until it ought to be, and doubtless is, sufficiently understood 
by ope pe y to warrant us in going on with the present consideration 
of the s — - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported by the 
Committee on Pensions will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, of section 1, afterthe word parents, 
the committee report to insert under the provisions of this act;’* so 
as to read: : 

That in considering the pension claims of dependent parents, under the pro- 
visions of this nct, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word 
“ fact,” to strike out the words and cause of death“ and insert of 
the death of the soldier or sailor;” so as to read: 

The fact of the death of the soldier or sailor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word that, 
to pee out the words the soldier“ and insert the word he;’’ so as 
to : 

And the fact that he left no widow or minor child or children, eta, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 10, before the word la- 
bor,“ to strike out the word manual.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 11, after the word al- 
lowed,” to insert to dependent parents;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That all pensions allowed to dependent parents, 


Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the changes of phraseology in the 
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proviso be treated as one amendment, so that the whole proviso may 
be read as the original text, and then the words in italics be considered 
as one amendment, to save time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair hears no objection to the 

on, and that course will be pursued. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 11, after the word allowed, 
the committee report to insert to dependent parents;”’ in line 12, after 
the word this, to strike out section“ and insert ‘‘act;’’ in line 13, 
after the words of the,” to strike out of this act, or from 
the date of subsequent dependence“ and insert filing of the applica- 
tion hereunder;“ and in line 15, before the word dependence, to 
strike ont such“ and insert ‘‘their;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, Thatall pensionsallowed to dependent parents under this act shall 
commence the date of the filing of the application hereunder, and 
continue no longer than the existence of their dependence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to these 
several amendments, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, before the word in- 
capacitates,”’ to strike out the word totally.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 7, before the word labor,“ 
to strike out the word manual.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. . Would it be proper to move at this stage a substitute 
for section 2, the entire section? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If the Senator should offer a substitute 
for the section, it would still be in order to perfect the section. 

Mr. DAVIS, Let us go through with the committee amendments 
to the section first. 

Mr. PLUMB, Very well. Igive notice that when the amendments 
of the committee have been passed upon I shall move a substitnte for 
the entire section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 7, after the word ‘‘labor,’’ 
the committee report to insert ‘‘in such a degree as to render them 
unable to earn a support,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 9, after the word “are,” 
to strike out without other adequate means of self“ and to insert 
dependent upon their daily labor for; so as to read: 

And who are dependent upon their daily labor for support. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think that provision should be amended 
by inserting after the word labor“ the words or on the contribu- 
tions of others not legally bound for their support,” so as to make it 
conform with the condition prescribed in the first section. A n 
may be unable to earn a living by labor, bnt may be supported by the 
contributions of others not liable for his support. So I can see no rea- 
son why a person should not receive a pension under the second section 
upon the same condition that a pension is allowed under the first. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. In line 10, after the word ‘‘labor,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the words or on the contributions of others not legally 
bound ;’? so as to read: 
And who are dependent upon their daily labor or on the contributions of others 
not legally bound for support. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let it read “for their support,“ so as to 
conform with the language used in the first section of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. That would make a very awkward sentence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Theamendment to the amendment is sprung suddenly, 
and I am not inclined to favor it. I should like to have the Senator 
from Towa state some reason for its adoption. I do not understand why 
an old soldier who is a charge upon his friends (for that is what I un- 
derstand the meaning to be, applied to such a state of facts) shall not 
be relieved by this bill, but his friends shall continue to support him. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No; that is not my purpose. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I did not understand the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The purpose is, if he is from inability to 
perform labor unable to derive a support or if he is dependent upon 
the contributions of others for support who are not legally bound to 
render such support, he shall be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. DAVIS. Laccept the amendment to the amendment so far as 
Iam concerned. I misunderstood the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill suggest a little change in the wording. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the amendment read as it would 
read when amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed to be 
amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Which Say. ineapacitates thom from the performance of labor in such a de- 
gree as to r them unable to earn a support, and who are dependent upon 
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their dafly labor or on the contributions of others not y bound for their 
a a Gls Parolar oF ton TAALA mr proven: be pieced open the 
list of invalid pensioners of the United States, * oe 

Mr. PLATT. Then the words for support, in line 10, are to be 
stricken out? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, they remain. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to suggest what I think is an easier word- 
ing. I suggest to strike out the words for support, and to make an- 
other change, so that the clause will read thus: 


And who are dependent for their support upon their daily labor or depend- 
ent therefor upon the contributions of others not legally bound thereto. 


Mr. PLATT. That is better. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know whether that is better or not. How- 
ever, I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa accept 
the modification suggested ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have no objection to it except that in 
using the language I did I followed the language reported by the com- 
mittee in the first section. 

Mr. DAVIS. It may bea more felicitous mode of expression, but 
the language suggested by the Senator from Iowa is the form which 
exists in the bill already and which exists in other legislation upon 
this subject. I do not see any necessity for the modification proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that the 
amendment moved by my friend on my right [Mr. WILSON, of Iowa] 
did not strike out the words for support,“ in the tenth line, which 


. makes the sentence awkward. 


Mr.CULLOM. Theclerks read it as though those words were stricken 
out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was the trouble. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed to be 
amended will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to make the clause read: 


And who are dependent upon their daily labor or on the contributions of others 
not legally bound for their support. 


Mr. DAVIS. I think the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to 
the amendment of the committee should come in after the word “‘sup- 

rt. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No, it should come in after the word labor.“ 

Mr. CULLOM. The word“ support“ should not occur twice. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is all right. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My amendment includes the word sup- 
port” but once. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then it is allright. I withdraw my suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of 
the Committee on Pensions. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be read as it stands amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Which incapacitates them from the performance of labor in such a degree as 
to render them unable to earn a support, and who are dependent upon their 
daily labor or on the contributions of others not legally bound for their support, 
shall, upon making due proof, ete. 

Mr. BLAIR. The word thereto should be inserted after the word 
bound.“ I ask the attention of the chairman of the committee to it. 
That conveys the whole idea perfectly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that word goin, if there is no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed change will he stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to make the amendment as 
amended read: 

And who are dependent upon their daily labor or on the contributionsof others 
not legally bound thereto for their support. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is this modification of the amend- 
ment agreed to? The Chair hears no objection, and it is agreed to. 
The question is ou agreeing to the amendment as amended. _ 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in section 
2, line 22, after the word “prescribe,” to insert showing themselves 
entitled thereto;“ so as to read: 


Provided, That persons who are now receiving pensions under existing laws, 
or whose claims are pending in the Penson Office, may, by application to the 
Commissioner of Pensions, in such form as he may prescribe, showing them- 
selves entitled thereto, receive the benefits of this act; and nothing herein con- 
tained be so construed as to prevent any pensioner thereunder from prose- 
— his claim and receiving his pension under any other general or special 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 29, after the word “ filed,” 
to strike out the word ‘thereunder ” and insert under this act;’’ so 
as to read: 


And provided further, That rank in the service shall not be considered in ap- 
plications filed under this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. Inow move a substitute for the entire second section 
as amended, which I send to the desk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
strike out the second section as amended and to insert what will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 2 of the bill 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec. 2. That all persons who served three months or more in the military or 
naval service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and who 
have been honorably therefrom, and who are now or may hereafter 
be suffering from mental or physical disability, not the result of their own 
vicious habits, which incapacitates them from the performance of manual labor, 
shall, upon making due proof of the fact according to such rules and regulations 
as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, be placed upon the list of invalid 
pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive 3 month if 
such disability be total; that is, equivalent to anchylosis of w. joint; and 
such pension shall commence from the date of the filing of the application in 
the Pension Office after the passage of this act upon proof that the disability 
then existed, and shall continue at that rate during the existence of the same in 
the degree found to then exist; should such disability, however, be found to exist 
in a less degree than total, such disability shall be pensioned at a relative rate 
to total, or a relative proportion of $12 per month, éxcept that no rating shall 
be less than $6 per month: Provided, That persons who are now receiving pen- 
sions under existing Jaws or whose claims are pending in the Pension Office 
may by application to the Commissioner of Pensions, in such form ashe may 
prescribe, receive the benefits of this act; and nothing herein contained shall be 
vo construed as to prevent any pensioner thereunder from prosecuting his claim 
and receiving his pension under any other general or special act: Provided, 
however, That no person shall receive more than one pension for the same 
period: And provided further, That rank in the service shall not be considered 
in application filed under this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr, PLUMB. Mr. President, the amendment which I propose I 
think is a great deal more specific, definite, and certain than the second 
section of the bill as reported by the committee. I donot know what 
the section reported by the committee means. If I could believe that 
the Commissioner of Pensions who will be called on to construe it 
would say it meant that any ex-soldier who was disabled in any degree 
was to receive a pension of $12 per month, I should not be unwilling 
to have the section adopted as reported. But if it is to be left to con- 
struction, and that construction open to doubt, with the possibility 
that a Commissioner might construe it so that no one should have the 
benefits of it except some one who was totally disabled within the 
meaning of that term as now construed by the Pension Office, then I 
should tbe wholly unwilling that it should be adopted. 

My understanding of the situation is this: For many years Congress 
has been passing ial pension acts for the benefit of persons who 
were disabled in the line of duty, but who were unable to comply with 
the technical requirements of the Pension Office and thereby unable to 
procure pensions through the regular source. Congress in the consid- 
eration of these questions adopts a more liberal rule than can be adopted 
by a bureau or department under the general law, and says that where 
it appears with a reasonable degree of certainty, first, that a soldier is 
disabled, and, second, that that disability occurred in the line of duty, a 
pension shall be granted. 

The applications for pensions by special act have outgrown the ability 
of Congress to give them fuir and proper consideration. Growing out 
of this fact, for years an effort has been made to pass a general law which 
would cover all these cases and obviate the necessity of appealing to 
Congress for the passage of special acts and at the same time render it 
perfectly certain that all who are disabled should be treated alike. 

The system of legislation by special act in favor of persons claiming 
pensions has been subjected to a great deal of criticism, much of which 
is just, upon the theory, in the first place, that the cases often depend 
upon the personal favor of some Senator or Member of the House of 
Representatives, and, in the next place, that these bills are passed in 
favor of those who, it is presumed at least, havea friend at court or who 
are diligent enough to present their cases, while the great mass of those 
similarly disabled, and whose cases have been rejected in the Pension 
Office, do not apply and consequently do not get the benefit of a special 
act. 

We are now ata point twenty-four years beyond the conclusion of 
the war, since the actual cessation of military operations. 

Mr. BLAIK. Twenty-five years. 

Mr. PLUMB. It will be twenty-five years in the coming May since 
the war closed and military operations ceased. Every one who had any 
military experience in that conflict and all observing people know that 
those who rendered military service of any considerable Jength either 
incurred disability or at all events came under conditions from which 
it might be reasonably supposed that they would be disabled as com- 
pared with those persons who were enjoying the comforts of home and 
who were removed from the dangers which naturally resulted from the 
military service and from the exposure which came inevitably along 
with that service. 

The applications in the Pension Office for pensions on account of 
disability which have not been favorably considered amount to prob- 
ably 300,000 or 400,000. In nine out of ten of those cases it has been 
established by medical examinations that the applicants are now dis-, 
abled, but, by reason of lapse of time, the disappearance of witn 
the fading out of memories, they are not able to prove that the disa- 
bility was incurred in the mili service and in the linc of duty. 
Yet we are confronted with the fact, established by the public records 
of the Government, that this large number of men, who were in the 
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military service of the Union at the critical period of its history, are 
now disabled, actually unable, by comparison with their fellows, to 
port themselves by their manual labor. 

y understanding of the situation is that the feeling of Congress 
has heretofore resolved itself in favor of a proposition to the effect that 
every soldier who is now disabled shall be entitled to the presumption 
that that disability was incurred in the line of duty; and along with 
that goes as persuasively the fact that here is a man who did serve the 
Union under arms and is now in a physical condition which prevents 
him from keeping up with the average of his fellow-citizens in the 
struggle for the comforts of life. He is behind and the man who was 
not in the Army is ahead. Going along with that is the knowledge 
which all have that those men who were in the Army were prevented 
from the opportunities which presented themselves during that great 
period of speculation which accompanied the war to gain those things 
which led to financial consequence and to comparative financial inde- 
pendence, 

It is only fair, therefore, that those men who have waited until this 
proof has disappeared, and who, according to the common knowledge 
of men, are entitled to the presumption that the physical disability 
they are under now relates to their military service, should have the 
benefit of it by positive provision of law, and that the law which is to 
give it to them should be so phrased that there can be no possible doubt 
that they shall receive it. 

The second section of the bill as reported says that whoever is of this 
class of people suffering from mental or physical disability, not the 
result of their own vicious habits, which incapacitates them from the 
performance of labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn 
a support shall have a pension of $12 a month. As I said in the be- 
ginning, if that means that any one who is perceptibly disabled shall 
have $12 a month I may not quarrel with the provision. It would 
then be objectionable chiefly because it made no distinction as to de- 
grees of disability, but gave to one who was disabled a mere fraction, 
the same that it gave to one who was totally disabled. The man who 
got $12 a month for a fractional disability would have no right to com- 
plain, but the comrade who got $12 a month for a disability which was 
total would have a right to complain that he had not been treated as 
well as his fellow who received $12 a month although only disabled 
perceptibly. ’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. What is the rate for total disability now ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The rate for total disability now, according to the 
ordinary use of that term, is $8 per month. That isa total disability 
which is equivalent to inability to use the arm below the elbow. The 
medical term, I think, is anchylosis of the elbow. The second section 
raises the payment for that disability to $12 per month, but it leaves 
it doubtful as to whether it intends that all who are disabled in any 
‘degree whatever shall have the sum of $12 per month. 

I pro in this amendment that, while the pension for total disa- 
bility shall be $12 per month, there shall be grades below that down 
to $ö per month, in such a way that the beneficent provisions of this 
measure may attach to every ex-Union soldier who 1s disabled at all, 
giving him the benefit of the presumption that that disability occurred 
in the line of duty. Is that a violent presumption? Not according to 
the ordinary experience and observation of mankind, I think. But, 
supposs it is in some cases, I do not believe that the people of this coun- 
try are willing or will be consenting to withhold a pension from any 
man who was in the Union Army and who is now disabled in such a 
way that he is not equal with all his fellows to respond to the demands 
that come upon him on his own account and on account of his family 
for subsistence. If in this procession in the race of life, in the struggle 
for existence and for comfort, the man who upheld the is by reason 
of physical disability less able to keep up his end of the stick than the 
man who was not in the Army, then the Government owes to him an 
obligation to make up the difference, or at least to recognize it even if 
it is not fully made up. 

Mr. President, when we come to talk about disabilities and about 
payments from the Treasury on account of the same it is proper that 
we should fix some limit beyond which the refinement of medical juris- 
prudence can not go. A pension of a dollar a month or two dollars a 
month, or three, four, or five dollarsa month is not only by comparison 
an insult to the man who is called upon to receive it, but it is a degra- 
dation of the idea which is supposed to prompt the Government to give 
it, because it in no sense responds to the idea of the necessity which 
the recipient is under of having something added to that which he has 
himself in order that he may bly and decently live. Therefore, 
I propose in this amendment that the lowest limit of a pension which 
shall represent appreciable disability shall be $6 a month, the enormous, 
the overwhelming sum of $72 per annum! 

When it comes to the class represented by $12 per month, who are 
totally disabled in the sense in which that term is used in the con- 
struction of the pension laws, $12 per month, $144 per year, is low 
enough, and under this provision nothing is left to the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Pensions. All 
that either one of those officials has got to do in construing this meas- 
ure is to state what are the facts. The facts being stated the law ap- 
plies the remedy, 
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But under the bill as reported from the committee it may be decided 
either that a man who is fractionally disabled is entitled to $12 per 
month or, on the other hand, that only the man who is totally dis- 
abled is entitled to $12 per month, and thatthe men who are disabled 
below that degree are not entitled to anything. 8 

The difference between these two theories of construction is heaven 
wide. It means the difference as to whether you shall embrace three 
hundred thousand men or fifty thousand or sixty thousand men within 
the purview of this bill. 

Whatever we do we owe it at least to ourselves, and we owe it to the 
men to whom this bill is a tender, that we shall relieve them from any 
possible doubt as to what it means; that our language shall be specific 
and plain, and that what we are to give e shall give with a full knowl- 
edge of what we are giving in order that they who receiveit may know 
what they are to receive. 

Mr. President, my amendment does one other thing. It eliminates 
from the second section of the bill a provision which in the very nature 
of things is bound to be more or less odious. I know that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, no less than the other members of 
that committee, did not have any design to put onerous or odious con- 
ditions upon the receipt or concerning the proof and the allowance of 
pensions under this section; but it does require that every one who is 
to receive the benefits of the section shall state and shall prove that he 
is unable to earn his support and that he is dependent upon his labor 
forhissupport. Perhaps prima facie that is not specially objectionable, 
but consider how it will appear in various machinery and proof by 
which the applicant has to bring himself within the purview of this sec- 
tion. He is to exhibit his financial condition to his neighbors. He is 
to haye A, B, and C, the men wholive on the right and the left of him, 
come forward and state that they know his pecuniary condition is such 
that he can not live from the proceeds of his own labor, and that there- 
fore he must have this supplemented out of the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Mr. President, whatever the Government is to do it ought to do un- 
grudgingly. Let it do nothing if it will, but if it does anything at all 
let it do it in such a way that no man who upheld the honor of the flag 
shall be required to comeinto compromising or degrading relations with 
his fellow-men or to make statements requiring the assent and the con- 
currence of his neighbors which put him upon a footing that must nec- 
essarily be, if not degrading, at least compromising to a degree among 
his neighbors. 

If we are going to say that we will limit the benefits of this proposed 
act to a class, let it be to such a class as can bring themselves within 
its purview without making exhibitions of this kind. If we intend that 
it shall be a fair reward for disability actually existing and which wè 
think ought to be presumed to have occurred during the military serv- 
ice of the applies, then let us remit this inquiry into the financial 
condition and give to every one who is disabled according to the degree 
of his disability or withhold it entirely. It is not meet and proper 
that under the present circumstances and conditions we should author- 
ize the Commissioner of Pensions to enter into any field of this kind in 
which a refinement of inquiry can be insisted upon in regard to the finan- 
cial condition of the applicant with the purpose or with the result of ex- 
cluding any one who is disabled because he has not got himself low 
enough in the dust of humiliation in order that he may show that he is, 
if not a pauper, at least a dependent to such an extent that he can not 
get along if he does not receive this bounty from the Treasury. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do. ° 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the claimant is in the condition described in 
this section, which renders it possible for him to come in under its 
provisions, is not that fact itself patent to his neighbors and to the 
whole world without any statement being made to that effect? Cer- 
tainly it is not prejudicial to the claimant that he is required by this 
section to be of such a character, because that fact is known, of course, 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Nebraska seems to labor under the 
idea that the Commissioner of Pensions would take judicial notice of 
the opinion of the neighbors about the man’s financial condition. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iassume that if a man is in the condition de- 
scribed by this provision he will haye no neighbor who will not haye 
absolute knowledge of the fact. 

Mr. PLUMB. That may be true, and it may be possible that he can 
get his neighbors to testify that he is dependent upon his labor for sup- 
port and that he is unable to earn that support himself. That is the 
point at which I was aiming my remarks. I say it is not meet that 
the Government should call upon these men to make proof of that kind 
at all. There has been no theory of the administration of the pension 
laws, or of the obligation of the Government under them, which ever 
limited the pension to the man only who was financially disabled; it was 
to the man who was physically disabled, and the rich, as well as ped po, 
have had out of the Treasury that which, measurably at least, eup 
to them the resultof their physical incapacity by reason of their service; 
andit isnot proper that the Government at this late day, orat any day, 
should draw new lines and say that, in the plethora of our reso 
we having given pensions to the rich and the poor and having given 
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ions of hundreds of dollars a month to rich widows and to rich men 

use they had rank, we now draw the line on the private soldier, 

who is left, and say, We will give youa pension only if you prove by 

the affidavits of your neighbors that if you do not get this aid you will 

go into the poor-house.’? It overturns, it destroys, it uproots the en- 

tire of the pension laws as heretofore enacted and administered, 

and there ought to be some good reason for it if this change is to be 
mad 


e. ` 

But, Mr. President, this amendment of mine commends itself to me 
chiefly because it is definite and certain. Every Union soldier will 
know, when this bill passes so amended, by the mere fact of a medical 
examination, just exactly what he is entitled to, and he will not be 
subjected to the mercy of an unfriendly administration of the law at 
headquarters. All he need to do will be only to make his application 
and through the methods and under the instrumentalities known to 
the Pension Office exhibit the degree of his disability in order to en- 
able him to go upon the pension-roll at a rate which he will under- 
stand and know as well as the Commissioner of Pensions himself. 

I have made no calculation as to the amount that this amendment 
will cost. I do not think that enters into the case, as we are either 
going to provide for men who are disabled or we are not going to pro- 
vide for them. If we are obligated to one, we are obligated to all. If 
we are not obligated to all, then we are obligated to none. Logically 
the situation requires the enactment of a bill which will respond to 
every man according to the degree of his disability. 

I know for the purposes which involve the responsibility of the vote 
which I shall give that the amount that is to be required to carry ont 
this section is not beyond the ability of the Treasury to pay under the 

resentsystemoftaxation. I believe it to be ſar within it; but, whether 
I. were within it or without it, one of two things I feel bound to do: 
either to give my consent and my vote to a measure which will recog- 
nize disability as the foundation of obligation or to say that the obli- 
gation of the Government is met under existing law and that nothing 
further is necessary to be done. 

Tt does not seem to me that the Committee on Pensions, which has 

ven this subject, as I know, anxious and faithful consideration, can 

d in this section as proposed by me ground for opposition. On the 
contrary, I do not believe that, on either side of this Chamber there 
will be found men to say that if there is anywhere in the confines of 
the Republic a man who having served his Government faithfully 
under arms is now disabled, he shall not have the benefit of the pre- 
sumption that that di-ability was incurred in the line of duty and that 
he shall not have compensation for that disability out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. I think that proposition is so plain, so in- 
evitable as a logical conclusion under existing circumstances, that it 
will meet with concurrence every where. 

I do not enter the domain beyond, which has been the subject of 
discussion. I do not say anything about obligation to men recognized 
in the pensions we gave to the Mexican war veterans and the veterans 
of 1812, which related not at all to disability, but which took them by 
the arm, rich and poor, loyal and disloyal, North and South, East aud 
West alike, and billeted them upon the national bounty. I enter not 
into that domain. Themen who advocated that bill here year after 
year and who gave it the sanction of their yotes on the other side of 
this Chamber will not now deny that Congress ought at least at this 
hour, under the special conditions existing twenty-five years after the 
close of the war, to say that not every man who served under the flag 
but the men who having served under the flag are now disabled, unable 
to keep up with the procession, shall have some recognition ont of the 
Treasury of the United States which shall at least decently and fairly 
correspond to the degree of that disability. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, to those who have been long in this 
Chamber it will occur that the idea of the dependent-pension bill, as it 
has been called, originated some four Congresses ago, I think; that for 
along time I advocated that proposition against much opposition on 
both sides of the Chamber; and that finally, in the Forty-ninth Con- 

Senate bill 1886 was passed, which went to the other Honse, and 
the other House it was amended very much according to the provis- 
ions of the present bill, and there became liable, if this bill be liable 
at all, to the critici-ms which have been suggested by the Senator irom 
Kansas. As the Senate that bill it was sent to a Democratic 
House, which amended it, and even in that form, as I recollect, it was 
vetoed by the President. As the Senate passed that bill the first scc- 
tion read in this wise: 8 

That every n specified in the several classes enumerated in section 4683 
of the Re Statutes of the United States and the amendments thereto, who 
served in the military or naval service, as mentioned in said section, for the 

od of three months during the war of the rebellion and has an honorable 
therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled from any cause not 
the result of his own fault, and shall also be dependent upon his own exertions 
for support, or upon the contributions of others not legally bound thereto, shal), 
ue proof cf the facts, under such regulations as may be pre- 
proper authority, be placed upon the list of pensioners of the 
United States, and te entitled to receive a pension during the continuance of 
said disability and dependence at a rate proportionate to the degree of such dis- 
— A and such pension shall commence at the date of filing an a 
therefor. The hixhest rate of pension granted under this section, which shall 
be for total incapacity to perform any manual labor, shall be si r month, 
à that of disability: 


which is hereby made ble upon basis for any less degree ity 
Provided, That no person entitled to or receiving an invalid pension under ex- 


isting laws, or such as may be hereafter enacted yyy pasina for disa- 
bilities contracted in the military or naval service of the United States and in 
line of duty, greater than that provided for herein, shall receive the benefits of 
this act; but any applicant for such invalid pension having an ication there- 
for pending, or who shall hereafter file his application for such pension, may, 
bya over his on signature. at any time, elect to prosecute his said 
cisim under this act or under the general laws, and his pension, when allowed, 
if prosecuted under this act, s! commence from the date of such election: 
Provided further, That no pension paid under any law hereafter shall be rated 
at less than $4 per month. 

Differing, as will be seen, from the amendment now moved by the 
Senator from Kansas, in this regard, that it gives a pension of $24 for 
an absolute inability to perform any manual labor, and then discrimi- 
nates or divides that amount in proportion to a less degree of disability, 
but in no case giving a less pension than $4 per month. 

The Senate passed the provision in that form and sent it to the other 
House, where it was provided in substantially the language of the 
pending bill that the sum given in any case should be $12 per month. 
‘The language there was supposed to include only those who were totally 
disabled and not entitled to any less degree of pension in proportion to 
a lesser disability; but that measure, as I recollect, failed by reason of 
the Executive veto. 

I was not present in committee, and, as the chairman has remarked, 
I had nothing to do with the adjustment of the provisions of this bill 
upon which the committee have agreed. It does not seem to me that 
it is clearly subject to the criticisms made upon it by the Senator from 
Kansas. I have assumed and have supposed that as the second section 
of the pending bill has been amended it gave the full pension of $12 a 
month to all who are incapacitated in any degree from the earning of 
a support. If a soldier can earn four-fifths of a support he is still en- 
titled to his $12 per month. If he earns any degree, if he is incapac- 
itated from earning a full support, he is entitled to the $12 per month. 
I certainly would not be willing that this Senate and this Congress and 
this Administration should go to the soldiers of the country with a 
tender of any sach bill as that which was vetoed by the Executive in 
the last Administration. 

I have supposed that while a total disability by the provisions of this 
bill was deprived of the extra $12 per month which was given by Ben- 
ate bill 1886 ot the Forty-ninth Congress, on the other hand we were 
to be relieved of all the indefinite and vexatious matter of the exam- 
ination by boards, and when it was proved as a matter of fact that there 
was any disability which prevented the earning of a full support, then, 
without any further controversy, the applicant is to receive $12 per 
month; and in that way, under that understanding, we waived this 
further provision to give for an absolutely total incapacity to do work 
beyond $12, or the difference between $12 and $24. 

We give a sum of money that goes at once without possibility of con- 
troversy or of those inaccuracies and those injustices which are perpe- 
trated by the examinations of medical boards. One board will give 
the total amount; another board, under precisely the same circum- 
stances, will not give to the soldier more than one-half or one-fourth; 
and thns great and gross inequality and partiality are manifested in 
the administration of the law. 

If there is any donbt as to the proper construction of the section as 
itnow stands, I suggest to the chairman, if he will give me his atten- 
tion for a moment, that some words be placed before the word inca- 
pacitates’’ or after it, such as wholly or in part incapacitates, if the 
chairman thinks it necessary, so that at all events there shall be no 
doubt upon this point, that every soldier who can not earn a full sup- 
port will get $12 per month. j 

Mr. DAVIS. That can be considered later in the debate. My own 
opinion is that it is not needed, and I think the idea that itis will dis- 
appear on closer examination. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, inasmuch as I am a member of the 
committee who reported this bill tothe Senate, I crave the indulgence 
of the Chair and of the Senate for a brief statement of my own views 
with reference to its proper construction. 

My views are not in accord with those of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Prump] as to the construction of either the bill reported from 
the committee or of the proposedamendment. The theory of the bill 
under discussion is simply that it is a dependent-pension bill, nothing 
more and nothing less. It does not purport to be a service-pension 
bill. When such a measure shall be proposed in the committee I ap- 
prehend the liberality of that committeee issuch that it will deal very 
earnestly with the proposition. I shall be only too happy to vote, 
either in the committee or in the Senate, for a service-pension bill, if it 
is possible for the Treasury of the United States to bear the burden of 
such a measure, 

This bill being merely a dependent-pension bill, the very theory and 
nature of it, the foundation of it, is that the recipient of the bounty 
of the Government must be a dependent person; in other words, under 
the second section, the one now being discussed, to one who is dependent 
either upon charity or upon his own daily labor for support, and being 
rendered unable to perform daily labor, such support is wanting. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, it seems to 
me, is in the nature of aservice- nbill. All that it requires differ- 
ent froma mere service-pension bill is that the party claiming the bene- 


fit shall show by the evidence that he is incapacitated from perform- 
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ing manual labor. No matter whether he is dependent upon his daily 
labor or not, though he may be worth millions, he is entitled under 
the amendment, it seems to me, to this pension, if he is physically dis- 
abled from the performance of manual r. 

It was not the theory of the original bill, and it is not the theory of 
the bill as amended by the committee, that one who is not dependent 
upon his daily labor, one who has sufficient means of support outside 
of that, shall receive this bounty of the Government. Two things 
must combine in order to entitle him to receive it: First, he must be 
withont means of support except his daily labor, or, as the section has 
been amended, he must be dependent upon the charity of some one 
who is not legally bound for his support. Secondly, he must be inca- 
pacitated from performing such daily labor. 

The difference between the proposition as submitted by the Senator 
from Kansas and this bill is then plainly this: His proposition is to 
give the soldier the benefit of this pension, if he is disabled, without 
requiring him to show that he is dependent upon his daily labor or 
that he isa needy person who needs the pension that is proffered him. 
This bill requires that he shall show he does need the pension. 

The bill as it came to the committee did admit of the construction 
that it required the showing of a total incapacity for the performance 
of manual labor to entitle the applicant to the benefit of the proposed 
act, hut as reported by the committee that is not necessary. All that 
is necessary is toshow that he is incapacitated for the performance of 
labor. To what extent? In such a degree as to render him unable to 
earn a support. What would any Commissioner with brains enough to 
occupy the position with credit to himself or the Government construe 
that to mean? Would it be that if a man could earn the bread he put 
into his mouth alone, and not the raiment that clothed him, he could 
earn a support; or if he could earn his clothing, and not his food, that 
he could earn a support; or that, if he could pay for the shelter over 
him and procure neither raiment nor food, he could earn his support? 
Certainly not. He would hold necessarily that the support of a man 
meant something more than mere food alone, raiment alone, or shelter 
alone; that it meant what was necessary to the maintenance of the 
man, not only the food, but the clothing, and not only the clothing, but 
the shelter; and therefore, if he was not able to earn a full support, he 
was not (within the meaning of the provisions of this bill) able to earn 
a support, and would be entitled to the benefit of the act. 

It seems to me that the entire theory of the bill, as I have said, is 
based upon the dependency of the person. Under that theory no man 
who has a competence outside of what he may earn by his daily labor, 
thouzh he may be incapacitated from the performance of daily labor, 
would come within the provisions of the bill; nor ought he to come 
within the provisions of such a measure, If we are to go to the point 
of establishing the doctrine of service pensions, let us do thatand have 
done with it; but if we first undertake to pension dependent persons 
and leave the other classes for later action, then let us distinguish be- 
tween the classes as this bill undertakes to distinguish between them. 
It undertakes to give to the poor man and to the widow and minor 
children of the deceased soldiers the benefit of its provisions without 
regard to the cause of the disability or the death, unless produced by 
vicious habits or crime. 

Under the present pension law, where the disability has been occa- 
sioned by the service and can be traced to it by the proofs, the party 
may be pensioned, and no such bill as this is necessary in such cases; 
but, as the distinguished chairman of the committee stated in his ar- 
gument, there is a large class of deserving persons who are disabled, 
some of them totally, some of them partially, but disabled from earn- 
ing a full support, They are dependent upon their daily labor. They 
have become disabled either since the war or are unable to trace by 
proof their disability to the casualties of the service. 

The bill undertakes to provide for those worthy people, and in my 
judgment it is the immediate duty of the Government to provide for 
the pensioning of such a class of our old soldiers and their widows, 
orphan children, and dependent parents, 

The theory of the bill is simply that no man who has served his 
country faithfully shall be permitted to go to the poor-house and be 
counted as a pauper; that the Government shall, so far as it is able to 
do so, sustain him, and that when he has passed away his widow, de- 
pendent as she was upon him, shall be taken care of, and that his 
minor children shall also be cared for by the Government. 

I repeat, the theory of this bill is that of dependency. The de- 
pendent. class is the class which now and at once should be looked 
after. By and by the Government will be ready to give, and I hope it 
will give, to the class provided for in the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas also the bounty of the Government. But let us do now 
what is possible. Let us do now what is within the power of the Gov- 
ernment, Let us take those persons who have become disabled from 
any cause, and who are unable to earn their support, and who have no 
other means of support except that of which they have been deprived, 
5 wit, their daily labor, and put them upon the pension- rolls and care 

or them, 

Mr. President, I do not believe that in the whole range of public 
men or legislators there can be found a like number of those serving 
upon this pension committee, the older Senators, who are more liberal 


upon the subject of pensions to the ex-soldiers of the Union Army than 
the gentlemen composing the Committee on Pensions. They do not 
propose by this measure to pension a class of people who are able to 
take care of themselves, who have a competency sufficient for that pur- 
pose, but it is those who can not care for themselves for whom they in- 
tended to provide and for whom they clearly do provide by this bill. 

I submit to Senators if they will examine this section closely they 
must come to the conclusion, which the committee arrived at, that if 
any ex-soldier has become incapacitated from labor, not resulting from 
his own vicious habits, and was dependent upon that labor for his sup- 
port, the bill pensions such a man, though he may be able to do an 
occasional day's labor, though he may be able to partially earn a sup- 
port; he may be able to clothe himself or feed himself and not furnish 
himself shelter. It was the intention, as I understood, in the commit- 
tee, and as I understand now, that every one, no matter whether he 
was totally or partially disabled, if disabled from earning a full support, 
should be pensioned alike at the rate of $12 a month. It is little 
enough, the Lord knows. I voted in committee, or asked to be per- 
mitted to vote, to make it 825 à month instead of $12, Ishould gladly 
have done so. I would vote for such a proposition in the Senate, I 
am disposed, however, to favor any practical legislation upon this sub- 
ject, such as can be carried through and be made available. 

With that in view, this bill has been amended by the committee. It 
seems to me, with the exception of the proposition I have stated con- 
tained therein, the pending amendment of the Senator from Kansas is 
more illiberal towards the pensioner than the bill which comes from 
the committee. By the committee bill, each and every one unable to 
earn a full support is given $12 a month. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, while giving indiscriminately to each and all some- 
thing, whether rich or poor, undertakes to make a provision difficult 
to carry out in practice, to scale the rate of disability. 

Mr. T. Mr. President, I take it for granted, with the past ex- 
perience we have had on the subject of pension legislation, that this 
bill will pass in any sort of shape that meets the most extreme views 
upon the opposite side of the Chamber, and I am simply discharging 
what I conceive to be my duty to the people who have sent me here 
when I point out to the friends of this measure (for Iam not one of 
them) some glaring defects in the construction of the bill. If nothing 
else is accorded the minority who oppose it, there should be some sort 
of reasonable agreement on the part of those who have brought it here 
asto the amount of money it will take aut of the Treasury and the 
objects of the bounty who are to be included within its provisions. 

Before coming to the immediate clause under consideration, I wish 
to call attention, in view of what has been said here so eloquently about 
providing for the disabled soldiers of the Union Army and those depend- 
ent upon them, to a portion of the first section of the bill which is ab- 
solutely and without any sort of mistake outside of any such consider- 
ation: 

And the fact that he left no widow or minor child or children, having been 
shown as required by law itshall be necessary only to show by competent and 
sufficient evidence that such parent on paren are without other means of sup- 


port than their own labor or the contributions of others not legally bound tor 
their support. 


As I understand the meaning of this dependent-pension bill, it is 


that any soldier who served three months in the Union Army and aſter- 
wards becomes dependent by accident or disease entirely disconnected 
with his military duty is to receive $12 per month from the bounty of 
the Government, but when we come to his parents that idea is utterly 
ignored, and instead of being dependent we find that the parent who 
is independent receives the bounty of the Government as the soldier 
would receive it who had become dependent by reason of disease or acci- 
dent. Under the first section a man in robust health receiving $2,500 
or $3,000 or $10,000 a year salary for clerical labor, not for manual la- 
bor, whose son was in the Union Army for three months and has died, 
is entitled to this pension at the hands of the people of the United 
States. Is that to be the legislation of this Congress? Are we to un- 
derstand that the people 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is wrong about that. 

Mr. VEST. I am not wrong. 

Mr. BLAIR. The clause reads that such parent or parents are 
without other means of support.“ 

Mr. VEST. Without other meansof support than their own labor.“ 

Mr, BLAIR. Certainly, ‘‘than their own labor.“ 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Suppose a man by his own Jabor is earn- 
ing $10,000 or $20,000 a year; suppose he is in robust health; is he 
entitled to $12 a month ont of the taxation im upon my constit- 
uents, because his son was three months in the Federal Army and has 
died? Is that a dependent pensioner? Why, sir, it is a monstr. as 
proposition upon the very face of it, and yet it was deliberately inserted 
in this bill, and the word manual was stricken out of the original 
bill, so as to include a man who was not working with his hands for 
his support, but was working as a clerical laborer or with his brain, 

Now we come to thesection which is proposed to be amended by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and we encounter the very same 
difficulty we had in the consideration of this bill when it was vetoed by 
President Cleveland. The chairman of the Pensions Committee of the 
other House then gave it one construction and the chairman of the 
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Pensions Committee of the Senate gave it another, Now we are told 
in one direction it is total disability, that a man must be unable to 
earn a living, to make his own support, and we are told by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR) that it means a man whose ability 
to earn as full a support as he could before he went in the Army is im- 
paired—that is, if he has only four-fifths of the ability, instead of five- 
fifths, his ability is impaired. I repeat, are we to leave this to the 
uncertain discretion of the Commissioner of Pensions? We all know 
what that means. We know that you might as well throw open the 
doors of the Treasury and say Walk in, gentlemen, and help your- 
selves as to leave it in any such condition as that. President Cleve- 
land saw this same objection and made it to this bill. and I am glad 
to see that my friend from Kansas has now profited by that statement. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a moment ? 

Mr. VEST. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to read from President Cleveland’s veto 
message upon this section, just a paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. On what page? 

Mr. DAVIS. On page 6. He says: 


This language,which may be said to assumethat there exists within the reach 
of the persons mentioned labor or the ability in some degree to work, is more 
aptly used in a statute describing those not wholly deprived of this ability than 
in one which deals with those utterly unable to work. 

Lam of the opinion that it may fairly be contended that under the provisions 
of this section any soldier whose faculties of mind or body have become im- 
paired by accident, disease, or age, irrespective of his service in the Army asa 
cause, and who by his labor only is left incapable of gaining the fair support he 
— pa with unimpaired powers, have provided for himself, and who is not so 
well endowed with this world’s goods as to live without work, DA claim to 
participate in its bounty; that it is not required that he should be without prop- 
erty, but only that Inbor should be necessary to his support in some degree; 
nor is it required that he should be now receiving support from others, 


I regard that construction as enforcing the argument of the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Moony] by an authority which ought to be 
good authority with the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr.VEST. Iam not undertaking to construe it. President Cleve- 
land was vetoing the bill and he put a construction upon it which he 
thought was what might be put upon it by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. DAVIS. He gave it as a reason for vetoing the bill. 

Mr. VEST. And I give it as my reason for voting against the bill, 
because it is open to that nebulous construction. The friends of the 
bill do not know what it means; they do not agree upon this floor; they 
do not agree before the two Houses of Congress; they do not agree in 
the committee, and because the President vetoed it liberty lay bleed- 
ing in the streets“ and the Grand Army of the Republic nearly took up 
arms about it; and yet, if the bill is now, the chairman of the 
committee does not know how much money it will take, He says it 
is a very indefinite subject. Weall know, when we had the arrears-of- 
pension bill here, it was guessing every time; we did not know how it 
would turn out, and no man can tell within millions and millions of 
dollars how much money is to come out of the Treasury by reason of 
this legislation; and yet we must have it without asking a question as 
to even the meaning of a single section. 

Now, I will read some more from President Cleveland’s veto mes- 
sage, as it has been brought in here, and it is as true now as it was then: 

It is not probable that the words last quoted, “such total inability to pro- 
eure their subsistence by daily labor,” at all qualify the conditions prescribed 
in the preceding language of this section. The “total inability ™ spoken of 
must be “such” inability—that is, the inability already described and consti- 
tuted by the conditions already detailed in the previous parts of the section. 

It thus becomes important to consider the meaning and the scope ol these 
last-mentioned conditions. 

The mental and physical disability spoken of has a distinct meaning in the 
practice of the Pension Bureau, and includes every impairment of bodily or 
mental strength and vigor. 

Is that true or not? President Cleveland states that is the construc- 
tion put upon this clause or a similar clause by the Commissioner of 
Pensions, that any impairment of vigor is sufficient to justify a pen- 
sion, not total disability or incapacity for bodily iabor, but any impair- 
ment, And if the Senator from Minnesota, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, is right, there is not a man who served in the Fed- 
eral Army for thirty days who is not entitled to a pension under this 
bill, because he says—and he was a soldier of experience and gallantry— 
that no man came out of the Federal Army without being more or less 
injured and his faculties more or less impaired. You can not put it in 
fractions. It may be the millionth part less than total incapacity to 
earn a support, and under the terms of this bill where the ability was 
impaired in the most infinitesimal degree the man would be entitled 
to this pension. 

President Cleveland says further: 


The disability of applicants must be such as to “incapacitate them for the 
performance of labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn a sup- 


It will be observed that there is no limitation or definition of the incapacitat- 
ing injury or ailment itself. Itneed only be sucha degree of disability from 
any cause as renders the claimant unable to earn a support by labor, It seems 
to me that the support here mentioned as one which can not be earned is a 
complete and entire support, with no diminution on account of the least impair- 
ment of physical or mental condition. If it had been intended 


IT call the attention of my friend from Minnesota to this: 
If it had been intended to embrace only those who by disease or injury were 


easy to express that idea, in- 


totally unable to labor, it would have been very 
stead of recognizing as is done s degree of such inability. 


That is true now as it was true then; and, if it be true, this, instead 
of being a dependent-pension bill, is a bill to pension every man who 


was injured in the slightest degree by reason of his military service; 
he may be in perfect health, but if the Senator from Minnesota be cor- 
rect, then this is simply a service-pension bill, for every man that served 
in the Federal Army had his faculties or ability to labor more or less 
impaired. 

What is a support? Who is to determine whether a man earns it or has it or 
has it not? Is the Government to enter the homes of claimants for pension, and 
after an examination of their surroundings and circumstances settle those ques- 
tions? Shall the Government say toone man that his manner of subsistence by 
his earnings is a support and to another that the things his earnings furnish are 
notasupport? Any attempt, however honest, to administer this law in such a 
manner would necessarily produce more unfairness and unjust discrimination 
and give more scope for partisan partiality, and would result in more perversion 
of the Government's benevolent intentions than the execution of any statute 
ought to permit. 

If, in the effortto carry out the proposed law, the degree of disability as related 
to earnings, be considered for the Fa ace of discovering if inany way it curtails 
the Soppor which the applicant if entirely sound would earn, and to which he is 
entitled, we enter the broad field long occupied by the Pension Bureau,and we 
recognize as the only difference between the 5 N und previous 
laws passed forthe benefit of the surviving soldiers of the civil war the incur- 
rence in one case of disabilities in military service and in the other disabilities 
existing, butin no way connected with or resulting from such service. 

But, Mr. President, I simply wanted to call attention to the fact that 
the friends of the bill do not seem to understand what it means, and 
that when we vote for it we are remitted to the broad and nebulous 
and uncertain discretion of the officers of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri might 
have gone on a little further with his criticism of the bill and referred 
to a provision found in the third section. It seems that under this sec- 
tion the further we recede from the war the more we propose to bestow 
upon the so-called pensioners, The man who served during the whole 
war, who bore*the burden and heat of the day, who suffered the 
wounds and the sickness incident to the service, and thereby became 
incapacitated, or which brought, if you please, death to him—the 
children he left have been receiving from that time to this until they 
became sixteen years of age $2 per month, This bill proposes to give 
them $4 per month. 

The three-month soldiers, scarcely one of whom went to the front, 
at all or was ever in the presence of an enemy, thousands and tens of 
thousands of them, who were subjected to no hardship, who received 
no wound, who suffered no illness, are placed upon an exact equality 
with those who fought during theentire war. The man who has lived 
until to-day and is about to die of old age will have the consolation of 
knowing under this bill that, while he rendered but three months’ 
service, in other words, while he was for three months only connected 
with the military or naval organization of the Government and in re- 
ality never sawany service at all, his children are to have $4 a month, 
while the children of the honest and willing soldier who did bear all 
these burdens had to put up with only $2 per month. 

In other words, the man who skulked under the band-wagon during 
the fight and who has been able to live longer than the honest and the 
willing and the gallant soldier, has lived to see the time when this 
Government proposes to reward his children, whether they need it or 
not, to an extent never vouchsafed to the children of those who did 
need it, Let me read this section: 

Sec. 3. That if any officer or enlisted man who served three months ormore 
in the Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, 
and who was honorably d „ has died, or shall hereafter die, leaving 
a widow, minor child, or children under eighteen years of age, or in case there 
be no widow or minor child or children, a dependent mother or father— 

If that man should die, leaving every child he had a million of dol- 
lars, they could go to the Treasury of the United States under this bill 
and demand a pension, not for the usual time heretofore granted and 
allowed in the pension law, which is the age of sixteen years, but this’ 
bill proposes to increase the bounty to them for two years more. 

The Senator from Minnesota who has charge of this bill will not fail 
to observe by a careful reading of the bill that there is no dependency 
clause whatever affixed to minor children or widows. As I say, what- 
ever may have been the wealth of the soldier who served three months 
in the war, and only three months, at the time of his death his children 
have a perfect right under this bill to go to the Treasury and demand 
their pension of $4 a month. Ido not know whether the committee 
intended to leave it in that way or not, for I sce the very next sentence 
provides for dependent parents. 

In other words, Mr. President, no estimate can be formed and no a 
proximate idea can be given of the amount of money which this bill wi 
take out of the public Treasury. The more I look at it the more I am 
convinced that the bill ought to be recommitted to the Committee on 
Pensions and that a bill should be reported here that does in reality, 
grant a pension to the dependent parents or the dependent children of 
soldiers who are justly entitled to pension, but it should cut off all 
these rights and privileges which the bill seems to give them where 
they are not dependent at all. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from New Jersey advanced no fact as a 
reason for his intimation that this bill, upon which the committee has 
labored hard and honestly and with as much intelligence as they could 
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bring to bear upon it, should be committed to them again, I do not 
believe that any amount of deliberation, after even the light we have 
had from this argument, would change our convictions in the slightest 
d. , except in one particular, which I will mention in a moment. 

t is a new idea, brought to liglit for the first time by the Senator 
from New Jersey, that the question of the pensioning of a widow or 
the children of a soldier should be made to depend at all upon the de- 
pendence of either. In all the history of this Government, in all of 
its pension legislation from the beginning, I venture to say that the idea 
or condition precedent of dependence as to the widow or child of a de- 

“soldier was never introduced. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Notnow. Just one moment, if you please. 

When the bill passed, and passed willingly, without a call of the yeas 
and nays, putting the widows and children of the survivors of the Mex- 
ican war upon the pension-list, the question was not raised then that 
it should be made to appear that those widows and children were de- 
pendent. Nobody then supposed the impossible case that some widow 
or child might be found who had inherited a million dollars from a de- 
ceased ancestor or a deceased husband. The statutes now in existence 
in regard to widows and children do not make this a condition prece- 
dent, and everybody knows asa matter of fact that there is not one case 
in ten thousand, hardly one in a hundred thousand, where that criti- 
cism could be made with any degree of force. 

There is one point upon which I think the Senator from New Jersey 
isright. I agree with him, and perhaps it is the fault of the commit- 
tee that it escaped their attention, that this pension as to minors 
should not extend to those beyond sixteen years; that the limit of age 
should be sixteen, and not eighteen. Accordingly, I move to amend 
by striking out ‘eighteen ’’ and inserting ‘‘sixteen,’’ in line 5, of sec- 
tion 3, on 5 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is on theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. The amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota can be offered later. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All theseamendments, if the Senator will allow 
me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield for a question. . 

Mr. MoPHER SON. I wish to say, in answer more particularly to 
the criticism the Senator made upon me, that the Senator from Min- 
nesota is well aware of the fact that in all the domain of pensions in 
the they have been granted in all cases for disability, and where 
disability exists, as a matter of course, we expect to pay. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. ` 

Mr. DAVIS. Was the pension to the suryivors of the Mexican war 
granted for disability ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam speaking of the pensions granted to soldiers 
of the late war. There always comes a time in the history of every goy- 
ernment, and the time will come in the history of this Government, when 
it will be proper to grant a service pension to soldiers of the late war, 
but that time has not yet arrived. It will be at that period of time 
when, in the general order of nature and the order of things, a man is 
supposed to have reached an age in which it is impossible for him, if 
not possessed of a sufliciency of this world's goods, to support himself. 
When that time comes, then give a service pension, if you please, and 
I will join the Senator in giving it, to the survivors of the late war. 

„But the pension here provided for is said to be a dependent pension. 
Dependent upon what? How can any man of a proud and manly spirit 
who served three months in the war of the late rebellion, a man of suf- 
ficient wealth to enable him to leave millions of dollars to his children— 
how can he go to the Treasury of the United States, if he has any shame 
about him at all, and ask the Treasury to give his children after his 
death the pittance of $4 month? No, I would make no such legisla- 
tion. 

There are thousands of men who served in the ranks of the Union 
Army who were entitled, by reason of disability, of wounds, of sick- 
ness, to pensions under the law and have never asked for them. The 
presumption is, when a man applies fora pension, that he needs it; 
and the presumption further follows that, as he has received a pension, 
his children are also entitled to it. I would not throw one single ob- 
stacle in the way of the widow or the minor child of any soldier now 
receiving a pension, provided they were dependent, and in like man- 
ner with the parents of the soldier, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the proposed amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota, the chairman of the committee, may be stated from the 
desk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I was about to suggest, as it is evident that 
this bill can not be finished to-night and we desire to look at theamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, that I would move an execu- 
tive session of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER, Lask the Senator to withhold that motion for a mo- 
ment until I can make a report from a committee. 

Mr, MANDERSON. Certainly. 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE AT MADRID. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Patents, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of 
State to appoint two suitable persons to represent the United States at 
the international conference in regard to the protection of industrial 
property, and making an appropriation therefor, to report it back favor- 
ably, and to ask that it be taken up and passed now. It is a bill which 
has passed the House of Representatives, to enable the Government to 
be represented at the international conference to be held at Madrid 
on the Ist of April, and unless the bill passes at once of course the 
Government will not be able to participate. I ask for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill reported by the 
Senator from Colorado will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary 
of State to appoint two suitable persons to represent the United States 
at the International Conference in regard to the protection of industrial 
property, and making an appropriation therefor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read at length, subject to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to appoint two persons to represent the Government of the Uni States at the 
International Conference with regard to the protection of industrial pro} 
to be held at Madrid, Spain, inning the Ist of April, A. D. 1890. Eachof 
delegates shall be selected with reference to his acquaintance with the system 
of patent and trade-mark laws of the United States, and kindred subjects, and 
the administration of the Bureau of Patents, 

Sec. 2. That the persons so selected shall be authorized to act in conjunction 
with the United States minister at Madrid, who shall be chairman of said com- 
mittee of representatives to represent the interests of the United States at said 
International Conference, 

SEC. g. That the said delegation shall keep such record of their doings and 
make such report of their proceedings as may be required by the ry o 
State; and for the purpose of carrying out and into effect the objects of this acp 
there is hereby appropriated, out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, $5,000, which said sum shall be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of State, said appropriation to be immediately available. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator who reported 
ine 358 if it is the intention of this appropriation to carry any salary 
w t? 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that this is a House bill which appropri» 
ates $5,000 to send representatives abroad to attend the conference ab 
Madrid. There is an appropriation of $5,000 in the bill. This is ag 
little, I think, as can be made. We can notsend over a representative’ 
for less than that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. As Iremember,the Congress of the United States 
made an appropriation for our representation at a great exposition at 
Melbourne, Australia, and also, I believe, for one in Spain two or three 
years ago. A certain sum of money was appropriated for carrying on 
the purposes of the exposition, and there was an express provision in 
the bill that no part of the money should be paid in salaries to com- 
missioners. Now, we have before us the commissioners from both of 
those places seeking salaries, and I thinkin both cases they are entitled 
to them. There is a yd gw of money in the Treasury over and above 
that absolutely expended, and the commissioners desire to obtain the’ 
money from the surplus appropriation unexpended. I should like to 
have some definite provision put in this bill so that we might under- 
stand whether this $5,000 was to be taken for salaries or to be used 
only for the expenses of the commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 
cae Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

ill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that there ig 
an appropriation for these two commissioners of $5,000, and that prob- 
ably will carry on its face a declaration that that is all they are to 
have. If we amend the bill and send it back to the other House there. 


will be much delay. The conference meets on the Ist of April, and tha 


friends of the measure are very anxious to get it through. I think if! 
very desirable that we should be represented there in this matter, and 
I hope that nobody will offer any objection, but that the bill will be 
allowed to pass as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; I will not interfere, 

Mr. CALL, Will the Senator state what the conference is? Sena- 
ators here do not understand it. 

Mr. TELLER, This isa bill passed by the House of Representatives 
to enable us to be represented in an international patent and trade- 
mark conference to be held at Madrid on the Ist of April, and the com- 
missioners are to report to the Secretary of State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had pees ee bill (H. R. 7496) to 
ponas for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 

or the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
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1890, and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of February 24, 1890, a letter from the judge-advocate in charge 
of the Judge-Advocate-General’s Office, accompanied with a duly au- 
thenticated copy of the ings of a general court-martial convened 
by virtue of Special Orders, No. 116, headquarters De ent of Da- 
kota, October 7, 1889, in the case of Private Dell P. Wild, Troop F, 
Eighth Cavalry; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most urgent de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 389) granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who 
are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
for pensions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I now renew my motion. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator to allow me to offer an amendment 
to the dependent-pension bill. I propose to insert, in section 3, line 3, 
after the word ‘‘rebellion,’’ the words and in the Florida Indian 
Seminole war and other wars of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there beno objection, the amend- 
ment will be pote $ and printed with the other amendments offered 
since the bill was reported. 8 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to state, asa member of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, that there was no intention on the part of that com- 
mittee to raise the minority limit of dependent children, but this word 
“eighteen ” is a mistake in the bill and is not in the original bill as 
considered by the Pensions Committee, and, if it be in order to do it 
now, I should like to ask unanimous consent that the word eighteen 
may be to ‘‘sixteen.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that, in line 5, of section 3, on page 3 of the pend- 
ing bill, the word ‘‘eighteen’’ may be stricken out and the word six- 
teen inserted. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. ` 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be until Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I now renew my motion for an executive ses- 
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proveeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 3, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senale February 28, 1890. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Richard G. Banks, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Norfolk and Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia. 


SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 


Peyton C, Smithson, of Lewisburgh, Tenn., to be supervisor of census 
for the third census district of Tennessee, 
James C. Weaks, of Monroe, La., to be supervisor of census for the 
third census district of Louisiana. 
Boarman H. Peterson, of Wheelock, La., to be supervisor of census 
for the fourth census district of Louisiana. 
Joseph Schnell, of Binghamton, N. Y., to be supervisor of census for 
the ninth census district of New York. 
POSTMASTERS. 
William M. Williams, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the county 
of Logan and State of Ohio. 
John P. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Brad- 
oes 8 eee Hillsborough, in th 
ne to be postmaster at Hi rough, in the county of 
Highland and Stite of Ohio. 


Charles S. Warren, to be postmaster at Cardington, in the county of 
Morrow and State of Ohio. 

Albert W. Mock, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county of Nuckoll 
and State of Nebraska. 

Preston S. Abbett, to be postmaster at Greensburgh, in the county 
of Kiowa and State of Kansas. 

Edward F. Phinney, to be at South Framingham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Nathan Welch, to be postmaster at Farmer City, in the county of 
De Witt and State of Illinois, 

George McCabe, to be postmaster at Cold Spring, in the county of 
Putnam and State of New York. 

Cyrus K. Campbell, to be postmaster at Pittston, in the county of Lu- 
zerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. Cécile Legaré, to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the parish of 
Ascension and State of Louisiana. 

Willard H. Pike, to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Maine. 

Alvin W. Gilbert, to be postmaster at North Brookfield, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

John E. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Methuen, in the county of Essex 
and State of Massachusetts. 

Paron C. Young, to be postmaster at Provincetown, in the county of 
Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 

Henry Wagner, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of Hunt 
and State of Texas. 

William M. Moss, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Madison and State of Tennessee. . 

William E. Mohr, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of Ly- 
coming and State of Pennsylvania. 

George D. Fisher, to be postmaster at Republic, in the county of Mar- 
quette and State of Michigan. 

Albert W. Swalm, to be postmaster at Oskaloosa, in the county of 
Mahaska and State of Iowa. 

Joseph Stampfli, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the county of 
Cole and State of Missouri. 

Harry C. Demuth, to be postmaster at Sedalia, in the county of Pettis 
and State of Missouri. 

William D. Cummins, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
of Pike and State of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 28, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


Tbe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire the Clerk to read again that 
portion of the Journal just after the announcement of the names en- 
tered on the Journal by the direction of the Speaker on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker thereupon stated that the said members present and refusing to 
vote [72 in number], together with those recorded as voting [162 in number], 
showed a total of 23t members present, constit a quorum present to do 
business, and that the yeas being 162 and the nays 0, the said resolution WAS. 
adopted, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. After the announcement of the names, Mr. 
Speaker, of gentlemen present and not voting, I rose in my place and 
made the point that no quorum had voted. I did not hear that state- 
ment read by the Clerk. 

~The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. O' Ferra. made the point of order that no constitutional quorum had 
voted; which said point of order was overruled by the Speaker. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. There is another portion of the Journal which the 
Clerk should again read, asit has been verbally corrected since it was 
first read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker announced from a list noted and furnished by the Clerk, at the 


suggestion of the Speaker, the following-named members as present in the Hall 
when their names were called and not voting. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is correct- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that gives the whole transaction. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is all I desired, Mr. Speaker. 
The Journal as read was then approved. 
BRIDGE OVER THE ARKANSAS RIVER IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the Senate 
tothe amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2183) to authorize the 
construction ofa 8 the Arkansas River in the Indian Territory. 
The SPEAKER. is is mended by simply omitting a single let- 
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staves yea „passages being stricken out and the word ** passage’? 
ted. 3 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. I move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a letter from 
a gentleman living in a foreign conntry—Belgium—who is the repre- 
sentative of a class of United States pensioners living in foreign coun- 
tries, and his letter is addressed to the subject-matter of a bill pending 
in the House. It is brief and in respectful terms, and I ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee cn Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

‘The letter is as follows: 


To the Honorable GrosvExoR, Representative, Washington, D. C.: 
Honoxasie Sin; According to the National Tribune Mr. ESLOE, your col- 
league from Tennessee, intends to introduce the following bill: To drop from 
the pension-rolls the names of the penne who have forsaken citizenship in 
the United States and have given their allegiance to foreign governments." 

We pensioners, honorable Representative, do not understand the reason 
wherefore Mr. EXLOE will introduce this bill, as we do not think thata single 
8 residing in Europe did give his allegiance to a foreign government. 

8 he likes to do so out of economy'ssake. But this is almost impossible, 
since the nation hasto pay us only a pe hundred thousands of dollars yearly 
that makes for each man, woman, and din the Union the bagatelle of a little 
less than one-third of 1 cent! upon a yearly 8 of $90,000,000. That 
wish to do it out of love for the Union soldiersis nearly impossible. Probably 
he wants to crush those abroad, as he can not hit those at home. 

We left our adopted country because we were compelled to do so, and not out 
of love for our native soil. In the States we could not get work or occupation, 
80 we were obliged to quit or to reside in a soldiers’ home. In Europe we had 
friends and relatives, and with our wero and their aid we could at the end 
of the year, living sober, tie both ends together, Makes itany difference to the 
Government to pay usin the States or abroad? The inmates of soldiers’ homes 
receive their pensions and besides are fed and lodged at the expense of the 
nation, So itis a benefit we do live abroad. Fora person with a family, who 
has no work or other paying occupation, and who has a pension from $10 or $30 
monthly it is impossible for bim to live if he does not get public to private 
charity. Every one do not like to live on alms, neither government alms in a 
soldiers home, or private from without. But if Mr. ENLOE’s bill becomes a 
law, then we shall have need of charity, because we shall! have to return to the 
States, as it is a well known fact that the European governments shall not take 
care of the Srinpies from the United States, and will send us back with our 
families by the first sign of distress. 

Mr. Exxor in his bill speaks of allegiance. Does he know that by serving in 
a foreign army we lost n rights, and by our naturalization we lost our cit- 
izenship altogether? To become a citizen of Europe we apply for a renatu- 
ralization (we never did or never will do so), but they would not give that to 
cripples from another country, 

In regard to the logality of Mr. Extox's bill, theren exists difference of 
opinion. I spoke upon this bill with an eminent belgian lawyer, who made 
the following queries: When you enlisted into the United States Army were 
you then promised a pension in case you became disabled, temporarily or per- 
manently, while in the service, by the officers institutedby the Government?“ 
Yes, we were. Did the officers at the time of your enlistment make any fon 
ulations about your nationality or futuro residence?’ No, they did not. “Eb, 
woll, said the lawyer, I tell you that if such a bill should pass I will call it 
the most unrepublican, uncharitable, and unrighteous act ever committed by 
a civilized Government against poor helpless persons, who in the hour of dan- 

r did give their blood and limbs to their adopted country, Suppose," he con- 

nued, “I should make a contract with an American citizen that he should for 
a stipulated time, for me hunt bears in the Ardennes, and that I should pay 
him monthly a certain sum for his services, and, in case he got disabled while 
in duty, [should give him asufficient pension for as long as his 83 lasted 
and in case of permanency, a pension for life. Eh, well, he got disabled, and 
according to promise I pa bim his pension, but he went back to his native 
country, Should you think that his return to the United States would exoner- 
ate me of paying him his pension? Not atall, No ju in the wide world 
would give a ju ent in my favor, aud a Government has no more right to 
do so with a lot of persons than a judge has versa a private individual, The 
United States nation is your debtor, and they must pay you, but they are not 
compelled to give a pension to your widow or orphans, even if they should 
pension those at home, as such a law is an act of favor, as they have no obliga- 
tion whatever with your relatives. They can in fall justice compel also those 
pensioners who are not personally disabled to show their persons in the States 
at stipulated times for examination. But I do not think that the Representa- 
tives of that rich and mighty nation will commit such an abominable act of in- 
justice, as it would not benefit any one and would raise a cry of indignation ull 
over the civilized world.” 

We two, honorablesir, hope that our Representative friends in the House will 
not lend a willing uiesoence to the scheme of Mr. Estoe, and we hope that 
you, a wide-renowned soldiers’ friend, through your eloquence and the aid of 
your worthy colleagues of the Republican side, will prevent that this bill shall 
never become a law, 

We are all men from fifty toseventy yearsof ago; we won'tlive much longer; 
in fifteen years we all shall have joined the great army of the unknown; let us 
die in peace, and continue for this short time to do what the little monarchy, 
Holland, and the French Republic does for its crippled soldiers. We are sure 
that the 65,000,000 men, women, and children of the Union will not begradge us 
the one-third part of the I cent they pay us yearly. To pul them bythe surplus 
of six hund milions in the United Treasury ! 

We have the honor to be, very respectfully, honorable sir, your obedient and 


humble servants, 
PETER VAN DELL, 
Lale of the Thirty fifth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, the 
One Hundred and Nineteenth Company, Second Battalion, 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and the Third Untted States Infantry, 
Naturalized Citizen of the United States, Lier, Belgium, 
February 7, 1890. 
To the Honorable GROSVENOR, 
Representative, Washington, D. C. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the 


House that the urgent deficiency bill, which was under consideration 
on yesterday, embraces matters of legislation which will be needed on 
the Ist day of April, and the importance of having that considered has 
induced me to confer with the chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
after which conference I submit a resolution for the adoption of the 
House in regard to the matter. 

I move that the House temporarily suspend, or lay aside, the consid- 
eration of private business to-day and resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union for the consideration of ap- 
propriation bills, it being my intention to ask in committee the re- 
sumption of the consideration of the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. LAIDLAW.. When that bill is completed, Mr. Speaker, I am 
instructed by the Committee on Claims to ask the House to take up 
the Private Calendar. I understand that this will not take all day. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa; 
and on a division there were—ayes 98, noes 21. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum voted. P 

The SPEAKER, The Chair overrules the point of order, “4 

Mr.BLAND. Then IappealfromtherulingoftheChair. Isay that . 
no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman raises the point of order that 
there is no quorum present, that presents a different question, and the 
Chair will count; but the gentleman has made the point of order that 
no quorum has voted, That-does not raise of necessity the presump- 5; 
tion that no quorum is present, k 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair can rule as he pleases. I simply make the- < 
point of order that the vote shows there is no quorum here. É: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the point ke 
that there is no quorum. The Chair will count. “= 

The SPEAKER, after counting the members, announced the pres- sy 
ence of 155 members only, being less than a quorum. 3 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that there be a call of the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Alderson, Butterworth, Gest, Scranton, 
Allen, Miss. Caldwell, Gibson, Sency, 
Anderson, Miss. Candler, Ga Hall, Sherman, 
Andrew, r, Harmer, Smith, III. z 
Atkinson, Pa. Clarke, Ala. Kelley, Smith, W. Va. 8 
Atkinson, W. Va. Clunie, Kerr. Pa. Spinola, 82 
ukhead, Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Stahinecker, 9 
es. Cothran, Lehl A Stockdale, S 
Barwig, Covert, McCarthy, Stone, Mo, pa 
Bayne, Cowles, McClellan, Struble, Sri 
Belknap, Crisp, Milliken Stump, 2 
= n, 8 Separe; N. II. 8 Tenn. N 
i n, rgan, om * 
Bingham, Dalzell, . Wallane.] NY Š 
Blount, Dargan, Paynter, Wheeler, Mich. 7 
Boatner, Dibble, erry, Whiting, x: 
Boutelle, ey, lan Whitthorne, 
Bowden, Elliott, Pickler, Wickham, hi 
Brookshire, Ewart, Quian, Wilber, 
Browne, Va. Flood, nes, Wiley, P 
Browne, T. M. Forney, Randali, Pa. Wilkinson, 2 
Buchanan, N. J. Frank, usk, Wright, ; 
Burton, Gear. Sanford a) 
TheSPEAKER, The roll-call diacloses the presence of 288 members, 2 
Mr. McKINLEY. I move to dispense with all further proceedings | 
under the call. a 
Mr. OATES. I desire to be recorded as present. I came in after my ‘a 
name had been passed. a 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to dispense with | 
all farther proceedings under the roll-call. 5 
The motion was agreed to. i pS 
The SPEAKER. The motion is agreed to, and accordingly all far- PERI 
ther proceedings under the call of the House are dispensed with, and 72 
the question recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa that the Bx 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the pS, 
Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 72 
The motion was agreed to. a À 
The following members appeared after the roll was called and desired * 


that their names should be noted as present: 

Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. Crise, Mr. 
DIBBLE, Mr. DORSEY, Mr. OATES, Mr. Taompson, Mr. WILKINSON. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair. TEF 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on : 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering appropriation 
bills, and the committee will resume the consideration of the urgent “ 
deficiency bill, which is the unfinished business in the committee. Ss 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad to have the attention of the 2 
Chairman and of the committee for a few minutes while I assign such 7 
reasons as I believe exist against the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. So far as I speak of existing law I will refer to it 1 
as it does exist, having fully examined the history of appropriations 5 
and legislation touching this provision. However, the Chair will take 2 
notice of the law. 25 
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Mr. ROGERS. There is a good deal of confusion, and I would like 
to hear what the gentleman from Illinois has to say; and in that con- 
nection I would like to know to what part of the bill the point of or- 
der is addressed. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is addressed to that portion 
of the bill found on page 15, section 2, and lines 13 and 17. 

Mr. ROGERS. Inclusive? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. _ Inclusive. 

Mr. CANNON. These words—— 

The CHAIRMAN. I think the gentleman from Illinois had better 
suspend until the committee is ready to go on with business; there is 
so much confusion. 

Mr. CANNON. The words to which the point of order is made are 
as follows: 

And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 


to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 


Referring to the words that precede these words and which explain 
them, it is found that they refer to arrears of pay for the two and three 
year volunteers in the late war. Ihave before me a reference to all 
the acts of Congress touching the pay, bounty, additional bounty, etc., 
enacted during the late war under which soldiers were paid, and under 
which they are or their heirs are entitled to pay where they have not 
been paid, as they have not been in thousands of instances. 

On an examination of these acts I find that the pay was fixed, the 
bounty was fixed from time to time, additional bounty was fixed, and 
that large amounts were appropriated from time to timer 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will suspend business in the commit- 
tee in order to accommodate gentlemen in conversation, and would be 

if they would conclude it at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to members on both sides of this 
House that the decision of this point of order means this: If the point 
of order is overruled, and the House this provision, and it passes 
through the Senate, and the President signs it, these claims for back 
pay and bounty and commutation of rations to the soldiers of the late 
war will be paid when they are passed by the accounting officer; other- 
wise they will have to wait from six to eighteen months for an appro- 
priation. Every member of this House gets letter after letter from 
men who have waited twenty-five years for their money and finally, 
when the same is audited, they are informed that they havea just claim 
for services performed twenty-five years ago and that they have to wait 
for an ote npc and instead of that, if this point of order is over- 
‘ruled and this provision passes, they will be paid as soon as their claims 
are audited. 

An examination of the acts under which the soldiers of the late war 

enlisted shows that upon their passage and from time to time appro- 
tions were made in large amounts—hundreds of millions of dol- 

to py for their services. z 
By and by, the services having been performed by the soldiers of 
the late war, the war closed and in many cases the services were not 
jpaid for; the money that was earned for bounty and pay not having 
i received, they or their heirs under the law are entitled to the pay- 
ment; and the Treasury Department held that whenever money was 
‘appropriated for this pu it continued permanently through the 
years to be available for the payment of the amounts as they were as- 
certained to be due. So that up to 1874 no claim for back pay or 
bounty was ever ascertained to be due to the soldier for services ren- 
dered but that it was paid as soon as ascertained. But in 1874 the cov- 
opin act was passed, and to that I want to call the attention of the 

„It is as follows: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, 1874, and each year thereafter, the Sec- 
say of the Treasury shall cause all unexpended balances of appropriations 
which shall have remained upon the books of the Treasury for two fiscal years 
to be carried to thesurplus fund and covered intothe Treasury: Provided, That 
this provision shall not apply to permanent specific appropriations. 

And there are certain other exceptions. Then along at the end of 
that section is this proviso, to which I crave the attention of the Chair: 

Provided further, That this section shall not operate to prevent the fulfillment 
of contracts existing at the date of the passage of this act. 

When this act went into force it operated practically as a repeal of 
iations theretofore made for the payment of these claims, Yet 
law under which the services were performed, for pay, for bounty, 
i commutation of rations, remains unrepealed, the general Jaw un- 

er which they were made being unrepealed and being still unrepealed, 

d the services having been performed in the white heat of war by the 
men who have waited a quarter of a century for payment—not for a 
"gra ty, not for bounty, but for payment of that which they bave 
jearned, $13 a month, and which they have not received. It is compe- 

tent on this bill to appropriate the money to pay them. 
Tee i 2 again the re of the appropriation to pay these claims did 
not the right of the soldiers to payment. That was not interſered 
with, but the means of payment, the appropriations which designated 
the money to pay these claims, ceased under the operation of this act. 


further did Congress do? It enacted this provision: 


Apa ely eer ln duty of the several Socounting officers of the Treasury to 
continue o, examine, and consider the justice and validity of all claims 
under n un the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund under the provisions of said section (section 5), and the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury shall report the amount due each claimant at the com- 
mencement of each session to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
tho Presiding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before their respect- 
ive Houses for consideration, 

Now, it is competent under the rules to appropriate for the payment 
of these claims, not by authority of the provision just read, but by virtue 
of the acts of 1861 to 1865, under which the enlistments were made, and 
which have never been repealed. 

So the Committee on Appropriations, or a majority of it, put these 
words into this section: 

And for the payment of such amounts— 

That is, for the payment for the two and three year volunteers— 


as may be certified to be duc by said accounting officers on this account durin 
rod yes year 1890, so mach therefor as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated. 


What is the effect of that? That after these claims are adjudicated 
by the accounting officers, from now until next July, that provision sup- 
plies the money to pay them the moment they are adjudicated. Now, 
the justice of this provision no man will dispute. My friend from 
Georgia, I apprehend, will not dispute it. The only question is whether 
or no it is amenable to the point of order under clause 20f Rule XXI 
and under clause 3 of Rule XI. 

What is clause 3 of Rule XI? I call the attention of the Chair par- 
ticularly to the wording of it: 

All proposed-legislation shall be referred to the committee named in the pre- 
ceding rule as follows: 

To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
provided, viz: for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; forsundry civil 
expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of Columbia; 
for pensions; and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Not deficiencies for the year 1890; not deficiencies for the year 1889; 
not deficiencies for the year 1888; but all deficiencies.” Why, if you 
take this urgent deficiency bill or any other deficiency bill, you will 
find that without question, under the language of this rule, we appro- 
priate for all deficiencies.” In this very bill there are appropriations 
for deficiencies for the year 1889 and for other years. This rule is 
broad; it covers all deficiencies.” Now, that rule gives us jurisdic- 
tion. This is a deficiency, so specified, so understood; a deficiency of 
twenty-five years’ standing, a deficiency for money earned in the white 
heat of battle, earned at the expense of wounds and blood and death, 
and when the soldier, wounded and maimed, or when his widow or 
child comes here a quarter of a century after and asks for payment of 
the money which was earned under such circumstances, and we seek 
to provide for payment, the gentleman [Mr. CLEMENTS] interposes 
the point of order! 

If the point is good, it ought to be sustained; the rule ought tostand. 
But if, upon a fair construction of the rule, the point is not good, then 
it ought to be overruled; and, sir, if there be doubt, if the law and the 
rule can receive tworconstructions and it is doubtful which is correct, 
then justice and equity and right require that the doubt should be re- 
solved in favor of the jurisdiction of the committee, and that construc- 
tion should be adopted which will do tardy justice to this class of claim- 
ants. 

But let us examine now and see under what wording the gentleman 
claims that this paragraph should be str ck out. He refers to clause 2 
of Rule XXI. 


No approprintion shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
8 as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 

That is all. Was not this expenditure previously authorized by law? 
Yes, by several laws. The mere references to them would cover nearly 
a page of the book that I holdin my hand. There is no doubt about 
this. 

Now, I want to be entirely fair. Take the last clause of this rule: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

The gentleman says that this appropriation in the first place is not 
authorized by existing law, and, secondly, it changes existing law. 
Either objection, if true, would be fatal to the provision, But, Mr. 
Speaker, the method and the means of payment are mere matters of 
detail. When the covering in act was passed and the multiplied mill- 
ions of dollars that were available for payment for these services were 
covered into the Treasury, Congress said, As we have covered them 
in, the accounting officers shall, as they certify theses claims, send them 
to the Speaker, and they shall be submitted to Congress for its considera- 
tion. That was a repeal of a permanent appropriation and was one 
manner of provision by which information might be obtained that might 
Jead to another appropriation. 

But remember this committee abounds in provisions for appropria- 
tion, not for legislation. If we could write upon the statute-books the 
very appropriation which was repealed—and I beg the attention of the 
Chair on this point, because in my opinion it is material—if we write 
upon the statute-book an 5 equivalent to the mere appro- 
priation that was repealed by the covering-in act of 1874, would not 
these parties be paid? Yes; everybody will admit that. Well, then, 
we have the power under the rule to consider an appropriation in whole 
or in part to pay these claims that exist under unrepealed law. 
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Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman allow me one moment? 

Mr. CANNON. With great pleasure. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Under the existing law can the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on his own motion, pay any of these claims before certifica- 
tion? - 


n k 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; nor afterward either. If the money is ap- 
propriated he will have power to pay. ae 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Now, does it not require legislation, and is it 
not legislation, to give him authority to pay before certification? 

Mr, CANNON. Will the gentleman repeat his question? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Does it not require legislation, is it not legisla- 
tion, to authorize him to pay a claim before certification, if he can not 
do it now? 

Mr. CANNON. Appropriation is legislation, but such legislation as 
the Committee on Appropriations has jurisdiction of, under the rule. 
Why, sir, certification es no difference. We have already upon this 
bill certified claims hundreds, if not thousands of them which 
the accounting officers nearly a year ago. They are not paid. Why? 
Simply because the money has not been appropriated. My friend sur- 
prises me when he asks that question. 

Now, in answering the gentleman’s question, which of course the 
Chair heard, I want the attention of the Chair. Take this very bill. 
Eighteen months ago the Congress of the United States passed a law 
authorizing a publie building at San Francisco; afterward an amenda- 
tory act was passed extending the limit of cost of that public building 
to $200,000; and commissioners were appointed to supervise that mat- 
ter. Now, in this very bill, eighteen months afterward, we report an 


. appropriation of four or five hundred thousand dollars—to do what? 


To pay for that site, as was provided for by legislation eighteen months 
ago. The gentleman asks, “ Don’t we need legislation?’ Why, the 
appropriation itself is legislation, but not legislation prohibited on this 
bill under the rule. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. In that case you have the legislation of the last 
Congress; and now you make an appropriation in pursuance of it. In 
this case the permanent law is that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
certify these claims to Congress for consideration; and the proposition 
now is by legislation to authorize him to pay them without certifica- 
tion. : 

Mr. CANNON. The cases are on all fours. Twenty-five years ago 
we had legislation equally positive with that for the San Francisco 
public building, and more so; we have had services performed under 
that legislation. Now, it is perfectly competent for Congress to appro- 
priate money in advance for payment of those services, as the amounts 
therefor are audited, and before they are certified. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Undoubtedly, but I will sax 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish the sentence. The doing or not do- 
ing of the latter does not oust the jurisdiction of the Appropriations 
Committee or preclude it from reporting a general appropriating pro- 
vision. This provision changes no existing law. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I donot deny that Congress would liave author- 
ity to pass a law providingin advance for the payment of these claims; 
but it has not done so, and under this rule the House is forbidden to 
do so on an appropriation act, because it changes the law. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg your pardon. Whenever you find authority 
to support this provision of $500,000 for the San Francisco public build- 
ing which was authorized eighteen months ago, you find similar au- 
thority undera multitude of acts which authorized the enlistment of 
volunteer soldiers in the late war to appropriate for the payment of 
services under that general Jaw—laws as positive as that providing for 
the San Francisco public building and much more patriotic.* 

Mr. DOCKERY.: Mr. Chairman, I shall not emulate the example 
of the very able gentleman and accomplished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, who in the discussion of this point of order has 
traveled very far out of the record. Ifa conclusion were to be reached 
from some observations which have been submitted it might be sup- 
posed—although the gentleman himself disclaims such imputation— 
that some gentlemen on this floor are opposed to the payment of claims 
for arrears of pay, bounty, commutation of rations, claims for lost horses, 
and other items carried in the provisions which are obnoxious to the 
point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, no gentleman on this side of the House opposes ap- 
propriations for claims audited on these several accounts under existing 
Jaws, but the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] submitsa point 
of order against lines 13 to 17, inclusive, of the bill under consideration, 
for the reason that this provision is in conflict with existing law and 
therefore obnoxious to clause 2 of Rule XXI, which provides: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any gencral appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure porpre noua author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of Appropriations for such public worksand 
objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing 
Jaw be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

The point of order so ably argued by the gentleman from Georgia 
ava y shows that this section of the bill changes existing law. I will 
read it: 

And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 


fo be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appro: 


XXI——114 


Let us, Mr. Chairman, examine the statute-books and ascertain what 
is the existing law“ in reference to theauditingand payment of claims 
for bounty and back pay. The law, or rather its last reaffirmation, is 
found in the act of July 7, 1884, in these terms: 


And that the Secretary of the Treasury shall at the commencement of each 
session of Congress report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been 
allowed in whole or in part to the Speaker of the House of t ntatives and 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before their respect- 
ive Houses 

For what? 


for consideration. 


The first clause of this law only defines the duties of the Secretary 
of the Treasury with respect to the allowance of these claims, and pro- 
vides that after allowance they shall be certified to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the Presiding Officer at the other end of 
the Capitol. For what? For consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, I thought before we entered upon this discussion that 
this was one of the plainest words in the English language, requiring 
no unusual construction whatever. The consideration“ mentioned in 
this connection means the right to scrutinize, the right to examine, 
and the right to allow or reject. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, I challenge 
any one on the other side of this question to name a clause or a word 
in this law that gives Congress the right to appropriate one dollar either 
before or after the allowance by the auditing officers of the Treasury, 
ee the authority is found in the consideration“ authorized by 
the law. z 

Mr. Chairman, so far as the payment of claims is involved this con- 
sideration’ authorized alter the certification of the Secretary of the 
Treasury is the very life of the whole provision, and is the expression 
of the deliberate judgment and intent of Congress announced first in 
the act of June 20, 1874, known as the ‘‘covering-in act,” and again 
declared in the act of June 14, 1878, in the following words: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall report the amount due each claimant 
at the commencement of each on to the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, who shall lay the same before Congress for consideration, 

I desire at this point, Mr. Chairman, in the presence of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], who reported the bill in 1878 which 
contained the clause just quoted, to invite his attention to the cireum- 
stances under which it then found a place in that bill. If I am not in- 
correctly advised this provision of the aet of July 4, 1878, was prepared 
by the officials at the Treasury Department and came to Congress with 
the approval of Mr. SHERMAN, who then presided over that Department 
and who is now a Senator from the State of Ohio. I understand this 
to be the fuct, and will now yield to the gentleman from Georgia to verify 
my statement or correct it if it is not in accord with the facts, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, it has been some time since the pas- 
sage of this act, but the origin of this provision was this: The then 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. SHERMAN, now Senator from Ohio, in 
a communication to Congress, suggested the propriety of a statute of 
limitations in reference to these claims. Having charge of the bill, I 
sent a request to the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare a provision 
in relation thereto. This provision was returned as prepared at the 
Treasury Department. TheSecretary of the Treasury many times spoke 
about the necessity of a statute of limitations being applied to this class 
of claims. That is all there is in relation to it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire also to add, Mr. Chairman, that the re- 
affirmation of this law in the act of July 7, 1884, was again prepared 
by the Treasury officials and had their indorsement when Mr. Folger 
was Secretary of that great Department. But, Mr- Chairman, suppose 
that the construction placed upon this law by the gentleman from Mi- 
nois be a correct one, let us then look for a moment at its practical op- 
erations; that is, if I understood the gentleman from Illinois to insist 
that you must first pay these claims and consider“ them afterwards. 
Now, then, suppose the Chair should hold this provision to bo in har - 
mony with the rules and that in pursuance of such construction Con- 
gress authorizes the payment of claims that may be allowed prior to 
the termination of this fiscal year. It will follow, of course, under the 
law, which still requires their certification to Congress, that in Decem- 
ber next all of these claims adjudicated, allowed, and paid will be certi- 
fied to Congress ſor consideration“ many months after their payment. 
Their first consideration? will be by the Appropriations Committee, 
over which my friend presides, and it is not likely that the committee 
will employ very many days in considering claims that have been paid, 
if indeed they can then be styled claims. However, as the law com- 
mands, they must finally be reported to the House for consideration,“ 
but under the rules Iam unable to determine upon what Calendar they 
will be registered. i 

It will be a most interesting pastime, Mr. Chairman, to review, 
scrutinize, and examine claims months after the claimants have re- 
ceived their money and expended it. Let us look a little further, Mr. 
Chairman, if we can, at the absurd and ludicrous phase of that view 
which calls for consideration after payment. For illustration, let 
us suppose that at the next session it shall appear that John Smith 
has been allowed $100 for a lost horse, and that I have knowledge, as a 
member of the Appropriations Committee or perhaps personal knowl- 
edge, that it is a fraudulent allowance—as fraud has heretofore tainted 
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some of the allowances by the Treasury, without the knowledge, how- 
ever, of the ‘Treasury officials—but, sir, when this fraudulent «laim of 
John Smith comes into the House for review, that John Smith has re- 
ceived and expended the amount of his allowance. I move to strike 
out that item, but under the practical operations of this system I 
would be informed that, Mr. Smith having already obtained his $100, 
the motion would be unavailing. 

But, again, Mr. Chairman, suppose that another John Smith has a claim 
before Congress under this so-called consideration clause of the act of 
July 7, 1884, and that I thereupon move to approve the account; but 
when such motion is entered I am advised that Mr. Smith has already 
secured the money for his lost horse and fearing that the payment may 
be duplicated I at once withdraw the motion. Is it not apparent, 
therefore, to gentlemen on the other side of this question that its prac- 
tical operations would be absurd and ludicrons in the extreme? for it 
is folly to talk of ‘‘ consideration’’ when there is no power either to 
approve or reject a claim. The term implies the right of action, the 

ight of approval, the right of rejection, the right of scrutiny, and all 
those other discretionary powers that connect themselves with its proper 
definition either in law or under any construction that may be had 
under the plain rules of common sense. 

Mr. Chairman, if it be thought advisable to repeal the law requiring 
the consideration“ of Congress before the payment of these claims, 
then I suggest that a bill repealing the peace statutes onght to be 
reported and that no further attempt should be made to evade the 
rules which we have adopted. I shall not be diverted to a discussion 
of the wisdom or unwisdom of this law, but so long, Mr. Chairman, as 
it remains upon the statute books shall insist that the presiding officer 
of this body and the members upon both sides of the House obey its 
ens: 


the same policy 

Mr. CANNON. Will you allow me just there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have not completed my statement. 

Mr. CANNON, But just in that connection, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend, and the committee 
Senate. 


will rise to receive a message from the 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that that body had chosen Hon. JOHN J. INGALLS, a Senator 
from the State of Kansas, as President pro tempore in the absence of the 
Vice-President. 

Italso announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in which 
concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 874) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Roanoke, in Roanoke County, Virginia; 

A bill (S. 875) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 876) to provide for the extension of the public building at 
Lynchburgh, Va.; 

A bill (S. 878) for the improvement and enlargement of the public 
building at Petersburgh, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1027) for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
custom-house and post-oflice at Newport News, in the districtof New- 

News, Va., and making appropriation therefor; . 

A bill (S. 1612) to construct a road from the city of Staunton to the 
national cemetery in the county of Augusta, in the State of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2433) increasing the salary of the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service; 

A bill (S. 366) to amend an act entitled An act to amend an act en- 
titled ‘Anact to encourage the growth of timber in the Western prai- 
ries?’ » 

A bill (S. 70) to grant to the town of Moscow, in Idaho Territory, 
certain lands for cemetery purposes; 

A bill (8. 89) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Com- 

y to construct and maintain s bridge across the Columbia River 
tween the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to estab- 
lish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 664) to provide an additional mode of taking depositions 
of witnesses in the causes pending in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (S. 177) granting a pension to May McCowan; 

A bill (S, 213) for the relief of John Little and Hobert Williams, of 
Omaba, Nebr. ; 

A bill (S. 338) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays; 

A bill (S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

A bill (S. 907) to restore the name of Mrs. Mary M. Bradford to the 
pension-rolis; 


A bill (S. 1008) granting a pension to Amelia M. McAllister; 

A bill (S. 2076) for the relief of George A. Fairbanks; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 15) for the erection and location of a bronze 
statue of Christopher Columbus, and the removal of the Naval Monu: 
ment to a ney site. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. Chairman, I was about to observe that I hoped 
that my views were in harmony with those of the eminent chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, for as I turn to the record of the 
House I find that on the 6th day of January, 1890, he introduced a 
bill which I fully indorse, providing that all laws heretofore made 
for the appropriation of moneys from the general for perma- 
nent specific and permanent indefinite objects, except so far as they 
provide appropriations for the sinking fund, for payment of interest, 
premium, or principal of the public debt, or of the bonds known as the 
3.65 bonds of the District of Columbia,” ete., shall be repealed. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask my colleague a question here. 
That bill repealed the requirement for the purchase of so much silver 
every month; and I hope that he will watch that point particularly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My colleague from Missouri is always sound au- 
thority on the silver question. I did not suspect that there was any 
“stalking horse“ in the bill; but if there is I do not indorse it, for Iam 
in favor of an affluent silver circulation, 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In just a moment. I simply introduced this bill 
and put it in evidence to show the position of my friend from Illinois 
upon the general policy of indefinite appropriations, ~> 

Mr. CANNON. Iam in favor of repealing the most of the permanent 
specific and indefinite appropriations; but it is merely a matter of ap- 
propriation. Now, in this case—and here is the distinction—there was 
a permanent indefinite appropriation for the payment of these services 
up to 1874. That provision was repealed; if it had not been repealed 
there would be no necessity for this discussion, because the warrant 
would be drawn as the amount was ascertained to be due. Now, under 
the rules of this House I claim that it is in order here to enact au ap- 
propriation for the payment of these claims for these services for the 
next four months and a half; in other words, it is to make an appropria- 
tion to carry out existing unrepealed law, and, under Rule XI and 
clause 2 of Rule XIX, the committee has authority to report this ap- 
propriation, 

Mr. Y. Why, the statement of the gentleman from Illinois 
is proof conclusive to me that he did not hear my argument upon this 
question; he must have been in the cloak-room [laughter]; because 
I have swept away every shadow and vestige for any such proposition 
as that to rest on. 

Mr. Chairman, many changes have been made in the rules, and of 
these quite a number were adopted against the earnest protest of this 
side of the House, but clause 2 of Rule XXI, which was clause 3 of 
Rule XXI under the old code, has been retained. This action was taken 
by the Republican Representatives in caucus without any aid what- 
ever from the Democratic Representatives on this floor. I do not de- 
sire to invoke any partisan feeling by this reference, but make it that 
the truth of history, as I understand it, may be preserved. Mr. Chair- 
man, the Republican caucus refused to adopt the proposition submitted 
by the geutleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], which permitted leg- 
islation to be incorporated in appropriation bills, and it is in view of 
thisaction, therefore, which was had after ample discussion, that T appeal 
to the Chairman and to the majority on this floor not to do by indi- 
rection that which you have refused to approve on a direct vote. 

If, in your judgment, the present law is obnoxions it can be easily re- 
pealed, because, as you well understand, there are now legislative brakes 
upon the minority, and itis thus easy for the majority to express its 
views upon any question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, coming to the effects of the proviso under con- 
sideration I may say, first, that it removes one of the safeguards which 
for sixteen years have operated to protect the Treasury and in several 
instances prevented the payment of fraudulent claims, most notably 
and recently the insurance claims, amounting to nearly $100,000, Its 
second effect is important in the view that it makes the appropriations 
of the House indefinite and renders it almost impossible to determine 
at the end of the session their zate. : 

I think I voice the sentiment of this side of the House when I affirm 
that we desire the appropriations to be so stated that at the end of the 
session we may be able to ascertain the sum total of all the expendi- 
tures of the Government. I do not think, therefore, that the gentle- 
men on the other side ought, on an appropriation bill and in disregard 
of the rules, to change the existing law,” so that we may not be able to 
accurately state the appropriations of the session. 

Mr. BLAND. rise toa point of order. There is so much confu- 
sion in the Hall, lly outside of the bar of the House, that it is 
very difficult for gentlemen to speak or to be heard when they do speak. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is unable to hear what the gentleman 
says. 

Mr. BLAND, The point of order I make is that it is very difficult 
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for gentlemen to speak and it is almost impossible to hear gentlemen 
when they do speak. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that a tragic occur- 
rence which has just taken place outside of the Hall is the occasion of 
the confusion; but I will endeavor to proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. Chairman. now let us look at the effect of this proposition in 
rendering it dificult to ascertain the sum total of the appropriations of 
the session. The appropriation carried in this bill for the pay of two 
and three year volunteers amounts to $234,090.25, whereas the amount 
required for this purpose for the fiscal year which has just closed was 
$522,548.40. The amount carried in this bill under the bounty act of 
July 28, 1866, is $33,926.77, whereas there was required for the fiscal 
year 1889 $100,283.47. Theamouut for the bounty of volunteers, their 
widows, and legal heirs is $243,883.11, whereas during the fiscal year 
just closed it required $545,335.55 to discharge these obligations. The 
amount in the bill for payments for horses and other property is $118,- 
706.51, whilst the appropriation in the last fiscal year was $133,557.74. 

The provision for commutation of rations is $31,023.11, while for 
last year it was $31,262.94. In other words, Mr. Chairman, in the 
fiscal year 1889, for the payment of the obligations covered by these 
five items, there was appropriated $1,332,988.10, whilst this bill car- 
ries only $711,629.75, the effect of its provisions based on the appro- 
-priations for the last fiscal year being to conceal, for the time at least, 
$621,358.35 of the expenditures that will be necessary to discharge the 
obligations of the current year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all that we insist upon is the enforcement of the 
law. If you desire to change it we ask that it shall be done under the 
rule. We object to the proposed changes in existing law for the reasons 
to which I have adverted, and especially for the reason that it renders 
uncertain the amount of our appropriations and withdraws these claims 
from the supervision and scrutiny of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the prompt payment of all just claims 

the Government; but, sir, it matters not how meritorious; they 
should be carefully examined in the interest of the tax-payers as well 
as honest claimants, and whatever may be the method of payment it 
should have the merit of stating the exact and specific sum that may 
be required. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, after the remarks of 
the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON ], and ially after the 
remarks of my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], I doubt if very 
much more is needed in the way of discussion of this point, but in 
order that the House may thoroughly comprehend the scope of this 
provision of the bill I desire to be somewhat explicit as to what is 
proposed, especially as the gentleman from Missouri indicates that pos- 
sibly the Committee of the Whole will be called to express its opinion 
as well as the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman in charge of the bill intend 
to close the discussion upon this point of order? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; I expect to close the discus- 
sion at the end of my remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Then, will the gentleman permit me to be heard 
for a few minutes before he concludes? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; go right ahead now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the question involved in this point 
of order is one to which I have paid some attention. The same point 
was made during the first session of the last Congress under nearly 
similar, or perhaps exactly similar, conditions to those which exist in 
this case, The point of order, as I understand it, is made upon the 
following words in the pending bill: 

And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 
to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 

There is also in the next aph a similar clause, and a third one 
in the succeeding paragraph, so that the point of order covers three 
clauses in the bill. 

The Jaw on this subject has been cited. It is found in the act of 
July 7, 1884, Statutes at Large, volume 3, page 253, and is in these 
words: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the commencement of cach ses- 
sion of Congress, report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been 
allowed in whole or in part to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before their respect- 
ive Houses for consideration. 

In pursuance of these statutes the Secretary of the Treasury has trans- 
mitted to this House, in the manner indicated in the statute, a docu- 
ment which I hold in my hand and which is entitled: House Mis. 
Doc. 144, Fifty-first Congress, first session. Claims allowed by account- 
ing officers of the Treasury. Letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting schedules of claims allowed by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury under appropriations balances of which have been ex- 
hausted or carried to the surplus fund. 

This document was refi to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed on the 23d day of January, 1890, and it includes, 
I believe, the claims allowed up to the beginning of this Congress, ag- 
gregating $1,232,000. The document contains 152 pages, and I ask the 
‘attention of the committee and of the Chair to the fact that the name 
of each claimant is given in the document, with the amount found to 


be due him, and I wish to point out the fact that by the clause in the 
bill this executive document is referred to. 

Each one of these claims, therefore, covered in this document is ap- 
propriated for by the terms of this bill, as follows: 

That for payment of amounts tor arrears of pay of two and three year volun- 


teers, certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury, as set forth 
a <a Executive Document No, 144, Fifty-first Congress, first session, 8281. 


So that the pending bill adopts the document which I hold in my 
hand and makes appropriation for the persons therein named. It is 
substantially a specific appropriation by Congress of the sams named 
in this document as due to these various individuals. Under the terms 
of the pending bill, taken in connection with the document to which 
I refer, the Secretary of the Treasury would be bornd to pay each of 
these items; he could not divert a dollar of this appropriation to any 
other purpose. These sums, as members will see, range all the way 
from $500 or $600 down to as small an amount as 50 cents. 

An appropriation in this form, referring to an official document, in 
which the claims are specifically stated, is a compliance with existing 
law. That is what the law means. It is just what the statute which 
Ihave read calls for. Now, will it be pretended that you can go further 
in view of that statute and provide in this bill: 

And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified to 
be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1590, s0 
much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated? 

Why, sir, the fiscal year 1890 is not yet euded. It will not end until 
the 30th of June next. Hence, under this provision, we are asked to 
appropriate indefinitely any amount under these three items (to only 
one of whic’: I have referred) that may be allowed between the begin- 
ning of this Congress and the close of the present fiscal year. 

Now, I w nt to ask the honorable gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ], who is going to address the Chair and the committee, under 
this kind of legislation what becomes of the security that Congress, in 
the law to which I have called attention, has undertaken to reserve to 
itself by providing for a scrutiny on its part of each of these claims 
before their final payment? 

Under the existing law and with this pamphlet before us any mem- 
ber of this Committee of the Whole has the right to move an amend- 
ment providing that no part of this money shall be paid to John 
Smith or A B.” whose claim is set forth in this document. In that way 
we may disallow any of these claims, That is just what the law in- 
tended Congress should doif it desired to do so. It was thedesign that 
we might know to whom this money was to be paid and how much 
to each person, in order that Congress might reject any one of these 
individual claims, If this point of order should not be sustained the 
existing law will have been evaded and Congress deprived of its right 
to serutinize every claim, or, as the law says, to consider every claim 
before it shall be paid. 

The difference here, it seems to me, is the difference between appro- 
priating indefinitely for the payment of whatever judgments may be 
allowed by the Curt of Claims and appronriating specifically for the 
payment of a jadgment after that judgment has been certified to this 
House. The gentleman would certainly not contend that it would be 
in order to put on this bill or on the sundry civil bill an appropriation 
for the payment of every judgment that the Court of Claims may render 
during the fiscal year. Yet that is substantially what is done here, 
except that the Court of Claims has a higher judicial character than 
belongs to the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, who are 
merely er parte examiners of claims against the Government. It would 
be much more in accordance with right and justice if it should be pro- 
posed to make an unlimited appropriation in the sundry civil bill to 
pay every judgment that might be rendered during the fiscal year by 
the Court of Claims. The gentleman certainly would not say that that 
was an appropriation authorized by law. 

Now, as to whether these claims are authorized by Jaw or not, wedo 
not know whether they are authorized by law until it has been certi- 
fied to us that the accounting officers have found them to be due. Prior 
to that they are simply claims against the Government. Alfter their 
adjudication and certification they become demands which we are un- 
der an obligation to pay. That obligation does not exist previously. 
None of the persons named here could have gone to the Treasury and 
demanded one cent; nonecould have gone to the Court of Claims, even 
if the six-year limitation had not expired, and demanded judgment 
for these amounts. These claims could not, therefore, be demands au- 
thorized by law until the ptoper accounting officers or the proper court 
had found the sums due to the claimants. 

Therefore, I hold that this point of order is well taken. To depart 
from the existing law on this subject is to override all the precedents 
of the past and to make it possible for this House to make any appro- 
priation, definite or otherwise, for the payment of any claim that may 
hereafter be made against this Government, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] proceeds I wish to make a single observation in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who rested his claim for the 
validity of this proviso upon clause 3 of Rule XI, which, among other 
things, refers to the Committee on Appropriations appropriations for 
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deficiencies. In answer to that statement, I desire merely to say that 
this proviso, which I hold is obnoxions to the point of is not for 
a deficiency. A deficiency is an indebtedness which has already ac- 
erued under existing Jaw. This is in anticipation of a deficiency, not 
for an existing deficiency. But even if it were a deficiency it could 
not, under clause2 of Rule XXI, change theexisting law, which requires 
that all these claims shall be- reviewed, examined, scrutinized—in one 
baka considered—by Congress with a view to their allowance or re- 
ection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Before entering upon my line of argu- 
ment on this point, I wish to state for the information of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that in the sundry civil act of 1879 Con- 
giess did appropriate $125,000 in advance for matters to be allowed by 
the Court of Claims; and that has been repeatedly done by Congress; 
matters to be allowed by the Court of Claims have been anticipated by 
an appropriation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have indefinite appropriations to pay judgments 
of the Court of Claims been heretofore passed by Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; specific appropriations in ad- 
vance of the allowance of claims. One was the act of 1879, which the 
gentleman will find in the United States Statutes at Large, volume 20. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What were the claims for which such appropria- 
tion was made in advance? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ihave not the particular claim in my 
mind, but they were claims before the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman say that those appropriations 
were made before the allowance of the claims? 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; they were specific appropri- 
ations made in advance of the allowance of the claims. This is not the 
only one. I turned to it because I have it on my desk, and refer the 
gentleman to it in answer to his question. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Was no point of order made against such ap- 
propriations ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know whether any point of 
order was made or not, but in answer to the gentleman’s question I 
have merely stated there were specific appropriations made in advance 
of the allowances of these claims by the Court of Claims. The fact 
is conclusive so far as the objection made by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is concerned. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the House to the bill 
under consideration. On page 15, section 2, where the point of order 
is made—let me first read that part to which there is no objection: 

Sec. 2. That for payment of amounts for arrears of pay of two and three 
year volunteers, certified to be due by the acounting officers of the Treasury, 
as set forth in House Executive Document No. 14, Fifty-first Congress, first ses- 
sion, $281,090.25, 

That amount we specifically appropriate. That amount we have re- 
ported to us in executive documents. We want further to anticipate 
the allowances to be made by the auditing officers from thistime to the 
30th day of June next. Then we make this additional provision, which 
is the provision objected to and upon which the point of order is made: 

And for the Loe pnt of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 
to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated, 

That is what is objected to. 

Before considering that further I wish to stop here and say for the 
information of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock ERV] who esti- 
mates that the indefinite amount of appropriations will be something 
over $600,000, that if he will turn to Executive Document No. 116 of 
the present session of this Congress, and to the letter which the com- 
mittee received from the Secretary of the Treasury, he will find the 
estimate for the entire amount of indefinite appropriation in this sec- 
ond section, instead of being $600,000, is only $487,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I based it on the appropriation of 1889. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam basing it on the statement in the 
Secretary’s letter and estimates to this House. There is no use deal- 
ing with the dead past when we have the living present before us. 
Touching the question of jurisdiction, in addition to the point which 
has been made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], I wish 
to say that these are debts due under existing law, due many of them 
from twenty-five to twenty-eight years. If the question of jurisdiction 
is raised, pnquestionably Executive Document No. 16, sent to the House 
of Representatives, gives jurisdiction over this whole question. 

What is the object and scope of this legislation? Let me dwell on 
that a moment, so we may know what we are trying to accomplish. 
Suppose the auditing officers of the Government audited and allowed 
$100,000 for back pay and bounty and like matters for January and 
$100,000 for February, commencing at the end of the short session; it 
would be too late for us before the 4th day of March to get that into 
the general deficiency bill. Congress adjourns on the 4th of March. 
You will observe these allowances are made at the rate of $100,000 a 
month, and they are made up of small claims, as I have already shown 
you, such as the loss of a horse and so on, made up of a large number 
of small items, dripping like the dew on barren homes where they re- 
quire something to refresh them. 

Congress adjourns on the 4th of March to meet again in December 


following. In January $100,000 of these claims are allowed and in 
February $100,000. In March, April, May, June, and so on, no Con- 
gress is here to appropriate for the amounts allowed at the rate of $100- 
000 a month. Congress meets in December following. We have to or- 
pe, committees have to be appointed, and as we have seen it will 

February following before even the urgent deficiency bill can be 
brought into the House to provide for these claims which have been 
audited and allowed. These soldiers therefore have to wait for many 
months—for at least twelve or eighteen months—before an appropria- 
tion can be made to provide for the payment of such claims, against 
which not a man has raised a question. I have been connected with 
the Committee on Appropriations for six years and I have yet to see any 
one of these claims traversed, and I challenge any man to name any one 
of these claims which has been traversed or thrown aside by Congress, 
That being the case in reference to these claims allowed by the account- 
ing officers, it will be seen, even if we attempt to consider these little 
claims, amounting to tens of thousands of dollars, it will be impossible 
to examine them all. It is simply impossible to do so. 

If we are going now into all of these claims and going into them 
fairly, it is manifest that we could not do it ourselves, and so we are 
forced to take the findings of the accounting officers of the Government, 
which are taken as a matter of course and put into the appropriation 
bill as they should be, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. With pleasure, although I have been 
quite lenient in yielding to interruptions and would prefer to proceed 
in my own way. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But the gentleman, I know, desires to be exact 
in his statements, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I only wanted to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the $10,000 or $12,000 of horse claims which were manufact- 
ured and sent here for adjudication and afterwards found to be fraud- 
ulent and were not paid. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. And they were adjudicated and found 
to be fraudulent, not by Congress, but before Congress appropriated a 
dollar, and as a matter of fact not a dollar was ever appropriated for 
them. Congress made no detection in that case. And right upon that 
point, for I am obliged to my friend from Georgia for calling my atten- 
tion to it, because there are those in the House who are earnest in the 
interests of the soldiers, as they say, but swift to find technical points 
of law to fire into them and always, as my smiling friend from Missouri, 
who sits in front of me, says, for the purpose of defending their 
rights!“ The case referred to by the gentleman from Georgia only 
gives force and point to my position. 

But I asked the anditing officers for information upon this very sub- 
ject, as to the probability of collusion or fraud, and whether there was 
a chance for a fraud to be perpetrated upon Congress, and I am going to 
read in this connection portions of a letter received from the Second 
Auditor, extracts from a letter bearing upon this very point. And 
here let me say, Mr. Chairman, that, with the law of July 7, 1884, be- 
fore him, the Second and Third Auditors of the Treasury with the law 
before them, all of these accounting officers have recommended the leg- 
islation which we have incorporated in this bill. 

But to recur to this letter. When the Second and Third Auditors 
were before us or our subcommittee we invited their attention to the 
question whether there was danger in legislating in advance in regard 
to these claims, and I will read now extracts from this letter, bearing 
date February 21, 1890: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S Orrice, 
Washington, D. O., February 21, 1890. 


Sır: Yesterday you made an inquiry as to the danger of allowing and payin; 
questionable or fraudulent claims in the event of appropriations being provid 
in advance for the payment of claims for arrears of pay and bounty. In reply 

you were informed, in effect, that it was not believed to be possible that fraudu- 
ent claims could be passed and paid through this office. 


And my friend from Georgia will remember that the matter to which 
he referred, resulting from collusion in the office, caused a strengthen- 
ing of their lines in the office against fraud at every point, 


Although this general reply appeared to be accepted as satisfactory, it occurs 
to me that a few details will not be out of place, and I have therefore the honor 
to submit the following statement: 

Every claim for arrears of pay and bounty presented to this office, before it 
can be allowed and certified to the Second Comptroller, must pa through the 
hands of one or more examiners and then be submitted toa rd of review, 
composed of clerks of large experience and undoubted integrity. It then goes 
to another clerk for settlement, after which it is scrutinized by a special ex- 
aminer and passed to the Second Comptroller. The examiners never know 
what claims will be given them for examination— 


No chance for collusion; no chance now for conspiracy— 


nor have they any means of knowing what member of the board of review will 
go over their work; neither can they know what settling clerk will act upon 
the case, There therefore, no Ranger of a doubtful claim being passed by 
Soles between the examining clerks, the board of review, and the settling 
clerks, 

As a matter of precaution and also as a matter of convenience to the Pa 
pn Be pag claimants are required to sign duplicate receipts either while the 
claims are pending or after they have been certified to the Second Comptroller, 
Their signatures to zeco pis are verified by comparison with signatures 
on the original applications foot in case or living soldiers) on the muster and pay 
rolls. This matter of verification is not left to the clerk who made the settle- 
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ment. If the receipts are filed before the completion of the case, they go to the 
ptrolier’s Office, and any discrepancy fs open to detection in that office, If 
they are filed after the case has been completed, the verification is intrusted to 
a clerk who has had nothing to do either with the examination or settlement of 
theclaim, Signatures by mark must be witnessed by two “a ST persons, and 
extra care is exercised in all such cases (sce inclosure No. I). 
Finally, if any apparent irregularity is discovered or even if a suspicion of 
larity arises at any of the adjudication in this office, the case is taken 
out of the pay and bounty division and referred to another division for inves- 
tigation through the agents of the Secret Service. This may appear to be an 
unnecessarily cumbersome method of auditing claims, but long experience has 
taught this office that the allowance of questionable claims can only be pre- 
vented by unceasing vigilance and extreme care and caution. Nothing is taken 
for granted or left to chance, but every precaution is adopted to protect the in- 
terests of the Government as well as the rights of honest claimants. The re- 
sult is a system under which it is believed that no fraudulent claim for arrears 
of pay and bounty could be successfully engineered through this office, 

This, Mr. Chairman, is enough to show the care, then, and a case can 
not be found in years where a traudulent claim has been adjudicated 
under the provisions of the rules adopted there. 

Now, it is proper to state another thing in this connection, This is 
not a novel proposition. It is not the first time that it has been done. 
In the Forty-sixth Congress, a Democratic Congress, $250,000 was ap- 
propriated in advance, anticipating the allowance of such claims, and 
in the Forty-seventh Congress, a Kepublican Congress, $975,000 of ad- 
vance appropriations was made to meet such claims as that on file to- 
day. The Forty-eighth Congress adopted a different rule, which has 
been adhered to ever since. In the last Congress Mr. Laird, of Ne- 
braska, offered a similar amendment to the pending appropriation bill. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who stands by his ruling 
to-day, as I note with satisiaction, then in the chair, ruled out the 
amendment on the point of order then made. 

In that memorable debate, in which I played but a small part, the 
present Speaker of this House, Mr. REED, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Mr. 
CANNON, and others fought for the proposition which we are contend- 
ing for in this bill. The point of order was made against it by the 
distinguished gentleman from Missouri, our lamented brother, Judge 
Burnes, that it changed existing law. Mr. REED asked v hat law, and 
forced the gentleman in charge of the bill at that time, Judge Burnes, 
to answer asto what lawit changed. Judge Burnes, I think, was prob- 
ably taken by surprise in the debate, and did not put it upon the ground 
upon which the gentleman from Illinois, then in the chair, made the 
ruling, that it changed the act of 1884, July 7, section 2, but that it 
changed the custom and existing law, but not naming the act of 1834. 
That point was overruled by the gentleman then in the chair, and he 
put it on the ground which has been made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, that it changed existing law, namely, the act of 1884. 

Now, that is the only question before the House to-day. Does this 
proposition change existing law ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption in order 
to correct him ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will be very glad to be interrupted 
for that purpose if I am incorrect, which is altogether possible. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have in my hand the ninety-fifth volume of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, containing that debate, and here is what 
transpired: 

Mr, Reep. Will the tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burnes] have the kind- 
ness to state what existing law he regards this as in conflict with? 

Mr. Bunxrs. In objecting to the consideration of this amendment, I do it 
because the proposition is not in order inasmuch as it changes existing law; and 


in answer to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] I refer him to the act called 
the covering-in act, of March 3, 1871. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know, and we are talking of theact 
of 1884. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Texas for reading the 
RECORD, which I do not have at hand at this time, and referring to the 
covering: in act of ten years before, and it was the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [ Mr. SPRINGER] who put his side of the House right, and upon the 
only ground on which it was debatable, namely, the act of ten years 
previous, What you have just read confirms my statement. I read 
that all over yesterday, and my good friend will find I am correctabout it. 

Mr, SAYERS. But I understood the gentleman to state a few mo- 
ments ago that Mr. Burnes, in answer to a question of Mr. REED—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the gentleman based his motion 
on his point of order against it as contravening existing law and custom. 

I said it contravened the act of July 7, 1884, and further on you will 
find that it referred to the custom. You read on and you will find that 
the judge further spoke of it in debate. 

Mr, SAYERS. I do not so understand, I will say to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. He did not rest upon the point that 
you are now contending for, the act of 1884, but on custom and the 
act of 1874. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, law-makers always have some motive, of course, 
when they enact a law. Sometimes they are pretty hasty in it; some- 
times amendments not well considered are sprung in debate and get into 
bills which do not perfectly carry out the motives of the mover. If 
the proposition does not carry out what the mover intended that is his 
fault. Now, in this act of 1884—— 

Mr. SAX ERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him there? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would rather you would interrupt 
me at the end of a sentence. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will wait the pleasure of the gentleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, no; you can go on now. You 
have stopped me and I will hear yon, 

Mr. SAYERS. During the debate to which I have referred Mr, 
Burnes made a statement, and said: 

Mr, Chairman, I think I have been sufficiently indulgent toward the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Reep]and the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. ce | If 
this wero a new question I might be entirely willing to yield further, and to 
have time occupied in the continued discussion of this matter. But, sir, it is no 
new question. This proposition is in contravention of the settled policy of Con- 
2 ever since 1874. It is in contravention of the practice which prevailed 

ere and of the decisions of this House upon this very question. é 
* * 


Mr. Reep. There is no existing law in this case. 

Mr. Bunxrs. But the fact that what Ihave stated has been done is a sufficient 
warning to us to follow the law which provides that Congress shall receive these 
reports of the aceounting officers of the Treasury and give them consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why, can you not see that the act of 
1884 is not referred to in this debate, and that is what he says about 
that? There was no question abont that. If you will look a little 
further, you will see that the gentleman from Iowa answered him on 
that point. It never was upon 

Mr. SAYERS. The act of 1874 not being in force. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You will see the ruling on it, and I 
answered it further on. There is some good reading further on if you 
take it all in, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this proposition in our bill is to make a suffi- 
cient appropriation to pay these claimsup to June 30 next, and this 
which I read is claimed as being in contravention of that law, or that, 
if we pass this proposition into law, we practically repeal this law or 
make an appropriation in defiance of it. Now, let us read this: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the commencement of each ses- . 


sion of Congress, report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been 
allowed in whole or in part to the Speaker of the House of eee and 
the presiding officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before their respect- 
ive Roasts or consideration, 

There is not an expenditure made by any Department of this Gov- 
ernment that is not reported by the Department to Congress for its con- 
sideration, not one. There is not a pension claim allowed or paid but 
what is reported for consideration of Congress, and I challenge any 
lawyer or living man to find one word or sentence in the statute that 
prohibits us from making this appropriation. How easily it could have 
been done if the law-maker had wanted to do so. Is there anything 
in this proposition or in this bill which will stop any act that must 
be performed under the statute of 1884? That is the point that I want 
gentlemen taking part in this discussion to consider, 

If we repeal existing law by this legislation we stop the machinery 
somewhere moving in pursuance of that law. Do we stop the andit- 
ing officer? do we stop the examining clerk? do we stop the board of 
review? do we stop the Comptroller? or do we stop the Secretary of 
the Treasury? No man knowing the law and this proposed legislation 
can answer ‘‘yes.’? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman allow me right there to ask 
him a question? ` 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. How would it be possible, if this proposition is 
passed and the claims are paid, that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
certify the same to Congress for consideration ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is not the slightest trouble about 
it in the world. My friend from Georgia and my friend from Missouri 
have had something to say about the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
this provision of July 7, 1884, was prepared by Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Would it be a claim after it had been paid and 
extinguished? Could it then be certified for consideration? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It does not make any difference. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. You would not have anything here as to the ex- 
istenceof the claim. It would be a claim which had been extinguished. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My triend’s question does not answer 
mine. We do not stop that from being done. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, But it is no claim. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do not get away from the real issne. 
Do not discuss the custom, but meet the real issue, namely: Does this 
bill change existing law or stop any act that the law of 1884 requires? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is exactly what I want to do. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do we stop by this legislation one 
single act required to be done by the act of July 7, 1884? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. My point, ifthe gentleman will understand me, 
is that you do prevent the Secretary of the Treasury from certifying 
existing claims under existing law. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Isay this does not do that, and you 


can not find it in the law. A 

Mr. CLEMENTS, All the Secretary of the Treasury could do would 
be to certify the papers relating to claims that had been paid off and 
extinguished. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why, all the Departments certify pay- 
ments to us after they have been made. We want the information, and 
the fellow who framed this law evidently wanted to know what is going 
on. Now, my eloquent and skillful friend from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY], a better lawyer than doctor—though a delightful doctor and law- 
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yer both—and, my friend from New York says, above all things an ele- 
gant politician [laughter], refers to this having been drawn by Secre- 
tary Sherman, and the Secretary of the Treasury is invited into this 
discussion. Well, I had a li inclination myself this morning to 
know how the Secretary of the Treasury could be recommending this 
legislation with the law before him as interpreted by the gentleman 
from Georgia [ Mr. CLEMENTS] and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Dockery], so I sent the Secretary this telegram: 
Hovss or Representatives, February 28, 1890. 


Dear Sin: Will the advance appropriations proposed in section 2 of the ur- 
geut deficiency bill suspend the operation of net of July 7, 1884, requiring 
amounts found due claimants to be certified to Congress for consideration? In 
other words, if the proposed advance appropriations are made, will the claims 
which may be paid therefrom have to be certified to Congress under said act of 
18847 


chat Budcommtitce eo A ay 
rman of Subcommittee on popri — 8 
Hon. WILLIAM WINDONM, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

To that in due time I received this reply: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 28. 
Hon. D. B, HENDERSON: 

J do not think that the provision in the urgent deficiency bill referred to by 
you re the requirement of the act of July 7, 1884, directing the Secretary 
of the ury to report to Congress the amount found due to claimants, 

WAL WINDOM, Secretary. 

Not a requirement in the act of 1884 is touched by the legislation 
* in this bill, and yet we are told that we are repealing existing 

w! I present the bill to the Secretary of the Treasury and I say to 
him: Will you be required to suspend any act now being performed 
by the officers under you if this bill becomes a law?” And the Secre- 
tary answers: Not one.“ And yet, Mr. Chairman, we are told that 
this is changing existing law ! 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will allow me, nothing that I 
have said in any wise controverts that telegram which the gentleman 
has just read from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am glad to hear it. We are getting 
a convert to the right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ofcourse the Secretary would have to certify those 
claims; but I have shown, at least to my own satisfaction, the absurdity 
of considering here claims that had been paid six or eight months be- 
fore. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it does not interrupt the 

tleman, I wish to make a suggestion. If I understand the present 
iy. the Secretary of the Treasury has no power under it to pay these 
claims before they are certified to Congress. This provision gives him 
the power to pay them prior to certification. Now, if that be correct, 
then this provision does not suspend any action of the Secretary of the 
Treasury under existing law, but it amplifies his power. 

He can go ahead and do exactly what he could do under the old law, 
but, in addition thereto, he can pay these claims in advance of certifi- 
cation, whereas under existing law he can not pay until he has certi- 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In reply to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, I will simply say that the Secretary of the Treasury can not pay 
any claim until he has the money; and that is all there is to that point. 
Under the present law the Secretary can pay whenever he gets the 
money, and this does not change the law. This does not say anything 
to him about payment. He can pay whenever we give him the money 
to pay, and that is what we are going to do now, and not keep these 
poor soldiers and soldiers’ widows waiting a year and a half longer. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman permit me another question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have been more 
than indulgent with my friends in this debate, and I promised that we 
would not consume more than an hour this morning. We have spent 
over two; but I will hear you. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. My question is right on this point. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, I will hear another question 
from my friend from Georgia. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If there is money already appropriated for this 
purpose unexpended (and there has been some and is probably some 
now), would the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized under exist- 
ing law to apply any part of that money to these claims that have been 
audited before they were certified to Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; because the money was appropri- 
ated for specific cases for the payment of the claims of the persons named 
in certain executive documents. 

Mr. BLAND. Then, clearly, this does change existing law. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Clearly not. Now, Mr. Chairman, act- 
ing in perfectly good faith toward my friends upon the other side and 
upon this side, I have permitted this debate to run on at great length, 
and I must now ask that it be closed by the ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has permitted this debate to be ex- 
tended because of the importance of the question and because of the 
grave doubt which the Chair entertains as to the point raised by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS]. It is one of those ques- 


` tions that the Chair feels called upon to submit to the committee it- 


self for determination, because the sympathies of the Chair are so 


strongly in favor of the geen submitted by the Committee on 
Appropriations that he is a ensive that bis judgment might be 
Ww The Chair will ore submit the question to the committee. 

The question was taken on 8 ing the point of order raised by Mr. 
CLEMENTS, and the Chairman d that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND, Let us have a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 78. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CLEMENTS and Mr. HENDERSON, of 
Iowa, were appointed. 

The 3 again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 92, 
noes, 94. 

So the point of order was not sustained. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ cents,” in line 13, strike out the following: 

“And for the payment of such amount additional thereto as may be certified 
to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment I have just submitted brings to the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole the policy of the proposition reported by the majority of 
the Committee on Appropriations. Under the law as it now stands 
each of these claims, before it can be paid, must be eertified to Congress, 
and Congress, after careful consideration, must appropriate the money. 
I confess that this seems to me good policy as to all claims against the 
Government. In regard to the method of our ap ation, I would 
like to see indefinite permanent appropriations d tinued so far as 
possible, and specific annual appropriations by Congress substituted 
therefor, I think that the more completely we hold in our hands the 
purse-Strings the better it is for the people of the country and for the 
Government. 

I have served on the Committee on Appropriations a very few weeks; 
but I have already observed that the tendency of all Executive Depart- 
ments is to spend more money than Congress is willing to appropriate. 
In other words, the executive tendency—the tendency of the man who 
spends—is to amplify his powers, to increase his jurisdiction, becanse he 
thinks he sees that thereby he increases the efficiency of his work. 
Even where he is an honest, law-abiding man, he believes that it is 
better for his particular Department (and his horizon is limited by his 
own work) that he should make an expenditure and ask Congress for 
a deficiency rather than have the expenditure provided for in advance 
by Congress, 

This tendency is constantly increasing; and every time we make a 
permanent appropriation or an indefinite appropriation we accelerate 
this tendency. And while perhaps, in reference to the class of claims 
now under consideration, this method of appropriation is least censur- 
able and the demand for a change of policy least urgent, the same 
general argument which seeks to justify an indefinite appropriation in 
this case can be made in favor of every honest claimant. The argument 
in brief is that when the proper officers of this Government find thata 
certain sum is due by the Government to a claimant the claim becomes 
an honest debt; that it does not become a great and wealthy Govern- 
ment to delay the payment of an honest claimant, and that therefore, 
as we have to trust somebody, it is better to trust the appropriate ac- 
counting officers and provide in advance the money, so that they may 
pay the debt when it has been audited. And the argument applies to 
paint creditor of the Government whose claim under the law has to be 
audited. 

Now, I think it is best that, not carried away by sympathy, not led 
astray by the merits of a particularclaim that may come up—it is best 
that we should let the principle of the law as it now is control this 
question. 

Mr. PETERS. We come now face to face with the discussion of the 
policy of this provision, having decided that it does not change exist- 
ing law. Much has been said in regard to the policy of making ap- 
propriations in advance. But little, if anything, it seems to me, need 
be said in favor of that policy. I shall not enter into a general disens- 
sion of the tendency of legislation. I shall not now call attention to 
any nefarious tendency that legislation of this class may or may not 
haye. I wish to state succinctly the points that are intended to be ac- 
complished by this policy. 

Suppose I am entitled to a bounty under some one of the numerous 
bounty acts. I make my application to the Treasury Department. 
My case is passed upon by a trial court. In the case of a bounty the 
claim is first considered by the Second Auditor, who examines the evi- 
dence, audits the claim, deciding first whether I am entitled to any- 
thing under the bounty laws, and, second, if entitled to anything, what 
amount I should be allowed. The claim is then sent to the Second 
Comptroller, and, if he concurs with the finding of the Auditor, the ad- 
judicating power of this Government, so lar as that claim is concerned, 
isatan end. But the final decision of this tribunal is made time and 
again sixteen months in advance of any possible chance to obtain pay- 
ment of the claim. 

I have allowed the Government to retain my money withoutinterest 


for twenty-five years. That money was as rightfully due me in 1865 as it 
isto-day. Yet, notwithstanding the fact that for various reasons I may 
have loaned the Government money for twenty-five years without in- 
terest (for that is what the transaction amounts to), when it decides that 
I am entitled to this money, I am put off for sixteen months longer be- 
cause there are no means at the command of the Pa eral 
with which to meet the judgment. 

Now, the policy or ohject of the contemplated change is that when 
these adjudicatiog officers of the Treasury Department have decided 
that I am entitled, for instance, to $100, the Paymaster-General may 
draw his warrant at once, without waiting the slow process of an ap- 

priation to be made subsequently by Congress, There is no justice 
in the delay. If there ever wasa time when a single claim of this 
character upon hy these adjudicating officers of the Treasury De- 
partment had been revised by Congress and disallowed, there might be 
some excuse for this delay. If there were any opportunity for frand, 
there might besomeexcuse. But all these possibilities have been fore- 
closed, guarded against. Checks have been provided in the various 
branches of the Treasury Department against the improper allowance 
of these claims. 2 

An appropriation of this character is the only way in which adjudi- 
cation of these claims by the accounting officers can be provided for by 
Congress. Hence, when you come right down to the concise statement, 
the only reason for delaying these appropriations is that this great and 
grand Government may have the use of the money of the poor soldier 
for months longer, when it already has had the use of it for over twenty- 
five years. I can not see any good reason for continuing such a policy 
as that. 

Mr. Chairman, in a number of claims of the same class appropriations 
are made in advance, Take one item in this bill of $60,000; it is for 
artificial limbs. The present policy would require that these claims 
should be adjudicated before we make appropriations for them. Do we 
do so? No, sir. Yet in every one of these cases the Surgeon-General’s 
Office is required to ascertain, first, whether the man lost a limb; second, 
whether he has ever received any money for an artificial limb; third, 
whether he has received within five years any money for that purpose, 
These things are required to be adjudicated before any claim of this 
character is allowed. And right here we appropriate $60,000 in ad- 
vance as a deficiency to the Surgeon-General’s Office to pay for these 
artilicial limbs, as proof for same may be made from time to time, 

Reference has been made already to the question of pensions. There 
are numerous cases. The law requires that the Clerk of this House 
shall report at the beginning of each session the amount of money ex- 
pended in the previousone. Do we wait for that report before we make 
appropriations to pay for these expenditures? No, sir; but appropria- 
tions are made in advance. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move tostrike out next to the last word, and shall 
occupy but a few moments in the discussion of this question. I wish 
to call attention to the fact that this legislation is a reversal of the 
policy of Congress deliberately established in pursuance of law, fifteen 
years ago, when the act of 1874 was passed. When that act was passed 
Congress then reversed the policy which had existed prior to that time, 
and required the Secretary of the Treasury to report to Congress — to the 

residing officers of the two Houses—to be laid before the Senate and 
Krasa, a list of the claims which had been audited and allowed. Year 
after year Congress has acted in compliance with that law. Is there 
any ing necessity now for a reversal of that policy? It seems to 
me there is none. It multiplies, in my judgment, the opportunities for 
fraud. When theseclaims are audited and allowed it is on ex parte tes- 
timony, and there is no opportunity fully to investigate them. I be- 
lieve under the provisions of this bill opportunities for fraud by the 
reversal of the policy under the law will be multiplied, and chat here- 
after Congress will have no check whatever on the action of the ac- 
counting officers. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman. if there were really any change 
of policy perhaps I would be inclined to oppose it, but as the law re- 
quires all these certified claims to be paid, I do not see where any 
change is proposed. The difference is merely a question as to how they 
shall be settled. Soldiers, for instance, should have their pay for the 
performance of their duty according to the rank to which they were 
appointed, In my own case, for instance—and I take it as an illus- 
tration—I was promoted from private to lieutenant on the 19th of Jan- 
uary, 1863, and at once entered on the duties of that office, but I was 
not mustered in until the 19th of April. By the action of the pay- 
masters we were only paid from the date of muster, but the law or 
policy was changed. Years ago it was provided that payments should 
be made from the date of the commission, and I have received my pay 
according to thut law. My captain, who was in the same boat, has also 
had his claim adjudicated and paid so that the pay began at the time 
when the promotion took place and the commission was dated. Now, 
his claim is not certified. Wesimply say he shall be paid the same as 
others have been paid and in pursuance of the same policy. It is not 
a change of policy; and that is all there is in the proposition. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that there is a fairsolution 
of this question. There is certainly a great deal of force in the argu- 
ment of gentlemen that with the mone, in the Treasury the payment 
of this class of claims at least ought not to be delayed, and yet itis 
important that Congress should specifically appropriate all public 
money that is to be expended. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
having charge of the bill that, as the Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mates the sum of $200,000 as the sum necessary to meet this class of 
claims embodied in the section now under consideration, between Jan- 
uary l and July 1, when the next fiscal year begins, why not appropriate 
that sum? There is certainly no reason why this $200,000 should not be 
appropriated at once. This bill contains an appropriation of $50,000, I 
believe, in anticipation to meet the expenses that may be incurred by the 
2 Department in ſurnishing artificial limbs for Union soldiers who 

ave lost limbs in the service, and certainly it is a very proper pro- 
vision, it being in conformity to the estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and on the same principle it seems to me that the $200,000 
recommended here by the Secretary of the Treasury ought to be appro- 
priated by this bill for the residue of this fiscal year, in addition to the 
$284,090.25 now in the bill to cover claims already certified of this 
class. I think an ample amount should be appropriated for all the 
purposes named, back years’ bounties and loss of horses in the service, 
and yet I think the amount should be named. 

I understand the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] proposes 
to submit that proposition, and has prepared an amendment covering 
the amount estimated by the Seeretary of the Treasury; that is, the 
$200,000, which, if adopted, avoids all objections that have been urged. 
My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] understands this matter very 
well, He knows the importance of making specific appropriation, for 
otherwise the Departments, and not Congress, appropriate as well as 
expend the public money. He knows that this matter of permanent 
appropriations involves already an annual expenditure of $108,000,000 
and more; that is to say, expenditures not subject to the review of Con- 
gress yearby year. That provision of the Constitution which requires 
that appropriations for certain parposes shall not be made for a longer 
period than two years was for the purpose of bringing the expenditures 
of the Government constantly under the review of Congress. I do not 
insist that any sum less than the sum that may be necessary be named; 
let it be ample, but let the amount be named. Here is an estimate ot 
$200,000, and if we appropriate that sum it avoids all trouble, because 
we may fairly presume that the estimate of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is substantially correct. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute forthe amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, which I now ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the following words: “So much thereof as may be 
necessary is hereby appropriated” and insert in lieu thereof the words two 
hundred thousand dollars.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will withdraw the amend- 
ment, with permission of the committee, so that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia can first be voted upon, and if that amendment 
is adopted it will be entirely satisfactory to me. z 

There being no objection, the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
Kentucky, was withdrawn. 3 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I wish to say a word on this amendment. 

I had supposed that the rules adopted by the majority of this House, 
after having framed them in their caucus, in which they adopted one 
rule identical with that of the last House, which was conclusive upon 
this very question, would be at least followed, for this rule upon which 
the House has voted construction to-day is identical with the rule on 
the same point in the last House, and the point of order to-day was 
identical with the point made then and upon an exactly similar amend- 
ment. So when the rule was adopted by the majority of the House, 
it was adopted with a full knowledge of the construction of the last 
House. But we are away from that now, and I propose this amendment 
to carry out the recommendations of the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
hold in my hand that recommendation in which he submits the esti- 
mate which has been referred to the Committee on Appropriations for 
this purpose, amounting to the sum of $200,000 to pay this class of 
claims as they may be audited from the first day of Jannary until the 
end of the fiscal year, the last day of June. 

Now, it seems to me that if this legislation is in order it is more 
proper to specify the exact sum named by the Secretary and asked for, 
and it would be better than to open the door for an unlimited and in- 
definite amount. Gentlemen have cited several instances in the past 
under this rule where there have been appropriations made in advance, 
but I know of no instance that has yet been cited where an indefinite 
appropriation was asked for this purpose. Here I have proposed an 
amendment appropriating the exact amount asked for by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, for the purposes specilied in this provision of the bill, 
and if the appropriation goes in at all it should go in for that amount. 

Now, belore yielding the fleor, I will ask the Clerk to read two acts 
passed in 1888 in connection with this subject. Gentlemen have re- 
ferred to the fact that we are disposed to make technical points against 
soldiers; when I cited the gentleman from Iowa in charge of this bill 
to the fact that under the auditing system of the Treasury Department 
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there had, within the last few years, been manufactured fo claims 
amounting toa large sum and sent up to Congress—by which I do not 
mean to reflect upon the Department at all, but simply showing the 
2 of such a thing under our system and the advisability of a 

ttle delay until Congress can scrutinize these claims—he replied as 
usual in the interest of the soldiers, while I was talking of the allow- 
ance of horse claims, which is a clear illustration of the wisdom of this 


W. 

Now, we are told that there has been great delay and that these debts 
have been due for twenty-five years. I want to have the act of 1888 
read, showing that many claims now coming in were not allowable or 
auditable 5 the law until the act of 1888 was passed, and that the 
limitation upon them was then suspended; so that gentlemen who had 
claims and jet them lie for twenty years can not complain very much 
if Congress takes a little time to consider them after it has raised the 
statute of limitations and suspended the bar, allowing the claims to 
come in under this act to which I now refer. I ask the Clerk to read 
now from the statute what I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Act of July 20, 1888.) 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An actin relation to bounties,” ap- 
2 April 22, 1872, be amended by striking out the words before August 6, 
uyan said act as hereby amended shal! have full force and effect from April 

>, 2. That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed to reconsider the claims of all soldiers and their 
heirs who may have been denied the bounty of $100 granted by the act of April 
22, 1872, under any construction of said act which has since been modified or re- 
so!nded, and such claims shall, if found correct and just, be allowed and paid, 
rovided that soldiers were enrolled or enlisted for three years prior to July 
1861, under the proclamation of the President of the United States of May 

8, 1861, and the orders of the War De ment issued in pursuance thereof, and 
were actually mustered into the service of the United States and honorably dis- 


[Act of August 13, 1888.) - 


Beit enacted, ete., That the oe of an act to provide for the muster and 
of certain officers and enlisted menof the volunteer forces, approved June 

, 188i, as amended by the act approved February 3, 1887, be, and the same are 
hereby, revived and extended for the period of five years from the 3d of June, 


SEO. 2. That the limitation heretofore imposed by law upon the presentation 
by officers or soldiers of claims for the loss of horses and equipments in the 
military services during the late war is hereby suspended for the period of three 
years. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will not continue the argument on this. I 
simply wanted to call attention to the fact that these claimsnow coming 
in here are largely coming in from the fact of a change of the laws: First, 
in adopting a new ruling made under the last administration in relation 
to auditing these claims, and letting in a great many claims that were 
not allowed to come in under the former ruling, and the other by rais- 
ing the limitation so as to allow the filing of claims already barred; and 
therefore there is no illiberality towards the soldiers. 

I want to say this: This appropriation is for the remainder of this 
fiscal year, which will expire on the 30th of Jane, and there will be 
another general deficiency bill passed between now and that time. By 
that time other documents will bein here which will carry other claims, 
that have been audited since the Ist of January and since this docu- 
ment has been printed, up to the time when the other bill will be intro- 
duced; so that there will be another bill of this character. The simple 
contention is that we should reserve to Congress the right to consider 
these questions on their merits. Now, I think, as our friends want to 
follow the recommendation of the Department in one way, they should 
also adopt it in the other, and appropriate the amount asked for this 


pu 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word. First, as to the pay- 
ment of the amount of arrears of the two and three year volunteers. 
This is for the arrears of the pay of the two and three year volunteers 
in the late war. It does not cover the regularArmy. Now, then, we 
say for the balance of this year we appropriate a sum sufficient to pay 
for all of these services of the two and three year volunteers in the 
late war that shall pass the accounting officers of the Treasury between 
this and the Ist day of July next. 

Now the gentleman tries to keep all that out on a point of order. 
He has drawn a fine bead. Never did an old hunter look through the 
sights of a rifle at a squirrel and draw a finer bead than to undertake, 
on atechnical point, to keep this whole thing out, not by the assent of 
a majority vote of this House, but on an arbitrary point of order. I 
feel that is an error. Now he comes in and says, Let us have an 
amendment saying that it shall be up to the amount of $200,000. We 
will pay for these services as they may be found to be due by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury up to $200,000 and there stop.“ 

The committee appropriate a sum sufficient. If there are $300,000 
found due it is just as safe to pay $300,000 or to pay four or five hun- 
dred thousand doliars when passed on by the accounting officers as it 
would be to pay $200,000. If it is safe to trust the law and the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, as they always have been trusted, to 
the extent of $200,000, it is safe to trust them to the extent necessary 
to pay every soldier of the late war that which has been due him for 
a quarter of a century; and this bill does it; the gentleman's limita- 
tion would confine it to $200,000 and no more, i 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, I suppose that the gentleman would not want to 
go any further than the amount estimated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury that could be employed for this purpose, because he is more 
competent to make estimates than we are; and it is safe to follow that 
or at least not to go beyond that. But if the gentleman thinks that is 
not sufficient will he not propose an amendment and raise it enough so 
as to make it ample? 

Mr. CANNON. Now the gentleman speaks of an estimate, This 
bill carries $22,000,000 for pensions, where General Black failed, to 
submit a sufficient estimate to the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under the late administration. 

Mr, BUCKALEW. They did not know that Mr. Tanner was com- 

ing in. 
Mr. CANNON. We want to pay these claims that have been due a 
quarter ofa century. If that can be jncluded in this $200,000 that is 
all right, but if it takes half a million, still all right. Nobody can 
state just what it will take, but this bill pays every one. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask that the debate be closed on 
this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the framing of this bill has not the Committee 
on Appropriations uniformly followed the recommendations of the 
proper officers of the Government? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN, In what instance have they not done so? 

Mr. CANNON. I can not exactly state, but there are lots of in- 
stances. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where they have gone beyond the amount recom- 
mended by the accounting officer? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; perhaps they have not on this particular 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam asking as to this bill, 

Mr. CANNON, I can not say exactly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You have adhered to the estimates? 

Mr. CANNON. By no kind of means. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On what occasion have you gone beyond them? 

Mr. CANNON. It has been done time and again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do you not know that in not one instance in this 
bill have you gone beyond the estimates of the Department? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose that is true as to this bill; but what does 
that amount to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, here it is proposed to goto the full amount ot 
the estimate of the Treasury Department, 

Mr. CANNON, Why, Mr. Chairman, according to the logic of the 
gentleman, Congress might be abolished and the estimates of the differ- 
ent Departments might be enacted in three lines. You frequently cut 
down the estimates, and time and again increase them. I call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the fact that in the year 1889 the Democratic 
Congress increased the estimates of appropriations under the Demo- 
cratic administration by many million dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now. if my friend’s statement is correct, that $200,- 
000 is not sufficient. Why not increase the amount? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to pay every claim of these men that have 
waited a quarter of a century, after passing the accounting officer, be- 
tween this and next July, whether it be little or much. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I call the attention of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] to the fact that the estimate was over 
$600,000, and the Secretary asked 8480, 000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to 
the fact that the estimate I submitted was based on the expenditures 
and appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was put, and the Chair announced that the noes’? 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 79. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Georgia, Mr. CLEMENTS, and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDER- 
SON, as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 85. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of amounts for bounty to volunteers and their widowsand legal 
heirs, certified to be due by the accounting officers of the jury, as set forth 
in House Executive Document No, 144, Fifty-first Congress, first session, $243,- 
883.11, and for the JG fee of such amounts additional thereto as may be cer- 


tified to be due by said accounting officers on thi» account during the fiscal year 
1890, so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 


Mr, CLEMENTS, I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk, 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words ‘so much therefor as may be necessary is 
hereby appropriated," and insert in lieu therefor the following words: “one 
hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will not ask to be heard on this amendment 
further than to have read the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, so 
that gentlemen may fally understand that we are offering here all that 
the Secretary recommends, 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEP 'RTMENT, January 15, 1890. 


Stn: I haye the honor to transmit herewith for the favorable consideration of 
Congress a communication of the Second Auditorof the Treasury of the 16th 
ultimo, which is concurred in by the Second Comptroller, making estimates of 
appropriations to pay claims of volunteers who served during the war of the re- 
belles, and their widows and legal heirs, for arrears of pay and bounty, to be cer- 
tifled by the Second Auditor and Second Comptroller, during the six months 
ending June 20, 1890, and during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, as follows: 
January 1. to June 30, 1590: 

Pay of two and three year vf unters. . .. - 
Bounty to volunteers and their widows and | 
Bounty under act of July 28, 1868... . 


Total este er eee ese ese sees ese eee eee eee 


July 1, 1899. to June 30, 1891: 
y of two and three year volunteers.. 
Bounty to volunteers and their widows and! 
Bounty under act of July 28, 1866........ 


Total eee eee eee eee branecees ect eee cosets 


Attention is invited to the statement of the Second Auditor accompanyi ꝶ this 
communication; and upon the facts therein presented appropriations are recom- 
mended which will provide for the payment of these claims at the time they are 
found to be due by the accounting officers, 

Respectfully yours, 


The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this involves precisely 
the same question that was determined by the last vote, and I ask for 
a vote upon it, 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. CLEMENTS; 
and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ton pase of amounts for bounty under the act of July 28, 1856, certified 
to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury, as set forth in House Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 144, Fifty-first Con first session, $33,926.77, and for 
the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified to be due 
by raid accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, so much 
therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike ont the words so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appro- 
priated“ and insert in heu thereof the following words: fiſteen thousand 
dollars,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee rise and 
report this bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

‘The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that they had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4796) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and he had been 
directed to report the same back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the bill be ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will 


W. WINDOM, Secretary. 


report the first bill. g 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R.2349) authorizing the President to appoint and retire John C. 
mt as major-general in the United States Army, 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of my colleague, General 
SPINOLA, I ask that that bill be passed over until next Friday, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Albert H. Emery, of Stamford, Conn., in full settle- 
ment of ali claims. legal or equitable, which he has in any way inst the 
United States on account of the costof and the time spent by him and use of all 
patents and inventions in designing and constructing the testing-machine built 
and erected by him for the United States, or otherwise, in any way, on account 
of said machine, the sum of $200,000, out ofany money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, which sum is hereby appropriated and made immediately 
available therefor. Said machine, together with the full right to use therein 
of all patents and inventions used in its design aud construction, shall belong 
to the United States. 

Mr, KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this bill appro- 
priates $200,000, and in view of that fact I think there ought to be 
some explanation made, so that the House may understand why it is 
called upon to make so large an appropriation for this gentleman. 

Mr. LAIDLAW rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment recommended by the commit- 
tee will be read, after which the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAID- 
LAW] will have the floor. > 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 11, after the word “of,” strike out “two hundred” and insert in lieu 
thereof. one hundred and seventy-five.” 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there any minority report in this case? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there is none. 

Mr, LAIDLAW. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ray], I 
believe, has charge of this bill. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, the facts in this case are very fully set 
forth in the report of the Committee on Claims. 

A MEMBER. Let it be read. 

Mr. RAY. It is quite lengthy. 

Mr. THOMAS. I suggest that the report be read at the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can read the 
report or have it read in his time at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RAY. I have no objection to the report being read. 

Several MEMBERS. Ob, no. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This may be a long report; but I suggest that the 
bill proposes to pay a pretty large sum of money, and it is due to the 
House that members be put in possession of all the facts that were before 
the committee which reported the bill. It seems to me we ought not 
to be asked to vote this amount of money without knowing that it is 

roper to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report can be read in the time of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania as part of his remarks. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Before the Clerk reads that report, I rise to a ques- 
tion of information. I have an indistinct recollection—I can not lay 
my finger on the law—that under the Tucker act! it is provided 
that claims reported from the Court of Claims shall have precedence 
on the Calendar. A few lines further down on this Calendar is a bill 
for the relief of the Norfolk County Ferry Commit ee, a bill which is 
predicated upon a favorable report from the Court ot Claims. I ask for 
information whether that bill should not have precedence of these other 
cases ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point which the gentleman raises is one for 
the House to settle, not for the Committee of the Whole. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ray] will proceed. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, this bill, or one substantially likeit, has 
been reported some four or five times by the Committee on Claims of 
this House and hasalso been favorably reported some four or five times 
by committees of the Senate. The Senate committee has once or twice 
reported $200,000 as the amount to be allowed and two or three times, 
I believe, $225,000. The Committee on Claims of the present Con- 
gress has reported in favor of paying to Mr. Emery the sum of $175,- 
000, The facts upon which this report is based are set forth fully in 
the report itself, and all members who may have a copy of it can ex- 
amine the facts there and understand them perhaps more fully than I 
ean state them in any remarks I may make. 

It appears that by an act approved in March, 1873, Congress appro- 


priated $25,000 for improved machinery for testing American iron and ` 


steel. Subsequently another act was passed enlarging somewhat this 
appropriation, Mr. A. H. Emery, a civil engineer now residing, I be- 
lieve, in the State of Connecticut, was employed by the Ordnance De- 
partment of the Government to construct a machine for the purpose 
of testing the tensile and crushing strength of metals and of woods, 
Some time before his employment he had been engaged in consider- 
ing plans for some such purpose as that for which the Government de- 
signed to have this machine constructed. After he had proceeded for 
a year or somewhat longer in devising plans for this machine the ap- 
propriation was increased by the addition of $6,500, I believe, making 


EE 


with the former appropriation a total of $31,500, It was supposed 


originally that this machine would contain some 70.000 pounds of 


metal. When it was finally completed, after Mr. Emery had ex- 
mded upon it about five years or something more of continuous 
ie it contained more than twice that amount of metal, 
Now, it appears that by the second act of Congress, passed some time 


in 1874, a supervising board was appointed, consisting, I believe, of 


about seven persons, which board directed somewhat the construction 
of thismachine. The appropriations were insufficient to pay the entire 
expenses incurred while the machine was being built; but under the 
direction of this board Mr, Emery, the builder of the machine, invested 
his own means in its construction; and I may say here that a great 
deal of the money thus invested by him was. borrowed capital. He 
was very much interested in the building of the machine. It was his 
purpose from the beginning, as it was the desire of the Government, 
to have constructed a machine unlike anything that had ever before 
been built. When Mr, Emery finished his labors and the machine 
was finally accepted by the Government, itappears, from the statement 
published in Executive Document No, 74, that he had expended, in ad- 
dition to the amount that he had received from the Government, the 
sum of $90,000 in round numbers. The machine was completed, and 
was accepted by the Government in 1878 or 1879—in 1879, I believe, 

Now his claim is that he should be reimbursed for the amount ex- 
pended by him in excess of the amount he was paid by the Government, 
and, in addition, what is fair, just, and reasonable should be allowed 
to him for his labor and for the appropriation on the part of the Goy- 
ernment for its own purposes and to its own use of this machine. It 
was understood originally by Mr. Emery that this machine, if it proved 
a success, was to be used by the Government in testing metals that were 
to be employed in the Government works, such as bridges, buildings, 
etc., and whatever might be constructed by the United States Govern- 
ment where the test hy such a machine would be desirable or necessary; 
that he had expended several years’ labor to perfect it, but before it 
was completed and accepted by the Government, on June 20, 1878, an 
act was passed to which I now ask your attention: 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause the machine built for 
testing iron and steel to be set up and applied to the testing of iron and steel 
for ee who may desire to use it, upon the payment of a suitable fee for 
each test. the table of fees to be approved by the Secretary of War, and to be so 
adjusted from time to time as to defray the actual cost of the testas near as may 

ete, 


Under the provisions of this act Mr. Emery has been prevented from 
manulacturing this machine for sale in the markets of the country, 
and he says in a memorial to Congress, and in a sworn statement, that 
but for this act he could have manufactured and sold the machines, 
having already had two or three different contracts for that purpose, 
but upon the passage of the act in question and by virtue thereof the 
parties refused to take the machines, and he has been unable to sell 
them elsewhere. 

This machine, Mr. Chairman, is very expensive to manufacture, and 
iron manufacturers and bridge builders, instead of expending the money 
necessary to have machines constructed for their own use, send their 
metals orspecimens of them to the Watertown arsenal in Massachusetts, 
where the machine is in operation and where they can have the metals 
tested for some nominal expense for running the machine. 

The claim of Mr. Emery is based on the inadequate amount received 
from the Government to meet the amount expended by him; in other 
words, the amount expended was largely in excess of what he received 
from the Government; and, secondly, on the ground that he should be 
pail something for the use of this device by reason of the Government 
taking the sole control of it and allowing whoever may wish tu have 
metals tested upon it, And the Committee on Claims, in investigating 
the matter, reuched the conclusion and believe that the amount of 
$175,000 would not be more than a fair compensation to Mr. Emery 
for the amount expended by him and the Joss incurred by reason of this 
act of Congress taking away from him the right or rendering it impos- 
sible for him to manufacture and sell the machines in the market. 

s machine, Mr. Chairman, is a remarkable produet of ingenuity 
and skill. While it has the power and will test with accuracy iron and 
steel of almost any dimension, and up to, I believe, 30 feet in length, 
it is yet so nicely adjusted that at the same time it will determine ab- 
solntely the strength of the finest hair. Tests of this kind have been 
made upon it, and it has been determined that it is the most accurate 
machine for the purpose for which it was built ever constructed in this 
or any other country. : 

I desire further, Mr. Chairman, to read from the report made by the 
committee appointed hy the Government to oversee the building of two 
of these machines. Afterstating at some length the facts in connection 
with this machine, they say: 

Under these circumstances the Government can well afford to be liberal with 
the contractor and make a fair com sation to him for his great creative power 
and unremitting labor during the five best years of bis life. 

The amount of $200,000, if now paid by Congress, would not, in the judgment 
of the undersigned, be excessive or more than sufticient to pay the contractor a 
fair equivalent for his unusual devotion in the interest of Government, the 


work performed by im aud the losses sustained during the time that he has 
given up his undivided energies to this undertaking. 


This is signed by Colonel Laidley, the colonel of ordnance, command- 
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ing, one of the board appointed for the purpose of examining into this 
machine, and concurred in by the other members of the board, which 
consisted of three members. Ee 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. How much money was paid to Mr. Emery by the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. RAY. Thirty-one thousand five hundred dollars in all. 

Mr. HILL. Is this a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. RAY. Well, if there were any votes against it, I do not re- 
member, 

Mr. HILL. There was no minority report? 

Mr. RAY. No, sir. 

Mr. SWENEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this question. 
A contract is referred to here. I would like to know what it is; 
whether Mr. Emery was employed by the Government or not, and en- 
tered into a contract with the Government. What is the nature of 
this contract? 

Mr. RAY. Ido not find the contract here. If there was a written 
contract—I do not think that there was—if there was, I have not seen 
it. The Government desired a machine of this kind and employed 
Mr. Emery to make the designs for it, if possible. Ib appropriated 

5,000 to be used for this purpose. After he had progressed about a 
year an additional appropriation was made, and he continued his labors; 
but if there was a written contract between him and the Government, 
it has not been before the committee; at least I have not seen it. 7 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I think you will find the whole history of the trans- 
action embodied in the first page of the report, in small type. 

Mr. RAY. Well, under the first appropriation made, the Ordnance 
Department ordered the machine of Mr. Emery, to be designed and 
built by him and erected at the Watertown arsenal, in Massachusetts. 
I now wish to read from a letter written by General Q, A. Gillmore on 
the 20th day of February, 1882, he having been also 2 member of the 
board appointed by the Government: 

Tn th it f Mr. A. H. E A i 
constracting the testing-amachive bow in use at Meleri ma e agana 
fully submit that a fair allowance ought to be made for the time which he de- 
voted to this enterprise in addition tothe disbursements he made on thisaccount; 
otherwise the labor of his life will in a great measure be lost to him financially, 
To produce this machine he not only had to spend the long years whieh were 
occupied in its production, but the mauy previous years of study and very ex- 
pensive experimental works, before he could possibly produce such a machine as 
this proves to be. He has not only lost this large amount of time, but by a law 
passed while he was erecting this machine he has been deprived in great meas- 
ure of the value of these inventions, the law referred to giving the use of the 
machine to all persons at morely nominal cba for its use. This necessarily 
tends to prevent n profitable sale of such machine. 

Having in this way deprived his patents of much of their value at home, it 
would seem to be a very moderate compensation to pay him for the time spent 
in perfecting and building his first machine. 

As a member of the board which secured Mr. Emery’s services for this work 
and in: sted it from time to time, I do not speak at random, It was the opin- 
jon of t board—the unanimous opinion, I think—that he was the only man 
in the country capable of designing and constructing a piece of work so perfect 
in its action and results and so well adapted to the end in view. 

Not only this, but the board as a whole unite in saying: 


We also think that Congress and the country can well afford to pay him the 
sum of $200,000 to settle his claim, and should any part of the cost of the ma- 
chine or other part of his claim be for any cause disallowed, we would still 
recommend that a sum not less than $200,000 be paid him in recognition of his 
genius, fidelity, and services; and, if not paid now, we would recommend a 
larger sum hereafter as including compensation for delay. 


Now, this was the 20th of February, 1882. 

That board knew more about this machine thananybody else. This 
report of this board, who had watched its construction from the begin- 
ning to the end, had inspected it up until the time it was completed, it 
seems to me, should have considerable weight in this House in deter- 
mining whether or not this bill should pass, 

The practical utility of this machine can not be overestimated. Since 
its construction it has been found that the strength of iron is from six 
to eight tenths less than it was supposed to be prior thereto. This ma- 
chine determines accurately the strength of the iron and steel that go 
into the public buildings and into the building iron of the country. 
The man who rides over the railroads to-day feels safer, for he knows 
that Mr. Emery, by completing this machine, has enabled the strength 
of iron to be more accurately ascertained than it could have been done 
beforethe machine was built. He knows that the iron and steel bridges 
over which he goes have been tested upon that machine, and that it 
has been determined accurately how much these bridges will bear. 

In the last ten or twelve years in this country I believe that some 
two hundred bridges, built previous to the erection of this machine, 
have broken down by reason of the defective strength of the material 
of which they were composed—the iron and steel which entered into 
them. Since the construction of this machine the bridges are built 
much stronger for the reason that the strength of the iron and steel 
going into them can be accurately determined. I might read, did I 
believe it necessary, the views of a great many men published here, but 
for the present, Mr. Chairman, I yield the floor to whoever may desire 
to discuss this question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this bill was before the Com- 
mittee on Claims of the last Congress, and there was a minority of that 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1819 


committee against it. I understood from the chairman of that com- 
mittee that the minority report was for some reason never prepared. 
I supposed that it had been. There were at least four or five of the 
committee of the last Congress who were opposed to any portion of this 
claim. ; 

Mr. LANHAM. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to interrupt him 
at this point, I will state that my recollection is there were four or 
five of us who opposed the claim in the Committee on Claims in the last 
Congress. It was left to Mr. Lynch, of Pennsylvania, to prepare the 
views of the minority, and he accumulated a great many valuable data 
as representing the views of the minority, but for some reason or other 
he never submitted the report, or at least it never was printed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is my understanding of it. 

The only basis of this claim that can be urged is that this gentleman 
expended more money on his patent than he expected. Now, I do not 
think it is the business of this Congress to make up for any individual 
losses. ‘This gentleman, Mr. Emery, asked an appropriation originally 
of $25,000 to enable him to perfect this testing-machine. That appro- 

tion was made. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr, Chairman, there is so much noise that we 
‘ean not hear. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please preserve order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That appropriation, Mr. Chairman, was made. 
It was found that it was not sufficient; and in a subsequent Congress, 
as I understand, or as my recollection serves me, he asked for an ad- 
ditional appropriation of $6,500, agreeing that if that was made he 
would give the machine to the United States Government or give them 
the use of it without any conditions. 

Now, then, he claims, because tha patent has been so expensive and 
the cost of the machine so great, that the patent is valueless to him 
and that he can not sell machines. Therefore he claims that he has 
spent more than $31,500, and that he ought to be allowed $2v0,000 
for what he claims to be the value of the machine. I believe that he 
claims that he borrowed from a gentleman in Pennsylvania guite a 
large sum of money. I do not know but that the gentleman may re- 
side within the district of the gentleman from Pennsylvania who has 
made the speech in favor of this bill. I am now informed that he lives 
in the district represented by Mr. YARDLEY. But, however that may 
be, his anxiety is to get rid of that debt. He wants his appropriation 
made—that was the representation made in the committee at the last 
session—in order that he may discharge this obligation. 

Now, the Government of the United States never bound itself not 
to use this machinery in any way it saw proper; and if he spent all 
his means in perfecting the machine for the purpose of getting the pat- 
ents when the patents became worthless to him after he obtained them, 
that is not the fault of Congress nor the fault of the American le. 
Tt is his own mistake, and he ought not to ask us to reimburse him for 
thatloss. If ever there wasa claim that hasno basisas a matter of legal 
right against the Government this certainly is one of them; and it will 
not do for us to make a precedent of paying everything that may have the 
appearance of justice in order to set people right when they have made 
a financial loss. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that in the last Congress 
we had a great number of similar claims. There was one man who 
claimed $100,000 for a compass he had invented, because the Govern- 
ment of the United States used that compass afterwards and he could 
not realize anything from it. 

There are a number of such claims, and the committee in the last 
Congress, a large majority of them, believed that we ought not to pay 
any such claims. We made reports against them, and I think there 
ought to be nothing allowed in this case. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Was there anything in the evidence showing how much 
he spent? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There was not a word of evidence as to that. I 
challenge them to show a word of evidence as to the amount of money 
he spent. 

Mr. SHIVELY. There was no bill of particulars ever given? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No bill of particulars was given, and not a 
particle of legal evidence was given to the last Congress (I do not 
know whether there has been any this session) showing the sum of 
money expended by him in perfecting this machine. If there is any, 
I want to see it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask the gentleman whether there was any 
contract made with the Government as to the amount which should 
be paid? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why, the appropriation was the contract. He 
wanted an appropriation of $25,000 originally, and it was made. 

Mr. THOMAS. But there was not any written contract that he 
should make the machine for that amount? There was simply an ap- 
propriation of $25,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There was an appropriation of $25,000, and 
when he asked an additional amount—— 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to ask the gentleman if the machine cost 
any more than $25,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Well, $25,000 was not enough to complete 


the machine, and he needed $6,500 more subsequently, and the agree- 


ment then, as I understand it, was that if Congress would make that 
appropriation the Government should have the machine. 

Mr. THOMAS. I see it stated in the report that the actual, metal 
cost $129,000. Is that a fact? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is no legal evidence of that. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. What does the gentleman mean by that? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I mean that there is no proof of it. There 
is only a statement. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. The board certifies it, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The board of commissioners state it, and it is 
certified to. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, and Mr. Emery himself has sworn to it. 

ne KERR, of Iowa. Ido not understand that there is any such 
proof. 

Mr. RAY. There is, sir. 1 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. This report which has just been read only 
says that Mr. Emery ought to be allowed 5100, 000 for his services 
in perfecting this patent, and that if it is postponed indefinitely, the 
longer it is postponed the more he ought to have! 

Mr. RAY. The committee recommended $200,000 at one time, and 


that, I believe, was in the Fiſtieth Congress. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No; they recommended $100,000. 

8 FARQUHAR, The second board recommended a payment of 
200,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, as a gratuity for the invention. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Notas a gratuity, but as fair compensation for 
expenses, and also for what you might call the royalty on the ma- 
chine itself, 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, since this claim has been brought up 
and some discussion had upon it, I remember it and find that it is an 
old acquaintance of mine. In the Forty-seventh Congress I had the 
honor to be a member of the Committee on Claims, and I heard a full 
discussion of this case and such testimony as was then presented to 
sustain it, and this discussion recalls to my mind the main fact which 
that discussion disclosed. Mr. Emery, the claimant, had a contract 
with the Government, and I think there were two appropriations made, 
amounting, perhaps, to $50,000, for the construction of this testing 
machine. His testimony, or his statement—I do not remember that 
he was sworn—before the committee was that the actual cost to him 
of constructing and erecting this machine was $100,000, or probably 
something over 8100, 000. That presented only a case wherein the 
Government had paid all it had contracted to pay, but where the bar- 
gain was a hard one on the part of the Government and where the 
work cost the man more than he contracted to receive. 

There is another respect, however, in which there is strong equity in 
favor of this claim. The Government not only used the machine when 
it was constructed, and I presume up to the present time, in testing 
materials for Government work, but, by an act of Congress, allowed it 
to be used by private individuals and corporations for testing purposes 
and ata rate which merely pays the expeuse of the tests. That is wrong. 
The use of the machine for such purposes ought to be a source of income 
to the Government, because the Government bas prevented this claim- 
ant, Mr. Emery, from selling copies of this machine to individuals and 
corporations for their use, and ought to compensate him. If the Gov- 
ernment is to prevent him from getting the benefit of his invention by 
selling copies of it toindividuals or corporations, for their use, then the 
Government ought to compensate him for depriving him of the advan- 
tage of that use of his invention. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Did they do that against his protest? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir; against his protest, as I understand. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Was there anything in the original contract 
to prevent the Government from using it as they pleased ? 

Mr. OATES. The Government has prevented Mr. Emery from sell- 
ing copies of the machine to individuals or corporations, and yet the 
Government allows individuals or corporations to use the machine for 
testing purposes at the mere cost of the tests. When the Government 
sees proper to give the benefit of this testing machine to corporations 
and individuals and to deny to Mr. Emery the advantage which he 
would otherwise be able to obtain, I think they ought to pay him for 
it. My recollection is that the Committee on Claims in the Congress 
to which I have referred reported in favor of paying him $100,000. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. My recollection is that $100,000 was arrived at 
as a compromise, 

Mr. OATES. Yes; I think the Senate proposed $200,000 and the 
House $100,000. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have before me the report of the Committee on 
Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress. In that report. after having made 
a fuil investigation, they say that by an examination of the receipts 
they found that Mr. Emery had paid out $38,161.62; then they pro- 
pose to allow him $25,000 for his services and $36,000 for the use of 
the machine by the Government. They sum up these amaunts and say 
that they are willing to allow him altogether $100,000; $33,000 for ma- 
terials, $25,000 for services, and $36,000 for the use of the machine. 
That is the way they make up the $100,000. 

Mr. OATES. Ihave stated my recollection of what occurred in the 
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Forty-seventh Congress, and I then came to the conclusion that Mr. 
Emery ought to have $100,000, and I am of the same opinion still. 

Mr. BYNUM. All that he has been able to show as expended for 
material is $38,000. In this report which I have quoted it is proposed 
to allow him $25,000, $5,000 a year for his services, Now, ought he 
to be paid $5,000 a year for his services and then be allowed to retain 
patents that he took out while in the employ of the Government? 

Mr. OATES. But the Government does not allow him any benefit 
from those patents, 

Mr. BYNUM. But is a party in the employ of the Government per- 
mitted to take out patents? 

Mr. OATES. Well, his patents are of no use to him. 

Mr. BYNUM. If he is paid $5,000 a year is he entitled to a patent? 

Mr. OATES, It does not make any difference if he has got the pa- 
tents so long as he can not use them. Instead of the Government paying 
him anything additional, he should have been allowed the use of his 
patent, or patents, to sell copies of his machine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on 
Claims in the Forty-eighth Congress, the bill now before this commit- 
tee or one similar to it was referred to me individually to investigate 
and report on the merits of the claim. I did investigate it as faithfully, 
as laboriously, and with as much willingness to do justice to the claim- 
ant as ever actuated any mau who undertook a job of the kind. I 
spent all of my spare time out of this House for two or three weeks look- 
ing into the matter, overhauling the records in the Ordnance Depart- 
ment, and talking with the claimant; for he dogged me as he dogged 
several members of the committee. I came then deliberately to the 
conclusion, from my cross-questioning of Mr. Emery, independently of 
what I found out in the Ordnance Department, that his claim had no 
foundation at all in law or equity. 

Upon what does this claim rest? The United States Government, for 
Army and Navy purposes principally, but for general engineering and 
architectural objects also, wanted to have constructed a good dyna- 
mometer. All Governments have these machines for erecting bridges, 
buildings, ete., and perfecting their armaments of steel and iron, for 
testing the h of metals, woods, stone, or othersubstances, It is 
desirable for both scientific and practical purposes to test the tensile, 
torsional, and crushing strength of materials. Itis only by this means 
that engineers can determine whether materials can bear the work that 
is to be required of them. The United States wanted a new machine 
built in 1873. It had a good one, at that time an old one, but not as 
fine u one as this. Every Government, as [ said, has these machines, I 
undertake to say that this is, perhaps, the best dynamometer in the 
world, and I also undertake to say that it cost more money than any 
other in the world, $31,500. 

The Ordnance Bureau first made the contract with Emery to con- 
structa new dynamometer. Emery bought the contract himself or was 
recommended to that board; in fact, submitted a proposal toit. They 
drew up a contract with him in writing, to which he fully agreed and 
signed his name, to erect as perfect a dynamometer as science and art 
could construct, according to specifications, for the sum of $25,000, 
After he had been working on it at different times during a year or 
more—for the Government wasin no hurry; it had a very good dyna- 
mometer already; this man taking his time, as he was acivil engineer and 
contractor, and had other undertakings on hand while he was carrying 
this o- the President appointed a board of officers, consisting of an 
engineer and line officer of the Army and an engineer and line officer 
of the Navy and three civilian engineers, to superintend the building 
of the new dynamometer as well as to conduct experiments in testing 
materials. This commission soon concluded to make some changes in 
the machine, to haveit heavier and stronger than was firstintended, and 
they negotiated with Mr, Emery, asking him to state upon what terms 
he would make these additions and improvements so as to have the 
machine stronger. Ile came to Washington in person, and agreed 
again in writing to perfect the machine as was required -by the com- 
mission for the additional sum of $6,500. s 

The Government being in no burry, this man being in no hurry, car- 
rying on his other enterprises, this work dragged on, and the machine 
was not completed until 1879; he was abont five years in finishing it. 
After it is finished he for the first time sets up a claim that he has 
spent $129,000 to perfect it. Now, does any sane man believe that any 
contractor who is building a machine according to plans and specifica- 
tions would go forward and spend $100,000 of his private funds exper- 
imenting, building, and rebuilding, in order to complete the machine, 
as alleged by this claimant? And the itemized claim that he presented 
has, I see, been carefully withheld by this committee in preparing the 
report, Ifit were brought forward here it would on its face excite con- 
tempt. The fellow actually charges the Government with every infini- 
tesimal item he can; he charges for his services, as I remember, a salary of 
$5,000 year, payable quarterly, at 7 per cent. compound interest, during 
the whole five years that he was working on this machine at his leisure. 

This claim, however, has been brought forward in every Congress 
for some years. The Senate has been very magnanimous; it always is, 
as remarked by a friend near me. The Senate was willing to give this 
man $200,000 for making a wonderful invention. Now what was his 
wonderful invention? What were the inventions which were new, 


which formed new combinations, which incorporated new principles of 
mechanics into this machine? It is strange, passing strange, that no- 
body has specified a single one of them. I talked to the man (I was 
prejudiced in his favor at the start) to get him to tell me what the in- 
ventions were; and he admitted that he had patented them and was ap- 
plying them in the manufacture of scales. But the only information 
I could get out of him was that he had invented a new kind of screw, 

or rather a longer screw than had been employed in the dynamometers 

used in machine shops and by other governments. 

But a vague, general recommendation of this machine as a grand in- 
vention is made by army officers, and we all know how liberal they, 
especially the engineers, are with the public money—quite as much so 
as the body at the other end of the Capitol. [Laughter.] 

In the Forty-ninth Congress this claim was brought in here, and a 
minority report was to, in favor of giving to this man sixty-odd 
thousand dollars, as I remember, as a gratuity, and gentiemen on this 
side of the House who were entirely opposed to the claim stipulated, 
as our Democratic friends on the committee had agreed to it, that we 
would not fight the bill if this man would not claim any more. We 
were willing to do that in order to get rid of the claim and avoid an- 
tagonizing the minority report. ; 

Mr. OATES. Do I understand the gentleman to say that there was 
nothing new in this invention? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I could not get Mr. Emery to specify what it was. 

Mr, OATES. The gentleman does not answer my question. Was 
nota patent obtained for this invention? 

Mr. TILLMAN, No; he said he got out some patent, but on the 
face of this report, if the gentleman will read it, he will find that at 
the outset there is an assertion that Mr. Emery had perfected, before 
he went to work on this machine, the inventions that he incorporated 
init. Yet along in the body of the report it is claimed that he per- 
fected these inventions while he was building the machine. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr, TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Is the gentleman aware that this board of Gov- 
ernment officers and civil engineers declared that this was the only ma- 
camie x its kind, or the most perfect machine of its kind, in the whole 
wor 

Mr. TILLMAN. The only machine of its kind! Why, sir, dyna- 
mometers are as common almost as machine-shops; they are in almost 
every Jarge machine-shop; all governments have them. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. A board consisting of General Gillmore, Colonel 
Laidley, Commander Beardsley, and three civilian engineers declared 
that this machine embodied a new principle and that it was the most 
reliable and perfect machine of its kind in the world. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have already said it is perhaps the best dyna- 
mometer in the world, and ought to be, because it doubtless cost more 
than any other. Will the gentleman please tell me what the new prin- 
ciple is? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, These officers declared that in the application 
of mechanical principles it was an entirely new machine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, what is the new principle“ or the new 
application? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That Ido not pretend to discuss, but the facts 
are plain here for every gentleman to read. Why should the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, who is not an expert, set himself up as au- 
thority ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The only question is whether the gentleman 
knows more than the board of experts who examined this question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have studied this case from first to last, and 
while on the floor I will take oecasion tosay, as has been remarked by 
the gentleman from Iowa, that a large number of claims similar to this 
are now pending, some of them belore the Committee on Patents; we 
have had half a dozen before that committee at the present session, 
claims ranging from $100,000 to $300,000, based upon the allegation 
that the Government, during the war or since the war, has appropri- 
ated somebody's patent ora part of it. These other cluims are all hang- 
ing on; they are in reserve to follow the result in this case, 

Mr. Chairman, if this were a small claim it would be kicked out of 
Congress; but it is a large one. [Laughter.] I once heard a venera- 
ble, honest, able, and distinguished Senator of the United States say 
that any claim could pass Congress if it were old enough or fraudu- 
lently enough prepared to obscure the evidence, large enough to divide, 
and then pressed with dogged pertinacity. [Laughter.] I do not go 
quite that far, but I do say that small claims have but little show here, 
while large ones command respect; that old and obscure claims oſten pass 
Congress easily, while fresh, clear, and honest ones fail of recognition, 
and that nothing helps any claim here so much as dogged, shameless 
impudence. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether it is worth while to say any 
more or not, [Cries of “Go on!) 

I certainly have no prejudice against this man. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. - What has be- 
come of these contracts to which the gentleman alludes? 

Mr, TILLMAN, Contracts between Mr. Emery and that commission? 


Mr. HILL. Yes; what has become of them? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If they are net in the Ordnance Office I do not 
know. [Laughter.] They were there once. 

Mr. HILL. I understand the gentleman to say there were con- 
tracts 2 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ves, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Under and by which he undertook to build a machine 
for $25.000. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. -And a subsequent contract. 

Mr. TILLMAN. By which he proposed to execute all amendments 
and alterations authorized by the commission. It is for those who 
come here to urge this claim to say whether he presents clean hands. 
As I started out to say, I have no prejudice against this man. I in- 
vestigated his case with all the judicial impartiality and industry I 
possessed for the purpose of discharging my duty us a member of the 
laborious Committee on Claims, and I arrived at the conclusion I have 
stated tothe House. I do not hesitate to say there is no foundation for 
this claim. 

If Congress chooses to be generous with the public money, as recom- 
mended by the engineer officers, and some other people appear to think 
it grows on trees [laughter], they cau make a donation of twenty-five 
or fifty or one hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars as suggested 
by the report of the committee. I have nothing further to say Ihave 
discharged my duty. I imagine when it comes back fom the other 
end of the Capitol it will be amended to make it at least $200,000. In 
the Forty-eighth Congress the claimant and all other parties were will- 
ing to take $100,000. It continues to grow all the time, [Laughter. ] 
But I will not trespass longer upon the attention of the House, 
[Applause. ] k Te 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, the great mechanical institute of 
the State of Massachusetts gives at varying intervals of eight or ten 
years a grand gold medal of many dollars in value for some prominent 
invention which stands out boldly in its relation to humanity and the 
benefits it confers. It gave such a medal to this machine. It is a 
machine which is capable of testing the strength of the finest cambric 
needle, or n bar 30 feet long and 5 inches in diameter, palling it apart. 
It has done this kind of work continuously for many years until it has 
become the recognized authority in the United States in testing all 
metals going into the construction of bridges and buildings of almost 
every kind, where it becomes necessary to know theteusile strength or 
crushing power. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption ? 

Mr. MANSUR. I think I will, if it is not too long. 

Mr. KILGORE, I notice it has been stated that this machine is used 
extensively by individuals. private corporations, contractors, and others. 

Mr. MANSUR. By everybody, sir. Any person who wishes to use 
it for practical tests is permitted to do so when the Government is not 
using it for its own purposes. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not somebody have to pay for that? 

Mr. MANSUR. If Lam correctly informed, and as I understand it, 
they pay the Government practically nothing more than the mere ex- 
pense attending the making of the tests. 

Mr. KILGORE, Hasa private contractor or an individual the right 
to go there and use it? i 

Mr. MANSUR., Yes, sir. 

Mr, KILGORE. Ata nominal price? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes. When the gentleman rides home across these 
great iron bridges over our large streams, bridges 500 feet or more in 
length, he rides over them with a perfect feeling of security knowing 
that they are safe, their safety being secured by tests made with this 
very machine. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ifthe Government did not pay for this machine, 
would not these parties be required to furnish their own machines? 

Mr. MANSUR. They do pay for the use of this machine, but only, 
as I understand, the expense connected with the labor necessary to 
make the tests, and this is under authority of the act of Congress that 
was passed on the 30th day of June, 1878. 

Congress, Mr. Chairman, appropriated the sum of $25,000 for the eree- 
tion of this machine, and it was to be done under the supervision of the 
board of which my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN ] speaks. 
That is stated here in the report, and it is also stated, as he says, that 
when Mr. Emery went about the work he encountered so many difi- 
culties, because it was designed originally to be a machine having only 
about 80,000 pounds weight, and he entered into a contract, as stated, 
for $25,000—he encountered so many difficulties that though he kepton 
with the work it was necessary to obtain relief in some form. Find- 
ing himself beset with innumerable difficulties in the application of 
what were up to that time entirely new principles in physics, principles 
which before that had no place in physics, he was required to make an 
immense number of expensive experiments before arriving at a point 
where the machine met all of the requirements; and in order to do this 
the labor of many months was required. He devoted himself with such 
care and assiduity to the work that, according to the testimony of the 
Army Officers connected with it, he showed a degree of energy and en- 
terprise almost unknown in their history. 


Finally, he got upon the combination of principles which led to the 
creation of this magnificent machine, but in doing this, although he 
had entered into the second ‘contract by which he was to receive $31,- 
500 for the entire work, it required—and I do not speak now from per- 
sonal infurmation, only from what I have obtained from the record in 
the case; outside of that I know nothing, for I have not talked with this 
gentleman—it required, independent of his own time or in addition to 
his own time and attention to the work, the payment on his part of 
$129,000 for materials out of which to construct the machine and make 
these tests, and for which expenditure he never got back but $31,500. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Missouri to 
ask if the record does not show the report made to the Forty-eighth 


Congress, that upon full examination of all of the receipts and vouch- 


ers the whole amount was covered by the sum of $38,000? 

Mr. MANSUR. Iam not aware of it. 

Mr. BYNUM. There it is stated in the report. 

Mr. MANSUR. If that be so, I can only say that such figures have 
not been before the committee as faras [am aware. I do not know 
anything about that. 3 

Mr. BYNUM. Has this committee ever examined the receipts? 

Mr. MANSUR. I never prepared the report in either case. I can 
only speak of the facts which have come within my own observation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MANSUR, Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When you pay the $175,000, as proposed, to this 
claimant, do you not pay $5,000 a year to him for the time spent in 
making the machine and also in making investigations and inventions 
in other directions for which he holds patents? 

Mr. MANSUR. Whatever may be the facts as to the patents other 
than this machine 

Mr. McMILLIN. What J want to get at 

Mr. MANSUR. In a moment; I propose to be entirely ingenuous 
in this matter. Isay I do not know from any record of his having re- 
ceived in any mauner thesum the gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Batis not the $175,000 made up in part, at least, 
when you come to make the estimate, of $5,000 a year while he was 
really employed in executing the contract which he had entered into 
with the Government and for which he was being paid? 

Mr. MANSUR. I will say to the gentleman that our committee is 
divided into three subcommittees. This does not come from my sub- 
committee on claims, and I have not bad it ander my personal super- 
vision. Therefore I can not answer directly the gentleman's question. 
I can only speak from my own information. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My memory is that the gentleman, upon an in- 
vestigation of the basis of the claim, will find that if he got the thirty- 
thousand and odd dollars, which was $6,000 in addition to the original 
contract price, he got the money to which he was entitled; and thatin 
this bill there is a charge o! $5,000 a year, which is made a part of the 
basis of compensation that is to be paid him. Now, is not the $175,000 
made up in part at least of that compensation? 

Mr. MANSUR. If I am rightly informed by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Claims who sits near me and whois apparently familiar with 
the whole transaction, there is no testimony, so my friend tells me, be- 
fore the committee that this gentleman has ever actually received a 
dollar for his own services. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But he undertook by contract to make this ma- 
chine for $25,000. He then complained that that would not compensate 
him, and thereupon, magnanimously and beyond the contract, the Gov- 
ernment gave some six thousand and odd dollars additional. Now, 
when the claim comes to Congress, as I remember it from an investiga- 
tion of it as chairman of the Claims Committee at one time in Congress, 
one element upon which he based the claim for relief was that he was 
entitled to $5,000 a year while the work was going on, and the proof 
shows that a part of the time was spentin perfecting inventions which 
he refused to turn over to the Government, 

Mr, MANSUR. The record shows the actual cost for material which 
Mr. Emery paid ont of his own pocket to be $129,000, allowing nothing 
to himself for his services, and for this he has only received $31,500. 
And I will state further that it is apparent to my mind thatin physics 
he is about as high upas my friend from Tennessee is in statesmanship, 
and, if so, he is well worth $5,000 a year, for I know that my friend is 
worth that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam much obliged to my friend for the compli- 
ment, but I must not ignore the rights of the people of the United 
States; must not permit them to be swallowed up in compliments. 
Now, as the gentleman has spoken of what Mr. Emery has paid out, I 
will state that if he examines the matter he will find that an element 
embraced in what he has paid out is interest at 10 per cent., and the 
amount is made up in that way, in face of the fact that the Government 
never pays interest on claims against it. 

A MEMBER. Compoand interest. ’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Compound interest over and over again, until it 
would take a mathematician or actuary to eliminate anything that is 
clear ont of it. 

Mr. MANSUR. My friend from Pennsylvania here will answer the 
interest question. I desire to say ; 


Caa Se 


Mr, HOLMAN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
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Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman will not misunderstand me. 


tion? I read the language ot the statute: 


Mr. MANSUR. I would rather finish my statement, because I may 
antiripate a «reat many of these questions that gentlemen desire to ask. 

What are the facts as we find them? We find that five Congresses 
in succession through their committees required to investigate this 
question, taking hold of the question every time, and five times in suc- 
cession the House committee has recommended it favorably; four times 
it has passed the Senate; and then in the last Congress it passed both 
Houses, and was sent to the President in the last ten days; he did not 
sign it, and it failed to become a law. 

Mr. BYNUM. Did it not pass last in the Forty-ninth Congress? 

Mr. MANSUR. I did not say it passed in the Forty-ninth Congress. 
The last was the Fiftieth Congress, 

Mr. BYNUM. It passed the last time in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. MANSUR. My memory was that it was the last House which 

sed it. At any rate the President submitted the matter to the 

ouse in a special message recommending that, in view of its great im- 

rtance to this country, the great benefits that had accrued to manu- 

turers and to the whole country through the perfection of this ma- 
chine, and that gentleman had not been remunerated as he ought to 
have been, that he had spent all that he had and as much as he could 
borrow and had become bankrupt, it was eminently proper that the 
Government should remunerate him to some extent for his loss, 

The Secretary of War has especially recommended that an appropria- 
tion be made as high as $200,000. The Government appointed a com- 
mittee of three of the highest officials, the best men in the country in 
their branches—on ordnance, guns, and iron and steel, and everything 
of tbat kind of material—men of the highest skill that we have, and 
directed them to investigate this machine and to see the amount of 
money and the length of time and the grade of skill required to create 
such an instrument; and all of them report that he ought to have 
$200,000, less the amount that the Government has hitherto paid him, 
$31,500. Now, it seems to me under these circumstances that, when 
this man has been a great benefactor to his race and his country in 
making this most wonderful machine, that has received the encomiums 
of the greatest men of the land, we ought not to stand out for the con- 
tract Shylock-like and demand the pound of flesh.“ 

Originally, when the contract was made for that machine, he was 
to use 80,000 pounds of material; but the plans were altered and the 
size of the machine wasso changed that ultimately, when the machine 
was finally adopted, it was four times as heavy as originally contracted 
for. This shows that he desired to make it perfect, and it seems as 
thoagh he has come very near to it, for the machine is reported to be 
nearly fect to-day, after ten years of unceasing strain and perpetual 
use. He has a machine the like of which I have not read of, 
and thus he stands as the benefactor of the land and the Government 
of this country, so that it seems to me eminently proper that the loss 
he has sustained should be reimbursed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me now? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe it is a fact that Mr. Emery has been en- 
gaged on this machine ever since it was constructed. Now, we have 
appropriated for the last fifteen years $10,000 a year for the purpose of 

t machine, amounting, in the whole, I think, up to this time, to 
about $150,000. Now, does my friend know how this $10,000 a year 
has been applied? 

Mr. MANSUR. Inthe perfection of the machine. The first I knew 
of this was in the Fiſtieth and Fifty-first Congresses, and I did not know 
of the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend knows that we appropriated $10,000 


a year. 

Nr. MANSUR. All that I knowin connection with it has been what 
has been brought before the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But $10,000 a year has been appropriated. Does 
my friend know how that money bas been expended ? 

Mr. MANSUR. I assume that if an appropriation was made for his 
benefit he got it; and if it was not made for his benefit the presump- 
tion is that the appropriation went where the law said it should go. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me, I will read from the 
appropriation, and I think they are all alike ever since 1875: 


For labor and material in caring for, preserving, and operating theUnited States 
testing machine at Watertown, aril including tools and appliances, $10,000, 


a believe that appropriation has been in the same general terms all 
e time. 

Mr. MANSUR. I presume they have been trying since the time this 
machine was first e to get something to equal it, and therefore they 
have spent a considerable amount. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The appropriation that the gentleman from In- 
diana speaks of is for this very machine. It is an annual appropria- 
tion, if I remember correctly. 

Mr. MANSUR. I did not so understand from the reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly. 

Pers MANSUR. The Government using it for its own purposes all 

e time. 


For labor and material in caring for, preserving, and operating the United States 
testing machine at Watertown, including tools and appliances, $10,000, 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly; but the gentleman will agree with me 
that there is no indication in the language he has read that one five- 
cent piece of that money was intended to go into the pocket of Mr. 
Emery unless he was in the empioy of the Government to run that 
machine at that place. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But Mr. Emery, in some form or other, has been 
connected with this machine all through. That is the case, is it not? 

Mr. MANSUR, Ido not know, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I deny that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And, if that is so, how has this money been ex- 
pended? 

Mr° HEARD. I want to ask a question for information, to make 
plain a point which appears to be in controversy between the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and my colleague from Missouri [ Mr. 
MANsuR]. It is this. That 5 appears by its terms to 
have been made for the purpose of operating and keeping in repair this 
machine, but was the appropriation made for the benefit of this claim- 
ant and was Mr. Emery connected, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoiMAn] implies by his question, with the operation of the machine? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the question that Iam asking. I have been 
trying to ascertain that fact. 

Mr. HEARD. I understood the gentleman to assume it. 

Mr. MANSUR. With the kindest regard for my colleague | Mr. 
HEARD] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], I repeat 
that there is not an intimation in the language ofthe statute just read 
that one five-cent piece of this money went into the pocket of Mr. 
Emery. Now, if that be so, will some gentleman show thatthe money 
did go into his pocket, and then we shall have something tangible. 

Mr. HEARD. If my colleague will allow me, I understand the case 
as he does from the reading of that statute, and therefore I ask the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to state whether he knew 
that the Government had employed this man for this purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir, I do not. I have heard the same question 
asked before. I heard the question asked years ago how this $10,000 
was to be expended, but I have never yet heard it answered. I do 
not myself know how it has been employed. ‘There were one or two 
years that we omitted to make the appropriation, but I think it has 
been made regularly since 1875. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Have you the least doubt that this money has been 
expended ? 

Mr. MANSUR. None in the world. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who got it? 

Mr. MANSUR. The men who did the labor and furnished the ma- 
terial and carried on the operations of that testing-machine; and it cov- 
ered also the expenditure for new tools and appliances that may be or 
may have been in use there at the arsenal. 

Mr, TILLMAN. But does not the Government require that parties 
who have materials tested there by this machine shall themselves de- 
fray the actual expenses? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then what has become of this $10,000 a year? 

Mr. MANSUR. I should suppose that the money was probably ex- 
pended to pay for the labor of testing the plates that the Government 
uses in its great war vessels, and testing the iron girders and the iron 
roofs that it uses for its custom-houses and other public buildings all 
over the country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Government hasits own officers and agents 
there for that pu 

Mr. MANSUR., But they have to be paid. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But they are paid as belonging to the Engineer 
Corps. They are officers of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I supposed, as my colleague from Missouri [Mr. 
MANSUR] supposes, that the machine was used for the purposes he has 
enumerated, but I inquired of one of the naval board engaged in test- 
ing, and he told me that the plates were not all tested by this machine, 
but that some were tested by other machines. 

Mr. MANSUR. I yield the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I was not in at the beginning of 
the discussion of this bill, but I desire to beheard upon it. Iam will- 
ing, however, to yield the floor for a motion to rise, I retaining the 


loor. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. y 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 3538) for 
the relief of Albert H. Emery, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I move that the House now take a recess, 
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Mr, HEARD. I ask the gentleman to withhold that motion a mo- 
ment so that I may ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a 
resolution calling upon the Secretary of War to send to Congress a cer- 
tain report. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I withdraw the motion. 

SURVEY OF THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. HEARD offered the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby requested to send to the Senate 
and House of Representatives copies of the report recently made to the War 
Department by the Missouri River Commission relating to a survey of the Mis- 
souri River between Cambridge, in Saline County, and Glasgow, iu Howard 
County, Missouri. 

Mr. LAIDLAW, I move that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is agreed to. The House stands in re- 
cessuntil S o clock, when it will reassemble for the transaction of special 
business under the rule, at which evening session the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Morrow] will preside. 

The House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes) took a recess 
until 8 o'clock p. m. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., 

and was called to order by Mr. Morrow as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special 
order of Friday evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House,under the standing order for Friday 
ht sessions, is in Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
vate pension bills, bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
ls removing charges of desertion. 


HENRIETTA L. ARLIN. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5030) granting 
a pension to Henrietta L. Arlin, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dlc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name o? Henrietta L, Arlin, widow of Capt. William H. Arlin, 
late of Company K, Second New York Veteran Cavalry Volunteers, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5030) granting a n to Henrietta L. Arlin, submit the following report : 

The proposed beneficiary is the widow of the late Capt. William II. Arlin, of 
Company K, Second New York Veteran Cavalry. Captain Arlinalso served as 
private in Company C, Second United States Artillery, from March 21, 1448, to 
August 31, 1848, when d upon certificate of disability, and as sergeant of 
first-named command from July 16, 1853, to November 10, 1863, when promoted to 

tain. He died of general 3 July 29, 1882. The widow's claim hag been 
ma pera on the ground that the soldier's death had no connection with his mili- 
tary service. 

it appears from an examination of the papers in the case that the soldier filed 
a claim for a pension April 27, 184, alleging injury to back about June 5, 1848, 
while assisting in taking water into the hold of the ship Russia. 

This claim. was rejected because he was unable to furnish the necessary proof 
in . of bis allegation, the record showing treatment for dysentery only, 
was the disability on account of which he wat disch 1 

In i873 he filed another application for on. alleging injury to spine, breast, 
and soft side from fall of his horse while on picket duty in April, 1864. This 
claim was rejected because of the allegations made in 1854 relative to a similar 
injury while ou the ship Russia in 188, and the further reason that an examin- 
ing surgeon failed to discover any disability from alleged causes. In support of 
his claim for injuries received in the late war, the soldier filed the affidavit of 
the major of his regiment, who states that he saw Arlin very soon after being 
thrown from his horse, appeared much injured through his back, and was una- 
ble to walk. There ia other evidence also on that point, Theassistant surgeon 
testifies that Arlin was sound atentry intoservice in 1963; that at or near Campti 
Station, La., about March 25, 1564, while on picket duty, he had his back injured 
by his horse falling on him; his spine was so con that he became partially 
paralyzed, and could only walk with the aid of crutches. He neverconipletely 
recovered the use of his lower extremities and can 6 

Captain Artin tendered his resignation, which was accepted April 15, 1864, on 
account of disabilities. 

Dr. M. R. Babcock testifies to treatment for disease of dorsal and lumbar re- 
gion of spinal column from October, 1864, to February, 1867. 

Dr. Peck, examining surgeon, also treated soldier more or less for same disa- 
ey until death. There is an abundance of lay testimony showing the steady 
decline of the soldier's health. The records of the town of Queensburgh, N. V., 
give the canse of his death as debility from injuries received in the Army. 

The evidence furnished in this case connecting the soldier's death with his 
service during the war of the rebellion would undoubtedly have secured favor- 
able action at the Pension Office were it not for the allegations made by him in 
18M. These allegations, however, are not substantiated and should not preju- 
dice the rights of the widow in her claim for pension based upon eauses Ko- 
able to s later service. 

The claim appears to be satisfactorily established, and your committee there- 
fore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
DELIA W. MARSHALL. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4855) grant- 
ing a pension to Delia WI. Marshall 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to placo the name of Delia W. Marshall, widow of A. Marshall, 
late a private in Company F. Second Regiment Vermont Volunteers, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4555) granting a pension to Delia W. Marshall, have had the same under con- 
sideration, und beg leave to submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Committe on In- 
valid Veusions, Fiftieth Congress, which your committee adopts as its own and 
likewise recommends the passage of the bill, 

The report is as follows: 

“The claimant is the widow of George A. Marshall, who served as private of 
Company F, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteers, from August 1, 1863, to Jan- 
nary 12, 1865, when discharged upon surgeon's certificate of disability because of 


Joss of tissue gastrocnemins muscle, adhesion of muscles, and contraction of ten- 


dons of right leg from gangrene subsequent to gunshot wound received in bat- 
tle May 10, 1864, near Spottsylvania, 

“The widow's claim has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground 
ey the soldier's fatal disease of heart was not chargeable to his military serv- 

ice, 

Soldier was a pensioner for the disability incurred in the service. The sev- 
eral medical examinations, covering the entire period from his discharge to 
death, show that the right leg was coustantly covered with open ulcers, —— 
much 8 and loss of sleep. His whole system became debilitated, 
gradually the heart became affected. 

Dr. E. M. Lyon, secretary of board of examining surgeons at N. 
Y. states that he became acquainted with Marshall in 1365, and knows that he 
was a constant sufferer from ulcerated varicose veins and wound of ri leg. 
His general health was very poor, his symptoms indicating blood-po 
Was not able to perform any manual labor forsome years previous to his d 
Affiant was called tosee soldier on the night of hisdeath, buthe was dead when 
he reached the house. > 

~ Post-mortem examination disclosed the fact that soldier's death was due to 
obstructed circulation at mitral valves, and consequent failure of heart's action. 
From affiant's knowledge of the soldier's condition from d to death, it 
is his opinion that the of heart existed for along time, possibly since he 
suffered from gangrene in the hospital. 

“In the opinion of your committee the connection between the death-cause 
and the service is clearly established by the medical evidence referred to, and 
therefore they report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask thatit pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. i 


THOMAS KELLY, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4984) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Keliy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Kelly, late of Company 
H, Second Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. Sawyer) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.4984) 
granting a ponen to Thomas Kelly, submit the following report: 

Thomas Kelly was enrolled January 9, 1854, at Sullivan, N, Y., as private in 
Company H, Second Regiment New Y ork Heavy Artillery, and discharged on 
surgeon's certificate of bcos À April 7, 1864, because of over age, His claim 
for pension on account of catarrh and partial deafness of both ears has been re- 
jected by the Pension Bureau because the evidence is not deemed sufficient to 
show origin of alleged disabilities in service. 

The case has been s Ny examined, That claimant was free from sald dis- 
abilities at time of enlistment is clearly shown by the report of the ex- 
aminer. Soldier while on the way to the front, or shortly after his arrival nb 
Fort Corcoran, Va, took a severe cold, for which he ved treatment from 
tho regimental surgeon for about two weeks, when upon an examination by a 
medical board, he was discharged, as heretofore stated, with others who had 
joined the command with him. : 

The only two comrades now living who were acquainted with claimant dur- 
ing service know that he was ailing after their arrival at Fort Corcoran, but 
are, after the lapse of time, unable to make any definite statement as to the 
ehuracter of his ailments, The evidence as to claimant's condition at discharge 
and since is more satisfactory. 

Claimant's family physician remembers treating him shortly after return 
from service for diarrhea and general nervous — 45 which treatment con- 
tinued pretty much the whole summer. Also treated him the following year 
for malarial poisoning. He also testifies that while under such treatment sol- 
dier complained of catarrh and roaring in his head, which affection has followed 
him ever since, 

Neighbors also testify that claimant's hearing was impaired at return from 
service and gradually has grown worse, 

The claimant as well as his witness bear a good reputation. 


Medical examination shows claimant disabled in s pensionable degree from 


alleged causes. He is now seventy years of age and poor. 

While the evidence on file may not be sufficient for the purposes of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, your committee are of the opinion thatit issufficiently clear there- 
from that claimant's present disabilities followed upon his army service, and 
being shown sound prior thereto it is reasonably sure to presume that the same 
originated as all nnd therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill 
and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH HECKLER. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4102) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Heckler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Reil enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Heckler, widow of the 
late Francis Heckler, of the Thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid nig pone heaters was referred the bill (H. R. 4102) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler, submit the following report: 
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avy from March 3, 1841, 
Thirty-nin —— New York Volunteers from May 17, 1861, to June 23, 
1862, when he was discharged 
dier applied for pension August 5 
spring of 1862, at Hunters Chapel, 
September 30, 1880. The claim was, however, completed by the widow after a 
very thorough examination. Her claim has been rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau on the ground that the fatal disease, cystitis, is not accepted as a 
result of the asthma. 

“The diagnosis of the fatal disease was made by a physician who had no per- 
sonal acquaintance with the soldier until within a week of his death, and who 
admits in his deposition before the special examiner that he knew of no other 

ulty in the case at the time of his treatment of Heckler, Yet the proof in 
support of the invalid claim for asthma is so overwhelmingly strong as to its 
severeness from date of discharge to death that the Commissioner of Pensions, 
upon a personal review of the case, directed, even in the absence of a medical 
examination (the claim not having been reached for action thereon during the 
soldier's lifetime), a reissue of the original certificate at one-half of total to a 

tal pension from date of discharge, 

“The special examiner in his report says: 0 

There is no evidence whatever that cystitis, ete., existed up to a few weeks 
before his death, and there is overwhelming evidence that he suffered greatly 
and continuously from discharge to death with asthma, From personal ex 
rience I know that cystitis, ete., is a paintul but lingering disease, and one that 
does not * fatally in a few weeks or months.“ 

A n he says: 

“The aaa ia a singularly clear one, and the witnesses exceptionally rell- 
able, and it is very plainly shown thatthe soldier was sound and healthy before 
enlistment, and earning a good living by his profession as a musician, and that 
—.— es discharge he never earned, nor was able to earn, a dollar at it owing 

asthma, 

“Admitting that cystitis did exist during the last week or two prior to death, 
and that it became necessary to relicve the suffering therefrom by medical treat- 
ment, there yet remains the undisputed fact that asthma was, and had been for 
years, the principal disabling cause, and that it alone was of such a serious char- 
goter as to cause death at any moment. i 

The claim of the widow is highly meritorious, and therefore the bill is re- 
turned with the recommendation that it do pass.” 

Your committee concur in the conclusions reached in the said report, and 
therefore report fayorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
THERESA HERBST. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1043) granting 
s pension to Theresa Herbst. 
The bill was read, as follows: i 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension. roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theresa Herbst, widow of Johu 
Herbst, late n private in Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment of 
New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
1043) nting a pension to Theresa Herbst, submitted the following report: 

A Abeta bill was passed by both Houses of Congress during the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, and vetoed by the President. t 

The history of the case is fully set forth in the report of the Invalid Pensions 
Committee, House of Representatives, of said Congress, which is as follows: 

“The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of John Herbst or Harpst 
who served in Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment New York Vol 
unteers, and died of disease contracted in the service September 25, 1868. Her 
claim for pension has been rejected on the ground that the soldier while a 
prisoner of war joined the Confederate army. 

“The records of the War Department show that the soldier enlisted August 
26, 1862. He was wounded in head at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pa., for which 
wound he was treated in hospital until September 5, 1883. At Petersburgh, Va., 
while in action, on August 22, 1864, he was captured, and taken to Salisbury, 
N. C., where he was found in the Confederate service at the capture of that 
place by General Stoneman's forces in the spring of 1865, exact date not shown. 
According to the record he made his identity known voluntarily, pleading that 
he joined those forces to prevent starvation. He was placed under arrest, but 
oe without trial July 6, 1855, and finally honorably discharged October Li, 


1 

The evidence before your committee clearly shows that at date of discharge 
the soldier was a great sufferer from rheumatism and dro ; thathe continued 
in this condition, gradually growing worse, and finally died of disease of heart, 
the result of army service. 

“The only point at issue is the soldier's enlistment in the Confederate service. 
The statutes exclude from the pension-rolls such persons or their heira who 
have voluntarily aided or abetted the Confederates during the war ofthe rebell- 
jon, unless subsequent to the service in the Confederate army or navy such 
porn 8 the Army of the United States and in the latter service con- 

a disability. 5 

It can hardly charged * this soldier that disloyalty to the flag 
prompted him totake the step which thus far has kept his widow out of pension 
to which she would seem to be so justly entitled otherwise, for his patriotism is 
so fully established by the testimony of his officers and comrades as to remove 
all doubts on that point. The command to which he belonged was engaged in 
some of the fiercest battles of the war, among which it is only necessary to name 
Fredericksburgh, Chancellorsville, Gettysburgh, and Mine Run, Could any 
one doubt his patriotism and bravery when taken off the field with a bullet-shot 
in head, as he was from the bloody field of Gettysburgh? 

Some other cause must therefore be assigned for the action taken by him. 


For the par of this report it does not seem necessary to enter into the ac- 
knowle pitiable condition of those who by the misfortunes of war me 
the prisoners of the opposing sarees, and by reason of this condition should not 
be held to a strict accountability for their acts. 

“ Evidently this view of the case was taken by the proper authorities. Star- 
vation’ was the excuse, and upon that plea the soldier was restored to his full 
ne and after several months’ faithful service granted that which is the pride 
of the true soldier of every country, an honorable discharge. ` 

As Co aus heretofore stated, has already made provision for those who, 
afler a voluntary service in the Confederate army, regardless of the length 
thereof, haye become disabled in subsequent service in the Army of the Union, 
whether long or short, your committee are clearly of 
faithful service and participation in the greatest battle of century before capt- 


7 that two years’ 
participat 
ure should entitle a soldier of the United States or his heirs, who, while un 


duress and with almost certain death before him, seeks temporary relief by join- 
ing the enemy, to at least equal consideration. 

The widow is poor, but highly respectable. A number of the soldier's 
officers and comrades, as well as the mayor of Rochester, N. Y., where she re- 
sides, and other reputable citizens, join in her petition for relief. 

* Your committee believe that the relief asked for should be granted, and 
therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass.” 

Your committee, concurring in the views as expressed in said report, like- 
wise recommend favorable action on the accompanying bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam not certain that I caught correctly the read- 
ing of this report; but, as I understand, this is a proposition to pension 
a Confederate soldier, Now, I am not willing 

Mr. MORRILL. Perhaps I can explain this matter to the satisfac- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas, for I have spent more time on this 
individual case, I presume, than on any other that I have ever had be- 
fore me. 

This man was taken prisoner and was confined at Salisbury, N. C. 
After he was confined there several months he enlisted in the Confed- 
erate service to escape starvation, 

Mr. KILGORE. Deserting his own service. 

Mr. MORRILL. He did not desert his own service. 

Mr. KILGORE. He could not very well have enlisted in our service 
without being a deserter from the other side. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will only read the description of 
the condition of Salisbury prison at the time this occurred I think he 
will withhold any objection to this bill. The time was November; 
there had been heavy rains; the mud was from 6 to 8 inches deep; 
there came a severe frost, freezing the ground. These men were with- 
out shelter, Several days belore this man gave up four hundred prison- 
ers enlisted in the Confederate service in one day. He held out as 
long as he could; at last to escape starvation he enlisted. A lew days 
later he was recaptured by the Federal forces. After an investigation 
the commanding officer of his regiment restored him to duty without 
trial; and subsequently he was honorably discharged from the service. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the patriotic ob- 
seryations of my triend from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] I will say that I 
have not read the history of the condition of Salisbury prison at the time 
he mentions; but I was a prisoner at Camp Logan, Indiana, and I know 
something about the history of that prison. The mercury, as they told 
me, was 32° below zero, and the snow was 4 or 5 feet deep, I reckon; I 
never got to the bottom of it. We were practically without shelter. 
Notwithstandingall that, I had not any disposition to enlist in the Fed- 
eral Army. Perhaps it would have been better for me if I had done so; 
all the same, I did not. 

A MEMBER. You should have enlisted in the Federal Army in the 
first place. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; if I had been on your side of the line no 
doubt I should have been in the Federal Army. 

Mr. MORRILL. The point I make in this case is that this matter 
was all settled then and there; the man was restored to duty alter his 
confinement in Salisbury prison; he served several months in the Union 
Army after being restored, and was then granted an honorable dis- 
charge. Isabmit it is to» late now to bring up any charge against 
him when by bis honorable discharge from the Union Army he was 
granted a full pardon for anything that he may have done. 

Mr. KILGORE, Is this pension for him? 

Mr. MORRILL. He died soon after his discharge; this pension is 
for his widow; and surely the gentleman from Texas would not punish 
that poor woman « 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I have nothing further to say. [Laughter.] 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JULIA FLEMING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 15) to 
pension Julia Fleming. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herehy, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Julia Fleming, 
widow of James Fleming, late a private in Company D, Second United States 
Artillery, subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15) 
granting a pension to Julia Fleming, aubmit the following report: 
The beneticiary is the widow of James Fleming, who was a private in Com- 
pany D, nd Regiment United States Artillery. He received a comminuted 
racture of left knee at the battle of ey. River, Virginia, November 8, 1463, 
from a solid 12-pound shot, which rende necessary an amputation of the left 
thigh, lower third, on the battle-field, and the hospital records show that he 
suffered very much from a He was discharged by reason of disability 
July 4, 1865, remaining and being treated in various hospitals until that time, 
He was taken sick with his last sickness about the 5th day of December, 1883, 
and died December 22, 1883, from dropsy, affecting his liver and lungs, and uræ- 
mic poisoning. 
The widow filed a claim for pension, but the same was rejected on the ground 
that the cause of the husband's death was not the result of his military service 
or of the amputation of his leg. The evidence shows that while there were no 
gatherings or abscesses formed on the stump, the soldier frequently complained 
of severe 5 the stump, at times causing the perspiration to start. followed 
by difficulties with his stomach. One of the physicians attending him in his last 
sickness says that the disease from which he died 
Was in all probability a sequence of a wound which necessitated the ampu- 
tation of the leg, and exposure while in the United States service.” 


1890. 


The other physician who attended him in his last sickness says: 

“I would notsay unconditionally that death-cause was the result of the wound 
and amputated leg, but it might be a sequence. It would not be unreasonable 
to think it a sequence of the wound and amputation.” 

There was some evidence that the man occasionally drank beer and other in- 
toxicating liquors, but the general evidence is that he was a sober, industrious 
man, onally drinking, but not to excess. One physician who knew him 
testifies that in his opinion the amputation of the leg had nothing to do with 
his death. The beneficiary is shown to bea worthy poor woman dependent 
upon her manual labor for the support of herself and children,and your com- 
mittee can but believe that she should have the benefit of the doubt, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
JOHN TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2767) 
increasing the pension of John Taylor. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John Taylor, late of Battery 
M, Third New York Light Artillery, to $30 per month, under certificate No. 
101790, on account of gunshot wound of head and its results, 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
2767) increasing the pension of John Taylor, submit the following report: 

The applicant for increase is now receiving a pension of $16 per month under 
E act of Congress, he having been previously allowed $$ per month under 
the general laws, 

The wound and results are described in the medical certificates as follows: 

“ Ball entered 2 inches below and behind the right angle of the mouth, injur- 
ing the inferior maxilla and passing through the structure of the lower portion 
of the mouth, coming out an inch above and to the left of the pomum Adami; 
cicatrices are depressed and adherent; there is considerable alilia, probably 
owing to the tojar of the nerves of the tongue; there is no external evidence of 
injury to the left shoulder, but there is apparent slight loss of sensation of face 
and of left shoulder. 

“ Examining Surgeon S. A. Lumly certifies to gunshot wound fracturing in- 
ferior 5 right jaw; ball entering lower border of the inferior maxillary, 
passing in wa and emerging from left jaw below inferior maxillary, removing 
several molars and causing partial paralysis of vocal organs and impairing 
speech; considerable pain in cold weather; atrophied condition of left jaw; 
facial neuralgia; health impaired ; degrees of disability permanent.” 

Examining Surgeon George Kellog and others certify substantially as last 
above, and add that articulation is much impaired; that claimant at times is 
unable to speak; has difficulty in mastication, Claimant says his articulation 
was perfect before he was wounded; has loss of power in left arm and hand; 
eee slightly impaired, probably due to injury to filaments of cervical 
plexus. 

He has personally appeared before the committee, and it is evident that he is 
ineapable of using his left arm so that he may earn livelihood by manual 
labor; that he is also afflicted with a painful and embarrassing stammering of 
his speech, arising from the gunshot wound above referred to. 

The pensioner alleges, and your committee have reason to belleye, that since 
the passage of the act increasing his pension as above stated, bis disability has 

yinereased, Theimpairment of his speech is greater, while thesufferings 
om facial neuralgia are more intense. 

While the impairment of speech does not necessarily follow an inability to 
perform manual labor, itis an almost fatal hinderance to the procurement of em- 
ployment, and being also otherwise disabled, by reason of neuralgic affec- 
8 the chances for gaining subsistence by manual labor are reduced to a 
minimum, 

With this view of the case, your committee are of oa that the reliefasked 
for should be granted, and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask that 
itdo pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “thirty,” in line 5, and 
inserting therein the words “twenty-four,” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


ELIZABETH O. GIBSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4749) 
for the relief of Elizabeth O. Gibson. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
Umitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth O. Gibson, a voluntary 
nurse ae the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4749) 
for the relief of Elizabeth O. Gibson, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Elizabeth O. Gibson was appointed nurse, under the authority of Miss 
Dix, general superintendent of nurses, in the of 1861, and assigned to duty 
at the Fifth Strect general hospital, St. Louis, Mo. She subsequently served in 
like 3 at Jefferson Barracks, and later at the Harvey general hospital, 
Madison, Wis., where her labors closed on October, , after four years’ 
faithful and meritorious services. James E. Yeatman, late president Western 
Sanitary Commission, under date of November 3), 1889, states: 

Mrs. Gibson was personally known to me, and was among the number of 
D peed commended for the ability and fidelity with which she dis- 
cha: her duties as nurse.“ 

Mrs. Ada Johnson, also of hospital service in 1861 and 1862, testifies that Mrs. 
Gibson at one time, while at Fifth street hospital in St. Louis, was on duty as 
night-nurse in the surgical ward for more than forty nights in succession, and 
that she heard Dr. Hodgen, surgeon in charge, say repeatedly that Mrs. Gibsou 
was the “star nurse.“ 

Dr. Culbertson, in cha of the Harvey General Hospital, Madison, Wis., 
where she was employed during the last two years of her services, and others 
connected with said hospital like wise testify to her faithfulness and high char- 


acter, 

Mrs, Gibson is now well advanced in years and very feeble. Dr. Kanause, of 
Wausau, Wis., who was an employé of last-named hospital and has known her 
ever since the service, testifies that her present nervousness and enfeebled con- 
dition are undoubtedly due to the services she rendered as a nurse, 

The long and faithful seryices as well as the dependent condition of Mrs. 
Gibson surely entitle her to the consideration of the Government, Few have 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANN FORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3955) 
granting a pension to Ann Ford. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Ann ‘ord, widow 
of John Ford, late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment New York Seay Ar- 
tillery, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay 
her at the rate of $12 per month from and after the death of her husband, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3955) granting a pension to Aun Ford, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of John Ford, late private of Company F, Four- 
teenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, from August 6, 1863, to August 3, 
1865. She was married to the soldier in 1850. Her claim for pension has been 
rejected by the Pension Bureau because soldier's death, on June 1880, from 
arsenic poisoning, is not shown to have any connection with his sery- 


ice. 
The records of the War Department show thatsoldier at various times 9 
service was treated for constipation, dyspepsia, malarial fever, disease of 
erysipelas, and sciatic rheumatism. He never recovered, but continued an in- 
valid until his death, as shown by goodand competent testimony, the principal 
cause of his disability sppearing to have been a dropsical condition of his lower 
limbs, He became entirely unable to support himself and family by manual 
Jabor, and having no means to procure the necessaries of life and no home, ex- 
8 0 in the poor-house, he became despondent and took his life. 
he widow, now old and poor, having no claim under the general law, asks 

Con to afford her some aid in her declining days because of the faithfal 
services of her husband, Had he applied for pension he would, upon the records 
a . War Department, undoub‘ y have received a pension for his army dis» 
abilities. 

The committee are óf opinion that the case is one worthy of consideration, 
and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out all after the word “laws,” in line 7. 


Mr. KILGORE, From the reading of that bill, I understand it gives 
arrears, unless there is an amendment which cures that trouble. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that it gives ar- 


rears. 

0 KILGORE. I did not hear the reading of the amendment dis- 
tinctly. = 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it be again read. 

The amendment proposed by the committee was again reported. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN SHEARS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3956) 
granting a pension to Ellen Shears. 
The bill is as follows; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Shears, 5 of George 
A, Shears, late of the Eighteenth New York Battery Volunteers, and pay her 
ve we orp per month from the 10th day of April, 1878, the date of said 
soldier's den 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: i 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
* granting a pension to Ellen Shears, submit the following report: 

Ellen Shears is the widow of George A. Shears, who served as private of the 
Eighteenth New York Volunteer Battery from re aig 20, 1862, to April 30, 1865, 
when mustered out. He died of typhoid pneumonia April 10, 1878. e widow 
has made no application to the Pension Bureau, because the immediate cause of 
soldier's death is not chargeable to his military service. The case is one of 
merit, nevertheless, and entitled to the favorable consideration of Congress, as 
would appear from the evidence before And committee. 

Capt. A. G. Mack, of said battery, testifies that Shears was a faithful soldier, 
always attended to his duty, and had the confidence and respect of his officers. 
Affiant remembers the time when Shears received a yery severe sun-stroke and 
was carried from the ranks. After that he was notable to endure the hardships 
— ate and inspections and was relieved therefrom and placed on duty at 

quarters, 

Comrades Rossney and Sprague like wise testify to the incurrenes of the sun- 
stroke and the enfeebled condition resulting therefrom, 

Horace McGuire, a ae attorney of Rochester, N. V., and late a ser- 

ant of aforesaid battery, and still later major Tenth United States Colored 

eavy Artillery, testifies to soldier's delicate health at discharge and thereafter. 

Dr. David Little testifies that he attended George A. Shears in April, 1878, 
when he was taken with an attack of typhoid pneumonia, He became delirious 
soon after the attack and died in about five days afterward. If, as afflant had 
been informed, Shears suffered from a severe attack of sun-stroke, such sun- 
stroke was undoubtedly the indirect cause of Shears's death, for the reason that 
the early violent maniacal symptoms which persisted to the end are unusual in 
uncomplicated pneumonia, 

The widow is very needy and in delfeate health. She was left with six chil- 
dren to support, two of whom are confirmed invalids; the others are too small 
to render any assistance, Her good character is youched for by some of the best 
citizens of Rochester. 

Your committee are clearly of opinion that the case is one of merit, and there- 
fore report favorably on the bill, amended, however, by striking outall the 
word volunteers“ in line 7, and, thus amended, ask that it do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted, 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY TAFFE, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5010) 


granting a pension to Mary Taffe. 
The bill 3 follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to puree on the pension-roll the name of Mary Taffe, widow 
of Henry Tuffe, late a private in Company F, of the Eightieth Regiment of New 
York Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and pay hera pension of 
$12 per month, the same to in from the date of her original application, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5010) granting 9 to Mary Tafe, submit the following report: 
That the beneficiary is the widow of Henry Taffe, late a private in Company 


F, Eightieth Regiment New York Volunteers. He enlisted September 25, 1861, 
and was killed March 16, 1563, leaving the beneficiary his widow, now nearly 
seventy years of 


age. 
The reportof the Adjutant-General United States Army gontains the following 


statement: 

* He (the soldier) was murdered on the ht of March 16, 1863, near Wind- 
mill Point, Va., by Private Cornelius Collins, Company F, Twentieth New Yor! 
State Militia, for which he was tried and sentenced by general court-martial.” 
N. B. Hoysradt, the firat lieutenant and commanding officcr,in a statement 
made December 6, states aś follows: 

“On the 16th day of March, 1863, the said private, Henry Tafe, F Company, 
Twentieth Regiment New York State Militia, was on a tour of guard duty in 
the provost-guard station at Windmill Point, Virginia, and said guard tour 
haying expired on the afternoon of said day, he asked the permission of the 
commanding officer (myself) of the guard to visit a provost-guard about 
one-half a mile of Windmill Point, Virginia, on the beach of the Poto- 
mac River. Such permission being granted, the said Henry Taffe visited the 
said -house. Before leaving for said post he further obtained permission 
from me to stay at such post over night. 

While there Cornelius Collins, F Company, Twentieth Regiment New York 
State Militia, became intoxicated, noisy, boisterous, and quarrelsome. The said 

rivate, Henry Taffe, deceased, endeavored to quiet and pacify the said private, 

ins. Such endeavor resulted in a Sc between Private Collins and Pri- 
vate Taffe; 3 the said Private Collins, FCompany, Twentieth Regiment 
New York State Militia, and then, about 3 o’clock in the paean of March 17, 
1863, and there, about one-half mile north of Windmill Point, Virginia, bayo- 
neted and caused the death of the said Private Henry Taffe, F Company, Twen- 
tieth Regiment New York State Militia." 

Augustus Cole, a member of said . the only survivor of the party 
present at the time of the murder, states in his affidavit that he and three other 
membersof Com y F, including Collins, were and had been stationed forsome 
time on the beach of the Potomac, about half a mile below Windmill Point, to 
prevent smuggling, and had built for themselves quarters there; thata day or 
two betore St. Patrick’s day, Doyle, one of the party, had obtained from Lieu- 
tenant Hoysradt an order on the quartermaster for some whisky, upon which 

the whisky. At their in oye one McCloskey, of same company, and 
Taffe visited them, He says: They (McCloskey and Tuffy came up to our 
quarters just before dark, and they were both sober at the time.” 

In the afternoon before, a tree had been cut down for fire-~wood and was lying 
about 10 feet in front of and crosswaysthedoor, The y drank occasionally. 
Collins became boisterous and wanted to fight. Taffe and some of the others 
tried to pacify him.” Tafe and Collins nt last got outside of the tent. Taffe in 

ing out fell over the log, and while lying on the ground Collins stabbed him 

rough his body with n bayonet fixed on a gun and then and there killed 
him, Collins following Taffe out and stabbing him after he had fallen. 

Cole says that he was well acquainted with Tafe, that “he was a good man 
and a good soldier, and always ready for duty. He the confidence of both 
officers and comrades, and never heard of his being reprimanded or punished, 
or off on sick leave.” 

March 24, 1863, Collins was tried before a court-martial and convicted of mur- 
der, and sentenced to be hung. On the trial only one witness was called to 
testify at any length as to the circumstances connected with the murder. He 
represents that all the pariy were under the influence of liquor, and that Taffe 
and Collins bad some difficulty. He also testified that Collins tried to bayonet 
him (the witness) and wounded him, but not seriously. 

That on the 25th day of March, 1963, the members of the court-martial united 
in a recommendation that Executive clemency be extended to Collins, not on 
the und that he did the act in self-defense or that he was threatened by a 
drunken man, but that said Collins was under the influence of liquor at the 
time he committed the offense;" that the liquor was furnished by the officers 
of the eompany, and that if the officers had done their duty the homicide would 
never have been committed. 

The sentence was commuted to imprisonment during the war. 

The claim was filed May, 1863. The same was rejected because soldier was not 
in the line of duty when killed. An appeal was taken to the Secretary of the 
Interior, and on the ap; the decision was affirmed on the ground that it did 
not appear that the death of the soldier occurred in and was due tothe line o duty. 

The soldier was at the place where he was killed with express consent of his 
superior officer, and was duly authorized to spend the night, He went there a 
distance of half a mile to visit the comrade members of his own company and 
spent the night. The whisky was furnished by the express consent and on the 
order of his superior officer, He was sober when he went there. ere is a 
total want of any evidence that the soldier did or said anything to provoke or 
continue the altercation. 

At the second altercation the soldier of his own accord and evidently to es- 
cape his murderer left the quarters, going out alone, but he was followed by 

enraged and armed with a gun and fixed bayonet, who came up to his 
fellow-comrade and without any provocation stabbed him to his death, and 
then tried to take the life of another comrade, 

We have mena a pension to a soldier who, absent on a furlough to go home, 
had been killed by accident; to the soldier who, leaving his iar Pelee a pass to 
go ashore for his own pleasure, was drowned by the ca) ‘ing of his boat. Your 
committee believe that this poor Irish widow has a just claim, which should be 
recognized by the Government, aud therefore recommend that the bill do 
with an amendment striking out the words the same to begin from the 
of her original application,” in the ninth line from the top. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside 
with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TUCKER. I object to that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question, then, is on laying the bill aside 
with favorable recommendation. 


t 
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The motion was to. 


The bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. ‘ ‘ 


MARY A. SELBACH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3262) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach. 
The bill is as follows: 


Beil enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary A. Selbach on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


\ The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, fo whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
$262) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach, submit the following report: 

Mary A. Selbach is the widow of Gustayus Selbach, who enlisted September 

1861, in Company M, Niuth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and was dis- 

narged June 13,1865. He died January 16,1586. The widow filed her claim for 
pengos May 31,1887. He was disabled in the service and was drawing pension 

rom the Government at the time of his death. He was pensioned for disease 
of ears. The widow's claim was rejected solely on the ground that the disease 
which caused soldier's death was not attributable to his service, which had no 
connection with the disease from which he died. The su ns who attended 
him during his last illness, and who appeared to be scientific men and medical 
experts, fy as follows: 

“ Weare practicing physicians, and have been acquainted with said soldier for 
about seven years, intimately acquainted with him as a friend and as his family 
1 e during this time. The immediate cause of his death was pneumonia, 

Jthough he had been suffering from poppers: ion in his middle ear (otitis) and 
disease of the kidneys to an extent which greatly undermined his health, and 
that he succumbed to an attack of pneumonia, which in a person of ordinary 
good health would not haye been considered serious. There isno doubtin our 
mind that the diseases from which said G. Selbach suffered before the occurrence 
of the pneumonia were the true cause of his death, and that they incapacitated 
him to a great extent from properly attending to his business.” (Signed, A, 
Schloemilch, M. D.; W. — — M. D.) 

This is the only medical evidence on file in the Pension Office bearing on the 
cause of death, in which these doctors say that the soldier died from a alight at- 
tack of pneumonia which in an ordinarily healthy person would not have been 
serious, ‘This clearly shows, in the opinion of your committee, that had it not 
been for the debilitated and broken-down condition that the soldier was in. 
caused by the disease which he contracted in the Army, the slight attack ot 
pneumonia would not have been sufficient to cause his death. 

These doctors also say that there is no doubt in their minds that the disease 
from which said soldier suffered before the occurrence of pneumonia was the 
true cause of his death; clearly showing that at that time these medical men, 
as medical experts, gave it as their opinion that the death of the soldier was 
caused by the disease that he contracted in the Army and from which he was 
suffering, when a ray oN attack of year pacar ed they say, was the immediate 
cause of death, but that the debilitated condition in which his system was found 
previous to this attack, as they say, was no doubt the cause of his death, 

If what these doctors say is true—and there is no evidence on file to contra- 
dict them—it clearly establishes the fact in the minds of your committee that 
this widow is entitled to n pension, as it leaves no doubt in the minds of your 
committee, as it did not in the minds of these doctors, that the disease Aa 
which the soldier suffered before the occurrence of pneumonia was the true 
cause of his death; and, if this is true, there can be no doubt that the claim isa 
fice one; and the committee therefore recommend the passage of the 


Mr, YODER. Mr. Chairman, the name, I observe, is not spelled 


properly in the Calendar. Task that it be corrected. It should be 
Selbach, not Setback. 
The CHAIRMAN, It is correctly spelled in the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be repo to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. KINSLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1987) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Kinsley. ~ 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pensio Jaws, the name of Mary A. Kinsley, widow of William 
Kinsley, late a private of Company E, Fifty-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1987) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Kinsley, submit the following report: 

Mary A. Kinsley is the widow of William Kinsley, late private of Compan 

y-fourth iment Ohio Volunteer try, who enlisted on the al. 

y ber, 1881, and served three years, when he was discharged on the 

expiration of his term of enlistment, Was wounded in the battle near Dallas, 
Ga., May 25, 1864; was engaged in we battles and has a record without a 
blemish, as shown by hospital record and by officers and comrades of his regi- 
ment; also the evidence of the fact of his prior soundness is abundantly shown, 
and the facts are well established. 

He died in the year 1582, from the effects of his wounds received in battle, as 
alleged by his widow. The fact is contradicted by the physician who attended 
him during his last sickness, who gives the cause of his death as phthisis pulmo- 
nalis. Tho physician in an affidavit states that he was called to see him, and 
that he was told that he had a gunshot wound in one of his groins, but that he 
did not examine it. 

Ina letter afterwards, to the Department, he states that his attention was never 
called to the wound in the groin, nor did the soldier make any complaint of it. 
He says further: I have no means of knowing the locality of the wound or 
the tissues involved, as he never made complaint,” ete., which clearly goes to 
show that this physician was mistaken or ignorant of the condition of his pa- 
tient. Outside of the statement of this physician there is nothing to show that 
this man did not die from the wounds received in battle. 

The evidence clearly satisfies your committee that this man when he entered 
the service was a healthy, physically sound man, and that he was engaged in 
many es; that he never shirked his duty as a soldier; that he wasseverely 
wounded in the abdomen,and that he never recovered from the effects of i * 
but died in eee of said wound. not ding the contradictory 
statement of this physician, who contradicts his own assertion that the man 
finally succumbed to phthisis. pulmonalis. Your committee is of the opinion 

that is a meritorions case, and recommend the passage of the bill. 
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Tho bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ANN E. MUSSMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1246) 
granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman. 
The bill is as follows: 


Beit etc, That the Secretary of the Interior bè, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ay ea to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann E. Mussman, widow of Will- 
iam Mussman, deceased, late a member of the Sixth Indiana Light Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 
The 88 on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1245) 
nti nsion to Ann E. Mussman, having had the same under considera- 


2 sabmit the A pba teeny, Sane 
similar bill uced in the Fiftieth Congress and referred to the Com- 
ames on Invalid Pensions, which after due in tion reported the same 
back favorab! A copy of said report is filed herewith and made a 125 hereof. 

Your committee, for the reasons stated in said report,report this favorably 

and recommend its passage. 
House Report No, 3318, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2157) granting a pension to Ann E, deen having had the same under con- 
AO. submit the following report 

Claimant is the widow of William Mussman, who enlisted September S 1861, 
= frst lieutenant of the Sixth Battery Indiana ag Artillery, and served un- 

til December 10, 1862, when he was discharged from the service and returned 
} Sr pension was Ind., where hedied March 24,1873, of apoplexy. Widow's claim 
on was rejected by the Pension Ottice n Ny 45 — 5 ground that the cause of 
2 — apor lexy, was nota result of h disease.’ 
> feet was a member of said Steh Indiana Battery, testifiesas 
0 1 


“I wasan EIRA ofsaid Sixth Indiana Battery. I know that when said Muss- 
man entered the service i n , L861, he was a sound ed man, be- 
ing stout and healthy; that Mussman was an officer in the German army and 
Hage that — only a short time before he entered the United States sery- 
ice, battery had a march from Calhoun, Ky., to South Carrollton, 
Ky. E on forced march SORO D yir on said ma march, the date not 
now romembered, said Mussman wey mean of being sick, and he looked wget 
much fatigued, but being strictly 2 military man he did not associate with his 
men nor say much about his trouble; but it was understood that on this march 
by reason of overexertion, he contracted the heart disease, I saw him treated 
for this trouble by Surgeon Armstrong, of the Thirty-first Indiana Volunteers, 
at various times. Mussman resign: the service on account of his sickness. 
eon the war I saw him 8 up to his death, and he died of said heart 
disense. 

Adam Frank, who was a corporal of said Sixth Indiana Battery, testifies that 
said Mussman was a stout, robust man at the time of his enlistment, and while 
se the aT. onen march near Moscow, Tenn., by reason of overexertion 

3 contracted heart disease and camp diarrhea, and was com- 
— by reason of said d 


5 8 testifies that he was intimate! acquainted with Mussman 
in Germany, yr that they came to America er, and thatat the time of 
his enlistment ho (Mussman) was a stout, able-bodied man, and when he 
came home from the service, about December, 1862, he was almost dead; was 
suffering with disease of the heart, diarrhea, and asevere cough. He gradually 
grew worse and was never able to do but little work after his return from the 
service, He died March 24. 1878. and the cause of his death was heart disease. 

This widow is now advanced in age and bas no means — Ghee 

The above facts are fully corroborated by other comrades hbors. 

Your committee, after considering all the evidence — —— of the 
opinion that this is s meritorious claim: therefore report the bill favorably, with 
the recommendation thut it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES A. PLATZ. 


The next husiness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2824) 
granting a pension to Charles A. Platz. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice, retaining its on the Calendar. I do this for 
the reason that the soldier, who is a constituent of mine, I am informed 
has discovered new evidence, which he thinks may enable him to com- 
plete his claim in the Pension Office. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be passed over 
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOHN J. FREELAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7010) 
for oe relief of John J. Freeland. The bill is as follows: 


d to him, 0 bag a ane all 
of pension that may have been soe to him since such date for any 
ether d dabil from which he msy suffer. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7010) 
to restore the pension of John J. Freeland for the loss of his right foot, have 
had the same under consideration and now 7 the following ne report: 

In this case the committee find thata bill (H. R. 12513) was in uced near 
the close of the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, a favorable report (No, 
4065) was eng eli by pa Committee on Invalid Pensions, and the bill was 
passed by the es E Representatives, but too late to reach the Senate to be 
acted upon by that body before the close of the session. 

Having examined the evidence, we find the facts to be substantially as set ans 
in said report, Wo therefore adopt said report and recommend the passage ot 
the acco ying substitute bill, 

ting clan is as — — 85 8 K 

a t enlisted ompany ourth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
pment vg gre Seer. 1562, and was Ronen January 28. 1965. 
Heat fied his origin: laration for pension 7 —— 17, „ alleging tbat at 


the battle of Kennesaw Mountain, Geo: on June 20, 1864, he was wounded 
by a musket ball from the eft instep, making avery painful 
wound; . OMON Te, IES o POLOO eka 


3 in his furlough he 1 to roport to the 
authosttios at — — Ind., before the time 3 ed tn hie farlo h should 
expire. When claimant arrived at In lis on his return, som: o in Oc- 
tober, 1864, the wound in his left instep was in such a condition that itwas with 
great ‘diniculty th that he could 2 and the commanding officer at Indianapolis 
caused him to be stopped at that place, and indorsed an order upon claimant's 
from that directing him to return to his home and report to him in twenty days 
from t date. 
He also furnished claimant with transportation to his home. 
“On the 18th of October, 1864, claimant arrived at Millersburgh, Ind., in pur- 
suance of said order, and in undertaking to step off the cars, the train 
very slightly in motion, he stepped on the wounded foot, which was weak an 
stiff, causing him to fall. By his fall his right foot was caught by the wheel of 
the car and wasso mangled as to render amputation necessary. 
“On meing Jana 6, 1865, a pension was ted him at the rate of $2 per month, 
bers January 28. 1565, for wound of left ankle. 
9, 1867, a pension for ampatation of right leg was granted him at 
2 — abet from January 28, 1865, and increased to $15 per month from June 


ve ‘On information received from the surgeon who assisted in the am — of 
claimant's right leg—which was deemed sufficient by the Bureau of 
that the injury to said leg was the result of carelessness on the partof claimant, 
the pension was suspended September 17, 1967. 

“The claimant made a 8 for restoration, showing that he was pro- 
ceeding in peregrine aa with. instructions from his superior oflicers at the time 
the injury was The same was rej on account of loss of right 
foot not being e to the service, but the result of his on carelessness and 
im prudence, as stated by the Commissioner in his order of rejection. 

“After careful examination of all the evidence in this case, there seems to be 
but one question for the committee to consider, and that is whether the claim- 
ant was in the serviceof the United States and in the line of duty at the time the 

inja: to his right feot was incurred. 

e think it is fully shown that he was 2 7 in the serviceat that time, 
and that he was discharging his duty under furlough when the accident oc- 
curred. 

“In eonsideration of all these facts, it is the Pps of the committee that the 
claimant was in line of duty when he received * for which he was pen- 
sioned and which was afterward suspended, and the relief asked for by the 
claimant in the bill ought to be gran 
ee therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the ‘passage of the 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELMER A. SNOW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6099) 
granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow. The bill is as fol- 
ows: 


Whereas a sion of $100 month is allowed by act of Congress 5 
February 12, „to those who lost both hands, and loss of use of 
is just as severe a ' disability, uiring the same aid and attention, and said El- 
mer A. Snow was then totally ed in both hands from gunshot wounds re- 
ceived in line of Ma Therefore, 

Be it enucted, ete., T 
ized and directed to 


S report by Mr. FLICK is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6099) ‘granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow, submitted the following 


re 

v Eimer A. Snow was discharged as i trumpeter of M Troop, Third United States 

ry, March 19, 1877, on su n’s certificate of disabi ity, a copy of which, 

ines the Biles of the Pension G „says 

“Gunshot wounds of right elbow e+} len wrist. Anchylosis of right elbow 
and both wrists and all the joints of both hands; unable to dress or feed him- 
self. Disability total. 

And from the Adjutant-General’s Office: 

+ Gunshot wound left wrist and right arm, fracture of bones of wrist and 
arm.” 


And Examining Surgeon T. B. erie od be 

cor these Woa of left wrist. The bali entered near the head of radius and 
passed through, fracturing the bones and injuring the joint, = cutting off the 
radial —.— 97 ; the motion of the wrist is limited, flexed on the vaazuny toe pales 
stiff; the extended and impossible of but limited and iA 9 
not grasp s fork or knife in this hand, and can ce cogs” Pear use it in any kind 
of labor, Equal to the loss of hand, and permanent. Gunshot wound near the 
right elbow-joint, injuring the nerves supplying forearm and hand, which are 
paralyzed and useless; fingers stiff, and eie i by the will; can graspn: noth- 
ing in Uis hand. Equal to the lossof a hand. We baliovo this man’s disability 

88 and he requires und always will require aid and attendance.” 

ames H. C. Gaskins, an attendant, says on oath: 

“I have undressed and dressed him, cut up his food and buttered his bread, 
brushed his clothes, and undressed him in the water-closet sufficient for him to 
obey the = of nature, and other minor aid.” 

Patrick H, Briscoe, another attendant, on oath says 

“I have undressed him, cut p his food, buttered his bread, put on his over- 
coat, buttoned his shoes, and rendered much other aid: Said aid being necessary, 
as said E. A. Snow has lost the nse of both his hands.“ 

Samuel G. Woodirg on oath says: 

“I bave undressed and dressed him, and washed him at the bath-room in the 
House of Representatives at different times.” 

All the above were sworn to March 20, A. D. 1879. He now receives a pension 
of $72 per month under act of 8 approved June 16, 1880. 

He was before your committee with his supporters off, and it was puare to 
us that he anes utterly helpless and as totally disabled as if his hands were 
amputated; an: is coustantly obliged to wear a apes on his left fore- 

iso one on his right arm. 


dhe 
arm andhand to hold his left wrist-joint together, and 
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e above his elbow to his hand, to support his right elbow-joint, arm, and 


In view of the fact that bill S. 379, Fiftieth Spr Bar approved February 12, 
1899, contained a clause for the loss of the use of hands, as it passed the 
Senate, which would have given him a pension of $100 per month, and it was 
struck out by the House committee, fearing it would complicate the bill; but 
as he was then as totally helpless, and req the same aid and attention as 
if his hands were off, and always will, we recommend a favorable report on the 
bill, amended, however, by striking out all after the word“ month,” in line 7, 
ay 2 therein instead the words in lieu of the pension now received 
y him.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. TRACEY. What is the amount mentioned in the bill now? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think this about that bill: No doubt it isa mer- 
itorions case, and I am not trying to antagonize it, but I think this com- 
mittee ought to report it toa House and have it acted on when a quorum 
is present; and I would be willing that that order should be made; that 
it be reported to the House to be considered to-morrow, the previous 
question to be considered as ordered, with the privilege of amendment, 
and discussion for not more than thirty minutes. 

Now, as there are only twenty-five or thirty members present, I think 
that bill ought to be considered in the full House. That does not prej- 
ndice the claim at all if there is merit in it, and I am not saying that 
there is not. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I desire to state for the information 
of the committee that this is not so large a claim as appears on the 
surface, and its magnitude that the gentleman from Texas spoke of 
fiminishes very considerably when we consider this is a proposed in- 
crease to $28, and not an original claim of $100. This case is certainly 
equal to the class of cases included in the general law passed by the 


-last Congress, granting $100 a month to men who had lost both hands. 


It was only by reason of the e of the surgeons upon this sol- 
dier, to see if they could save his hands, that his hands were saved; 
and he would have been better off if they had been amputated. One 
of his hands constantly comes out of joint at the wrist; the other hand 
is of no Service to him whatever. His condition is much more pitiable 
than that of many of the men who have lost both their hands. 

If there was any justice in that general legislation there is certainly 
justice in this special legislation. This man was largely instrumental 
in aiding his comrades who had lost both hands, for he came here last 
year to urge the passage of that bill, and when he found that it en- 
dangered the case of those who had lost both hands to get the law 

in such a manner as would embrace such cases as his, he mag- 
nanimously allowed the bill to be so amended as to deprive himself of 
any interest in it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Do not talk any more; that is sufficient. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The gentleman advises me not to talk 
any more; but, if the chairman of the committee will permit me, I will 
continue to address the Chair fora few minutes. I repeat that if there 
is any justice in the general law there is justice in this proposed special 
legislation, and I trust that no objection will be raised to its consider- 
ation here. 

Mr. KILGORE. I accept the statement made by the gentleman 
from New York as entirely correct, but still that does not answer the ob- 
jection that the Constitution requires that 166 members shall be pres- 
ent to transact business. The rule requires that they shall be present 
and the Speaker holds when present they are participating. In amat- 
ter of no consequence and in the usual line, such as heretofore pur- 
sued, I have not been in the habit of making any trouble because we 
have not 166 members present, under the rule, in order to do busi- 
ness; but in a case of this kind, which is out of the usual line, I must. 
It never was the case during the Fifticth Congress; it never was con- 
tended, even by the most zealous advocate of pension legislation, that 
bills of this size should go through the House on the Friday night ses- 
sions. 

Now, I am willing that the committee may report this bill to the 
full House, to be considered to-morrow, and they may consider the pre- 
vious question as ordered, but that the bill be subject to discussion and 


amendment and that debate be limited to thirty minutes. I would 


not desire to discuss it, but.others may. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Would the gentleman from Texas be 
willing, on a question of ting $28 per month to this man, to hang 
up this entire House for thirty minutes to-morrow? 

Mr. KILGORE. Why, now, if this House is hung up on this ques- 
tion it is not doing any devilment on some other case. I think the more 
it is hung up on matters of minor importance the better it is for the 
country, and I shall insist upon the proposition. If the gentleman is 
willing to accept it, all well; but, then, being a new member, he may 
not know what the consequences of not accepting it are, 

Mr. MORRILL. As the gentleman from Texas insists that there 
must be a quorum, I suggest that we accept his proposition and let the 
bill go over until to-morrow with the previous question ordered. 

xe YODER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 

niry. 
z The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. YODER. By ordering the previous question or having the 
right to consider this bill to-morrow in the House, has not it been usual 


that when we refer a bill of this kind with the re question or- 


dered it has lost its place on the Calendar, and t 
of getting it up after that? 
Mr. BYNUM. Ob, no; it will come up first thing in the morning. 
Mr. MILLS. It will come up as unfinished business in the morn- 


ing. 3 

Fir. YODER. Ihope, Mr. Chairman, that this bill will go over, for the 
simple reason that it does injustice to this class. There are only twenty- 
one men in the United States to-day in the condition this man is in now, 
and in amending it by not giving the arrears that that bill provides for, 
it is a great injustice to this class of men; and 5 hope that 
amendment will be put back. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the proper course 
to take with the bill is to allow it to be reported favorably to the House; 
and then, when the question comes up on the passage of the bill, after 
the committee has risen, the gentleman from Texas can make his mo- 


tion. 

Mr. KILGORE, I understand it is not in the power of the committee 
to bind the House to such an agreement. 

Mr. MILLS. It can be reported to the House with that understand- 


ng. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation, with the understanding that the 
gentleman from Texas will make the motion that the bill be made the 
special order for to-morrow ata certain hour to be ordered in the House, 
the previous question to be considered as ordered and debate not to ex- 
ceed fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the fact 
that there is a special order for to-morrow; that immediately after the 
reading of the Journal one of the election cases is to be called up. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk], Who has that in charge, is not 
here, but I think he certainly ought to be consulted before this com- 
mittee enters into an arrangement of this kind. 

Mr. MORRILL. It will only take a few moments. = 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I would inquire of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin whether he considers it more important to turn out a Dem- 
ocrat than to pension a soldier. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Well, wecan probably get more pension legislation 
by having fewer Democrats. Iam not interested in the matter, Mr. 
Chairman, but I understand that there is a special order for to-morrow. 

Mr. MILLS. It is not a special order. It is a privileged question, 
that can be called up at any time, but notice has heen given that it 
will be called up. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I understand it shall go over till to-morrow, 
and be made the special order for to-morrow, with the previous ques- 
tion considered as ordered, and that the bill is subject to amendment 
and discussion of not more than thirty minutes. I do not want to 
discuss it myself, though somebody else may. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding. The bill will be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, with the recommen- 
dation that that agreement be made in the House, 


HELEN S. SPRING. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2132) 
to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 8 au- 
thorized and directed to replace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension-laws, the name of Helen S. Spring, widow of 
John R. Hilton, late ass t surgeon Second New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension from the passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


It appears from the evidence on file with the committee that the petitioner 
received a pension as the widow of John R. Hilton, late assistant surgeon Sec- 
ond New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, from the date of his death, March 17, 1863, 
until March 22,1857, when she married William S. Spring, her second husband 
having been a private in Company A, Forty-fourth Massachusetts. In a little 
less than a year after marriage, March 19, 1888, Mr. Spring died after a lingering 
illness, leaving his widow entirely unprovided for, She now asks for a restora- 
tion of pension, 

The circumstances in this case make it an exceptionally deserving one. Tho 
petitioner's first husband. as appears from the record, died in the service, after 
eighteen hours’ illness, from overexertion in caring for the wounded on the 
battie-field. Her brother, Redford Sharpe, served throughout the war, enteri: 
asa private and being brevetted a licutenant-colonel for gallant and meritor: 
ous conduct before Richmond, 

After the death of her first husband she was ly dependent upon him for 
support, but he died from disease contracted in the service while acting as assist- 
ant surgeon in the regular Army at San Antonio, Tex., March 1, 1873. Another 
brother, Henry M. Sharpe, second lieutenant Company D, Fifteenth New Jer- 
sey Volunteers, died January 8, 1869, from disease contracted in the service, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH E, GROFF. 
The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1875) ting a pension to Elizabeth E. Groff, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth 

E. Groff, widow of Charles H, Groff, late a private in Company K, Forty-fourth 

bp — Iowa Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
on laws, 


at there was no way 
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The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1875) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Groff, having examined and considered 
the same, respectfully ter that this precise bill passed both Houses of the 
Fiftieth Congress, but failed to become a law because so late in the ses- 
sion that the President did not have time or at least did not examine the same. 
We approve the bill and report the same back with a recommendation that it 
do pass, and adopt for details the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions 
of the Fiftieth Congress upon the like bill, as follows: 

This is a bill to pension Elizabeth Groff, widow of Charles H. Groff, late a 

rivate in Company K, Forty-fourth Regiment lowa Volunteers, It was re- 
fected by the Pension Office on the ground that congestion of the brain, of which 
the soldier died, was not referable to his service. The soldier applied for an in- 
valid pension for injuries to and hips caused by falling into a rifle-pit at 
La Gunga; Tenn. The testimony of his comrades is satisfactory as to his prior 
soundness. 

“Josiah A. Wilbur, comrade, examined by special examiner, and whose rep- 
utation is good, remembers that the soldier was badly hurt by falling intoa rifle- 
pit at La Grange, Tenn. Has not seen him since discharge. George W. Ware, 
comrade, remembers distinctly that near La Grange, Tenn.— 

A number of our 1 es intoarifie-pit. Were moving at double-quick, ex- 
pecting an attack from General Mosby. Iwas near the front and over 
safely, but the boys behind fell in, three or four deep. Captain Wilson said it 
was à wonder some were not kllled. It was on a dark night.’ 

Other soldiers testify as to the rifle-pit event, but do not remember Groff; 
while others still have no recollection of thé circumstance or of Grof. Their 
testimony is only remarkable for what they do not know, 

“There is enough testimony to corroborate the soldier's statement as to his 
falling into a rifle-pit, but he had no attorney to aid him with his invalid appli- 
cation, and therefore the connection of his d ility and death with his service 
is imperfect. After he lived in Iowa, and neighbors my they never 
heard him complain. It is likely that he suffered without complaining. He 
kept a store, and could do without pension until he became very poor and 
removed to Florida, Then he applied, but it was long after the war and his 
claim was not well developed. 

“A special examiner, who was sent to Florida to investigate the case In the 
interest of the widow’s claim, says: N 

“Theclaimantis a woman of good reputation for truth and veracity in Obrine 
Fia. Iam constrained to place ag deal of stress upon the truthfi 0 
her statements, She impresses me with being a woman of high moral courage, 
and, though in destitute circumstances, yet she appears to be very energetic. 1 
found ber domiciled in a very small cabin out in the pine forests of the sub- 
tropical region, where any one possessing the least degree of pride might die 
of absolute despair.’ 

“There is no record testimony of the alleged disease. The soldier was never 
examined by a board of surgeons, He died the day before the order reached 
him to report for examination. 

The committee realize the absence of full aud explicit testimony such as is 
ordinarily required to connect the soldier’s death with his service, but we be- 
lieve it to be a meritorious case, and that Co: has the right to rescue this 
woman and her children from the despair with which the special examiner, 
with reason, testifies she is threatened. 

Thie bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LOVINA WRIGHT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1873) 
granting a pension to Lovina Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lovina Wright, of 55 
Jackson County, Iowa, widow of John J. Wright, late of Company L, Secon 
Regiment of Iowa Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid 1 to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1873) granting a pension to Lovina Wright, having examined and considered 
the same. respectfully report that this precise bill passed both Houses of the 
Fiftieth Congress, but failed to become a law because s0 late in the ses- 
sion that the President did not have time to, or at least did not, examine the 
same. We approve the bill, and A aN the same back with a recommendation 
that it do pass, and adopt for details the report of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions of this House of the Fiftieth Congress upon the like bill, as follows: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8 a pension to Lovina Wright, respectfully report: 

3 t Lo W. t is the widow of John J. Wright, who was a private in 
Company L. Second Iowa Cavalry, who was pensioned for injury to spine in- 
curred in said military service, and who died June 24, 1885, of peritonitis and 
stricture of the bowels. 

Pr. A. B. Bowen, of Maquoketa, Iowa, who attended the soldier in his last 
illness, as well as at times for years previously, and had several times examined 
him as United States examining surgeon, and was, co: uently, familiar with 
the soldier’s disease and its progress and resulting complications, and Dr. D. N. 
Loose, of the same place, who assisted said Dr. Bowen in making the autopsy, 
testify that the disease of which the soldier died was caused, in their opinion, 
by the injury to the spine for which he was pensioned, and resulted therefrom. 

“The claim of the widow, however, was rejected in Pension Office because 
the medical referee declined to accept the soldier’s fatal illness as the result of 
said injury to his spine. 

“Your committee are inclined to give the widow the benefit of any existing 
doubt, and report the bill back with the recommendation that it pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK BISCHER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6304) 
granting a pension to Frederick Bischer. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Bischer, father of George 
F. Bischer, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
6304) granting a pension to Frederick B: er, having examined and considered 


the same. report the same back to the House with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


A report was made by the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the Forty-ninth 
Congress upon this same matter on a bill identical to this, and we adopt the re- 
port then made, with a statement that the increase of age only emphasizes the 
3 and reason for favorable consideration to the said Bischer as a depend- 
ent father. 

The report was as follows: 

Frederick Bischer in the father of George F. Bischer, late a private in Com- 
of D, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Infantry, who enlisted August 11, 1862, and 

ied in hospital at Benton Barracks, Missouri, August 11, 1853. 
The soldier left no widow orsurviving children, His mother died February 


3, 1852. 

The father made application for a pension as dependent father, but his claim 
was rejected by the Pension Office— 

i“ On the ground of non-dependenceat the time of soldier's death, it appea 
from the report of special examiner that claimant derived an adequate suppo: 
from his property and labor.“ 

“Under the law this rejection by the Department wrs proper; but this father is 
now seventy-one years old, is without property, and unable to support himself 
by his own labor. 

Following the uniform course of this committee in such cases, the bill is re- 
turned to the House with a recommendation that it do pass.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DAVID A. LIPPY. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1019) granting a pension to David A. Lippy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ii enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David A. Lippy, late of Company 
F, Twenty-second Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1019) 
8 eperen to David A. Lippy, submit the following report: 

That d A. Lippy enlisted in Company F, Twenty-second ea, ae 
Cavalry Volunteers, February 25, 1884, and was discharged October 31, 1888. 
That he claimed a pension A 10, 1877, for saber cut across left knee, wound 
of left knee from spent ball while carrying the mail, and failure of eye-sight 
commencing about three months before his discha That he was in the nine- 
month service prior to this time, from August 5, to May 20, 1863, in Com- 
pany E, One hundred and twenty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

The records of the Surgeon-General’s Office show him in hospital, Chambers- 
burgh, Pa., May 2, 1864, with contusion; returned September, 1864. Entered 
hospital, York, Pa., October 4, 1864, with hernia and rheuma ; returned to 
duty October 28, 1864. There is no record of his alleged disabilities. 

Four examinations by board of si ns, the last one in 1886, show 3 
from wound and saber cut nothing, but disability from di of eyes, 
grade, and the evidence is that he is nowina deplorable condition. 

The claimant and his second lieutenant, B. F. n, and several comrades 
of his last service, testified that he incurred his disease of the eyes in the sum- 
mer of 1865. C. H. Davis, special examiner, took a large amount of testimony 
showing soundness and health and freedom from sore eyes prior to enlistment, 
and showing his disability from sore eyes since discharge, but he found two 
witnesses, one John C. Anderson, a brother-in-law of claimant, who testifies he 
was a member of same company in claimant's first service, and that his 
were weak; that he wrote letters for him for that reason; that he was detached 
as a wagon for the reason his eye-sight was not good. 

That first knew claimant's eyes were not A Sens while in the nine-month 
service. The other witness, J. B. | ashe says there were two Lippys in that 
company, one of whom had sore eyes—he can not tell whether it was David A. 
Lippy or his brother George. The fact is, however, there was but one Lippy 

e com 


ny. 

8 xaminer C. H. Davis, who took the bulk of the testimony at claim- 
ant's home, recommended the pension, He further said claimant was very 
nervous andilliterate, 

The Pension Office, and the Secretary of the Interior on ap; , refused to 
adopt the theory that claimant and his witnesses made a mistake as to time of 
contraction of sore eyes, and rejected the claim January 28, 1887, for the reason 
that there is no record of his disability, claimant has furnished no evidence of 
gun-shot wound of left knee, and no competent evidence that the all saber- 
cut of left knee was received in the line of duty. Testimony elicited by special 
examiner shows disease of eyes existed prior to entering service in which disa- 
bility is alleged to have been con 4 

Your committee find that it is established that claimant entered his first serv- 
ice free from disease of the eyes, that he contracted this disease while in the 
service, and notwithstanding contradictions in the testimony as to time, give 
the claimant the benefit of the doubt, and recommend the passage of the biil. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FLORIAN LISCHEWSKY. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian Lischewsky. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore the name of Florian Lischewsky, late a private 
in Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, to the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian Lischewsky, submit the 


following report: 

‘That it appears the said Florian Lischewsky was a private in Company C, 
Twenty-ninth Regiment of New York Volunteers, having served therein from 
June 4, 1861, to June 20, 1863, having been discharged for expiration of his term 
of service; that while in said service and line of his duty in the summer of 
1862, from excessive marching he contracted varicose veins of both legs, for 
which he was granted a pension by certificate No. 133444, May 8, 1875; that he 
drew his pension forabouttwo * pas when it was stop; and his name stricken 
from the rolls on the report of a special examiner of the Pension Bureau, on 
the ground, as alleged, that it was not shown that his varicose veins originated 
in the service; that your committee finds that the evidence (which has not been 
impeached) filed by said soldier in his claim shows that his said disability did 
originate in said service and line of duty. 

‘ollowing is a synopsis of the evidence filed by said soldier, both in his claim 
for the original pension and in his claim for restoration of his pension. 

In the claim for peusion, Fritz Decker, second lieutenant of his com- 
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pany, testified that about the Ist of June, 1562, between Fairfax Court-House 
and Cross Keys, Va., the said Lischewsky, from continuous marching for sey- 
eral days in succession, 9 accouterments, contracted varicose 
veins o! peta jeer plea m afterwards, more or less, while with the 
regiment, and existed at the time of his discharge, in June, 1863; that he well 
remembers him in the service,and that he got his varicose veins of legs as stated; 
that he knew him before he enlisted, and that he was then sound in his 1 

Dr. Theodore Roth testified that he prescribed for the said soldier off and on 
from the time of his discharge from the Army, in the summer of 1853, to the 
present time (March, 1474), for varicose veins of both 1 belew the knees, 
and he has been badly affected in his Jegs with varicose velns, which haye dis- 
abled him for following his customary labor; that he enjoyed good health be- 
fore and up to his enlistment; witness was then acquainted with him, and had 
he had the bad veins of legs then believes he would have known it; thathe 
was of good and temperate habits, y 

That in the claim for restoration, Dr. George H. Kobler testified that he has 
been his physician for the past six years, and knows that he has suffered with 
ig nero veins to such an extentas to disable him for doing any manual labor 
whatever. } 

Frank Niedel and Lewis Troutwein testified that they knew him from fifteen 
to seventeen years and ever since September 4, 1875 (the date to which his pen- 
sion was last paid); have seen himabout every day, and they know he has been 
afflicted with varicose or enlarged veins of his legs, which have disabled him 
for any kind of manual labor. ete. 

William Grossman testified that he was a comrade in his company and regi- 
ment, and that from long and éxcessive marching in the summer of 1852 in said 
service he contracted varicose veins of his legs, and after the battle of Bull Run 
(the last of A t, 1862) the major, having two horses, took him on one of them 
on account of his varicose veins. Witness saw hisswoelled veins in said service, 
and knew him before he enlisted and he had no swelled veins of legs then; that 
they were all stripped down and thoroughly examined before they were mus- 
tered into said service. es 

Birghardt Wallenhaupt testified that he and the said Lischewsky enlisted in 
said potopeny: and regiment at the same time, and they were all thoroughly ex- 
amined and he was accepted in said service as a sound man and was then free 
from any swelled veina of his legs; that about the summer of 1862, before and 
after the battle of Bull Run, Va., from excessive marching day and night he con- 
tracted varicose or swelled veins of his legs, and he complained afterwards of 
his weak and sore and swelled veins of his legs, and was not able to do duty all 
the time; witness and he 9 for some time in said service and he sev- 
eral times showed witness his legs of swelled veins below his knees, and hesuf- 
fered with them atthe time of his discharge in June, 1853, 

The committee see no reason to discredit the testimony recited, and therefore 
believe that said invalid soldier should have his pension restored to him. We 
therefore report the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARTHA MILWAIN, 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 5 


Be tt enacted, clo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Mellwain, widow of Robert 
J. Mollwain, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
478) granting a penan to Martha Mell wain, submit the following report: 

Robert J. Mellwain, late sergeant Company K, Thirty-seventh giment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, was mustered into the service April 20, 1861, and was 
discharged November 29, 1867. He died May 15, 1883, “from prostration, the re- 
sult of a complication of physical troubles incident to a neuralgic stump,” as is 
attested by the attending physician, 

The evidence in this case is extremely full, and a careful consideration of the 
same reveals the fullowing: 

This soldier went into the service a strong and hearty man, and at the second 
battle of Bull Run was severely wounded in right leg by gunshot, and amputa- 
tion was rendered necessary. - $ 

Soldier drew a pension up to the date of his death for the loss of limb, and 
his widow applied for, but was refused, a on, because the death of the 
soldier was not dne to the service, but to his own negligence,” The evidence 
or soldier's neighbors is clear on this point, and all goes to show that the sol- 
dier was in the habit of taking morphia to alleviate the terrible pain he en- 
dured from his stump, which is by many said to have been a 3 
and that he accidentally took an overdose, which caused his death. 

Your committee, in view of these facts, think that this claimant is undoubtedly 
entitled to a pension, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do nass. 


ANNIE E. LAMBING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4763) 
granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Annie E. Lambing, widow of George 
W. Lambing, late a private of Company I, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 


vania Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4763) granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing, submit the following report: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.1902) granting 
a pension to Ann E. Lambing, have examined the same, and report that the rec- 
ords in this case show that claimantis the widow of George W. Lambing, late 
a 3 in Company I, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
who enlisted September 16, 1861, and was discharged November 4, 1864, by rea- 
son of disease of the ears, which made him deaf, said disease having been con- 
tracted by him in the line of his duty, and for which said soldier was pensioned 
November 5, 1864. 

The show, further, that the soldier was employed in sweeping a rail- 
road bridge, when a train approached from behind, and the engineer 
whistled several times to notify him of danger, but. because of his deafness he 
did not hear the signal and was run over and killed. 
In this case the deafness is clearly shown to be due to disease contracted 
while the soldier was in the service and in the line of his duty, and his death is 


clearly attributable to the deafness ; therefore, taking into consideration all the 
evidence on file in this case, the committee believe it to be their duty to report 
in favor of this bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
DANIEL SOBER. 7 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5885) 
granting a pension to Daniel Sober. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ba it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Sober, late Company H, 
Sixth Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober, submit the following report: 

That Daniel Sober enlisted September 1, 1864, in Company H, Fifth Pennsyl- 
vania Heavy Artillery, was discharged June 13, 1865, and claims a pension for 
nervous paralysis, result of intermittent fever contracted October 4, 1864, at Bull 
Run, Virginia. Theclaim was rejected on the ground of “inability toshow that 
paralysis resulted from intermittent fever," 

The contraction of the fever is clearly shown by witnesses and record. Com- 
pany records show November 23, 1854, “febris remitteus:“ report of medical 
examining board shows that muscles of the arms are affected with constant 
tremor, or paralysis agitans, interfering ton very great extent with the use of 
his hands.“ 

Examination by Drs. William M, Bryan and W. W. Leech in spring of 1859, 
filed with case, shows: 

Found him in a sitting position, his hands and arms in extreme agitation, 
caused by successive involuntary contractions and relaxations of the muscles of 
those members; his body and | were affected in similar manner, though less 
degree. The position logs had to be repeatedly changed in order to have re- 
lief. The saliva was trickling from his mouth. He could stand, his — hee 
clining forward, and could change his position, shoving his feet along the 
afew inches at a time. He is not only unfit to do any work himself, buta great 
care and burden to his family.” 

He has no medical evidence showing connection between the fever of the 
service and the 2 The testimony of his wife is that he concealed h 
first apna a nervous twitching, which existed when he came home, through 
sensitiveness, 

Affidavit of William Shearer, a 8 5 5 says he noticed, when in claimant's 
blacksmith-shop carly in spring of 1595, the nervous twitching ‘of his muscles; 
that while working the piece of iron would rattle sometimes on the anvil with 
the tremor of hand and arm; that this gradually grew worse until his present 
helplessness. 

Amdavits of E. M. Duff. Poter Cline, and William M, Geary state same in sub- 
stance, but do not go so far back with beginnings of the paralysis. 

This case was in charge of gre examiners three times, G. P. Smith first 
reported adversely, bnt in his second report recommended that pension be 
granted, 8 benefit of the doubt. This wasin 1887. 

In 1888 C. H. Davis examined it specially, taking testimony,as had been done 
in former examinations, and reported in favor ofgranting the claimanta pension 
under all the circumstances. He says theexcellent character of the witnesses, 
the claimant's and his wife’s high character, preclude the idea of any attempt 
to falsify, and that any one would be convinced of their honesty and conscien- 
tiousness in not making excessive or exaggerated statements, 

Your subcommittee saw the claimant at his home last full, and from the evi- 
dence of Col. S. M. Jackson, a brave soldier and neighbor, he is satisfied that 
the claim is a meritorious one, 

Your committee deem it their duty to recommend the granting of a pension 
to the beneficiary. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
DAVID DEANS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5886) 
granting a pension to David Deans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limif™tions of the pension laws, the name of David Deans, late of Company A, 
One hundred and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5886) granting a pension to David Deans, submit the eon oe report; 

‘That David Deans enlisted in Company A, One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, February 26, 1882, and was discha: March 27, 1883. He filed 
claim for pension April 2, 1888, for convulsions and fits contracted about Decem- 
ber 1, 1862, near Fredericksburgh, Va. Pension rejected on the ground of exist- 
ence of disability prior to enlistment, as per certificate of discharge, 

His Be porn W. rde signsdiacharge, in which he says: (use, epileptic 
fits; said soldier has been subject to fits for several months, and very severe.” 

William Watson, regimental surgeon, says on same discharge: 

‘Incapable of ‘orming duties of a soldier because of epilepsy. He was 
subject to this d prior to enlistment, During the last three months the 
parox 5 have become more frequentand violent. I have seen him have two 
convulsions.” 

Affidavits of A. H. Murray, Christopher Kesiar, Isaac M. Delp, comrades, say 
he was sound and healthy when he enlisted, and did duty until, without pre- 
vious warning, about December 1, 1862, when, the weather being cold, and from 
wet and muddy marches and exposure, he suddenly became prostrated with 
convulsions, ene and frothing at mouth and working in spasms all day. 

Affidavits of David and John Timlin, Thomas Q. Adams, James Kennedy, 
George Noel, Henry C. Schock, Jackson Piper, James Kennedy, Josiah Blerl, 
T. T. Adams, George Weaver, and Michael Shrock, all testifying to knowledge 
and fact of his prior soundness and health and freedom from epileptic fits. 

Your committee, having examined this case, deem it their duty to report in 
fa vox of a pension for this soldier. : 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
` GEORGE L. BEIGHLEY, 
re next nee on the Eitan Endat was the bill (H. R. 3058) 
ng a pension to George ` 
e ha PUE was toad, as follows: 28 25 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


Usorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of George L. Beighley, latea private of Company 
D, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment Drafted j Renate — Militia. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


3058) granting a pension to George L. Beighley, submit the ge egg Bec gs 
That George L. Beightey was drafted about November 6, 1802; t he re- 
ported and was taken to Camp Howe, Pittsburgh, Pa., where he was assigned 
to Company D, One hundred and sixty-ninth Pennsylvania 9 thut be- 
fore he was mustered and enrolled in said company he took fever and ague, 
and was sent to the hospital, from which he was sent home about December 1, 
1862, ns unfit for the service. P 

Several witnesses testify to his having been drafted, among whom is the licu- 
tenant of ae D, One hundred and sixty-ninth Pennsylvania Regiment. 

In 1869 he dled his claim for pension, alleging contraction, while in Camp 
Howe, November, 1862, of fever and ague and resulting spinal affection. His 
claim was rejected wp oaea 1,15897, because his name did not appear on the 
rolls of Company D, One hundred and sixty-ninth Pennsylvania,and he could 
show no discharge. 

Tho affidavit of William Simmons, lieutenant Company D, One hundred and 
sixty-ninth Pennsylvania, says he was drafted, was assigned to his company; 
that he was sick in said camp, and was sent to the hospital, 

James Cribbs knewclaimuant for thirty years. Knew of his sickness at Camp 
Howe. Was drafted also, and was in camp with claimant. That said Beighley 
was n sufferer confined to the house and the use of crutches for five or six years 
after the war for a great part of the time; that it affected his mind; that he has 
been affected with fever and ague and disease of the spine ever since, his mind, 
however, being better. 

Elins P. Beily says Beighley was sick nine years after discharge with fever 
and auue and spinal affection and rheumatism. Certificate of steward of alms- 
honse that he was an inmate of said institution in 1863 for insanity, poverty, and 
attempt to hang himself. He is now in charge of and supported by Mercer 
County, where he has been for several years. 

Your committee believe it to be their duty and do report favorably and that 
a pension be granted. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY BAILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4046) 
to pension Mary Bailey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place ou the pension-roll the name of Mary Bailey, 
mother of Robert G. Davis, late a private in Company B, Ninety-ninth Penn- 

Ivania Volunteers, and to pay her s pension atthe rate of 8 per month, from 

Une 27, 1862, and also a pension from and after the passage of this bill, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report.(by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 
4016) to pension Mary Bailey, have had the same under consideration and beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

Mary Bailey is the mother of Robert G. Davis, who enlisted as private in Com- 
pany B, Ninty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, in July, 1851, and 
died of disease contracted while in the service June 27,1852. Her claim for pen- 
sion bas been rejected by the Pension Bareau on the ground that claimant was 
not mm upon the soldier at the time of his death, as appeared during 

ial examination of the case by claimant’s own admissions, From this nc- 
tion an appeal was taken to the Secretary of the Interior, who under date of 
September 24, 1889, affirmed the action of the Bureau for like reason. 
he Secretary in said decision uses the following Janguage: 

“It eE be stated thata large proportion of the evidence filed by the appel- 
lant relative to her condition of poverty, dependence, and distress existing since 
the death of her second husband, and many years subsequent to the death of 
her gon, the soldier, has no bearing upon her claim for pension. 

“Such evidence was evidently fled under the misapprehension, so common 
in such cases, that the present condition in life of the appeliant would afford 
ground for pension, whereas the law only recognizes the condition of depend- 
enco existing at the date of the death of soldier, and however much the natural 
feelings of sympathy and compassion may be aroused for the present poverty- 
stricken and helpless condition of this aged and unfortunate appellant, it is not 
within the power of this Department to afford her the relief she asks, simply 
for the reason that it is not authorized by the law.“ 

Congress has on all occasions liberally responded to requests for relief in this 
class of cases, and believing the case under consideration to be meritorious 
your committee report favorably on the a yer ode billand ask that it do 
ete amended, however, by striking out all between the word Volunteers," 

liue 6, and the word subject, in line 9. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 

rted by the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the effect of this amendment is 
to remove the objection in regard to granting arrears, The bill as in- 
troduced, I believe, proposes to grant arrears. 

The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out, in lines 6, 
7, 8, and 9, the words and to pay her a pension at the rate of $6 per 
month from June 27, 1862, and alsoa pension from and after the pas- 
sage of this act,” was agreed to. 

Mr, HILL. I did not quite understand on what ground this bill 
was reported favorably. I would be glad to have the report reread or 
to hear a brief statement from some member of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to state who introduced the 
bill, and is informed that the gentleman who reported it is not present. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


MATTIE W. HOUSE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2615) 
for the relief of Mattie W. House. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, eto., That from and after the passage of this act there be paid out 
of the naval pension fund to Mattie W. House, widow of the late Lieut, Jerome 


B. House, United States Navy 
dowhood, 


the sum of $50 month during her 
wi pensi we 


deceased, 
the same to be in lieu of her present on. 
The report (by Mr, DR LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2615) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mattie W. House, have considered the same and 
. — as follows: 


id bill is identical with House bill 10664 of the Fiftieth Co: which was 
reported favorably (with an amendment, striking out the word“ fifty,” in line 
6, and inserting in Jieu thereofthe word forty") to the House in Report No. 3935, 


secont_session, and your committea adopt that report (No. 3935) as applicable 
to this bill, and recommend that the bill do pass without the said amendment. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1031) 
granting an increase of pension to Mattie W. House, have considered the same 
and report as follows: 

The husband of the claimant was appoinied a midshipman at the Naval 
Academy July 23, 1854; was commissioned an ensign April 19, 1869; a master 
to rank from July 12, 1870, and a lieutenant in the Navy from August 24, 1873, 
After sixteen years of service he died at Georgetown, Colo, January 9, 1881. 
Bis widow, the claimant, is a pensioner at the rate of $35 per month and $2 for 
each of her two young daughters, aged eight and twelve years respectively, 

She applies for increase to $50 per month, declaring that she has no propert 
to afford her any income, and that the tender years of her two children make it 
3 for her to leave them to gain a llvelihood. This throws the en 
5 heir support upon her pension and a small amount which she may be able 

o earn, 

The statements of many prominent people of Penn Yan, N. Y., where she 
resides, corroborate her assertions. Among these are John S. Shepherd, George 
R. Cornwell, Hanford Struble,and Andrew C. Harwick. 

‘There are precedents for the allowance of inerease to $0 per month in cases 
like this one, Your committee believe that an increase should be allowed, and 
therefore report the bill back recommending its , amended, however, by 
8 the word fifty,“ in line 6, and inverting in lieu thereof the word 
forty.’ 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. MORRILL. Theamendment reported by the committee should 
first be voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that the bill is 
now reported with an amendment, 

Mr. MORRILL, If thereis no amendment reported, I will move to 
amend by striking ont 850“ and insert 840.“ 

Mi. DE LANO. Having made this report, I wish to state that we 
intended this pension should be $50 per month. There is no amend- 
ment now reported. In the last Congress the bill was reported with 
an amendment proposing to strike out 850 and insert 840;“ but 
upon the statement made to the committee at the present session by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAINES], who is acquainted with 
this lady and knows the precarious condition she is in, the committee 
agreed to recommend the passage of a bill granting her a pension of 
$50 per month. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I doubt very much the propriety 
of granting a pension of $50 a month to this lady, the widow of alieu- 
tenant-commander in the Navy—a rank corresponding, I believe, with 
the rank of major in the Army. If we establish this precedent we shall 
be overwhelmed with bills of this kind. 

I speak only in behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, because 
I know the incessant pressure brought on our committee. No state- 
ment in this report justifies a pension of $50 a month in this case any 
more than it would justify the increase of the pension of every major’s 
widow on the pension-rol! to $50. 

Mr. DE LANO. It is my impression that there is a precedent for 
this amount of pension in a case like this, where the husband has ren- 
dered service for sixteen years. 

Mr. MORRILL. I doubt that very much. Widows of brigadier- 
generals have received $50 a month, but never widows of majors, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MOR- 
RILL] move an amendment? 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out 850“ and insert “$40.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS RILEY. y 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4495) 

ranting an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, late of Company L, 
enth United States Cavalry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aus 
thorized and directed to place upan the pension-roll, subject to the pro ns 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Thomas Riley, late of Com- 
pany L. Seventh Regiment of United States Cavalry, at $100 per month, who is 
now 87 a pension of $72 per month for the loss of the left hand and all of 
the right hand except the thumb, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4495) grant- 
ing an increase of pensicn to Thomas Riley, have considered the same, and 
report: 

he claimant was a parae in Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry, 
from which organization he was discharged June 21, 1875, on account of loss of 
both hands by amputation, rendered necessary by frost-bite incurred in the 
service and line of duty. He is now pensioned for said disability at $72 
month under the act of June 16, 1880. There being some question as to his title 
to $100 month under the provisions of the act of February 12, 1889, because 
of the fact that on one hand a thumb still remains, he prays he be granted 
that rate ($100 per month) by special act. ' 


Your committee have had the claimant before them, and can not see how the 
thumb now sense an be of any use whatever to the claimant in the per- 
formance of manual labor, especially as that member is evidently considerably 
maimed or diseased. As the claimant seems fully as much disabled as a man 
with both hands entirely gone, your committee recommend that the increase 


prayed for be granted by the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that this bill take the same course that was 
agreed upon with reference to the bill called up by my friend from 
New York [Mr. TURNER]. This bill has no more merit than his bill, 
and it would not be fair to the beneficiary in the other case to allow 
this Lill to go through at the present time with so thin a House. 

The C RMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation, subjeet to a motion to be made 
by the gentleman from Texas that it be fixed as a special order fora 
future day. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not insist on that 
proposition. I think this isa very meritorious case. This applicant for 
a pension was before our committee, and we had the benefit of a per- 
sonal examination of his condition. He is in a worse condition thana 
man could possibly be with both hands entirely off. While only one 
of this man’s hands is entirely gone, the other is gone except the thumb; 
and the thumb, together with the remaining portion of the hand, is so 
diseased that he requires almost constant attendance and is subjected 
to great suffering. 

Mr. DELANO. In connection with what the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HILL] has stated, I will say that this man’s thumb is not a whole 
thumb; it is simply a piece of a thumb, and hasnonail. If, however, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] insists on his proposition, 
we will allow the final yote on the bill to go over. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam willing that this colloquy may go on; but I 
shall have to insist on my proposition. 

Mr. HILL. I hope that the bill will be allowed to go through. I 
trust that the gentleman from Texas will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will be laid aside for a favorable re- 

rt to the House, with the understanding that the gentleman from 

may make the motion to fix the bill as a special order for a fat- 
ure day. 
HULDAH BURTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3530) 

to t a pension to Huldah Burton. 
e bill was read, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pins upon the pension-roll the name of Huldah Bur- 
ton, widow of Thomas Burton, who was a soldier in Capt. Seth Pratt's com- 
pany in the Black Hawk war, and pay her a pension of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Dz LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3530) grant- 
ing a pension to Huldsh Burton, have considered the same and report as fol- 


The name of claimant's Inte husband, Thomas Burton, appears on the rolls 
of Capt. Seth Pratt’s company of Illinois volunteers as a musician, enrolled 
April 26, 1832, and being appointed drum major by Maj. Jacob Long, served in 
that capacity with Long's “odd battalion of mounted volunteers detached for 
foot purposes, and was mustered out with the battalion May 28,1832. This 
cn jas was in the Black Hawk war. 5 

The claimant asks a pension of $20 per month, declaring that she is eighty 


Fears of age, entirely without property, and dependent upon charity, for food 


and clothing. 
In view of claimant's destitution and great age, your committee think the re- 


. lief prayed for should be granted, and the passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN COOPER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3961) 
to increase the pension of Stephen Cooper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 1 
etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 


Be it 
thorized and directed to increase the on of Stephen Cooper, a veteran of 
the war of 1812 and Black Hawk war, from $8 per month to $50 per month, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


of February 14, 1871, at $$ per month. He asks an increase to $50 per month, 


for the necessaries of life. 

He states that his father and three cousins were killed and two other cousins 
wounded in said war; also, thata large amount of property was taken from his 
family during said war, and nothing ever paid for it. He states he also served 
in in the Black Hawk war, under Captain Madison. Hon. Manton BIGGS, 
Representative in Congress from the State of California, certifies to the high 
character and entire reliability of the applicant. Mr, Biogs, has known the 
claimant for over twenty-five years. Believing this to be a deserving case your 
committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask when this 
man was pensioned at $3 a month? The report, as far as I have been 
able to gather from the reading of it, fails to disclose why this pension 
should not have been increased long ago or why it is increased now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to get the information the 
gentleman desires from the report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The report ought to show. 
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Mr. DE LANO. The report shows the reason. The report shows 
that he is ninety-three years of age 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. But that does not establish any good 
ground for increasing his pension. Tou do not mean to say that you 
want to establish the precedent by increasing his pension from $8 to 
$50 per month, simply because the man grows aged? 

Mr. MAISH. His condition is such as to require additional service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. That ought to be stated in the report. 
What does the report say about it? When was he pensioned ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read that portion of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

He is now a pensioner under the act of February 14, 1871, at $8 per month, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. That does not give the information, but 
I will not make any point against the bill, as the gentleman from New 
York has reported it favorably. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HIRAM WILBUR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 16) to 
pension Hiram Wilbur. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pare on the pension-roll the name of Hiram Wilbur, 
late a sergeant of Troop H, Second United States Dragoons, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of 320 per month, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.16) granting 
a pension to Hiram Wilbur, beg leave to report: 

he records of the War Department show that the claimant served as a ser- 

geant in Troop H, Second United States Dragoons, from July 23, to July 23, 
1839, when honorably discharged by reason of expiration of term of service. 

Isaac Le Roy testifies that claimant is seventy-four years old, with no prop- 
erty of any kind and no means of pian rey and that he has to depend upon others 
for maintenance. He is married and has a wife and three children. 

The credibility of this witness (Le Roy) is vouched for by Hon, CHARLES 
TRACEY, Representative in Con from the State of New York. 

There are precedents for the allowance of pension at $20 per month in cases 
Uke this one. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HENRY S. MORGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4202) 
to pension Henry S. Morgan. = 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Henry S. Mor- 
gan, of Atlanta, Columbia County, Arkansas, who served in Capt. Davis Lane's 
com: , from the State of Georgia, Indian war of 183, and pay him the same 
pension as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The report (by Mr. De LAno) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4202) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry S. Morgan, have considered the same and report as fol- 

ows: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. Davis Lane's company of Georgia militia 
from June 2, 1836, to July 17,1836, and served in the Creek Indian war. He asks 
the same pension as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

Mr. McRae, Representative in Congress from the State of Arkansas, person- 
ally knows this GAIAN and vouches for his old age, inability to labor, and 
want of sufficient support or income to afford him an adequate means of sup- 

rt. 
our committee believe this to be a proper case for relief by special act, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GREEN B. LEE. F 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4854) 
to pension Green B. Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Green B. Lee, o 
Antoine, Pike County, Arkansas, who served in Capt. John W. Fowler's com- 
pany, from the State of Georgia, Indian war, 1837, and pay him the same pen- 
sion as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4855) grant- 
ing a pension to Green B. Lee, have considered the same and report as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. John W. Fowler's company of Georgia 
volunteers from May 15,1538, to June 25, 1838. This company was attached to 
Col, William Turk's Second Regiment, and was ordered into service by Maj. Gen. 
Winfield Scott, and served in the Florida Indian war. He asks the same pen- 
sion as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The claimant is personally known to Mr. MCRAE, a Representative in Con- 

from the State of Arkansas, who vouches for the old age and disabled con- 
ition of the claimant; also, that the claimant is notin possession of sufficient 
property orincome toafford him adequate support. 

Your committee believe the relief pret for should be granted, and respect- 
fully recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
MARY M. GIBSON, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5488) 
to ee ae pension of Mary M. Gibson, widow of Commander Will- 
iam 


2 


oq 


1890. 
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The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. Gibson, widow of Com- 
mander William Gibson, United States Navy, and pay her a pension of $50 ond 
TFF pension shall be in lieu 
of that which she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 5 ant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary M. Gibson, widow of Commander William 
Gibson, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

Said bill is identical with House bill No. 7247 of the Fiftieth Congress, which 
Was reported favorably to the House in report No. 1636, first session, and your 
committee adopt that report (No. 1636) as applicable to this bill and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7247) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary M. Gibson, have considered the same, and report as fol- 


lows: 

By this bill it is proposed to pay Mary M. Gibson, widow of the late Com- 
mander William Gibson, of the United States Navy, a pension of $50 per month 
in lieu of any pension which she may hereafter receive. 

Commander William Gibson, United States Navy, was born in Baltimore, 
Md. He accompanied, when only twelve years of age, in 1837, Capt. Isaac Me- 
Keeyer, United States Navy, on the cruise of the United States ship Falmouth 
in the Pacific, and became purser's clerk to Purser Robert Pettitt, and was so 
rated until the end of the cruise in 1540, 

The following from the records of the Navy Department shows his subse- 
quent history in the naval service: 


[Abstract of the orders issued to William Gibson, late commander, United 
States Navy.] 

Was appointed a midshipman on the 1th of February, 1841. 

1841.—A pril 30, tothe Delaware. 

1844.—March 13, detached and leave; May 30, ordered to the Lawrence. 

i IM5.—March4, transferred to the Potomac; December 10, detached and granted 
eave. 

1345.—May 30, ordered to the Reefer. 

147.— January —, ordered to naval school for examination; August 5, detached 
and ordered to the home squadron; August 10, promoted to passed midship- 
man, 

1348.—Avugust 5, detached from the Vesuvius; November 29, to the Coast Sur- 
vey schooner Ewing. 

1852,—May 3, detached and to coast schooner Madison, Coast Survey; October 
26, detached and to Coast Survey Office; December 18, detached and ordered to 
steamer John Hancock. 

3 14, promoted to master; September 15, promoted to lieuten- 
ant. 

1856.—March 19, returned from the Vincennes and renee. leave; April 18, 
ordered to Coast Survey steamer Hetzel; August 30, detached and ordered to 
special duty, Washington. 

1853.—July 28, detached and ordered to the Sabine, August I4. 

1859.— May 9, detached and ordered to special duty, Washington. 

1860.—March 15, detached and ordered to the Pocahontas; November 16, de- 
tached and granted leave. 

1861.—April 5, ordered te special duty at Washington; June 7, detached and 
ordered to North Atlantic squadron ; Septemberl6, detached and waiting orders; 
September 30, ordered to the Santiago de Cuba. 

1862.—May 13, detached and waiting orders; June 12, ordered to command the 
Yankee; July 16, promoted to lieutenant-commander; Sep“ uber 8, detached 
and ordered to command the Seneca, 

1863.—December 7, detached and ordered to command the Nipsic. 

i864.—June 18, detached (sick); September 1, ordered to command naval 
rendezvous, Camden, N. J.; October 6, detached and ordered to duty with Com- 
mander Bankhead with draft of men to Panama; November 22, ordered to 
command Mahaska. 

5 8, sont North under arrest; July 22, suspended for one year 
on half pay. 

1565,—August 15, ordered to command the Tahoma. 

1537.—February 7, detached and ordered to examination for promotion; April 
26, piaced on the retired-list; April 27, promoted to commander on retired-list 
and ordered to duty in the Hydrographic Office; September 25, detached and 
waiting orders. 

18538,—May !2, ordered to eee yara, Pensacola, Fla. 

1870.— October 1, detached and waiting orders; November 3, granted leave of 
absence, with permission to remain abroad until November, 1576. 

1879.—January 29, restored to the active-list as a lieutenant-commander, from 
16th of July, 1862; March 5, commissioned as commander from January 16, 1879; 
March IA, ordered toduty with Hydrographie Office. 

1882.— pat 29, detached and ordered to the torpedo station; August 7, de- 
tached and waiting orders. 

1883.—February 21, granted six months“ leave to go abroad. 

1286.—July 29, ordered to navy-yard, Ne ait dag 

1387.—Placed on the retired-list on the h May, 1887, being sixty-two years of 


e. 
104 at Atlantic City, N. J., on the 23d October, 1887. 
Total sea-seryice, eighteen years five months; total shore duty, eleven years 
three months. 
Taken from the records of the Navy Department, 
JOHN W. HOGG, Chief Clerk. 


FESRUARY 13, 1888. 


The following relates more fully in detail to the valuable and meritorious 
services of this officer: 

Commander William Gibson, United States Navy, retired, an officer of long 
and distinguished service, died at Atlantic City, N. Ja October 23, 1857, of nerv- 
ous prostration, superinduced by malaria, contracted while on duty last autumn 
atthe Washington nayy-yard, Commander Gibson was e to the Navy 
from Pennsylvania February 11, 1841, and attained the rank of commander Jan- 
uary 13,1879. He served on the gun-boat Reefer in the Gulf of Mexico during the 
Mexican war; was closely engaged with the batteries and troops in the two at- 
tacks on Alvarado, and was present at Tobasco. 

In 1819, while serving on the Coast Survey schooner Ewing, he was assaulted 
by a mutinous and deserting boat's crew in the bay of San Francisco, thrown 
overboard, rescued, and resuscitated from drowning, and thanked by the Super- 
intendent of the Coast Survey for “characteristic gallantry.” 

While commanding the schooner Fennore in 1884-55. the survey of the coast 
of Niphon, in the Japan Sea, and the Aleutian chain of islands was conducted 
8 by that vessel, and Commander Rogers 5 — rear-admiral) complimented 
him for his “zeal, his energy, and the hards 


His services during the war are briefly recounted as follows: 

“ Commanding steamer Yankee, Potomac flotilla, . all the 
operations on the James River, while McClellan ocew Harrison's Lauding, 
and guarded with three gunboats ne the ekahominy ; 2 
several vessels in a night expedition up the Chip Oaks Creek, and than ed by 
Commodore Wilkes. ‘ 

He wase in three attacks on Fort McAllister, and the destruction of 
the rebel ram Nashville, after the arrival of Captain Worden in the Montauk; 

raised by the late Rear-Admiral Du Pont in a letter to the Navy Department 

or ‘great spirit and vigilance.’ 

In 1864 he had frequent en ents with the batteries near Charleston, and 
Rear-Admiral Dahlgren that his monitor service would always be a 
handsome testimonial in his favor! Rear-Admiral Rowan also commended 
him, and he was thanked by Major-General Newton for ‘zealous and able co- 
operation with the land forces in the joint expedition to St, Mark's?” 

In October, 1866, he rode out a hurricane near the Bahamas, and was thanked 
by the British Government for aid rendered those islands. 

In view of the long and meritorious services of Commander Gibson, marked 
by “characteristic gallantry,” and of great benefit and value to his country, and 
the fact that his death resulted from disease contracted in the service of the 
United States, and in view of established precedents in the case, your commit- 
tee report this bill favorably, and recommend its passage. 


During the reading of the report, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, said: Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied as far as 


the report goes, and I move that the farther reading be dispensed with. 
It seems to be quite lengthy. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we had better go on and read the report. 
We have got plenty of time. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to ask a question in regard to this bill, as 
to whether it is not obnoxious to the same objection which was raised 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] a few moments ago upon 
the bill giving a lieutenant in the Navy $50 pe month. Is itnot the 
same principle here? If itis a similar case I think a similar rule ought 
to apply. 

Mr. MORRILL. This rank, I will state to the gentleman from 
Texas, is a higher grade, and this man had been in the service for a 
longer period oftime. The rank of commander is higher than that of 
lieutenant. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well; I only wanted the information so that 
we might act consistently upon these bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that my colleague, Mr. 
WILLIAMS, be given an opportunity to call up a case, a small bill, which 
can not be reached to-night if we proceed in this manner, and we have 
but a few moments longer of the time remaining. I therefore 
that he may call it up now, out of the usual order, or else that the com- 
mittee will rise and give him an opportunity. 

Mr. MORRILL. I must object to that at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman object to the committee 
rising? 

M £ MORRILL. Iwill make that motion in a few minutės. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will allow this bill to come 


in. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ina few minutes longer, not more than five min- 
utes, I will move that the committee rise. I ask for the regular order 
and call for the reading of the next bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Can not the gentleman allow this bill to be con- 
sidered now? 

Mr. MORRILL. I have been instructed by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions at the meeting on Tuesday last to insist on this order 
and I do not feel authorized to deviate from it. I call for the reading 
of the next bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next bill. 


JOHN CURRAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. È. 3404) 
for the relief of John Curran. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the pension now allowed to John Curran, of Harrison 
County, Kentucky, be, and is hereby, increased to $25 a month, and that here- 
after said Curran shall be paid $25 per month; said Curran was a private in 
Company A, Third United States ery, in the war with Mexico. 

The report (by Mr. DE LANo) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3404) grant 
ings an 2 of pension to John Curran, have considered the same and res 

as follows: 
P Said bill is identical with House bill 11919 of the Fiftieth Congress, which was 
reported favorably to the House in Report No. 4019, second session and your 
committee adopt that report (No. 4040) as applicable to this bill, and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bili will be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. One moment, Mr. Chairman; Iobject. The report 
does not seem to state any sufficient reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion, then, is on laying the bill aside to 
be reported to the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not understand why this particular soldier 
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of the Mexican war should be singled out and a higher rate of pension 


given to him than to others who pated in that war. If any ex- 
planation can be made why this should be done I should like to hear it. 

Mr. HILL, The full report has not been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DELANO. Let the report be read. f 

The Clerk read the remainder of the report, as follows: 

[House Report No. 4010, Fiftieth Congress, segond session.) 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11919) grant- 
i 3 of pension to John Curran, have considered the same and report as 

lie claimant was a private in Company A, Third United States Artillery, 
and served in the war with Mexico. He is now a pensioner at the rate of 
per month. He asks an increase to $25 per month, 

The testimony which he furnishes says that he is sixty-two years of age, is in 
very feeble health, and with no property or income save hissmall pension. His 
right arm is useless from the results of rheumatism. His family physicians, 
Drs. F. L. Powell and Joe Barkley, of Leesburgh, Ky., testify to his physical 
and financial condition. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 2 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there any gentleman present who can explain 
the circumstances in reference to this bill further than is given in the 

rt? 
r. DE LANO. Notany further than is given in the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who introduced the bill? 

Mr. DE LANO. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and he is very 
much interested imit. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think if he is much interested in it he ought to 
have been present to afford information concerning it. There were a 
great many people who were in the Mexican war, and when you grant 
this application they will flood this House with their applications. 
Now, I do not think it is right for one man to have $25 a month when 
there are thousands of others whose cases are equally meritorious with 
be who do not get that rate. Iam very much inclined to antagonize 

e passage of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill will 
be laid aside with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Morrow having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that they had 
had under consideration sundry bills, and had directed him to report 
them to the House with varions recommendations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will first report the bills 

without amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill R.5030) granting a pension to Henrietta L. Arlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 4855) ganting n pension to Delia W. Marshall. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be more business- 
like to read each bill by its caption. I will not insist upon the read- 
ing of the entire bill, but let them be acted upon separately. We 
have plenty of time to do so. Last Friday night I did not make any 
objection to this method of proceeding, because there were very few 

nt, it was very cold, and we did not have plenty of time; but it 
i not n business-like way of discharging our duty here, and I think 
each bill should be acted upon separately. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman objects, the regular 
order will have to be proceeded with. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I qualify that objection to this ex- 
tent, that each bill shall be read by its caption (I will not demand 
the reading of this bill), and each bill shall be acted on separately. I 
think that that would be a more business-like way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two or three bills in which 

Lorders are to be made. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the 
tieman from Texas, I would say that the two bills he desires to go 
fore a full House have been laid aside with that understanding. The 
Clerk has them, and if he thinks these bills should be voted upon sep- 
erately L ask him not to undertake to enforce that to-night, because it 
has not been understood that such a course would be taken; and if that 
had been the understanding there would not have been so much time 
consumed in Committee of the Whole. In the last Congress this course 

was pursued. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; the gentleman from Michigan is mistaken, 
Last Friday night we did that. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My recollection is very plain that itwas 
always done in the last Congress where there was no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; it was never done. Still I will say that 
I am willing that we should pass on all the bills acted upon by the 
Committee of the Whole to-night; but I do not think they should he 
rushed through in indecent haste. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to be engrossed 


and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the cv 2 and £ 

Abi 5030) granting a pension to Henrietta L. Arlin; 

‘A bill (II. R. 4855) — — a pension to Delia W. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 

A bill (H. R. 1043) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst; 

A bill (H. R. 15) to pension Julia Fleming; 

A bill (H. R. 3262) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

A bill (II. R. 1987) granting a pension to Mary A. Kinsley; 

A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill (H. R. 7010) for the relief of John J. Freeland; 

A bill (H. R. 2132) to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring; 

A bill (H. R. 1875) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Groff; 

A bill (H. R. 1873) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 6304) granting a pension to Frederick Bischer; 

A bill (H. R. 1019) granting a pension to David A. Lippy; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain; 

A bill (H. R. sae} granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing; 

A bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober; 

A bill (H. R. 5886) granting a pension to David Deans; 

A bill (H. R. 3058) granting a pension to George L. Beighley; 

A bill (H. R. 3530) to grant a pension to Huldah Burton; 

A bill 1 R.3981) to increase the pension of Stephen Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 16) to pension Hiram Wilbur; i 

A bill (H. R. 4202) to pension Henry S. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 4854) to pension Green B. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 5488) to increase the pension of Mary M. Gibson, widow 
of Commander William Gibson ; and 

A bill (H. R. 3404) for the relief of John Curran. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amend- 
ments concurred in, and the bills, as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. E. 2767) increasing the pension of John Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 4749) for the relief of Elizabeth O. Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 3955) granting a pension to Ann Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 3956) granting a pension to Ellen Shears; 

A bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Mary Taffe; 

A bill (H. R. 4046) to pension Mary Bailey; and 

A bill (H. R. 2615) for the relief of Mattie W. House. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
varions bills had been passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pre tempore. There are two bills reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House favorably, upon each of which a separate 
vote is demanded. The Clerk will read the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I would su t that that bill be laid 
aside until just before we adjourn, and let it be the last action of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, these two bills 
on which the previous question is to be considered as ordered will be 
laid aside until just before the adjournment, asit would be necessary 
that they should be pending matters when the House adjourns. 

Mr. KILGORE. That will carry them over as unfinished business. 


CYNTHIA DAY. 


Mr. MOFFITT. Lask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3597) granting a pension to Cynthia Day, and that it be now consid- 
ered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Cynthia Day. widow of Jolin Day, late of Capt. 
Moses Eggleston’s company of New York Militia, war of 1812, on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3597) grant- 
ing a pension to Cynthia Day, have considered the same and report: 

The claimunt's deceased husband, John Day, served in Capt. Moses Eggle- 
ston's company, New York Militia, war of 1812, from the lth tothe 20th of Sep- 
tember, 1814. The claimant asks n pension subject.to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws. She filed an application in the Pension Bureau 
April 24, 1878, but the same was disallowed on the ground that her husband’s 
said service lacked four days of sufficient duration to entitle her under the 
general law passed March 9, 1578. 

The claimant's identity as the lawful widow of John Day is amply established 
by testimony filed in the ease; and in a petition signed by H. S. Farnsworth, 
XI. D., Rev. G. A. Jameson, Dr. George Howe, wud 44 other citizens of Franklin 
County, New York, the following statement is made: 

“She (the claimant) is over eighty-five years of age, and has no means, but is 
entirely dependent for her support upon the kindness and charity of her friends. 


* in the community where she has spent the most of her 
dong life, e tioners earnestly ask attention to her case, and ask thata 
‘pension be ed her.“ 


The passage o N 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL L. M. PROCTOR. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the farther con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Samuel L. M. Proe- 
tor, and that it be now considered in the House. This man is totally 
blind, and I trust there will be no objection to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo itenacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Samuel L, M, Proctor, late a mem- 
ber of Company G, Third Illinois Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at such an 


increase of exer ste as his present disease of eyes will justify under the pro- 
visions and limitationsof the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) was read, as follows: 


Ths Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3227) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel L. M. Proctor, have considered the same 
and report as follows: 

Said bill is identical with House bill 0491 of the Fiftieth Congress, which was 
bas Pian favorably to the House in Report No. 2889, first session, and your com- 

ttee adopt that report (No, 2689) as applicable to this bill, and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9491) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel L. M. Proctor, have considered the same 
and report as follows: 

The claimant is now in receipt of a pension at the rate of $15 per month for 
chronic diarrhea and resulting indigestion and general debility. 

The records of the War Department show that Mr. Proctor wasa second Heu- 
tenant in Company G. Third Regiment Illinois Volunteers, Mexican war, from 
June 29, 1846, to May 20,1847; wasalsoa lieutenant in Captain Lawler's Mounted 
Illinois Volunteers in Mexico from August 13, 1847, to October 26, 1818. Healso. 
served asa first Heutenant, Company B, First Illinois Cavalry, war of the re- 
bellion, from July 9, 1861, to February 1, 1802, and as captain of said company 
from the latter date to July i4, 1852. 

In his application before the Pension Bureau he declared that while in Mexico 
in 1817 he contracted disease of eyes. He has filed considerable proof before 
that office, but no final action has ever been taken thereon. 

The claimantis now totally blind, is ina dependent condition, and isseventy- 
six vears of 

AlbertSisk, who was a comrade with the claimant in the Mexican war, testi- 
fies that while at Camp Patterson, on the Rio Grande River, in Mexico, the 
claimant contracted disease of eyes, and continued to suffer therefrom during 
the remainder of the service. 

Dr. S. D. Ensminger, who was a hospital steward in the regiment in which 
claimant served in Mexico, testifies that he treated and nursed the olaimant at 
Tampico, Mexico, in the fall of 187, for an attack of chronic diarrhea and dis- 
ease of eyes; and that the claimant continued to be so affected during the re- 
mainder of his service in Mexico. Thatafter his return home in October, 1545, 
he continued to treat him as his physician for both of said diseases at differeat 
times up to 184i., When claimant entered the Army again in 1961 his eyes were 
somewhat affected. and after his return therefrom he again treated him for said 

and has continued his treatment each year sines up to 1579, and also in 

e y oars 1883, 1881, and 1855, 

Drs. M. S. Jones and G. W. Gordon also testify to treatment during the past ten 


‘years, and the condition of blindness in claimant's case is fully shown In the 


certificates of the oxamining surgeons of the Pension Olfice in the case. 

All of the witnesses are credible, 

Your committee are of the — —.— that the extreme age of the claimant, his 
indigent condition, and his helplessness due to his army service should entitle 
him to an increase of ion commensurate to his disabilty and needs. They 
therefore report the bill back to the House and recommend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, He- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CARRIE B. WIRTZ, 


Mr. DE LANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
‘of the bill (H. R. 4885) granting a pension to Carrie B. Wirtz, and that 
it be now considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beile cié., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
‘limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carrie B. Wirtz, widow of Horace 
B. Wirtz, late m United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$45 per month in lieu of the pension now received by her under certiticate 

t 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


titions Congress to grant her an increase of her pension to $45 per 
ving that until recently she has been connected with the San Fran- 
gisco press as a writer, but on account of Aog woe she has been obliged 
to relinquish this work, and now she is compe to rely solely upon her pen- 
sion as s means of support, and the amount she is now receiving is insufficient 
to meet her necessary wants. 

In a communication addressed to this committee under date of February 10, 


She now 
month, d 
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1890, Su -General Hammond, United States , retired, commends the 
claim of Mire. Wirtz to the favorable 3 

Mr. A. M. Lawrence, Washin mdent of one of the San Francisco 
daily pa certifies that he has known the claimant asa resident of San Fran- 
cisco, and has always understood her to be te mon n her own cfforts to 
obtain u livelihood; also that she did conside e work for the press under the 
nom de ree = Karoline 55 — 4 x 1. 

General ° ossoa n n letter addressed, under date of February 1,1590, 
to Hon. W. W. Morrow, N. C., states: 

Dr. Wirtz served as medical director at my headquarters while commanding 
the Department of the Ohio, in 1862, and was with me at the battle of Carnifex 
Ferry and in the operations at Cotton Hill. He was distinguished for great 
ability and medical and surgical acquirements, whose services were held by me 
in high esteem. If such qualities, acquirements, and services merit help to his 
widow, her case appesls to loyal hearts and heads to keep her from suffer- 


In. view of the soldiers long and faithful services and the claimant's destitute 
condition, your committes think that the relief prayed for should. be granted, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended, amended, however, as 
follows: Strike out the word“ forty-five,” in the eighth line of said bill, and 
substitute therefor the word forty,” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amemled was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


gton co: 


JOEL B. TRIBBLE. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (II. R. 3582) to pension Joel B. Tribble for services in the Indian 
war, and that it now be considered in the House, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it onacied, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Joel B. Tribble, 
of Boughton, Nevada County, Arkansas, who served in Captain Baker's com- 
pany of Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Indian war, 1895, and pay him the same 
pension as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 2 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 3582, beg leave 
to report; 

The claimant was enrolled November 30, 1336, in Capt. II. Barker's compan 
of the battalion of Georgia mounted volunteers commanded by Maj. C. H. Ne 
son. and was d September 23, 1837. This service was in the Florida 
Indian war. 

The claimant filed an application in the Pension Bureau September 24, 1885, 
setting forth that al Round Pond, Florida, May 1, 1837, he dislocated his left 
knee by a fall from a horse ina charge upos Indians, and that the injury has 
continued to disable him to the present time, He was unable to find any of his 
comrades to substantiate his claim, however,and the claim was rejected Janu- 
wed N on the ground of his inability to furnish the proof necessary to es- 
tablish it. 

The — . — on file show that the claimant is now about seventy- three os 
old and has for many years been greatly disabled by the injury of loft ee. 
He asks that he be granted by special act the same pension as is allowed by law 
for service in the war of 1812. 

There are precedents for this legislation, and your committee recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN R. PETRIE. 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1678) granting a pension to John R. Petrie, and that 
the bill be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John R. Petrie, late of Company A, 
Second Regiment of Illinois Cavalry: 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Cotumittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1678) 
granting s pension to John R. Petrie, submit the following report: 

Applicant enlisted as private in Company A, Second Illinois Cavalry, July 19, 
18), and served until November 19, 1562; was discharged upon su n's cer- 
tificate by reason of disability owing to phthisis pulmonalis; applied for a pen- 
sion, which was rejected because of the statement of the surgeon in the certifi- 
eate of disability that the disease was hereditary. 

In rebuttal claimant fied statement of his family physician, Dr. Henry A. 
Mix, and a number of neighbors, which corroborates statement of himself as to 
prior soundness. Dr. Mix says that he has practiced medicine for twenty-one 
years: that he was intimately sequainted with claimant from 1853; wassehool- 
mate of his at Mount Morris at that time; saw him frequently up to date of 
enlistment; danced, swam, mingled in society, and neighbo: with him, and 
knows that up to time of enlistment he was sound, physically and mentally, 
and free from any disease or rupture. Fred. M. Marsh, James V. Morrill, James 
J. Bowers, A. Berk, and E. S. Potter, all testify to prior soundness.  , 

Sergt. James V. Rowers and Privates James V. Morrili and A. Bech testify 
that disease was contracted in the Army. Dr. E. S. Potter testifies to having 
treated claimant for abscess of the right lung and hepatization of the left lun 
from November, 1862, to July, 1865, and that applicant was wholly disab) 
Dr. Henry A. Mix testifies to having treated him for same disease from 1885 to 
1875, and rates him total on cough and lung disease. Dr, James L. Camp, on 
November 5, 1881, testifies to having treated him for lung disease for three 
years previous, and rates him total for that disease. Dr, Edwin Morgan testi- 
fies to having been his family physician from February, 1882, until June 31, 
1885, and then was, aud that at date June 31, 1885, there wasn complete adhe: 
sion of the right lung as a result of abscess. 

Although it may be true that the applicantinherited a tendency to consump- 
tion, the evidence of those who had best opportunity to know the facts shows 
that prior to enlistment he was strong and well, and that it was at least devel- 
oped while in the service; that he has been s constant sufferer and under con- 
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tinuous medical treatment ever since, Your committee would therefore beg 
to report favorably and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, if was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT HILL. 


Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5161) granting a pension to Robert Hill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roli, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Hill, asoldier of the Florida 
Indian war of 1837 and 1838, and pay him a pensionat the rate of $12 per month 

and after the pa:sage of this act. 
The report (by Mr. NorToN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5161) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert Hill, have considered the same, anch report: 

‘he claimant was a bugler in Capt. W. H. Storey's company, Second Georgia 
Mounted Volunteers, Florida war, from October 5, 1887, to May 12, 1838, He 
asks a pension at $12 per month. 

The claimant is now sixty-nine years of age, in fecble health and straitened 
circumstances. These facts are certified to by the gentleman who introduced 
the bill in the House, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the word twelve” in the eighth line of said bill, and substi- 
tute therefor the word twenty,’' so as to allow the claimant a pension of $20 
per month, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills 
were severally passed; and moved to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
THOMAS RILEY AND ELMER A. SNOW. 


Mr. MORRILL. Lask unanimous consent that the previous ques- 
tion be considered as ordered upon the bill (H. R. 4495) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Riley and the bill (H. R. 6099) granting 
an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow, with tHe privilege of fifteen 
minutes’ debate on each side upon each bill, if desired, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The House then (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 


from the Speaker’s table and referred, as follows: 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLESTON, S. C. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending increase of 
the limit of cost of building and site of the United States post-office, 
custom-house, etc., at Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee on Appro- 


priations, 
CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT OF LLANO. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury,recommending the amend- 
ment of the third ph of sections 2578 and 2579 of the Revised 
Statutes in such a wayas to abolish the present customs collection dis- 
trict of Corpus Christi, and to establish in lieu thereof the customs col- 
lection district of Llano, and inclosiyg draught of a bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

RELIEF OF DESTITUTE INDIANS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior for an appropriation for relief of des- 
titute Indians, not having treaty funds, when necessary—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 2 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


3 Under the rule, the following reports were filed, and referred as fol- 
ows: 
JAMES S. FINN. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to James 
S. Finn (Ferrin); which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

: MRS, SALLIE T. WARD. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1622) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Mrs. Sallie T. Ward; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ANASTASIA M’GREEYY. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
fayorably the bill (H, R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia Mc- 
Greevy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HARRISON WAGNER. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH D. WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to 
Joseph D. Williamson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHANNA ECKLE. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of 
Johanna Eckle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF MOIETIES. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2365) to authorize the distribution of 
certain moieties to the late officers of the customs of the port of San 
Francisco; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
und, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLIES. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims. to whom was re- 
ferred sundry findings of the Court of Claims, reported a bill (H. R, 
7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken 
and used by the United States Army, asreported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of theactof March 3, 1883, known as the ‘‘Bowman 
net; which was read twice, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, submitted the views of the 
minority; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed with the report of the committee, 

OREGON AND WASHINGTON BRIDGE COMPANY. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 735) to authorize the on and Wash- 
ington Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Columbia River between the State of Oregon and the State of Wash- 
ington, and to establish it as a post-road, a bill (H. R. 7617) to au- 
thorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of Ore- 
gon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a post-road; 
which substitute was referred to the Committee of the Whole 1 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ord 
to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. SWENEY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 4623) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Columbia River in Oregon and Washington by the 
Columbia Bridge Company, a bill (H. R. 7618) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Columbia River in Oregon and Wash- 
ington by the Columbia Bridge Company; which substitute was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EL PASO, TEX. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost’ 
of the public building authorized by act of Congress approved June 
30, 1886, to be erected at El Paso, Tex.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the Arm 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; whi 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH E, JOHNSON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1157) for the relief of Joseph E. 
Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

é DANIEL W. SELLEOK. 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Daniel W. Selleck; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DUDLEY JOHNSON. 

Mr. SNIDER also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R, 2787) to authorize the Secretary of War 
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to remove the charges of desertion from the records of the War Depart- | back favorably the bill (H. R. 2051) granting 8 to Ellen Shea; 


ment as to Dudley Johnson, late ordnance t, United States Army; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD W. SPAIN. 


Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 5456) to increase the pension of Ri W. Spain, 
late sergeant Company A, Second Dragoons, United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. GREEN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 135) to perfect the military record 
of John C. Green, of Tennessee; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hun- 
ley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

: BENJAMIN F. SMITH. 

Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. 
Smith of the charge of desertion; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM DAWSON. 


Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1788) to remove certain charges from 
the record of William Dawson; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUNISHMENT OF OFFENSES. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back with amendment the bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of 
contagious diseases from one State to another, and for the punishment 
of certain offenses; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE also, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 1629) to amend section 4414, 
Title LI, of the Revised Statutes of the United States Regulation of 
steam-vessels; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BARBARA SCHNAPPINGER, 


Mr, MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4482) granting a pen- 
sion to Barbara Schnappinger; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MINERVA JANE OLIVE. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE B. SMITH. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1983) granting a pension to 
George B. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BARENT S. VAN BUREN, 

Mr, LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent 8. Van Buren; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CATLENA LYMAN, 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. B. 5206) granting a pension to Catlena Ly- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’CUSKER, 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2066) granting a Sagres to James Me- 
Cusker; which was referred to the Committee ofthe Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN SHEA. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


which was referred to the Committee of the 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES H. FLEMING. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2044) granting a pension to James H. 
Fleming; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARIA CLARKE. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2067) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria 
Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 3 

BARBARA MADDEN. ° 

Mr, LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R, 2046) to grant a pension to Barbara Mad- 
den; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J. CASSIDY. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2043) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Cassidy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA RICHARDSON. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3531) to grant a pension to Eliza Richard- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ©, BADDELEY. 

Mr, LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back faverably the bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of John C. Baddeley; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
MARY A. VAN ETTEN. * 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1041) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Van Etten; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DOUGLASS SMITH. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to Doug- 
lass Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

s EVELINE M. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4441) granting a pension to 
Eveline M. Alexander; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe printed. 


HARRIET E. BROWN. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3596) for the relief of Harriet E. 
Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELISHA L. ELAM. : 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6769) granting a pension to Elisha L. 
Elam; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER THOMPSON, 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5798) for the relief of Alexander 
Thompson; which was referred to the Committee ofthe Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under the rule, the following Senate bills were taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and referred to the mmittee on Invalid Pensions: 


ill (S. 755) granting a pension to George Fitzelarence; 
ill (S. 765 = ga Pension to Daniel A, Culman; 
tin 


ill (S. 783) granting a pension to Easter A. Jackson; 
S. 784) granting a pension to Nicholas Moy; and 
bill (S. 818) granting a pension to Catherine Morris. 


” 
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RESOLUTIONS. g 


Under the rule, the following resolution was introduced and referred, 
as indicated below. 
By Mr. BAKER: 

Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday in the third week of Mareh, 1890, after 
sixty minutes of the morning hour have d. be, and are hereby, fixed for 
consideration in Committee of the Whole and in the House, when reported, of 
such bills as may be indicated by the Committee on Commerce of the bills re- 
ported favorably by said committee, not to interfere with revenue, or general 
appropriation bills or prior orders, or reports privil under Rule XI, and that 
said Committee on Commerce shall have the right of way under this resolution 
for the pu: provided, for the succeeding Tuesdaysand Wednesdays in case 
there shall be any interruption by revenue or general appropriation bills, prior 
orders, or reports privileged under Rule XI, to the end that said Committee on 
Commerce shall have two full days for the purpose stated and as provided by 
their resolution ; à 


to the Committee on Commerce. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, the following bills were severally read twice and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 7620) to increase the efficiency of 
the Ordnance Department of the Army—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 7621) to establish a marine hospital 
at the port of New York—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7622) to authorize the construction of 
a ponton bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Davenport, 
Iowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7623) for the erection of a public 
building at Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 7624) providing for additions and 
improvements to the Indian Industrial School at Pierre, S. Dak., and 
making appropriations therefor—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 7625) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. 7626) for the erection of a public 


` building at Selma, Ala,—to/the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 7627) for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of North East River, in Cecil County, State of Maryland—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Ey Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 7628) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton Electric Lighting Company—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. : 

By Mr. BULLOCK: A bill (H. R. 7629) to providd for the preserva- 
tion of Fort Matanzas, or Matanzas River, Florida—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R.7630) to increase limit of cost of the 

ublic building at Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
2 and Grounds. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7631) to provide for 
the publication of a report of the International Maritime Exhibition— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7632) extending the provisions 
of an act approved February 14, 1885, entitled “An act to authorize a 


retired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of the United, 


States Army who have served for thirty years or 8 to officers 
and enlisted men of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7633) to amend sections 2, 11, and 
12 of the shipping act of 1886—to the Committee on Merchant Mar- 
ine and Fisheries, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, pri te bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 7634) granting a pension to Kath- 
arine Supple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ey Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 7635) pe 
ing a pension to Frank Coughman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: A bill (H. R. 7636) for the relief of Mority 
Klump—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7637) for the relief of the heirs of Catherine 
Morin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DELANO: A bill (H. R. 7638) granting an increase of pension 
to John Pardy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7639) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Wesley Van Over—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (IL R. 7640) for the relief of W. T. Robin- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of D. C. Trewhitt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill ee R. 7642) for the relief of James M. Grubb—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
„Also, a bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of E. W. Bass—to the Commit- 

tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7644) granting a pension to Miss Harriett Knight— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Jonathan 
Kimball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7646) for the relief of I. and O. 
P. Cobb & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7647) to restore the pension of George G. Wood- 
fill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7648) granting pension to Sarah Downs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 7649) for the relief of Rachel Gil- 
bert—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR (by request): A bill (H. R. 7650) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew J. Sutliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7651) granting a pension to Lu- 
cinda H. Battle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 7652) for the relief of Alberie 
Duplantier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7653) for the relief of Mary E. Monahan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 7654) for the relief of Dr. H. 
C. Farrand—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky; A bill (H, R. 7655) for the relief of 
Hugh MeNairy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7656) for the relief of 
Henry C, Withers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7657) to increase the pension of 
John H. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Kelley—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Warner M. Ellis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Adabama: A bill (H. R. 7660) to provide for 


erected—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7661) to grant a pension to Augustus D. Gunter— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 57) to provide for the settlement of a claim 
against the Antietam national cemetery—Committee on Military Af- 
fairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (5. 760) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S, 252) granting a pension to John Gallagher—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (H. R. 6732) granting a pension of $30 a month to Lilla May 
Pavy, Minnie L, Gardiner, and Mary Ann Cross, in lieu of pensions 
heretofore granted—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of John S. Dill—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5083) to pension Emily G. Mills—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4536) for the relief of Mason Hedrick—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


\ f 
$ Y PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of brewers, relative to duty on hops—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of William Marks and 135 others, 
veterans and citizens of Waynetown, Ind., praying for the repeal of the 
arrears-of-pensions limitation act—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Memorial of the common council of San Antonio, 
Tex., in ſavor of exchanging the arsenal grounds in San Antonio for 
other lands in suid city—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petitions of James W, Duggan and Wesley Van 
Over, for the removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 
By Mr. EVANS: Petition of W. T. Robinson, for relief to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. — 


Also, petition of E. W. Bass, for relieſ to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Floyd Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Howell- 
town, Tenn., asking for the repeal of the pension-arrears act of 1879— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


inclosing the grounds upon which the Huntsville public building is : 
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By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Memorial of the Legislature of North Da- 
kota, for the improvement of Devil’s Lake—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. . 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Malissa B. Cronk, praying for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Mary B. Lee, for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Clatms—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of amass ineetingof old soldiers of Geary 
County, Kansas, asking for the immediate passage of the service-pension 
bill known as the Ingalls bill, and protesting against the reduction ot 
the revenue until this is accomplished—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of 308 citizens of Logan County, Ohio, 


who have not had any service, asking for service-pension to soldiers of | Y 


the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of C. W. Brant, for a pension on account of 
services in the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Mrs. Diantha T. Hilton, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petitions of 125 ex-soldiersof Milwaukee, Wis., 
and Hamilton Irish and 380 others, asking for the passage of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of the J. B. Foraker Club, in favor 
of a service pension for the soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of farmers of Wayne County, New York, 
for duties on farm products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Mary E. Monahan, that herelaim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claims of William B. Smith, administrator of Dr. 
J. D. Smith, and Dr. James Ray, administrator of George Hill—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: Memorial of brewers against increase of duty on 
hops—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 38 citizens of Geaesee County, New 
York, for increased duties on agricultural products—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Petition of Michael Redicon, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Peter Inman and 83 others, citizens 
of Woodbury and Monrovia Counties, Iowa, to prevent gambling and 
option dealing in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition for improvement of Elk River, Mary- 
land—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR: Petition of 35 citizens of Belle Val 
ley, Noble County, Ohio, for free coinage of silver—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Memorial of Board of Trade, 
Greeley, and Chamber of Commerce, Trinidad, Colo., favoring appro- 
praan for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of W. H. Payten and others, Staunton, 
Va., favoring free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 
< By Mr. VANDEVER: Petitionof Oakland Typographical Union, No. 
36, favoring the passage of Senate bill 232, relating to copyrights—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. VENABLE: Petition of citizens of Charles City County, 
Virginia, for improvement of the Appomattox River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Papers in the claim of Isaac Kelly for 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of 225 ex-soldiers of Shelby County, Ohio, 
for the repeal of the limitation-of-arrears act in the payment of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 1, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIOTT, 
of Foundry Methodist Episcopal Church, Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ELMER A. SNOW. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order is the consideration of 
certain bills upon which the previous question was ordered last even- 
ing. The Clerk will report the first bill in order. 

The bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. 
Snow was read, as follows: 


Whereas a pension of $100 per month is allowed by act of Congress approxedt 
February 12, 1889, to those who lost both hands, and less of use of both hands 
is just as severe a disability, ee the same aid and attention, and said El- 
mer A. Snow was then totally disabled in both hands from gunshot wounds re- 
ceived in the line of duty: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ele. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Elmer A. Snow, 


late a trumpeter in M Troop, Third United States Cavalry, and pay him or 
sion of $100 per month, said pension to be allowed from February 12, 1889, 
was the date increasing the pension to $100 per month for the loss of both hands. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that upon this bill the 
right of debate for fifteen minutes was reserved. [A pause. ] If no one 
desires to occupy the time, the question is—— 
Mr. SPRINGER. All the debate I desire is that the report may be 
read in the hearing of the House. 
TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask that the report be read in 
his time? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report, as published in the proceedings of the evening session of 
esterday, was read. : 
The SPEAKER. The first question will be upon the amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 
The amendment was as follows: 


After the word month,” in line 7 of the bill, strike out the words said pen- © 


sion to be allowed from February 12, 1859, which was the date increasing the 
pension to $100 per month for the loss of both hands,“ and insert instead thereof 
the words in lieu of the pension now received by him.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to inquire what amount of pension is rec- 
ommended by this bill. As I understand, it pro an increase of 
the pension already granted from $72 a month to $100 a month, 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. . 

A MEMBER. Does it grant arrears? 

Mr. LANE. No, sir; no arrears. There was a provision in the bill 
for arrears; but we struck it out. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that a vote is to be taken 
upon the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. A yote will have to be taken on the amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. YODER. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. The 
amendment proposes to strike out the clause providing that the pension 
be allowed from February 12, 1889, the date of the general law in- 
creasing to $100 per month the pensions of those who have lost both 
hands. Thereare only twenty-one of these unfortunate men who have 
lost the use of hoth hands who will be benefited by this legislation; 
and if we adopt the amendment we thereby decide to deny to these 
men the opportunity ef receiving the same amount as those pensioners 
covered by the general law are now receiving. It is evidently an in- 
justice to deprive these men of the amount which under the general 
aon is Eoma in similar cases. I hope that the amendment will not be 
adopted, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word in reply to the 
remarks of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Yoper]. In 1889, I believe, we passed a law increasing the pen- 
sions of all those who had lost both hands from $72 a month to $100. 
The bill as passed by the Senate included, I believe, those who had lost 
the use of both hands; but in the House that provision was struck out 
and the benefits of the bill were confined exclusively to those who had 
lost both hands. In the case before us the pensioner, while he has not 
lost either hand, has absolutely lost the use of both hands and is under 
as great disability as though he had lost both hands. 

We deemed it proper to report this bill favorably, but I think the 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio do not apply to this case any more 
than they would apply to every bill which we may bring in here for 
an increase of pension. The other day we passed a bill increasing the 
pensions of those drawing $50 a month to $72 a month; and the Senate 
refused to grant arrears to go back to the date of the disability. This 
case is in precisely the same category. If we are to t arrears in 
any case by special bill, I think we ought to do so in all cases. Iad- 
mit the force of the argument of my friend from Ohio, and I feel with 
him that arrears onght to be granted to all our old soldiers, because 
we have established that general principle. But the policy of the House 
for the last six years has been not to fayor propositions of this kind in 
special bills. Therefore I think this amendment ought to be agreed to. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, Ido not think the gentleman from Kan- 
sas Mr. MOERILL] has by his explanation materially helped this bill. 
He has explained to the House that the pensions of those who have 
been receiving $50 a month have been increased to $72 a month. The 
present propositién comes up immediately upon the heels of the 2 
sage of the bill which undertook to provide for all those who had Jost 
both hands, This is represented as an equivalent case, this man’s dis- 
ability, it is claimed, being equal to that of a person who has lost both 
hands. The difficulty I see in this class of legislation is this: When- 
ever we make an increase of peusions from $50 a month to $72 a month, 
every man who is receiving less than $72 wants to get into the $72 
list; and then as soon as we grant the increase from $72 a month to 
$100 a month for the benefit of those who have lost both hands, there 
comes a proposition to begin to increase the pensions of all those who 
have been receiving $72 a month to $100. 

In all probability these gentlemen will be back here at the next ses- 
sion, saying that the amount which has been allowed them is insuffi- 
cient. Those who make appeals of this kind forget the fact that many 
of the private soldiers of this country are not receiving anything like 


à 
5 
4 


Turd ene we rds 


n 


$ 
t 
* 


r 


rr er * 


1840 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


os te FR PEREI N T ENSEN D a 
7 8 We 


MARCH Es 


adequate pensions, although their disabilities are as t as those re- 
ceiving large pensions under these special bills. I w in my own 
district instances where men who are not drawing more than from $8 
to $30 a month are as much disabled as a man who has lost the use of 
both hands, and in some cases more disabled, because they have en- 
tirely lost their physical health and are incapable of earning a liveli- 
hood. Iam opposed to all this sort of legislation. I believe it wrong 
in principle. This case may be exceptional; I do not know anything 
more about it than the report states, and I presume the statements of 
the report are correct. But Iam opposed to the whole principle; I do 
not think legislation of this kind ought to be continued. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I was 


not in when the Journal was read, but I am informed that the state- 


ment in the Journal—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order at this time. The 
Honse is now acting under the previous question, with fifteen minutes 
for debate. 

Mr. BLAND. What time will it be in order? because, if necessary, I 
want to ask a correction. 

The SPEAKER. After this proceeding the gentleman will have an 
opportunity. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, if there is a case which should be 
included under the general law allowing $100 per month to soldiers 
who lost both hands in the war it seems to me that this is one. It is 
one which demands the attention of this House. 

This soldier was the subject of an experiment by United States sur- 
geons They endeavored to save his hands and succeeded, but they 

estroyed the usefulness of both. The soldier would really have been 
better off if they had severed his hands from his arms the instant he 
was carried into the hospital tent. It seems to me that as he lost the 
use of his hands in the service of the United States he ought to be 
treated the same as though he had lost his hands. He has certainly 
suffered more than he would have suffered if he had lost them. You 
are virtually holding him responsible for the virtual failure of the ex- 
periment of the United States surgeons if you do not put him upon 
the same pension level as the soldiers who lost both hands, Elsewise an 
inhumane surgeon, who would have removed his hands at once with- 
out more ado, would have proved a blessing to him. He is certainly 
in a worse condition to-day than his handless comrades. 

‘The question for us, then, is whether we will allow this man to stand 
in a much worse position under the law than he would have stood if 
his hands had actually been cut off. I do not see the difference be- 
tween the two. The man’s hands are virtually gone. They are of no 
use whatever to him. If he had wooden arms and hands he would 
actually be in better circumstances than he is to-day. Give him the 
increase. He is clearly entitled to it, and so is every other soldier 
similarly afflicted. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to oc- 
cupy the time of the House unnecessarily, and shall only ask its atten- 
tion for a moment or two to present the facts in connection with this 
matter. This is a case which has received the most careful considera- 
tion and investigation in the committee, 

The facts of the case areas follows: Thisman appeared here last year 
in behalf of all of the men who had lost both hands or the use of 
both hands, and fearing that a bill which had the Senate and 
which would have placed him upon that list would be lost in the House, 
and thereby work injustice to other comrades who had lost both hands 
actually, he imously consented that the bill should be amended, 
withdrew all opposition on his own part, and requested his friends on 
the floor to do the same, and allowed the bill to pass in that form which 
gives to the men who have lost the use of both hands $100 per month 
and deprived himself of the benefit of such legislation, although, as 
a matter of fact, he is in the same condition or in a worse condition. 
He came here again this year, and at the suggestion of the members of 
the committee bill now before the House was drawn, 

I presented it myself, for I have no doubts whatever of the merits of 
the case. The man is worse off than he would have been if both hands 
had been amputated. He is the result of es in surgery which 
were made with an effort to save his hands, but succeeded only in sav- 
ing useless appendages which are of no Per service to him; in fact, 
it would have been better if they had been taken off, because, Mr, 
Speaker, he was eighteen months in hospital suffering, when he might 
have been restored, if amputation had taken place, in much less time. 
If any equity is due to a man by which he is entitled to $100 a month, 
this is certainly a deserving case, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment proposed by the committee was again read, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


THOMAS RILEY. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. granting an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, late of 
Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry. = : 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place apoa e pension-roll, subject to the p ons 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Riley, late of Com- 
pany L, Seventh Regiment of United States Cavalry, at $100 per month, who is 
now recei a pension of $72 per month for the loss of the left hand andall of 
the right hand except the thumb. 


= ar SPEAKER. On this bill fifteen minutes were to be allowed for 
ebate. 
Mr. ENLOE. I would like to have the report of the committee read. 
The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4495) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, have considered the same, and re- 


port: 

The claimant was a private in Company L,Seventh United States Cavalry, 
from which organization he was discharged June 21, 1875, on account of loss o 
both hands by amputation, rendered necessary by frost-bite incurred in the 
service and line of duty. He is now Panoa for said disability at $72 per 
month under the act of June 16, 1880. ere being some question as to his thie 
to $100 per month under the provisions of the act of Febiuary 12, 1889, because of 
the fact that on one hand a mb still remains, he prays that he be granted that 
rate ($100 per month) by special act. 

Your committee have had the claimant before them, and can not see how the 
thumb now remaining can be of any use whatever to the claimant in the per- 
formance of manual labor, especially as that member is evidently considerably 
maimed or diseased. As the claimant seems fully as much disabled as a man 
with both hands entirely gone, your committee recommend that the increase 
prayed for be granted by the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to make a suggestion to the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions in reference to this class of cases. I 
think, Mr. Speaker, if we are to legislate in this line, that we ought 
to legislate on general principles, instead of taking up each individual 
case and passing upon it; and I, for one, supposed when the gentleman 
brought in his bill into the House the other day and it—a bill 
granting pensions of $100 per month to each soldier who has lost both 
hands—that it covered every case of this character. I believe that it 
was represented at that time that there were just twenty-one such 
cases. 


I think the gentleman had better introduce another bill from the 
committee and bring it into the House, and if it isthe judgment of the 
Congress let it put upon the roll every man who has sustained an injury 
equivalent to the loss of both hands, instead of bringing in proof here 
time after time to establish the fact that injury has been sustained 
equivalent to the loss of both hands, 

One of the great difficulties that Congress and the country has to 
contend with in pension legislation is that, instead of having uniform 
laws operating on all alike, we have a practice of bringing in individual 
bills and putting them through Friday night after Friday night and 
putting on the pension-roll, by log-rolling methods, names not entitled 
to be on the roll, and which would not be there if passed upon by any 
competent and honest Department of the Government. 

There seems to be no limit to this legislation by favoritism, and there 
is a growing disposition in Congress to sweep away all barriers and to 
pension all who ask, without regard to merit, justice, or honor; and 
one of the greatest evils is the disposition to yield to every clamor for 
increased pensions for those who are already receiving much greater 
pensions than they are entitled to receive on any equitable basis for 
the adjustment of the claims of the different classes of pensioners. It 
is worse than useless to address ment to men whose minds are 
made up, but I canat least protest against this character of legislation. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, the difficulty in a ease of kind is 
that when wounds or disabilities are received by soldiers they are not 
all uniform in character, nor are they given in the same way. As a 
consequence, general and uniform laws are not in every instance en- 
tirely applicable. 

In this case the soldier served some thirteen or fourteen years. He 
was frozen while in the service and his hands were amputated except? 
part of the thumb on one hand. That thumb is shown by the report 
as disabled and diseased, so that it is reported as of no use to him. 

The general law provides a pension of $100 per month for men who 
have lost both hands. This is one of the instances in which the injury 
received was not exactly that which would bring the claimant under 
the provisions of that law, but the partof the diseased thumb alone re- 
maining of his two hands being entirely useless demands in equity and 
right that he should receive the same pension as those who have actually 
lost their hands entirely. 

I think this is one of those cases which equitably demand special 
action on the part of Congress, and I trust that the bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. SWENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, if the Journal is present I ask that that 
part of it relating to the reading and approval of the Journal and the 
counting of a quorum yesterday morning be read. I understand that 
the Journal makes it appear that I assented to the idea of counting a 


quorum because there was not a quorum present in the House. 
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tleman desire read? 


The SPEAKER. What portion does the 
relating to the question 


Mr. BLAND. That portion of the Jo 
that no quorum voted yesterday morning. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved prea ohne business be postponed for the 
present, and that the House resolve i into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of — appropriation bills; which 
ase the Speaker declared adopted, on division, ayes being 98 and the 
noes 21. 

Mr. BLAND made the point of order that no quorum had voted; which said 
point of order was overruled by the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND made the point of order that the said vote showed that a quorum 
was not present. 

The Speaker thereupon counted the House and announced the presence of 155 
members—less than a quorum, 


Mr. BLAND. Theway I catch the reading of the Journal is differ- 
ent from what I had been informed. Iunderstood that I had repeated 
the point that there was no quorum, The way it appears on the Jour- 
nal is not the way I understood it was. The CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD 
shows I made the point that there was no quorum as shown by the 
vote, and the Journal shows substantially the same thing, and is cor- 
rect. 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I present the following con- 
current resolution, reported from the Committee on Immigration, and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Houss of Representatives concurring), That the Senate 
Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization be, and hereby are. authorized 8 to investigate the work- 
ings of the various laws of the United States and of the several States relative to 
immigration from foreign countries to the United States, especially the law of 
Con “to regulate immigration,“ approved August 3, 1852; and also to in- 
vestigate the workings of the contracts made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under said law of August 3, with the various State commissions, boards, and 
officers, the investigation to be conducted at such times and places as said com- 
mittees may deem proper. And the committees are hereby authorized jointly, 
as full committees or through subcommittees thereof, to send for and examine 
persons, books, and papers, and to administer oaths to witnesses. 

Mr, MILLS. Is that for present consideration, Mr, Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The request is for present consideration; and itis 
read for information. 

Mr. MILLS. I think it would be better to allow it to go into the 
RECORD and come up on Monday morning. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Do I understand that the gentleman sug- 
gests that the resolution be printed in the RECORD at his request? 

The SPEAKER. And thatit lie over. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What do I understand is the status? P 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Texas proposes that the resolution be printed in the RECORD and lie 
over for consideration on Monday- 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does that reserve the right to object? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think it should go over with that understand- 
ing, so that we may examine it carefully and see if it is objectionable. 

Mr. MILLS. We simply desire information on the question, and 
then on Monday we will know whether to object to it or not. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana to consent to that disposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know why that resolution can not 
go to a committee and let them report on it. 

The SPEAKER. It is reported from a committee. It is simply a 
proposition, as the Chair understands it, for a joint investigation by the 
two committees, in order to save duplication of testimony. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is that a report from the committee and do they 
ask consideration of it now? 

The SPEAKER. It is a report from the Committee on Immigration 
of the House. : 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I have no objection to that arrangement. 


AMMONIATED FERTILIZER COMPANY OF WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. GROUT. Lask unanimous consent to report back from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia the bill (H. R. 5449) for the relief 
of the Ammoniated Fertilizer Company of Washington, D. C., and ask 
for its reference to the Committee on Claims, 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, that change of reference will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEASE OF NO, 225 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 


Mr. GRIMES. Mr. Speaker, I present a report on a resolution from 
the Committee on Accounts, and ask for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to continue the lease of the house No. 224 Pe: Tvania 
avenue, northwest, as a branch of the folding-room, for one year from January 
1, 1890, at a rental not exceeding $109 per month, the same to be paid out of the 
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contingent fund of the House until provision is made therefor in one of the ap- 
propriation bills, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. GRIMES. There is an amendment to the resolution reported by 
the committee. The report is very short, and I ask that it be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, having had under consideration the accompany- 
ing resolution, submit the following report: 

The lease upon the house No. 225 8 January 1, 180. It had been leased 
for the two 8 years at a rental of $100 per month. It is very essential 
that this house should be leased again. It is now being used by the Doorkee 
as a folding place. All books and speeches from the Printing Office are 
there to be folded before being transferred to the Capitol, where they sre pro- 
rated. There are now in the building about 400,000 books, and speeches are be- 
ing received at the rate of 31,000 daily. Wherefore the Committee on Accounts 
recommend that the resolution be amended by striking out! 221.“ in the fourth 
line, and inserting 225“ in lieu thereof. The committee further recommend 
that the resolution as amended do pass, 


Mr. GRIMES. The number of the house on Pennsylvania avenue 
is wrong in the resolution, and the amendment is just a change from 
224 to 225 Pennsylyania avenue. 7 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES IN THE FOLDING-ROOM, 3 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts and ask its present consideration. 
The report was read, as follows: 


room at the rate of twenty-five or thirty thousand per day, and books from the 


said resolution. 


Mr. BROWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to that 
resolution. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


That Henry G. Williams be appointed second assistant superintendent of the 
House document-room, and shall receive the same salary as the assistant su- 
perintendent of said room. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I think that is hardly an amendment 
germane to the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is in order. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution reported from the committee. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


DEEP-WATER PORT, GULF OF MEXICO, 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing. 
The report was read, as follows: 


“Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there bo 
printed for the use of the Senate and House 5,000 additional copies of the report 
of the board of engineers appointed by the Secretary of War to make a critical 
examination of the northwest coast of the Gulf of Mexico in order to determine 
what point or points on said coast should be selected for improvement for the 
admission of ocean-going vessels of the greatest draught, provided for in the 
sundry civil appropriation act of the Fiftieth Congress.” 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution 
authorizing the printing of 5,000 additional copies of the report of the board of 
engineers appointed by the Secretary of War to make a critical examination of 
the northwest coast of the Gulf of Mexico, has considered the same and report 
it back with an amendment, namely, striking out the words “five thousand” 
and inserting in Heu thereof the words “ four thousand five hundred,“ and add- 
ing at the end of the resolution the following words: “Of which additional 
number 1,500 shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,000 for the use of the 
House; so that the resolution as amended will read as follows: 

“Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senale concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the Senate and House 4,500 additional copies of the re- 
port of the board of engineers appointed by the Secretary of War to make a 
critical examination of the northwest coast of the Gulf of Mexico in order to de- 
termine what point or points on said coast should be selected for improvement 
for the admission of ocean-going vessels of the greatest draught, provided for 
in the sundry civil peop ion act of the Fiftieth Congress; of which addi- 
—.— number 1,500 s for the use of the Senate and 3,000 for the use of the 

ouse; 
and as amended, the committee recommend that it be adopted, 

The estimated cost of printing 4,500 copies is $44.30, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 


RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a request from 
the Senate, which will be read. 


s 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Is THE SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, February 26, 1890. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Re ta- 


tives to return to the Senate Senate bill 993, “to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., 
asubport of entry and delivery in the collection district of Minnesota, and for 


other purposes.” 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a statement to the House 
with regard to the bill in question. Thereseems to have been an error 
in it as toa date, and the Senate has passed a resolution asking the 
Honse to return the bill to that body. 

Before that request was received the Speaker had signed the bill and 
reported it tothe House. Without objection on the part of the House, 
the Speaker will erase his signature and return the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I think that ought to be done. I 
understand that this error occurred in printing the bill at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CARLISLEY And it will require, or at least I think it will re- 

mire, the concurrent action of the two Houses to make the correction. 
think, therefore, that the Speaker should be authorized to erase his 
name and return the bill. ) 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the Speaker will take 
the action indicated and return the bill to the Senate. ; 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1359) providing 
for an Assistant Secretary of War. This bill was reported favorably 
from the Committee of the Whole; and was before the House fora final 
vote on the 19th of February. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in order as unfinished business. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, Pending that, I rise to a ques- 
tion partly of personal privilege and partly in the nature of a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. On the 27th of February last I filed, under the 
direction of the Committee on the Judiciary, two adverse reports: one 
upon a bill introduced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
fixing a limitation of time within which claims against the Govern- 
ment should be presented; the other upon a bill introduced by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cowrss], having reference to the 
compensation of officials of United States courts, 

Mr. ROGERS. Irise toa point of order; we can not hear a word 
of what the gentleman from New Jersey is saying: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey will suspend for 
a moment; the House will be in order. é 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. At that time the rule with ref- 
erence to reports did not seem to be explicit in regard to the final dis- 
position of adverse reports. Subsequently, and during the same day, 
the rule was amended by adding to it this proviso: 

Provided, That bills reported adversely shall be laid on the table, unless the 
committee reporting a bill, at the time, or any member within three days there- 
atter. shall request its reference tothe Calendar, when it shall be referred as pro- 
vided in clause 1 of this rule. 

I am informed that the clerk in charge of these matters has been de- 
ed of the services of his assistant by reason of illness and hence 
been unable as yet to prepare for the RECORD a list of adverse re- 

ports. According to the strict wording of the rule as it was amended 
on the 27th of February, the requestof any member to have these ad- 
verse reports placed upon the Calendar must be made within three days 
thereafter; that is, after the actual report. I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that as to adverse reports heretofore made, and the fact of the 
making of which has not yet appeared in the RECORD, the date when 
they shall appear in the RECORD shall be taken as the beginning of the 
three days. I make this request in order to save the rights of all mem- 
bers, which ought not to be 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will be glad if the gentleman from New 
Jersey will present his request in writing later, so that it may be seen 
precisely what its bearing may be. Does the gentleman intend to have 
this proposition apply to the future? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No, sir; I expressly said, ad- 
verse reports heretofore made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his request in writ- 
ing. The Chair does not think the proceeding is in order at present. 
The gentleman rose to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I stated that I rose to a question 

y of personal privilege and partly in the nature of a parliamentary 
uiry. I have stated the facts, and I leave the House to take any ac- 
tion it desires. I thought that, having made these reports and the 
House not having been apprised of them in any way, it was my duty 
to notify the House that they had been made. I am content. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCE 1, 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill which is now in order 
as unfinished business. A 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War. 

Be ilena eto, That there shall be in the ent of War an Assistant 
Secretary of War, who shall be appointed by the dent, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, and shall be entitled toa salary of $1,500 a year, 
payable monthly, and who shall perform such duties in the Department of Wat 
as shall be prescribed by the Secretary or may be required by law. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr, WASHINGTON called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 

126, nays 100, not voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—125. 
Allen, Mich, Comstock, es, Payson, 
Anderson, Kans, Cooper, Ohio Henderson, III. Perkins, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, Hil, Pickler, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cummings, Hitt, Pugsley, 
Baker, Cutcheon, Houk, Randal 
Banks, Dalzell, Kelley, Reed, Iowa 
Bartine, Darlington, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Belden, De Haven, ‘s Russell, 
Belknap, De Lano, Kinsey, Sawyer, 
Booth: Dibble, La Follette, Scranton, 
Boutelle, Dingley, Laidlaw, 
Bowden, Doiliver, Laws, Snider, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dorsey, Lee, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunnell, Lodge, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Dunphy, McComas, Sweney, 
Brosius, Evans, # MeCord, Tarsney, 
Brower, Ewart, McCormick, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, Va. Farquhar, McKenna, Taylor, J. D. 
Buckalew, Flick, Miles, Tho 
Burrows, Flood, Milis, Townsend, Colo. 
Burton, Flower, Moffitt, Y, 
Valdwell . Moore, N. H. Vandever, 
Candler, Mass, Gest, Morrill, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Gibson, Morrow, Wallace, Mass, 
Caswell, Gifford, Norton, atson, 
Cheadle, Greenhalge, Nute, Wilkinson 
Cheatham, Grimes, O'Donnell, Williams, Ò 
Clancy, Grout, O'Neil, Mass. Wise, 

W. Hall. Osborne, Jardley, 
Clanie, Hansbrough, Outhwaite, Yoder, 
Cogswell, Haugen, Owens, Ohio 
Coleman, Hayes, Payne, 

NAYS—100. 
Abbott, Cowles, Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lewis, Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Magner, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Mansur, Springer, 
Barnes, Dockery, Martin, Ind. * Stewart, Ga. 
Barwig, Edmunds Martin, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Blanchard, Ellis. McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Bland, Enloe, M-Ciammy, Stone, Ky, 
Brookshire, Fithian, McClellan Taylor, III. 
Brown, J, B. Forman, McCreary, ‘Thompson, 
Brunner, Fowler, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Buchanan, N. J. Goodnight, McRae, Townsend, Pa, 
Buchanan, Va. Grosvenor, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Bullock, Hare, Moore, Tex. Turner, Kans, 
Bunn, Henderson, Iowa Morey, Turner, N. X. 
Bynum, Henderson, N.C. O'Neal, Ind. Turpin, 
Candler, Ga. Herbert, Parrett, Venable, 
Caruth, Holman, Peel, Wade, | 
Catchings, Hooker, Penington, Walker, Mo. 
Chipman, Kilgore, Perry, ashington, 
Clarke, Ala. Knapp, Peters, Wike, 
Clements, Lacey, Pierce, Willcox, 
Cobb, Lane, Richardson, Williams, III. 
Connell, Lanham, TS, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Lawler, Rowland, Wilson, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—103. 
Adams, Dargan, Morse, Smith. III. 
Allen, Miss. Elliott, Mutchler, Smith, W. Va. 
Andrew, Finley, fedringbaus, Snryser, 
Atkinson, Pa. Fitch, Oates, Spinola, 
Bayne, Farney, O'Ferrall, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Frank, O'Neill. Pa. Stahlnecker, 
Bergen. Funston, Owen, Ind. Stewart, Vt. 
Biggs, Geissenhainer, Paynter, Stivers 
Bingham, Harmer, Phelan, Stone, Mo. 
Bliss, Hatch, Post, Struble, 
Blount, Heard, Price, tump, 
Boatner, Hemphill, Quackenbush, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brickner, He Quinn, Turner, Ga. 
Browne, T. M. Hopkins, Raines, Van Schaick. 
Butterworth, Kerr, Iowa Randall, Pa. Wallace, N. X 
Campbell, err, Pa. Ray. Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlisle Lansing, Reilly, Wheeler, Mich, 
Carlton, Lehibach, Se heei Whiting, 
Carter, Lester, Ga. Rife, Whitthorne, 
Cate, Lind, Robertson, Wickham, 
Compton, Maish, Rockwell, * T, 
Conger, Mason, Rusk, Wiley, 
Cothran, M y, ford, Wilson, Ky. 
Covert, McKinley, Seney, Wilson, Wash, 
Craig, Milliken, Sherman, Wright, 
Crain, Morgan, Simonds, 
So the bill was passed. 
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CORD—HOUSE. 


During the roll-call, f 

Mr. FINLEY said: I was not present when my name was called, but 
I was present before the roll was completed, and I ask leave to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not entitled to vote on that 
statement. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky. Iam paired with Mr. PAYNTER. I 
would vote in the affirmative, but I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Imove that the recapitulation be dispensed with. 

Mr. KELLEY. How am I recorded? I voted ay on the first 
call. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is so recorded. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. COTHRAN. 

Mr. Surry, of West Virginia, with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr.. HEARD. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. CARLISLE: 

Until further notice, including election-contest cases: 

Mr. Wick Hau with Mr. Senry. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. SPINOLA. 

For this day: 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. SIMONDS with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Smrrn, of Illinois, with Mr. Bidds. 

Mr. Horxrys with Mr. FORNEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. QUINN. 

Mr. Fioop with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. CAMPBELL, until Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Covert, until Thursday next. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEIssENHAINER, until Thursday next. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—FEATHERSTON VS. CATE. 


Mr. HOUK. I now call up for consideration resolutions reported 
from the Committee on Electionsin the contested-election case of L. P. 
Featherston rs. W.H. Cate, from the first Congressional district of 
Arkansas, and I ask that the resolutions be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. CRISP. Permit me before that is done to ap to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that it is now quite late Saturday afternoon and 
Monday is individual suspension day, Is it the intention to push this 
case on Monday, to antagonize individual suspensions, and also on 
Tuesday and Wednesday set apart for public-building business? I do 
not think the gentleman will wish to antagonize either. Therefore, 
when he does not t it to come to a vote it would seem hardly to 
be right to call up case now so late on Saturday. We know well 
enough that members do not stay late in the House Saturday after- 
noon. The consideration of the case will necessarily be broken by 
Monday’s session for individual suspensions, unless the gentleman calls 


it up in despite of Monday being individual suspension day and Tues- 


day set apart for public buildings. I ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to consider these suggestions. 

Mr. HOUK. Suffieient unto the day is the evil thereof.” We will 
proceed with the case and meet emergencies as they arise. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I raise the question of consideration and appeal 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That W. H. Cate was not elected as a Representative to the Fifty- 


first Congress from the First Congressional district of the State of Arkansas, 
and is not entitled to the sent. 


Resolved, That L. P. Featherston was duly elected as a Representative from 
the First Congressional district of the State of Arkansas to the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and is entitled to his seat as such, 

Mr. HOUK. Day after day we have given away and do not wish to 
give way any longer. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman raises the question of consideration. 
The question is, Shall the resolution be considered ? 

Mr. CRISP. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 97. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the vote is ayes97, noes 97; the 
Speaker votes in theaflirmative, making 98. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas 5 nays, + 


The yeas and nays were ordered. e } 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


133, nays 122, not voting 74; as follows: 


YEAS—133. 
Adams, Connell, Kerr, Iowa Reed, Iowa 
Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Rife, 
Anderson, Kans. Craig, Kinsey, Rowell, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. P, Russell, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Cutcheon, oy, Sawyers, 
Baker, Daizell, Ta Follette, Scranton, 
Banks, Darlington, Laidiaw, Scull, 
Bartine, De Haven, sing, Smyser, 
Bayne, Lano, Laws, Snider, 
Belden. Dingley, Lind, Spooner, 
Belknap, 8 Lodge, Stephenson, 
Bliss, Dunnell, McComas, Stewart, Vt. 
Boothman, Evans, McCord, Stivers, 
Boutelle, McCormick, brii 
Bowden, Farquhar, iles, Sweney. 
Brewer, Finley, Moffitt, Taylor, III. 
Brosius, Flick, Moore, N. H. Taylor, E. B 
Brower, 5 Sor Taylor, J.D. 
Browne, Va. Gear, M 1, Thomas, 
Buchanan, N.J, Gest, Morrow, Thompson, 
Burrows, Gifford, Morse, Townsend, Colo. 
Burton, 3 Nute, Townsend, Pa. 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, O'Donnell, r, 
dier, Grout, Osborne, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hall, Owen, Ind. Wade, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Payne, Walker, Mass, 
Caswell, ugen, yson, Wallace, Mass. 
Cheadle, Henderson, M, Perkins, Watson, 
Cheatham, Henderson, Iowa Peters, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Hill, Pickler, Wilson, W. 
Cogswell, Hitt, Post, Yardley. 
Coleman, Houk, Quackenbush, 
Co Kelley, Ran 
Conger, Kennedy, Ray, = 
NAYS—122, 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Magner, Robertson, 
Alderson, Cummings, Math, rs, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Ma A Rowland, 
khead, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
es, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Bland, Edmun McClammy, Springer, * 
ner. Ellis, np an Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, X Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, McMillin, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Forman, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Fowler, Mills, A 
Brown, J. B. Gibson, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brunner, Goodnight, foore, Tex. Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va, Grimes, Torgan, ‘Tucker, 
Buckalew, Hare, Mutchler, Turner, Ga, 
Bullock, Hayes, Norton, Turner, N. V. 
Bunn, Haynes, es, Turpin, 
Bynum, Hemphill, Fe J. Venable, 
Candler, Ga, Henderson, N. O. O'Neall, Ind Walker, Mo. 
Caruth, Herbert, Nell, Mass ‘ashi 
Catchings, Holman, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chipman, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Kilgore, * Parrett, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Lane, Peel, Williams, III. 
Clements, Lanham Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, Lawler, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
b. Lee, Pierce, Wise, 
Cooper, Ind Lester, Ga, Price, Yoder, 
Cowles, Lester, Va. Reilly, 
isp, wis, Ri n, 
NOT VOTING—74, 
Allen, Miss, Dargan, McKinley, Spinola, 
Andrew, Dorsey, Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Atkinson, Pa. Elliott, N wit Soe Stone, Mo. 
Barwig, cage O'Neill, Struble, 
Beckwith, Flood, ynter, Stump, 
Bergen, Flower, Phelan, Taylor, Tenn, 
Biggs, Forney, Pugsley. Van Schaic 
Bingham, Frank, Quinn, Wallace, N. Y. 
Blount, Geissenhainer, ines, Wheeler, Mich, 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Randall, Pa. Whiting, 
Butterworth, Hatch, Reyburn, Whitthorne, 
Campbell, Heard, Rockwell, Wiek 
Carlisle. Hermann, k, Wike, 
Carl Hopkins, Sanford, Wilber, 
Cate, Kerr, Pa. Seney, iley, 
Compton, Lehlba Sherman, Wilson, Ky. 
Coi Mason, Simonds, : Wright. 
Covert, McCarthy, Smith, III. 
Crain, McKenna, Smith, W. Va. 


So the House determined to consider the election case. 


The following additional paiis were announced: 


Mr. DorsEY with Mr. HATCH, on this vote. A 
Mr, MAson with Mr. QUINN, on all political questions for this day. 
Mr, ROCKWELL with Mr. Frron, on all political questions and on this 


vote. 


Mr. HOUK. Task unanimous consent to dispense with the recapit- 
ulation of the names. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. I object. 
The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


the passage of the bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State 
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to appoint two suitable persons to represent the United States at the 
international conference in regard to the protection of industrial prop- 
erty, and making an appropriation therefor. 
t also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title; in which concurrence was requested, namely: 
A bill (S. 1738) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 


across the Missouri River in the county of Monona, in the State of 
Towa, and in the eounty of Burt, in the State of Nebraska. 


ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, FEATHERSTON AGAINST CATE, 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, there has been no arrangement made yet 
in regard to the time to be taken up by the respective sides in this dis- 
cussion, and the debate will first be opened by a gentleman represent- 
ing each side of the question, after which we hope to agree upon what 
further time will be necessary. I shall control the time in support of 
the report of the committee and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
HAUGEN ] will open for that side. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Before the gentleman begins, Mr. Speaker, I 
wish on behalf of the minority to submit the resolutions reported by the 
minority as a substitute for the resolution of the committee, as follows: 


Resolved, That L. P. Featherston was not elected asa Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress from the First Congressional district of Arkansas. 
Resolved, That William H. Cate was duly elected and is entitled to retain his 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be pending. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, the people of this country during a 
heated Presidential and Congressional campaign are prone to have their 
moral sensibilities deadened by the constant ery of fraud and corrup- 
tion. Iknow that in my own State the so-called Southern question,“ 
the question of a pure and honest ballot, was not in the last national 
election as favorite a topic of discussion as its importance to the sta- 
bility of a popular form of government demands, and was, for that 
reason, but aad touched upon by campaign speakers. It bodes no 
good for the future welfare and permanence of our institutions that 
any portion of this country shall become listless or indifferent to dis- 
honest and corrupt practices by any other section or community in the 
election of legislators to make laws under which all must live. 

Honest expression of the popular will lies at the very foundation of 
a government by the people, and every honest citizen must view with 
apprehension and alarm any indifference or impatience exhibited on 

is all-important question. 

It is certainly to be regretted that any community should refuse to 
submit to the will of the majority legally expressed or to prevent by 
fraud or force a free expression of that will; and whatever criticisms I 
may pass upon parties, communities, or individuals in the remarks I 
make, I do so from a deep conviction of their sad truth, as shown by 
the record in this case. 

This case differs from the two preceding contests in this Congress in 
many respects. The frauds charged here were not confined to one or 
two precincts. The whole atmosphere surrounding the election ma- 
chinery was, in several counties, as we will endeavor to show, impreg- 
nated with a deep-laid conspiracy to defeat the contestant at all haz- 
ards. Of course, in proving the existence of a conspiracy we are unable 
to point to the particular time or the particular place where the con- 
spirators got together and agreed upon their work. But we do not con- 
sider it necessary to do so, and in order to call attention to the law in 
regard to the evidence necessary to prove the existence of a conspiracy, 
I desire to read from Archbold’s Criminal Practice and Pleading, on 

622, third volume, a few sentences which I wish the House to 
ar. I read from a note at the bottom of the page: 

The evidence in support of an indictment for a conspiracy is generally cir- 
cumstantial, and it is not necessary to prove any direct concert, or even any 
meeting of the conspirators, as the actual fact of conspiracy may be collected 
from tke collateral circumstances of the case. Although the common design 
is the root of the charge, yet it isnot necessary to prove that the defendants came 
t ther and actually agreed in terms to have the common design and to pursue 
it by common means and so to carry itinto execution; because in many cases of 
the most clearly established conspiracies there are no means of proving any 
such thing. If, therefore, two persons pursue by their acts the same object, often 
by the same means, one performing one part of an act and the other another 
part of the same act,so as to complete it, with a view to the attainment of the 
object they are pursuing, the jury are at liberty to draw the conclusion that 
they have been engaged in a conspiracy to effect that object. 

And again: 

Every person concerned in any of the criminal parts of the transaction alleged 
as a conspiracy may be found guilty, itn, there be no evidence that such 
N joined in concerting the plan or that they ever met the others, and 

hough it is probable they never did, and though some of them only joined in 
the latter parts of the transaction, and probably did not know of the matter 
until some of the prior parts of the transaction were complete. So that if sev- 
eral persons meet from different motives and then join in effecting one common 
and illegal object, it is a conspiracy. 

Of course the acts of the conspirators are not heralded abroad from 
the house tops, but we think the case bristles all through with evi- 
8 of conspiracy, so that the House ought to have no question on 

t point. 

The enormity of the plot makes it necessary to look at the political 
situation in this district and in the State of Arkansas during the cam- 
paigns, both State and national, in 1888, in order to fully comprehend 
the situation. I shall address myself briefly to that task. 

In the First Congressional district of Arkansas the contestee was the 
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candidate for Congress of the regular Democracy in 1888. The contest- 
ant, also a Democrat, represented, not the Republicans, but the opposi- 
tion to the regular Democracy. He was nominated first by the Farm- 
ers’ Alli known in Arkansas as the Wheel,” and indorsed by the 
Republicans. But he was born and bred a Democrat, and had, in 1887, 
only one short year previously, been elected by the Democrats of his 
county to aseatin the State Legislature. His youth alone had deprived 
him of that prime test of loyalty to the Democracy in a Southern State— 
service in the rebel army—and in this respect only was the contestee 
his superior asa Democrat. But he assures me that his sympathies 
were with the ‘‘lost cause,” and his lost opportunities will therefore, 
it is hoped, not be counted against him with his former party associates. 

Upon the face of the returns filed with the secretary of state the con- 
testee had 1,342 majority. Upon the strength of this he received his 
certificate. The contestant, in pursuance of law, served his notice of 
contest, charging in several counties of the district intimidation and 
violence previous to, and fraud at, the election to such an extent as to 
have changed the true majority for him into a majority for his oppo- 
nent. And I desire to say here that this majority a ring on the 
face of the returns will, I think, be reduced, without dispute, to some- 
where in the neighborhood of about 500 votes. 

I do not know just what gentlemen on the other side will say in re- 
gard to the matter, but there are some 224 votes admitted in one county 
that should be deducted from the votes of the contestee. Then there 
are some other precincts from which no returns are made to the secre- 
tary of state, in which the contestant had a large majority. As to 
these precincts I think we can safely assume that there can be no may 
terial question of his right in them. So that these changes will reduce 
the apparent majority to some 500, I think it fair to say, on the face 
of the returns, : 

There are seventeen counties in this district. The district, by tha 
way, is the Mississippi River district. It reaches across the State from 
Missouri to Louisiana, including the rich lowlands of the Mississippi 
bottoms, where the population is largely colored and admitied to be 
Republican. Eleven counties are Democratic, and in those no evidence 
has been taken. As to them there is no dispute here. The evidence 
presented to the Committee on Elections and to the House is confined 
to the Republican counties. 

A State election was held in Arkansas in September prior to this 
election in question, at which State and county officers were chosen, 

The contestant, as a member of the Legislature in the winter of 1887 
and 1888, had taken a prominent stand in favor of certain reform meas- 
ures considered by him and his farmer constituency of importance to 
their welfare. Heis himself a farmer, and was at that time at the 
head of the farmer organization of the State. He was the president of 
the Wheel. He was their spokesman and enjoyed their confidence. 
The farmers knew that the political crimes of the Democracy were in- 
juring them. The testimony shows, and it isthe testimony of Demo- 
crats, that they were absolutely dependent upon the negro laborers to 
cultivate their cotton and corn fields. i 

Witnesses swear that without this labor their rich lands would be 
worthless, while the enjoyment of his rights by the negro gave their 
lands a rental value of as high as $7 per acre. The farmersof Arkansas 
viewed with alarm the outrages perpetrated by the Democrats upon 
the colored citizen, and under which he chafed in constant restlessness 
and apprehension of danger. They knew that in order to enjoy his 
confidence they must deal justly with the negro, and ‘‘education of 
the voter“ and ‘‘a free ballot and a fair count’’ became an important 
plank in the Wheel platform. Taking this position in Arkansas, they, 
as Democrats, knew the absolute necessity of cutting loose from the 
Democratic party and setting up for themselves. 

What more natural than that they should choose to represent them 
in the National Congress their gallant and trusted young leader whe 
had valiantly stood by their interests in the State Legislature? And 
how alarming this action of the farmers must have been to the rock- 
rooted Democracy of Arkansas. With a fair election the district would 
have been Republican without this new accession. But the white pop- 
ulation of the colored counties had formerly, either because of partici- 
pation in the frauds or through indifference, permitted the negroes to 
be deprived in State and national elections of the true results of their 
ballots. Now these white farmers threatened to become, from the new 
alliance made, dangerous informers of Democratic frauds. Their past 
affiliations with the Democratic party made it easier for them to thwart 
or expose its fraudulent methods and made the Democratic case des- 
perate. Let the contestee’s own briefspeak. I read from page 3: 

These doctrines of the Wheel were popular, and the organization grew and 
became a power in the land, and thither turned their eager steps the anarchist, 
the communist, the venerable greenbacker, the political nondeseript, sorehead, 
and bummer of every creed and faith, and essayed to lead in the great reform. 
The rank and file was composed largely of the farmers, mostly Democrats, 
there being, no doubt, 10,000 of the 22,000 Democrats in the district who were 
Wheelers, and somewhat out of temper because of the evils, real or supposed, 


then prevalent, and in a frame of mind to driftaway from the Democratic camp 
and set up for themselves in a great work of reform, as they supposed. 


The admissionsof contestee show that according to Democratic claims 
the district normally had 18,000 Republican and 22,000 Democratic 
voters. This confession in his brief by contestee makes the Republican 
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and Wheel vote combined, 28,000, and the Democratic vote only 12,000, 
ora fusionist majority of 16,000. 

Any other party than the Democratie would have despaired of suc- 
cess under such circumstances, 

The contestee’s brief continues; 

The candidate of the Wheelers, the contestant herein, was president of the 
State Wheel, which in itself gave him a powerful hold on the brethren, and it 
was reasonably thought he could hold the Wheelers solid for his cause, and 
then. if the Republicans could be brought to his aid, this would certainly make 
a combination that would overthrow the Democrats, 


We claim that the evidence shows that the Wheelers and Republicans 
voted solidly for him. 

The scheme was not only shrewd and well planned, but it was also compre- 
hensive, from the fact that it was doubtless made to embrace two districts, the 
First and Second, the agreement among the leaders being that the Republicans 
should og ted the Wheel candidate inthe First and the Wheelers should sup- 
port the Republican candidate in the Second. 


The Democratic Whee! candidate, indorsed by the Republicans, who, 
contestee says, kept their part of the compact religiously,” had no 
difficulty with the Republican contingent. The Republicans had for 
years been praying for honesty in elections, and hailed with the hope 
of deliverance from political slavery their new 9 os 

The district promised to givean overwhelming Republican majority, 
and heroic measures must be resorted to to prevent it. 

Clayton, in the Second, and Featherston in the First district must 
not be elected, and, if elected, must be robbed of the evidences of their 
title, trusting to the election of a Democratic President and a Demo- 
cratic House to keep the crimes perpetrated in their interest from the 
light of day. 

The contestant claims, and we think the evidence sustains him, thata 
conspiracy wasentered into by leading, active, unscrupulous Democrats 
to intimidate voters in Republican counties and precincts; to drive 
leading Republicans out of the district; to pack the election precinct 
boards with judges of their own party, willing to do the criminal work 
necessary to defeat the Fusion candidates; to use a fraudulent ballot- 
box at the election in Republican or Fusionist precincts; where all 
these preliminaries failed, to stuff the ballot-boxes with Democratic bal- 
lots; to change the returns so as to show Democratic majorities in Re- 
Spay precincts; in short,to stop at neither murder, perjury, nor frand, 

ut to do whatever was necessary to furnish a Democratic governor with 
some pretense for giving the certificate of election to the Democratic 
candidate. 

How widespread was this conspiracy is evident from the expressions 
of men standing high in the councils of the Democratic party and of 
articles in the press before and after the election. 

W. H. Long, a witness for contestant, says on this subject: 

My name is W. H. Long; age, thirty-eight years; occupation, deputy clerk 
now; reside in St. Francis. State of Arkansas, 

I was resident of Madison Township, St, Francis County, and Arkansas, prior 
to the November election in 1888. 

Thad a conversation with Mr. R. J. Willinms, a lawyer, few days before our 
county election. He says to me, "Billy, you are not going to vote for Feath- 
erston, are you?” I says, “Iam,” He says, Vou will lose your vote.“ *I told 
him I didn’t see how I would: Hesays, “ Weare going to beat Mr. Featherston; 
we have our hands full with the county election; we will attend to Mr, Feath- 
erston’s case,” J asked him how he was going to beat Mr. Featherston, He 
enys, Why, we will count him aut.“ Mr. Williams is a Democrat. Am not 
certain that he was chairman of the Democratic county central committee, but 
he was a member of the committee. I ama Democrat, and voted for Mr. Feath- 


pase for Congress, Mr. Norwood for governor, and Mr. Cleveland for Presi- 
ent. 


This is not contradicted. 

The Arkansas Gazette, published at Little Rock, denounced in the 
strongest terms the outrages and frauds and murders committed before, 
at, and subsequent to this election, and in its issue of February 15, 1889, 
copies articles from numerous newspapers of the State wherein it is 
admitted that the State wus carried for the Democratic ticket by the 
most stupendous fraud and lawlessness. I quote the following asa 
specimen: 

WHY DO THE HEATHEN RAGE? 
[Judsonia Advance.] 

The would-be leaders of the Democratic party of the State held a meeting at 
Little Rock last week ostensibly to arrange to protect the party organization, 
but to a disinterested party it seemed that the meeting was for the pu © of 
denouncing the Democratic press of Little Rock. It seems that the leaders do 
not like the way oe Gazette and Democrat have been denouncing the assassi- 
ark of John M. Clayton and election frands committed in the State the past 

fall. 

The members worked themselves into a white heat over the matter, and 
finally H. N. Hutton, the representative from Lee County, said hie gloried in 
the achievements of the Lee County Democracy, which, with a voting force of 
only 1 out of a voting 8 of 3,700, always achieved victory. ““ 

T ocracy of Lee County are certainly to be congratulated, but unless 
they select a better standard-bearer their victory will ultimately result in de- 
feat. A member from Pulaski County, who was not elected, but who holds 
down a seat in the General Assembly, made the remark that he would give $500 
to establish a Democratic paper in Little Rock. Carroll Armstrong said the 
Democratic club of Morrillton would give $1,000. The fight became quite bitter, 
and the denunciation of the two leading Democratic journals in the State was 
broad and sweeping. 


Lee County is one of the counties in this district. But the good 
work commenced by the Gazette was soon stopped, leading Democrats 
in the State finding it convenient, if not absolutely essential to their 
safety, to gain control of it and stop further talk of exposure. 


CRITTENDEN country. 

Crittenden County was a strong Republican county. The evidence 
variously estimates the Republican majority at from 1,800 to 2,100. 
The voters numbered about 2,900 in the county. Of these some 400 to 
420 were white Democrats. The remainder were Republicans and 
mostly u But to show you the considerate and friendly feeling 
of the colored Republicans in Crittenden County towards the whites it 
is only necessary to refer to the fact that, with this unquestioned ma- 
jority, they had at all county elections voluntarily divided the offices 
with the white Democrats, A Republican county ticket had not been 
placed in the field for years, and in the sammer of 1888 the sheriff, 
treasurer, coroner, and other officials were white men, elected by negro 
votes. Thecounty judge, clerk of the circuit court, and his deputy were 
colored men. 

That these colored officials had not filled their offices ably and hon- 
estly there is no pretense, and still, when Democracy found itself in 
danger in the State and Congressional district, it was determined that 
they must leave. The negro cry was raised, and the Democrats armed 
themselves to impress upon the ‘‘inferior race? the superiority of the 
Caucasian.“ ‘* Negrodomination’’ must not be tolerated. The lead- 
ing negroes must leave the county or take their lives in their hands. 
The Democratic governor of Arkansas furnished the necessary arms. 
A company armed with Winchester rifles, and with the sheriff of Crit- 
tenden County at its head, was organized, The superior race“ must 
resort to brute force to protect itself against men who had never offered 
them the least molestation. Challenged to a battle of ballots, the 
Democrats of Crittenden County dodged the issue, impliedly confessing 
defeat, and resorted to violence, the resort of the moral coward. 

Any pretense of danger to the whites? No one dreamed of danger. 
No evidence of threats. The community perfectly at peace. Court 
was in session at Marion, the county seat, a Democratic judge presiding. 
With the machinery of the law in friendly hands, no complaint or ap- 
peal to the court for protection was made because no possible reason 
could have been given for such appeal. But the sheriff and his friends 
insisted that the Republican county officers must leave the county. 
What was the object in thus exiling these men? 

Let us see. This was in July, 1888, but the national and State cam- 
paigns were wellon. A State ticket had been nominated by the Wheels. 
All the candidates upon that ticket were former Democrats, not a Re- 
publican on it. But it was heartily indorsed by the Republicans. 
‘The Democrats of Crittenden County had placed a county ticket in the 
field, The Republicans had called a county convention. The Demo- 
crats with certain defeat staring them in the face endeavored to prevent 
them from making a ticket. And on that subject I will refer to the 
testimony of the chairman of the Republican county central commit- 
tee, Jordan Yates, who says: 


Q. After that trouble commenced, do you know of any threats that were made 
5 would be done against prominent members of your party in your 
county 

A. Oh, yes, sir; they were making threatenings all the time. Directly after 
that riot taking place, [remember they drive those men off the day that the 
county central committee called the convention together—that is, on Saturday 
were the day they were to be called—they drive them off; on Thursday I met 
there myself with a few more; Mr, Werner said to me, “ You better not try to 
hold a convention here to-day, there's too much excitement; if you undertake 
it you will be hurt; we ain't going to have but one ticket.” N 

Q. What ticket was that? 

A. That was the Democratic ticket, and I answered him by saying we were 
going to hold a convention somewhere in the county to-day, e said, “ You 
can’t hold it here; you better not try to hold any bere.” 

Q. Was Mr. Werner an officer in the county at that time? 

A. He was the sheriff then at the time; then of course, after I talked to him, 
I went over to Major Crittenden, told him what Mr. Werner liad said to me; 
then Major advised me to go and hold it, that being the day set for to hold the 
convention for the county central committee called, to go and hold itsomewhere 
and it would be legal. So I went up the road and got what I could together, 
and I didn’t call the convention that time; so afterwards Mr. Werner finally 
agreed we could hold the convention in the court-house, but he told me that 
they had made one ticket, and there was going to be but that one ticket elected; 
that if it was elected it wouldn't do any good; that they shouldn't hold the po- 
sition, and went on to make offers what he'd rather do, and so on; said he was 
speaking for the others; offered if I wouldn't hold the convention, $50 to each 
delegate; that we'd just decide on what they had done and take their men that 
they had appointed. I didn’t agree to that, so Mr. Gus Fogalman sent for me 
on Saturday morning to come over there to the post-office; I went over to the 
post-office, and he said to me. E want to see you to see if we can't make some 
arrangement to stop you all from making aticket; I believe it would be cheaper 
for us for you all to do that, not to make no ticket, because if you make a ticket, 
if you effect it, it ain't going to do you any good, for the nominations we have 
made are going to be the ofticers;” and, he said. Now, what will youcharge to 
break up the convention? You can break it up even if the intimidation we offer 
of $0 apiece to each delegate; if they don't do it, why, 15 being chairman, xou 
get up there, go to work, and don’t heed nothing, and you'll get it done that 
way, if you can't do it any other way.“ Oh, I of course didn't tell him what I 
thought aboutit, because I knew I was aboutlike the rest; I was there amongst 
them Winchesters, though I told him that I couldn't do anything like that; 
that Lad tell the boys, though, what they hadoffered. Well. he says. I tell you 
what I'll do; we are wiliing togive 0 to each delegate." There was fifty-three, 
£ ertir Na there was of us, and hesays ‘I'll give you, prior to the rest, $25) if yowli 

0 it. 

Q. That was Mr. Werner? 

A. No, sir; that was Mr, Fogalman; he was representing the crowd; so me 
and him didn’t agree on it, and Mr. Werner then, after that, after we made the 
nomination that day, then I met him at Crawſordsville in a few days afterwards, 
and he said that he had been instructed that we were going to recall to recon- 
sider the matter, and he said if we did doit, it would be all right, and if we didn’t 
they were going to have the office anyhow, no matter how the election went; 
no matter how many or how little they got, thev were going to hold the office, and 
if we would take their offers they would give us justice of the peace and consta- 
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ble; that was their offer. Really to go to work and track Mr. Werner's conver- 
sation with me from that time up, I couldn’t do it, because he courted me from 
Sanas to the day of eee but a gece ees 7 aey ch — U 
we might carry ion as we pleased, but they were going ve 
Q. He pe — to represent the Democratic Vote and you the other? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And he told you that he was going to carry that election and get those of- 
ficers, no matter how the vote went? 

A. That's what he said, yes, sir; he certainly told me 2 8 reckon, more 
than five or six different times; he made those threats to me five or six differ- 
ent times; the last time was at West Memphis, and he said he wouldn’t serve 
as sheriff with no more colored officers. 

Q. Was thero any intimidation in your county by armed men of Republican 
voters? 

A. Yes, sir; they made threats, these here—of course I don't know what you 
might call them, Democrats, or what; they wasn’t Republicans—Winchester 
men, they made threats that they were going to carry the clection, and if they 
had to carry it withtheir Winchesters ; and again—now this was Mr, Jul Harden 
made that threat—that he thought it was cheaper to take the election with the 
Winchesters than it was to take it with money, I heard him make that, and I 
remember y where he was sitting when he said so; that it was cheaper 
for them to carry it with their Winchesters than with money; that was the 
evening after our conyention. 


The Democrats failed to prevent the Republicans from placing a 
ticket in the field. A mixed or fusion ticket was nominated, and the 
Democratic managers immediately turned their attention to corrupt- 

the candidates and endeavoring to bribe them to withdraw. An 
old resident of the county, a farmer and Democrat, was nominated for 
county judge. Another old Democratic farmer was nominated for 
sheriff. Both White men. Their testimony shows the dangers and pit- 
falls they encountered in opposing the regular Democracy. 


J. H. Williams testified as follows: 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. Crittenden County, 

Q. How old are you? 

A. Forty-seven. 

Q. How long have you lived in Arkansas? 

A. Twenty-one years Sth day of this month. 

2 7 you ever held any official position there? 
ve. 


Q. What position? 
A. Squire for six years, and judge of the county and probate court for two 


years. 
Q. What ticket were you elected on then? 
A. Democratic. 
Q. What have your politics been during the time you've been in Arkansas? 
A, Democratic. 
Q. How long have you been farming in Arkansas? 
A. Twenty-one years. 
Q. You own your home there? 
A. Ido; at least my wife does. 
Q. Spe zon engaged in any other business besides farming? 
A. Lam, sir. 


Q. At what point? 

A. Crawfordsville and Jericho. a 

Q 132 you a candidate for a position in the last election? 
A. I was. 

Q. On the People's ticket? 

A. Yes, I was, 

Q. 4 5 you think you were elected? 


was. 
„By what vote? 
4 One thousand two hundred or 1,500 majority. 


. Why not? . 

2 Weil, Tain’t been able to find out; I just seed I couldn't get there; they 
said they was elected, and I couldn't get there; I don't know why. 

Q. What makes you think you were elected? >. 

A. Well, sir, I was on what they call the Republican ticket, and the majority 
there is generally between 1,200 and 1,500; as much as 2,000; we haven't over 
400 white people in the county, and the black man never votesany other ticket, 
unless he's persuaded or paid, and this time neither was done, that is my be- 
lief. The black people come to me and said all I ask of you is to put your 


name to this ticket, we want a Democrat on this ticket, and if you will jus SAY | 


you will run we'll elect you. You needn't spend a cent. And I told them I'd 
serve them if they'd elect me; I didn’t teli them I'd be a Republican; I ain't a 
Republican, and never will be, I don’t think, 

Q. Were the white men that were on that ticket asked to become Republicans 
when they were put on the ticket? 

A. They were not; the black en pe asked to have the best Democrats in the 
county on the ticket and they would vote for them; they couldn’t get enough 

them, and put a black man on it. I rode three weeks on my horse, and told 
those people that was what they ought to do, and they wouldn't do it; I said 
you can go to hell, John Williams will do as he pleases, 

Q. Was the disposition of the colored people to override the white people? 

A. It was not; they wanted nothing but simple quietude in every shape. 

Q. Have you always been treated well by the colored people of your county? 

A. Never was treated better in my life; never was insulted but once in my 
life: might say to Dave 3 (he was clerk) you go and do so and so, and 
he'd do it; all of them was the same way; they was plum quiet in every respect. 


He further testifies to the injurions effects of the existing state of 
affairs upon the farming interests of the county, which, he says, are 
absolutely dependent upon negro labor; that the county is kept in a 
state of terrorism by the Winchester crowd; that it would be unsafe 
for witnesses to testify for contestant in this contest in the county; that 
the Democratic county officers declared elected, as a result of their own 
Inwlessness and that of their friends— 


keep a military com y there all the time. They have Winchesters at any 
. and a man che there to testify wouldn't feel safe, let him be who he 
would be; that's my idea about it, sir. 

Q. Are they keeping up that organization’? 

A. They are, sir. 


Q. If it was necessary for you to take the testimony of all the witnesses in 


your county, of all the voters that had voted for you in your county, would you 
persist in your contest or would you abandon it? . 


+ EON ne ae AO SPRAINS sir, 
A. My 1 is the witnesses would be afraid to turn out. 


This gives some idea of the difficulties surrounding the contestant in 


preparing his case. 
E. D. Sanders, another witness, says: 
Q. Where is your residence? 
A. It’s in Crittenden County; near Jericho, Crittenden County, Arkansas, 
Q. What is your business? 
& What is f 
our age 
Fift, 4 


A. y. 
2. — wa na ve you beon living in Crittenden County? 
+ Since 7. 
Q- Bre. you pretty well acquained with the politics in Crittenden County? 
w. 


. Iam. 

Q. How did you aequire that information? 

A. From the last election we had there, 

Q. Were you a candidate in that State and county election? 


A, I was. 

Q. For what ofice? 

A. Sheriff, 

Q. Please state how you came to be a candidate, 

A. Well, sir, there was some ee poro up in the county in regerd to the 
officers who were in it at that time, and they were managed by an armed mob, 
I term it, and after that they held a convention, these same men, and made a 
ticket which they called a Democratic ticket; the colored people then went to 
make their ticket, and they forbade them tomake a ticket; well, they saw they 
couldn't make a colored ticket, and I don’t think they had any inclination to 
do it, and they tried very hard to getup enough white men, old farmers in there, 
to fill the four important offices, and they worked on this for over a week; they 
couldn't do it; they came to me and asked me if I would accept the nomination 
for sheriff, and I refused; I told them I never held any office, I didn't wish any; 
well, they then told me that they didn't see how they could keep down a fuss 
unless we would do it, unless I would get them out; I went out then and con- 
sulted with some white men aboutit, and they i that I should do it, and 
I told them then that for the good of the county I would run; well, they met 
then and nominated me, and there was a de tion came out from ion 
and asked me to withdraw; I asked them on what ground. 

Q. Please state the names of that delegation, 
es Dr. Bingham, Major Crittenden, L. F. Berry, and Colonel Smith, John R. 

ase. 
Q. Were they generally considered as the leaders of the Democratie party in 
* e ? 


es, Sir. 

Q. What reason did they give you for asking you to withdraw from a nomi- 
nation already tendered you? 

A. Didn't give any; I asked them to give mea reason, and they never did 
do it. Well, then, I proposed to them if they would do away with the ticket 
that they made and call a convention of the white poe in the county gener- 
ally and make a ticket that I would resign, I wouldn't run, and they said they 
couldn't do it; well, I still made another proposition: that if they would with- 
draw two men they had on the ticketand nominate two more that I would with- 
draw; said they couldn't do it; well, then I told them if they beat me they 
would beat me at the ballot-box, and I ran the race through and suppose I got 
about six votes to their one; I'm pretty certain of it, because we had outside 
clerks that kept every name down, but they counted us out, at least thelr re- 
turns—the secretary of state counted us out. 

Q. You say that your impression is from the tally-sheets kept by outside clerks 
friendly to your side of this cause, that you are satisfied that your ticket was 
elected by five or six to one? 

A. Yes; our tally-sheet showed up 2,500 votes. 

Q. Now, what has been the proportion of the Democratic and the Republican 
vote in that county? 

A. About one-sixth Democrats, 

Q. Is it not a fact that a considerable number of meu who had never before 
voted any other ticket but the Democratic ticket voted for your ticket? 

A. They certainly did; I know that to be a positive fact. 

Q. How was it with regard to the Republican vote; was it at all divided? 

A. Not at all, sir, 

Q. Was there any reason why it should have been nearer a unit than it had 
been in years before? 

A. Yes, sir; there was from the simple fact those men calling themselves the 
Democratic nominees had dominated over the 5 there, and brought 
out Winchester rifles; made all kindof threats that they should not even nomi- 
nate a ticket, and this brought them more closely together; I know it to bea 
fact in the last election we had there. For sev the Republican ticket 
has been considerably divided, and that was done through the farmer who was 
controlling labor. Some of them, you know, would havea liking for the man 
they was working with, and would vote for him, but on this occasion they had 
— anan among the party at all, and therefore they consolidated and voted 
solidly. 

Q. What was your experience as to the reliability of the nigger standing up 
to his friends and voting his tickets in the State election; what was yourexpe- 
rience in this election? 

A. Well, I think they stood right up and turned out fully and voted for their 
friends; our precinct polled a heavier vote in the State and in the last election 
than it has there for several years. 


He says that just prior to the election— r 

I heard, on one or two occasions, men there say that Winchester rifles were 
cheaper than to buy votes; and then one man told me to my face it didn’t mat- 
ter how the election went, they were going to have the offices, 

Q. Who was it that made that statement? 

A. This was William Willerford. He came after me to meet that delegation 
that I was telling you about. 

Q; What was the feeling in the county just prior to the election and on the day 
of the election, in the county generally? 

A. Well, the greatest animosity existed between the two parties, and a great 
many were really afraid to go to the polls. 

Q. Was there any considerable element kept away from the polls? 

A. No, I think not, 

Q. Some few were afraid? 

A. Yes; now some of my friends tried to get me not to go out that day, the 
day of the election; however, I went; and went to the lower end of the county 
precinat. 

Q. Were you present at the time of the trouble between Captain James and 
some parties at Marion? 

A. No; Lwasat Edmonson at that time. 

Q. Nid this feeling still actuate the members of the cot re ra party to turn 
oe aes unanimously on the day of the national election? 

„It. 2 
Q. Was the Republican vote on that day almost a unit? 
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Yes, sir. 
What ofthe vole in the county of Crittenden do you presume 
1 und Feathersto 


Did Featherston receive any other votes in the county of Crittenden in 
—— to baer polled for Harrison? 


. Yes, sir. 

Q. Of your certain knowledge? 

A. Of my certain knowledge. 

Q. In your own precinct what was the vote; were you at the polls yourself? 
Acs Lee es I was at the Bradley precinct. I think Featherston was 195; 

te was 4. 

Q. There were certain townships in which there were no elections held. 
What is your impression was the reason for that? a 5 

A. Whysimply because they knew that they would give the Republicans a 
majority, and they wouldn't hold the election. 

Q. I would like to ask whether the judges of election throughout the county, 
as a rule, were Democrats or Republicans, or divided? 

A. They were all Democrats. ; 

Q. Does the law require in Arkansas that both political parties shall be repre- 
anten, 05 udges of election in various elections? 

$ oes. 

Q. What is your impression of the reason for the law being violated, and al- 
pee 3 all the fades in the entire county being selected from the Democratic 
tanks ? 

A. Well, that was very plain to me. They could defraud the Republican party 
out of their votes. 

Q. At these precincts where no election was held, do you know of the reason 
furnished by any of them for not holding the election? 

A. I know one, I say. 

Q. At what township? 

A. Bradley precinct. 

Q. What reason did they give? 

A. They said the sheriff had furnished them with no poll-books or ballot- 
boxes, and that they couldn't hold an election, and I asked them if they had 
been appointed judges. They said they bad. Well, I asked them then why they 
were not furni: with the ballot-boxes and poll-books, and they said they 
couldn't tell me. 

Q. N duty is it in Arkansas to furnish the poll-books and ballot-boxes? 


A. Sheriff. 

Q. Is the sheriff of that county a Democrat or Republican? 

A. He's on the Democratic ticket. 

Q. Had he any connection with this element that seemed to have charge of 
the county under the Winchester rifle régime? 

A. He controlled it entirely. 

Q. What is the present condition of the public mind in Crittenden County as 
to the recent political transactions in that county? 

A. Very much agitated, sir. 

2 za EM mga ar to arbitrarily control now that it was some time since? 

2 es, sir. 
Q. Under ordinary circumstances it would be necessary for us to take these 
tions within Crittenden County. Whatis your impression as to the re- 
tof such a procedure in that county now? 
5 ee think you could possibly do it under any circumstances. 
y not? 

A. Simply because you would be assassinated if youattempted it. More than 
that, ws couldn't get the men to come up there and give in their depositions. 

Q. Why would they object * 

A. From fear of those Winchester rifles. « 

Q. Where are you from? 

A. Well, I was born in Tennessee, in some near [Sumner?] county. My 
father moved from there to Mississippi when I was about three yearsold. After 
that I went back to Lebanon toschool and was there four or five years, I spent 
all of my life in Tennessee, Mississippi, and Arkansas. 

Q. 8 a Republican or Democrat? 

A. Well, sir, from this day till T die, I'm a Republican, 

Q. What have you been heretofore? 

A. I've always voted the Democratic ticket, sir, ever since I first voted. 


And this Democrat gives his colored fellow-citizens the following in- 
dorsement: 


A. 
Q. 
was 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
addi 
A 


A.I $ 

Q. Are the farmers in your county mostly large or small farmers? 

A. Mostly large farmers. 

Q. Who are the owners, white or black men? 

4 Soon a wet be sb Se r — dopey — pref the white la 

pon those farms, who is usually given the ‘erence, the white la- 
borer and tenant or the black laborer and tenant? 

A. The colored one. 

Q. From what you have seen from your years of experience in that county, 
what is the cause of that? 

A, He's more agreeable and better laborer for cotton; no doubt about that; 
and you can generally get him for smaller wages, and he will do more work in 
coe 257 : 9 5 white man, and I have never had any trouble with the colored 
people at all. 

Q. Why do you say that this is the practioe and the opinion of the farmers in 
general of your county? 

A, About fiye-sixths of the population are colored people, and seven-eighths 
of the land is the property of the white people. 

. How, then, eat fo account for the action of a part of those farmers during 
the past election and just prior to the election? 

A. Well, sir, it was simply politics at the ground of it, and there was a few 
colored men there who held office, and all of them admitted made good officers; 
they told meso frequently ; well, they couldn’t beat them and they determined 
to just put them out by force and take the office in opposition to the Republican 
party, and it is chiefly owing tothe influence of unscrupulous politicians deter- 
mined „5 their personal interests to the disregard of the great body of 

© people. 

Q. Is this aetion of these few politicians indorsed by the better white element 
of Crittenden County? 
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A. Itis not; it s the result of a sposa ring determined to advance personal 
interests, regardless of the mate: benefit 8 : 

Q. Has the interests of the agricultural element been seriously damaged by 
these political disturbances? 

A. Ti has; the labor has been demoralized, the crops have been left unculti- 
vated and ungathered, and the whole community has been seriously disturbed 
without any benefit except for the few office-seckers, 

This is not the testimony of “Northern carpet- or“ visiting 
statesmen’? invading the sacred soil of the South and tradueing her 
people.“ These voices are raised in your own midst by men born 
amongst you, Southern men in thought, sympathy, and actions, whose 
quickened consciences have made them apprehensive of the impending 
datiger of systematic political violence, dishonesty, and jugglery to the 
material interests of their community, and who have despaired of re- 
lief from their own party. 

White and black, Democrats and Republicans, join in laying before 
the country the schemes and villainies of this Democratic conspiracy, 
uniting their voices in declaring that had the election been honestly 
conducted the contestant would have received 2,000 to 2,100 majority 
in the county of Crittenden. This would have elected him by a safe 
majority, despite the frands in the other counties. 

In spite of this ovidence and this overwhelming Republican majority, 
the returns sent from Crittenden County to the secretary of state gave 
to Cate 316 and Featherston only 869 votes. The evidence on 
of contestant stands uncontradicted and admitted. 

There isa peculiar Democratic morality prevailing in this part of 
Arkansas, which, while it is ever ready to commit any crime, not even 
hesitating at murder, when it aids the cause of Democracy, seems loath 
to go upon the witness stand to defend its lawless gets. In this th 
imitate the villain who said regretfully: > 

I lack iniquity 
Sometime to do me ice. 

But it is the only instance in which their iniquity fails them. Not 
one of the parties to this bribery, violence, or fraud was called as a wit-~ 
ness by contestee to deny or defend the lawless acts with which he was 


charged. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
there? Do you not know that the contestee never saw that testimony 
until it was printed in September? 

Mr. HAUGEN, I will come to that. I know the whole defense is 
based upon the technical ground that notice was not given and on the 
fact that some of these witnesses were examined outside the State of 
Arkansas. The proof is overwhelming that it would not have been 
safe for them to testify within the State, and now after the partisans 
of contestee had driven them out with shotguns and Winchester rifles 
they say their testimony is not to be accepted. That is my answer to 
that question. There isan affidavit by cohtestant's counsel in the rec- 
ord to the effect that he did give the opposing counsel notice that testi- 
mony would be taken at his office in Memphis, Tenn. 

The political honesty of the negro in this district stands unimpeached, 
and the Democratic party might well profit by his example. Failing 
in their attempts to purchase the convention or bribe the candidates to 
decline, the sheriff, the peace officer of the county, the very person whose 
sworn duty it was to protect these men in their rights, serves them with 
notice that they must leave the county. Ten of the leading Repub- 
licans of the county are escorted to the Mississippi River by the sher- 
iff’s Winchester rifle company, and shipped across the river, out of the 
State, away from their homes, their families, and their property, with 
a parting warning that they would return at their peril. 

This was July 12, 1888. No charges of any violation of law on the 
part of any of them. The only pretense, or shadow of pretense, for 
this outlawry appearing from the testimony is that some of the white 
men on that morning said the negroes had been writing threatening 
letters to the whites, telling them that they must leave the county. 
Not a single white man swears to the receipt of such a letter, and the 
aceusation was stoutly, and no doubt truthfully, denied by the colored 
men. 

The only excuse offered by the contestee in his brief for this high- 
handed outrage is that the whites own 98 per cent. of the property 
of the county.” 

What has become of the doctrine that all men are created equal“ 
if a man’s political rights are to be measured by his tax-paying powers? 
The evidence also shows that 90 percent. of all the values of the county 
have been created by the labor of the negroes, but on that contestee’s 
brief is silent. A strange distribution of the products of labor this! 
This very property enjoyed by the whites is only the creation of this 
labor which contestee forcibly or fraudulently, through his friends, seeks 
to disfranchise. It has, perchance, been already despoiled of its just 
and proper share, and now because it has permitted itself to be robbed 
in the past it must submit to be robbed some more. This doctrine is 
inconsistent with popular government, where the poor man is supposed 
by the use of the ballot to have an equal voice in the government with 
his wealthy neighbor, and thus be enabled to protect himself against 
the aggression of capital and oppression of wealth. It is subversive of 
manhood suffrage. Š 


Jll fares the land, to hastening ills a 4 
Where wealth accumulates aed men decay. 
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If auy class of our citizens need the protection of the ballot it is the 
laboring class, and the awakening on that subject among laboring men 
all over the country is preparing the way for a higher citizenship, and 
should be encoura 

But the laborer and farmer alike (except the wealthy farmer) are 
treated by contestee with the utmost contempt in his brief, and find 
themselves coupled with the anarchist, the communist, the yener- 
able greenbacker, the political nondescript, sorehead, and bummer.” 
He evidently knows he had very few votes from them. 

This is not strange, for we know that in a political movement like 
that which swept over the agricultural counties of Arkansas in this 
election farmers have not the greatest good-will towards a lawyer or 
a professional banker, such as the contestee advertises himself to be 
in the Congressional Directory. But the fact was that many of these 
white men supported contestant, and not contestee, and the record so 
shows. His henchmen in Crittenden County were political adventur- 
ers, who had no property at stake: The negroes they sent out of the 
State had as much property as they. 

The brief of contestee admits the grave charges of violence in Crit- 
tenden County. It says in regard to this deportation of the negroes: 


The whites gathered with their arms, but what did they do? Where is the 
horror or the bloodshed? Nota gun was fired, not a man was killed or even 


hurt, 

They quietly but firmly took those negro agitators, wuo for selfish purposes 
sti up the trouble, pos them on the cars or boat, paid their fare out of the 
State, with the injunction to return no more. That this occurred is to be re- 
gretted; that the apparent necessity for such action existed is a calamity. 


The contestee regrets the necessity, but excuses it, because it was the 
only way in which he could be elected. That is certainly what this state- 
ment means in view of the evidence. Negro agitators —what a 
sweet morsel to a Democrat in distress! There is absolutely nota word 
of evidence in this record of any ‘‘agitation’’ on the part of the negroes. 
The testimony is universal and uniform and uncontradicted that they 
were quiet, docile, and friendly to the whites. This is the testimony of 
white men—Democrats—and is undisputed. 

The Democratic bulldozers deserve no credit for the absence of hor- 
ror”’or “bloodshed,” or the firing of guns or killing. They were 
there ready for any emergency, and it was only through the sagacity of 
the negroes that all these atrocities were averted. No white people 
would have submitted to it without resistance. And yet submission 
was the more sagacious. Unarmed and powerless to protect themselves 
the inferior race“ gave evidence of superiority by quietly averting 
what promised to be one of the bloodiest and most inexcusable massacres 
in our disgraceful political history of the colored race. 

This exile was not confined to colored men in office, nor to those in- 
cluded in the firstdeportation. Nor was it limited toCrittenden County. 
Most of the exiles were private citizens, taken away from their busi- 
ness and their farms, not daring to return even for a visit or to settle 
up their affairs. Their testimony was taken in Memphis, Tenn., and 
now the contestee complains of that fact. Well, if his friends had 
kept their violent hands off this election, he would have been buried 
so deep that he never would have dreamed of a-contest, and he would 
have had peace for his technical soul. 

The county judge was one of the men exiled. Under the law of Ar- 
kansas he appoints the judges of election at the precincts. Mr. Louis, 
the exiled judge, had performed that duty, and had followed the law 
strictly by giving the Democrats representation on every election board 
in the county. 

This was a stumbling-block to Democratic schemes. They must have 
the local judges and have them all. When the office became vacant 
throngh Judge Louis’s enforced departure, a Democratic judge was ap- 
pointed, who, in spite of the fact that judges had already been ap- 
pointed, proceeded to appoint new boards, Unlike his honest prede- 
cessor, he disregarded the law entirely and appointed the vilest and 
rankest Democrats he could find, men who were willing to carry out the 
nefarious schemes of his party, and gave the fusionists, or opposition, 
no representation. 

This accounts for the exiling of Louis. 

Deprived of their leaders, the Republicans were illy prepared to cope 
with their shrewd, unscrupulous, and determined adversaries. 

David Ferguson, the colored clerk of the cireuit court, gives an in- 
telligent account of the action of the mob and the situation in Crit- 
tenden County, and I read from his testimony taken in Memphis: 

Q. Where did you live at the national election last year? 

A. Memphis, Tenn. 

Q. Where did you live previous to that? 

A. Lived in Crittenden County, Arkansas. 

Q. What was your business at the time you left Crittenden County, Arkansas? 

A. I was clerk of the circuit court. 

Q. How old are you? 

A. Thirty-nine years old. 

Q. How long have you been a citizen of Crittenden County? 

A. Since 1872. 

Q. You served how many times as clerk? 

A. Three terms, 

Q. Please state the time and manner of your leaving Crittenden County. 

A. On the morning of the 12th day of July an armed mob, composed of over 
a hundred men, surrounded my office; I was in my office,and my deputy, Mr. 
Fleming, here. The mob ordered us to come out, and told us some of the 


white people had got anonymous letters ordering them to leave the county, and 
they had 8 among themselves they shouldn't leave; that we had to 


leave or they hoped to meet us in heaven. I told them that I had nothing todo 
with writing those letters; didn’t know anything about them, and I couldn't 

o. They said we had to go; if Ton don’t we are not responsible for you." 

he court was in session, Ju Riddick on the bench, the grand jury there, and 
I told this armed mob that “if we had committed a crime here’s the grand jury 
and the court; indict us, pa us in jail and try us.“ “No; you've got to leave 
this county; this is a white man's Government, and we are tired of negro 
dominations; we have been planning this for the last two years, and no more 
negroes or 2 — shall hold office in this county.“ 

Q. Did you leave them of your own accord? 

A. I told them I couldn't possibly leave; I had a bond there, and had to pro- 
tect my bondsmen as well as myself, and Colonel Smith and Dr. Bingham spoke 
up and said.“ Yes, we'll have to give him till evening to get out.“ Isaw my 
bondsmen; they were all there with the guns in their hands; I saw them and 
talked with them, and that evening I left. 

Q. Were your bondsmen white or colored men? 

A. They were composed of white and colored; the white men that was on 
my bond was there armed. 

Q. State whether there had been any charges preferred in court against you, 

A, I had a charge preferred against me there for drunkenness in office come 
up for trial that morning; they found there was nothing in it, and took these 
steps to get us out; said they had to control the offices, and only way to control 
me offices was to get us out—by getting the leaders out they could control the 

ance, 

Q. Had you ever had any personal trouble with any considerable number of 
white people? 

A. Never did; in 1886 I was elected without opposition as clerk of the court. 

Q. Were any of the present officials, or the officials that were in office at that 
time, among the mob? 

A. Yes, sir; W. F. Worner, sheriff; Sam Keel, clerk; S. A. Martin, county 
judge: W. J. Harden, assessor; C. E. Raspberry, coroner; A. H. Ferguson, 

reasurer, 

Q. Was Worner the sheriff at that time? 

eri ORE was sheriff at that time, 12th day of July, and is now present 
sheriff. 

Q. Did he show any right or warrant or authority by which he ordered you 
out of the county? 

A. He did not. 

Q. What has been the effect among the Republicans of that county of this 
action since this time? 

A. The effect amongst Republicans has been to solidify them; they have all 
eome together; at the State election they voted the square ticket; at the national 
election every man turned out to a man, and voted the Republican ticket in all 
the precincts of the county where they held elections; in some they didn't hold 
any elections, and the precincts they didn’t hold elections they were there ta 


vote. 

Q. Having had considerable acquaintance with the politics of that county fo: 

ears, have you any remembrance as to the reason they might have for not 

rnishing the poll-books and ballot-boxes in certain townships? 

A. Yes,sir; the reason they didn't furnish the ballot-boxes and poll-books at 
some of the precincts, was because they knowed they was strongly Republican, 
and no Democratic votes there; that all those being cast would have been Re- 
publican votes. 

Q. Had the Republicans, while in authority, shown at any time a disposition 
to treat the white 1 97 or the Democrats in this way, unfairly, as they believa 
that they are now being treated? 

A. No, sir; on the contrary, we always divided all offices with them. 

Q. The Republican vote in that county was about what, in round numbers? 

A. About 2,500, 

Q. Their Democratic yote was about what? 

A. About 420. 

Q. How many of the offices had the Republicans, prior to that time, accorded 
the Democrats? 

A. 88 had accorded the Democrats the sheriff, treasurer, and surveyor, 
county officers. 

2 oo had what is generally known in Arkansas as a fusion ticket? 

Ves, sir. 

Q. Your vote was about 5 to 1, was it? 

A. About 6 to 1. 

Q. Had Fou seen fit to have exacted all the offices with all of the machinery 
in your hands at that time, would it have been possible for the white people or 
the Democrats to have had a single office in the county? 

A. It would have been impossible for them to have a single office in the 
county; if we had exacted all the offices, we could have el every man in 
that county, 

Q. How long had this harmonious feeling, represented by the fusion ticket, 
existed between the Democrats and the Republicans of that county? 

A. Ever since 1880. 

Q. For eight years? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then I would like for you to state what seemed to be the desire of the 
leaders of this mob so far as future arrangements for the offices were concerned, 

A. Only desire of the mob was, and the only intention was, to get control of 
the county so they could occupy and fill the offices. 

Q. With what proportion of votes did they desire to make this control? 

A. About Ito 6. 

a As to their workings after that time practically there, did you know any- 
thing? 

A. Only from hearsay and from my 8 of the people there, 

Q. What, from what you knowof the feeling in that county, at present, in the 
national election, from what you know of that people, what would: 
to be the Republican vote in that last election? 

A. From what I know and what I have heard before that election, I met men 
Hving in the county, and told me what they were going to do, and I advised 
them here in town how to vote, and since that time they told me every man 
come out, and I should say that the full Republican strength of the county was 

ed. and that Harrison as President got about 2,490 votes in that county and 

Jleveland about 400. If the votes had been polled at Ferguson's it would have 
been greater for Harrison and Featherston. 
ak From what you know of the feeling in that county that has existed from the 
12th of July up to the present time, do you think that the taking of depositions 
would be perfectly safe in Crittenden County? 
3 Sor it wouldn't be safe for Mr, Featherston, his attorney, nor his short- 
nd writer. 

What reason did they give you for not giving you a trial, when you asked it, 
ee the day that they * you out of the county; what reason did they 
assign to you for that action? s 

A. There was no reason; they said “God damn yon, you got to get out of this 
county. By God you been here too long; thisis a white man’s country, and wo 
will controlit. We been waiting for two years for this thing, and you got to 
out.” Isaid, ‘Gentlemen, the court is in session and here's the grand jury.” 
They said, God damn that, you to get out.” 

Q. The circuit court was in on? 

A. Yes sir. 


you conclude 
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Q. Was there any effort made by the circuit judge for the protection of citizens 
of the county that you know of? 

A. None in the least. 

Q. Did he know this thing was going on? 

A. To the best of my knowl and information and belief, he did. 

Q. He was not prezent at the time, was he? 

A. While they had us under arrest the captain of the mob said, “The judge 
wants you to come up to the court-house and we don't want him to see us here 
with these men; just carry them around back of the court-house, right under a 
shade-tree.”’ The judge come up there and called court and took a recess, and 
I saw him standing in the back door of the court-house looking over there where 
these men was guarding myself and others, 

Q. Are you satisfied t he saw you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say you have been clerk of the cironit court of Crittenden County, 
Arkansas? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do the negroes over there, as a rule, send their children to the public 
schools? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Asa rule do the negroes know how to read and write? 

A. The young ones do. 

Q. Do you think the negroes of Arkansas desire anything like social equality 
recy 18 white people? 

o, sir, 

Q. In their churches and public speeches what has been the course that the 
leaders of the negro race have advocated toward the white people? 

A. Well, they advise to get along the best they can; be amicable and concil- 
latory, and all such things as that with the white people. 

Q. Asa rule, are the w-abiding citizens or not? 

A. Always law-abiding citizens, 

Q. Are they accumulating any property? 

A, Yes, sir, 

Q. Are they not, as a rule, given preference as tenants and laborers right in 
Crittenden County? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Over white people? 

* t and most successful planters th loying them 

. Are notthe largest and most su ul planters there employing ex- 
clusively in preference to white labor? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Wash. Dever, another witness, says: 

Q. Where did you live? 

A. Llive here now; I used to live in Crittenden County, Marion. 

Q. What State? 

A. State of Arkansas. 

Q. How old are you? 

A. Thirty-six. 

Q. How long had goe lived there before you left? 

A, About twenty-five years. 

Q. When did you leave? 

A. On the 12th day of July, 1888. 

Q. Did you leave of your own accord? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why did you leave? : 

A. I was told by the sheriff to leave there; if I didn't Pa be killed on the 
12th morning of July. 

Q. Had you committed any crime? 

A. Nothing at all, sir. 

Q. Did you leave? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say the sheriff told you if you didn't leave there you would be killed? 

A. Yes, sir; he told me that morning that he found my name to one of the 
notices written to the white people that mor a haye to leave there in five days, 
and if 1 didn't leave that morning I would be killed. 

Q. Did you leave by yourself? 

A. No, sir; me and F. T. Moore left in company together. 

Q. Did you see any armed men over there at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whereabouts were they? 

A. They were in the court-house yard; there was a big crowd in the court- 
house yard, and then Dr. Barton and Dr, Bingham went to my house, looking 
for me, with their Winchester rifles. 

Q. How many was in the crowd in the court-house yard? 

A. It seemed to me there was seventy-five or one hundred men; all was armed; 
all had Winchesters . Chase; he had adouble-barrel shotgun. , 

Q. What was the object of that meeting; do you know? 

A. No more than what they done. They went in there and marched out Fer- 

n and Fleming and Ramsey and Hunt and Fe n again; that was what 
saw; and stood them up side of the court-house and searched them. 

Q. Then what did they do? 

A. Then marched them from there to the mayor's house, north of the court- 
house, and set them under trees, and I saw them running around looking for 
me, and I went off and went down in a field I was cultivating down there. 

Q. Were you 5 gar 

A. Yes, sir; and that time I was pretty badly frightened, 

Q. Did they make these other men leave the county? 

A. Yes, sir; made them all leave. 

Q. Were they men of family? 

A. Yes, sir; most all of them. 

Q. Did they have any property there? 

A. Yes, sir; all, except some few. 

Q. Did they have any crops? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were the crops injured on account of their leaving. 

A. Yes, sir; all destroyed. 

Q. Did you have any property there? 

. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was it destroyed? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You say you are living here now? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Are you still afraid to return? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you think if you returned your life would be in danger? 
A. Yes, sir; they told me that several times. 
Q. Are the others exiled with you still living here? 
A. Yes, sir; afraid to go back. I don't know any that has gone back except, 
Dan. Lewis; he goes over there range ying * 
2 Kars you ever been convicted of any infamous offense before the law? 
. No, sir, 

2 See accused of anything before the law previous to that? 
. No, sir. 

Q. Have you a family? 


A. Yes, sir; wife and six children. My wife is laying very low now. I had a 
lot and a nice orchard there, and my trees is all being destroyed nearly. I had 
about 90 acres in cultivation that I was running, and I had some hogs and cows 
and house furniture, and everything, it was all destroyed. 

Q. Was the property of these other men destroyed? 

A. Well, it’s been injured; pretty well all destroyed; no good. 

Q. Do you belong to any secret societies? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. What are they? 

A. I belong to the Masonic order and the Knights of Labor. 

Q. Do you think that the people who made you leave feared anything from 
your hands as to their lives or property at the time you left? 

A. I know they didn't; no, sir. I lived there over twenty-five years with 
them perfectly peaceable; never had no difficulty with them at all. 

Q. Why did they make you leave, if they didn't fear anything? 

A. I only think it was a political movement; they wanted to take all the 
offices there was in the county. 

Q. Were any men in this crowd that made you leave—were any of them offi- 
ciajs at that time holding office there? 

A. Ves, sir; the sheriff was an official; Dr. Bingham was nothing but a doo» 
3 ess Dr. Barton was a doctor, and Martin was judge; and I think that’s 
abont all, 

2 0 say that you think that your exile from there was political? 

es, sir, 

Q. What 8 party do you belong to? 

A. Republican party. 

Q. Have you heard from there since you left? 2 

A. Oh, yes, sir; I frequently hear from. there, every day. 

Q. Do you think that the exile of these men from there served to break down 
or strengthen the . in that section? 

A. It united the voters; e it more strong than it ever has been. 

E Q. Did the colored people over there take any interest in the national elec- 
ion? 

A. Ves, sir; bi t vote was polled in that county in the national election ever 
I knowed, and I been there ever since the surrender. 

Q. What was the vote of that county in the national election; do you know? 

A. I don't know exactly. è 

Q. Have you any idea? 

A. I think it was about 2,500. 

Q. Who was that vote polled for? 

A. Harrison and Featherston. 

Q. Why were the colored people of that county especially anxious for a Re- 
publican administration of national affairs? 

A. Well, sir; it was on the account of they had been pressed by this Win- 
chester crowd this last year, and hoped to get some relief from that element. I 
knew years before that in the Presidential election they hardly over paid any 
attention to it, scarcely polled any votes there in the county. 

Q. What do you mean by being pressed? 

A. No, sir; not afair slow before the law, and the ballots never were counted; 
they had no show at all. The Winchester crowd just bulldozed and doneas 
they pleased, and if they had a mayor to try him, if he was on their side they’d 
turn him loose, vo matter what his crime was, and the other party was put in 
jail and prosecuted every way they could. 

Q. Do you think the Republican party of Arkansas expects the national Re- 
publican party to remedy that state of affairs? 

A. That's what they think. 

Ra Was it in that hope to turn out and poll such a large vote for the national 
ticket? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you held any official positions in Crittenden County? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What were they? 

A. I were constable, marshal, deputy sheriff, and 1 and deputy constable, 

Q. Crittenden County went Democratic in the last national election, did it 
not? 7 

A. No, sir; it did not. 

Q. What plurality did the Republican ticket receive there? 

A, About 600 votes. 

Q. Do you think that wasa fair count? 

A.I 5 

Q. If they had received a fair count, about how much plurality would they 
have received? 

A. About 2,000. 

Q. What has been your relations there with the white people? 

A. Friendly, sir; I’ve never had any trouble with them till this last year. 

Q. Do you know whether the colored people over there are accumulating any 
property or not? 

A. Yes,sir; a good deal, 

Q. Real estate? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are they educating their children or not? 

A. They were very rapidly up to this time, but now the schools don't amount 
to anything much; before this trouble they were educating them very rapidly. 


“Right along, had them in fine fix, everything was moving along quiet and 


peaceable, 

Q. I want to know if prior to the time of your being exiled, and Judge Lewis, 
the county judge, being exiled, if he had appointed the ju of election for 
the ensuing election. 

A. Yes, sir; he had. 

Q. Had the notice of that fact been given to sheriff? 

A. Yes, sir; put in the sheriff's box in the clerk's office. 

Q. Had Judge Lewis complied with the lawin Arkansas, by representing all 
patios parties among the judges? 

. Yes, sir. 
Q- Do. you know whether or not those judges were afterwards changed? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. How do you know it? 

A. I know it from the fact that Mr. Martin told me so, the judge who now 
holds the position, and I know that the men I know were appointed didn’t 
serve. 

Q gon au Judge Lewis appointed some Democrat at each yoting place? 

Ves. sir. 

Q. Complied with the law? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the general impression of the reason that prompted Judge Martin 
for making the changes in the judges of election? 

A. To count the votes there was appointed such men as he knew would count 
the vote for them. 

. Q. Do you know in the whole county among your acquaintances of a single 
Repnblicnn who served as judge of the election in Crittenden County in the last 
State and national election ? 

A. I dont know a single one, except one or two precincts where they had to 
arrange the election themselves, where, in the absence of the regular 1 fng the 
voters had to select judges of their own, 


cotton, everywhere, took 
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Q. When they ordered you out of the county, did they mention by what au- 
thority Shey did it? 
o, 


in session here, and if I violated the law or wrote any notices, 8 you try 
nds to-day.” 
the sheriff said. Ina few minutes I went over home, and at home 
I saw them all go into the clerk's office, and I started to the clerk’s office, and I 
taken another notion and went to the north part of the court-house, when I went 
hack of the court-house, I went around that way, and they went to my house 
looking for me, and I just come right on around and went across the railroad 
here into my field; I stayed across the railroad till I saw them march all these 
men out, then I went in the field and they come on down there hunting me, and 
Istayed there that momok till I o'clock, and they rambled over my corn and 
t row by row, and staid there till 3 o'clock in the 

morning, and when the 3 o'clock train came along I pitched out for Memphis, 

Q. You say they claim your name was to one of those letters ? 

A. Yes, sit; and I asked Colonel Smith that morning to let me sce the letter; 
he said he didn't have it, Mosby had it; and [asked him to let meseeit,and he 
claimed that had it, so I never did get to see it, 

Q. Can you and write? g 

5 1 an aata some, but I can’t write to amount to anything. No, sir; can’t 
. They never did show you the letter they claimed you wrote? 

A. Never did. 

Not a witness called by contestee to dispute a word they say. 

And mark well that neither the sheriff nor any other participant in 
this mob is called as a witness by contestee. Their action was open 
and notorious, and could not be denied. 

But, says contestee, this evidence all relates to the State, and not to 
the national election. It is true that all this took place before the State 
and county election in September, but the effect of this intimidation 
and violence continned; the Winchester crowd did not disband, and 
the evidence isall one way that the same condition of affairs continued 
on through the national campaign. One campaign naturally enough 
merged into the other. 

The Wheel candidate for governor claimed to have been elected, and 
the result of the September election spurred the Democrats on to greater 
vigilance and more determined efforts to carry the State for ** Cleve- 
land and reform.’ It was a matter of self-protection to win and thus 
defeat exposure and possible punishment. There is every reason to 
believe that the Wheel candidate forgovernor was elected, and only the 
most glaring frauds robbed him of his seat. Among them was the 
breaking into the office at Little Rock and carrying off the ballot-boxes 
at night, now a part of the political history of the State. When he 
threatened to contest, a Democratic Legislature passed a resolution re- 
quiring him to give bonds in the sum of $40,000 that he would, if un- 
successful, pay all expenses of the contest. Hevery wisely did not in- 
dulge his ambition or patriotism before such a tribunal. He, a one- 
legged ex-Confederate soldier and former Democrat, knew the elements 
with which he had to deal too well to enter upon such a fruitless task. 

‘That the Winchester company does not propose to surrender, but still 
keeps up its organization, is apparent from a communication in the 
Marion Reform of February 5 last, and republished in the Washington 
Post on February 14. It is as follows: 


READY TO HANG FKATHERSTON—A MEMBER OF AN ARKANSAS RIFLE TEAM 
EXPRESSES HIS SENTIMENTS. 
Erxo, February 5. 


To-day has been a day to be Jong remembered among the young men of Crit- 
tenden County, for on this day we, the Crawfordsville Rifles, met and drilled 
under our captain, W. F. Werner, and to say that we were satisfied isto express 
our feelings in very tame terms, indeed. The company is composed of old 
veterans of the Confederate, Federal, and Polish armies. Many of them carry 
sears of conflict with the enemy, and are prepared to meet and defeat themagain 
on any field, whether in a political or tactical conflict. To sce the movement 
of our company you would say at once that Bill Rasburry, W. F. Werner, C. E. 
Rasburry, Lon Butler, Jim Huxtable, and N. M. Gibson had seen service before 
in the field, and we were in no way ashamed of the part they acted. 

The drill master, Capt. Jack Cocks, isa man of checkered career first a veteran 
of the lost cause, next a victim of the Diaz failure,and then a volunteer of some 
South American revolution that we do not remember, but which failed, But 
allare in ready to offer up. as our Savior did, all of this life for their coun- 
e Perhaps not many days hence they may be called upon to save the Union 

our country. The Republicansare SENIN in power, and from their treasonable 
acts and from the — — rulings of President REED, in the House of Con- 
it seems to us ot to-day that he fs more treasonable than Jeff. Davis or John 
$ Floyd ever dared to be, even at their worst. Let them unseat Cate, our Con- 
gressman-elect. We are ready to save the Union and hang Featherston, if nec- 
essary. We will meet to drill n next Tuesday week, February 18, at Captain 
ores house, and every member is positively ordered to be at roll-call on that 
y. 


BUFFALO BILL. 


Unless the gallows shall overtake him, it is confidently expected that 
Sheriff Werner, the leader of this gory gang, will be honored by the 
Democracy with a place upon the State ticket next fall. Democrats 
are not ungrateful, if republics are. 

But violence was only one of the methods adopted. The sheriff looked 
after that part of the programme more especially, and the county judge 
organized the precincts for fraud. 

The sheriff is required to furnish the precinct judges with ballot- 
boxes and poll-books. It was in the performance of this duty that the 
ingenuity of the sheriff found its greatest opportunity. He invented 
and had made a ballot-box, which in the hands of these packed boards 
could be relied upon to return Democratic majorities, no matter what 
the vote cast. One of these boxes we have here. It is a tin box, 
something like a squirrel cage, with a chimney top, into which the 


ballots are deposited by one of the judges of election: This sheriff 


ordered a special contrivance that would fit over this top, giving the 
chimney two flues, one connecting with the box proper—presumably 
85 5 tickets the other finding an opening on the outside of 

e box. 

With this box in the window, or on a table inside the window, the 
voter would see his ballot apparently properly deposited in the box, 
But the skillful judge— none other need apply in Crittenden 
County—can very easily, by giving the ticket a little slant, guide it 
into this false aperture, where it will drop, not into the box, but upon 
the floor unobserved by the voter. It isa Democratic mode of being 
present and voting without making a record, and I commend it to the 
minority membersof this House. [Laughter.] The maker of this and 
similar boxes says that the sheriff of Crittenden County ordered twenty- 
one of them before this election, and that they were shipped to him. 
Why was not the sheriff called to deny this charge? 

In some of the precincts there was no election. The Democratic 
judges appointed refused to serve. This always oceurred in Repub- 
lican precincts, where any failure of an election would injure contest- 
ant. He was deprived of several hundred votes in this manner. The 
committee has not deemed it proper to count those precincts for him 
where no election was held, but has followed what we have deemed to 
be the safe rule and omitted them from consideration. No failure to 
hold an election occurred in any Democratie precinct. Where fraud 
has been carried home to a precinct and impeached the integrity of the 
returns of the officers, the rule has been followed of requiring the par- 
ties to prove the vote cast by other evidence. My colleagues upon the 
committee will deal more directly with the question of figures. But, 
following these rules, the evidence shows a clear majority for contest- 
ant without considering the many precincts where, as a result of this 
conspiracy, no election was held. 

This shows what an advantage the sitting member has in these con- 
tests. The acts of his partisans have deprived the contestant of hun- 
dreds of votes of which no legal proof can be had. This of itself must 
oust the contestee when carried to the extent shown in this case, His 
partisans made a fair election impossible, and permitting him to retain 
his seat would be placing a premium upon political crime. 

Actual violence at the polls is unnecessary and obsolete. With the 
preliminaries nicely adjusted to effect their purpose, the Democrats 
only watched to see the packed election boards and fraudulent ballot- 
ae grind out a Democratic majority, no matter what wenf into the 

opper. - 

It may be asked how the judges get the necessary number of tickets 
in the box to correspond with the number of names on the poll-books ? 
Under the law of Arkansas, every ballot bears the number opposite the 
name of the voter on the poll-book, The ticket of the voter is num- 
bered before it is handed to the judge of election, who puts it in the 
box. Those tickets that do not go into the box, but pass down on the 
outside, are preserved until the polls areclosed. Then they are counted, 
and an Nd number of Democratic tickets are taken, and one judge 
calls off the number on the Republican tickets that have not gone into 
the box, and the same numbers are placed on Democratic tickets, This 
done, the Democratic tickets are placed in the box, and the number of 
tickets in the box corresponds with the number of names on the poll- 
books, 

In order to carry this programme out effectually, all the judges must 
be of the same political party. 

Seven precincts in Crittenden County were not returned to the secre- 
tary of state. Six of them gave 531 majority for contestant. The 
seventh was returned as giving 61 votes for contestee and 2 for con- 
testant. But the correctness of the last is successfully impeached by 
the testimony showing that it in fact gave contestant and not contestee 
amajority. The judges were all Democrats and used the fraudulent 
tin box, and returned only 2 votes for contestant, while witnesses prove 
73 votes cast for him. The returns impeached, the contestee fails to 
prove any votes cast for himself. This last precinct was, no doubt in- 
cluded with the other six, where contestant had a large majority for 
the shrewd purpose of giving the whole an appearance of fairness. 

The Democratic county clerk, whose duty it was to forward the re- 
turns to the secretary of state, says, in regard to these seven precincts 
in his certificate, that they were not certified to the secretary of the state 
on account of irregularities in the poll-books appearing therein, that 
the judges and clerks of said election were not sworn as the law di- 
rects.”’ 

But the clerk lies in his certificate, for the evidence shows that he 
inserted the last clause in the certificate long after he had forwarded 
the returns from the other precincts in the county and long after the 
time for making the returns to the secretary of state had expired, and 
that he did it under pressure from Mr. Berry, the attorney of contestee 
herein, when a copy of this certificate was called for by the attorney for 
contestant. Mr, Eldridge, contestant’s attorney, says, as a witness, that 
he went to Marion for Mr. Featherston, to procure the election returns 
for Crittenden County from certain townships that had not been certi- 
fied up to the secretary of state from that county. 


Q. I see from the face of the clerk's certificate that there isan assertion tothe 
effect that the returns were not sworn to as the law directs. Please state the 
circumstances under which these words were put upon the face of the certificate ? 

A. It was dictated by Mr. Berry, the lawyer of Mr, Cate in this contest, to the 


>; 2 P: 9 p 2 y N J es 
W i S 


1890. 


Se A a S EE EEST 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


clerk, who wrote it word for word at his dictation, and only gave me this ab- 
stract after mature consultation with Mr. Cate's lawyer. 

It may be remarked, in passing, that Mr. Berry has been and still is 
one of the most active members of the Winchester rifle company, and 
it should cause no surprise that party urgency impels him to add to a 
publie record a false statement. But, even if true, the failure to swear 
the judges of election was an informality only, which is provided for in 
the law of Arkansas: 

Src, 2699. Informality in the certificate of the judges and clerks at any elec- 
tion hei in any township shall not be good cause for rejecting the poll-booksof 
said township,—Manyfield’s Digest of Arkansas. 

IN PHILLIPS COUNTY 

several of these Democratic mistakes and irregularities occurred, in 
every instance resulting in advantage to the contestes. Contestee ad- 
mits that 132 votes should be deducted from the total number of votes 
cast for him in this county. In one of the townships contestant had 
127 votes and contestee 10. Now, the contestee admits that these re- 
turns were certified “by mistake, and that L. P. Featherston received 
70 votes instead of 10, and that he, contestee, received only 67 votes. 
In other words, the election jud transferred bodily 60 votes from 
contestant to contestee, making a difference in the majority of 120. No 
sane man believes that such a ‘‘mistake’’ could honestly occur. 

One precinct in this county is lost entirely to contestant because 
a Democratic judge of election who had the poll-books and ballot-box 
in charge refused to attend the election orto deliver them to those who 
did attend. This is admitted in a solemn stipulation, and it is also 
admitted that contestant would have had 43 majority; but as no elec- 
tion was in fact held we have been unable to give him the benefit of 
this vote. 

‘Taking into consideration the peculiar difficulties, obstractions, and 
dangers with which the party friendsof contestee have surrounded the 
contestant and his witnesses, this House would, in my opinion, be jus- 
tified, were it necessary, in relaxing those strict rules of evidence which 
the committee has felt itself bound to observe in considering the case. 
But that fortunately is not necessary in our view of the case. 

Every mistake, every omission or refusal to perform a duty results 
in favor of the Democratic candidate. Ifa pollis not opened it is sure 
to be in a Republican precinct. If an informality is detected justify- 
ing the throwing out of a poll, it is always to the detriment of con- 
testant. Verily, the conspiracy hums merrily on and is making the 
possibility of getting honest returns more remote. 

IN FRANKS TOWNSHIP, 

in St. Francis County, 195 men swear they voted for contestant, the 
returns giving him only 131. The returns give contestee 269 votes, 
but, put to the same test, he is able to prove only 112, and now asks 
that the returns of the officers be permitted tostand, because they were 
sworn officers. One hundred and ninety-five men, in other words, 
swear that the return is false and the only men who swear it is correct 
are the men who falsified it. But he abandoned the certificate of the 
judges, tried to prove his vote by the individual voters, and lamentably 
failed. 

The evidence in regard to this precinct is the only evidence taken by 
contestee in this case, and here the evidence he took corroborated the 
charges made by contestant, and he evidently concluded to virtually 
abandon the contest as far as witnesses were concerned, and depend upon 
the difficulties thrown in the way of his opponent to save him. 

St. Francis County is the home of contestant. He lives at 

FORREST CITY, 

The very evidence transmitted to us in this case by the administrator, 
of the notary who took it in that county comes here baptized in the 
blood of martyrs to the doctrine of free and fair elections, T. H. Par- 
ham, a friend and neighbor of contestant, had been taking testimony 
for him. This of itself was sufficient to put his life in danger. He had 
taken a lively interest in the election. He had advocated the political 
rights of the negro. He, like contestant, had always been a Demo- 
crat. The negroes and their friends were in undisputed majority in 
Forrest City, which is a village of some 2,000 inhabitants. 

A school election was to be held in that place on May 18, 1889, for 
the election of school officers. ate schools are provided by law, 
and were in fact provided here, for the children of the two races, 
White teachers teach the white and colored teachers the black children. 
No one proposed to disturb that system. But one board hires the teachers 
for both schools, and the chances were that the Fusionists would give 
the negroes representation upon the school board, to which they were 
justly entitled. This was grasped at by the Democrats as a pretext for 
causing a disturbance. No negro should have anything to do with 
hiring teachers for their children! 

An armed mob appeared upon the streets just before the election. 
Some words were passed, and the result was that from fifty to one 
hundred shots were fired, and, as might be expected, the Fusionists were 
the sufferers. Mr. Parham and two of his friends were cruelly and 
wantonly murdered and one man wounded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where is that in the record? 

Mr. HAUGEN, Of course, I am not able to refer to the record on 
this matter, because the man who was making the record was killed, 
and he could not make a record of his own assassination, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Because there is no record of it, 

Mr. HAUGEN, I will say that the whole matter was discussed be- 
fore the committee and is a part of the history of this case and part of 
the history going to show how difficult it was to take testimony by the 
contestant here. I will put it in the record if I am allowed to go on. 

Mr. CATE, I want to state to the gentleman at this time that the 
gentleman was killed more than six months after I was elected. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It was while this case was pending, and the record 
shows that it was transmitted by the administrator of the man who 
was killed. 

Mr. CATE. Now, a moment. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will not yield any more time. You will have 
your turn, and you can give your version of it. 

But the contestee says these men were Democrats. So they were; 
but they had dared to oppose the regular Democracy and advocate the 
enforcement of law at elections, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to interrupt the gentleman, if he has 
no objection. I want you to point out one word or one line of testi- 
mony as to what you are now stating in the record. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Isay now that this was discussed in the commit- 
tee; that this is not here in the record, and it is ridiculous to ask that 
this man who was making this record, and who was killed, should 
give an account of his own death in the record. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That may be ridiculous and that may be very 
WHT but yet there is no testimony as to this at all. It is not in the 
reco! 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is not a part of the record, because the man who 
was making the record was killed. I am stating facts that can not be 
successfully disputed, because they are true. i 

There is no doubt that the intention of this mob was to kill Mr. 
Featherston at the same time, but he fortunately happened to not be 
present when the shooting occurred. But he was surrounded in his 
house by an armed band all night, himself and family expecting every 
moment to share the fate of their murdered friends. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). 
gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I decline to yield. The gentleman may have ten 
hours to answer this in as far as I am concerned. 

‘Had the contestant been present he would no doubt have met the 
same fate as the Republican candidate, Mr, Clayton, in the Second dis- 
trict, who was shot through a window while preparing his contest for 
a seat here, i 

The sheriff of St. Francis County, Mr. Wilson, was one of the victims 
of these murders. He had been actively interested for contestant, had 
subpanaed his witnesses, and died in an effort to quell the riot. Neely, 
chairman of the Republican county committeeand a member of the Re- 
publican State committee, was the third victim. He at first escaped 
from the mob and ran into his store. He learned that he was being 
hunted by the mob. He lifted a plank in the floor and hid under it. 
This was some time after the first shooting, and at a time when a 
murder could no longer be called unpremeditated or be excused by the 
excitement incident to that shooting. The mob broke into his store, 
A Democratic neighbor had heard the plank removed, and gave the 
clew to his whereabouts. The plank was raised and the blood-thirsty 
mob, standing above their helpless victim, literally emptied their re- 
volvers into his body. 

After the mob had killed these obstructionists to their methods at 
Forrest City they proceeded to hold a quiet and peaceable election, at 
which the Democratic candidates were elected by 178 votes. Noop- 
position. 

The arms used on this occasion were largely furnished by the State 
of Arkansas, and it is claimed from arms furnished that State by the 
General Government. 

One of the most zealous supporters of contestant, Mr. Sweet, was by 
the same mob exiled from the State a few hours later, wounded and 
unarmed. 

The contestant wisely concluded to leave his home and seek safe 
among strangers. He received a couple of weeks later from the cler! 
of the court and recorder of his county, a leading farmer, Wheeler, and 
Fusionist, born and raised in the county, this letter on the situation: 

Forrest Orry, ARK., May 31, 1880. 


DEAR Sm; When you first left home and before I was able to make any ex- 
tensive observations, I doubted the ty for it, but the more I reflect upon 
it and the more I gather of the purposes and the spirit of the lawless element 
that are in control here the more completely satisfied I am that you acted 
wisely. It now appears that two of the desperadoes followed S. E. Sweet to 
Memphis, and they found him would have murdered liim, no doubt, 

The law we now have is efficacious enough to punish a negro for stealing a 
hog or to foreclose a mortgage ona poor man's crop, but it is utterly inadequate 
to protect life or liberty for those not in sym y with the lawless element 
now in control. 

I would gladly leave this accursed place forever could Ido so in justice tomy 
fellow-citizens whoelected me. They have a right to expect me to act the man 
in this ordeal and I will do so, let the cost be what it may. 

I learn that you expect to go to Washington"to see the President in relation 
to this matter. It seems to me that if the General Government has ever the 
power to interfere for the protection of her citizens this is the time, If there is 
any obligation resting upon the General Government to see that a State has a 
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republican form of government and that the citizens thereof have each the 
protection of law, now is the time to fulfill that obligation toward us, 

If that clause in the Federal Constitution which nties every citizen the 
full enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of piness is not an empty 
platitude, then we who have discharged every obligation that has rested upon 
us as citizens have a right to appeal to that Government that we have trusted 
and obeyed for 8 

I hope your visit to Washington may result in some gsaranty of protection 
more substantial and satisfactory than our own governor has seen fit to give. 


Yours truly, 
T. O. FITZPATRICK. 

Hon. L. P. Fearuerston, Lilile Rock, Ark. 

Also, the following letter from the county judge, an ex-Confederate 
soldier and former Democrat: 

, PALESTINE, ARK., June 1, 1889. 

Dear Ste: It was the part of wisdom that you left your home and county at 
the beginning of the trouble here. I presumeyou know something of the state 
of things as well as I do. What led to the butchery on May the 18th? There 
are two elements in our county. The one has kept within the law, and locked 
to the law for protection; the other has set the law at defiance and now holds 
the control of the situation. 

It is not a question of race, as you know, buta question of law inst yio- 
lence; a question as to whether the ballot shall control in our or the 
Winchester rifle. The lawless element that has broken loose is not at war 
with the black and Republicans alone, but with every man whose convictions 
cause him to favor a free ballot and a fair count.“ The citizens of these 
United States should be permitted to express their honest convictions at the 


W. H. COFFEY. 
ERSTON. 


A merchant and member of the Farmers’ Alliance of Forrest City 
gives the following account of this butchery. This letter is marked 
**strietly confidential,” but that injunction has been removed so that 


I betray no confidence in reading it: 
Forrest Crry, ARK., May 30, 1889. 
Hon, L. P. FEATHERSTON: 


life would be in danger. 

This is the state of affairs that exists here. Where is your boasted American 
freedom? Mr, Wilson and Mr. Sweet were both Confederate soldiers and have 
always voted the Democratic ticket, Yet, when they could no longer go with 
such a corrupt crowd, sce their fate! : 

I have always voted the Democratic ticket, but if the modes practiced by the 
so-called Democrats of Arkansas be Democracy, then good Lord deliver me from 
such Democracy! < 

But whither can I flee? The Republican party is now in full contfol of every 
branch of the Federal Government, and must be cognizant of these outrages, 
notwithstanding the lying reports of a 8 press. Yet they stand back 
on their dignity and suffer her citizens to be murdered and exiled for exercising 
the freedom of s You know as well as I that Mr. Sweet denounced these 
methods on all occasions, and is now an exile from home and family for this 
and this alone. The Federal authorities seem to think that the governors (they 
who were elected by these bulldozers) are competent to grapple with these thugs. 

Governor Eagle told me a few days since that he hoped peace would be re- 
stored and the guilty parties would be punished. Ireplied, “Governor, do you 
propose to go through that farce here. Tho sheriff you appoint will ransack 
this county until he impanelsa jury that he knows will acquit, and these parties 
have no more fear of conviction than Ihave.” The new sheriff has been ap- 
pointed and these assassins are walking the streets as though they were saints, 
and innocent men in exile. 

If Mr. Sweet was guilty of any crime why not arrest him and try him? Instead 
of that, the Era informs me to-night they are making up a military company and 
forty names were enrolled to-day. Any sane man knows what that means. 

If Mexico imprisons an American citizen or a little disturbance is raised away 
off in Samoa, a t flourish of trumpets is heard, Vet, at home, right under 
the flag, peaceful citizens are murdered or driven from their homes, and this 

t nation stands still and offers no protection, but instead expects, for the 
State officials, who are propped upon their thrones by these same rascals, to 
protect her citizens. Don’t understand me to say that Governor Eagle winks 
at these crimes. No,I do not; but he is powerless, and I told him soto his face, 
These parties feel safe as long as they keep out of the Federal courts, 

There are at least twenty fine-haired gentlemen here who would to the 
8 if it was possible to have them tried by an honest jury. Let Iam 

ble to be murdered or exiled for saying so, if it was known. 

Js this not an awful state of affairs? 

If the Constitution forbids the Federal authorities from going into any State 
and protecting her citizens, then, in the language of Thad. Stevens, the pale of 
the Constitution is too much circumscribed. I believe if the situation was Top- 
erly presented to the President he would take the bull by the horns, just as I 

to Governor Eagie, and we would hear of no more political assassina- 
tions in Arkansas, 
ae ons and Neely's murder was as much a political assassination as John 

8 n's. 

My dear sir, these are the plain facts, and what is to become of those who are 
unwilling to pass under the yoke I am unable to say. 

Yours, respectfully, 


Strictly confidential. 


E. BONNER, 


Every one of the Fusionists on the ground at the time of this shoot- 
ing was killed or wounded, and still the contestee coolly informs us 
there was no politics in it. The slaughter stopped only for want of 
victims. Punishment of the murderers is impossible in the State 
courts, because their party friends on the grand jury refuse to find 
indictments. What a farce is the administration of law in such sur- 
roundings! And what a shame to our boasted civilization! 

The circuit court of that county has since convened with a Demo- 
cratic judge and a Democratic prosecuting attorney, and althongh it 
is well known who did the killing, not a single indictment has been 
found. Nine members of the grand jury sitting in the county in Oc- 
tober, 1889, joined in the following communication to the judge: 

Forrest CITY, ARK., October 24, 1889. 
To Hon. M. G. SANDERS, 


Judge of the First Judicial District of Arkansas: 

We, the undersigned members of the grand jury in and for the county of St, 
Francis, forthe October term, 1889, beg leave to submit the following special re- 
port relative to that part of our duty to which your honor in your charge called 
o 5 attention, namely, the riot committed on the streets of Forrest City 

n last. 

We aves not been able to give the matter that time and consideration which 
was its due, from the fact that the four first days of our session was chiefly de- 
voted to the consideration of charges preferred against members of the grand 
jury, by which the status of the jury was changed, which charges were not sus- 
tained, but much valuable time lost. 

The succeeding four days were devoted to the cases of persons in jail and 
misdemeanors, 

The last three days haye been chiefly employed in this investigation, how- 
ever, with the occasional interference of irrelevant or trivial investigations. 

During this time we have had in proof tne violation of the law against the 
carrying of concealed weapons sustained, in one instance, by the admission of 
the party charged of his guilt. 

For this offense we have failed to secure an indictment. 

We have had direct and positive proof, given by unchallenged witnesses, of 
shooting being done by certain parties at certain other parties who are known 
to have been shot and killed. 

For these offenses we have been unable to find an indictment. 

We have had direct and positive testimony, given by an eye-witness, that he 
eer tee man who fired the shot that killed the late D. M. Wilson, on the 18th day 
of May. 

We ion been unable to get.an indictment for this offense. 

On account of the delays to which we have called your attention, we have not 
had the time to make the thorough examination which your honor cha: 
that we should, but we are satisfied from what we have done that there is no 
lack of proof as to who the guilty parties are. 

= J. COOPER. 


T. W. CRIPPEN, | 

A. B. YOUNG 8 
JAMES M. DAVIS. 

J, G. HARRIS, 

Cardinal Gibbons, whose influence among Democrats far exceeds that 
of any living American, in his first Lenten sermon, on Sunday last, 
dwelt with great earnestness on the importance of establishing Catholic 
missions among the negroes of the Southern States, and during his dis- 
course used the following language: 

There are now about seven millions of negroes in the States, and the negro 

uestion has become a serious problem to the American people. The best solu- 
tion of this problem, in my judgment, will be found in christianizing the ne- 
groes. In some sections of the country, if reports are true, their religion has 
degenerated into a kind of fetichism, and is entirely emotional, devoid of all re- 
ligious restraints and obligations, 

The negro race are naturally a religious people. They are kind, affectionate, 
and grateful, sabmissive to authority; and theirconduct toward the close of the 
late war, when the; the power to do mischief, was above all praise. By 
proper religious and christian instruction they are sure to become a most useful 
element in the community. 


With all due respect for his exalted position, it might be suggested 
to his eminence that the cause of christianity would be promoted by 
dropping a few missionaries among the Democracy of Arkansas; that in 
the interest of humanity and civilization the safety of the negro in 
this world should not be entirely overlooked while preparing him for 
salvation in the next, 

It is also a matter of record in St. Francis County that a contest for 
the assessorship in that county was withdrawn by the Fusionist can- 
didate, who gave as his reason for such withdrawal that as immunity 
was given political murderers he did not wish to imperil the lives of 
his friends, the machinery of the courts being in the hands of his polit- 
ical enemies, the Democrats. 

All these men—Wilson, Parham, and Neely, who were killed, and 
Davis, who withdrew his contest—were white men. They are all ad- 
mitted to have been honest and intelligent men. They have been 
charged with no offense, save that grave offense to Arkansas Democ- 
racy, the advocacy of honest elections, a pure ballot. Sweet, who was 
exiled, is aone-armed ex-Confederate soldier. Wilson also was an ex- 
Confederate soldier. But these men refused to teach their children 
and fellow-citizens to steal what they had failed to maintain in honor- 
able warfare, They were manfully standing up for the Constitution 
and Federal laws which their Democratic opponents were endeavoring, 
too successfully, to nullify, 0 

These are the conditions surrounding the contestant, aud yet our 
friends on the other side demand technical proof. 

In Lee County the same system of organizing the election boards in the 
interest of the contestee was pursued by the Democratic county judge, 
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as well as the same fraudulent methods at the elections, With a fair 
election, the evidence shows that contestant would have had 809 to 
1,200 majority in that county. The Democratic county and precinct 
officers generously give him 10. When he proceeds to take evidence 
to expose the frauds, himself and counsel are threatened and bulldozed 
and his witnesses arrested or threatened with arrest, and he is forced, for 
their and his own personal safety, to abandon the effort. 

But enough is shown to warrant the conclusion that fraud and cor- 
ruption aded the whole election machinery, But that and other 
matters I must, for want of time, leave to my coll es upon the com- 
mittee. To me it is clear from the evidence that the contestant was 
elected and that contestee was not. 

If this House can not on the testimony in this case unseat the con- 
testee, then the Cronin murderers ought to be discharged from custody. 
If the proof here is insufficient, then the Chicago anarchists should 
never have been executed. In those cases the action of the juries have 
the approval of the civilized world; and still the evidence in both of 
them was almost wholly circumstantial. 

Here itis direct and positive. Before any honest jury, North or South, 
on such evidence as this, conviction for any other than a political of- 
fense would be sure to follow. This House owes it to itself and to the 
country to say that a man, because he has been lifted into a seat on 
this floor by fraud and is sustained here by hands reeking with the 
blood of his political opponents, shall not be permitted to retain that 
seat because his adversary can not furnish proof far more technical than 
that upon which we convict and execute murderers in the courts of 
justice; and especially should his mouth be closed when, as in this 
case, his political friends have placed every possible obstruction in 
hes bip of the procurement of evidence. [Applause on Republican 
side. 

During the delivery of the above remarks the Speaker pro tempore 
announced that the time of the gentleman had expired, and Mr. HOUK 
was recognized and yielded fifteen minutes to Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have this discus- 
sion adjourned over until Monday for the reason that I should like to 
have gentlemen upon that side of the House hear the case and a few 
facts in the testimony in the case as found in the report of the commit- 
tee. I observe that about fifty members of the majority are here pres- 
ent insisting that we shall go on with this case. I should like that this 
matter should be now postponed until Monday. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will yield to me I will move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We could take up the Oklahoma bill and go on 
with that for a couple of hours. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, as many gentlemen 
are present upon this side of the Honse to listen to what may now be 
15 as Have been present on the other side to listen to what has been 
said. 

A MEMBER. Good! 

Mr. CRISP. I moye that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia can not take 
the gentleman from Ohio off the floor by a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Georgia. The gentleman from Ohio yielded to him, as the Chair 
supposed, 

Mr. HOUK. But the gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Ohio yielded 
to the gentleman from Georgia, Did the gentleman yield the floor? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, If Icanyield the floor for that purpose I do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not yield the floor 
for that purpose. 5 

Mr. CRISP. Why, the gentleman controls all the time on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that, but the 
gentleman does not control the motion to adjourn unless he makes it, 

Mr. CRISP. Does the Chair refuse to entertain my motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not refuse to entertain 
the motion if the gentleman from Ohio yielded to him, 

Mr. CRISP. Then I make the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp], pending the request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE], makes the motion that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I want to understand whether or not the gentleman from Georgia has 
125 floor by virtue of the gentleman from Ohio having yielded it to 


m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will answer that question. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], as the Chair now under- 
stands, madea motion to adjourn while the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] had the floor and was addressing the House. For that 
reason the motion is not entertained. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr.OurHWAITE] has the floor now and is addressing the House, or 
should be. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the Speaker 
pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. HOUK. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 68. 

Mr. HOUK. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 109, not voting 108; as follows: 


YEAS—112, 
Abbott, Cowles, Mansur, rs, 
Alderson, Crisp, Martin, Ind. Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, McAdoo, Sayers, 
Andrew, Dibble, McClammy, Shively, 
Bankhead, Dunphy, McClellan, kinner, 
nes. Edmunds, Mo a Springer. 

Barwig, Enloe, McMillin, Peter ex, 
Blanchard, Flower, cRae, ore e, 

land, orman, Montgomery, ne, Ky. 
Poatner, Fowler, oore, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. G: n, Morgan, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, Mutebler, ‘Tillman, 
Brickner, rimes, Norton, ‘Tracey, 
Brookshire, Hayes, Les, Tucker, 
Brunner, 8 Haynes, O’Ferrall, Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va, Hem hill, O' Neall, Ind. Turner, N. Y, 
Buckalew, Henderson, N. O. O'Neil, 5 —5 

ullock, olman, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Bunn, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Bynum, Kilgore, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Ga. ne, a ik: 

i, Lanham, Penington, Wilkinson, 
Catchings, Lee, Perry, Willcox, 
Clarke, Als, Lester, Ga. Pierce, Williams, III. 
Clements, Lester, Va. Price, Wilson, Mo. . 
Clunie, Lewis, Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, Magner, Richardson, Wise, 

Cooper, Ind, Maish, Robertson, Yoder, 
NAYS—109. 

Adams. Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, 
Allen, Mich. Connell, Ketcham, Quackenbush, 
Arnold, Craig, Kinsey, Ray, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa, Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
Atkinson, W. va. Cutcheon, La Follette, Rowell, 

ker, Daizell, Laidlaw, Russell, 
Banks, Darlington, Lansing, Sawyer, 
Bartine, 0, Lehlbach, Scranton, 
Bayne, Dingley, Lind, Scull, 
Belden, Dolliver, Lodge, Smyser, 
Belknap, Ewart. McComas, Snider, 
Boothm Farquhar, McCord, Spooner, 
Boutelle lick McCormick, Stephenson, 
Brewer, Flood, liles, Stewart, Vt, 
Brosius, Funston, Milliken, Stivers, 
Brower, Gear, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Browne, Va. Gifford, Moore, N. H. Sweney, 
Buchanan, N. J. Greenhalge, Morey, Taylor, E. B. 
Burton, Grosvenor, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Butterworth, Hall, O'Donnell, ‘Townsend, Colo, 
Caldwell, Haugen, Osborne, Vandever, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Owen, Ind. Wade, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Watson, 
Chendle, Hermann, Payson, Williams, Ohio 
Cheatham, Hill, Perkins, Wilson, Wash, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Peters, 
Cogswell, Kelley, Pickler, 
Coleman, Kennedy, Post, 

NOT VOTING—16s., 

Allen, Miss, Dargan, Lawler, Smith, III. 
Anderson, Kans, Davidson, Laws, Smith, W. Va. 
Beckwith, De Haven, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bergen, Dockery, Mason, Stahlnecker, 
Biggs, Dorsey, MeCarthy. Stewart, Ga. 
Bingham, Dunnell, McKenna, Struble, 
Bliss, Elliott, McKinley, Tarsney, 
Blount, Ellis, Mill: Taylor, III. x 
Bowden, Eva: Morrill, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T, M Finley, Morrow, Thomas, 
Brown, J. B. itch, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Burrows, Fithian, Nute, Townsend, Pa, 
Campbell, Forney, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans, 
Candler, Mass, Frank, Paynter, Van Schaick, 
Carlisle, Geissenhainer, Phelan, Venable, 
Carlton, Gest, Quinn, Walker, Mass, 
Carter, Grout, Raines, e Wallace, Mass, 
Cate, Hansbrough, Randall, Mass, Wallace, N. Y. 
Chipman, Hare, Randall, Pa. Wheeler, Mich, 
Clancy, Harmer, Reyburn, Whiting, 
Cobb, Hatch, ife, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Heard, Rockwell, Wi 6 
Cooper, Herbert, Rugk, Wilber, 
Cothran, Hitt, Sanford, Wiley, 
Covert, Hopkins, Seney, Wilson, Ky. 
Crain, Kerr, Pa Sherman, right, 
Culberson, Tex. Knapp, Simonds, Yardley. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. VANDEVER with Mr. BLAND, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. ELLIS, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. Dockery, for the rest of this day. 

Mr, PAyson with Mr. Conn, for the rest of this day. 5 

Mr. Bliss with Mr. TARSNEY, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. HATCH, on this vote. 

On motion of Mr, BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, the re- 
capitulation of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 

from the Speaker's table, and referred as follows: 
ORDNANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES, 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Navy of appropriation for ordnance and 
ordnance stores for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

SURVEY OF SAVANNAH RIVER, GEORGIA. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting blue prints of maps 
intended to accompany the report upon the survey of the Savannah 
River, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

A. H. ALFREY VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a 
copy of findings of the court in the case of A. H. Alfrey against the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Under the rule, Senate bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles were sev y taken from the Speaker’s table, read twice, and 
referred as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 70) to grant to the town of Moscow, in Idaho Territory, 
certain lands for cemetery purposes—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

A bill (S. 874) for the erection of a public building in Roanoke, 
Roanoke County, Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 875) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 876) to provide for the extension of the public building at 
Lynchburgh, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A pill (8. 878) for the improvement and enlargement of a public 
building at Petersburgh, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1027) for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the district of New- 
port News, Va., and making an appropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

A bill (S. 1490) to enlarge the public building at Topeka, Kans.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1612) to construct a road from the city of Staunton to the 
national cemetery in the county of Augusta, in the State of Virginia— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1658) establishing a customs collection district to consist 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1739) providing for a stean:-vessel for the use of the civil 
government of Alaska—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at St. Albans, in the State of Vermont— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2483) increasing the salary of the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

Joint resolution (S. R. 15) for the erection and location of a bronze 
statue of Christopher Columbus, and the removal of the Naval Monu- 
ment to a new site—to the Committee on the Library. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under the rule, the following report was filed and referred as in- 
dicated below: 

ALLOTMENT OF LANDS TO QUAPAW INDIANS. 

Mr. from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 8. 5 to provide ſor allotment of lands 
in severalty to the Quapaw In in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes therein named, a bill (H. R. 7662) to provide for allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the Quapaw Indians in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes therein named; which substitute was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under the rule, the following adverse reports were laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, on the bill (H. R. 659) relating to the compensation of United 
States district attorneys, marshals, deputy marshals, circuit and dis- 
trict court clerks, and commissioners. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, also, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, on the bill (H. R. 267) limiting the time for the presenta- 
tion and payment of claims against the United States. 
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By Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the bill 
(H. R. 1099) to relieve Joseph Stallter from the charge of desertion. 

By Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the bill 
(H. R. 2042) granting a pension to Mrs. A. A. Rowe. 

By Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, on the bill (H. 
R. 437) to repeal the interstate-commerce law or ‘‘An act to regulate 
commerce,” and all acts in addition thereto. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
on the bill (H. R. 238) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of 
desertion. 

By Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the bill 
(H. R. 1153) for the relief of James D. Kelley. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, on the bill (H. R. 1152) granting a pension to Barbara Murphy, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


By Mr. McCREARY: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That the 
President be requested to communicate to the House of Representatives, ifin 
his opinion it is not incompatible with the public interest, any correspondence 
with the Mexican Government in to the employment in the regular 
Army of the United States of ian scouts for the purpose of pursuing hostile 
Indians in their raids in the territory of the United States and of Mexico, and 
in regard tothe proposed transfer of the A e Chiricahua Indians from Mount 
Vernon Barracks, Alabama, to Fort Sill, Indian Territory; 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills of the following titles were introduced, read a 
first and second time, and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R. 7663) to increase the appropriation 
for a public building at Camden, N. J.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 7664) to create a customs district 
of the Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7665) to incorporate 
the Atlantic, Mexican Gulf and Mississippi River Barge Canal Com- 
pany, and to grant to it the right of way through the lands of the 
United States and the waters within the admiralty jurisdiction thereof 
along its route—to the Commitiee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 7666) making an appropriation to con- 
struct a road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the 
national military cemetery near that city—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 7667) to pension every honorably 
discharged soldier or sailor who is now disabled and without proof as 
to the origin of his disability—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R.7668) to extend the time of for filing 
French spoliation claims—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 7669) to provide for the amend- 
ment of an act of Congress approved April 5, 1888, for the acquisition 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building in Buffalo, N. 
V. to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 7670) for obligatory school at- 
tendance in Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. H. 7671) to provide for the opening of 
the National Museum during a greater number of hours in every week— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7672) to increase the efi- 
ciency of the boards of surgeons for the examinationo f pension appli- 
cants—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension to Charles 
F. Farrar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7674) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Susanna Emig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R.7675) for the relief of 
Stephen A. Kennedy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H, R. 7677) for the relief of William G. 
McSpaddin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7678) granting a pension to Han- 
nah E. Adams—to the Committee on Invaid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7679) for the relief of the heirs of 
Joseph Jennison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7680) granting a pension to Maria Thomas—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 7681) for the relief of Thomas Me- 
Namara—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 7682) granting a pension to Caroline 
D. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


oy SRS — rr * Je ti een a E EN 
A es 7 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 7683) for the relief of John H. Faul- 
coner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 7684) for the relief of Albert Wood— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7685) granting a pension to 
Julia E. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7686) for increase 
of pension to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR; A bill (H. R. 7687) removing dis- 
abilities from certain officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7688) for the relief of J. W. Potts—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7689) for the relief of Frances C. Ferguson — to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7690) for the relief of J. S. Snyder—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7691) for the relief of J. W. McFerren—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 7692) for the relief 
of Andrew B. Knapp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7693) to change the 
pacer Soma of Lieut. George B. McF'aul—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7694) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah 
Hughes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7695) to grant a pension to J. G. Caperton—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7696) to grant a pension to William S. Allin—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7697) to grant a pension to John Caulfield to 
the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7698) to grant a pension to Mrs. Eliza J. Rogers 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7699) to grant a pension to Samuel G. Briggs to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 7700) granting a pension to Jane 
A. Dunbar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7701) for the relief of 
Pleasant Markam—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


A bill (HL R. 5449) for the relief of the Ammoniated Fertilizer Com- 
pany of Washington, D. C.—Committee on the District of Columbia 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Resolutions of Charles J. Powers Post, No. 391, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Rochester, N. Y., favoring the service- 
pension bill for $8 per month to such as served ninety days or more, 
and 1 cent a day additional to those who served eight hundred days for 
such time as they served in excess of eight hundred days—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of A. N. Goodwin and 50 other citizens of 
Shiawassee County, Michigan, praying for legislation to prevent gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN;; Petition of Thomas C. Durbin and 29 others, 
citizens of Pioneer, Ohio, in favor of the bill to purchase Old Fort 
grounds in the Maumee Valley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Memorial of the Republican 
Club of New York, asking Congrees to pass an act ting and gov- 
erning the election of Representatives, so that the will of the rightful 
voters may be fairly expressed and honestly returned—to the Select 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papersin relation to claim of Rebecca Wilkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of Board of Trade, city of Minneapo- 
lis, protesting against reduction of duty on flax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. a 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of Henry C. Woll and others, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa.; of H. W. Allison and others, of Allentown, Pa.; of Henry 
Lively and 23 others, of Lancaster, Pa., asking that the Superintendent 
of Census be authorized and directed to collect data in relation to the 
electrical industry—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr, FITHIAN: Papers to accompany H. R. 6684, for the relief 
of David N. Deames—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Center Lodge, No. 1705, F. M. B. A., Jasper 
County, Illinois, against monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Sos memorial of Drapertown Lodge, No. 1945, F. M. B. A., Wayne 
County, Illinois, against monopolies and trusts—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 
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By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of Farmers’ Institute of 
Sixth Congressional district, Mount Carroll, III., asking Congress to 
resist repeal of the oleomargarine law or diminution of its efficiency— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ Institute, Mount Carroll, Sixth Congres- 
sional district, Illinois, asking vigorous measures to secure the removal 
of the restrictions on American meat products and cattle by France 
and Germany—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Affidavits for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Jennison, of Indiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in support of the bill granting a pension to Maria 
Thomas, of Union County, Indiana—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, memorial of J. E. Fouts Post, No. 272, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Indiana, in favor of the service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Orman post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Albia, Iowa, favoring allowance of arrears of pensions and in 
favor of prisoner and service pension bills—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Kellogg post, Grand Army of the Republic, Iowa, 
favoring service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS (by request): Petition of Harriet Tinnin, of Garner, 
Miss., fora pension as dependent mother—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: Resolutions of the Massachusetts Legislature, rela- 
tive to the opening of the Charlestown navy-yard and the building of 
battle-ships therein—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Legislature, in relation to the 
Soldiers’ Home at Chelsea, Mass.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Memorials of the Legislature of 
Massachusetts, as follows: 8 

Relating to the opening of the Char estown navy-yard and building 
of battle-ships therein—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Relating to railroad disasters and loss of life from the present mode 
of heating and coupling cars—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canais. 

Relating to Soldiers’ Home at Chelsea, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of old soldiers of Cherryyale, Kans., 
and vicinity, indorsing the Ingalls service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Topeka, Kans., asking Con- 
gress to 2 $6,200,000 to improve the harbor at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of soldiers of South Dakota, aski 
pension legislation in accordance with recommendations of Na 
Grand Army of the Republie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 896 citizens of Orleans County, New 
York, asking for an increase of tariff duty on beans—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of John P. Lacy, asking payment for 
services in capture of steamer Lady Washington during the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Additional papers in the case of 
D. K. Ponder, of Ripley County, Missouri—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition of Edmund Drake, asking 
for pay for a horse lost in war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Memorial of 114 members of John A. 
Logan Command, No. 7, Veteran Union Soldiers; also, 86 members of 
Edward A. King Command, No. 28, Veteran Union Soldiers, Depart- 
ment of Ohio, asking for the passage of per diem service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 3, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolution of 
the senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1890. 
Resolution in relation to the soldiers’ home in Massachusetts, at Chelsea, Mass, 
Whereas the soldiers’ home at Chelsea, Mass., has been supported by private 
and by gifts of the State and has falfilled all the functions of a State home 
or veterans of the late war: 
„That the Senators and Representatives of this State in Congress be 


requested to use every effort to secure such legislation ns will entitle the sol- 
diers’ home at to secure the benefit of the act of the Fiftieth Con- 
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gress which grants $100 from the Treasury of the United States towards the 
support of each veteran in any State home. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 23, 1890. 


Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk, 
SENATE, January 28, 1890, 


HENRY D, COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolution of 
the senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1890. 


Resolutions relating to railroad disasters aud Joss of life from the present modes 
of coupling and heating cars, 

Whereas thousands of persons are annually killed or injured in the making 
up of freight trains and handling the brakes of railroad cars used in interstate 
traflic, which might be prevented by the use of uniform automatic couplers and 
train brakes; and 

Whereas appalling railway disasters, attended by awful suffering and fearful 
Joss of life, result from the use of dangerous and unscientific methods of heating 
and lighting railway cars used in interstate passenger traffic; and i 

reas no system of coupling, heating, or lighting of cars which will be at 
once practicable, safe, and uniform is likely to be adopted by the several rail- 
road corporations,nor made compulsory by the laws of the several States: There- 


Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts in General Court assembled do most respectfully and earnestly 
urge upon Congress the consideration of the foregoing subjects, wiih a view to 
the of resolutions instructing the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
consider whether some uniform means may not be adopted to save life, prevent 
suffering, and add to the comfort and security of railway passengers and em- 
ployés fi heating, lighting, and operating of railway cars used in interstate 
commerce, to the end that said commission may make recommendations to 
the various railroads within its jurisdiction and report same to Congress, with 
such suggestions as to legislation on said subject as may seem necessary or ex- 

ent. 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the Congress of the United 
States and to each of our Senators and Representatives therein, 


SENATE, February 17, 1890. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolution of the 
senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1890, 


Resolutions relative to the opening of the Charlestown navy-yard and the build- 
ing of battle-ships therein. 


Whereas the Charlestown navy-yard, situated at the head of Boston Harbor 
and within the borders of ward 3, in the city of Boston, comprising about 200 
acres in territory and representing a valuation of many millions of dollars, with 
a magnificent water front, with docks aud wharves acceasible at all times to 
United States vessels of the heaviest draught; with store-houses, ship-houses, 
timber-sheds, a rope-walk, and foundries, and with unequaled railroad facili- 
ties, is „ acknowledged to be one of the finest naval stations in the 
country; an 

Whereas for some years it has been the policy of the National Government to 
make this navy-yard a closed yard,” where only a nominal force of men can 
be 5 sufficient to guard the Government property; and 

such a policy is not calculated to benefit the mechanics or laborers 
who reside in Boston and vicinity, nor to improve trade in that part of Boston 
where the navy-yard is situated, since idle property when not placed on the 
market does not contribute to the general welfare of a community or of a State; 
and 

Wherens the attention of the country has lately been directed to our Navy, 
the condition of which is greatly deplored by every lover of the flag; and if the 
recommendations of the President of the United States and the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Navy are to be carried out all 5 plants in the country. 
both public and private, will be utilized in the building of new cruisers; and 

Whereas during the late civil war over six hundred war vessels were built and 
equipped at this nayy-yard, and at one time more than fifty-five hundred men 
were employed therein; and 

with very little expense this navy: yard can be brought out of its stato 
of decay and be put in a suitable condition for building one at least of the new 
Government battle-ships : 8 

Resol That we instruct our Senators and request our Representatives in 
Congress to use their best endeavors to secure the passage of an act making 
the necessary appropriations to place the Charlestown navy-yard in working 
condition and oe hare battle-ships built therein. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby re- 
quested to urge such legislation as will secure the aa) aig rere in the Charles- 
town navy-yard, and in all the navy-yards of the United States, [of] those per- 
sons who are best qualifted for such service, under the rules and regulations of 
the Civil Service Commission, coe of political opinion. 

HENR . COOLIDGE, Clerk of the Senate. 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk of the House. 


Con curred. 


A true copy. Attest: 


A true copy. Attest: 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition quite numerously signed 
by gentlemen who are members of the Farmers’ Alliance, citizens of 
Nebraska, who pray that Congress will not pass the Windom bill or any 
similar measure or issue or refund bonds to furnish a basis for the issue 
of bank-notes; that silver shall be restored to free and unlimited coin- 
age on an equality with gold as it existed from the foundation of the 
Government to 1873; and that this money be supplemented by United 
States legal-tender notes until the volume of currency shall reach $50 
per capita of population; and that Congress shall discontinue the issue 
of any kind of money whatever, and also that Congress in its wisdom 
will provide for the continuance of banks under the supervision of the 
United States for the safety of depositors, 


All these matters seem to pertain to questions of finance, and I moye 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizensof Perkins County, 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of the per diem service-pension bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Santa Monica (Cal.) Board of 
Trade, praying for a deep-water harbor at Santa Monica; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Windham Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, of Cumberland County, Maine, remonstrating against large 
expenditures fora navy and coast defenses; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, š 

Mr. WASHBURN presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of the city of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the re- 
duction of the present import duties on flax fiber; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance, À 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Roscoe, Minn., favoring legislation in the interest of farmers; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the city council of Fe: 
Falls, Minn., favoring the erection of a public building at that place; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the Legislature of Florida, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[No, 12.] 
Memorial to Congress asking an ba 2 emai to dredge the bar and deepen the 
channel at the mouth of Manatee River, Florida. 


Whereas that the population and commerce of that section of the State which 
is tributary, to the Manatee River has been largely increased by the addition of 
new settlers and enterprises; and 

Whereas that this largely increased population and commercial necessities 
require larger and better vessels for their accommodation and the continued 
prosperity of the country: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the State of Flor- 
ida ask the Congress of the United States, through our Senators and Represent- 
atives, for an appropriation of $100,000 for the dredging and deepening of the 
channel at the mouth of said river. 

Approved May 24, 1889. 


STATE OF FLORIDA, Office Secretary of State, ss. : 

I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
is a correct transcript of the original now on file in this office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Tallahassee, 
the capital, this 26th day of February, A. D. 1890. 

[5RAL.] JNO. I. CRAWFORD, 

Secrelary of State, 

Mr. DAWES presented a resolution of the Civil Service Reform As- 
sociation of Newton, Mass., in favor of an appropriation for increasing 
the clerical force of the United States Civil Service Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr, DAWES, I also present sundry resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts in reference to subjects now before the 
Senate, praying for legislation thereon. I ask that the resolutions, ac- 
cording to the ordinary custom, be read, and referred to the appropriate 
committees, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Similar resolutions havealready been 
presented by the Chair, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Then I withdraw the copies I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of H. W. Allison, mayor of Allen- 
town, Pa., and other citizens of Pennsylvania, and the petition of the 
Standard Paint Company and the P. & B. Conduit and Construction 
Company, praying that the Superintendent of the Census be directed 
to collect certain data in relation to the electrical industry; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of A. S. Monnet, 
president of the Board of Trade of Pine Bluff, Ark., praying that an 
appropriation of $6,200,000 be made for the purpose of procuring deep 
water at Galveston, Tex.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of 129 citizens of Millbank, S. 
Dak., praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ‘ 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry petitions of the citizens of the State 
of Washington and a petition of the board of trustees of the Belling- 
ham Bay Chamber of Commerce, praying for the improvement of Swi- 
nomish Channel, inthe State of Washington; which were referred to the 

mmittee on Commerce. 


“Mr. ALLEN presented a resolution and petition of the Spokane Ty- ; » 


pographical Union, No. 193, in the State of Washington, in behalf ot // 
those engaged in the business of printing and its allied trades, request- 
ing that the Fifty-first Congress enact Senate bill No. 232, entitled A 
bill to amend Title LX, chapter 3, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to copyrights;’’ which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented the petition of Lewis Wolf, J. E. Edmiston, Will- 
iam H. Fants, and 19 other citizens of Columbia County, Washington, 
praying that Congress enact suitable laws defining the rights of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company within the 50-mile limitofits grant, 
and especially within that area on either side of the limit of its grant 
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known as the lieu land limit,” and that it enact laws to protect the 
‘rights of settlers on those lands; which was referred to the Committee 
‘on Public Lands, 

Mr. ALLEN. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce ot 
Port Townsend, Wash., setting forth the lack of all facilities on the 
northwestern Pacific coast, except in British Columbia, for the repair 
of large vessels; also stating the advantages afforded in Port Townsend 
Harbor for the site of a dry-dock and warehouses for marine supplies, 
and urging upon Congress the appointment of a commission to select 
a suitable site in that harbor for the construction of such dry-dock 
and warehouses. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Port Townsend, State of Washington, in which are set forth 
the rapid growth of population on Puget Sound, the growth and pros- 
perity of its numerous towns and cities, the wealth embarked ‘in its 
industries, and the importance of its commerce, and that this region 
and these interests are devoid of military and naval protection, while 
immediately across the Straits of Fuca, within hearing of our shores, 
Great Britain has constructed an important naval station, making it 
the headquarters of her North Pacific squadron, and is preparing to 
construct vast military works for the defense of that station and the 
adjoining city of Victoria; and, in conclusion, praying that, in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of General Nelson A. Miles, United 
States Army, commanding the division of the Pacific, made in 1889, 
Congress make suitable appropriation for the immediate construction 
of military works at Point Wilson, at Admiralty Head, and Narrow- 
stone Point for protection to the entrance to Admiralty Inlet and the 
approaches of Puget Sound, and that one or more naval vessels of the 
United States Navy be stationed at Port Townsend. 

Imove that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented two petitions of citizens and letter- 
carriers of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that increased compensation 
be granted letter-carriers; which were referred: to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of citizens of N evada, praying for 
the passage of a bill to reimburse the persons who rendered service and 
furnished supplies to aid the United States in repelling Indian hostili- 
ties in the Pyramid Lake Indian war of 1860; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of A. D. White and 49 other citizens of 
Della Plain, Tex., praying that an appropriation be made for the pur- 

of ascertaining the underground sources of supply of water to 
rrigate the arid region, and for the establishment of experimental 
farms; which was referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented the petition of W. O. Thompson and 23 other cit- 
izens of Chloride, N. Mex., and the petition of Richard Mansfield White 
and 114 other citizens of Hermosa, N. Mex., praying for the remoneti- 
zation of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, CaL, praying for the improvement of the harbor of 
San Pedro; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the California River Commission, 
praying or theimprovement of rivers in California; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented two petitions of citizensof Columbiana and 
vicinity, in the State of Ohio, and a petition of 90 citizens of Somers 
township, Noble County, Ohio, praying for the free coinage of silver; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of 137 citizens of South Carolina, the 
petition of C. Simmons and 30 other citizens of Clay County, Missis- 
sippi, and the petition of Kelly Racks and 54 other citizens of War- 
ren County, Mississippi, eyes er the passage of a general election 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petitions of sundry churches in Ohio, praying 
for the passage of a Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Salem (Ohio) Monthly Meeting 
of Friends and a memorial of the Miami (Ohio) Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, remonstrating against large appropriations for the Navy and 
coast defenses; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 703 citizens of the State of North 
Dakota, praying that asuflicient appropriation be made by Congress for 
the development of irrigation in North Dakota; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 300 citizens of Minnesota and a 
3 of sundry citizens of Minnesota, praying for the passage of a 

aw to prohibit fictitious transactions in farm products; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. eae the petition of A. B. Coffin and other members 
of the usetts board of gas and electric light commissioners, 
praying to have certain data in relation to the electrical industry col- 
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cage in the Eleventh Census; which was referred to the Committee 
on the 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of an organization known asthe 
Friends, of Blount County, Tennessee, remonstrating ce axed a 
expenditure for the construction of a navy and for coast defenses; whi 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a letter from H. A. Talbott, pastor of Trinity 


Methodist Episcopal Church, of New Albany, Ind., transmitting a reso- 
lution adopted by the Indiana Conference favoring an increase of chap- 
lainsin the United States Army; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented sundry petitions of the Mitchell- 
ville Alliance, No. 912 (62 members), of Polk County, Iowa, praying 
for the passage of an act to prohibit speculation in raw and manufact- 
ured farm products; which were referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Elisha B. Townsend 
Post, No. 100, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Bloomfield, Iowa, favoring the passage of the service-pension bill, the 
dependent-pension bill, and also the re-enactment of the arrearage act; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of sundry citizens of Pittsfield, 


III., engaged in the manufacture of cigars and the petition of sundry 


citizens of Peoria, III., engaged in the manufacture of cigars, praying 
for the retention of the tax on cigars and the internal-revenue system; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of Peoria Typographical Union, No. 
29, praying for the passage of the copyright bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 41 citizens of Berkshire, Tioga 
County, New York, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the senate and assembly 
of the State of New York, praying for the adoption of the joint resolu- 
tion (S, R. 46) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to cause the re- 
moval of the naval magazine from Ellis Island, New York Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HEARST presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Santa 
Monica, Cal.. praying for the improvement of the harbor at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Walsen- 
burgh, Colo.; a petition of the Greeley Board of Trade, of Greeley, Colo., 
and a petition of the Board of Trade of Huerfano County, Colorado, pray- 
ing for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Arkansas City, Kans.; resolutions adopted by the city council of To- 
peka, Kans,; resolutions adopted by the board of county commissioners 
of Ottawa County, Kansas, and resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Dodge City, Kans., praying for the passage of the bill mak- 
ing an appropriation of $6,200,000 to construct a deep harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 130 citizens of McPherson County, 
Kansas; a petition of 78 citizens of Montgomery County, Kansas, an 
a petition of 38 citizens of Cherry Valley, Kans., praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Lighting Creek Monthly Meeting 
of Friends, of Cherokee County, Kansas, praying for the rejection of 
the recommendation of the Naval Committee for a proposed increase 
of the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of 94 citizens of Waco, MeLennan 
County, Texas; a petition of 89 citizens of Waco, McLennan County, 
Texas, and a petition of 44 citizens of Waco, McLennan County, Texas, 
praying for the free coinageof silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from-the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S, 1696) forthe relief of Asher W. Foster, asked that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration, and that jt be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-R 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 23) for the relief of Daniel V. O'Leary, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion against 
William S. Bennett, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 39) accepting the donation of the 
battle-sword of the late Capt, Samuel Chester Reid, tendered as a gift 
by his son, Sam C. Reid, and providing for the presentation to him by 
Congress of a gold medal, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. TELLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Publie Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1847) restoring the homestead 1 — 
of Andrew C. Bailey, to report it adversely because the petitioner 
the right under the existing laws that he prays for. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The adverse report will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection, and the bill will be indefinitely gts a 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2846) to extend the provisions of an act entitled 
An act to settle certain accounts between the United States and the 
State of Mississippi and other States,’’ and for other purposes, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1333) explanatory of an act entitled An act to settle certain accounts be- 
tween the United States and the State of Mississippi and other States,” 
and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 41) author- 
izing the use and improvement of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1453) for the erection of a 
public building at Saginaw, Mich., reported if with an amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
608) for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon in the city of La Fayette, Ind., reported it with an amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2938) con- 
cerning the jurisdiction of courts of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2939) granting a pension to Mrs, Sarah 
J. Schafer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 2940) to increase the pension 
of Louisa M. Terry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2941) granting the buildings 
and four sections of land at Fort Sisseton to the State of South Dakota, 
for the use of the militia of the State; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Í 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2942) making an additional ap- 
propriation for the construction of a light-ship, with steam fog-signal, 
tor the mouth of the Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH. I introduce a bill which I will ask to have referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to the bill. It is a bill to provide 
for the obligatory attendance at school of the children in Alaska. I 
am not quite certain as to the power of Congress to delegate, as pro- 

by the bill, the powerto make regulations, with penalties, to the 

etary of the Interior, but I hope the committee will give attention 

to the subject, as it is a very important one, and I may submit to the 
committee a substitute for the bill. 

The bill (S. 2943) to provide for the obligatory attendance at school 
of the children in Alaska was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a 
public building at Fergus Falls, Minn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2945) for the relief of John S. 
Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2946) for the relief of Peter Runquist, 
of Steilacoom, Pierce County, Washington, and the legal heirs or rep- 
resentatives of Ellis Barnes, deceased, late of Whatcom County, Wash- 
ington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2947) increasing the pension 
of Harrison Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2948) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection ofa public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2949) granting a pension 
to Ezra E. Annis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2950) for the erection of a public 
building at Leadville, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2951) for the purpose 
of securing the attendance of witnesses before the registers of the United 
States land offices; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2952) for the relief of the widow of 
Ward B. Blanchard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. PADDOCK. By request, without committing myself in any re- 
ma whatever to the principle of the bill or to its support, I introduce 
a ` 


The bill (S. 2953) to repeal the fourth and fifth sections of An act 
to te commerce, known as the long and short haul’’ and 
pooling sections of the interstate commerce law, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles 
A. Norton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He introduced a bill (S. 2955) to validate 555 filings. 


and pre-emption proofs made within the States of North and South 
Dakota, Montana, and Washington; which was read twice by its title, 

oe v the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
ie Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2956) to provide for increased 
pension to be paid to James D. Elderkin; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to John E, 
Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask leave to introduce a bill on behalf of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGaN], who requested me to intro- 
duce the bill, he having to retire from the Senate Chamber by reason 
of illness. 

The bill (S. 2958) for the relief of the legal representatives of Jo- 
seph Hamlin, deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2959) 
to authorize the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to make 
certain leases of lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2960) to authorize the 
building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, Ark., across the Arkansas River; 
which was read twice’ by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2961) for the relief of J. W. Davis 
arid L. Strauss & Co., for the extension of a patent; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2962) to provide for the in- 
crease of the limit of cost of site and public buildings at Newark, N. J.; 
which was read twice by its titie, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2963) for the relief of First Lieut. 
Charles G. Ayres, Tenth Cavalry; which was read twice by itstitle, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 63) providing for tak- 
ing the census in Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Census. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. r 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2680) to amend an act entitled An act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of 
the same for postal, military, and other purposes, approved July 1, 
1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act ap- 
proved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; 
and to provide for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of 
bonds to aid in the construction of certain of the railroads, and to secure 
to the United States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the com- 
panies therein mentioned; which was ordered to be printed and lie on 
the table. A 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ALASKA SEAL FISHERIES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas section 1963 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provided 
tunt When the lease heretofore made by the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
Alaska Commercial Company * * = issurrendered, forfeited, or terminated, 


—, of the Secretary, and that in the mean time the 
Secretary will refrain execnting or delivering any lease of said right to take 


1890. 


quired into by the 

Mr. VOORHEES. Inasmuch as the Committee on Finance meets to- 
morrow and can take up the resolution, I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance for their consideration and report. I prefer its 
consideration by the committee before asking the action of thé Senate 
upon it. 

Ehe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the order to print been made? 

Mr, FRYE. It will be printed anyway, under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed. The 
Chair asks the Senator from Indiana if he intended it to be a concur- 
rent or a joint resolution? 

Mr. VOORHEES. A concurrent resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MePimerson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 15) to pension Julia Fleming; 

A bill (H. R. 16) to pension Hiram Wilbur; 

A bill (H. R. 1019) granting a pension to David A. Taler 

A bill (H. R. 1043) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst; 

A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill (H. R. jer granting a pension to John R. Petrie; 

A bill (H. R. 1873) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 1875) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Groff; 

A bill (H. R. ptt granting a ion to Mary A. Kinsley; 

A bill (H. R. 2132) to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring; 

A bill (H. R. 2615) for the relief of Mattie W. House; 


A bill (H. R, Lit increasing the pension of John Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 3058) granting a pension to George L. Beighley; 

A bill (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Samuel L. M. Proctor; 

A bill (H. R. erie granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

A bill (H. R. 3404) for the relief of John Curran; 

A bill (H. R. 3530) to grant a pension to Huldah Burton; 

A bill (H. R. 3582) to pension Joel B. Tribble for services in Indian 
war. 

A bill (H. R. bh granting a pension to Cynthia Day; 

A bill (i R. 3955) granting a pension to Ann Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 3956) granting a pension to Ellen Shears; 

A bill (H. R. 3961) to increase the pension of Stephen Cooper; 

A bill . R. 4046) to pension Mary Bailey; 


A bill (H. R,-4102) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 

A bill (H. R. 4202) to pension Henry S. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 4495) granting an increase of pension Thomas Riley, 
late of Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 4749) for the relief of Elizabeth O. Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing; 


A bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain; 

A bill (H. R, 4854) to pension Green B. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Delia W. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 4865) granting a pension to Carrie B. Wirtz; 

A bill (H. R. 4984) granting a pension to Thomas Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 8890 granting a pension to Mary Taffe; 

A bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to Henrietta L. Arlin; 

A bill (H. R. 5161) granting a pension to Robert Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 5488) to increase the pension of Mary M. Gibson, widow 


of Commander William Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober; 

A bill 85 R. 5886) granting a pension to David Deans; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky; ' 

A bill (H. R. a granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow; 

A bill (H. R. 6304) granting a pension to Frederick Bischer; and 

A bill (H. R. 7010) for the relief of John J. Freeland. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War. 

The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
| request, the bill (S. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subport of 
entry and delivery in the collection district of Minnesota, and for other 
purposes, 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of 4,500 additional copies of the report of the 
board of engineers apponi by the Secretary of War to make a crit- 
ical examination of thenorthwest coast of the Gulf of Mexico, etc. 

NEXICAN AWARDS. 


Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] and the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] are interested in Senate bill 
374, Order of Business 32. Both the Senators are in attendance this 
morning, and I ask that the bill be made a special order for two weeks 
from to-day at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES, 
three weeks from to-day ? 
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fur-seals to said North American Commercial Company, until the subject is in- | Mr. DOLPH. I will say either one that suits the Senator from In- 


Did the Senator from Oregon say two weeks or | Senate for consideration. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Say three weeks from to-day. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the bill be made a special order for three 
weeks from to-day at 2 o’clock. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (8. 374) to amend and enlarge the act ap- 
proved June 18, 1878, entitled An act to provide for the distribution 
of the awards made under the convention between the United States 
of America and the Republic of Mexico,” concluded on the 4th day of 
July, 1868. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I object to making any special order, especially a 
bill of that character, which is infinitely of less importance than dozens 
of other measures. It can only be done by a two-thirds vote, and I 
hope the Senator from Oregon will not press it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Oregon moyes that 
the bill the title of which has just been read be made the special order 
for this day three weeks at 2 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the motion to make it a special order debatable ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion is de- 
batable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am opposed to making special 
orders; first, because they do not expedite the public business, and 
generally stand in the way and prevent the Senate from proceeding in 
regular order with business; but above all in regard to a bill of this 
character, involving a claim that has been discussed over and over 
again, a claim that can not be paid without some provision of law, to 
spend the time of the Senate in making it a special order and giving it 
the preference over all the bills upon the Calendar, I thinkis illogical and 
unnecessary. It requires atwo-thirds vote to make it a special order, 
and no special order ought ever to be made unless it is a special sub- 
ject requiring the immediate attention of Congress. Then that excep- 
tional priority may be given to it which results from its being made a 
special order, 

But this bill, as we know, has been here for ten years. It has been 
debated overand overagain. It isa matter of no importance whether 
it passes or not, because the money is in the Treasury of the United 
States and can not be paid out without a law. It is an old soldier; it 
has marched in many battles; while there are many bills involving 
business of great importance pressing upon the Senate. 

I hope that the Senate will notin any case make a special order un- 
less there are special and peculiar reasons why a bill should be made a 
special order. There are bills that are pressing, in regard to which rea- 
sons could be given why this exceptional order should be made, but 
this is not one of them. ` 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I difer entirely with the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations both in regard to the importance 
of this bill and as to the propriety of making it a special order. It 
may be an old soldier; but, if it is, it ought to have been disposed of 


ong ago. 

The bill proceeds upon the allegation and upon the report of a com- 
mittee that a gross fraud was perpetrated upon this Government and 
upon the Government of Mexico in securing the award which it is pro- 
posed to re-examine here. Ido not remember that the bill has been 
discussed in open Senate, The Senator knows that in executive session 
this question has heen discussed, and diseussed quite thoroughly, and 
that is one of the reasons given why this bill is now necessary. 

Asubcommittee was appointed of the Senate Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations in the last Congress that took a large amount of testimony and re- 
ported a voluminous volume oftestimony just before the close of the Con- 
gress, In order that this bill might be early brought before the Senate and 
before Congress it was reported early in this session. It is understood 
that the Senator from Indiana desires to be present when the bill is be- 
ing discussed. He has been in ill-health and has been absent from the 
Senate a great deal since the present session of Congress commenced. 
The Senator from Alabama has also been ill and absent from the Senate, 
and Ihavenotfeltatliberty, with the understanding that { had with those 
Senators and with the desire which has been expressed to me by the 
Senator from Indiana and some others to be present when the bill was 
discussed, to call it up in their absence; and therefore it has been passed 
over until the present time. 

This morning is the first time that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] have both 
been in the Senate Chamber fora longtime, I took occasion to còn- 
sult them as to the time when it would suit their convenience so as to 
agree upon a time when the bill could be made a special order. It is 
for their convenience that I propose the date named. 

I will state to the Senate that while I do not wish to discommode 
either the Senator from Indiana or any other Senator who desires to 
speak upon this bill, while I desire them to be present and have an op- 
portunity to discuss it, if the Senate is not willing to set the bill for 
consideration at a time when it would suit their convenience I shall 
consider myself absolved from the proposed agreement and shall feel 
at liberty to make an attempt at any time to get the bill before the 
It is for their convenience and on account of 
the illness of both Senators that I make the motion this morning. 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not see that the Senator from Oregon | the American legation in the Empire of Turkey to the gets of asecond-class 


gains anything by trying to make this bill a special order. Under the 5 E SEY, and minister plenipoten- 
statement that he has made of the reasons why he wishes to have the bill ENE 
brought up at a particular day, he can at any time by a majority vote, = PET COREE ON GULT OF MELLO 


if the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Alabama are present, The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
get the bill up for consideration, and suit their convenience. But it | concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
requires a two-thirds vote, as stated by the Senator from Ohio, to make | referred to the Committee on Printing: 


$ E v 1 i Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
a bill a special order. Ihave never seen in the conduct of bills here printed, for the use of the Senate and House, 4,500 additional copies of the 


anything to be gained by a special order. The Senate at any time it board Seore 

eho may substitute another bill. So far asmy 55 goes it . N Gulf Mexico ey 5 

does not advance a measure in the least. Any day the Senator can senna what point or points on said coast should be selected for improvement 

move to take the bill up, and a majority vote of the Senate will d that. In dhe sundry civil appropehcion wot of the hiftioth Congress of which eddie 
Fae are 3 baporen 8 vah 7 poen 525 the 3 tional number 1,500 shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,000 for the use of the 

along time where no a p 3 made to set them down as | House. 

ee orders, but the Senators in charge of them watch the proceed - HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

ings, and when a convenient opportunity offers submit the question to | The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 

a majority of the Senate whether upon the day when the motion is | severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

made the Senate will take up the particular bill, and the Senate is not | Pensions: 

thus embarrassed by unadvisedly making assignments for days ahead, A bill (H. R. 15) to pension Julia Fleming; 


which, when the day isreached, may be set aside with altogether dif- A bill (H. R. 16) to pension Hiram Wilbur; 
ferent conditions existing from the present. A bill (H. R. 1019) granting a pension to David A. Lippy; 
-I agree with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the prac-} A bill (H. R. 1043) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst; 
tice of making special assignments is not a good one, and in the last A bill or R. 1246) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 
dozen years it has largely fallen into disrepute. As the Senator from A bill (H. R. 1678) granting a pension to John R. Petrie; 
Connecticut says, if one man does it with his bill every man will want} A bill (H. R. 1873) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 
to do it, and before we know it the future will be mortgaged, and when A bill (H. R. 1875) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Groff; 
the day comes every man will want to bring about an arrangement, as A bill (H. R. 1987) granting a pension to Mary A. Kinsley; 
a majority of Senators can do. A bill (H. R. 2132) to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring; 
I do not object to the Senator’s bill. I know nothing aboutit. It A 12 R. 2615) for the relief of Mattie W. House; 


8 


may be a bill of the greatest importance, but I do not see what he A bil 
gains by his motion. A bill 

Mr. DOLPH. I will tell the Senator what I gain, if the Senator will] A bill 
permit me. I gain this, that the Senators for whom this bill has been A bill 
waiting on the Calendar under the eighth rule, it being one of the first A bill 


R. 2767) increasing the pension of John Taylor; 

. 3058) granting a pension to George L. Beighley; 
3227) for the relief of Samuel L. M. Proctor; 

. 3262) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

. 3404) for the relief of John Curran; 
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bills reported, having been reported on the 18th day of December from A bill R. aon to grant a pension to Huldah Burton; 
the Committee on Foreign Relations—the Senator from Indiana [Mr. A bill (H. R. 3582) to pension Joel B. Tribble for services in the In- 
VOORHEES] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] will ex- | dian war; 
pect to be here then and take part in the discussion of this bill. They A bill (H. R. 3955) granting a pension to Ann Ford; 
will know thatit is set down for that day, and unless there is some un- A bill (H. R. 3956) granting a pension to Ellen Shears; 
finished business it will come upat a certain and particular time. The A bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Cynthia Day; 
Senator from Alabama has had charge of this bill heretofore, although | A bill (H. R. 2940 to inerease the pension of Stephen Cooper; 
I reported it at the present session, and the Senator from Indiana has] A bill (H. R. 4046) to pension Mary Bailey; 
enga in the discussion of this question. Both of them are in ill- A bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 
health and not able to be in attendance all the time. A bill (H. R. 4202) to pension Henry S. Morgan; 

That is what I gain by notifying those Senators, and they ought to A bill (H. R. 4495) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, 
understand that the bill will come up on a particular day when it will | late of Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry; 
suit their convenience, as far as they can now tell, and they will be on A bill (H. R. 4749) for the relief of Elizabeth O. Gibson; 
hand if ible. A bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The question recurs on the motion A bill (H: R. 4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain; 
of the Senator from Oregon that the bill the title of which has been A bill (H. R. 4854) to pension Green B. Lee; 
read be made a special order for this day three weeks, at 2 o’clock in A bill Gr R. 4855) granting a pension to Delia W. Marshall; 
the afternoon. A bill (H. R. peer granting a pension to Carrie B. Wirtz; 

Mr. GEORGE. This day two weeks or three weeks? A bill 85 R. 4984) granting a pension to Thomas Kelly; 

Mr. DOLPH. This day three weeks. A bill (H. R. 5 5 granting a pension to Mary Taffe; 

Mr. GEORGE. call the attention of the Senator from Oregon toa A bill i R. 5030) granting a pension to Henrietta L. Arlin; 
fact probably not known to him. I understood him to say that the A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Robert Hill;. 
bill was postponed on account of the sickness of the Senator from Ala- A bill (H. R. 5488) to increase the pension of Mary M. Gibson, widow 
bama [Mr. MORGAN]. of Commander William Gibson; 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Alabama was present in the Senate A bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober; 


this morning, and consented to this motion at that time, A bill (H. R. 575 granting a pension to David Deans; 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to say to the Senator from n that it| A bill (H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
has already transpired by the remarks of the Senator from South Car- | Lischewsky; 
olina [Mr. BUTLER] in introducing a bill on behalf of the Senator from A bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow; 
Alabama [Mr. Morcan], and it is also within my knowledge that since | A bill G. R. 6304) granting a pension to Frederick Bischer; and 
the Senator from Alabama appeared on the floor this morning he was] A bill (H. R. 7010) for the relief of John J. Freeland. 


taken ill and had to retire. A MINNEAPOLIS A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 
Mr. DOLPH. Tunderstood that, but I consulted with both the Sen-] The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
atthe PRESIDENT pro. pata The question is on the motion of sees: fant She Hs eee 
1 Ordered, That the Clerk of the House of Representati irected - 
the Senator from Oregon that the bill be made a special order. turn to the Banale: aale — with its recuse ie rolled nat (8. $08) to 
The motion was not agreed to. constitute Minneapolis, Minn,, a subport of entry and delivery in the collection 


Mr. DOLPH. I wish to state to the Senator from Indiana [Mr.] “strict of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 


VooRHEES] that I will move on the first occasion to take up the bill. Mr. WASHBURN. I offer the following concurrent resolution, and 
7 ask for its present consideration: 

DUTY ON HOPS. Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That in the en- 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 3 of ne bs Eoy to ee 8 Minn as subport of entry 

e] 2 an live n the co. on r ol nneso! and for er purposes, e 

dered to lie on the table and be printed: Secretary o the Senate be authorized to insert the word “ eighty R ht” in lieu 
berge pe 8 8 ey 9 of a Monse of the word “eighty-two where it occurs in section 2 of said enrolled bill. 

revenue bill relating to duties on „and they are here rected to : = F 

282 the advisability of 3 duties on the product pi Pere} hops I desire to state that a mistake was made in the re € clause of 

imported into this country from cents per pound, the present rate, to 20 cents | the bill in the office of the Public Printer. The word “two” was sub- 

per pound, stituted for the word eight.“ This makes it as the bill was originally 

MISSION TO TURKEY. introduced and 


passed. 
Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: unanimous consent that the concurrent resolution may be considered 


Resolved, That the Committee on F. Relations be, and th hereby, nom. Is there objection? f 
directed to inquire and report to the — aa to thon advisability Of advancing The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
orning busi- 


tempore. If there be no further m 
ness, the Secretary report the first Order of Business on the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. 


The bill (S. 208) to regulate commerce carried on by telegraph was 
announced as first in order. 

Mr. HOAR. What becomes of the cases that were passed over with- 
out prejudice? Are they not announced until they are called up? 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are not called under this or- 

der, but are subject to be called on motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to call up the bill for the increase of the 
salaries of the district judges, which is No. 251 on the Calendar. 

770 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the bill 
by title. 


The PRESIDENT 


i 
SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 251, Senate bill No. 174, fix- 
ing the salaries of the several judges of the United States district 
courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other pur, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been read at length 
heretofore, and is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me inquire what is the scope of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it is of great length I do not care to have it 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a brief bill and will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say a few words only in regard to that bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to have order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill will be subject to the five- 
minute rule of debate, i 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand, $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appeals to the Senate to 
bein order, so that business may proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to the consideration of the bill under the 
five-minute rule, 

Mr. HOAR, I move to proceed to its consideration at the present 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed, notwithstanding the objection, with 
the consideration of the bill, [Putting the question.] The Chair is 
unable to decide. Senators in the affirmative will rise and stand until 
counted. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask a question of order, 
and I call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. Iwantto 
ask if it was not ed on one day last week on both sides of the 
Chamber that this bill should be taken up to-day. However, I so un- 
derstood it so far as the gentlemen who took partin the agreement were 
concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let the question be stated again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill notwithstanding the objection, the object be- 
ing to remove the limitation of five-minute debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this bill has been repeatedly debated 
at length, and always when it has come to a vote it has been passed 
by the Senate by a large majority, some four or five times in ail. ido 
not think, therefore, that itis worth while to detain the Senate by pre- 
senting the argument in its favor. A very large proportion of this 
body are experienced lawyers, and those who are not are business men 
with large information, understanding the wants and the necessities 
of the administration of justice in this country. The judges of the 
United States district court have now salaries ranging from $3,000 up 
to $5,000, and I think there is one of them as low as $2,500. They 
are called upon, however, in the first place, to abandon all other lucra- 
tive occupation. It would not be consistent with the proprieties of 
their office to engage in business, especially to be engaged in the busi- 
ness for which the training of their lives has fitted them, that of the 
pecs of the law; so that whether the district have a large amount of 

usiness or not the judge has to hold himself aloof from everything but 
the duties of his office during the whole year. These judges are called 
upon to be transferred from one judicial district to another and in many 
instances to hold circuit courts, the business of which is pressing more 
and more and becoming more and more accumulative in our important 
judicial centers. 

If there should be a way, the judges of this court have jurisdiction ot 
prize causes, the most important class of questions that can arise, and 
the class of decisions which determine the fame and the authority of 
the jurisprudence of the United States among the nations of the world. 
However eminent may be a common-law judge, however eminent a 
fame may be gained by the construction and interpretation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States itself, by decisions which keep the forces 
of the State and the nation alike within their appointed bounds, by 
decisions upon which the personal rights both of liberty and property 
of every man in the country in the last resort depend, it is not too much 


to say that there is no judicial fame in that class of judicial decisions 
which compares for purity, for splendor, and for extent to that of the 
judge who administers the law of nations in the great prize causes 
which come up in time of war. The fame of Lord Stowell and of 
other English prize judges, and the fame gained by Judge Story, and 
more recently by Judge Sprague in the late war, is not confined to the 
limits of the country or to the American bar, or even to the English- 
speaking nations, but it is co-extensive with civilization itself, and 
wherever men are governed in their intercourse with each other by the 
rules of law, the fame of the great judge who determines these great 
causes in time of national war penetrates and is cherished and abides. 

Mr. President, it is well known that in some of our most important 
districts the Government has been unable to obtain the services of the 
most eminent members of the bar by reason of these inadequate sala- 
ries, It is well known that in the great city of New York, our prin- 
cipal commercial city, one of the ablest and most brilliant jurists of 
our time, a man to whom this occupation was especially congefial 
and attractive, a famous lawyer of a famous race, Judge William F, 
Choate, after entering upon the duties of the office with the expecta- 
tion that Congress would provide a proper salary if he accepted it, 
Congress failing to advance the salary, was obliged to withdraw him- 
self from the bench and resume his practice in order that he might 
with a fair decency support and educate the family who were depend- 
ent upon him, and to-day the salary of the judge of the district court 
in New York is but $4,000 per annum. That is the salary in Boston, 
in Philadelphia, and ia Chicago, I think. 

Mr. President, there have been two methods which have suggested 
themselves for dealing with this question. One is to take these offices, 
one by one, consider the extent of labor which the judge is called upon 
to perform, the amount of service in his court, and regulate each salary 
by itself. Well, that has been attempted three or four times and it 
has been found, in the existing condition of pwblic opinion in the Sen- 
ate, to be impracticable. Senators have urged that they would not 
consent that the judge of the district in which they were especially in- 
terested, having to devote the wHole year to the service of the country, 
should be put at a disadvantage in point of honor and dignity, so far 
as that is measured by the salary, in comparison with his brethren in 
other districts. I understand from an honorable friend who sits near 
me that the district judge in Vermont has performed more judical serv- 
a in the State of New York for many years than he has in his own 

istrict. 

Another method has been to take the highest judge of a State court 
where the district is situated and to graduate the salary of the United 
States district judge by that. That, I understand, was the plan on 
which these salaries were originally scaled at the beginning of the Gov- 
ernment, but objections to that plan are quite obvious. It lays down 
the authority of Congress; it remits to the States the question of de- 
termining the proper compensation of one of our public servants, and 
in many cases it leaves no opportunity for correcting erroneous or par- 
simonious judgment in the States. 

So the committee determined to report this bill, which, in their judg- 
ment, assigned to all the judges of this court the least salary which 
any of them should receive, making in some instances an increase of 
$1,000 or $1,500, in one or two instances of $2,500, and to leave the 
question of dealing with these salaries so faras the great centers are 
concerned to be separately dealt with hereafter. 

In support of that policy, it may be suggested that it is evident that 
there is to be in the near future an entire revision of the arrangement 
of the courts of the United States in reference to jurisdiction and to 
the labor and service of thejudges, The docket of the Supreme Court 
of the United States is so crowded that cases entered to-day, inthe 
ordinary course of business of that court will not be reached for more 
than four years, and the excess of the new business over what the court 
disposes of is increasing every year with the growth of the country, so 
that some arrangement undoubtedly will be entered into at a very 
early day to relieve the Supreme Court. That arrangement is likely 
to involve new arrangements for the several circuits, and to require 
new and larger employment for the various judges of the district courts, 
whose service undoubtedly will be called for in the new courts which 
may be established to intercept and share the business which is now 
performed by the Supreme Court of the United States. Then any 
further increase of salary beyond this sum which the committee now 
propose will bea subject of consideration when new duties are imposed 
upon these judges. 

At present this bill, so far as I am responsible forit and understand 
its scope, goes on the ground that it gives a uniform salary to these mag- 
istrates of uniform dignity, being the lowest sum which in the opinion 
of the committee it was proper that any one of them should receive. 

As I said, Mr. President, it does not seem to me important, certainly 
now, to detain the Senate, every member of which has reflected upon 
this subject, nearly every member of which is familiar with the previ- 
ous debates upon it, by a fuller and further statement at the present 
time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, this billisanold friend, It has been 
heretofore before the Senate, has passed it, I believe, two or three times, 
but it has failed in the other House. I have very strong objections to 
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the passage of this bill; objections based, as I believe, entirely upon 
the public good. I shall ‘ore present the objections as they occur 
to me, with, however, very little hope that anything I may say or any- 
thing that may be said by any other Senator who opposes this bill will 
have the effect of preventing its 

In the first place, Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that this billis the first one, if it becomes a law, in 
the history of the Government in which the salaries of all the district 
judges of the United Statesare made thesame. Commencing with the 
first law upon the subject passed in 1789, we find that the Congress fixed 
the salary of the district judge of each district in the United States 
with reference to the amount of duties he had to perform and with ref- 
erence to the amount of professional gains in the State in which he held 
his office. In the first act, the salaries ranged from $800 in Delaware 
to $1,800 in South Carolina. They ranged all the way between those 
two figures; some were $1,000; some were $1,200; some were $1,400; 
some were $1,600; and one or two were $1,800. So the impossible leg- 
islative feat which the Senator from Massachusetts invakes as a reason 
for the passage of this bill, that is, the impossibility of fixing diverse 
salaries in the several districts in the United States, was performed 
without difficulty in 1789, kept up without difficulty through a long 
series of years, and even to the present day, for the salaries now e 
from $3,500 to $5,000. I do not see, therefore, that we ought to yield 
tothe argument pressed by the Senator from Massachusetts that we 
should give the judges of the districts which are entitled to lower sal- 
aries an additional sum because the Senate of the United States is in- 
competent to perform a plain duty imposed uponit by the Constitution, 
to fix the salaries of these various officers according to what is right. 

I admit, Mr. President, from conversation with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EVARTS] and from general knowledge of the condition 
of affairs in New York City, that the sun of $4,000 is an insufficient 
compensation for the judge of that district. I will go further; so far 
as tl e eity of New York is concerned and as to one or two other places 
in the Union, I will admit that the salary given by this bill is insuffi- 
cient in those places. d 

I take it, in dealing with this question, that the Senate has no desire 
to reward any favorites that happen to bein office; thatthe Senate has 
no desire to give a compensation to any man or any officer beyond his 
legal deserts. The argument of the Senator from Massachusetts is that 
because we are incompetent from feeling, from attachment to the vari- 
ous district judges, to discharge the duties imposed upon us by the 
Constitution and to give to each one of these judges the exact amount 
which would be a fair and reasonable compensation to him, therefore 
we should give a large number of them a very large addition to their 
salaries when this addition is not deserved. I do not believe that we 
are incompetent to discharge our duties on that subject. I donot be- 
lieve that this body or the other branch of Congress when they come to 
consider this question are incompetent to fix the just compensation for 
each one of these district judges. If we are incompetent to do so, the 
thing we ought to dois to resign our places and not to fix a compensa- 
tion undeserved by the officer and thereby increase the burdens of the 

ple. 

2 Nut, Mr. President, a very wise man many years ago had something 
to say about this increase of salaries and about high salaries and low 
salaries, probably the wisest man practically who ever figured in Ameri- 
can politics. I will take leave, therefore, to readin the hearing of the 
Senate what this wise man said. I read from a speech made—it is 
hardly necessary after I have described him for me to mention his name, 
but, as my remarks may be read by some one who is not as familiar 
with the history of the country as Senators are, I presume it will be 
proper for me to say that he was Benjamin Franklin. He said: 

Sir, there are two ions which have a powerful influence in the affairsof 


men. These are ambition and ayarice—the love of power and the love of money. 
pine org and each of these has great force in prompting men to action; butwhen 
united in view of the same object they haye in many minds the most violent 
effects. Place before the eyes of such men a post of honorthat shall at the same 
time be a place of profit, and they will move heaven and earth to obtain it, 
The vast number of such places it is that renders the British Government so 
tempestuous. The les for them are the trne source of all those factions 
which are perpetually dividing the nation, distracting its councils, hurrying it 
sometimes into fruitless and mischievous wars, and often compelling a submis- 
sion to dishonorable terms of peace. 

Sir, though we may set out in the beginning with moderate salaries, we shall 
find that such will not be of long continuance. Reasons will never be wanting 
for proposed augmentations; and there will always be a party for giving more 
to 3 that the rulers may be able in return to give more to them. Hence, 
as all history informs us, there has been in every state and kingdom a constant 
kind of warfare between the governing and the governed, the one striving to 
obtain more for its support and the other to pay less. 


And that warfare has developed this morning, and in that warfare I 
think it is the duty of the Senate of the United States to take sides, and 
take sides in favor of those who are not here to speak for themselves, 
the tax-payers of the United States. 

Mr. President, I haveread this toshow how salaries increase; to show 
that Benjamin Franklin was a true prophet; that when you commence 
with moderate salaries, the tendency is from year to year to constantly in- 
creasethem. In this constant warfare so described by this distinguished 
patriot between the governing and the governed you will find that the 
8 have always succeeded in defeating their adversaries—I use 

term with deliberation—succeeded in defeating their adversaries 


by increasing, as Benjamin Franklin said they would increase, salaries 
from the beginning down to the present time. I will make that remark 
good before I go further. I read this for two purposes in the hearing 
of the Senate: first, to prove that Franklin was right in the prediction 
that this warfare would continue always and be always successful in 
an augmentation of salaries; and, second, to prove that, however in- 
competent we may be, the present Senate of the United States, as the 
Senator from Massachusetts said we were, to do justice to the people 
of the United States by creating a diversity in the salaries, yet in the 
better and purer days of the Republic no such difficulty was found. 

I call the attention of the Senate now to the salaries of the Supreme 
Court judges of the United States. In 1789 they were fixed at $3,500, 
and at that sum the most illustrious judges who ever adorned that 
bench served, among them Joseph Story and John Marshall. After 
many years and after John Marshall died, or about the time of his 
death, the salary was raised to $4,500. There was the first advance. 
As predicted by Benjamin Franklin, in afew years later, after John 
Marshall died and after Joseph Story died, the salary was fixed at 
$6,000. At that figure it remained until 1871. Then, because the cur- 
rency in which the salaries of these judges was paid was depreciated — 
I do not know how much, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] can 
probably inform me—in 1871, the difference between greenbacks and 
gold was 20 or 30 per cent., was it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should say about 20 per cent. 

Mr. GEORGE. When they were paid in currency 20 to30 per cent. 
discount, that being the reason given for raising the salaries, the salaries 
were raised to $8,000 a year. In 1873, there still being a discount in 
the currency in which these jndges were paid, their salary was raised 
to $10,000. Now, they are paid in gold or its equivalent. I refer to that 
as an illustration of the argument made by Benjamin Franklin. You 


may commence with moderate salaries and the continual warfare will 


result in continual victory to the governing and in continual defeat to 
the governed. 

Now, I go to the salaries of the very officers who are the beneficiaries 
of this bill. In 1789 the district judge of Maine received $1,000; of 
New Hampshire, $1,000; of Massachussetts, $1,200, and in 1816 it was 
raised in Massachusetts to$1,600; in Connecticut, $1,000; in New York, 
$1,500, and in 1819 it was raised to $1,600. In New Jersey thesalary 
was $1,000; in Pennsylvania it was $1,600, and when the western dis- 
trict of that State was formed in 1818 the judge of that district had 
$1,600. In Delaware the salary was put at $800, and here, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I desire to remark, because I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it, occurred with reference to that little State an astonishing and 
unparalleled result or event in reference tosalaries, It was raised sub- 
sequently in Delaware to $1,600, and the next time Congress revised 
the salary it was reduced to $1,500, that being the single, solitary in- 
stance in the history of the United States in which the governed ever 
got the advantage of the governing in the fixing of salaries. 

In Maryland, under the act of 1789 it, thesalary of the district judge, 
was 81,500; in Virginia, $1,800; in South Carolina the salary was fixed 
at $1,800, and in Georgia at $1,500. Rhode Island was not then a mem- 
ber of the Union; she came in in 1790. When she came in the salary 
of her district judge was, like that of Delaware, fixed at $800. In Ten- 
nessee, in 1796, the salary of the district judge was fixed also at $800, and 
without remembering who that judge was, I might appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, now present, if he was not as competent and as 
faithful as any other district judge ever was in the State of Tennessee. 

In Ohio, on her admission to the Union, the salary of the district 
judge was fixed at $1,000. In Louisiana, on her admission, the salary 
was fixed at $3,000, larger than any salary up to that time that had 
ever been given to any district judge of the United States. In Indiana, 
admitted in 1817, the salary was fixed at $1,000. In Mississippi; ad- 
mitted in the same year, the salary was fixed at $2,000. 

I might go all the way through these dreary statistics. It is un- 
necessary to do so. Ican summarize the whole of itin this way: that 
at every time, except in the remarkable case of Delaware, when these 
salaries were touched—and they were touched too often for the benefit 
of the people—there was an increase until we came to the general act 
passed in 1873, when the salary of all the district judges in the United 
States was fixed at $3,500, except about six or eight. 

But there was a distinction, there was a difference made in favor of 
New York, there was a difference made in favor of Louisiana, there was 
a difference made in favor of the judge in California, there was a differ- 
ence made in favor of the judges in Pennsylvania, and possibly others 
that I do not remember now. I believe, however, I have it before me. 
The salary of the judge of the district court of California was fixed at 
$5,000, and that is what he gets now under the present law, and the 
judges of the district of Massachusetts, the northern, southern, and 
eastern districts of New York, the eastern and western districts of 
Pennsylvania, the district of New Jersey, the district of Maryland, 
the southern district of Ohio, and the northern district of Illinois were 
put at $4,000. The few remaining were put at $5,000. 

And yet, with this history of nearly a hundred years, in which the 
American Congress found itself perfectly competent to adjust these 
various salaries according to the merits of the case, we are gravely in- 
formed by the Senator from Massachusetts to-day that we must give 
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to a large number of these district judges a sum confessedly larger than 
they are entitled to because we are incompetent to adjust them. That 
is the argument. I do not believe that is so. 

I am for low salaries; and yet the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EvARTS] knows that I believe it to be right and just that the salaries 
of the judges serving in his State should not ouly have an increase of 
salary, but a large increase, and I am ready to vote it. But I am not 
ready to confess the inability, the incompetency of the American Sen- 
ate to do the thing which our States sent us here to do, and that is to 
fix the salary of every officer in this Government according to what is 
right and proper for that officer, and not confessing our incompetency 
to discharge our duties. I am not willing to take the highest of these 
judges’ salaries as the groundwork of our action and pull up to them 
a large number of others who are confessedly not entitled to these sal- 
Arles. 

It is a little singular that that argument should be made here to con- 
trol the action of the American Senate, and in the hearing of the Ameri- 
can people, that we do that which is unjust, because it is always an 
injustice to a class of persons, I admit, whose interests are not much 
considered in the American Senate, but still they are persons and they 
are American citizens, persons without whose labor and without whose 
enterprise the Government could not be carried on—and they are the 

. tax-payers of the country, They have some interests which we are 
bound to respect. I think at least they have interests which I feel 
myself bound to respect. 

I have established two propositions, the first of which is that up to 
this very bill there never was a uniform salary given to all the district 
judges in the United States; there was diversity in the beginning, and 
that diversity has marked the legislation of the United States from that 
time to the present. Therefore, we take a new departure, as Franklin 
predicted, in that continued warfare always existing between the gov- 
erning and the governed. 

Mr. President, having said that much, there is but one other argu- 
ment that I desire to call to the attention of the Senate, but before I 
do that I want to readin the hearing of the Senate a part of the con- 
stitulion of Vermont, put in it when the first constitution was formed, 
continued in it up to the present time, a clause which, in my judgment, 
ought to be printed in large letters of gold and hung up in blazing 
light in every legislative hall in the Union, national and State. I read 
section 33 of the constitution of Vermont: 

Src. 33. As every freeman, to preserve his independence (if without a sufi- 
cient estate), ought to have some profession, calling, trade, or farm, whereby he 
may honestly subsist, there can be no necessity for, nor use in, establishing offices 
of profit, the usual effects of which are dependence and servility, unbecoming 
freemen, in the possessors or expectants ; faction, contenlion, corruption, and dis- 
order among the people. 

They are the fruits, says the constitution of Vermont, of excessive 
salaries, 

Bot— 

Continues the constitution of Vermont 
ifany man is called into public service, to the prejudice of his private affairs, he 

a right to a reasonable compensation. 

That is true, and that is the rule by which weonght to pay. Now, 
there are some words left to whieh I desire to call the especial atten- 
tion of the Senate. Continues this article: 

And whenever an office, through increase of fees or otherwise, becomes so 
profitable us to occasion many to apply for it, the profits ought lo be lessened by 
the Legislature. 

There is the constitution of Vermont. Is there anybody applying for 
these offices? Does not everybody know that there are briefless law- 
yers, broken-down political hacks, everywhere, in every State in the 
Union, who are ready to flock to this capital at the creation of any new 
office, or the creation of any new judgeship, or whenever a vacancy 
happens in one of these offices in the way in which Mr. Jefferson said 
it seldom happens; death does sometimes occur, and I have heard of 
one or two—one mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts, in a 
State in which I admit the salary ought to be raised—who resigned. 
Senators, do we find any difficuity, except in a few districts, in getting 
competent judges to fill these places? As to those few districts, I am 
pledged, as the Senator from New York knows I am, to vote that com- 

. pensation which is necessary to secure a competent officer; but here I 
find that in a large majority of the States of the Union there is no such 
necessity for an increase of salary. You may take four or five—not 
exceeding six—districts as the districts in which there ought to be an 
increase, and then you may take probably a dozen others in which, if 
there was a decrease, there would be difficulty in getting a competent 
officer; and then, as to all the rest, a very large decrease in these sala- 
ries, a return to the old salaries, would be ample to secure the best legal 
talent of the States in which the districts exist. 

Why do I say that? I say it from an examination of the salaries 
paid by the several States to their judges, not to their inferior judges, 
like these district judges; they of the lowest order; that is, lowest 
in rank of the three great ranks of judges of the United States 
supreme judge, circuit judge, district judge. I am making the com- 
E not between our district judges and the nisi prius, or the inferior, 
udges of the several States of the Union, but between the supreme or 
final judges of the several States of the Union and these district judges. 


I find upon this examination that there are six States in the Union 
California, Massachusetts, Nevada, New Jersey, New York, and Penn- 
sylvania—that pay their supreme j not their inferior district and 
nisi prius j more than this bill gives to the inferior judges of the 
United States. I find there are six—Colorado, Louisiana, is, In- 
diana, Michigan, and Wisconsin—that give their supreme judges exact] 
what you propose to give these inferior judges of the United States. 
find that there are nine States in the Union that give over $3,500 and 
under $5,000. Note now, only six that pay more than this bill, only 
six that pay an equal amount, and then only nine which pay between 
the present district salaries and the ones proposed by this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator read again the six which he read? 

Mr. GEORGE. Which of the six? 

Mr. HOAR. The six that pay more. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes; California, Massachusetts, Nevada, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. 

The nine States that pay over $3,500 and under $5,000 are Alabania, 
which pays 33,600; Connecticut, which pays $4,000; Iowa, $4,000; Ken- 
tucky, $4,000; Minnesota, $4,000; Missouri, $4,500; Ohio, $4,000; Rhode 
Island, $4,000; and Tennessee, $4,000. In all these nine States, except 
one, the supreme judges of the State are paid $1,000 less per annum 
than is fixed in this bill for the inferior judges of the United States. 
That one is Alabama, and in that the difference is $1,400 instead of 
$1,000. 

There are four States which pay their supreme judges exactly the 
present salary of these judges, $1,500 less than the salary proposed by 
the bill. These four are Mississippi, Maryland, South Carolina, and 
Texas. 

Then there are twelve States which pay their supreme judges less 
than the amount now fixed by law for these inferior judges. I will read 
them, with the salaries: Arkansas pays 33,000; Delaware pays $2,500; 
Florida pays $3,000; Kansas pays $3,000; Maine, $3,000; 
$3,000; New Hampshire, $3,300; North Carolina, $2,500; Oregon—it is 
either two or three thousand dollars, but the figure is made badly. I 
appeal to the Senator from Oregon, which is it—two thousand or three 
thousand dollars in Oregon? 

Mr. DOLPH. The constitution fixes the salary at $2,000. An at- 
tempt has been made to increase it, and I am not certain but that there 
is an allowance of an afditional thousand dollars for certain expenses. 
I may, however, be mistaken as to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am very glad to hear that in the fundamental law 
of Oregon, the constitution of the State, the salary is fixed at $2,000. 
I could not tell whether the figure was 2“ or 3.“ 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state, if the Senator will permit me, that the 
constitutional limit is a minimum, and the question as to an increase 
is with the Legislature. 

Mr. GEORGE. But still it is $2,000 in the constitution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dawes in the chair). The hour 
of 20’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the regular 
order, which is the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and tem- 
porary support of common schools. : 

Mr. GEORGE. Task unanimous consent to be permitted to finish 
my remarks. Will the Senator from New Hampshire give way until 
I finish? I shall not speak much longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to laying aside tem- 
porarily the regular order and allowing the Senator from Mississippi to 
proceed? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator from Mississippi will con- 
clude soon. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir, 

The salary paid in Oregon is $2,000, in Vermont $3,000, in Virginia 
$3,000, and in West Virginia $2,250. ; 

Mr. President, upon these figures I desire to make one or two re- 
marks, and the first one is, recurring to the continual warfare men- 
tioned by Benjamin Franklin between the governing and the governed 
in relation to salaries, we find that as we get down, or I ought to say, 
as we get up, tothe great mass of the people of this country, the tax- 
payers—as we get to the Legislatures, where their influence is most po- 
tent, we find that the continual and never-ending victory of the gov- 
erning over the governed is sometimes checked. 

Is there any complaint that these States do not have able, faithful, 
and competent judges? Is there any trouble in Georgia. about that? 
Texas is an imperial State and rich. The salary there is $3,500, I ask 
the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] if there is any trouble 
about getting good jndges in Texas for that amount. 

Mr. REAGAN, We have very good judges, but they complain a 
great deal about their salaries. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, of course! There always is pee py and if 
you were to give them $10,000 a year they would complain that they 
did not have $12,000, just an even thousand every month. That is 
the “continual warfare ’’ described by Benjamin Franklin between the 
governed and the governing. 

Then, Mr, President, I want to show another very great advantage 
that these inferior judgesof the United States have over the State judges, 
even when they have the same salary. Let us look at the tenure. I 
have a list of the tenures of the various supreme judges of the several 
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States of the Union. In Alabama the tenure is 6 years, in Arkansas 
itis 8 years, in California it is 12 years, in Colorado it is 9, in Connecti- 
t it is 8, in Florida it is 6, in Georgia it is 4, in Louisiana it is 12, in 
land it is 15,in Nebraska it is 6, in New Jersey it is 7, in New 
York it is 14, in Pennsylvania it is 21. Pennsylvania and New York 
and Maryland, I think I am safe in saying. are all that have a tenure 
above 12 years. Virginia has 12 years and West Virginia has 12, Wis- 
consin has 10, and all the rest run from 4 to 6 years. 

So the difference is this: When a State supreme judge is elected he 
gets largely less salary than these inferior judges of the United States, 
and he gets a short term of office. How about these district judges? 
They are appointed for life, and when they shall have served ten years 
and reached the ripe age of seventy they have a right to retire, not into 
obscurity, not into poverty, but to retire on a full salary, and forso many 
years as it may please God to give them after this service. They are then 
mere pensioners upon the Treasury of the United States, and that is all. 

Now, Mr. President, having stated these facts to the Senate, I think 
I have discharged my full duty on this bill. I know, as I remarked a 
day or two ago, how vain it is to oppose this tendency to increase all 
salaries, and yet it is a duty to make the opposition, and, haying made 
it, I am content. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. J ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] to yield to me a moment to get up a bill for consideration. 
It is a bill to change the time of holding the district courts at Texarkana, 
Ark., and it is quite an important one to the bar at that place. 

Mr. I gave notice last week that I should press the educa- 
tion bill every moment. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish that we might have a vote on the salary bill 
which has been pending. If there are any further speeches to be made, 
of course I shall notask the indulgence of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, = if we can have a vote I should be glad to have the bill dis- 

0 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate continue the consideration of the 
bill (S. 174) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United 
States district court at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes, Is 
there objection to the further consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR, I shall object if there is a particle of debate. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is debate, I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I understand the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Coxe] wishes to speak on this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot think he does. I had a conversation with him 
within a few moments. 

i Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I made the suggestion simply because I 
eard so. 

Mr. HOAR. I feel pretty sure the Senator from Texas does not wish 
to speak upon the bill, : 

Mr. BLAIR. The school bill has been postponed since last Wednes- 
day, and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is entitled to the 
floor. I do not feel at liberty to waive his right to proceed, and I hope 
that the Senate will bear in mind that every indulgence of this kind is 
counted up and charged to me almost as a personal matter by the Sen- 
ate itself in the end. This bill ought to be considered, and I hope I 
shall not be asked to do a courtesy which rebounds upon myself in an- 
other form. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator has stated that if there was 
to be no further debate he had no objection to the vote being taken. 
Nobody manifests any disposition to debate. I should therefore like 
to proceed at once to vote upon the bill, and I hope that will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will waive my privilege for a moment, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill (S. 174) fixing the salaries of 
the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per an- 
num, and for other purposes is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. GEORGE. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
3 yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I should be 
very glad if the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] or some Sena- 
tor on the other side, if he knows, would indicate to me how the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, if present, would vote on this gh eae 

Mr. EVARTS. I think he would vote in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr, EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], whom I do not see in his seat, 
and must withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. Does his col- 
league know how he would vote if he were here? 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague would vote ‘‘nay”’ if here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I withhold my vote. I should vote yea 
if I were not paired. 


Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called), I am gen- 
erally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.Grsson]. I do not know 
how he would yote on the question, if present, and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr, CULLOM. Iam generally paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY]. I should vote yea” if at liberty to vote, and I 
am not aware how the Senator from Delaware would vote if here. I 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. If he were pres. 1t, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted inadvertently, forgetting for the moment that I was paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I withdraw my vote. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I presume he would vote 

ea. 

Mr. EVARTS, Ihave announced my pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I 
will transfer the pair with the Senator from Alabama to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, and the Senator from West Virginia and myself 
will both then be at liberty to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote yen.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
inadvertently, notnoticing that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN] was absent from the Chamber. I therefore withdraw my vote, 


being paired with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—38, 
Allen, Evarts Ingalls, Squire, 
Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, McMillan, Stewart, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hampton, Mitchell, Teller, 
Coke, 3 Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hawkey, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Hearst, Reagan, Wolcott, 
Dixon, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Sherman, 
NAYS—13, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Pa Turpie, 
Bate, YKE, Pugh, Vance, 
ao . Pascoe, Ransom, Vest. 
ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Cullom, iscock, ierce, 
Allison, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 

„ Dolph, Kenna, uay, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Manderson, Spooner, 
Brown, Gibson, oody, oorhees, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morgan, Walthall, 
Chandler, Gray, Paddock, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pettigrew, 

So the bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR the title of the bill was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill (S. 174) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the 
United States district courts at $5,000 per annum.“ 


COURTS AT TEXARKANA, ARK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 185) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER], who is entitled to the floor, to yield to me for one moment 
to enable me to ask for the consideration by the Senate of Calendar 
No. 526, House bill 5235. It is a bill providing for the change of the 
time of holding the United States circuit and district courts at Tex- 
arkana, Ark., and it is important that it should be passed at an early 
date. It will only occupy a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the bill elicit debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill named by the Senator from Arkansas ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5235) to change and fix the time 
of holding the terms of the district and circuit courts at Texarkana, 
Ark. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. y 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word year,“ 
to insert instead of the times now fixed by law;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

That the United States circuit and district courts shall hereafter be held at 


Texarkana, Ark,, on the third Monday in May and the third Monday in No- 
vember of each year, instead of the times now fixed by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out section 2, as follows: 


Sec 2. That all process, heretofore issued by or from said courts and made re- 
turnable to said courts according to the pro ons of the existing law, shall be 
considered as returnable to the herein prescribed, and all such process is 
hereby e and validated asif the — had been made returnable in pur- 


suance of the provisions of this act; 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Sec. 2. That all rag are gees bonds, recognizances, and other things pend- 


ing in, returnable or having relation to, the terms of said court now provided 
by law shall be ed with in the terms provided by this act, with the same 
force and effect that would have been lawful had the times of holding said 
court not been changed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. > 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 

rt of common schools, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, at the first session of Congress at 
which I had the honor to be a member of this body, I voted in favor of 
this bill, not, I confess, without some misgivings as to its policy. When 
it came again before the Senate I felt, after fuller reflection on the sub- 
ject, constrained to vote against it; and as I am again impelled to vote 
against it, I desire to state with directness and with brevity the reasons 
which govern my action, not affecting in any way to believe that I 
can contribute anything new to the discussion or that anything I shall 
say upon the subject will change a vote in the Senate. « 

I agree, as every man must agree, with all that the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has so eloquently said in favor of the 
necessity of education among the masses, No one can speak extrava- 
gantly upon that subject. Under our form of government, where 
every citizen is not only a sovereign but a subject, not only makes the 
law but obeys it, it is vital to oursuccess that there shall be an all-per- 
vading intelligence as far as possible among the people, And, Mr. 
President, I can not withold the tribute of my respect and admiration 
for the Senator from New Hampshire, for the superb industry, courage, 
ability, and constancy with which he has pressed this subject upon the 
consideration of the Senateand of the country. 

The pendency of this bill and his advocacy of it, the discussions upon 
it in the Senate and in the press, have been of incalculable value not 
only in bringing to the people a full realization of our condition in re- 
spect of illiteracy, but in creating in different localities, North and 
South, public interest upon the subject, and awakening a spirit of 
shame which long ago began to apply a corrective, 

Whatever may be the fate of this measure, the name of the Senator 
from New Hampshire will, through his authorship of and labors for it, 
be honorably and always indissolubly connected with the cause of popu- 
lar education in this country. I have read the speech in the RECORD 
which that Senator has submitted at this session in favor of this bill. 
From the beginning to the end of it, without repetition, he hasbrought 
together statistical and other information upon this subject of vital con- 

uence, which every man and every woman who has at heart the well- 
being of the country ought to read, and I hope will read, 

Jam not embarrassed at all, Mr. President, in the position which I 
take upon this subject by the suggestion made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire that the Republican party is committed to this bill. I 
claim to be a very loyal member of the Republican organization and 
devoted to its principles, but, waiving the question how far a man ex- 
ercising legislative functions upon a question of this character may 
properly be constrained by party policy, I deny that the Republican 
party is committed to this bill. The Senator read in support of his 
proposition a resolution from the platform of the last Republican na- 
tional convention. I ask leave to repeat it; it is short. 

In a Republic like ours, where the citizen is the sovereign and the official the 
servant, where no power is exercised except by the will of the people, it is im- 
portant that the sovereign (the people) should possess intelligence, 

Every one will agree to that. 

The free school is the promoter of that intelligence which is to preserve usas 
a free nation, 

Every one will agree to that; and nowhere under any circumstance 
has the Republican party been backward or wanting in defense of the 
free-school system of this country, nor will it be. 

Therefore the State or nation, or both combined, should support free institu- 
tions of learning sufficient to afford to every child growing up in the land the 
opportunity of a good common-schoo! education. 

If that means that where the State can do it the State ought to do 
it, it meets my approval. If it means that where the State can not do 
it, although endeavoring to do it, the nation should aid, I agree to that. 
If it means that, where the State can do it and the State will not doit, 
the Federal hand should take jurisdiction of the common-school sys- 
tem of the State and take into its exclusive charge the educational sys- 
tem of the State, I do not agree to that, nor do I believe that many 
members of the Senate on either side would agree to it. 

This resolution, Mr. President, is not by any means a recognition or 
an approval of the Blair bill, so called. It is not more at best than a 
cold and distant nod to it. 

I believe that each Republican national convention since 1831 was 
importuned to commit itself in terms to this measure. I have never 
known it to be done, Certain State Republican conventions, I under- 


stand, ey ago declared in favor of the policy of the bill. I think no 
State platform in the last two years has contained any such declaration; 
but as to this I may be mistaken. 

One thing is certain, Mr. President, this is the only body which hag 
been called upon to deal by vote with this proposition, and from the 
beginning until to-day the Senate has acted upon it without regard to 
party lines. From the day it was first submitted to the vote of the 
Senate a considerable number of gentlemen who stand conspicuous as 
devoted supporters of the Republican party, always valiant in its sery- 
ice for defense or for attack, have voted against this proposition; and itis 
well known that upon the other side of the Chamber some 
Senators have voted for it and others have voted against it. So it can 
hardly with justice be said to be a party measure, and I submit that no 
proposition of the kind, dealing as it does with the public treasure and 
with the cause of education, ought to be or ought to become a party 
measure, . 

Mr. President, I have no difficulty with the constitutional objec- 
tions which are urged against this bill. I agree that the matter of the 
education of the children of a State is within the province and juris- 
diction of the State; that it is for the State, not the Federal Govern- 
ment, to declare what the school system in the State shall be. I ap- 
prehend no one would contend that it is within the constitutional 
competency of Congress to declare what shall be the school age in a 
State or to pass a law which it can enforce for compulsory education 
in a State. The States from the beginning have taken and exercised 
jurisdiction, and exclusive jurisdiction, over the matter of common- 
school education. But it does not follow from this that Congress may 
not grant in land, the property of the United States, or in money, the 
proceeds of the sale of land belonging to the United States, in the pub- 
lic Treasury, aid to the States in educating their children. 

Such grants of land and grants of money have been made repeatedly. 
I never yet have been able to discover any substantial foundation for 
the contention that Congress might constitutionally appropriate in aid 
of education in the States money in the Treasury derived from the sale 
of the public lands and yet might not constitutionally appropriate 
money in the Treasury derived from taxation. So, in my opinion, if 
is entirely competent for Congress under the Constitution to appropriate 
this money to aid education in the States, notwithstanding the fact that 
the money is raised by taxation. 

Of course it is true, as stated by the Pressident in his message, that 
one Congress can not bind a subsequent Congress, and that this appro- 
priation, intended to extend for some years, can only be efficient for 
this year. If the bill shall become a law it will, however, constitute 
a moral obligation upon the part of Congress too persuasive in its 
character to be ignored, which would compel succeeding Congresses to 
redeem the pledge carried by it and to make annually the requisite 
appropriation, 

I have been able to discover nothing in the bill which warrants the 
contention upon the other side that by its provisions Congress is taking 
into the Federal hand the school systems of the States. If Congress 
may makethis grant, it may make it upon conditions within certain 
limits. Itcould not make it upon a condition which would operate to 
convey jurisdiction by the consent of the State to the Federal Govern- 
ment over the common-schpol system of the States, because Co: 
could not buy a jurisdiction which it does not possess under the - 
stitution, nor could the States sell it. 

But this bill proposes nothing of the kind. No one can successfully 
dispute the proposition that Congress may make a grant of aid from the 
Treasury. to States for educational purposes, So Congress may withhold 
it. Will any one contend that Congress may not say, We will give 
you this money upon condition that each year you will raise out of your 
own revenues an equivalent sum?“ The State may accept the propo- 
sition or reject it. An acceptance of it does not involve in any sense 
whatever a surrender by the State to the General Government of juris- 
diction over its schools. 

Congress may make the grant to the State certainly upon condition 
that in the distribution of the money there shall not be discrimina- 
tion based upon color. This bill does that. Congress may make Km 
grant upon the trust that it shall be used to afford to children in the 
State rudimentary education in the English language. This bill does 
that. In substance those are the conditions upon which the grant of 
aid is proposed. An acceptance of them (and no State need accept un- 
less it chooses) does not involve any loss of State sovereignty or any 
surrender of State jurisdiction. £ 

If Congress may make this grant upon such conditions, it is per- 
fectly idle to contend that it may not constitutionally, and not only 
constitutionally but properly, require the State to afford from year to 
year reports of its expenditurein order that Congress may see whether 
the condition upon which the grant is made is being observed or not. 
There is nothing in the bill, so far as I remember, obnoxious in the 
slightestdegree to the objection made to it in this respect upon the other 
side of the Chamber, except, possibly, in connection with the $2,000,000 
appropriated to aid in the construction of school-houses. That is no 
part of the $77,000,000, as I recollect the provisions of the bill. 

Mr, BLAIR nodded assent. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from New Hampshire says lam right, 
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It provides, I think, that not over $150 of this Federal money shall be 
ed in the construction of any one school-house. Am I right 
about that ? 

Mr. BLAIR nodded assent. 

Mr. SPOONER. It requires that the school-houses, to erect which 
the Government contributes its aid, shall be built according to certain 
plans and specifications which shall be furnished free by the Commis- 
sioner of Education. That is a small matter, Mr. President, but. 

Mr. BLAIR. And the other party must furnish at least as much as 
it receives from the General Government. ` 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; but that does not go to the matter to 


. which I am for the moment adverting, that this provision of the bill 


requires that theschool-houses shall be constructed in accordance with 
a plan to be furnished free by the Commissioner of Education. 

That is the only clause that I have been able to discoyer in the bill 
upon which there can, with auy plausibility even, in my judgment, be 
based the argument which has been urged upon the other side of this 
Chamber against it, that it takes with a strong hand jurisdiction of the 
State school system. The law does nof care for trifles, neither should 
the Senate. ‘There is nothing in this feature of the measure which 
should be of weight against this bill if the bill were otherwise one which 
ought to pass. If “UncleSam” will furnish the money to build a 
school-house or half of it, and throw in a plan free, nobody ought to 
object to that architecture being adopted by the State in constructing 
the building. : 

This brings me, Mr. President, to a discussion of the merits of the 
bill, apart from any constitutional questions which are thought to be 
involved in it. It had its origin in the revelation which the census 
statistics of 1880 made to us of the degree of illiteracy in the country. 
This statistical information seemed well calculated to disturb the 
thoughtful. The census of 1880 showed our population to be 50,155,- 
783 people—the North, 31,938,459; the South, 18,217,324. Of that 

pulation it was declared to the country that among those who were 
at years and over there was an enormous army of 6,214,180 who 
could not write. Is it surprising that when brought to the notice of 
the country it wassufficient torivet attention and beget discussion as to 
a remedy? 

This bill had its origin, then, in a patriotic and generons impulse— 
patriotic as an attempt to maintain the integrity of the Government 
thought to be menaced by this great illiteracy; generous because it was 

cipally to aid those States which had been slave States, and which 
the issue of the war had been left not only defeated, butin a measure 
desolate and poor, in which resided of this great number of illiterates 
4,715,395. The proposition was urged, and it found ready assent in 
the generous North, that we ought to help the Southern people. One 
ground urged for the bill by the Senator from New Hampshire was that 
we of the North were partly responsible for the maintenance of slavery 
there and partly responsible for its abolition and altogether responsible 
for the great fact that shortly after the slave had emerged from bondage 
into the light of freedom we had given him the ballot, and that under 
the circumstances and in those conditions the rich North might well 
and wisely tender to the impoverished South this measure of aid to 
help them bear this burden and drive away from their midst illiteracy. 
otwithstanding the assertion of my friend from New Hampshire, 
who knows, I confess, more about the popular feeling from investiga- 
tion than I could expect to, I dare assert my belief that since this bill 
was introduced in 1880, pending its discussion since in Congress and in 
the newspapers, there has come over the people, North and South, a 
great change astoitsexpediency. Is it not true? One strong evidence 
of it to me is the attitude of the newspaper press of the country during 
this discussion. It is idle for my friend from New Hampshire or for 
any man to contend that the newspapers have entered into a conspiracy 
in fayor of ignorance. Their interest is the other way. 

‘The newspapers of the country as a whole can never have, and never 
have had, any interest against the general and best interest of the peo- 

They certainly can not have any interest against universal knowl- 
edge. If they have a special interest upon the subject, it is in favor ot 
the ition that every man and every woman and every child in 
the United States shall not only be taught to read, but shall be taught 
to read newspapers. They feel the pulse of the reading public. They 
know better than any others what interests the public eye, what en- 
gages the popular thought. They never fail, upon a subject which in- 

the people, to give the people in their columns full information. 
I do not think in the public interest they have valued the information 
in the Senator’sspeech correctly. I believe no newspaper in the United 
States could do better service to its constituency than to lay before it 
the speech entire of the Senator from New Hampshire. In learning, 
in research, in analysis, in statistical information it is worthy of him, 
and that is high praise of it. 

But, Mr. President, the fact that they have given the bill slight no- 
tice is to my mind indubitable evidence that the people are not to-day, as 
they were years ago, favorably interested in it. I know that in the 
West there has been a great change in public sentiment and among Re- 
publican papers, not in the interest of ignorance, but because of changed 
conditions to which I shall briefly advert, and a growing sentiment 
among them that it is no longer wise to make the great appropriation 


I will read no newspaper articles here, but I recall, as I speak, the 
fact that the Chicago Tribune, one of the greatest new: of the 
West, indeed, of the country, opposes this measure. One of the lead- 


ing Omaha papers, a Republican paper, likewise opposes it F 
The Milwaukee Sentinel, in my own State, a leading and very able Re- 
publican newspaper, opposes bitterly the passage of this bill. ‘The St. 


Paul Pioneer Press, one of the ablest and strongest of the newspapers 
of the Northwest or of the whole country, opposes bitterly this bill for 
reasons which it gives frankly and which seem to me to be adequate. 
Seven of the Southern States are opposed to the passage of this bill; at 
all events, the men who have been chosen to represent their interests in 
this Chamber say theyare. The Senator from New Hampshire says that 
the constituencies of those Senators are in favor of this bill. Leading 
newspapers in the South, many of which were in favor of it, are no 
longer supporting it. One I remember in Charleston, S. C., a very able 
paper, I think the News and Courier, although am not certain this mo- 
ment as to the name—— 

Mr. BUTLER. That is it, the News and Courier. 

Mr, SPOONER. In a leading editorial upon this bill that paper 
gives the reasons foritschange of faith. Itsaysthere was atime when 
the South was poor; that time has gone; there was a time when the 
South needed this help; that time has gone; there were days when 
they thought they could not get along without it; those days are gone; 
and they declare that to-day it is the sentiment of educators in the 
South, and other thoughtful people, that this aid is no longer a neces- 
sity and that the granting of it upon the conditions of this bill would 
injure rather than benefit the cause of education in those States. I 
might read for hours editorials, North and South, of the same purport. 

I think there are two reasons for this change of sentiment in the 
North. One is an analysis of the statistics of 1880, which it took the 
people of this country some time to make. They have not all mastered 
the analysis yet. I have received within the last ten days several let- 
ters from Wisconsin, asking me to vote for this bill upon the ground 
that there are over 6,000,000 illiterate people in the United States and 
calling my attention to the great danger in the fact that such a mass 
of illiterate people should be permitted to vote. My correspondents 
do not take into account the fact that the adult illiterates are no factors 
in this question and ought not to be considered at all with reference to 
it, because they by lapse of time have passed beyond the common 
school and its power to bless except through their children. 

An analysis of the statistics of 1880 shows that of the 6,214,180 il- 
literates of ten years and over in the United States there were 2,682,562 
by one set of tables and 2,961,371 by another set of tables, who were 
adult illiterates, male and female, voters and non-voters, who could 
not by any possibility be affected by this measure of national aid. 
That analysis showed a distribution of illiteracy among minors as fol- 
lows: In the northern division of States, which takes in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, and Kansas, out of the whole 
number there were 238,450. It shows that out of the great mass of 
Southern illiterates, that is, illiterates in the sixteen ex-slave-holding 
States, of 4,715,395, there were only 1,754,024 children, and that the re- 
mainder, largely the colored people, were of ages from twenty-one to 
one hundred, fathers and grandfathers, who could not by any possi- 
bility be favorably affected themselves by national aid. 

The aggregate of minor illiterates out of the 6,214,180 aggregate in 
the United States was only 2,032,833. That is bad enough, but not 
so bad as was supposed and not so bad as to constitute among 50,000,000 
people a dangerous menace to our institutions at all. 

The people now realize that of the 1,754,024 minor illiterates in the 
Southern States a large number would not go to school if they could. 
Reports of one or two Southern superintendents of public instruction 
show thatin North Carolina—and I believe it is traeof South Carolina 
the schoo? facilities which are now afforded are not availed of by more 
than one-half of those whoareenrolled. Takingintoaccount those who 
could go to school but would not, and those who would like to go, but 
who from poverty or the environment of their families were obliged to 
work to help to support the father and mother, and therefore could not 
go, it would leave, I think, not over 1,200,000 minorilliterates who could 
reasonably be expected to be reached by such a bill in the sixteen 
Southern States. It is not strange that when this analysis was brought 
home to the people they should doubt whether an appropriation of 
$77,000,000, $53,000,000 of which are to be expended in those States, 
is necessary in order to enable them to take care of their minor illiterates. 

But that is not all. There has been a great change in the condition 
of the South since 1880. The Southern people, the war being ended, 
were sullen because of defeat, and for the hour hopeless. Nor is it 
strange. Their plantations were laid waste; their slaves had been lib- 
erated; their property had been largely destroyed; and there was be- 
fore them a future not pleasant to contemplate. No wonder the people 
of the North then thought that the South in that condition could not 
unaided successfully deal with this question of illiteracy. Butwe need, 
in the light of this day, have had no fear about the ultimate success 
of the Southern people, because they are of our race and of our blood, 
of our hope and of ourcourage. The sullenness of defeat passing away, 
it was to be expected that the men who had dared so much and suffered 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2 


phrase porting pala A E E 
resto courage 0 ving come again pt themselves speed- 
ily to the changed conditions of labor in their midst and turn with 
stout hearts to the victories of 


The people of the North know (and it is not forgotten in passing upon 
the wisdom of this bill) that for many years the South has taken giant 
strides forward in material prosperity.. If they needed assistance from 
the Federal Treasury in 1870 or in 1880 they do not need it now. The 
Senators from seven of those States say they do not. The Senator from 
New Hampshire says they do. The Legislatures of several of those 
States say they do not. The Senator from New Hampshire sincerely, 
I know, says they do. The great mass of the Southern newspapers 
say they do not. The Senator from New Hampshire says they do. 
Who speaks by authority? 

It is anomalous that we should be urged here in the condition of 
this day to force vast Federal appropriations upon States which spurn 
them in advance, 

Mr. President, I will not weary the Senate with reading statistical 
information at any length about the present condition of the South. 
I can well understand, however, the pride with which these Southern 
Senators stand in their places and say, We have grownin wealth and 
strength, and power; our people are alive again; our country, so full 
of resources, is being rapidly developed; our condition is not in this 
year 1890 what it was in 1870 or 1830.” The statistics bear this out. 
The Senator from New Hampshire testifies to it. Hesays: 


Do we not know that the surplus capital of the North, that the surplus capital 
of the world, is now pouring in vast streams of beneficence into the South for 
i tment? 

5 N coal mine, every iron mine, every water -· power, every forest being 
developed all over the South, and is not every industry being established there 
which prevailsatthe North? That is one of the great facts of our time in which we 
rejoice. It is an undisputed fact. It is in the reports of the public prints. It is 
likethelightofthesun. Weall rejoice in this 1 of the South. 

But, Mr. President, what is the ultimate and inevitable result of all this? The 
8 ofthe North and of the world is being there invested, not in the cot- 
ton business, not in any one exclusive industry, butin all; and as we make hats 
and itural implements and all the forms of iron manufacture which the di- 
versified skill of the world can creste, and so of every other industry that appor- 
tains to our civilization, we see at the South the erection of the factory and the 
forge, the shop and every other business place, the counterpart of which we find 
in our highly enlightened and prosperous civilization north of Mason and 
Dixon's line. Why does capital go there? Because it is more profitable to in- 
vest there in those industries than at the North. Why more Poaha ? They 
have the great natural resources given to them by God, and of which we can 
not divest them if we desired, and of which we do not desire tò divest them. 

Last year the South produced 7,000,000 or thereabouts of the 10,- 
300,000 bales of cotton produced in the whole world. In 1865 the 
crop was 2,269,316 bales. In 1889 it was 7,250,000 bales. The money 
value of cotton raised since 1865 is nearly $8,000,000, 000. 

I take these figures from a statement made by the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. Coxe] in his speech, and they are accurate. No States which raised 
nearly all the cotton of the world, whose cotton product increased as 
this has increased, need come to the Federal Treasury for aid in educat- 
ing their children. Take the item of cotton manufactures. The num- 
ber of mills in 1880 was 161; spindles, 667,854; looms, 14,323. See 
what it is in 1889. Mills, 355; spindles, 20,352,268; looms, 45,001. 
The corn crop increased from 249,000,000 bushels in 1870 to 509,705,- 
000 in 1880. A corresponding gain was made in the wheat production. 
In almost everything that can engage the farmer or the merchant, in 
the diversification of agriculture, in the multiplication of manufactur- 
ing establishments, and in the increase of commerce, the South and 
every State in the South has gone forward with marvelous rapidity. 

The Baltimore Manufacturers’ Record, brought to my attention by 
an article in the Milwaukee Sentinel and referred to by the Senator 
from Texas, contains some interesting information upon this subject 
which I will not read, bnt which I beg leave to insert: 

It is since 1879 or 1880, however, that the South has made the most marked 
agricultural progress. 

The yield of principal crops in the South in 1879, 1837, and 1888 was as follows: 


1887. | 1888. 


7,017,000 | 5, 938, 290 
— SSS 
492,415, 000 | 509,705, 000 
1000 44. 207, 000 
81,506,000 | 78,254) 000 

026, 305,000 | 632, 166, 000 


Increase of 1888 over 1879: 1,244,611 bales cotton; 201,191,370 bushels grain. 

Increase of 1887 over 1879; 1,261,641 bales cotton; 195,230,370 bushels grain. 

These figures show an increase in the production of n from 1379 to 1888 of 
over 200,000,000 bushels. How does this increase compare with the production 
in the restof the country? The following figures show: 


Yield in whole country except the 
South. z 1879. 


e bushels. 1. 214,780,500 
3 | 590 


( 0 


While the South, as shown by the fo; figures, 
1879 to 1887 of 195,000,000 bushels of grain, or 45 per cent., the 
rest of the country for the same was only 16,000,000 bushels or Jess than 
1 cent. It is true thut the West had a short corn crop that year, but so did 

ntucky, one of the largest of the corn-producing States of the South, and 
moreover the West had an unusually large crop of oats, the] in fact, ever 
produced up to that time. But if we were to give the North and West the benefit 
of the large corn years of 1884, 1855, and 1886, and take asa comparison the aver- 
age crop for five years, the rate of increase in grain production for the whole 
country, excepting the South, from 1879 to 1887, would still be only about 12 per 
cent. against a 45 per cent. increase in the South. 

In 1888 the West had phenomenally large corn and oat crops, and the increase 
over 1579 was very jarge, but the percentage of gain was only 28 per cent., while 
for the same time the South made an increase of 46 per cent. Thus the Sou 
burdened by its weight of poverty entailed by the war, with a disorgan 
labor system, and without immigration, except to Texas, has, since 1870, con- 
siderably more than doubled its cotton and grain crops, snd made, surprising 
as it is, a much greater percentage of increase in the production of grain since 
1579 than all the rest of the country. When we consider the poverty of the 
South at thestart and the lack of immigration, and contrast it with the wealth 
of the North and West and the tremendous immigration to the agricultural 
regions of the West, this agricultural progress of the South is astonishing. It 
is a monument to the energy of the people of this section. 

The condition of the national-banking system in 1879 well illustrates the true 
businesssituationinthatyear. inthe whole country were2,0i8 banks. Eleven 
hundred and sixty-six of these were in the North, which includes the New Eng- 
land States, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,and Delaware. In the West, 
which had at this time reached a high state of development, were 660 banks, 
This includes the States from Ohio on the east to Kansas and Nebraska on the 
west and Missouri and the Ohio River on the south. In the Southern States 
south of the Ohio and westward to and including Arkausas and Texas, were 
220 banks. It will thus be seen that the North nearly twiceas many banks 


as the West and over five times as many as the South. 

The capital stock of these 1,166 banks in the North was $321,905, 255; that of the 
660 banks in the West, $33,906,000, and that of the 220 banks in the South, $45,408,- 
985; that is, the banking capital of the North was nearly fourtimes that of the 
West and about eight times that of fhe South. 

wae banking statistics for 1879 for these three sections of the country were 
as follows: 


Undivided | Loansand | Individual 
profits. discounts, deposits. 

$31, 911, 066 | $749, 322,642 | $611,910, 657 
9,348,454 | 191,506, 669 179, 278, 252 
3,727, 211 | $5, 280, 309 64, 730, 849 


The North had about four times as much surplus as the West and ten times 
as much as the South. Of undivided profits the North had over three times as 
much asthe West and over eight times as much as the South. Loans and dis- 
counts in the North were nearly seven times those in the West and nearly nine 
times those in the South. Individual deposits in the North were four times 
those in the West and over nine times those in the South. 

Thus, when a statement of the condition of the national banks was called for 
on October 2, 1879, the banks in the North had loans and discounts out to the 
amount of $749,322,642, while the capital stock, surplus, individual profits, and 
individual deposits ä The Western banks had $191,506,- 
649 loans and discounts as resources and $24,855,944 of capital stock, ius, 
undivided profits, and individual deposits. In the South these aggregated lis- 
bilities were $123,055,099, with loan and discount resources of $55,230,309. The 
average d its 85 in the North was about $525,000, in the West $272,000, 
and in the South 000. 

How do these figures compare with the statement of the national banks made 
up July 12, 1889? On that date there were 3,230 banks in the country, with an 
aggregate capital stock of $500,851,610, an increase of 1,182 banks and of nearly 
$150,000,000 in capital stock. The increase in the number of banks since 1879 
had been about 13 per cent. in the North, 81 per cent. in the West, and 113 per 
cent. in the South, while the increase in capital stock was nearly 4 per cent. in 
the North, 95 per cent. in the West, and 70 per cent. in the South. 

Other figures for 1880 were as follows: 


| Undivided Loans and Individual 
deposits. 


Surplus. profits. discounts. 
S 8127, 882. 805 | $15,549, 875 * $552, 424. 774 


It will thus be seen that there was an ingrease of surplus of 45 per cent. in the 
North, 82 per cent, in the West, and 146 per cent. in South; of undivided 
profits, an increase of 43 per cent. in the North, 58 per cent. in the West, and 92 
per cent., in the South; of loans and discounts, 41 per cent. in the North, 136 per 
cent. in the West. and of 110 per cent. in the South; and of individual de b 
39 per cent. in the North, 107 per cent. in the West, and 116 per cent. in the South, 


Again, on the same subject, says the Record: 


In 1979 there was not a nationnl bank in Mississippi, nor was there one in 
Louisiana outside of the city of New Orleans. On July 12 last Mississippi had 
12 national banks, with a capital stock of $1,130,000,and Louisiana, outside of 
New Orleans, bad 5 national banks, with a capital stock of $500,000. 

In addition to these banks there have been reported in the columns of the 
Manufacturers’ Record, since July 12,51 new national banks, with a capital 
stock of Her $6,765,000 up to December 1. Texas takes the lead with 20 new 
banks, with an regate capitalization of over $3,400,000. Tennessee had 5, 
with $550,000 capital; Kentucky 5, with $1,050,000 capital; Georgia 3, with $150,- 
000 capital; Arkansas 2, with $59,000 capital: Louisiana 3, with $375,000 capital; 
Mississippi 3, with $175,000 ital; Alabama 2, with $150,000 capital; Maryland 


lina 1 showy an and Florida 2 of $100,000 capital, 


ulent management was charged: 7 in the North, 2 in the West, and I in the South. 
During the period January 4, 1879, to October 4, 1848, 242 banks went into volun- 


tary liquidation under the provisions of sections 5220 and 5221, Revised Statutes.’ 


One hundred and thirty-five of these were in the West, 59 in the North, 27 in the 
South,and 21 in the extreme Western and Pacific coast States. 

What the South has accomplished in the way of new industrial enterprises 
may be seen from the following summary of the number organized between 
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January and September 30, 1899, a little less than four years, as compiled 
— rl te reports of the Manufacturers’ Record. 


Assessed value of property 
Railroad mil — 

Cost of rai 

Yield of cotton. 

Yield of grain 

Number of farm 

Value of live-stock........--:0-- . see 
Value of chief agricultural products 
Pig-iron produced... 

Number of cotton mil 

Number of spindles 

Number of looms. 

Number of cotton-seed-oil mills ...... 
Capital invested in cotton-seed-oil m 
Number of national banks 

Capital of national banks 


* Partly estimated. 


In the growth of her railroad mileage, in the increased capital in- 
vested in her railroads, in every material aspect, the growth of the 
South since this bill was first introduced has been at once amazing and 
gratifying. 

For the benefit of some Senators here who are accustomed to wealth 
in the pine woods and who know that the pine forests of the North 
have been for years in process of exhaustion, I wish to call attention 
for a moment to the estimated amount of merchantable pine standing 
on the 1st of May, 1880, in the Southern States. The total amount, 
as reported by the census, was as follows: 


Estimated amount of merchantable pine standing May 31, 1880. 


Long-leaved 


Short-leaved 
pine, e 
Pinus australis. 


pin Loblolly pine, 
Pinus mitis. 


States. Pinus tieda. 


98, 115, 200, 000 | 20, 907, 100, 000 


Total of pine, all species, 237,141,500,000 feet. 


The amount of pine standing in the whole country in 1880, not in- 
eluding the South, was about 94,000,000,000 feet, or much less than 
one-half of the quantity in the Southern States. 

Saw-mills in 1880, 6,626, with capital invested of $25,000,000, nearly. 

Mr. President, I can not go further into this branch of the subject, 
nor need I. 

I unhesitatingly assert here that the claim of so many Southern Sen- 
ators and educators and newspapers in opposition to this bill, that 
the growth of the South in material wealth has been so rapid and so 
great that it is no longer needed, is well sustained by accurate and 
credible statistics. 

Mr. President, it is true that the North also has advanced greatly in 
wealth in this decade and that the South is not as rich as the North. 
It will not be as rich as the North for more than one generation, come 
to that people the best that may; but it is not the question whether 
the North is richer than the South; the question is whether the South 
is rich enough now to take care of the education of her own children. 
If the South is abundantly able to-day to educate her own children, 
to grapple successfully with the evil of illiteracy, it is no valid argu- 
ment in favor of granting aid to her from the Federal Treasury that 
the North is richer than she. Such doctrine applied to individuals is 
communism and nothing else. 

It was — 7 the other day that this appropriation ought to be made 
to the South because it*would help to equalize the pending pension ap- 
poaa which goes mostly to the North. The Senator from New 

pshire, as a reason why this bill was good policy as calculated to 
equalize public expenditure throughout the country, called attention to 
the fact that the dependent-pension bill carried between $20,000,000 and 
$30,000,000; that the greater portion of it is to be expended in the 
North; that the burden which the South will be obliged to bear of it 
will be about $5,000,000; and that to equalize this matter we should 
kiye this appropriation from the national Treasury to the Southern 

tates. 


Mr. President, if the South needs national aid, if her desire. to edu- 
cate her children is what it ought to be, and through poverty she can 
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not do it, then the National Government might well help; but this 
appropriation can not wisely be put upon the ground that we owe it 
to the South either for abolishing slavery or giving the 1 — the right 
to vote or by way of lightening the pension burden of the Southern 
States. We give the pension to the soldier not by way of bounty or 
gratuity. We give it because we owe it tohim. We give it to him 
because it is in payment of a debt of honor. We give it to him because 
in battle and in the presence of danger and death he strove to save the 


009 | Union and to give to us all, South as well as North, a united and pros- 


perous country. 

Mr. President, he fought for the South as well as for the North. In 
the victory which the Union forces won, the South, defeated in one sense, 
was, in another larger and more essential sense, the victor. The South 
was victor through the efforts of the Union Army over itself and its 
own error, and I doubt to-day if there is a man in the Senate Chamber 
from the South whois not glad in his heart that the efforts of the Union 
Army were crowned with success, and that through those efforts, in- 
stead of two nations, one based upon the enervating system which had 
held back and degraded the South, we are to-day one people, in an 
indestructible Union, moving forward in the van of nations under one 


fla 

. can not fora moment give my assent to the proposition urged by 
the Senator from New Hampshire that independent of the needs of the 
South for Federal aid we ought to pass this bill to help equalize the 
pension appropriations. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will do me the justice 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. To observe that I did not urge the passage of this 
bill in order to equalize the pension burden, which by the statement 
of the Senator who reports the bill will be about twice what I estimated 
it at, and I think on examining the bill hisestimate is too low. Never- 
theless, the proposition that I laid down was, first, the absolute neces- 
sity, the growing, increasing evil and no corresponding ability, and that 
with this increasing burden forced upon the South by the present Con- 
gress we ought to consider the condition of her children. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, I would not willingly do injustice to 
the Senator or to any Senator. I think he will find, if he recurs to his 
remarks, that in the statement which I have made I have been en- 
tirely accurate as to the argument to which he resorted in relation to 
the dependent-pension bill. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say that all or many of the tables pre- 
sented showing a wantof enrollment or attendance of children in the 
South are not fairly to be taken as evidence here or anywhere of inability 
on the part᷑ of the South to afford common-school facilities to those of 
her children who need them. There are many States, almost every 
State, I take it, in the North where there are thousands who ought to 
be enrolled who are not and thousands who are enrolled who do not 
avail themselves of the common-school facilities afforded. Take the 
great State of New York, the Empire State in wealth of this Union, 
and how is it upon the question of non-enrollment or non-attendance? 
To the annual reportof the superintendent of public instruction of the 
State of New York reference is made by the New York Tribune in a 
leading article in the issue of January 6, in which it is stated: 

It is the custom of public speakers, as often as occasion offers, to glorify our 
common-school system as the foundation of public order and morality, and such 
no doubt it is. But this habit of indiscriminate eulogy, without a hint of short- 
comings, of negligence at one point and wasted en at another, is really per- 
nicious in ita effects. Superintendent Draper is entitled to nig praise for the 
disinterested frankness with which he has always revealed and condemned the 
defects and deformities of the schools. His latest report makes many disqui- 
eting disclosures. The schools have cost the people ut $16,000,000 during the 
last year. If the fact of that great expenditure is a tribute to the popular intel- 
ligence which comprehends the vital necessity of assuming sach a burden, the 


additional fact that the percentage of attendance in 1889 was only 57.3, and 
smaller than in any preceding year, is less flattering. 


Fifty-seven per cent. of the school children of New York alone at- 
tended the public school during the year 1889, If non-enrollment or 
non-attendance are evidence of poverty, how desperately poor and in 
need of Federal assistance is the great State of New York. The super- 
intendent of publicinstruction, knowing perfectly well that the trouble 
is not a want of facilities, a want of money, but a want, in large part, 
of spirit upon the part of parents to avail themselves and their children 
of the advantages afforded, advocates the adoption of a compulsory edu- 
cation law similar to the one which Governor Hill last year had vetoed. 

The Senator from New Hampshire called attention in one table of his 
statistics to the number of children in the city of New York who do 
not attend school and to the lack of school-houses in that city. His 
statements are doubtless correct. In the great city of New York 
there are thousands and tens of thousands of children who ought to 
attend school and who do not. There ought to be a multiplication of 
school-houses and school-house facilities in the city of New York. Why 
arethey wanting? Not because the city of New York is short of money. 
Its wealth figured up is dazzling and bewildering. It is not because 
the people can not easily build sufficient school-houses and afford suffi- 
cient facilities for common-school education. The trouble is in part, 
perhaps, that in the rush for wealth they do not stop to think about it. 
They do not appreciate perhaps the danger; and what is true of New 
York City is true of every other city, in part, in the North. It isa 
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lack Bpan the part of the people of a thorough realization of the neces- 
sity of education, and not a want of money. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask either of him or 
the Senator from New Hampshire a question for information? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the 57 per cent, enrollment in New York have 
any reference to or in way include the children who are in church 
3 in denominational schools, but only those in the governmental 
schools? 

Mr. BLAIR, I do not know in regard to that, but I suppose it in- 
cludes only the public schools. I can not say. 

Mr. SPOONE As the article states this fact in connection with 
the cost to the people of about $16,000,000 during the last year for 
common schools, I take it that it refers to the public schools, and not 
to the private schools. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose in justice to New York City it ought to 
be taken into account that there are very large numbers of children in 
the Catholic and other denominational schools. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not think that New York City needs any jus- 
tice to be done for it or any apology for it. There is no portion of this 
country where so liberal and large an expenditure is made for education, 
and public education, as in the city of New York. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, Ihave made no charge either against 
New York City or New York State that calls for defense. I say, tak- 
ing it from the superintendent of public instruction of the State, that in 
the State a little over 50 per cent. of the school children are enrolled 
as attending school. > 

Mr. HAWLEY, Fifty-seven per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Fifty-seven per cent. Isaid a little over 50 per 
cent.; leaving a very large percentage of the children of the State who 
are not enrolled in the publicschools. I do not say that is to be imputed 
to New York as a fault other than as the same fault is to be imputed 
to other States. I do say this, that under a Republic such as we are, 
boasting, as we do, of our wealth, standing to-day as the richest people 
on the earth, there ought not to be any State in this Union where only 
a little over half of the children attend school. If the faultis that the 
people do not appropriate sufficient money, they are ready and willing 
to do it, I have no doubt. If the fault is that there is no mode of 
compelling attendance on the schools, they will adopt, perhaps, in due 
time, in New York, as they have in Illinois and some other States, some 
means of compelling attendance by law. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire, referring not simply to the 
State of New York, but to the city of New York, gave statistics of the 
illiteracy and want of school facilities in that city. He made the state- 
ment, as I recollect it, that there was one ward in that city, as he was 
informed by a priest, in which there was not a single public school. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, if the Senator will excuse me, I was informed in 
conversation by a priest whose duties were discharged in the same 
locality, that there was a precinct or district where there were 2,500 
children who ought to be in school, but who were in none, either pa- 
rochial or public,and I said, taking the recent data in the press, that there 
were known to be at least 20,000 children who could find no accommoda- 
tions in school-houses in the city of New York, and nearly the same 
number, 17,000, I think, in Cincinnati. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was not for want of money, but because of 
inadequate expenditure. 


Mr. BLAIR, I made those statements in connection with another 
argument, that the national criticism which would result from calling 
to national attention these defects in the public-school system of North- 
ern as well as of Southern States, this publicity given to what exists 
in the dark places of the North as well as of the South, would tend to 
their correction and to the development of an inclination on the part 
2 nee who had money to impose the necessary taxation to remove 
the evil. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was in that view that at the outset I stated 
that in my opinion the people of this country are under a great obli- 
gation to the Senator from New Hampshire for his introduction of this 
bill and the discussion upon it, and for the speech which he has put 
into this RECORD, whatever may be the fate of the measure. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I have the permission of the Senator 
from Wisconsin to inject a remark. 

8 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield? 

Mr. PLATT. I have his permission. If I understand what is meant 
by the enrollment of children of the school age, it is a census taken by 
the State or other authority to determine all the children in the State 
between certain ages. That is the enrollment. Then the attendance 
only embraces those who attend the public common schools, and all 
who attend private schools of any nature or who are taught at home 
do not appear in the average attendance. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is true; and the only point in my argument 


was to show that non-enrollment did not necessarily mean a want of 


money or a need of help either in the North or in the South. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the non-enrollment indicates this fact, which is 
a fundamental fact, that the children are not being educated. The 
wholesubjectrests upon the fundamental fact that the childhood of the 
country is growing up in ignorance, whether North or South. The 
thing needed is not being done. 

Mr. SPOONER. I turn for just a moment, as bearing upon this 
proposition that non-enrollment does not mean want of money, to an 
article in the Chicago Tribune of March 1 relative to Illinois: 

By the statistics of 1888 we find that the number of persons of school-goi 
age in the State of Illinois is 1,118,472. The number enrolled in the public 


schools for that year was 751,349. The number enrolled in private schools in 
the State was 100,465. You will see from this that the total enrollment in both 


1 
age, and doubtless may have had some reasonable elementary 2 But 


And he reports fayorably upon the operations thus far of the compul- 


sory- education law in that State. 

oe CULLOM. That is a better showing than most of the States 
make. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not say it is not. 

Mr. President, I find I am taking more time than I intended, and I 
will hurry through with my remarks. The South since 1880 not only 
has grown with wonderful rapidity, justifying the pride with which her 
people declare to the world their material resources, butshe has grown 
also since 1880 marvelously in the matter of common-school education. 
I shall furnish as part of my remarks, as pronn this statement, the 
following table, presented by the Senator from New Hampshire : 


TABLE 17.—Jncrease for ten years of population 6 to 14, enrollment, and expenditure. 
[Norz.—D indicates a decrease.] 


Estimated population 6 to 14. 


State or Territory. 
1 
North Atlantic Division: 
Maine. 102, 530 108, 431 901 0.9 155, 428 
New Hampshire. 47,017 51, 255 4,238 9.0 68, 035 
Vermont. 54, 218 54, 503 285 0.5 72,909 
Iassachusetts... 243, 431 290, 351 46,920 19.3 307, 832 
Rhode Island. 698 47, 368 8, 670 22.4 39, 959 
Connecticut. 91,553 105, 368 13,815 15.8 119, 208 
New York... 789, 316 885, 440 96,124 12.2 | 1,023,715 
New Jersey. @178,991 | 6225, 960 46, 969 26.2 4196, 252 
Teone 747, 908, 667 161,443 21.6 907, 412 
a24, 699 023, 966 4, 267 17.3 a23, 251 
165,144 | 195,840 29, 696 17.8 150, 278 
27,833 36, 259 8, 926 32.7 21, 264 
299,126 364, 066 64, 940 21.7 204, 974 
119,681 | 158,090] 38,459 82.1 125, 832 
1,530 859, 3 88, 199 32.5 201, 459 
029 245, 52, 800 27.3 102, ze 
383, 434 75, 391 24.5 179, 
51, 149 78, 686 27,537 53.8 81,133 
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319,724 | 140,319 78.2 4330, 000 711,990 | 381,990 115.8 
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From which it appears that to each 100 of 


pulation the average 
daily attendance in the whole country is 13 


. The result is thus 


summarized: 

Per cent. 
North Atlantic Division.. „ 
South Atlantic Division . 12,25 
South Central Division 11.99 
North Central Division., 15. 
Western Division 8 r T 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Inconnection with the table introduced by the Senator 
from West Virginia, or immediately after his speech, I introduced another 
table from the same authority, that is, the last report of the Bureau of 
Education, showing that he is under a misapprehension as to the rela- 
tive attendance in the South and in the Northern and Western States. 

Mr. SPOONER, _I have not observed the correction made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I desire to say, as to the table referred to, that 
T have not seen any correction myselfof those figures, I remember the 
statement of the Senator that he would introduce it, but I looked the 
next morning and found that he had not done so. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator did not look at my remarks, then. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I have not seen any correction of the figures, I 
desire to state further that that table is from the last report of the 
Bureau of Education in this city, and is aceurate according to that report. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will examine my remarks, he will find 
that the relation of attendance to cach 100 of the inhabitants in the 
Southern States proper, given with a new nomenclature attached to 
them, is from 75 to 80, while in the Northern States it is from 120 
to 130. That is the relation between the actual attendance as com- 
pared with each 100 inhabitants. The Senator was misled, I think. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; if the Senator from Wisconsin will permit 
me, I desire to say that the Senator from New Hampshire is making the 
same mistake now that he did when he undertook to correct me, which 
is, that he was referring to a table of attendance, whereas I was refer- 
ring toa table based upon population. He will find that the table based 
on population is the correct one, and is a better evidence of the school 
condition of the country than that based on attendance, 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, I do not know 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to this interruption? 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Justa moment. I wish to say that the figures which 
I placed on record were tables showing the relation between school at- 
tendance at the North and at the South, and that there was a great dis- 
proportion in favor of the North as against the South. Ido not know 
that I understand the Senator's table. Itcannot be pertinent to the issue. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr, President, in all the years I have been in the 
Senate, so far as I know I have never objected to an interruption in de- 
bate, but I find Iam violating the promise I made to be brief; Iam 
weary, and I desire to hasten through with what I have to say. 

In 1870—and I will not read these statistics except a few words—the 
amount given for public schools in various Southern States was $3,800,- 
622. The census returns make the expenditures for 1880, by States, 
$4,468,307; by counties, $1,138,774; total, $5,607,081. Last year, in the 
absence of national aid to education, that people, catching ‘the spirit 
of the age, growing to appreciate the necessity of education, having 
begun to levy taxes upon themselves locally (the vital principle of a 
common-school system, without which neither in New England nor in 
the West would it ever have existed), had raised this expenditure to 
$11,742,702, and this year to $13,905,304, and the valuation of school 
property is now $15,969,590. 

Passing over a list of scholastic population in the South, which show 
that there are colored, 2,057,990; whites, 3,908,152; teachers, 71,317; 
number of schools, 62,861; pupils enrolled, 3,220,955; attendance, 
2,085,032, a good percentage of enrollment, leaving a white enrollment 
of 2,235,933 and a colored enrollment of 985,022, I am brought to the 
proposition that the Sonthern people have not only been doing well 
since 1870 and 1880 in the education of white children, but they have 
been doing well in the education of colored children. How many col- 
ored children are attending the common schools in the Southern States 
to-day, children who, if they had been born not a great many years 
ago, would have been chattels, not children, who could have been torn 
away from the arms of father and mother, and to whom it was a crime 
to give education? Nearly 1,000,000. This shows how thoronghly in 
this important respect the Southern people have adapted themselves 
to the great change made by war. 

Mr. BLAIR. About half of them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Nearly one million. There are colored schools, 
19,550; 20,000 teachers of colored schools, and 985,022 colored pupils, 
to say no of colored colleges and academies, etc. It will notdo to 
say that the objection to this bill among Southern Senators and among 


in it I hope I may be excused. 


the Southern people is due to a desire to keep the colored child in igno- 
rance, in face of the fact that 985,000 of them are attending the public 
schools in the South and that the burden of the expense is mainly de- 
frayed by the white people of the South. 

This is marvelous progress. In considering the attitude of the South 
and the status of the South on this question of education in compari- 


08 | son with the North, it ought not to be forgotten that prior to 1867 the 


South had no common-school system. It ought not to be forgotten 
that the institution of slavery was an institution necessarily based upon 
ignorance among the people. The schoolmaster in slave times was a 
public enemy there. That people if educated could not have been 
chattels. When you take into account the fact that the common- 
school system in the South was born as late as 1887, when you notice 
how the South in that respect has broken away from a terrible envi- 
ronment, she is entitled to full credit for what she has done in the way 
of educating the Southern children, white and colored. That spirit 
better than Federal aid, better than streams of gold from the puldic 
Treasury—which built up the common-school system in New England; 
that spirit, which built it up among the pioneers of the great States at 
the West, will build up a common-school system in the Southern States 
of which that section and the Nation may well be proud before many 
years. When Southern Senators and Southern teachers tell us Do 
not stifle this spirit by pouring Federal gold upon it, we ought to pay 
some attention to their warning. 

One thing I can not forbear to say, and if there is anything sectional 


phases of this Southern question to me that the white people of the 
South so generonsly deal with the children of the negro in respect of 
education and so brutally and unjustly deal with their fathers and their 
adult brothers in respect of political rights; and [hope with the growth 
of common-school education in the South there will come a b erand 
a better sense of justice in this respect also. 

Isent to the different superintendents of public instruction in the 
Southern States, in order that we might not have to rely upon letters, 
petitions, and memorials,” but might have official information from 
those States as to the condition of their common schools, for their re- 
ports. I can not take the time to read them, and I will not except, if I 
may be permitted, to call attention to the opening sentence in the re- 
port of the superintendent of Florida. Whatever may be justly said 
to the detriment of Florida in some other respects, in this particular 
she is beyond the possibility of just condemnation, The superintend- 
ent of publie instruction says: 

The time is past when it was necessary for the officer in charge of the great 
interests of popular edneation to feel the necessity of either n ut or per- 
suasion to induce the people generally to avail themselves of the inestimable 
privilege of the public school. 

Every county in the State is— 

Is this true or is it false? If it is true, it is entitled to great weight 
in judging of the necessity of Florida that Iowa and Illinois and Wis- 
consin and other States of the North should pour from taxation money 
into Florida to aid in educating her children. 

Eyery county in the State is now thoroughly organized, and in almost every 
settlement or neighborhood in the counties there is a school o ized and 
operated, the door of which is wide open to every child, schools for both the 
white and negro children, nnd over 72 per cent. of the children, as enumerated 
in the schoo! census of IS, are in attendances upon them and are being edu- 
cated in the common-school branches. 

Illiteracy is being rapidly banished from the State, as the older freedmen and 
their coeval family connections pass out of life, and their children are receiv- 
ing the benetits of the school, while the children of the white population, spe- 
cially of the poorer laboring classes, are very largely in attendance upon them. 
The number of schools is being increased from year to year asthe demand of 
our ever-increasing population require, and our far-stretching forestsand plains 
are giving way to homes of settlers, and being transformed into orange groves, 
fruit orchards. or waving fields of cane or fleet lint, and the tobacco plant. 

He goes on to show the increased interest among the teachers and 
superintendents, evidenced by institutes and all those concomitants of 
an earnest and healthy spirit in favor of common-school education. 

Take the State of Arkansas, whose Legislature a few years ago asked 
for Federal aid. They have increased their appropriation by local tax- 
ation—if I might take the time to read the statistics here they would 
be interesting—so that I think the expenditare was $1,300,000 this 
last year, and their superintendent in his report says that no State in 
the Union is doing betterin the way of per capita taxation for the sup- 
port of common schools, having reference to their assessed valuation, 
than the State of Arkansas. Their Legislature now protests against 
this measure. 

The improvement in some other Southern States is not so marked, 
but it is encouraging in the highest degree. 

Mr. President, this bill appropriates $7,000,000 the first year; $10,- 
000,000 the second year; $15,000,000 the third year; the fourth year 
the sum of $13,000,000; the fifth year the sum of $11,000,000; the sixth 
year the sum of $9,000,000; the seventh year, $7,000,000; the eighth 
year the sum of $5,000,000—$77,000,000 in eight annual installments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And $2,000,000 for school-honses. 

Mr. SPOONER. And $2,000,000 for school-houses to be built ac- 
cording to the free plans? fo be furnished by the Commissionerof Edo- 
cation. Lask What is to become of this money? I will put into the 
RECORD without taking the time to read it a statement furnished by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, which shows how much each State 
receives in the aggregate and how much each year. 
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Preliminary computation of amounts to be received by the States and Territories, excluding the District of Columbia, of $77,500,000 distributed on the 
basis of the number of persons who could not write in 1880, as per Senate bill 194, except that the new States received more on account of their in- 
crease of population. 


[Prepared in the Bureau of Education, January, 1886, at the request of Hon. H, W. Bram.) 


Total Per- Quota of each State and Territory for the— 


pope 

States and Territories. | tion, cen- [could not 
susof | writein 
1880. 1880. 


Seventh Eighth 
year. year. 


Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars, Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. 
000, 000. 00 10, 000, 000. 00. |15, 000, 000. 00 |13, 000, 000. 00 11. 000, 000, 00 |9, 000, 000. 00 7, 000, 000, 00 8, 000, 000. 00 
= — — — — SaaS — — SDS — —— K ——— ——ũů——̃ — — - — = 
1, 262,505 | 433,447 | 5,370,848, 45 | 488,258.95 697,512.78 | 1,046, 269.14 766, 59 07 627, 761.40 483,258,95 | 348,756.39 
40, 5,842 | 72,888.30 6, 580.75 9, 401, 08 14, 101.61 12) 221.40 10, 341. 19 400. 6.580. 75 4,700.54 
2, 508,170.97 | 227,561.00 | 325,087.14 | 487,630.72 | 422,613.29 | 857,595.86 | 292,578.43 | 227,561.00 | 162,543.57 
662,051.95 | 69, 186.54 85,980.77 | 128,971.25 | 111,775.00 | 94,578.85 882, 60,186.54 | 42, 990. 39 
129,783.50 | 11,798.50 16,855.00 | 25, 282. 48 21,911.45 | 18,540.50 | 15,169.49 | 11,798.50 8, 427.50 
352, 202,22 | 22,018.38 | 45,740.55 63,610.83 | 509,432.72 50,314.61 | 41,166.49 | 32,018.38 | 22,870.28 
59,737.09 | 5,430. 64 7, 758, 06 11, 637.09 , 085, 48 8, 533. 87 982, 5, 430. 64 3, 879.03 
240,559.17 | 21,869.02 | 31, 241. 45 46, 862. 08 40, 613, 89 3A, 365. 60 117,31 | 21,889.02 | 15,620.78 
993,548,79 | 90,322.62 | 129,032.31 | 193,548.46 | 167,742.00 | 141,935.54 | 116,139.08 | 90,322.62 | 64,516.16 
6, 448, 482.66 | 586,225.70 | 837, 405. 28 | 1,258, 197.92 | 1,088,704.87 | 921,211.81 | 753,718.75 | 586,225.70 | 418,732. 64 
22,031.23 | 2,002. S4 2, 881. 20 4,292. 24 3,719. 64 3,147.82 | 2,575. 44 2, 002, 84 1! 430, 60 
1,801, 616,46 | 163,783.81 | 233,976.16 | 350,964.24 | 304,169.01 | 257,873.78 | 210,578.54 | 163,783.31 | 116,988.08 
1,372, 441.26 | 124,767.39 | 178,239.12] 267,358.68 | 231,710.86 | 196,063.03 | 169,415.21 | 124,667.39 | 89,119.56 
577,532.84 | 52,502.99 | 75,004.27 | 112,506.39] 97,505.54 82,504.69 | 67,503.85 | 52,502.99 | 37,502.14 
z 489,147.72 | 44,467.97 | 63,525. 68 95, 289.51 82,583.39 | 65. 878. 25 57, 178.10 44,467.97 | 31, 762.84 
4. 316,950.63 392,448.24 | 560,640.34 | 840,960.42 | 728,832,36 | 616,704.38 | 504,576.30 | 392. 448.24 280, 320. 16 
3, 945,051.48 858,641.04 512,344.35 | 788,516.52 | 666,047.66 | 563,573.79 | 461,109.91 | 258,641.04 | 256,172.17 
613, 274,708.81 | 24,973.53 | 35,676.47 53, 514.7 46,379, 41 89,244.12 | 32,108.82 | 24,973.53 | _ 17,838.24 
934,943 | 134.483 1.666, 442. 88 151,494.81 | 216,421.15 | 324,641.73 | 281,357.50 | 238,063.27 | 194,779,04 | 151,494.81 | 108,210.58 
783,085 | 902, 1, 152,116.61 | 104,737.87 | 149,625.54 | 214,438.31 | 184,513.20 | 164,588.09 | 134,662.98 | 104,737.87 | 74,812.77 
636,937 | 63, 789,992.67 | 71,781.15 | 102,541.50 153,816.78 | 133,307.86 | 112,798.96 | 92,290.05 | 71,781.15 | 51,272.25 
780,783 | A, 423,000.02 | $3,914.55 | 55,592. 2L 83, 383, 31 72, 269. 87 61,151.43 | 50,032.99 | 88,914.55 | 27,790. 10 
181,597 | 373, 4,624, 339.33 | 420,394.48 | 600,563.55 | 900, 845 780, 732.72 goo. 619.91 | 540,507.19 | 420,394.48 „ 281.78 
168,380 2) 596,674.03 | 235,142.18 | 335,931.65 | 503,897.50 | 436,711.19 524.86 | 302,338.51 | 235,152.18 | 167,965.85 
; 21, 151. 46 1,922.86 2, 746, 95 4, 120. 40 3,571.02 3,021. 64 2. 472. 23 1, 922.86 1,873, 47 
142,843.63 | 12,985.78 18,551. 12 7, 24, 116. 46 20, 406. 21 16,696.00} 12, 985.78 9, 275. 56 
50, 419. 04 4,583.55 6, 547. 93 9, 821.88 8,512. 30 7,202.72 | 5,893.13 4, 583. 55 8, 273. 96 
177. 216.80 16, 110.57 23,015. 11 34,522.76 20, 919.74 25,316.62 | 20,730.50 | 16. 110.57 11,507.55 
659,809.18 | 50,982.65 | 835,689.50 | 128,534.26 | 111/396. 36 94,259.46 | 77,120.55 | 59,987.65 | 42,844.75 
708,220.88 | 64, 383.72 91,976.78 | 137,905.00 119,569.75 | 101,174.41 | 82,779.08 | 64,333.72 | _ 45, 988.37 
2, 721,066.98 | 247,369.73 | 353,885.82 | 530,077.98 | 459, 400. 92 388,723.86 | 318,046.79 | 247,369.73 | 170,692. 66 
5,749, 121.37 | 522,647.41 | 746,639.14 1. 119,958.70 | 970,630.83 | $21,303.06 | 671,975.23 | 622,617.41 | 373,319.57 
1, 683,718.21 | 148,519.84 | 212,171.20 | 318,256.78 | 275,822.55 | 233,388.32 | 190,954.07 | 148,519.84 | 106, 035. 60 
91,978.52 | 8. 361.68 11, 945, 26 17, 917. 88 15, 528. 84 13,139.79 | 10,750.78 8,361.68 | 5,972.63 
2, 825,324.98 | 256,847,72 | 366,925.32 | 550,887.98 | 477,002.92 | 403,617.86 | 330,232.78 | 256,847.72 | 183,462, 66 
807, 210.44 1 928. 22 39,897.46 | 59, 845.19 51,866.70 43,887.21 | 35,907.71 | 27,928.22 | 19,918.73 
4.582, 752.20 416,617.48 | 595,167.82 | 892,751.83 | 773,718.27 | 654,684.61 | 535,651.04 | 416,617.48 | 297,583.91 
y 5, 089, 262. 62 660,24 | 660,943.20 | 991,414.78 | 859,226.15 | 727,037.52 | 594,848.87 | 462,660.24 | 330,471.60 
3, 920, 918.78 446.71 | 509,209.58 | 763,814.36 | 661,972.45 | 660,130.54 | 458,288.62 | 356,446.71 | 254,604.79 
109,363.10} 9,942.10 14,203.00} 21. 304.50 18, 463, 99 15, 623.30 | 12,782.70 9, 942. 10 7, 101.50 
196,236.51 | 17,839.68 25, 485. 26 38, 227. 89 33, 130. 84 28,033.79 | 22,936.73 | 17,839.68 | 12,742.63 
5, 332,498.25 | 484,772.57 | 692,532.24 | 1,033, 793.35 | 900,291.91 | 761,785.47 | 623,279.01 | 484,772.57 | 346,268.12 
48,188.66 | 4,380.79 6, 258. 27 9, 387.40 8,185.75 6,884.10 4, 332.44 4, 380.79 3, 129.13 
1, 057,895.83 | 96,172.30 | 137,889.00 | 206,083.51 | 178,605,71 |" 151,127,919) 123,650.10 | 96,172.30 | _ 68,694.50 
688,420.03 | 62,583.64 | 80, 405. 20 134,107.64 | 116,226.61 98,345.58 | 80,464.67 | 62,583.64] 44,702. 60 
6, 889. 40 626.31 894.73 1,132.08 1,143.14 981. 20 805, 25 626. 31 447. 36 

I will also put in the RECORD, as a part of my remarks, a table pre- Table showing amount each State gels and pays, ete.—Continued. 

i pared some years ago by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], or | ————————— L 

T under his supervision, showing, supplementary to the table of the Sen- States, Gets. Pays. 

a ator from New Hampshire, not only how much each State gets, b buu hh)“ ꝗ́ꝝꝙ«2ékce 


how much each State pays: 


$5,370,848 | $1,767,507 
Table showing amount each State gets and pays. 1 — Se i 8 
6,448,482 | 2,159, 052 
States and Territories, Gets. Pays. 25885 1218 21 
seve | reta 
$662,051 | $1,210,571 $,582,792 | 1,393,807 
129, 783 272, 5,089,262 | 2,159, 302 
352, 202 871, 780 3,920,913 | 2, 228, 448 
210, 559 205, 5,332,498 | 2,117,591 
1,801,616 | 4,309,019 1, 057, 895 865,765 
1,372,411 | 2,749,621 eee eee [Ese 
$7,532 18 85 53,934,849 | 21, 360, 272 
274,708 | "908,510 
1,686,442 | 1,303,920 | Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
289.50 2.8711 | there? 
re 428.000 1/0930] Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 8 
2 9 3,035,722 | Mr. BLAIR. How does that table purport to ascertain the amount 
1 177 218 7% | that each State pays? ; < 
659, 1,583, Mr. SPOONER. On the basis of population according to the census 
2, 721, 066 of 1880, and on the assumption 
99 8 Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is aware that there is no taxation levied 
15 2,825, 324 in that way. 4 + 3 
307, 210 Mr. SPOONER. And on the assumption that citizens of the differ- 
— ent States . 
151 Mr. BLAIR. Mainly rum, tobacco, and customs are the sources of 
$ 21, revenue, 
22.001 Mr. SPOONER. It is on the assumption, I suppose, that the citi- 
64, 383 zens of all the States pay their proportion into the Sep Treasury of 
me 109, 363 this money by way of Gutyon sugar and salt and other dutiable items 
So dt of consumption, and their share of tobacco and other revenue taxes. 
sanel 22, 962, 984 | 49,907,983 | I have never seen successfully attacked this table made by the Sena- 
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tor from Kansas, and I put itin without reading it. Senators may 
look at it for themselves. Their constituents will Jook at it for them- 
selves, and they will see how much less in the Northern States they 
are to receive than they are to pay. The farmers of the West and 
Northwest are loyal, patriotic people, willing to help bear the burdens 
of the Southern States if it is necessary, but they will not be willing, 
I take it, in these days and in present conditions at least, to pay $58,- 
000,000 towards the support of education in the South unless they can 
be well satisfied that the situation is such as to demand it. 

That leads me to say that this bill presents an anomalous situation. 
We are asked to vote in this year 1890, upon statistical information as 
to the condition of the South, scholastic and material, and the illiteracy 
of the South and North, $77,000,000 based upon the census of 1880, when 
we are not only at the threshold butin the midst of the census of 1890. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will observe that the bill provides that 
the money shall be distributed under the census of 1880 only until the 
new figures are available. 

Mr.SPOONER. I am not speaking now of the basis of distribution; 
for I observe that when the new census is made the new basis is to be 
employed. I am speaking about the foundation for this appropriation. 
I am speaking about the question as to what the South has done, as to 
what the n of the South are, as to what other States have done, as 
to what the needs of the country at large are on this question of illit- 
eracy; and I say we are basing our action upon the census of 1880 and 
upon letters of Christian associations, of conventions of teachers, upon 
telegrams, petitions, memorials, upon fragmentary information, instead 
of waiting, as we might well do without detriment to the cause which 
the Senator has so near at heart, until this information can be furnished 
to us by the census we are now engaged in taking. ` 

Now, $58,428,532 of this money goes to the sixteen Southern States; 
about $18,000,000 of itare to be distributed among the Northern States. 

Why, in any event, to the Northern States ? 

Mr. President, I have seen no stronger condemnation of this meas- 
ure than the argument of the message of the President, upon which, 
in some respects, the Senator from New Hampshire relies as justifying 
the passage of this bill. He says: 

Such aid should be— 


That is, national aid- 


as it always has been, suggested by some exceptional conditions. The sudden 
emancipation of the slaves of the South— 

And so on. 

Will the Senator from Kansas who sits in his seat [Mr. PLUMB] be 
kind enough to tell me if there are any exceptional“ conditions in 
Kansas which would justify the appropriation of money from the Fed- 
eral Treasury to aid Kansas in educating her children ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there are none there that would justify 
the appropriation of money unless it were appropriated according to 
the population, none whatever which require the levy of taxation on 
the people of Kansas to educate the people of Alabama. 

Mr. SPOONER. The President wisely suggests that the sole justifi- 
cation for such an appropriation is the existence of exceptional condi- 
tions. There are none in Wisconsin of which I am aware; there are 
none in New York; there are none in the golden State of California; 
there are none in the State of Illinois; there certainly are none in the 
State of Iowa, which, if I remember correctly, shows a lower percent- 
age of illiteracy than any other State in the Union. There are none 
in Nebraska, or in Connecticut, or Vermont, or Maine, or Massachusetts, 
or Ohio, or Pennsylvania, If this proposition were to appropriate to 
the State of New York $6,000,000 to aid in the education of her chil- 
dren it would be laughed out of Congress and no man would dare to 
advocate it. Ought it any more to be made because, forsooth, some one 
thinks similar appropriations are needed in some other part of the 
country? 

Must we vote money out Of the Treasury, raised by taxation, to 
twenty-two States, from eighteen to twenty million dollars, which con- 
ſessodly do not need it, in order to warrant us in voting aid to certain 
States that it is alleged do need it? I undertake to say, although I 
may he wrong about it, that the sole reason for appropriating by this 
bill twenty odd million dollars to Illinois, to New York, to Iowa, to 
Kansas, to Wisconsin, and to Minnesota, and the other Northern States, 
is out of deference to a false pride upon the part of certain Southern 
States that were thought to need it, in order that they might not be put 
where it could be said of them that they were poorer than their sisters, 
that they come to us in forma pauperis. I believe the people would 
justify no such appropriation in deference to any such sentiment, If 
the Southern States need help, if in any one or more of them the bur- 
den is too great for them to bear, if they can not take care of the edu- 
cation of the colored children or of the white children, this great, rich 
people can help them and will help them; but I believe nothing in the 
situation of to-day warrants, in order to get this money into Southern 
treasuries, that we shall vote eighteen or twenty million dollars to 
Northern States, 

_ Mr. President, I think perhaps too much concession has been made 
in the conditions of this bill in order to obtain Southern votes for it. 
When it was introduced it contained some propositions for Federal su- 
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pervision. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] made a speech 
upon it, answering the arguments made upon the other side that su- 

of the distribution of aid under the Federal eye was not con- 
stitutional. He argued, with great ability, that the power to give 
involved the power to give upon a condition, and to see through a Fed- 
eral agency that the condition was performed. That bill provided for 
certain commissioners in each State who should be able to see that the 
fund was disbursed according to the principle of thelaw. Thatdropped 
out long ago, perhaps wisely. 4 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me—— 

Mr.SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill, in that regard, is precisely as advocated by 
the Senator from Ohio and supported by him in the speech referred to 
and as it passed the Senate, and every time that it has passed the Sen- 
ate the provision to which the Senator refers was in it, and it was in 
the original bill as I wrote it in 1881. It was simply this, that the 
United States should appoint a commissioner, a resident of the State, 
on nomination by the President and confirmation by the Senate, and 
that this officer, in conjunction with the superintendent of education 
of the State, should agree upon the distribution of the money within 
the State. That was all. That dropped out, and in the next Congress 
this bill was adjusted to meet the views of the Senator from Ohio and 
others. 

Mr. SPOONER. It dropped out. It was in, and it dropped out. 

Mr. BLAIR. Les, but it dropped out in a way satisfactory to both 
sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. SPOONER. I make no point on that. I simply put the speech 
of the Senator from Ohio in the wrong place in point of time. The pro- 
vision, however, was in the bill to secure a faithful application under 
Federal supervision of this money, and it dropped out. e 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a good deal more in it, however, than there 
was then. - 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, almost every year, following the 
same line of argument, this bill has contained a provision, which I 
presume was intended to accomplish some good result, that copies of 
school books used in the common schools of the States which received 
this money should be forwarded to the Secretary of the Interior. Ido 
not know what the object of that provision was unless there was fear 
that in some of the States histories that the people of the United States 
would be helping to buy and helping to instruet children in might give 
sectional and unfair statements of the war, might perhaps imbue them 
with principles hostile to the integrity of the Union, and might per- 
haps hold up to theiradmiration and worship Calhoun and his doctrines 
and to their execration and detestation Abrabam Lincoln and his doc- 
trines, 

I have seen some school books from the South, or rather extracts 
from them—perhaps they are not in use now—that I believe the 
people of the Northern States, in all kindness and friendliness to the 
South, would not be willing to assist in placing before the children 
of the South. I suppose the provision to which I have referred was to 
guard against anything of that sort. This bill is reported from the 
Committee on Education and Labor with a proposition to strike out that 
provision. I do not know why it was rded as proper in the Con- 
gresses which have preceded this and has suddenly become an improper 
or unwise provision in the bill unless it is offensive to some of the Sen- 
ators upon the other side before whom the specter of State sovereignty 
is ever present night and day. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him and say 
that that provision was put in by a vote of the Senate on my motion 
at the time the bill was last under consideration; and now it has been 
stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that amendment is to be a matter of discussion I 
prefer that the Senator’s remarks should not pass without a statement 
from me, 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps my argument as to that is an unfair one, 
but I do not mean to be unfair. I was not speaking of the merits of 


the amendment, but rather referring toit as an evidence of undue con- 


cession, perhaps in order to obtain votes from the Southern States in 
favor of this proposition. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no doubt that amendment was moved by 
the most persistent Republican opponent of this bill, with one excep- 
tion, for the purpose of inserting a thorn in the side of the Southern 
States. It had not been in the billoriginally; it did not occur to any- 
body that it was necessary in the passage of the bill until, as the Sen- 
ator from Kansas says, when the bill last passedit was put in upon his 
motion, and it was put in in the hope hat it would raise difficulty and 
prevent the passage of the bill. 

I saw no harm in it, and do not now. I would just as lief it would 
be there as not, but on inquiry of the Bureau of Education, of State 
boards, and in various other ways, they say all that kind of matter is 
perfectly accessible, and that most of the books used in the South are 
printed in the North. It was simply an effort to tantalize, and seemed 
to be designed to assail their sensitiveness in a way that many people 
of the South considered almost an insult, and, looking at the motive of 
the thing, the absolute uselessness and nonsense of the thing so far as 
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accomplishing anything good to the country or o any light on 
the school-books of the South was concerned, I assented to the proposed 
amendment of the committee and let the clause go out of the bill. 
There is no occasion, if the bill is passed, to put anything in it to make 
it unnecessarily offensive, but if the Senate want it so I have no ob- 
jection. It does no good, however. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will not the Senator consent to the putting of his 

at the end of mine instead of in the middle of it? 

Mr. BLAIR, I should rather it would be put in with thestatements 
made by the Senator, corroborated, as they seem to be, by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], who testifies, I notice, every time very will- 
ingly when called upon by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no conspiracy between the Senator from 
Kansas and myself that he should testify upon this subject, I can assure 
the Senator from New Hampshire, 

Let us, Mr. President, consider briefly the basis upon which this 
$77,000,000 is apportioned among the States and Territories, and I re- 
fer to it only in a word. It is not apportioned upon the basis of illit- 
eracy among the children of school age, but it is apportioned among the 
States and Territories upon the basis of illiteracy asshown by the cen- 
sus of 1880, without any regard whatever to age,so that there enter 
into and become a part of that basis of apportionment about 2,900,000 

ple who, even in 1880, were too old ever to go to the public schools. 
the object is to treat illiteracy as a common enemy and strike at it 
with the Federal hand full of gold wherever it is found in the United 
States, then there is neither principle nor philosophy in that basis of 
apportionment. The apportionment should be based upon illiteracy 


* among those of school age who can be benefited by the appropriation 


when it shall have been made. In other words, the plaster should be 
ut upon the sore instead of over the entire body, that which is well 

ther with that which is ill. 

ut the most serious objection to the bill in some respects is the basis 
upon which the money is divided in the States. The negro is counted 
in for the purpose of getting $58,000,000 of it into the sixteen Southern 
States, and the negro is considerably counted out when it comes to di- 
viding it up among the school children in the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should be glad if the Senator would explain that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will beglad to. It is not distributed in the States 
upon the basis of illiteracy among those who are of school age. If it 
were so distributed, as one would think it should be, that would give it 
in larger proportion to the colored children, because the illiteracy among 
them largely preponderates. It is distributed, however, among the 
children of the States upon the basis of population without regard to 
illiteracy at all in the proportion of the white and colored to each other. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I donot wish to decline to be inter- 
rupted, but I have already taken al ther more time than I was enti- 
tled to take, and I feel that I am imposing upon the Senate, and I shall be 
greatly obliged to the Senator, who will have abundant opportunity to 
criticise what I may say at his leisure, if he will allow me to hurry 
through. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must protect the Senator 
from Wisconsin in his right to the floor. The Senator from Wisconsin 
declines to yield. 

a BLAIR. Do I understand the Senator to decline absolutely to 
yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not decline to yield, but I willask the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire if he will not kindly permit me to go on 
with my remarks, and make what remarks he chooses to make after I 
shall have concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why, certainly, if the Senator is sensitive abont it. 

Mr. SPOONER, The only sensitiveness I have is this: That inter- 
ruptions lead one from the line of thought intended to be pursued into 
considerations which come up in the heat of debate, and therefore pro- 
long debate indefinitely, and, I think, unpardonably. If the Senator 
will 2 me, I should like to go on and finish. 

I desire in this connection to call the attention of the Senate to the 
eee of the letter of Judge Tourgée, a strong friend of the colored man, 

ring upon this question of the fairness of the distribution in the States, 
written in 1886, I think it was, and used in the debate in the Senate by 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Doll yH and the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] at that session of Congress, in which he shows that a larger per- 
centage of this money on the basis of the distribution provided by this 
bill goes to the white children than to the colored children. The first 
year’s appropriation was, by the bill of which he wrote, larger than by 
this, but the principle of his letter holds good as to this: 

The most important fact connected with the measure, however, is the relation 
it bears to the education of the two races. It should be borne in mind that in all 
the Southern States the schools for the two races are distinet, and the funds for 
their support are now distributed according to the number of each race in the 

5 districts, or else according to the number of children of each race 


wi n the school ages, as prescribed by the laws of the respective States. Prac- 
tically there is no difference in these standards; to distribute according to the 


number of children is in effect to distribute ett to the proportion of the 
two races, So that, if a State have 1,000,000 whites and 500,000 the white 
schools will have twice as much money as the colored schools, 

The bill in question requires the fund thereby appropriated to be distributed 
in the same manner as the a er pi — 1 — 1 funds, though it is assigned to the 


of the whole sum, though only about one-fourth of the illiterates are of that 
race. In other words, instead of the national fund going to the education of the 
respective races in the ratio of their illiteracy each while illiterate will draw 
from this fund two or three timesas much as the colored illiterate in the same 
State, The following table will show the practical operation of this measure : 


Black and white illiteracy, consws of 1880—ten years old and upward. 


7 White. Black. 


Stat E — 2 
ni 4 13 E 3 
ee ee 8 
2 3 2 5 
B À a 2 
315,660 | 73.7 
271,943 | 77.4 
310,071 78.5 
391,482 | 81.2 
60,420 | 70,6 
$21, 680 | 80.7 
319,753 | 75.6 
259,429 70.1 
2, 250, 438 


2 
* 
~ 


It will be seen that there were almost three times às many colored as white 
illiterates, and, considering the character of the bp eee and the fact that 
all the school-houses and educational equipment of the ante-war systems in those 
States are held by and for the use of the white race, it would seem as if good 
policy and common sense would demand that the remedy should be spread some- 
what evenly upon the sore—that the colored schools should be benefited some- 
what in proportion to the amount to be received by the State on acconnt of col- 
ored illiteracy. The following tables will show what would actually oceur un- 
der the provisions of this bill. See foregoing table for the numberof white and 
colored illiterates in each State, and for the amounts that would be received b 
several States on account of white and colored illiterates respectively on a 8 
of $10,000,000, or $1.60 for each Illiterate: 


8 Paid on 5 

onaccount! count 9 

Slates. ofwhiteil-| colored íl- 
literates. | literates, 


Virginia. . 8184. 424 $505, 172 
North Carolin 308,316 435, 184 
South Carolina 98, 817 - 

A ERAS 205, 683 612.312 
Florida 000 96, 000 
Alabama 179, 252 515, 343 

$5, 199 512.801 
94.623 415,377 
Cc AA Oem 1.182. 406 | 3, 600, 692 


In other words, these eight Southern States would receive from the national 
Treasury on account of 739,364 white illiterates $1,182,406 and on account of 
2,250,488 colored illiterates would receive annually $3,000,692 of the public funds 
of the nation. How would this be divided between the races? o would be 
the real beneficiaries of the fund under the provisions of this bill? If distrib- 
uted as the bill uires, supposing not a dollar to be lost or wasted, the white 
a colored schools would receive it in the proportions shown in the following 
table: 


Amounts that white and colored schools would receive respectively under the Blair 
bill in several States. 


Schools would re- 
Population, i 


celve— 
States. 
White. Colored. White. | Colored. 
7 830,858 | 631,707 8401. 87 8287.728 
North Carolina.. 867, 242 505 460,718 
South Carolina 391,105 | 604,472 | 223.910 253, 7 
Georgia . 816,906 | 725,274 | 442,528 301, 472 
Florida. 142,605 | 126, 888 71,7 56, 237 
Alabama 662,185 600, 320 x 830, 237 
Mississippi 479,398 | 652,199 | 253,265 344, 735 
Louisiana | 454,954 | 484,902 | 247,125 | 262,875 
E | 4,695, 253 | 4,335,357 | 2,475,555 2,314, 850 


In other words, these States, receiving $1,182,406 from the National. Treasu 
on account of 739,364 white illiterates and $3,600,692 on account of 2,250,438 col- 
ored illiterates, Aapoy §2,475,555 of this fund to white schools and only $2,- 
314,850 of it to colo schools. So that while each illiterate black and white 
alike will draw $1.69 from the National 8 for the benefit of the State, 
each white illiterate will reesive for his education in a white school several 
times the amount that will be applied to the education of the colored illiterate 
in the schools of his race, 


> 
0 


1890. 


The following table shows the comparison between the amounts applied for 
the benefit of each : 


Comparative value of white and colored illiteracy under the Blair bil. 


s - 2 2 2 
2512 |33; = 
3° $25 34, 
2278 2 8 =83 
ngs PEE BS5 
States. 2823 | SZA 8 5 
eo 8 . 22 23 ə 
z738 2g E 3 
cofas | 8296 | 829% 
BESS a 33 | 3386 
< < 
$1.60 $3.54 $0.90 
Worth Carolina 1.60 2.60 1.03 
South Carolina.. 1.69 3.89 1.15 
Georgia 1.60 3.43 9 
Florida. 1.680 3.63 - 
Alabama 1.60 3.26 1.02 
Mississippi.. x 1.60 ET 1.07 
Louisiana......,... 7 1.60 4.21 1,01 


It is no wonder the most ardent Bourbons of the South are in favor ofthe Blair 
bill. It enables them to make the ignorant negro simply a cat’s-paw with which 
to pull chestnuts out of the fire for the benefitof themselves. Suchsentimental 
obstructionists as Mr. Blair may think that the colored man, when he comes to 
understand the full force and effect of this measure, will feel highly gratified to 
know that those who made his ignorance compulsory, who e ita felony to 
teach a slave and a misdemeanor to teach a free black to read or write, are now 
able to 5 the lion's share of the nation's bounty to their own use and 
benefit. Thereseemsto be almost no limit to the er rod A of our Northern leg- 
islators to play into the hands of their Southern antagonists. 

The Republican party fairly forced upon the negro the power of the ballto, 
for the negro's sake, of course, and had e ee to boast of its sagacity in 
so doing before the ku klux klian wrenched it from the negro's feeble hand and 
e e its power for the advantage ot the Bourbon Democracy. Now, 

„ BLAIR and re Sparel y of heedless enthusiasts are anxious to immortalixe 
themselves by appropr 3 money under the plea of educating colored illiter- 
ates, to be used instead for the benefitof those who kept the negro in ignorance, 
and will keep him in subjection until he becomes strong enough to assert his 
rights and manfully maintain them. 

t is no wonder, in view of these facts, that the cheap, simple, practical method 
which I had the honor to present to the country in “An A to Cæsar,” a year 
ago, was so bitterly assailed by the Bourbon leaders of the South, By that plan 
waste and misappropriation were made ee impossible; and the colored 
schools of every township were secured benefit of just that proportion of the 
fund to which the colored illiterates of the township entitled them. In other 
words, colored illiteracy would have been enabled to share fairly and equally 
with white illiteracy in the nation’s bounty. If this outrage on the just rights 
of the colored people of the South shall be consummated by the active agency of 


> Republican Senators, the negro will have reason to pray to be delivered from 


his friends almost as heartily as he besought relief from 8 ~ 
ALBION W. TOURGEE. 


I call attention also in the same line of thought to the table presented 
by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] in the exhaustive 
and able speech which he made upon this subject: 


} 
Illiteracy 10 el Illiteracy between | Disbursements by 


“ot years 
of age and over. 10 3 of Blair bill toschools, 
States. 5 | 
White, Colored. White. | Colored. | White. | Colored. 
2 | —— — 
| Per cent. | Per cent, | Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. 

Alabama . . | 24.7 80.6 $2.8 75.0 57.8 42.2 
Arkansas... at 25.0 75.0 34.3 71.0 74.0 26.0 
Delaware .., 9.1 57.5 6.6 47.5 81.2 18.4 
Florida. 19.9 70.7 26.4 65.3 51.4 49,5 
Georgia. 22.9 81.6 29.7 77.3 50.8 49.1 
Kentucky 22,0 70.4 25.7 61.7 83.3 16.6 
Louisiana 18.4 79,1 22.4 73.4 49.9 50.5 
arylan 8.1 59.6 5.9 46.5 77.1 2.8 
Mississippi 16.3 TH2 22.4 68.6 41.2 58.7 
Missouri 0... seers 10.5 53.9 12.3 41.8 93.0 6,9 
North Carolina. 31.5 77.4 27.2 21 60.0 39.9 
South Carolina. 21.9 78.5 28.2 73.0 37.4 62.1 
Tennessee 27.3 21.7 34.3 64.6 73.2 26.7 
Texas 15.3 75.4 21.3 70.5 73.3 26.7 
Virginia... 18.2 73.7 21.2 62.9 56.0 43.9 
West Virginia 18.3 55.0 19.9 39.7 96.3 3.6 


The average per cent of illiterate colored children between the ages of 10 
and 21 years is sor ccccseee ESAT SARE ORO TEA Py he ITI EA SEIS LER 


The average per cent. of illiterate white children between the ages of 10 
and 21 years is 


The per cent. of excess of illiterate colored children between the ages of 
10 and 21 years over illiterate white children between the same ages is... 40.0 


Under the provisions of this bill there will be an excess of disburse- 
ment in the sixteen States to white schools over the colored schools of 
28 per cent. This money gets South in the first, place upon the basis 
of the colored people, and when it comes to expending it in the States 
upon the basis of population, 64 per cent. of it goes in the sixteen 
States to the white schools and 36 per cent. to the colored schools, an 
excess to the white schools of 28 per cent. Reduced to dollars, out of 
858, 428.532. 32 received by the sixteen Southern States, there will be 
disbursed to white schools $37,394,260.48 and there will be disbursed 
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to the colored schools 521, 034, 271.36, or an excess to the white schools 
of $16,359,988. 96. 

My friend from West Virginia has handed me these additional fig- 
ures: The colored schools would receive, on the basis of illiteracy, 
$36,809,975.16, the white schools $13,438,562.36, an excess to the col- 
ored schools, if the money were given on the basis of illiteracy, which 
predominates so largely among the colored children, of $23,371,412.80. 

The President in his message said: 

Such aid should be, as it always has been, suggested by some exceptional 
conditions. The sudden emancipation of the slaves of the South, the bestowal 
of the suffrage, which soon followed, and the impairment of the ability of the 
States where these new citizens were chiefly found to aE aei er edu- 
cational facilities presented not only exceptional but unexam conditions. 
That the situation has been much ameliorated there is no dow The ability 
and interest of the States bave happily increased. = 

But a great work remains to be done, and I think the General Government 
should lend its aid. As the sn tions of a national grant in ald of education 
rows chiefly out of the condition and needs of the emancipated slave and his 

escondants, the relief should, as far as ible, while necessarily proceeding 
upon some general lines, be applied to the need that suggested it. 


The bill does not meet this requirement. It does not do justice to 
the negro in whose interest mainly it has been tolerated and supported. 

Mr. BLAIR. President Harrison, when a member of this body, twice 
voted for this bill and this method of distribution, > 

Mr.SPOONER. Iam using the argument of the President contained 
in his message, and to my mind it is against this bill in its present pro- 
visions. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator if he understands the provis- 
ions of this bill in the way he has stated as to the distribution of the 
money? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr, BLAIR. He certainly has not understood it correctly, and I 
wish to interrupt him in order that there may not be a continuation 
of the unfair impression created throughout the country by the con- 
tinual assertion of this wrongful statement, in which the Senator is 
misled, as well as others, 

Mr. SPOONER. The statement that has gone throughout the conn- 
try, that attracted, as I understand it, so much attention, and that was 
the foundation of the complaint of the Senator in his speech as to the 
basis of apportionment among the States, is that the money is divided 
among the States upon the basis of illiteracy according to the census 
of 1880 without regard to age, and that is true. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator object to my interrupting him to 
explain it as it is? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not that true? Am I not correct? 

Mr. BLAIR. I give notice that as soon as the Senator is through I 
shall ask the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Am I not correct in my statement as to the basis 
of apportionment among the States? 

r. BLAIR. The Senator is quite incorrrect in his statement, and 
that is what I complain about, but I do not wish to interrupt him fur- 
ther. Iwill take oceasion to place this matter right when he is through. 

Mr. SPOONER. My contention is that it takes too much of it to the 
white schools and too little of it to the colored schools, and that the 
true and honest basis of division in the States and by the States is upon 
the basis of illiteracy among the children of school age. Then, in view 
of the fact that the colored children have 40 per cent. more of illiteracy 
than the whites, they will get the greater proportion of this money, 
which they need. 

But, Mr. President, I can not proceed further, except to say that I 
believe, as so many Southern educators claim and as so many North- 
ern educators claim, that aid to common-school education in the States 
upon this installment plan is dangerous, T believe the tendency of it 
will be to unduly stimulate the Southern schools for a term of years, 
without at the same time educating the people to bear the burden of 
local taxation correspondingly, and when at the end of eight years, if 
it ever does end, this money is withdrawn, you will find that the schools 
of the South—the amounts to be expended in the North are so trifling 
it will not have any such effect upon the schools of the North—will 
have grown by this temporary aid to an extent that the people will not 
be willing to support them adequately by taxation until another gen- 
ergtion shall have passed away. 

believe another thing, Mr. President, that the tendency of thisday 
is too much to paternalism in government. No man can sit in Congress 
without being conscious of the fact that very often petitions come here 
for legislation on topics which are not justly the subject of legislation. 
I believe that no people should be helped ont of the public Treasury 
who can help themselves. I believe that with the people of this land, 
as with individual men, the best help is self-help. I believe that the 
fortune that a man wins by thrift, integrity, and work is better than 
any fortune which he obtains by inheritance. 

My recollection is that in my college days the young men who were 
my classmates and who were around me, who had to teach school one 
term to get the money to go to college the next, or whose fathers sent 
them to college at a sacrifice, made generally better students and ac- 
quired a better education than those of us who had only to go and 
drink at the fountain without any effort whatever upon our part. 
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We shonld not forget the experience of Connecticut in the use of her 


Western Reserve fund. The testimony is striking. It is thus stated: 


Indeed the history of our State shows conclusively that at the time when the 
fund was most productive, yielding $1.40 or $1.50 for each person of the school 
and when towns depended upon it, as they generally did, for the support 
Of their schools, the schools themselves were poor and short. In fact, this was 
the darkest period of our educational experience, A very striking deteriora- 
tion took any: as soon as the fund became productive and the income began 
to be distributed. Before that period schools had been maintained at least six 
months, and at most nearly the whole year, according to the size of the district. 
After, and not long after, this new source of income was opened, the usual 
Ten, of schools was reduced to only three months, or just the time that this 
fund would maintain the schools. The sums which came as gratuities relieved 
the people of responsibility and deadened their interest, until the schools were 
continued only so long as the charity lasted. Happily the danger from this di- 
rection is passed, and can not return. The fund has probably reached its great- 
est productiveness, and the per capita will constantly decrease. The public 
schools must draw their sustenance from the people who are directly or indi- 
rectly benefited by them. 


The Southern people are justified in the fear that the effect of this 
proposed Federal aid would be equally injurious to their schools. 

Again, Mr. President, one may well fear that if this policy is inau- 

. gurated it will not prove to be temporary. Many States might not ac- 
cept at once the money tendered by this bill, should it become a law, 
but when they see the others drawing large sums from the national 
Treasury and when they realize, as they will, that they are paying a 
large proportion of it, sooner or later they will take their share. And 
when the eight years shall have passed, members of Congress from the 
Southern States, which will have received annually the large sums, 
will come here pledged by their constituencies to use every effort to in- 
crease and continue the Federal contribution to which they will have 
become accustomed and of which they will have become fond. 

If the times are hard it will be urged with pathetic eloquence that 
the canse of education will suffer if Congress, having thus built up the 
Southern schools, should in a period of depression withdraw the pab- 
ulum upon which they have fi It will not be strange if in the division 
of ies then the Southern States will be in position by reason of polit- 
ical solidity to dictate to the Congress a policy upon the subject and 
to compel acquiescence in their demand. 

Another thought for our Southern friends. It is not certain that the 
Northern people during the years of this appropriation will not, seeing 
the continuing growth of the South in wealth and in consequent ability 
to take care of her own children, and realizing how much of this sum 
($58,000,000) she receives and how little of it she pays, grow restive, 
and that out of it will come much of bickering, especially if the colored 
man shall continue to be denied the free and efficient use of the elective 
franchise under the Constitution and laws. 

For the reasons, Mr. President, which I have given, and for others 
which I havenot taken the time to indicate, I can not give my support 
to this bill, and I think that from almost every standpointitis a danger- 
ous experiment, in no event to be justified save by a necessity which 
plainly does not now exist. 

I thank the Senate for the attention accorded to me. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. ) 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that motion is put I wish to make one or two 
corrections, 

Mr. BUTLER. Wili the Senator from Oregon yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do for morning business; I can not yield for discus- 
sion. I have been waiting anxiously for the conclusion of the Senator’s 
speech to make this motion. There is some business which is neces- 

to be transacted in executive session. I yield to the Senator from 

South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to introduce a bill or for other morning 

business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

dividual Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not yield the floor, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate correcting the enrollment of the bill (S. 993) to 
constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subport of entry and delivery in the 
collection district of Minnesota, and for other purposes.; 


SAC AND FOX INDIANS, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether by action of his Department or by that of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs any persons have been added to the membership of the Sac and Fox In- 
dians of the Missouri, and, if so, names of such their nationality, the 


The Senator can not yield to any in- 


ns, 
reasons for their addition to such membership, and the authority for the same, 
Fees that the Secretary transmit to the Senate all papers and documents relating 


on, 


a 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
After one hour and twenty minutes spent in executive session the doors 
were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 4, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


_ CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 3, 1890, 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Webster L. Stabler, of North Yakima, Wash., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Yakima agency, in Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 3, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rey. GEORGE ELLIOTT. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House a pro- 
posed correction of reference. An act (S. 2284) for the organization, 
improvement, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park,’’ re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
should have been referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Both 
committees to the change of reference, and without objection 
the Committee of the Whole will be considered as discharged and the. 
bill will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, does it not properly belong to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? x 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, inasmuch as the Committee 
on Appropriations 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has there been any law passed that will justify 
the appropriation being made without further enactment ? 

The SPEAKER. In the last Congress the matter was provided for 
in an appropriation bill. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made ; the Committee of the Whole will be discharged and the 
bill will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


INVESTIGATION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, I call up the concurrent reso- 
lution of theSenate in relation to immigration, which went over by con- 
sent until this morning. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have a 
memorial printed in the RECORD. It relates to an important matter 
pending before Congress, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN] desires 
to call up a concurrent resolution which was laid over until to-day. 

Mr. LAWLER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN] gives 
way for me to make this request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana himself is asking 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LAWLER. I beg pardon. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the concurrent resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That the Senate 
Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization be, and hereby are, authorized jointly to investigate the work- 
ings of the various laws of the United States and of the several States relative to 
immigration from foreign countries to the United States, especially the law of 
Congress “to regulate immigration,“ approved August 3, 1883; and also to in- 
vestigate the workings of the contracts made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under said law of August 3, with the various State commissions, boards, and 
oflicers; the investigation to be conducted at such times and places as said com- 
mittees may deem proper. And the committeesare hereby authorized jointly, 
as full committees or through subcommittees thereof, to send for and examine 
persons, books, and papers, and to administer oaths to witnesses, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this concurrent resolution ? 

Mr. McADOO. I object. I want that to come up in regular order 
and to be discussed and amended. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KILGORE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the un- 
finished business coming over from last suspension day, which is the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] to suspend 
the rules and pass the joint resolution which will now be read. 


ADDITIONAL PENSION EXAMINERS. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 117) authorizing the appointment of thirty medical 
examiners for the Bureau of Pensions, fixing their salaries, and appropriating 
the money to pay the same. 

Be it resolved, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
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appoint thirty medical examiners forthe Bureau of Pensions in addition to the 
number now authorized by law, such appointees to be men skilled in the pro- 
fession of medicine and surgery. 

The examination for the ee of these medical examiners shall be in 
the discretion and under the ion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The salaries of these appointees shall be at the rate of $1,800 per annum; and 
a sum sufficient to pay such salaries to June 30, 1890, is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. On the motion to suspend the rules and pass this 
joint resolution the yeas and nays had been ordered; and a quorum not 
being present the House adjourned. The Clerk will now call the roll. 

Mr. FLOWER (after the roll-call had been begun). I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry: Are these surgeons to be appointed under civil-service 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the roll - call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 68, not vot- 
ing 84, as follows: 


YEAS—177. 
Adams, Cummings, La Follette, Reilly, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Taidlaw, Reyburn, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell. Lane, Rife, 
Arnold, Darlington, Lansing, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Pa, De Haven, Lawler, Russell, 
Baker, De Lano, Laws, Sanford, 
Banks, Dingley, Lehlbach, Scranton, 
Bartine, Dockery, Lewis, Scull, 
Rayne, Dolliver, 2 Shively, 
Bejden, Dorsey, Maish, Simon 
Belknap, Dunnell, Mansur, Smith, W. Va, 
Bliss, vans, Martin, Ind. Smyser, 
Boothman, Farquhar, McClellan, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Finley, MeCormick, Springer, 
Bowden, Fithian, M z Stephenson, 
Brewer, Flood, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 
Broo! ire, Flower, MeKinley, Stivers, 
Brosius, Forman, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Browne, Va, Fowler, Milliken, Sweney, 
Browne, T. M. Gear, Moffitt, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Gest, Moore, N. H. Taylor, III. 
Brunner, Gifford, Morey Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Goodnight, Morrill, Taylor, J. D. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Morrow, Omas, 
Burton, Grout, orae, Townsend, Colo, 
Bynum, Hall, Niedringhaus, Townsend, 
Caldwell, Hansbrough, Nute, Tracey, 
Cannon, augen, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans, 
Carlisle, Hayes, O'Neall, Ind. Vandever, 
Carter, Haynes, O'Neil, Mass. Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Henderson, Ii. O'Neill, Pa. Wade, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Osborne, Wallace, Mass. 
Cheatham, Hermann, Owen, Ind Wallace, N.Y. 
Chipman, Hil, Owens, Ohio Watson, 
Clarke, Ala. Hitt, Parrett, Wilkinson 
Clunie, Holman, Payne, Williams, III. 
8 Hooker, Payson, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Houk, Perkins. ilson, Mo. 
Comstock, Kelley Peters, Wilson, Wash, 
Conger, Kennedy, Pickler, e 
Connell, Kerr, Iowa Post, Yardley, 
Cooper, In Ketcham, ce, Yoder. 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Quackenbush, 
Craig, Knapp, Randall, Mass, 
Culbertson, Pa, Lacey, Ray, 
NAYS—6s. 
Abbott, n, Martin, Tex. Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. isp, McAdoo, Sawyer, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Tex. Neclammy, Sayers, 
Barnes, Davidson, MeMillin, Skinner, 
Blanchard, Dibble, McRae, Stewart, 
Bland, Dunphy, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Elliott, Moore, Tex. Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, Mutchler, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Hare, Norton, Stump, 
Buchanan, Va. Henderson, N. C. Oates, Tillman, 
Bunn, Herbert, O Ferrall, Tucker, 
Candler, Ga. Kerr, Pa. Peel, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Kilgore, Penington, Walker, Mo. 
Cate, Lanham, Perry, Washington, 
Clements, Lee, Pierce, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Lester, Ga. Richardson, Wike, 
Cowles, Magner, Rogers, Wise. 
NOT VOTING—S. . 
Alderson, Compton, Lester, Va. Smith, III. 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Lind, Snider, 
Andrew, Covert, Mason, Spinola’ 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dargan, McCarthy, Stahlnecker, 
rwig, Edmunds, McComas, Stone, Mo. 

Beckwith, Ellis, McCord, Struble, 
Bergen, Enloe, Mills, Taylor, Tenn 
Biggs, Ewart, Morgan, Thompson, 
Bingham, Fitch, Outhwaite, Turner, N. Y. 
Boatner, Flick, Paynter, Turpin, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, Phelan, Venable, 

rower, Frank, Fugaley, Walker, Mass, 
Buckalew, Funston, Quinn, Wheeler, Mich, 
Bullock, issenhainer, Kaines, Whiting, 
Butterworth, Gibson, Randall, Pa. Whitthorne, 
Campbell, G ge, Reed, Iowa Wiel 
Candler, Mass. Harmer, Robertson, Wilber, 
Carlton, Hatch, well, Wiley, 
Catchings, Heard Rusk, Willcox, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Seney, Wilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, herman, Wilson, W. Va, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution was agreed to. : 


r 


RECORD HOUSE. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, the following proceed - 
ings took place: 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask permission to vote. i 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is not authorized to entertain the request. 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. I wish to state to the Chair that I was 
absent by leave of the House attending to committee work; and I came 
in inst as my name was passed. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is imperative. 

Mr. OFERRALL. I desire to state that my colleague from Virginia, 
Mr. LESTER, is detained from his seat by serious affliction in his family. 

Mr. BARNES. My colleague, Mr. CARLTON, is absent in conse- 
quence of sickness. 

Mr. LIND. I desire to state that during the vote just taken I was 
necessarily absent discharging my duties as a member of the Committee 
on Civil Service Reform and could not be here to respond to the call of 
my name. If present, I should have voted ay.“ 

Mr. HOUK. My colleague from Tennessee, Mr. TAYLOR, is absent 
on important business. I understand, however, heis paired. If here, 
he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. PAYNTER. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not allowed to entertain a request to 
yote after the second roll-call has been concluded. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I refrained from voting under the supposition that 
my pair with my colleague from Kentucky, Mr. WILSON, was still 
operative. Otherwise I should haye voted in the affirmative, 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky. I did not know that my colleague, Mr. 
PAYNTER, had returned from Kentucky. Under a misunderstanding 
both of us refrained from voting. I would like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not allowed to entertain a request of 
that kind. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky. I would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. ALDERSON. I came in just aſter my name was called, having 
been absent attending a committee meeting. If present, I would have 
voted no.“ 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice on all political questions: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr, STAHLNECKER, 

Mr, HARMER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BARwIG. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice on all political questions, including contested-election cases: 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SENEY. 

The following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Covert, until Thursday next. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, until Tuesday next. 

For this day: 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BUCKALEW. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. McCartuy. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. QUINN. * 

On this vote: 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. CoTHRAN 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COMPTON. 

Mr. PugsLEY with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. ANDREW. Mr. LIx D would vote “ay” and Mr, 
ANDREW uo.“ 

Mr. CANNON. , My colleague from Illinois, Mr. SMITH, is very sick 
and not able to be here. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


PROPOSED TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move tosuspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H. R. 6786) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, to estab- 
lish courts in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, favorably re- 
ported from the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to call for the readingof that bill, Mr. 
Speaker, if in order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill must be read. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to ask a question for information. This bill 


- 


was read at length on a former occasion during its consideration, I be- 


lieve— 

The SPEAKER. It would require unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read at length, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6786) to organize the Territory df Oklahoma, to establish courts in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That all that part of the United States include 
within the following limits,except such portions thereof as are hereinafter ex- 
pray. exempted from the operations of this act, to wit: Bounded on the west 

y the State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; on the north by the 
State of Colorado and the State of Kansas; on the east by the country occupied 
by the Cherokee tribe of Indians east of the ninety-sixth meridian of west longi- 


tude, and by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw 
by the „Seminole, and Chickasaw countries and by the State of Texas, com- 
ng what is known as the Public Land 7 6 7 and all that part of the Indian 

tory not actually ecupied by the five, ol lized tri 
tribes within the Quapaw Indian agency, is created into a temporary 88 
ment by the name of the Territory Oklahoma; and any other lands within the 
Territory not embraced within these boundaries may hereafter become 

a part of the Territory of Oklahoma whenever the Indian tribe or nation own- 
ing such lands shall signify to the President of the United States, in legal man- 
ner, iis assent that such lands should become a part of the said Territory of 
Oklahoma, and whenever the President shall make proclamstion to that effect; 
and © may at any time hereafter change the boundaries of said Ter- 
ritory: That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair the 
ts of person or property, or to impair any patent to or right of occupancy 
lands now pertaining to the Indians in said Territory under the laws, agree- 
ments, and treaties of the United States, or to include any territory occupied 
by any Indian tribe for which title has been conveyed by patent or other- 
wise from the United States, or to which such tribe may be entitled by law, 
agreement, or treaty, without consent of said tribe, or any territory which by 
treaty or agreement with any Indian tribe is not, without the consent of said 
tribe, to be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or 
Territory, but all such territory shall beexcepted outof the boundaries and con- 
stitute no part of the Territory of Oklahoma until said tribe shall siguity its as- 
sent to the President of the United States that such territory be included in said 
Territory of Oklahoma, except for judicial pur as provided herein, or to 
affect the 8 of the Government of the United States to make any regu- 
lation, or to e any law respecting such Indians, their lands, A 1 1 or 
other rights, which it would have been competent to make or enact if this act 
had never passed: And provided further, That the all claim of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations for additional compensation for the lands west of the 


which may now be ee for by the laws and treaties of the United States, 
or which may exist in conformity thereto. 4 

Sxc.3. That there shall be a governor, secretary, Legislative Assembly, su- 
preme court, attorney, and marshal for said Territory, who shall be appointed 
and selected under the provisions of Title XXIII, chapter], of the Rev: Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to the government of all the Territories. 
The provisions of said title and of sections 1909, 1910, 1912, 1914, 1920, 1921, 1934, 
1935, 1940, 1941, 1942, and 1951 of the Revised Statutes and the J barn cay of the 
“Act to prohibit the passage of local and special laws in the Territories of the 
United Biates, and to limit Territorial indebtedness, and for other N 
approved July 30, 18-6, shall have the same force and effect in the Territory of 
Oklahoma as in the Territories therein named, and as in the other Territories 
of the United States: Provided, That the first Legislative Assembly and Dele- 
gate to the House of Representattves of the Fifty-first Con shall be elected 
as soon after the passage of this act as the governor of said Territory shall order, 
and that no person shall be entitled to vote at the first election or to be elected 
to any office who bas not been a bona fide resident of said Territory for sixty 
days previous to said election, and that the council in said Territory shall con- 
sist of thirteen members and the house of representatives shall consist of twenty- 
six members, which may be increased to thirty-nine: Provided further, That the 
first session of the Legislative Assembly may continue in seasion for a period 
not exceeding one hundred and twenty days, 

Sxc. 4. That for the purpose of facilitating the organization of a temporary 

ment in the Territory of Oklahoma, six counties are hereby established 

erein, to be known, until after the first election in the Territory, as the First 
County, the Second County, the Third County, the Fourth County, the Fifth 
County, and the Sixth County, the boundaries of which shall be fixed by the 

Lac of the Territory until otherwise provided by the Legislative Assembly 

ercof. 

The county seat of the First County shall be at Guthrie. The county seat of 
the Second County shall be at Oklahoma City. The county seat of the Third 
County shall be at Norman. The county seat of the Fourth County, which 
shall embrace the Fort Reno military reservation, shall be fixed by the gov- 
ernor. The county seat of the Fifth County shall be at Lisbon or Kingfisher 
City, the place also to be fixed by the governor. The Sixth County shall em- 
brace all that portion of the Territory lying west of the one hundredth meridian, 
known as the Public Land Strip, the county seat of which shall be at Beaver, 

At the first election for members of the Legislative Assembly the people of 
each county may vote for a name forsuch county, and the name which receives 
the greatest number of votes shall be the name of such county. If two or more 
counties should select the same name, the 3 which casts the greatest num- 
ber of votes for such name shall be entitled to the same, and the names receiv- 
ing the next highest number of votes in the other counties shall be the names 
of such counties. 

Bec. 5. That there shall be one session of the supreme court each year at the 
capital of the Territory, beginning on the second Monday in January. Thesu- 

court shall have o: al jurisdiction in cases of mandamus and habeas 
corpus and appellate ju jection in all other cases, civil and criminal. The 
chief-justice and associate justices shall preside over the district courts in the 
Territory of Oklahoma herein provided for. The supreme courtshall divide the 
Terri of Oklahoma into three judicial districts, and it shall fix the times and 
each county seat in each district where the district court shall be heid 

and designate the judge who shall preside therein, and cach ju shall reside 
in the district to which he is assigned. Such district courts shall have exclu- 

original jurisdiction in the Terri of Oklahoma 

First. In all cases, civil and criminal, over which jurisdiction is conferred 
therein by this act or may hereafter be conferred by other acts of Congress. 

Second. In all cases, civil andoriminal, over which jurisdiction may be con- 
ferred by the Legislative Assembly of said Territory ; and 

Third. In all civil cases, and in all criminal cases, which may -hereafter orig- 
inate in the Territory of Oklahoma and over which jurisdiction has beretofore 
been conferred on United States courts held beyond the limits of said Territory. 

All acts and parts of acts heretofore passed granting jurisdiction over Okla- 
homa Territory as herein defined to United States courts held beyond the limits 
ofthe Territory of Oklahoma are hereby repealed, and such jurisdiction is 
hereby granted to and conferred upon the said district courts and upon the su- 

reme court of Oklahoma, as herein provided, and shall be exercised hereafter 

n the Territory of Oklahoma; but crimes committed in said Territory prior to 
the passage of this act shall be prosecuted in the courts held beyond the limits 
of said Territory to their final disposition the same as if this act had not been 


Sec, 6, That criminal cases shall be instituted and tried in the district court 
held in said Territory in the county in which the offense was committed, unless 
the case shall be removed to another county by change of venue. Civil suits 
shall be instituted in the district court in the county in which the defendant re- 
sides, or where the contract was made or the cause of action accrued, or where 
the defendant may be found, and shall be tried therein, unless the case shall be 
removed to another county by change of venue. 

Persons charged with any offense or crime in the Territory of Oklahoma, and 


est to the . where the offense or e was committed. 

Sr. 7. That the general statutes of Nebraska which are not locally inappli- 
cable or in conflict with this act or in conflict with any law of the United States 
are hereby extended to and put in force in the Territory of Oklahoma until after 
the adjournment of the first session ofthe Legislative Assembly of said Territory. 
The governor of said Territory is authorized to divide each county into voting 
precincts and into such political subdivisions and school districts as may be re- 
quired by the laws of the State of Nebraska; and he is hereby authorized to ap- 
Point all oflicers of such counties and subdivisions thereof, and all election of- 
ficers until their election orappointmentshall be provided for by the Legislative 
Assembly, but not more than two of the judges or inspectors of election in any 
young precinct shall be members of the same political party, and the candidates 
of cach political party, who may be voted for at such election, may designate one 
person who shall be present at the counting and canvassing of the votes cast in 
each precinct: Provided, That the supreme and district courts provided for in 
other sections of this act shall constitute the courts in said Territory in lieu of 
courts of like jurisdiction provided for by the laws of the State of Nebraska; 
and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said courts to enforce said laws. 

Src. 8. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the district courts in the 
Territory of Oklahoma over all controversies arising between members or citi- 
zens of one tribeor nation of Indiansand the members or citizens of other tribes 
or nations in the Territory of Oklahoma, and any citizen or member of one tribe 
or nation who may commit any offense or crime in said Territory against the 
person or propery: of a citizen or member of another tribe or nation shall be 
1 to the same punishment in the Territory of Oklahoma as he would be if 
both parties were citizens of the United States, And any member of any Indian 
tribe or nation in said Territory shall have the right to invoke the aid of the 
courts therein for the protection of his person and property as though he were 
a citizen of the United States, 

See. 9, That the provisions of Title LXII of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to national banks, and all amendments thereto, shall have the 
same force and effect in the Territory of Oklahoma as elsewhere in the United 
States: Provided, That persons otherwise qualified to act as directors shall not 
be required to have resided in said Territory for more than three months imme- 
diately preceding their election as such. 

Seo, 10. That the lands embraced in the section of country lying west of the 
one hundredth meridian and between the States of Kansas and Colorado on the 
north, the Territory of New Mexico on the west, and the State of Texas on the 
south, known as the Public Land Strip, are hereby declared a part of the public 
domain of the United Stutes, and shall be open to settlement under the pro- 
visions of the homestead Jawa of the United States and under the provis- 
ions of sections 12, 13, and 14 of “An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes," approved March 2, 1889, and under the provisions of section 2 
of “An net to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee (or Creek) 
Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes," approved 
March 1, 1889, and under the provisions of this act; but all actual and bona fide 
settlers upon and occupants of the lands in said Public Land Strip at the time 
of the passage of this act shall be entitled to have preference to and hold the 
lands upon which they have settled under the homestead laws of the United 
States, virtue of their settlement and occupancy of said lands, and they shall 
be credited with the time they have actually oceupied their homesteads, re- 
spectively, not exceeding two years, on the time required under said laws to 

rfect title as homestead settlers, And all other lands in the Territory of Okla- 
homa which are not required by law, treaty stipulations, Executive orders, or 
right of occupancy for the use of any Indian tribe, or which may be relinquished 
as an Indian or military reservation, shall be a part of the public domain, and 
shall thereupon be open to settlement under the provisions of the homestead 
laws of the United States, and under provisions of snid acts of Congress ap- 
proved March 1 and 2, 1859, and under the provisions of this act; Provided, That 
all tracts of land in Oklahoma Territory which have been set apart for school 
purposes, to educational societies, or missionary boards at work among the In- 
dians shall not be open for settlemen' — are hereby granted to the respective 
educational societies or missionary béLids for whose use the same has been set 


apart. 

52 11. That the procedure in applications, entries, contests, and adjudican- 
tions in the Territory of Oklahoma shall be in form and manner prescribed un- 
der the homestead laws of the United States,and the general principles and 
provisions of the homestead laws, except as modified by the provisions of this 
act and the acts of Congress approved March 1 and 2, 1889, heretofore mentioned 
in this act, shail be applicable toall entries made in said Territory, and no patent 
shall be issued to 5 whois nota citizen of the United States at the time he 
makes final of: vided, That where the final decision of the Secretary of 
the Interior in any land contest arising in the Territory of Oklahoma will, in 
his opinion, affect a class of cases, or furnish a precedent for the future action of 
the register and receiver of any land office therein, or of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, or of the Secretary of the Interior in relation thereto, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall,on application of the Attorney-General, on 
behalf of the United States, or of any tail to such contest, if made within sixty 
days after the rendition of such decision, cause such case, with all the papers, 
proofs,and documents pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, and the case shall there be tried de novo on the 
record thus furnished as if originally commenced therein, with the right of ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States us in other cases, without regard 
to the value of the land in controversy. 

Sec, 12. That it is hereby made the duty of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to carefully examine each claim before issuing a patent to the 
claimant; the entryman shall be required to make full proofs,and unless it 
shall appear that the claim was taken in good faith, and that there has been full 
performance of all the terms and requirements of law, he shall refuse a nt 
and declare all prior proceedings before had in such case to be null and void. 
All persons settling on lands under the provisions of this act shall be required 
to select the same in square form, as near as may be, and to maintain a contin- 
uous personal residence of five years on the land, and to improve and cultivate 
the same for that period in the manner required by the homestead laws, and 
that the provisions of section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
entitled“ Homesteads, shall apply to this act: Provided, That registers and re- 
ceivers of the land offices in the Territory of Oklahoma shall have the power to 
subpona witnesses and to compel their attendance in all land contests insti- 
tuted in their tive offices; but the party desiring the attendance of such 
witnesses shall advance the fees for one day’s attendance and for mileage to 
and from the residence of such witnesses at the same rates allowed in the courts 
of the Territory. 

Sec. 18. That lands entered in the Territory of Oklahoma shall not besubject 
to any judgmentor lien obtained upon indebtedness contracted or obligation in- 
curred prior to the issue of patents therefor, nor shall such lands be sold or con- 
tracted to be sold, leased or contracted to be leased, conveyed, mortgaged, orin 
any manner incumbered prior to final proof and the record thereof made in the 
office of the register and receiver of the district where the land is located; and 
any sale, lease, conveyance, or mortgage made, executed, or contracted for prior 
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to such final fand record shall beabsolutely null and void; and all assign- 
7.7... ße 
1 trans! and mortgagees, who shall have no recourse against 
the United States for any failure of claimant’s title before issue of patent. No 
entry shall be allowed of any homestead except to actual settlers thereon; and 
no preferred right of entry shall be given to any person by reason of claim of oo 
cupancy prior tothe application to enter the land, aw eases of actual occu- 
pancy and continued residence upon the land to the date of the application to 
enter. And no right ofan alleged settleras such shall to any land inthe 
Territory until the date of his actual, bona fide, and continuous residence ie 
the tract he proposes to enter; and his declaratory statement shall contain a 
truc and full statement of the and facts of residence on the land and last 
place of residence prior thereto, and detailed description of improvements, all 
verified by oath of the 9 and at least one credible witness, made before 
the register or receiver of the proper land office, as to all fnets, except that proof 
of the applicant's place of residence may be made before any officer authorized 
by law to administer oaths; but the use of such aflidavitin the Territory shall, 
in case of falseswearing thereto, subject the party to thesame penalty asthough 
sworn to before the register or ver of the proper office. 

{ Sec, 14. That any person entitled by law to take a homestead in said Territory 
of Oklahoma, who may have located and filed upon a homestead therein, under 
and in pursuance of the land laws applicable to said Terri „and who. has 
complied with such laws, may receive a patent therefor at the expiration of 
eighteen months from date of locating upon said homestead upon payment to 
the United States of $1.25 per acre for land embraced in such homestead, 

Sesc. 15, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to reserve on 
any public lands in said Territory town sites forany existingor ao car town, 
city, or village, in area not exceeding 640 acres cach, in compact form, or such 
additional area in Government subdivisions as may be wholly or in part occu- 

ied as n town, city, or village site; and no application to enter any land shall 

allowed of any tract upon which at the date of the application to enter isa 
town or village settlement; and no settlement in advance of survey by proper 
authority shall give any right as against the power to reserve town sites as here- 
by given, it being the object of this provision to secure to the inhabitants of all 
towns, cities, and villages in said Territory the benefits and profits arising from 
the sale of lots therein; and to that end wheretown sitesshall be located upon any 
ublic lands in said Territory the provisions of chapter S. Title XXXII vised 
tutes, entitled. Reservation and sale of town sites on the public lands,” shall 
apply, except as otherwise provided herein, TheSeorctary of the Interior shall 
cause the lots in any site now existing or to be located to be offered, sold, and 
conveyed as provided in sections 2382 and 2383 of the Revised Statutes. The 
money so received from the sale of lots in each town site shall be held by the 
Secretary of the Interior as a separate school fund for the benefit of the inhabit- 
ants of such town, and shall be expended under hisdirection for the erection of 
schoo! buildings and the support of public schools therein. 

This control of sites and proceeds of sales shall continue only until the legal 
incorporation of the respective towns, cities, or villages, when the title to the 
unsold portion of such sites shall vest in the municipality, and the proceeds 
thereof, as well as nny balance in the hands of the peace 4 of the Interior, 
shall be paid over to local authorities, all to be devoted to public purposes with- 
in the corporate limits, All needed ae coe) to carry out the details hereof 
shall be provided by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That hereafterall 
surveys of town sites in the Territory shall contain reservations for parks, of 
substantially equal ares, if more than one park, and for schools, churches, and 
other public purposes, embracing in the aggregate not less than ten nor more 
than twenty acres; and patents for such reservations to be maintained for such 
public p s shall be issued to the towns, respectively, when organized as 
municipalities: And provided further, That this section shall not apply to that 
porien of the Territory of Oklahonm which was opened to settlement on the 

day of April, 1889, by proclamation of the President, 

Sud. 16. That in case more than one half-section of land is required for a town 
site, or application has been made for town sites which are contiguous to cach 
other, the Secretary of the Interior shall include such additional lands as may 
be required for town-site purposes, or such contiguous town sites, in one patent; 
but before issuing patent therefor, in such cases, the inhabitants upon the entire 
tract embraced in such patent shall organize and establish a town or city goy- 
ernment and elect a mayor and council for such city or town. 

Src, 17. That in case any lands in said “rritory of Oklahoma. which may be 
ge ge and filed upon as a homestead under the provisions of law applicable 
to said Territory by pe who is entitled to perfect his title thereto under 
such laws, are requi for town-site pur it shall be lawfal for such per- 
son to apply to the nevna of the Interior to purchase the lands embraced in 
said homestead ox any part thereof fortown-site purposes. Heshall file with the 
applications plat for such proposed town site; and ifsuch platshall be approved 
by the Secret of the Interior he shall issue a patent to such person for land 
embraced in said town site upon payment of the sum of $10 per nore for all the 
lands embraced in such town site, including the streets and alleys, and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may reserve any portion of the lands embraced in such 
town sites for publie purposes without 8 payment therefor. 

The streets and alleys, parks, and public reservations shall be indicated on 
such plat, and shall be donated or reserved for the purposes so indicated, The 
sums received by the Secretary of the Interior for town sites under this section 
shall be paid over to the proper authorities of such cities or towns when organ- 
ized, to be by them for school purposes. The Secretary of the Interior 1 
make all needful rules and regulations for the purpose of carrying this section 
into operation. 

Sec. 18. That there shall be reserved public highways four rods wide between 
each section of land in said Territory, the section lines being the center of said 
highways; but no deduction shall be made, where cash payments are provided 
for, in the amount to be paid for each quarter-section of land by reason of such 
reservation. But ifthe said highway shall be vacated by any competent au- 
thority, the title to the respective strips shall inure to the then owner of the 
tract of which it formed a part by the original 81 6 

SEC. 19. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct Jand offices to be opened in the Territory of Oklahoma, not to ex- 
ceed four in number, including those already established, and may nominate. 
and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate appoint, the usual 
officers to conduct the business of said land offlees; and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall, when directed by the President, cause the va- 
rious portions of said lands to be properly surveyed and subdivided, where the 
game not already been done. 

Suxo, 20. That it shall be unlawful forany person, for himself or any company, 
associntion, or corporation, to directly or indirectly procureany person tosettle 
upon any lands open to settlement in the Territory of Oklahoma, with intent 
thereafter of acquiring title thereto; andany title thus uired shall be void; 
and the parties to such fraudulent settlement shall severally be guiity of a mis- 
demeanor, and shall be punished upon indictment, by imprisonment not exceed- 

twelve months or by fine not exceeding $1,000, or by both such fineand im- 
mment. in the discretion of the court, 

See. 21, That inasmuch as there is a controversy between the United States 
and the State of Texas as to the ownership of what is known as Greer County, 
it is hereby . that nothing in this act shall be construed to 
apply to said county of Greer untilsaid controversy shall be determined in favor 
of the United States by the board of arbitration provided for herein, and to pro- 
vide for a speedy and final settlement of the controversy relating to said Greer 


is hereby created for the ee said 
don and finally de! — — — terri = 


e ay ip of sai tory. 

That said board of arbitration ìl consist of three persons, who shall be 
learned in the law, one of whom shall be appointed by the President of the 
United States, one by the governor of Texas, and the third, whoshall be the chief- 
fustice of some one of the States other than Texas, be upon and ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States and the governor of as. 

“That said board of arbitration shall meet at such 1 or places as may be 
designated by a majority of its members, and shall have fall authority to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to hear and receive testimony 
in behalf of the respective claims of the United States and the State of Texas; 
including any evidence heretofore taken and received by the Joint Boundary 
Commission under the act of Congress approved January 31, 18, and to thor- 
oughly investigate and decide said controversy to the end that it may be defi- 
nitely settled and determined whether said territory belongs tothe United States 
or the State of Texas, 

That said board of arbitration shall be appointed and enter upon the work 
hereby assigned them as carly as practicable, and shall render their decision as 
soon as the importance of issue and a proper Leber ry eG thereof will jus- 
oo and when said decision is rendered the same shall be by said of 
arbitration certified to the President of the United States and the governor of 
Texas, and shall be recorded in the respective general land offices ofthe United 
States and the State of Texas, and said decision shall be final and decisive of 
said controversy. 


penses 
appointed by the President: Provided, That the State of Texas shali pay a sum 
ual to that paid by the United States as compensation for that member of said 


the sum of $40,000, 

To pay tho salaries of the governor, the judges of the supreme court, the set- 
retary of the Territory, the marshal, the attorney, and other officers whose ap- 

intment is provided for in this act, for the remainder of the fiscal year ending 
Sane 80, 1890, the sum of $20,000, 

To pay for the rent of buildings for the legislative and executive offices, and 
for the supreme and district courts; to yore jails and support prisoners; to 
pay mileage and per diem pr jutos and witnesses; to provide books, records, 
and stationery for the executive and judicial offices for the remainder of the 

year ending June 59, 1890, the sum of $15,000, 

To onable the governor to take a oonsus of the inhabitants of said Territory, 
as required law, the sum of $10,000, 

To enable the governor to carry into effect the laws of Nebraska put in force 
by this act in the Territory of Oklahoma and other laws relating to public 
schools. to Har. the salaries of school officers and school- teachers, and for the 
rent of buildings and for fuel and fixtures therefor, and for the expenses of their 
care and preservation, the sum of $100,000, 

See. 23, That so much of the lands embraced in the Territory of Oklahoma as 
have not yet been surveyed shall be surveyed, and the incomplete surveys of 
the lands in the tract commonly known as the “Public Land Strip.“ or “ No 
Man’s Land,” shall be completed, as soon as practicable after the passage of this 
act, according to the terms of existing laws for the survey of the public lands of 
the United States, and to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out the 

rovisions of this section, at the rates now allowed by law forthe survey of such 

ands, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 

same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the surveys to be executed under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Seo. M. That section 1850 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall not 
be applicable to the Territory of Oklahoma, and all acts and parts of acts in 
conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed, 

Seo, B. That all that part of the United States which is bounded on the north 
by the State of Kansas, on the cast by the States of Arkansas and Missouri, on 
the south by the State of Texas, and on the west and north by the Territory of 
Oklahoma, as defined in the first section of this act, shall, for the purposes of 
this act, be known as the Indian Territory; and that the provisions of this act 
hereinafter set forth shall apply to said Indian Territory only, 

Suc. 26, That one supreme court and three district courts are hereby estab- 
lished in the Indian Territory, The supreme court shall consist of the judge 
appointed under and by virtue of “An act to establish a United States court 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.“ approved March 1, 1839, who 
shall be the chief-justice, and two other judges to be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, as in other Territories, and 
each of said N shall receive a salary of $3,500 per aunum. The attorney and 
marshal of the United States court in the Indian Territory shall be the attorney 
and marshal for the courts established by this section; and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States may appoint two assistant attorneys for said courts in 
his discretion. 

Sec. 27. That there shall be annually one session of the reme court of the 
Indian Territory beld at Museogee, beginning on the second Monday in Janu- 
ary; and there shall be a special session of said court at said pl nning 
on the first Monday of May, 1890. The supreme court shall have o juris- 
diction in cases of mandamus and corpus and appellate jurisdiction inall 
other cases, civil and criminal, as provided in this act. 

See. 28. That the Indian Territory shall be, and is hereby, divided into threo 
judicial districts, as follows: 

The first district shall consist ofthe sonic A EA TA by the Indian tribes in the 
Quapaw Indian agency and ali that part of the Cherokee country east of tho 
ninety-sixth meridian, and all of the Creek country, 

The second district consist of the Choctaw country. 

Tue third district shall consist of the Chickasaw and Seminole countries. 

The district courts for the first district shall be held at Muscogee and Vinita, 
for the second district at Atoka, and for the third district at Ardmore and Par- 
csli. Atleast two terms of court in each year shall be held at the places for 
holding court in each district, at such times as the supreme court may fix and 
determine, and one of the judges of the supreme court shall preside over the 
district court in each district; and the supreme court shall designate the ju 
who shall preside over each of such courts, and the judge shall reside in the 
trict to which he is assigned: Provided, Thatthe supreme court of the Indian Ter- 
ritory may it the interests of the people should hereafter require it aud 
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if suitable accommodations are provided for the use of the court, that two terms 
of the district court for the second judicial district shall be held each year at Me- 
Allister or South McAllister, as the court may determine. 

Sec, 29. That the district courts of the Ind Territory shall have exclusive 
fai, ar poa ot lon in their respective districts, except as hereinafter provided, 
in the following cases: 

First, In all cases, civil and criminal, over which jurisdiction was conferred 
upon the United States court held at Muscogee, under and by virtue of Au act 
to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 1, 1889. 

Second. In all civil cases in the Indian Territory, over which the tribal courts 
have no jurisdiction; and in all cases on contracts entered into by citizens of 
va 95 tribe or nation with citizens of the United States in good faith and for valu- 
ablo consideration, and in accordance with the laws of such tribe or nation, and 
such contracts shall be deemed valid and enforced by such courts, 

Third. In all cases, civil and criminal, over which jurisdiction may be con- 
ferred by this act or by other acts of Congress. 

Src, 30. That certain general laws of the State of Arkansas in force at the 
close of the session of the General Assembly of that State of 1883, as published 
in 1881 in the volume known as Mansfield’s Digest of the Statutes of Arkansas, 
which ave not locally inapplicable or in conflict with this act or with any law of 
Congress, relating to the subjects specially mentioned in this section, are hereb: 
extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory until Congress shall 
otherwise provide; that is to say, the provisions of the said general statutes of 
Arkansas relating to administration, chapter 1, and the district courts of the 
Indian Territory shall have and exercise the powers of courts of probate under 
said laws; to public administrators, chapter 2, and the United States marshal 
of the Indian ‘erritory shall perform the duties imposed by said chapter on the 
sheriffs in said State; to arrest and bail, civil, chapter 7; to assignment for bene- 
fit of creditors, chapter 8; to attachments, chapter 9; to attorneys at law, chap- 
ter 11; to bills of exchange and promissory notes, chapter 14; to civil rights, 
chapter 18; to common and statute law of England, chapter 20; to contempts, 
chapter 26; to municipal corporations, chapter 29, division 1; to costs, chapter 
30; to descents and distributions, chapter 49; to divorce, chapter 52, and the dis- 
trict courts of the Indian Territory shall exercise the powers of the circuit 
courts of Arkansas under this chapter; to dower, chapter 52; to evidence, chap- 
ter 59; to execution, chapter 60; to fees, chapter (8; to forcible entry and de- 
tainer, chapter 67; to frauds, statute of, chapter 68; to fugitives from justice, 
chapter 69; to gaming contracts, chapter 70; to guardians, curators, and wards, 
chapter 73, and the district courts of the Indian Territory shall appoint guardians 
and curators; to habeas corpus, chapter 74; to injunction, chapter 81; to insane 
persons and drunkards, chapter 82, and the district courts of the Indian Terri- 
tory shall exercise the powers of the probate courts of Arkansas, under this chap- 
ter; to joint and several obligations and contracts, chapter 87; to judgmentsand 
decrees, chapter 88; to judgments summary, chapter 89; to jury, chapter 90; to 
landlord and tenant, chapter 92; to legal noticesand advertisements, ies 91; 
to liens, chapter 96; to limitations, chapter 97; to mandamus and prohibition, 
chapter 100; to marriage contracts, chapter 102; to marriages, chapter 103; to 
married women, chapter 104; to money and interest, chapter 109; to mortgages, 
chapter 110; to notaries public, chapter 111, and the district courts of the Indian 
Territory l appoint notaries public under this chapter; to partition and 
sale of lands, chapter 115; to p ings and practice, chapter 119; to recorders, 
chapter 126, and the clerks of the district courts of the Indian Territory shall be 
ex officio recorders for their respective districts; to replevin, chapter 125; to 
venue, change of, chapter 153; and to wills and testaments, chapter 155; and 
wherever in any of said laws of Arkansas the supreme court of that State is 
mentioned the supreme court of the Indian Territory shall be substituted there- 
for; and wherever in said laws the courts of record of said State, inferior to the 
supreme court, are mentioned the district courts of the Indian ‘Territory shall 
be substituted therefor; and wherever the clerks of said courts are mentioned 
in said laws, the clerks of the supreme and district courts in the Indian Terri- 
tory, respectively, shall be substituted therefor; and wherever the sheriffof the 
county is mentioned in said laws the United States marshal of the Indian Terri- 
tory shall be substituted therefor, for the purpose, in each of the cases men- 
tioned, of making said laws of Arkansas applicable to the Indian Territory. 

That no attachment shall issue against improvements on real estate while the 
title to the land is vested in any Indian nation, except where such improve- 
ments have been made by persons, companies, or corporations operating coal 
or other mines, railroads, or other industries under lease or permission of law 
of an Indian national council, or charter, or law of the United States. i 

That executions upon judgments obtained in any other than Indian courts 
shail not be valid for the sale or conveyance of title to improvements made upon 
ene e by an Indian nation, except in the cases wherein attachments are 
pro or. 

The Constitution of the United States and all general laws of the United States 
which prohibit crimes and misdemeanors in any place within the sole and ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of the United States, except in the District of Columbia, and 
all laws relating to national-banking associations shall have the same force and 
effect in the Indian Territory as elsewhere in the United States; but nothing in 
this act shall be so construed as to deprive any of the civilized nations of juris- 
diction over all cases arising wherein members of said nations, whether by 
treaty, blood, or adoption, are the sole parties, nor so as to interfere with the 
right and power of said civilized nations to punish said members for violation 
of the statutes and laws enacted by their national councils where such laws are 
not contrary to the treaties and laws of the United States; or be construed to 
establish a State or Territorial government in said Indian Territory, or any 
government therein except for jadicial purposes as provided in this act. 

Sec, 31. That the word “county,” as used in any of the Jaws of Arkansas 
which are put in force in the Indian Territory by the provisions of this act, shall 
be construed to embrace the territory within the limits of a judicial district 
in said Indian Territory; and whenever, in said laws of Arkansas, the word 
“ oounty"' is used, the word! district" or the words “judicial district” may be 
substituted therefor in said Indian Territory for the purposes of this act. And 
whenever in said laws of Arkansas the word State,“ or the words “State of 
Arkansas" are used, the word Territory” or the words “Indian Territory" 
miy be substituted therefor, forthe purpose of this act, and for the pw of 
making said laws of Arkansas applicable to the said Indian Territory; but all 
prosecutions therein shall run in the name of the United States.” 

Sec. 32. That the provisions of chapter 45 of the said general laws of Arkansas 
entitled “Criminal Law,” except as to the crimes and misdemeanors mentioned 
in the yan to this section, and the provisions of chapter 46 of said general 
laws of Arkansas, entitled ‘Criminal Procedure,” as far as they are applicable, 
are hereby extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory, and jurisdic- 
tion to enforce said provisions is hereby conferred upon the courts therein: 
Provided, That the United States circuit and district courts, respectively, for the 
western district of Arkansas and the eastern district of Texas, respectively, 
shall continue to exercise exclusive jurisdiction as now provided by law in the 
Indian Territory as defined in this act, in their respective districts as heretofore 
established, over all crimes and misdemeanors against the laws of the United 
States applicable to thesaid Territory, which are punishable by said laws of the 
United States by death or by . at hard labor, except as otherwise 
provided in the other sections of this act, 

Src. 33. That original jurisdiction is hereby conferred n the district courts 
in the Indian Territory to enforce the provisions of Title VIII, chapters 3 and 
4, ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States in said Territory, except the offenses 


defined and embraced in sections 2140 and 2143: Provided, That as to the viola- 
tions of the provisions of section 2139 of said Revised Statutes, the jurisdiction 
of said district courts in the Indian Territory shall be concurrent in their re- 
spective districts with the jurisdiction exercised in the enforcement of such 
provisions by the United States courts for the western district of Arkansas and 
the eastern district of Texas: Provided, That all violations of said chapters 3 
and 4, prior to the passage of this act, shall be prosecuted in the said United 
States courts, respectively, the same as if this act had not been passed. 

Src. 34. That exclusive original jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the dis- 
trict courts in the Indian Territory to enforce the provisions of chapter 4, Title 
LXX, of the Revised Statutes of the United States entitled Crimes against 
justice,“ in all cases where the crimes mentioned therein were committed in 
any judicial 8 in the Indian Territory and where such crimes affected 
or impeded the enforcement of the laws in the courts established in said Terri- 
tory; Provided, That all violations of the provisions of said chapter prior to the 
passage of this nct shall be prosecuted in the United States courts for the west- 
ern district of Arkansas and the eastern district of Texas, respectively, the 
same as if this act had not been passed. 

Src. 35. That the district judges shall not charge juries in regard to matters 
of fact, but shall declare the law, and in jury trials shall reduce their charge or 
instructions to writing at the roquet of either party. 

Sec, 36. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the district courts in 
the Indian Territory overall controversies arising between members or cit- 
izens of one tribe or nation of Indians and the members or citizens of other 
tribes or nations in the Indian Territory, and any citizen or member of one 
tribe or nation who may commit any offense or crime against the person or 
po perty of a citizen or member of another tribe or nation shall be subject 

o the same punishment in the Indian Territory as he would be if both ies 
were citizens of the United States. And any member or citizen of any Indian 
tribe or nation in the Indian Territory shall have the right to invoke the aid of 
the courts therein for the protection of his person and property, as though he 
were a citizen of the United States. 

Src, 37. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the district courts in the 
Indian Territory to hear and determine all cases which may arise in their re- 
spective districts, affecting or involving the rights of citizenship in any Indian 
tribe or nation therein, which may arise under any treaty between such tribe 
and the United States. All cases under this section shall be begun by petition, 
and shall be heard and determined by the court. The defendant shall be the 
principal chief or governor of the tribe or nation of which the petitioner claims 
to be a citizen, and service shall be made and other provesdings taken as in 
other cases. Appeals may be taken and writs of error prosecuted, as in other 
cases, to the supreme court of the Indian Territory, with the right of either 
pais to appeal to the Saprene Court of the United States, unless the principle 

nvolved in the case has already been decided by said Supreme Court in another 

case, but in all other cases under this section the decision of the supreme court 
of the Indian Territory shall be final and conclusive of the matter in contro- 
versy. 
SEC. 38. That the supreme court of the Indian Territory shall appoint one 
clerk for each of the districts into which the Territory is divided for judicial pur- 
poses by the provisions of this act, and a clerk of the supreme court, who may 
n so be the clerk of the court for the first district, as defined herein. The clerk 
ofthe court for the first district shall have his office at Muscogee; of the second 
district, at Atoka; and of the third district, at Purcell; but deputy clerks may 
be appointed and have offices at the other places where courts are held, for the 
convenience of the courts provided for herein. The clerks and deputy clerks 
of district courts shall have the power to issue marriage licenses or certificates, 
and to solemnize marriages in their districts. They shal! * of all 
marriage licenses or certificates issued by them, and a record k in which 
shall be recorded all licenses or certificates after the marriage has been solem- 
nized, and all persons authorized by law to solemnize marriages shall return the 
license or certificate, after execut: g the same, to the clerk who issued it, 
together with his return thereon. They shall also be ex oficio recorders, and 
as such they shall perform such duties as are required of recorders of deeds under 
the said laws of Arkansas, and receive the fees and compensation therefor which 
are provided in said laws of Arkansas for like service: Provided, That all mar- 
riages heretofore contracted under the laws or tribal customs of any Indian 
nation now located in the Indian Territory are hereby declared valid, and the 
issue of such marriages shall be deemed legitimate and entitied to all inherit- 
ances of property or other rights, the same as in the case of the issue of other 
forms of lawful marriage: Provided further, That said chapter 1083 ofsaid laws of 
Arkansasshall not be construed so as to interfere with the operation of the laws 
governing marriage enacted by any of the civilized tribes, nor to confer any 
authority upon any officer of any court of the United States to unite a citizen of 
the United States in marriage with a member of any of the civilized nations 
until the preliminaries to such marriage shall have first been arranged accord- 
ing tothe law of the nation of which said Indian person is a member: And pro- 
vided further, That where such marriage is required by law of an Indian nation 
to be of record the certificate of such m e shall be sent for record to the 
proper officer, as provided in such law e by the Indian nation. 

Sec. 39, That the district courts of the Indian Territory shall have all the 
powers of United States circuit courts or circuit court judges to appoint com- 
missioners within their districts, ively, who shall be known as United 
States commissioners; but not exceeding three commissioners shall be appointed 
forany one judicial district, and such commissioners when appointed shall have, 
within the district or territory to be designated in the order appointing them, 
all the powers of commissioners of circuit courts of the Uni States. They 
shall be ex officio notaries public, and shall have power to solemnize marriages. 
The provisions of chapter 91 of the said laws of Arkansas, regulating the juris- ~ 
diction and procedure before justices of the peace are hereby extended over the 
Indian Territory; and said commissioners shall exercise all the powers con- 
ferred by the laws of Arkansas upon justices of the peace within their districts; 
but they shall have no jurisdiction to try any cause where the value of the thing 
or the amount in controversy exceeds 8100. 

Appeals may be taken from the final judgment of said commissioners to the 
district courts in all cases and in the same manner that appeals may be taken 
from the final 3 of justices of the peace under the provisions of said 
chapter 91. The district court may appoint a constable for each of the com- 
missioners’ districts designated by the court, and the constable so appointed 
shall perform all the duties required of constables under the provision of chap- 
ter 24 and other laws of the State of Arkansas. Each commissioner and con- 
stable shall execute to the United States, for the security of the public, a good 
and sufficient bond, in the sum of $5,000, to be approved by the judge appoint- 
ing him, conditioned that he will faithfully discharge the duties of his office 
and account for all moneys mang into his hands, and he shall take an oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and to faithfully perform the 
duties required of him. : 

The appointments of United States commissioners by the court held at Mus- 
cogee, in the Indian Territory, heretofore „ and all acts in pursuance of 
Jaw and in good faith performed by them, are hereby ratified and validated. 

Src. 40. That persons charged with any offense or crime in the Indian Terri- 
tory and for whose arrest a warrant has been issued, may be arrested by the 
United States marshal or any of his deputies, wherever found in said Territory, 
but in all cases the acoused shall be taken. for preliminary examination, before 
the commissioner in the judicial district whose office or place of business is near- 
est by the route usually traveled to the place where the offense or crime was 
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committed; but this section shall apply only to crimes or offenses over which 
the courts located in the Indian Territory have jurisdiction: Provided, That 
in all cases where persons have been brought before a United States commis- 
sioner in the Indian Territory for preliminary examination, charged with the 
commission of any crime therein, and where it appears from the evidence that 
acrime has been committed, and that there is probable cause to believe the ac- 
oused guilty thereof, but that the crime is one over which the courts in the In- 
dian Territory have no jurisdiction, the accused shall not, on that account, be 

i ed, but the case shall be proceeded with as provided in section 1014 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Sec. 41. That the chief-justice of the supreme court of the Indian Territory 
shall have the same power lo extradite persons who have taken refuge in the 
Indian Territory, charged with crime in the States or other Territories of the 
United States, that may now be exercised by the governor of Arkansas in that 
State, and he may issue requisitions upon governors of States and other Ter- 
ritories for persons who have committed offenses in the Indian Territory and 
who have taken refuge in such States or Territories. 

Src. 42. That appeals and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from 
the decisions of the district courts to the supreme court of the Indian Territory 
in the same manner and under like conditions and provisions as appeals are 
taken and writs of error a atthe time of the passage of this act from 
the decisions of courts of like jurisdiction in the State of Arkansas to the su- 
preme court ofthat State. An 
dispose of such appeals and writs of error in the same manner and under like 
8 and provisions as the supreme court of Arkansas now disposes oi 
such cases, 

That every opinion of the supreme court of the Indian Territory shall be re- 
duced to writing and be filed among the papers in the cause to which it relates. 
The provisions of this section shall apply as well to motions thatshall dispose of 
a cause as to final decisions on the merits. It shall always appear, in the opin- 
8 ms court, which of the judges delivered the same and who concurred or 

nted. > 

Writs of error and appeals from the final decision of the supreme court of the 
Indian Territory shall be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the same manner and under the same regulations as from the supreme court of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, except as otherwise provided in this act. 

Src, 43, That any member of any Indian tribe or nation residing in the Indian 
Territory may apply to the district courts therein, or to any other court | 
jurisdiction of naturalization cases, to become a citizen of the United States, an 
such courts shali hear and determine such application as provided in the stat- 
utes of the United States; and the Indians residing in the Quapaw Indian 

ney, who have heretofore or who may hereafter accept their land in sever- 
alty under any of the allotment laws of the United States shall be deemed to be 
a declared to be citizens of the United States and entitled to all the rights, 
priv 
of the United States under the provisions of this act do not forfeit or lose any 
rights or privileges they enjoy or are entitled to as members of the tribe or na- 
tion to which they belong. 

Sec. 44. That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, are 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
5 to be disbursed under the direction of the Attorney-General of he 

Tnited States, in the same manner that similar appropriations are disbursed in 
the other Territories of the United States, namely: 

To pay the salaries of the judges of the supreme court, and the fees and com- 
pensation of the marshal, the attorney, the assistant attorneys, and other offi- 
cers whose appointment is provided for in the Indian Territory, for the re- 
mainder of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the sam of $20,000, 

To pay for the rent of buildings for the supreme and district courts; to pro- 
vide jails, and mapper’ prisoners; to pay mileage and per diem of jurors and 
witnesses; to provide books, records, avd stationery for the judicial offices for 
the remainder of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the sum of $20,000, 


the supreme court of the Indian Territory shall 


s, und benefits as such: Provided, That the Indians who become citizens 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 
Mr. BARNES. I object. 
Mr. HOOKER. We are going to make a point of order against your 
motion. 
ah BARNES. I propose to make a point of order, Mr. Speaker, on 
the bill. 
The SPEAKER, What ig it? 
Mr. BARNES. The motion of thegentleman from Kansas, as I un- 
derstand it, is not in order. In Committee of the Whole we had under 
consideration Senate bill No. 985, ſor the purpose of organizing the 
Territory of Oklahoma. A substitute was offered for the bill; that is 
to say, the House bill reported from the Committee on the Territories. 
Now, I make the point of order that here are two motions necessarily 
involved in the one motion of the gentleman from Kansas, namely, to 
ss the substitute bill in lieu of the Senate bill, whereby we would 
necessarily compelled to vote upon the other bill before this one 
could be passed. And upon that I would like to give some time to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 
: The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement is not correct as to 
acts. 
Mr. BARNES. Iso understand the motion. 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Kansas moves to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill which has just been read. 
Mr. BARNES. But it includes two motions. 
The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Kansas now asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. 
Mr. BARNES. I object, and demand a second. 7 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BARNES and Mr. PERKINS as telle 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, noes 62. 
So a second was ordered. 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kansas is recognized fortwenty 
minutes of the forty minutes allowed for debate. 
Mr, PERKINS. I yield five minutes of thé time to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR]. 
Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, for the five minutes placed at my dis- 
, I ask the attention, and the careful attention, of this side of the 
ouse to the question that is now presented for our consideration. 
There has not been introduced in any Congress a bill regarding Terri- 


torial affairs that ever, in my opinion, has received more careful atten- 
tion and consideration at the hands of the committee in charge of it 
than this bill has received from the Committee on the Territories of 
this House. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker; comes before this House backed and sustained 
by the votes of twelve members out of the thirteen constituting the 
committee, and I want to say to the House, to those within sound of 
my voice, with all due regard to the intellect and capacity of each and 
every man on this side of the House, that there is not, in my opinion, 
a man in the House to-day who is capable of passing on all parts of 
this bill understandingly under a week of study; because the features 
embodied in the bill are so numerous, so intricate, and require such 
careful comparison, study, and investigation of scores of treaties, that 
it is necessarily a work requiring considerabletime. Whatis the use of 
having a committee that has devoted between sixty and seventy hgurs 
to hearings, and then making a careful investigation and study of all 
the features of this bill, if the House is not to giye some measure of 
weight to their report? . 

I repeat here, Mr, Speaker, what I have said in the course of this dis- 
cussion heretofore on this bill, that there areno politics whatever in it. 


It is opposed by but one single member of the committee, the geutle- ` 


man from Georgia, all of the other members being in favorof it. Ide- 
sire to say further that if I can understand the meaning of plain lan- 
guage, and if the other members of the committee can understand plain 
language, there are nosafeguards that could properly be put intothe bill or 
thrown around the right of each and every one of the five civilized tribes 
as well as all other Indians in that Territory which have not been care- 
fully prescribed by the bill; and in support of this statement it is only 
necessary that I call the attention of gentlemen who are here present 
and ask them to turn to page 1456 of the RECORD, where they will find 
that every treaty and every portion of any treaty with the five civilized 
tribes that authorize the establishment of courts and their jurisdiction 
are set out in full, as well as statements of what legislation Congress 
can enact. 

Again, if you turn to the latter clause of section 1 and to all of sec- 
tion 29, the latter clause of section 30 and all of section 36, you will 
find all limitations and safeguards are thrown around the tribes and 
Indians necessary to secure all Indian rights, and every Indian right 
of every tribe is there protected and secured. 

I am sorry, sir, that I have not, in the five minutes, time to read to 
you all of these provisions which protect the rights of the Indians; 
but I ask gentlemen to take your pencils and note what I say, for I 
repeat that, by an examination of the end of section 1, all of section 
29, the end of section 30, and all of section 36, you will there see that 
what I state in regard to the protection of the rights of the Indians is 
absolutely true. 

But is it possible that gentlemen here will become so sentimental in 
their efforts to protect the rights of the Indians that they forget alto- 
gether our white race? Why, there are not over 60,000 full-bloods and 
half-breed Indians altogether in that Territory, while there are over 
200,000 white men. Are you not willing, anyhow, to legislate for your 
kindred and color? Here are 200,000 white men who are absolutely 
without protection, and yet the right is given to the United States by 
treaties made with each one of these five civilized tribes in 1866 and 
Congress has had the right for twenty-four years to do what we under- 
taketo do here, There has never been any legal difficulty in our way, 
nor any serious call todo this legislation until within the last few years. 

Here is the last of the unorganized land of the nation surrounded 
and bounded on every side with imperial States, with a rushing, surg- 
ing, restless population, invited, in hundreds and thousands of in- 
stances, into that region by these very Indians themselves, that have 
gone into the Territory, developed the country, built town sites upon 
it, converting these wild wastes into habitations fit for civilized people, 
and now, by this contemplated legislation, while protecting them, we 
at the same time save and help-forward the best interests of the In- 
dians themselves. And yet we stand here and say that while the 
white population of that region are engaged in this work of civiliza- 
tion their every effort is to be thwarted by another class too numerous 
already, the worst and most depraved that the nation can furnish, who 
flock there simply because there is neither law nor the semblance of 
law and power for the punishment of their crimes. 

This pending bill, then, does exactly what the treaties give us the 
right to do. It is a measure divided into two bills practically, one 
estublishing a Territorial government over all the west half of the terri- 
tory which we call Oklahoma Territory, and is based on the interest of 
the Government and of the whites there, while the other is for the 
country occupied by the five civilized tribes, and is for judicial and 
court purposes, and thatonly. Ichallenge contradiction from any gen- 
tleman that, so far as the organization of the courts in connection with 
the Indians over the territory occupied by the five civilized tribes is 
concerned, it is not solely for judicial pu and in accordance with 
rete, treaty stipulations made in 1866 with each of these five civilized 

What is the use of having committees appointed if you do not accept 
their work in what they have done, when they have, in the course of 
their study of the questions involved, spent weeks and months in hard 
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work upon the questions involved. The larger half of this committee 
sat nearly all through the vacation. Its subcommittee of seven sat here 
from day to day, five hours at a session repeatedly, giving hearings to 
those interested in these matters; and we have accommodated ourselves, 
in many instances, even to the whims of the Indians and their repre- 
sentatives, so that nearly every Indian tribe in that region has been 
heard by its agent here, and the bill is generally spoken of in terms of 
approval by those representatives. 

I say let it be understood that if this bill is to be defeated, and ir 
you do defeat it, or refuse to legislate for, and refuse to give law and 
order to a little over 200,000 white people, you are doing so against 
their interests and in the supposed interest of 60,000 Indians. I be- 
lieve the House should support this measure as a whole, because it is 
so framed; and it was so carefully considered that if you undertake 
to amend any one section it is likely toand may throw the whole bill 
out of balance. It has been carefully prepared and thumbed and gone 
over, not alone by us, but by the ablest lawyers that the Indians could 
employ; not one, but half a dozen of them, in line after line and word 
after word. 

Your committee present this bill with the practical indorsement of 
the whole committee. I do not desire to reflect upon the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] at all, who is the only member who is 
against the bill; but I desire to say that he never gave the committee 
the benefit of his counsel and advice in the preparation of the bill, 
and the bill has the indorsement of the whole committee without ref- 
erence to political party. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it would be well 
for the House at this stage to understand exactly what the question is 
before us. The real question is not whether we will or will not passa 
bill organizing the territorial government of Oklahoma. It is not 
whether we will or will not provide courts in the Indian Territory. 
The question is whether under a motion to suspend the rules this House 
will undertake to say that a bill should pass involving forty-four sec- 
tions and forty-two pages and involving a great many multitudinous 
and incongruous matters in its provisions. 

The first part of the bill provides for the organization of a govern- 
ment for the Territory of Oklahoma. It provides for a system of stat- 
utes to be enforced, a whole code of laws—civil and criminal—and all 
the procedure under them. The whole of the laws of the State of Ne- 
braska, which, under the rule, would have had to be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole, are to be enforced under this bill. We then 
come to another feature of the bill. Here is the Public Land Strip, 
forming no part of the Territory of Oklahoma, protected by none of 
the treaties referred to here with the five Indian tribes, and this gov- 
ernment is practically organized here under a motion to suspend the 
rules. We come, then, to this system in reference to the courts of the 
Indian Territory; and here we have an extraordinary thing that is 
brought before us, that provides for a supreme court with three district 
courts which are to be located at different places. Town sites are to be 
organized; public land lawsare to be enforced and applied; and in ref- 
erence to these Indian courts the whole code of the State of Arkansas, 
all the laws in reference to civil and criminal cases and civil and erim- 
inal practice, are to be enforced by this House after a forty-minute de- 
bate. 

Now it is claimed that it has been considered by one of the commit- 
tees of this House and that the bill therefore should pass. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, if such a course were to be pursued, if it would doaway with 
any legislation here, if the report of the committee is to be accepted, 
why ever go into Committee of the Whole on the passage of any bill? 
But under this extraordinary system this is to be taken up, and this 
bill, with all its extraordinary circumstances, is to be forced through. 
The question is whether a bill containing so many extraordinary pro- 
visions, 4 bill that is so multitudinous in its provisions and so incon- 
grnous, involving so much matter, affecting so large a body of people, 
and establishing a Territorial government over these people, the adop- 
tion of the whole of the laws of twoStates, shall be forced through this 
House under such cireumstances. 

I reserve the balance of my time. < 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat? 

Mr. BARNES. I can not do that with only twenty minutes’ time on 
our side. I would like to go into this whole question and answer any 
question that any gentleman might desire to ask. If this bill can be 
considered in Committee of the Whole, I am willing to answer ques- 
tions all day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has sixteen minutes of his time 


eft. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I only wanted to ask whether this is precisely the 
same bill that has been before the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BARNES. It is. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; undoubtedly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
neasee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been debated and 


considered so thoroughly that I see no reason for further delay. Not- 
only in this but in many prior Congresses has this question been dis- 
eussed. This bill, in its main features, is the same as the Oklahoma 
bill of last Congress. At this session it has already been discussed until 
every gentleman in this House who feels any interest in the matter 
fully understands it. If I may judge, however, by the way this bill has 
been shoved aside to make room for the consideration of contested- 
election cases and for other matters of far less importance, I should say 
that this House does not fully appreciate the terrible state of tension 
which exists among the white citizens of Oklahoma and of the Indian 
Territory. For months these people have been without any form of 
government save such municipal regulations as they have adopted by 
common consent. They are growing desperate at the delay and appar- 
ent indifference of Congress to their true condition, and it would take 
but little to precipitate there a state of anarchy, bloodshed, riot, and 
lynch-law which would horrify the country. The bare contemplation 
of this possibility should arouse the lethargy of this House, lest by its 
delay it should be accessory to the fact, 

Let facts and not sentiment govern in this matter. Let the prayers 
and supplications of our white citizens who, relying on the protection 
of „ have legally gone into this Territory be heard and 
answered. 

There are in Oklahoma 75,000 citizens of the United States and in 
the Indian Territory 125,000 more. These people are in the greatest 
Possible suspense in expectation of relief from their anomalous condi- 
tion by Congressional legislation. 

All their land titles are unsettled, and they can not plant crops until 
some provisions are made to protect them. The season for planting is 
now fast approaching, and unless the needed legislation is passed atan 
early date the people will not and can not, with any security, plant 
their spring crops. Great suffering, with famine, disease, and loss of 
property, will be the certain result. 

To all these people appropriate and speedy relief will be given by the 
passage of the House Oklahoma bill. 

As now settled, the Territory of Oklahoma has all the social and busi- 
ness conditions which would be found in an equal area of territory in 
one of the old settled States and has need of as complete protection to 
its social and commercial conditions. At present, however, there is no 
provision in this Territory by which property of a decedent may be 
taken charge of, his debts paid, and the fund remaining distributed to 
the persons properly entitled thereto; noris there any rule of descent 
determining to whom the property should be distributed. 

There is no provision for the solemnization of marriage, nor for the 
care or adoption of orphan children, nor the protection of wards, nor 
the administration of their estates. 

There is no provision for the making or authentication of wills nor 
the probating thereof. 

There is no provision for the care of the unfortunate or afflieted, the 
destitute, the aged, blind, sick, or the insane. 

There is no provision for burial grounds, nor is there any place where 
the dead may be lawfully interred. 

There is no provision for the construction or maintenance of public 
roads or bridges; nor for the establishment or maintenance of public 
schools; nor for the apprehending of animals running at large or break- 
ing into the fields of the settlers; nor for assignments by insolvents or 
the application of their property to the payment of their debts; nor for 
the incorporation or regulation of banks or savings banks or a rate of 
interest upon money. 5 

There is no provision for the conveyance of lands or mortgage of 
lands or goods, nor for the recording of conveyances or mo 

There is no provision for trusts or powers, nor for the enforcement 
thereof, nor punishment for the breach of trusts, 

There is no provision for corporations for purposes of trade or busi- 
ness, nor for municipal corporations. 

There is no provision for labor, material, or mechanics’ liens, 

There is no provision for taxation for any purpose. 

There is no provision for the protection of the public health, nor for 
the prevention or suppression of contagious diseases. 

In criminal matters the law at present in force in the Territory re- 
lates only to crimes against the United States and the primitive forms 
of violence, such as murder and stock-stealing. 

There is no provision of law as to child-stealing, attempted rape, 
poisoning, abortion, libel or blackmail, reckless burning of woods or 
prairies, burglarious entry of houses, ss, embezzlement, altering 
or removing landmarks, forcible entry and detainer, forgery, rioting, 
earrying deadly weapons, disturbing public meetings, seduction, pub- 
lic indecency, profanity, gambling, lotteries, drunkenness, bribery, de- 
stroying legal process, official negligence or malfeasance, creating or 
maintaining a public nuisance, selling unwholesome, diseased, or adul- 
terated provisions or drink, introducing diseased or infected stock into 
the Territory, swindling, false weights or measures, obtaining money or 
property under false pretenses, making or using counterfeit labels; nor 
for many other offenses, 

Does not this true narration of the pitiable condition of these people 
show the necessity ſor immediate action? Does it not in itself show that 
no further debate should be indulged in merely for purposes of delay, 


but that humanity, ci i 


vilization, justice, and right demand that the 
rules should be suspended and the bill put upon its final passage? 
It is on this account that the Committee on Territories so urgently 


asks the House of Representatives to pass this measure. It has been 
heretofore considered and has been delayed by all the tactics known to 
pnay law, not only in this Congress, but in former Congresses, 

am satisfied that nine-tenths of the members of this House know 
what is intended by this measure, and believe that it is fraught with 
good to the people of that Territory, can be followed only by good re- 
sults. I hope, therefore, that no further factions opposition will be 
made to the measure, but that the rules will be suspended and the bill 
finally pass. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARNES. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the question is not whether we should 
pass a bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma; all gentlemen on 
this floor understand the importance and necessity of passing such 
a bill. The question before us is whether this bill in its present form, 
without any opportunity to amend it and with only forty minutes for 
debate, should pass and become a law. Gentlemen are aware that a 
bill came to us from the Senate which many of us considera reasonable 
and well guarded measure; but that bill has been ignored, and a to- 
tally different measure has been brought into the House; and now, 
with the declaration made in our presence a few minutes ago, by a 
member of the Committee on Territories, that this House bill could not 
be understood without a week’s patient labor—for that was the decla- 
ration of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsur]—and with this 
same bill pending in the Committee of the Whole, and only a few sec- 
tions of it considered 

Mr. HOOKER. Three. 

Mr. HOLMAN, We are now called on tosuspend the rules and im- 

“mediately, with only forty minutes’ debate, to put this bill upon its 


passage. I have only time to mention two of the many reasons I have 


against the passage of the bill. 

The homestead policy, adopted thirty years ago, has grown in favor 
with the people of the United States year by year. The importance 
of that measure was seen and fully appreciated when our publie do- 
main seemed illimitable; even then an actual residence of five years 
on the land was deemed proper. The commutation clause was enacted 
in the interest of the speculator, not of the bona fide settler. This 
House has urged the repeal of the commutation clause for the last ten 
years, This House has over and over again passed bills for its repeal. 
As to the Oklahoma lands proper, opened up last summer to settle- 
ment, we repealed it last session; but strangely enough, with the ex- 
ample before us of the unexampled rush of speculators into the Okla- 
homa country, when we are now opening up the last remaining large 
body of land which we shall ever have under our control as a means 
of securing homes for our landless people, strangely enough, the com- 
mutation clause, that provision in favor of the speculator, is restored 
by this bill. 

With millions of your landless people already struggling for homes, 
you invite the speculator to seize upon the most valuable possessions 
of the nation, the land on which happy and prosperous homes can be 
secured to your labgring and landless people. Only the period of one 
year and a half will be required, under this bill, of nominal residence 
before, by the payment of the nominal sum of $1.25 per acre, the 
speculator can obtain lands worth from $25 to $50 per acre. Pass this 
bill, gentlemen, and capital will hold high carnival over the opportu- 
nity for speculation you have opened. 

Itis not money you want, gentlemen, you want the land for homes for 
your landless people. A residence on and cultivation of the land for 
five years is a reasonable guaranty of good faith. The men who need 
homes—not speculators—will obtain these lands if you maintain the 
homestead policy. If you pass this bill capitalists will place men on 
these lands for the year anda half. I think it is a sinful act on the 
part of the House, a crime against the providence of the beneficent 
Father of us, to place these lands within the reach of speculation. It 
would be criminal if an acre of the comparatively small body of public 
land still remaining should be permitted to go into the hands of specu- 
lators instead of becoming the homes of the laboring poor. Yet, by 
this bill, this land—the last remaining tract of any great extent re- 
maining of your once magnificent public domain—is doomed to fall 
largely into the hands of men of capital. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is not the commutation feature of the old 
law; that contemplated a period of six months. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam aware of that; in this provision the period is 
a year and a half. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is a different thing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Practically it is the same thing. It is in the in- 
terest of land speculation. The great landed estates of the West are 
the outgrowth of land grants and the pre-emptionand commutation laws. 
Thirty years ago, when the homestead policy was adopted with our, 
then boundless possessions of public lands, it was hoped and believed 
that all the public domain would be reserved for the benefit of the act- 
nal settler—homes for our people. The best men of this country have 


|] 


labored unceasingly to secure that result, Venal motives have fatally 
influenced our legislation, portions of our country are cursed with great 
landed estates, and millions of onr people are without homes. Gen- 
tlemen, shall the same fatal policy mark our last legislation in dispos- 
ing of our public lands with millions of our people homeless ? 

But again, gentlemen, I read now from one of the numerous laws 
authorizing the construction ofa railroad through this Indian Territory, 
the Kansas and Neosho Valley road, 1866: 

Src. 9. That the same grants of lands through said Indian Territory areh 
made as provided in the lirst section of this act (that is, twenty sections per mile 
whenever the Indian title shall be extinguished by prec A or otherwise, not to 
exceed the ratio per mile granted in the first section of this act: Provided, That 
said lands become a part of the public lands of the United States. 

Now, this bill expressly declares that these lands shall become a part 
of the public lands of the United States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Not one acre of 
the land covered by the grant to the Neosho Valley Railroad is in- 
cluded in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iconcede that as to this particular company, unless 
the provision by which you embrace all the lands not actually occupied 
by the civilized tribes ” has effect; if it does, then I undertake to say 
that the grant to that road will reach a portion of these very lands. 

But besides that, what about the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad, which 
runs east and west through the Indian Territory? 

Mr. SPRINGER, At the last session of Congress we repealed the 
grant to that road on your own motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that as to Oklahoma proper; but what 
about the lands farther west? I had been in hopes that this House 
would insert in this bill a provision like this to render it reasonably 
certain that none of these railroad corporations would by judicial in- 
terpretation secure any of these lands: 

0 * 
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of any railroad corporation. 

No man can say with certainty that under this bill the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company will not obtain the benefit of its infamous 
grant. There is not a line in this bill excepting these lands from the 
provisions of the old grant to the Atlantic and Pacific road, which is 
now extending westward, Do you know that the mere declaration of 
forfeiture is sufficient? No lawyer can say what the decision of the 
Supreme Court may be as to the rights of that corporation under the 
land grant of 1866, Iam not willing to open up an opportunity for 
any corporation to get an acre of this land. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iyield four minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, one word in reply to the argument 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax]. During the last ses- 
sion, when these lands in the Oklaboma Territory were opened to set- 
tlement, by the careful provisions in the Indian appropriation bill every 
one of these railroad grants was repealed expressly and by name, and 
that repeal passed this House unanimously before those lands were 
opened to settlement in the Oklahoma country. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is true as to the Oklahoma lands proper. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ves, sir. Now, as to the lands in the Tadlan Ter- 
ritory, there is no provision in this bill which looks to opening one acre 
of those lands, not one, and the gentleman from Indiana, if he has read 
the bill, ought to know it. Those lands belong to the Indians. We 
have not proposed, and we do not propose, to take them. They are Ieft 
by this bill exactly where the treaty has left them heretofore. 

As tothe commtation clause, we have provided in this bill that after 
oecupancy and cultivation of these lands for eighteen months—not for 
six months as under the old Jaw, which was in the interest of specu- 
lators, but after an occupancy and cultivation of eighteen months— 
the actual settler may pay $1,25 an acre if he chooses and get the 
title to his land. Will anybody say that that isin the interest of spec- 
ulation? It simply allows the occupant to pay for his land in order 
that he may make permanent improvements, and it is desirable, not 
only for his own interest, but in the interest of the future State and of 
the Territory which is about to be created, that these lands should 
belong to individuals so that they may be taxed. Certainly there is 
nothing to favor speculation in that. 

Now, gentlemen have said heresthat we are oppressing the Indians 
by this bill. Nothing of the kind. Every right of theirs has been 
perfectly guarded. They came before onr committee and made known 
their wants and desires and we were more than liberal to them. And 
when this bill was recommended by the committee I was of the opinion 
that every representative of an Indian tribe and every attorney and del- 
egate of theirs was fully satisfied. I so understood from the statements 
of the representatives of the Indians made before the committee where 
they came and spoke to us officially. This bill is full of provisions in- 
serted at their request, and I supposed that they were all satisfied. 

I want to call the attention of ths House to the fact that there are 
now in the Indian Territory, as heretofore defined, over 200, white 
men. Gentlemen say that they are there illegally. I deny it, except 
in a few instances, I want to put on record here as a part of my re- 
marks a statement which I have received, addressed to the Congress of 


1884 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 3, 


The permits“ issued in the other nations are substantially the same. The 
permit collectors have been for several yearsactive immigrationagents. Their 
activity may be imagined when it is remembered that they have induced 125,000 
United States citizens to take up their abode in the Indian Territory. The tide 
of white Ro ulation toward that country has been excelled only by the “grand 
rush on Klahoma.” These ure the same kind of sturdy, honest people who 
have settled in the frontiers of all the States and with the ax and hoe reclaimed 
them from conditions similar to those that obtain in the Indian Territory, 

There is as great a need for courts at convenient places among them as there 
is fora Territorial government in Oklahoma, Not less than three courts can do 
the business, 

Very respecifully, 


the United States and signed by a gentleman well informed upon this 
subject, in which he sets forth the real condition of affairsin the Indian 

- Territory, and among other things explains the permits ” issued by 
the governments of the Indian tribes in the Territory by which labor- 
ers are permitted to go into that country and live there. 

I also desire to put on record a statement which I find in an Illinois 

newspaper, in thecorrespondence from thatTerritory, showing that these 
permits“ are issued upon payment of 50 cents a month, or $6 a year, 
and that a laborer who takes one of them is permitted by the Indian 
governments to go and live in the Territory. 
In the Chickasaw Nation there are now 40,000 white people. At one 
station on the railroad, Ardmore, there were 17,000 bales of cotton 
shipped last year, and only 6 bales of these by the Indians, the rest 
by white men living there and operating under permits“ received 
from the Indians. All we propose to do is to give these white men 
who are there by the permission of the Indians the protection of the 
law, that law which protects you in your homes and in your property, 
that law which ought to be the shield and defense of every citizen, 
and whose 3 ought to be invoked and prayed for by every good 
citizen in the United States, 

We will put over these white people a court, where they may have 
their rights heard and vindicated, a forum created by the law. As it 
is now when their rights are invaded they must settle them at the 
point of the pistol or shotgun. That is the way rights are settled in 
that country. I want to settle them through the courts, and this bill 
does it. If a more carefully prepared bill was ever presented in Con- 
gress I do not know it. If members refuse to pass it because they do 
not understand it, I can not help it. I assure them it is right in every 
particular, and is not only a measure of relief to all these people, but 
absolutely a measure of necessity. It has been well prepared and it 
ought to pass. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

The following are the papers referred to in the foregoing remarks 

of Mr. SPRINGER: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

On January 15, 1890, with the assistance of one of the deputy clerks of the 
United States court at Muscogee, Ind. T., I carefully examined the dockets of 
said court, and obtained therefrom the following data, namely: 


W. A. LEDBETTER, Ardmore, Indian Territory. 
[Extract from correspondence of the Fulton (Ill.) Democrat of February 27, 1890.] 

I live in the Cherokee Nation near the State line, 10 miles from Coffeyville, 
Kans., and 20 miles from Independence, the county seat of Montgomery County, 
To live in the nation aman paysa permit of 50 cents a month, or $6 per year. 
That is all the tax he pays, and he may keep all the stock he is a mind to and 
rent or lease all the land he can control. Aman can lease from the Indians from 
five to sixteen years, and also of the Cherokee negroes, who claim a head right, 
and the negroes as a generai thing are the best to live under. Theyrenttillable 
land for one-third delivered on the place. Iam delighted with this country, and 
think it will be one of the best countries in the United States when opened up 
for settlement, and I think the time is not far off when it will all be opened up. 

Mr. BARNES. I now yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, the House will understand, but the 
country does not, that on a motion of this kind any amendment is out 
of order, and we are compelled to vote upon the bill as it is presented, 
with all its deficiencies, whatsoever they may be. We are called upon 
here and now to vote upon this bill with all its defects and without any 
opportunity to correct them. The Senate passed a bill providing for a 
Territorial government for Oklahoma. The House Committee on Ter- 
ritories took that bill up for consideration and substituted for it a bill 
of their own, and added to that substitute another bill for a different 
purpose, covering a different territory, extending the statutes of Ar- 
kansas over the Indian Territory, a Territory outside of and beyond the 
boundaries of Oklahoma, 

It is said in justification of this course that there are from 150,000 to 
200,000 white men now living there without the restraining influence 
over them of the law. 

The very statement of that fact shows you the whites are overrun- 
ning the Indiansin their own Territory and at their own homes. What 
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Number of civil cases filed . 9 are those 150,000 people doing in that Territory? They are, many of 
Number of cri cases filed.. them, there to-day without right and against law. ‘They are not all 
e squaw-men. Why, sir, at one apiece there are not squaws enough. 


[Laughter.] They can not be settlers, because the land is not held in 
severalty, and no settler can obtain it. They can not be railroad men, 
because, although we have granted chgrters with a liberal hand, yet 
capital has not been found to build railroads as yet sufficient to employ 
150,000 to 200,000 men. 

They are there, Mr. Speaker, and they do not belong, a large por- 
tion of them, to that Territory. They are there, many of them, in de- 
fiance of all law and all right. If they want the protection of law let 
them remove to where they came from and they will have not only the 
protection of law, but many of them the operation of thelaw. [Laugh- 
ter.] It was from the operation of the law some of them ran. Not all 
of them, for there are honorable men there; but a portion of them are of 
the character I have described, and I give as my authority for this state- 
ment the gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish the gentleman—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have only two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have not even that. [Laugh- 
ter.] I can only add, give us an Oklahoma bill, pure and simple, and 
give us a chance to vote on that. Do not hitch this part relating to the 
Indian Territory on and compel us to oppose the bill. This part does 
violate treaties, and we must oppose it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JosErn D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, while it is an unusual thing 
to pass a bill of this kind on suspension day there are several reasons why 
I think this bill should pass. In the first place I wish to remind the 
House that this is not by any means a new measure, Its general pro- 
visions and its main objects are well known to the members of this 
House, and well known to the country. There has come from all parts 
of the country an imperative demand for its passage. Within the ter- 
ritory embraced in this bill there are one hundred and fifty to two 
hundred thousand people who are in a helpless condition and very much 
need some measure of protection. They have no laws, no judges, no 
courts, no means of redress, no protection to life or property. The little 
machinery they now have in this direction is absolutely worthless in 
most instances. 

For these reasons, in the interest of these helpless people whose lives 
and property are at the mercy of the criminal classes, it is to be hoped 
that this bill will pass, even ifitcan only pass by a two-thirds vote. It is 
probably as good a bill as we will ever get. This matter has been con- 
idered in the Senate, and the present bill was considered in this House, 
orin the Committee of the Whole, for four days, and it has been read and 
reread, debated and criticised, and attempts have been made to amend 
it, and its provisions are well understood and generally approved. If 


Number of civil cases 5 

Number of criminal cases disposed 
Number of civil cases pendiug. 
Number of criminal cases pend: 
Number of conyictions........ 
Number of acquittals 
Number of nolle prose quis... ...... sede. — 7 

All of the 221 criminal cases were for offenses committed after the ge of 
the net of March 1,1859, In nearly allof the 253 civil cases disposed of judgments 
by default were rendered without contest. Nearly all of the 32 cases not dis- 
posed red Ags January 15 last are jury cases where issues are joined and will be 
contested in court. The amounts involved in these cases range from $100 to 
$57,000. Many of them can be disposed of in afew hours, but some of them will 
require several days and others more than a week. 

The criminal business of the court at Muscogee under existing laws is con- 
stuntly increasing, and I state confidently that without some change in the 
conditions now prevailing in the Territory and with a continuance of the prefer- 
ence which the court has heretofore given tocriminal cases, the civil business 
now pending in the court will not and can not be disposed of in eighteen months. 
The overcrowded condition of the docket and the expectation that additional 
courts would be established in the Indian Territory in the near future have 
prevented in great measure the filing of cases during the last three months. 

For the purpose of inducing Congress not to establish more courts in the 
Indian Territory a number of certificates from the clerk of the Muscogee court 
have been produced, showing that during the last three months only a small 
number of cases have been filed. That fact is attributable to the overcrowded 
docket, and not to the want of business to be transacted in the court, 

In the five civilized nations there are 125,000 white ple, citizens of the 
United States, with but one court in which to transact their civil business. In 
order to institute ony suit against a person residing anywhere in the Chickasaw 
Nation, no matter if the amount involved is only $100, the plaintiff must ad- 
vance in cash $30 where there is but one defendant. Where there are several 
defendants residing considerable distance from the railroad the cost of litiga- 
tion becomes at once unbearable. In the Chickasaw Nation, the most distant 
of the five civilized nations from the Muscogee court, there are at least 40,000 
white people. The court at Muscogee, no matter how its jurisdiction may be 
enlarged, can be of but little benefit to them. In my judgment there would be 
constant employment for at least three courts in the five civilized nations, if 
such jurisdiction as is provided for in the House Oklahoma bill should be con- 
fe onthem. Neither the Indian courts nor their Legislature can exercise 
any jurisdiction whatever, civil or criminal, over these white people. 

nning about 1878, at different times, each of the five civilized nations en- 

ac and now in force what is called the permit system,“ The permit 

collector is authorized to issue to non-citizens permission to reside in the nation 

a certain length of time, generally for one year, on payment of a small sum, 

nerally about a dollar a month. In some of the nations pial penat collector 

Hy retains as fee of his office two-thirds and others one-half of all sums of 
money thus collected. 

The following is a copy of a blank “permit” which I obtained from a promi- 
nent citizen of the Creek Nation; 

LABORER'S PERMIT, 
Ixspector's QFFICE, Red Fork, Ind. T., , 188-. 

In execution of authority in me vested by the National Council of the Musco- 
gee Nation, I hereby nt permission to remain within the limits 
of the 8 Nation for the period of —— months from the date hereof, in 
the employ o! . 

The same being conditioned always upon the good behavior of the itted. 

BEN. McINTOSH, District Inspector, 


for a long time. In the 
four days it was under consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
we only reached the fourth section, and as there are in the bill over 
forty sections, it will probably require two or three weeks’ time to 
consider this bill in the regular way. In correspondence and in per- 
sonal interviews with intelligent residents of Oklahoma, I have be- 


it does not pass now it will probably not 


come perfectly satisfied that this is just as good a bill as we will be 
likely toget. And if there are objections to any of its provisions these 
can be removed by amendments in the Senate. 

Bat there is another important reason why this bill should pass now. 
Its passage at this time will save us two or three weeks’ time and en- 
able us to take up other important legislation this much sooner. We 
have been delayed very much this session by the diseussion of the 
rules and by other matters which consumed considerable time, and it 
is very important that we save this time in order to reach, at an 
early day, greatly needed pension legislation, important tariff legisla- 
tion, legislation on the silver question, and other important matters of 
public interest. The world’s fair bill is shoved aside, Mr. Dokskx's 
currency bill is shoved aside, and other important measures are await- 
ing an opportunity to be considered, and I hope this time will be saved 
to the House and to the country. The people are demanding the con- 
sideration of a bankruptcy bill, a Sunday-rest law, and a thousand 
other matters of importance, and if we can hasten the passage of this 
measure I do not see why we should not doso. The House, I think, 
can rely upon the report of the committee on this bill. The fact that 
fourteen amendments offered in the Committee of the Whole were voted 
down seems to confirm this idea. 

Mr. BARNES. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
TARSNEY ]. 

Mr. TARSNEY Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that, pending 
the debate in this House on the Oklahoma town-site bill at this ses- 
sion extracts from an official report of Inspectors PICKLER and Me- 
Bride, inspectors of the Interior Department sent to Oklahoma to ob- 
serve, examine, and report concerning the conduct of public officers 
of the United States relating to the opening of the Oklahoma lands 
to settlement under the act of March 2, 1889, and the proclamation of 
the President, were read in the House and printed in the RECORD. 

That report, sir, charged official corruption on the part of certain 
officers of the United States. It charged that the register and re- 
ceiver of the land office at Guthrie had conspired with relatives and 
friends and with another since appointed to a high official position under 
the present Administration to violate the law and proclamation they 
were sent there to execute; that they had in violation of that law and 
proclamation used their official positions to aid their co-conspirators to 
obtain possession and make entry of the choicest lots and Jands in the 
Territory against the rights of other citizens. 

It was known, sir, that a Democratic official was summarily dis- 
missed from his position on account of charges made against him in that 
report. It was knowneverywhere that the whole proceedings relating 
to the opening of that territory subsequent to the issuing of the Presi- 
dent's proclamation, particularly the conduct of public officers of the 
Government in connection therewith, had been of such a character as 
to create a great national scandal and to involve the Administration 
in that scandal. 

On the 20th day of January this House did by resolution call upon 
the Secretary of the Interior for the correspondence between that De- 
partment and the officers of the land office at Guthrie in relation to 
the methods of locating homesteads and town sites in that office, and 
in relation to the conduct of said officers concerning the same. 

Mr, Speaker, I hold in my hand the official reply of the Secretary of 
the Interior to that resolution. It contains the correspondence asked 
for by this House, and I propose to now read for the information of the 
House and for the information of the country a portion of that corre- 
spondence. 

In a letter dated May 3, 1889, addressed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior to John I. Dille, register of the land office, Guthrie, Ind. T., the 
Secretary says: 


Sin: I have to advise you that information has reached this office tending to 
show that one Mark S. Cohn, a friend of yours, and whom you knew to be in 
Oklahoma before 12 o’clock noon on the 22d of April, and John E. Dille, a half 
brother of yours, and whom you knew to be in Oklahoma before 12 o'clock noon 
on the same day, presented themselves at your office at noon of that day and 
were allowed to enter, and did enter (the said Cohn and Dille peing permitted 
to come into the office while others were excluded) several tracts of land—Cohn 
a homestead for himself and three declaratory statements for others and pre- 
sented also a town plat based upon a survey made before that time and gotten 
up under the direction of Col. W. W. Clayton, a friend of yours, which town plat 
J. E. Dille, your relative, also signed. That J. E. Dille also made a declaratory 
statement for his brother, Jonathan Dille and one James D. Kenner, and that the 
three deputy marshals who officiated at the land-office doors were appointed at 
your special request; that these marshals arranged so that Dille and Cohn were 
permitted to enter the office to the exclusion of others. It is also stated that the 
east half of section 8, having been filed on by Mark S. Cohn as u town site, at 12 
o'clock noon the said Cohn also filed a soldier's declaration for Berry Twitchell 
on the southeast quarter of sectton 5 and also for himself the northwest quarter of 
section 8; also for James H. Hacklebury the northwest quarter of section 9; also 
for Benton Turner the southwest quarter of section 9; that John E. Dille at the 
same time filed for Jonathan Dille on the northeast quarter of section 5, and for 
himself a homes entry on the northeast quarter of section 17. 
And that there has been a connivance on the part of the officers both by the reg- 
ister and receiver of your land office at this action on the part of other persons, 


your relative among the rest, to violate not only the law, but to convertthe Gov- 
ernment into an instrument of fraud against its own citizens, 


The letter concludes by inquiring of Register Dille if he has any ex- 
planation to makein to these matters, Under date of May 9, 1889, 
the register replies to this letterof the Secretary at considerable length. 
I can not take time here to read that reply nor to comment upon it at 
length. Suffice it to say that it was nota straightforward, manly, or in- 
dignant reply, such as would have characterized an innocent man or an 
honest official wrongfully accused of official misconduct. It did not 
convince nor satisfy the Secretary, who, under date of May 26, 1889, 
addressed a second letter to Receiver Dille, in which the Secretary re- 
peats the specific charges contained in his letter of the 3d of May and 
also recites the answer to each of said charges as contained in the 
letter of the receiver of the 9th, and then adds: 


lamation recited the thirteenth section of the act of Con 
opening the lands for settlement wherein were contained these words: 
vided further, That each entry be in square form as nearly as practicable 
and no person be permitted to enter more than one quarter-section thereof, but 
until said lands are open for settlement by proclamation of the President no per- 
son shall be A oe ieee to enterupon and occupy the same, and no person violat- 
ing this provision shall ever be permitted to enter any of said lands or acquire 
any right thereto.” 


The Secretary then adds this stinging summary of his conclusions 
concerning the conduct of these officers: 


You were fully aware from your actual observation that the Government by 
force of arms was holding a great number of your fellow-citizens upon the bor- 
ders of this territory and preventing them from making any preliminary prep- 
arations, which you acknowledge you knew Mr. Cohn and Mr. Dille had been 
making or had the opportunity to make, and that those citizens were submitting 
to the law under circumstances calculated to induce great resistance, and were 
induced to an obedience of law 1 the belief that the Government would 
be just and its officers fair in its administration. 

You knew also that it was the purpose ofthe Government to prevent any one 
entering the Territory under any permit or in any capacity, save to enforce the 
law, as thus understood by the people, and not to ga there in advance either as 
speculators or sightseers. You knew also from the instructions that were given 
you that you and the receiver would ultimately have to sit in judgment upon 
the validity of the filings and claims thereunder, made at your office, and that 
your judgment would be final, unlessan appeal was prosecuted to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and from him to this office, if his decision af- 
firmed your own. 

You were thus put in a position where great national and individual interests 
were committed to your care, and where you were trusted with the most 
powers of the Government, that particularly of so judging between the citizens 
as to do justice between man and man and to preserve the dignity and honor of 
eee The result has been, be your explanation what it may, that your 

rother immediately upon the opening of your office entered it and fled claims 
for Jarge and valuable property, before any other persons who had been ob- 
serving the law could reach the place where you were accepting your brother's 
filing and giving him the first claim to property that you knew he had no right to. 

You were aware that the lands had been ente upon by him, his selection 
made, and preparations made to this end, and by the first acts of your office a 
town site had n fixed and almost surrounded by the filings made by your 
brother and Mr. Cohn before the law-abiding people could arrive. Youignored 
in accepting these filings that provision of the proclamation of the President 
which read that no person entering upon and occupying said lands before the 
hour of 12 o'clock noon would ever be permitted to enter any of said lands or 
acquire any right thereto, and you willfully disobeyed the words ot that procla- 
mation, which said that the officers of the United States would be strictly re- 
quired to enforce the ee of the act of Congress to the above effect, 

You allowed your brother toinitiate a claim in open defiance of these pro- 
visions and in full knowledge that he had already openly violated the law by 
entering upon the lands with the intention of making that filing. You and 
your fellow-officer in the land office at Guthrie, Mr. Barnes, allowed these things 
to occur without any resistance, and with a complaisance that strongly su 
a previous understanding of what was to be done,and which resulted just the 
same as if you had all conspired to violate the Jaw and wrong your fellows. 

The settlers of Oklahoma and those who have returned to their homes from 
the scene of these transactions may well conclude that such results evince 
great weakness in the law; and the Government, that such appearances war- 
rant great distrust of its officials as to their future action upon these same 
claims or kindred matters, 

Yours, ete., 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, under date June 3, 1889, Mr. Dille attempts a 
further explanation of his conduct, which can not be considered as even 
a creditable exhibition of special pleading unless it be considered asa 
special pleading of what in common parlance is designated as the baby 
act.“ He pleads his lack of knowledge of the law, his lack of under- 
standing of the proclamation, his lack of knowledge and understanding 
concerning the acts and conduct of others that a child or one devoid of 
ordinary sense would have had no difficulty in understanding. He 
says: 

Permit me to say you state too broadly what I knew about what my half- 
brother did on and pio to April 22. I knew he came here before noon on said 
day, but that was all the information I had on the subject, 

And again he says: 


The only thing I have done for which I can be censured, but for which I 

should not be censured, is in permitting entries by people whom I knew or sus- 

ted of being in the Territory prior to noon on the 22d of April, and this I 
ave done believing that I was doing my duty. 


He asserts that he believed that he was doing his duty when he per- 
mitted his brother, his friend Cohn, and his old law-partner, Kenner, 
to make entries and file plats in his office at 12.30 of April 22. When 
the law he was there administering explicitly stated ‘that until said 
lands are open for settlement by proclamation of the President no per- 
son shall be permitted to enter upon and occupy the same, and no per- 
son violating this provision shall ever be permitted to enter any of said 
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lands or acquire any rights thereto,’’ and when the ion of the 
President forbade all persons from crossing the line of the Territory 
until 12 o'clock of that day, did he believe or presume that his brother 
and his friends had traveled more than 40 miles and prepared plats of 
town sites within the thirty minutes preceding their making entry of 
thesame? Whatdid he presume the Army of the United States was 
on the borders of that Territory keeping honest citizens from entering 
for? 

The correspondence between the Secretary and Mr. Dille closes by 
a letter from the Secretary dated July 1, 1889, in which the Secretary 
very strongly concludes that the explanations and defenses attempted 
to be made by the receiver have in no degree established his innocence 
of ihe charges preferred against him, and in this letter he says: 


Your communication of the 3d ultimo was received in due course of mail 
and laid before the President, who has been advised of the correspondence be- 
tween us. I was directed by to reply to you that yourexplanation was not 


satisfactory. 

The President, as well as myself, also marks with emphasis the fact that your 
former law-partner, Mr. Kenner, was one of those for whom a location was made 
in connection with your half-brother, Mr. Dille, and that it appears as if you 
had all left your homes with the preconceived idea that the opportunity offered 
wasn favorable one, by whatever means you had at command, to take advantage 
of your fellow-citizens and regardless of the law and the trust imposed in you. 


This would seem to be rather a severe reflection upon the standard 
of morality shown by this paragraph to prevail extensively among 
citizens of Indiana, but as the statement is authorized by the most 
eminent of Indianians, we must presume it to be correct, and that in 
selecting Mr. Dille for the position of register of the land office the 
President made the best selection possible, considering the material at 
his command, 

The Secretary of the Interior closes his letter as follows: 


I do not deem it to continue this correspondence. You have long 

ere this arrived ata full understanding of my views as to as action, and the 

tion which you hold in the future towards this office. Iam not authorized 

the President to request your resignation, but I am directed by him to ex- 
press to you the views herein embodied, 

Tue great amount of public business crowding upon my attention and a short 
absence from the office have prevented my earlier attention to this particular 
mutter. I regret this omission exceedingly, as I deem it the most important 
business in my hands to acquaint you with my conclusions and perso views 
on this subject. 


Mr. Chairman, this record, this correspondence, shows beyond the 
ibility of a doubt, shows conclusively, that John I. Dilleand C. M. 
urnes, register and receiver of the land office at Guthrie, were guilty 
of grave offenses against the law, guilty of the grossest official miscon- 
duct, guilty of violating a law they were sworn to honestly administer, 
guilty of taking advantage of their official positions to obtain lands 
for themselves and friends in violation of law and their oaths of office 
and in fraud of the rights of honest citizens. 

Sir, I here declare that did the common law prevail in that territory 
John I. Dille could, on the evidence presented in this record and upon 
his own admissions, and before any jury, be convicted of the crime of 
conspiracy, and that if justice were done he should to-day be wearing 
the garb of a felon instead of being clothed with official authority under 
the Government. The Secretary of the Interior, in language stronger 
than I can command, condemned him as guilty. The President con- 
demned him as guilty; and yet, sir, since July last, when he was thus 
officially condemned, branded as a conspirator, branded as a dishonest 
and corrupt official, the Secretary of the Interior and the President of 
the United States haye permitted him to remain in his official position, 
a position that Mr. Secretary Noble says it appears to him that the ac- 
cused left his home to accept because it offered opportunities to him to 
take advantage of his fellow-citizens regardless of law and the trust 
imposed upon him; a position in which he was vested with authority 
to make final adjudication upon claims charged to be fraudulent be- 
cause of his own acts; a position that warrants great distrust as to 
his future action upon these claims or kindred matters.“ 

We may well pause and inquire what has influenced the Adminis- 
tration toretain these men inoffice. The country can not understand 
will not understand—whya. man whose conduct has been characterized 
as das the conduct of John I. Dille by the President and Secretary of 
the Interior should yet be retained in office. How can we reconcile the 
views of Secretary Noble concerning this man with any idea of pro- 
priety in his retention in office? It is suggested that he is the possessor 
of knowledge which renders his removal hazardous and might make it 
embarrassing to the powers that be. 

It is suggested that he was the secretary of the Republican State Cen- 
tral Committee of Indiana in that memorable campaign of 1888, and itis 
further suggested thatif his resignation were demanded he might, follow- 
ing the example of his great co-worker in that campaign, he of blocks of 
five“ fame, who, when it was suggested that the Federal courts would 
continuean examination into his political methods, declared. Let them 

; I have dynamite in my pockets,’’ and so, perhaps, Mr. John I. 
lle, were his resignation demanded might exclaim, I have dyna- 
mite in my pockets, andif I be removed I will explode that dynamite.” 

Mr, Speaker, on the 5th day of last month I introduced in this House 
resolutions looking to the appointment of a select committee to inves- 
tigate the alleged frauds which characterized the opening of Oklahoma 


to settlement and the alleged misconduct of the Government officers 


therein; and, sir, in view of the pertinent paragraphs from this official 
correspondence which I have read, is it not proper for me to suggest 
that ample time has been afforded the Committee on Rules to incubate 
upon those resolutions, and doos not the situation presented, the honor 
of the nation, the character of the officers of the Land Office, the honor 
of the Secretary of the Interior, the honor, sir, of the President, and the 
rights of honest citizens claiming lands under the Jaw, all involved in 
this scandal, demand a speedy report upon these resolutions and a thor- 
ough investigation of the matters involved? 

Mr. Speaker, the constituency I have the honor to represent are more 
nearly and directly interested in the establishment of a good govern- 
ment over this Territory than perhaps any other constituency in the 
country. But that constituency, sir, would not want me to here vote 
to-day for a measure I do not believe provides for the establishment of a 
good government. I have carefully examined this hill, and there are 
features in it to which I can not give my assent. 

But, sir, the necessity for the establishment of some government there 
is so great, so pressing, that if the alternative is presented of no gov- 
ernment or the establishment of one as provided by this measure I will 
be compelled to yote for this measure, but if I can prevent I shall not 
be compelled to so vote without first entering my protest against some 
of the provisions contained in this bill. 

Sir, in April last a portion of this land was opened to settlement; 
land offices were opened and the officials appointed, and from that day 
to this, by reports ofagents of the Interior Department, by letters of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and by the concurrence of the President of 
the United States, as I have shown by the records, these land officers 
have been condemned as corrupt conspirators against the rights of the 
honest citizens who sought homes there. These pas are still there. 
They are to-day in possession of those offices, and this bill proposes to 
incorporate under their jurisdiction other l territories or areas of 
land, to allow these men to pass upon the claims of the rights of hon- 
est citizens to them. s 

Sir, I believe this bill should have been carefully considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the obnoxious features eradicated until due 
precautions had been taken to prevent these lands from being gobbled 
up by corrupt conspirators, as were the lands of the original Oklahoma, 
and until provision should be made therein to prevent the land officers 
now there from sitting to adjudicate the rights of claimants to the lands 
opened to settlement by this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen who 
desire to do so may be permitted to print remarks in connection with 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that request will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BARNES. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas, Judge 
HARE, for two minutes, 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MAN- 
SUR] in advocating the passage of this bill has just said that it is so 
complicated and presents so many different features that it would re- 
quire one week or more of close study for any ordinary man to under- 
stand it. Hesaysthat the committee have given it careful consideration, 
that it is perfect, and therefore the conclusion to be drawn trom his re- 
marks is that this House shall accept the judgment of the committee 
without question, deliberation, orinvestigation, and, inaddition thereto, 
entirely ignore the Senate bill, and thereby the judgment of the Senate, 
and on afew minutes’ consideration pass this most important measure. 

There are grave objections to this bill asa whole. Of course all 
know there ought to be a government established in the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and I believe the Senate bill meets all the requirements now 
necessary, and the present bill ought to stop there. But it goes much 
further, and provides for two additional district courts and one su- 
preme court in the territory of the five civilized tribes. That is, it 
proposes that the Government of the United States shall establish three 
inferior and one supreme court in the Indian Territory for the almost 
sole purpose of adjudicating and determining matters arising between 
people who in the main are intruders and have no business there. Mr. 
Speaker, I have a knowledge of the people of the Indian Territory, 
their surroundings, wants, and necessities, possibly equal to any man 
on the floor of this House. 

The courts attempted to be created by this bill are wholly unneces- 
sary. The court now established at Muscogee, with the amendments 
to its jurisdiction as provided by this bill and a decent salary to the 
judge, will answer every purpose and will be accepted as satisfactory. 
As has been heretofore stated, this radical innovation upon these In- 
dians is to them absolutely alarming; and whatever may be said to the 
contrary, they are protesting against it. 

This bill is an important one. It should be carefully considered in 
every particular. To rush it through with indecent haste would look 
as if its promoters were afraid of discussion. > 

I prefer to understand this bill for myself, and exercise my judg- 
menton it rather than thatof the committee, however much time they 
may have given to its consideration or however wise and honest their 
judgment may be. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


8 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1887 


Mr. BARNES... Mr. Speaker, I promised to yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], but as I do not see him 
in his seat T will yield the remaining time to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to reserve the time remaining to this side 
until the gentleman from Mississippi concludes his remarks. 

Mr, HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in the brief time re- 
maining, what in my opinion is the objection to the mode of procedure 
proposed by the gentleman from Kansas in the motion he has sub- 
mitted; and I want the House to remember first that if they adopt the 
proposition the gentleman has made and pass this bill we deny to our- 
selves the power of considering the Senate bill at all. This is a prop- 
osition to put aside the Senate bill. We will never be allowed to 
consider or pass upon that measure. 

In answer to what fell from the lips of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. MANSUR] as to the number of people in the Territory of Okla- 
homa of the character which he described without government, it is 
only necessary to say that nobody proposes that they shall be. The 
Senate proposes that they shall haye a government, and yet the mem- 
bers of the House committee have come in with the proposition here 
to-day that we shall pass the House bill which has been read and leave 
the House no right to consider the Senate bill at all. 

My objection, Mr. Speaker, to this mode of procedure is based also 
on the fact that the proposition tosuspend the rules and pass the House 
bill conflicts with the standing rules of this House, section 3 of Rule 
XXIII of which makes it incumbent that all bills imposing a charge or 
tax upon the Treasury of the United States shall have their first con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; 
and yet if the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri is correct, 
that this is a measure which requires a great length of time to perfect 
it, as it involved a work of many days, weeks, and months, perhaps, 
on the part of the committee, and which they now propose to thrust 
down the throats of the members without any consideration or debate, 
it is a measure which under our own rules comes under that provision 
. its consideration in a Committee of the Whole. 

Why, sir, here is a bill embracing forty-four sections. We had al- 
ready considered three of them under the rule to which I have referred, 
requiring all bills appropriating the public money to have their con- 
sideration in a manner prescribed by the rule. I repeat we have con- 
sidered but three of them. ‘These have been adopted in the commit- 
tee, and now the members are asked to adopt this motion to suspend 
the rules, pass upon and accept the report of thiscommittee, with their 
proposition, whether we want itor not. We are asked to do this upon 
the idea, as suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], 
that this House is here presented with a splendid structure in the 
shape of a bill prepared with great ability, science, and skill, and intel- 
lect, to such an extent that a single amendment would cause the vast 
pile to topple to the ground and be no more, 

If the gentleman from Missouri is afraid that a single amendment 
necessary to perfect the bill would perforate it and show its rottenness, 
we should have the liberty to introduce it, and not only one amend- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, but hundreds of amendments, to show the entire 
absurdity of the whole proposition. If the bill is so faulty in its char- 
acter, so obnoxious, so unjust in its provisions, we should have an op- 
portunity to take up the Senate bill and carefully deliberate and pass 
judgment upon that measure; but instead of that we are forced now to 
take this and abandon all hope of ever perfecting the Senate bill. 

I am afraid, sir, that a remark of one of the great metropolitan jour- 
nals of the day, the New York Herald of two weeks ago, that the House 
of Representatives had ceased to be a deliberative body, is finding truth 
in the proposition now presented, that great measures of public interest 
and public welfare shall be considered by appropriate committees and 
reported to the House and then passed under a suspension of the rules 
without debate and without consideration by this body. That is the 
proposition here presented, and it will be setting a precedent, in regard 
to grave measures, fraught with much danger to the future measures 
of vast importance that must come before this Congress. 

I say, sir, the spirit of the rule which authorizes the suspension was 
with reference to such matters as might be presented by committees on 
one Monday and to such matters of a private nature as might be called 
up by members on another Monday, and yet the honorable gentleman 
from Kansas proposes to-day under this rule, asan individual, as a motion 
of his own, and not as that of the committee, to take out of the Committee 
of the Whole this bill embracing forty-two pages and comprising forty- 
four sections and have it passed. Consideration of this measure has been 
commenced in Committee of the Whole, and only three sections have 
been considered. Now he proposes to suspend the rules which you 
have so recently adopted, one of which provides that all bills making 
appropriations shall first be considered in Committee of the Whole. 
This bill should he fully discussed in that body, fully considered and 
amended; yet now the proposition is that this same bill must be thrust 
down the throat of the House at the option of the committee, simply 
ore the committee has considered it. The House has not consid- 

it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. PERKINS. Tyield one minuteto the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. MCRAE]. 


[Mr. MCRAE withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. PERKINS. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, this bill was considered carefully by the 
Committee on Territories and perfected as best they could perfect it, 
Tt comes before the House for passage on motion of the gentleman from 
Kansas, and I think it ought to prevail, because it meets a great pub- 
lie demand. It would be a monstrous wrong to deny the peopleof that 
Territory the 5 which they ask. The question as to the es- 
tablishment of courts in the Indian Territory is one to which attention 
was given at the urgent petitions of the Indian tribes themselves. They 
petitioned for additional courts to those that were granted by the bill. 
An increase in number was allowed by the committee from those orig- 
inally recommended. The treaties have expressly reserved to Congress 
the right to establish courts in those Territories and in these civilized 
tribes. 

The objectionable features of the bill of the last Congress are obliter- 
ated from this bill, I think it is free from the objections so strongly 
urged by my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and my distinguished 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER], in which I concurred with them. 
I believe this bill is right in its purposes, that it is complete in its pro- 
visions; there can be no serious objection to its passage now, and leave 
it to the conference committee to arrange any informal matters that 
may require attention, 1 hope that Congress will grant speedy relief 
to these people by giving them the government they are entitled to 
under the Constitution and laws. They have been applying for this 
for many months, and I think it is only proper that we should not keep 
them weeks and weeks longer without giving them that government to 
which they are entitled. 

Mr. PERKINS, In the limited time which remains to me, I can 
not enter upon a discussion of the merits of this bill; but I desire to 
say briefly that the Senate bill does not meet the situation or the wants 
ofthe people. Itonly embraces the little Territory of Oklahoma — 
containing 2,800,000 acres in round numbers, and then 
miles away and embraces No Man’s Land, without including the ret 
vening or connecting territory, I think its passage would be a trav- 
esty upon legislation and does not meet the wishes of the people for 
whom we should legislate. Your committee exercised great care in the 
preparation of this bill and gavea careful hearing to the Indians and to 
every interest concerned, and I believe this bill is absolutely fair to all 
and protects every interest in equity and justice that is entitled to pro- 
tection. I believe this bill will meet the deliberate judgment of this 


body, as I know it will meet the deliberate judgment of the people o 


this country. There are more than 100,000 people asking for a Terri- 
torial organization for Oklahoma, and their petitions should be heeded 
by this House. Their interests are endangered by lawless organiza- 
tions, and in the name of law and order and in the name of society 
and good government they and we demand this legislation. 

It is suggested by some that this bill ought not ta be passed under 
a suspension of the rules. Mr. Speaker, my excuse or justification for 
my elfort to-day, if excuse or justification is needed, is the exposed 
and unprotected condition of the people of Oklahoma and their cries 
for relief. The pressing and imminent necessity for this legislation 
should be apparent to all. The President has urged it and patriotism 
and the best interests of the American people demand it. This bill con- 
tains forty-four sections, and already it has consumed four days of the 
time of this House, and yet in regular order we have only reached the 
fourth section. If the dilatory and obstructive practices of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] are to be encouraged or permitted 
by this House no one can tell when this bill can 

Every amendment thus far offered by those who oppose the bill has 
been overwhelmingly voted down and the committee reporting the bill 
has been sustained. Had we the time I would give ample opportunity 
for the consideration of amendments, but other legislation of impor- 
tance is pressing for consideration, and as the arguments in opposition 
to this bill have been heard, I demand in the name of justice and hu- 
manity the passage of the bill. Let us honor ourselves by honoring 
American manhood, and as the rights and interests of all are carefully 
protected and preserved by the provisions of this bill, let us act at 
once and grant Territorial government to the people of Oklahoma, and 
mark the way for the admission in thé near future of another bright 
and growing Commonwealth in the sisterhood of States, where free 
homes can be secured and where those who defended their country in 
the hour of its extremity and peril can, under wise and wholesome leg- 
islation, make homes for themselves and for those who are dependent 
upon them, and rear a patriotic ant progressive Commonwealth. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and pass · 
ing this bill. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes“ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARNES. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


* 


The question was taken; and there were —yeas 154, nays 96, not vot- 
ing 79; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Adams, Dibble, Laws, Sayers, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Lodge, , Seranton, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, Magner, Scull, : 
Arnold, Dorsey, Mansur, Simonds, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunnell, McClellan, Skinner, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Evans, McComas, Smith, W. Va. 
Baker, Farquhar, McCord, Smyser, 
Bankhead, Flick, McKenna, Springer, 

1 Fi . McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Flower, McRae, war 
Belknap, Funston, Miles, Stivers, 

rgen, Gear, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Bliss, Gifford, Moore, N. H. Stockdale, 
Boothman, Greenbalge, Moore, Tex. Sweney 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Morrill, Taylor, III 
Brewer, Grout, Morrow, Taylor, E. B, 
Brosius, Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. Haugen, Nute, Thomas, 
Browne, T. M. Hayes, O'Donnell, Thompso: 
Burton, Heard, O'Neill, Townsend, Colo, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Osborne, Townsend, 
Carter, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Turner, 
Caswell, Hermann, Paynter, Vandever, 
Cheatham, Hill, Payson, Venable, 
Chipman, Hitt, Peel, Wade, * 
well, Houk, Perkins, Walker, Mass, 
Coleman, Kelley, Peters, Wallace, M 
Comstock, Kennedy, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
Conger, Kerr, Iowa Post, Washington, z 
Connell, Ketcham, Pugsley, Watson, 
Cowles, Kilgore, ore Te Wilkinson, 
Craig, Kinsey, dall, Mass, Williams, Ohio 
Crain, Knapp, Ray, Wilson, Mo, 
Culberson, Tex. Lacey, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Wash, 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, 4 Royou, Wright, 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Rife, Yardley, 
Dalzell, Lane, ' Rogers, Yoder. 
Darlington, Lanham, Rowell, 
De Lano, Lawler, Russell, 
NAYS—%6, 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind, Lansing, Penington, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Lee, TTY, 
es, Cummings, Lester, Ga. Pierce, 
Blanchard, Davidson, wis, Price, 
land, Dockery, Maish, Reilly, 
Blount, Dunphy. Martin, Ind, Richardson, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Edmun Martin, Tex, Robertson, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Elliott, McAdoo, Rowland, 
Brickner, Finley, McClammy, Shively, 
Brookshire, Fithian, McCormick, Spooner, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, McCreary, Stewart, Ga, 
Brunner, Fowler, MeMillin, Stewart, Vt. 
Buchanan, N.J. Gest, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
«Buchanan, Va, Gibson, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Bull Goodnight, Morgan, Tillman, 
unn, rimes, Mutchler, Tucker, 
ynum, Hare, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, ates, Turner, N. Y. 
Carlisle, Hemphill, O'Ferrall urpin, 
Caruth, Henderson, N. ©, O'Neall Ind. Walker, Mo. 
Cheadle, Herbert, O'Neil, Mass. e. 
Clarke, Ala, Holman, Outhwaite, Williams, III. 
Clements, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Wilson, W. Va, 
Cobb, Kerr, Pa, Parrett, Wise. 
NOT VOTING—79, 
Alderson, Cate, Hopkins, Smith, III. 
Allen, Miss. Clancy, Lelllbach, Snider, 
Andrew, Clark, Wis. Lester, Va. Spinola, 
Bartine, unie, ind, Stahlnecker, 
Bari, Compton, Mason, Stone, Mo, 
Beckwith, Cooper, Ohio McCarthy, Struble, 
Belden, Cothran, Milliken, Stump, 
Biggs, Covert, Morey, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bingham, Dargan, Morse, y 
Boatner, De Haven, Owen, Ind Van Schaick 
Bowden, Ellis, Phelan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Brower, Enloe, uinn, Wheeler, Mich, 
Buckalew, Ewart, Raines, Whiting, 
Burrows, Fitch, Randall, Pa, Whitthorne, 
Butterworth, Forney, ‘Rockwell, Wickham, 
Caldwell Frank, Rüsk, Wilber, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, Sanford, Wiley, 
Candler, Mass. Hall, Sawyer, Willcox, 
Carlton, Harmer, Sency, Wilson, Ky, 
Catchings, Hatch, Sherman, 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I was not listening 
when my name was called, but I would like to vote on this proposi- 
tion. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s re- 
uest. * 
> The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. BOATNER, on this vote. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. HATCH, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. SNIDER with Mr, CARLTON, for the rest of this day. 

Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CoTHRAN, until further 
notice. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. ANDREW on this bill. Mr. LIND would vote for 
the bill and Mr. ANDREW against it. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. STONE, of Missouri, on this vote, both being 
absent on committee work. If present, Mr. ALDERSON would vote 
ie suspending the rules, and Mr. STONE, of Missouri, in favor 

ereo : 


Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. LESTER of Virginia, until further notice. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 156 and the nays 
96. Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the motion to suspend 
the rules is lost, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage with amendments of the bill (H. R. 5235) to change the 
lace and time of holding the terms of the district and circuit courts at 
exarkana, Ark. a 
It also announced the e of a resolution providing that in the 
enrollment of the bill to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subport of 
entry, the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to insert ‘‘ cighty-eight,”’ 
in lieu of ‘‘eighty-two,’’ where it occurs in section 2 of said enrolled 
bill; in which concurrence was requested. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. McRAE. If in order, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
concur in the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 5235), It will take, 
I think, but a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 4, after the word “ year,” insert “instead of the times now fixed by law.“ 
Strike out lines 5 to II, inclusive, and insert section 2: That all causes, processes, 

nds, recognizances, and other things pending in, returnable to, or having re- 
lation to the terms of said court, now provided by law, shall be proceeded with 
in the terms provided by this act with the same force and effect that would have 
been lawful had the times of holding said court not been changed.” 


There being no objection, the amendments were concurred in. 
CORRECTION OF ENROLLED BILL. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will lay before the House a concurrent 
resolution providing for an amendment in the enrollment of a bill, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (tho House of Representatives concurring), That in the en- 
roliment of the bill (S. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn. a subport of entry 
and delivery, etc., the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to insert the word 
ene in lieu of ‘‘eighty-two"’ where it occurs in section 2 of said en- 
rolle a 


There being no objection, the amendment was concurred in, 
FEATHERSTON VS. CATE, 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker; I desire now to call up the contested- 
election case of Featherston vs, Cate, and I yield the floor to my col- 
league on the committee, Mr. OUTHWAITE, who will control the time 
in opposition to the report of the committee, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, when I moved that the House 
adjourn on Saturday it was because I had looked over this Hall and 
counted the members present and found about fifty on the Republican 
side and about seventy-five upon the Democratic side, and I thought 
that a case of such importance as this ought not to be considered at 
the end of the week by such a small portion of this House. The vote 
taken immediately thereafter developed the fact that there was not then 
present within these walls a quorum of the House. I had told the 
gentleman in charge of this case that if I found there was not a quorum 
present I should not be willing to go on. It was no personal vanity upon 
my part that led me to desire that there should be present a full panel 
of the jury that is to try so important a ease as this. It was by no choice 
of mine that I was put upon the Committee on Elections, and since I 
have been upon that committee I have found it the most laborious of 
any of which I have ever had experience. There have been two elec- 
tion casesalready determined in this House, two cases determined against 
my own judgment. I can readily conceive that in those cases men of 
integrity, men ofhigh purpose, might, unconsciously influenced by their 
political standing, come to different conclusions. When I shall have 
analyzed the report of the majority in this case I will then leave it to 
the House to determine whether I can truly say as much about this case. 

Here is a district in the State of Arkansas larger than some of the 
States of this Union, a district containing seventeen counties, and in 
fifteen of those counties no testimony was taken. * In the others none 
was taken that would indicate that there was any fraud, any mistake, 
any intimidation on the day of election or at any time preceding the 
day of election. If I should stand here in my place and say that there 
was a conspiracy on the part of the chairman of the Republican national 
committee and of the attorneys for the contestant and himself and 
other politicians in Arkansas, together with the gentleman “who pre- 
sented this report [Mr. Houk], the gentleman who upon Saturday de- 
fended this report [Mr. HAUGEN], and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] who will follow me in this case, to defraud the 
first district of the State of Arkansas of its proper representation upon 
this floor, gentlemen would be surprised andstartled. Gentlemen might 
be indignant if I were to utter such a statement. Ido not; but I say 
to you here that there is as much testimony to sustain such a charge 
as there is in this record to sustain the proposition that there was any 
conspiracy to elect the contestee in this case. 

This district, with its 42,000 voters; this district, with its 26,000 
white voters and its 16,000 negro voters; this district, which has for 
ten years been represented in Congress by a Democrat; this district, 
which at the September election gave, upon a full vote of 42,000, a 
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Democratic majority of 2,800, gave Mr. Cate a majority of 1,348; and 
in the spring election succeeding that, when the judges of the supreme 
court of the State of Arkansas were chosen, it gave a Democratic ma- 
jority of 1,700. That election and that majority have been questioned 
‘nowhere. I hold in my hand the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee upon this case, and I read an extract from it: 

The contention for a seat in the House of Representatives from the FirstCon- 
gressional district of Arkansas is between Democrats, the contestant having 
veered out of the y line so far as to have become the head of an iza- 
tion in that State known as The Wheel,” while the contestee continued to ad- 
here to and was the candidate of what was known as the regular Democracy. 

That sentence contains the pith of this whole case. That sentence 
Shows why the contestant was not elected to a seat in this House and 
it shows, to my judgment, why it is attempted to seat him here. If 
the committee had followed this with the simple declaration that 
“ party exigency seems to demand of us that we should vote to seat 
the contestant, and therefore resolve, etc., the people of this country 
might have been surprised at its audacity; they would have given it 
credit for its boldness; but no one would have questioned its sincerity. 

Following the bad example set me by the gentleman who opened this 
case on Saturday, I propose for a few moments torefer to and read from 
the leading Republican paper in the Stateof Arkansas. It is the issue 
of the Little Rock Republican published on the 22d day of February 
just passed: : 

Exit Cate, enter Featherston. It isa cold day when the Republican majority 
fails to unseat some Democrat.— Arkansas Democrat. 

Now comes the editorial of this Republican, who is at the head of 
the press of the State of Arkansas: 

And don’t you think that your own tone and temper, coming from a Demo 
cratic standpoint, enco this “dirty work?” Forsurely no one who is not 
himself very dirty in politics will pretend to deny that the unseating of Cate 
and the seating of Featherston in his place was dirty work, very dirty work, 

I hope gentlemen will observe that this is not my language. I trust 
that the member from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENHALGE], when he 
comes to criticise my speech, will not hold me responsible as ungentle- 
manly for having used this article. It is not in order to be able to use 
what he would term billingsgate upon the floor of this House that I 
have read it. But here comes the important statement made by this 
Republican editor: 

Had it been straight party work there might perhaps be found some sort of 

lea for it, butasit wasoustinga lar nominee of a . party 

nown tobe in a legitimate majority, to favor a political ter, a no-part 
nondescript, the nominee of no political party and with no party following, it 
becomes a piece of gratuitous dirty work for which the Republican majority in 
Congress can find no plea nor excnse but the simple and unseasoned love of dirt 
per se. We repudiate all such party policy aud party action as unworthy the 
freee political party of Lincoln, and Seward, and Sumner, and Greeley, And 
fore this once nd old party may again command the successful following 
s the 1 * 3 of the pasg 3 3 of its „ 

se w an ut on new ay „ mo 
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What may have disturbed the mind of that gentleman when he penned 
that very vigorous article I do not know, but I call attention to the 
fact that there is in it this statement, that in that district the Democ- 
racy had a legitimate majority. 

I refer again to the report of this committee and call attention to 
page 2. The framet of the report was at some trouble to make an ex- 
tended abstract from the brief of the contestee in this case, wherein he 
makes a fair statement of the situation down there. Butif yon will 
follow the report itself you will find on page 2 a vacancy with six or 
seven little stars. Now, I have often observed in reading a book that 
when you found a star you were to look at the bottom of the page to 
see something explanatory or confirmatory of the text. I looked at 
the bottom of this page and I did not find anything whatever, so I re- 
ferred to the brief. I supposed they put seven or eight stars there in 
order to call attention to something which they had omitted. Let us 
see what it is that they omitted. 

The contestee has been speaking of the fact that in one Congressional 
district the Republicans came up and supported the coalition. 

As much can not be said for the leaders of the Wheelers; in fact, it was not 
a part of their plan to turn any portion of the state over to the Republicans, It 
was their object to hold their followers asanindependent organization between 
ps two arent parties, to be delivered wherevyey it would do the most good for 


Now a little farther down this abstract ends; I will continueit. The 
abstract has been stating the combination of the Wheel again. 

But it created much dissatisfaction. This action, while it served to put him 
on the os ticket with a divided rea Bt d it, served also to add 
to the confusion already existing among the Wheelers, who began to grow 
restless, not being certain in their minds whether they were about to swallow 
the Republican party or it was about to swallow them. The result was astam- 
pede, most of them coming back to the Democratic party, while of the remain- 
der many did not go to the polls, Thus the election day found the Democratic 
party practically united, while the dissensions had increased among the op- 
position. And it is probable contestee received more Republican votes than 
contestant did Democratic Wheel votes, and was elected, and so returned. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not up to this time given any attention to the 
testimony in this case. It is upon the testimony that I appeal to fair- 
minded men and invoke their judgment in favor of contestee. The 
first portion of the testimony, as shown in this report, deals with Crit- 
tenden County. Crittenden County has virtually brought this case into 
Congress. How? In Crittenden County, in July, 1888, there were 
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certain violent demonstrations of the people. Having received threat- 
ening letters, as they claimed—and this comes from the evidence in- 
troduced on the other side—having received threatening letters telling 
them that they must leave the county, certain white men gathered to- 
gether and with arms conducted out of the State the leading Repub- 
licans whose names were signed to these threatening letters. This we 
have from their testimony—not from ours. 

Suppose you say now that this act deserves all manner of denuncia- 
tion from all right-minded citizens; suppose you proceed to pnt upon 
it all the censure that you can possibly command; there is no testimony 
anywhere in this record that connects this conduct with the election for 
Congressman. The witnesses who speak of it falk about it as involving 
the purpose of securing the county officers to be elected at the Septem- 
ber election to the men who started that movement; I am not going to 
waste any time in discussing whether it did or whether it did not. I 
now call attention to this tact, that up to the 26th of October nowhere 
in this whole district had the Republicans indorsed the candidacy of 
Mr. Featherston. 

It was on the 26th day of October, only ten days prior to election, 
that occurred, and it could not have been known generally throughout 
the county or district. Here in the record is the testimony of three or 
four witnesses as to what the vote of contestant should have been, and 
what does it amount to? Sir, they had not been in Crittenden County 
since July, when they were violently escorted out of the county. They 
give simply their opinion“ as to what the vote might have been or 
ought to have been in that election. I have in my hand a brief analysis 
of the claims of the committee as to the disposition of the vote in this 
district, where it shows, or attempts to show, any reason for disturb- 
ing it, as returned. In Crittenden County the greatest claim is made. 

It is claimed that thereshould be allowed the votes of seven townships, 
or six at least should be allowed to contestant, which gave a majority of 
531 votes to the contestant and which were not certified for him. In 
Seanlan Township they make a change of 73 votes in his favor; in Cat 
Island Township, of 146 votes; in Phillips County, 132; in Smith Town- 
ship, Cross County, 98; in Franks Township, St. Francis County, 157 and 
64, and in Independence Township, Lee County, 227, it being claimed 
by the committee that this obliterates the majority of the contestee 
and gives the contestant 86 votes. Let us see how well founded or 
rather how ill founded these claims are, and examine first the testi- 
mony as to Crittenden County. N 

Sir, there was taken the testimony of four or five witnesses in the 
city of Memphis; taken without notice to the contestee; taken without 
any attorney present for him; taken without any agreement; taken 
without any opportunity to refute it; kept back p y until after 
the contestee had been here in Washington waiting for ten days for an 
opportunity to see the testimony. The contestee, upon the notice of 
the clerk, came here in June to see the testimony and consider it, as 
required by law. He waited here ten days, delay granted at the re- 
quest of the contestant, and yet that testimony did not make its ap- 
pearance. It never came until thirty days after the time, and the con- 
testee never had an opportunity of seeing it until it was published in 
the record some time in September. Yet this is the testimony that 
the gentleman who opened the case said had not been denied; testi- 
mony, as I have said, that was presented at such atime that contestee 
had no opportunity of seeing or rebutting it. But that subject will be 
discussed more thoroughly than I can discuss it at this time, by one of 
my colleagues. 

These witnesses gave their opinion as to what the vote ought to have 
been for Mr. Featherston. 

Now, I find another omission here in the report of the committee, 
and I do not find any stars appended. But I happen to be familiar 
enough with the record to refer to it. In the report of the committee 
the first sentence of testimony is as follows: 

What proportion of that vote is the Republican vote? 
A, About 2,500 or 2,600. 

Do you notice the question, What proportion of that vote is the 
Republican 9 48 * 

Let us see What was the question immediately preceding that, and 
then you will see, gentlemen, how much credit can be given to a wit- 
ness who is guessing at the fact he swears to. The question immedi- 
ately preceding is: 


Do you know what the usual vote of your county is? 
A. It is somewhere in the neighborhood of 300—between 200 and 390. 


That is the answer written out here in the testimony. But the gen- 
tleman drawing this report saw fit to omit it. He put only the next 
question which follows it. But let us go on a little further with this 
testimony: 

What is your estimate? 


A, Well, sir, I think there is about 2,500; that is pretty close. I think itis 
close on to 2,500. , 


And the same witness testified that there were 700 or 800 Democratic 
votes in that county. The next witness was asked: 

What was the vote of that county in the national election, do you know? 

A. Ido not know exactly. 

Q. Have you any idea? 

A I it was about 2,500, 
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The next gentleman was Mr. Sanders, spoken of as being a white gen- 
tleman. He was a candidate for sheriff u the Fusion ticketand got 
beaten, and he shows the animus prompting him all the way through 
as the result of thatdefeat. He says in answer to a question about the 
vote polled for Harrison and Featherston: 

I think there was 2,500 votes. I made an estimate of it myself, 
Q. What was the proportion? 
A. About six to one, 
Q. In your own precinct what was the vote; were you at the polls yourself? 
on dan sir; I was at the Bradley precinct, Ithink Featherston was 1% and 
es. 

The next witness was asked what the Republican vote of the county 

was about in round numbers. His answer was: 
About 2.500. 


He says further on in his testimony that the Democratic vote was 
” 


Now is there anything that may be gathered from a mere glance at 
that testimony, taken as I have beforestated? Gentlemen, this was not 
a court of inquiry. It was not an investigation. It was a class in testi- 


mony. I will show you before I finish with Mr. Sanders that he de- 


liberately perjured himself in that testimony, in order to say as much 
that was severe against the contestee as possible. 

Now, I have the vote in Crittenden County, taken from the record of 
the secretary of state of Arkansas or the several reports of the secre- 
tary of state, which I have in my hand. I say to you that this report 
shows that at no time since 1880 has there ever been 1,000 votes cast 
for the Republican party in that county at the November elections, ex- 
cept at this last election. f 

In 1880, at the Congressional and Presidential election, it was 914 for 
the Republican electors and 239 for the Democraticelectors. For Blaine 
and Logan—and these men knew something about who Blaine and Lo- 
gan were—it was 773 for the Republican electors and 173 for the Dem- 
ocratic electors; nor were there ever as many votes cast at a Congres- 
sional election. At this election, in 1888, there was more interest 
manifested, more voters turned out. When we have given to the con- 
testant all the votes he is entitled to, to the contestee all the votes he 
is entitled to, and to the Republican candidate—for there was a Repub- 
lican candidate for Congress who got votes in two or three townships 
in this county—when we have given to them all the votes that were 
zast there were 1,660 votes for the Republicans and Fusion and 466 for 
the Democrats. 

Mark you, one of these witnesses has said there were in this county 
Democratic voters, seven or eight hundred; another has said 420. In 
this election Mr. Featherston and Mr. Barrett got 1, 660 votes and Mr. 
Cate got 466, as shown by the certified returns and other testimony; 
and you, gentlemen, are asked to take the opinion of four or five ne- 
groes and one or two white men, and the negroes had not been in the 
county for months, that Featherston’s vote should be 2,500. You are 
asked to take their opinion as to what vote was cast, and not a state- 
ment of fact. The census of 1880 shows 1,899 whites and 7,516 col- 
ored in this county. 3 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question for in- 
formation? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I want to know who the regular Republican candidate 
was, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. His name was Barrett, 3 

Mr. HILL. Was he the regular Republican candidate? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is my information. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no record in the evidence where it is dis- 
closed that any such man lived. There is nothing but the assertion of 
our friends upon the other side; and I ask the gentleman now, in all 
honesty, whether he is prepared to say to this House that there was a 
regular Republican nominee? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam prepared to say to this House that my in- 
formation is that there was. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ont of the record? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And Iam prepared to say that the certificate 
which I hold in my hand shows that he received 169 votes in Critten- 
den County. 

Mr. D. There is no certificate in the record. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You may not have seen the record. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is not in the record. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was here, and it was filed at the time of the 

ment before the committee. 

. CATE. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE] will per- 
mit me, I will state that Mr. Barrett was not the regular Republican 
nominee; but he was a living Republican running on his own hook. 

Mr. DALZELL. Exactly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Here is the certificate that was on file, a part 
of the testimony in this case, which certifies that one W. R. Barrett re- 
ceived 14 votes in one county of the district, 1 vote in another, and 
169 vates in another; and I have never heard it questioned. It was 
there in the committee on the general discussion of this case, and it has 
been on Lagi EAN I took it off Pog brought it away in order 
to prepare the report e minority of the committee. I procured it 
from the clerk in the presence of the chairman. 


Great store is set by the fact that a fraudulent ballot-box was used 
in this county. This [exhibitinga tin ballot-box] is an innocent look- 
ing thing, is it not? There is not a gentleman upon that side of the 
House looking at it who can say that it is not an innocent and harm- 
less looking thing; and yet two negroes, who had no better opportunity 
than you have to judge as to what that ballot-box was, testify to a ballot- 
box precisely of this description.” They were not asked by the at- 
torneys who conducted that case to describe the box. They were asked 
if that box was a box of isely the same description to the one be- 
fore them and they ified that it was. 

Where did that box come from, I ask you having charge on that side 
of the House when you come to discuss this question; where did that 
box come from ? 

Mr. HOUK. You know. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will permit you now to state where it came 
from. There is no record, and not a scintilla of testimony as to where 
this box came from. Its first appearance was in the hands of the at- 
torney for the contestant. That is as faras the existence can be traced 
by any record testimony. 

It is not an innocent thing. See here: There is a cap that comes off. 
IInustrating.] It is not an innocent thing. This, as the gentleman 
who opened this case said, is a machine for voting and not maki 
any record.” [Laughter.] And I will show you who used it before 
am through. Here is how it was worked, as was explained in the 
committee-room. A voter comes up and hands a ticket to the judge, 
and he takes it. [Placing ticket intheslot.] That is in. Now you 
see it, and now you do not see it.“ [Laughter. ] 

Now, here is a vote. And mark you, right here, aman who had 
not beenin Crittenden County for two months testified from mere hear- 
say that all the judges in the election precincts in that county had been 
appointed as Democrats, while you will remember that this gentleman 
who is contesting this seat claims to be a Democrat, and he might bave 
had something to do with that. But here is the way they claim that 
the voter was defrauded of his vote. The voter stands thus [in front 
of the box]. He thinks he sees his ticket going into the box; but it 
does not go into the box. You see [exhibiting it] I have got that 
ticket. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman is evidently an 
expert. Bean geal ‘ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam expert enough to have caught the gen- 
tleman on Saturday in stating what the record did not bear him out 
in stating. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BUC AN, of New Jersey. Iam glad that the gentleman 
was right one time. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I will show the gentleman what was in that 
record. Now, as to these Democratic judges in that county and town- 
ship, nothing bnt the testimony of one of these Memphis witnesses as 
to what some one had told him, as he claims, is there as to their ap- 
pointment after he had left. But from that we will turn aside to con- 
sider the precincts sought to be voted for the contestant in this county. 
The first one is 

CAT ISLAND PRECINCT. 

It is claimed that this precinct ought to be changed so as to give con- 
testant a certain number of votes, 146, and the report of the committee 
says that this fraudulent box was used at that precinct, I say there is 
no testimony in the record showing that this box was used at that pre- 
cinet in the Congressional election. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not that box; one like it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; nor one anything like it. 

Mr. DALZELL. All right. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Here is the box which it is claimed by the 
committee was used at Cat Island, and the ‘‘iniquitous’’ Democratic 
judges turned out these 88 Democratic votes and 120 Republican votes. 
The average in that counting is put at 4 Republicans to 1 Democrat. 
The returns show that the vote was about that ratio. There is some tes- 
timony of negroes that a box similar to this, or a box of precisely this 
description,” to use the language which the attorney put into the wit- 
ness’s mouth, was used at Scanlan, and in that precinct the returns 
show that the contestee received 61 or 62 votes, and the contestant 1 
or 2 votes, Scanlanis a precinct on the Mississippi River. These men 
who testified were taken over to Memphis, to the school for testimony, 
and there they learned to tell their tale. There is not asyllable in the 
record to show any good reason for not taking the testimony in Scan- 
lan itself or for not going to the county-seat and getting the ballots 
of this precinct which are numbered to correspond to the names of the 
voters, and investigating them, or calling the voters themselves, espe- 
cially the latter. 

Bat let us see how this election machinery works in some of the 
townships where these “iniquitous” Democratiejudges were. I take, 
first, the town of Jones, in Crittenden County. What was the vote 
there? Forty-seven for Featherston and 5 for Cate. Was it necessary 
to have this peculiar box and to have “iniquitous” Democrats as 
judges to get 5 votes out of 52 for the Democrat? At another pre- 
cinct, Gilmore precinct, the vote was 35 for Featherston and 7 for Cate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the gentleman tell us what is the ordinary 
and actual vote at that precinct ? 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no testimony as to what is the actual | poll-books. It was in the performance of this duty that the ity of the 
and ordinary vote there; but I will tell you the testimony as to Cat Island: sheriff found its greatest opportunity. He invented and had 
It is that there were about 200 voters at that precinct, and the colored 3 a 1 5 — 1 A eI ENS EROS 
w. n e ha m 
the e 2 50 . * 1 o to return Democratic majorities, no — what the vote cast. vie 
Then, again, Fifteen-mile Bayou, the vote for Featherston there was Could be relied upon ‘’—why, gentlemen, you use the wrong term 
155 and the vote for Cate was L. Something must have been wrong | there could be relied to return Democratic majorities, when I have 
with this machinery, or else it must have been all right for the Repub- | shown that all the way through in no instance did they return a Demo- i 
licaus. One hundred and fifty-five to S; that was the vote where, as | cratic majority, and in one instance they did not return one Democratic 
it is claimed, one of these boxes was used. vote! In almost every instance they returned from five to ten times 
Take the case of Williams precinct, where the vote cast for Feather- | as many Republican votes as Democratic. 
ston was 94 and the vote for Cate was4. Truly, this machine did work Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is claimed now that a box 
in a wondrous manner! of this kind was used at only one precinct; but it will be observed that in 
Here are some other precincts: Mound City, 133 for Featherston and e per made here on Saturday by a member of the Committee on 
14 lor Cate; Bradley precinct, 195 for Featherston and 4 for Cate; Ed- | Elections it was claimed, as the RECORD shows, that such boxes were 
monston precinct, 75 for Featherston and 15 for Cate; Riceville pre- | used at a great many places. i 
cinct, 45 for Featherston and not a single one for Cate! [Laughter.] Mr. DALZELL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it is not claimed 
Mr. DALZELL. Does thegentleman mind being interrupted ? that this box was used, only at one place. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, Not at all. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am speaking of what was 
Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman wants to be fair, of course, and I | claimed in that speech. * 
would like to ask him now whether there is any allegation upon the Mr. OUTHWAITE. Here is what the gentleman from Wisconsin 
part of thecontestant, or upon the part of the majority of the commit- | said: 
tee here, of the use of that fraudulent ballot-box at any of those places | With this box inthe window or on a table inside the window, the voter would 
he has mentioned except Cat Island. see his ballot apparently pro nly depositedinthebox. Buttheskillfal judge 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Youintroduce testimony to show that twenty- 3 eee a „ 2 
one of these boxes were bought by the sheriff of Crittenden County. into the box, but upon the floor, unobserved by the voter. It is a Democratic 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. mode of being present and voting without making a record, and I commend it 


> ; 5 1 to the minority members of this House. [Laughter.] The maker of this and 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. You have claimed that they were used in Crit- | ffia boxes saya that the sheriff of Criltende County ordered twenty-one of 


tenden County—— them before this eleation, and thatthey were shipped tohini, Why wasnotthe 
Mr. DALZELL. At certain places. Se sheriff called to deny this charge? x 8 z 4 i 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. You have not designa e places. Keine! vioh t tho polls is d obsolete. With th limi- 
Mr. DALZELL, Ob, yes. natica nicely adjusted to effect their purpose, the Democrats only watched to 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. You have not designated the certain places in | sec the packed election boards and fran ulent batlot-boxes grind out a Demo- 
your report, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] claims | °T*#le majority, no matter what went into the hopper. 


throughout the county patio ortnpond with ine mite af aaaea on the e e Water the 
` - x to correspond w. é number of names on the poll- ? Under 

A man incts are there i ri law of Arkansas, every bailot bears the number opposite the name of the voter 

e Bow LS ai tein Crittenden on the poll-book, The ticket of the voter is numbered before it is handed to 


- c the judge of election, who puts it in the box. Those tickets thatdo not gointo 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, There are twenty-one, but in a national elec- | the box, but pass down on the outside, are preserved until the polls are closed. 
tion they do not hold theelectionat all of them. In some of the town- I wonder whether some of these vicious Democratic judges instructed 


ships they hold it at only one precinct, and this majority report at- | my friend how this box was managed so as to show the larger number 
tempts to create the impression that in one of these townships there 8 for Featherston and the smaller number for Cate. 


was no election at all held, because it appears it was not held at one ot P ; y 

the two precincts in the township. In the State of Ohio a patent bal- 55 PVC 

lot-box cut quite a figure in the last campaign. It was introduced to Mr. QUTHWAITE. That is a question I would like somebody else 

the public by means of forgery and this Congress has been investigat- | to answer (Laughter. ] 

ing that subject, and some people in the State of Ohio are inclin to Mr. DaLZ ELI. 1 will explain that. 

think that if that ballot-box, with its accompanying forgery, had been | Jfr. QUTHWAITE. It came here just now at my request from the 

kept out 5 3 might e e e ing | 700m of the Committee on Elections; buthow it ever got into the hands 
‘This ballot-box is introduced to this House without anybody being | of the Republicans I do not know. It was first brought into this case 

able to tell by the testimony where it comes from, and it is accompa- by the counsel for the contestant. 

nied, as I have said, by the testimony of witnesses who voted the Re- Mr. DALZELL, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It has been here 


publican ticket, that a ballot-box of the precise description of this was 1 a 
ised ‘ab theli preciucta, 8 1 dae an exhibit of a deposition; I have here the evidence refer- 


I was speaking, when interrupted, about seven townships, and had | yf, FLOWER, I would like to inquire which is right in this case 


just read the returns from some of them. In the report it will be seen, 7 1 É 
as it is shown in the record, that in one of the counties, Phillips, I be- — 5 12 3 3 neh; the attorney from Wisconsin or this attorney 


lieve, upon an agreement between the contestee and the contestant, in Mr. DALZELL. Perhaps the attorney from Ohio, 


two townships there are to be counted for the contestant 132 votes. 7 1 x 
In the discussion and in the brief of the contestee the proposition pis 3 R — — F Som 2 
was made that, as to these seven precincts which had not been certified ro 38 reading i reading 


up by the cleik of Crittenden County, he should go with the contestant C . 
or ne iye 5 the clerk of the pros and examine the question and 3 E : 
see if they could not come to an statement as to these votes, 5 7 
He, contestee, was there according to the agreement, for the purpose or G. Von dre ran years old the — tois month; 
investigating this matter. The contestant did not put in an appear- | A. Shelby County, 
ance; he was busy over in Memphis about that time with his testimony, | Q- {fate of Tennessee? 
Believing that there might be some good reason for allowing these | Q. Wo want to know if you have ever seen a box similar to the box that is 
votes to the contestant, because they seem, from a certificate of the | marked as Exhibit A“ in a previous deposition, and is now before you, and 
clerk of the court in whose custody they were, not to have been certi- | formsa part and parcel of the testimony in this case? 
fied up to the secretary of state on account of some informality in the ay set 
certificate which came from the returning officers—believing, I say, Now, can you tell from that where this box came from? I read fur- 
that the voters ought not to lose their votes on account of the inaction | ther from this man's evidence: 
or irregular action of the election officers, the minority of the commit- | Q. Will you please examine that box and see if ‘tis exactly the same as those 
tee are inclined to concede these votes to the contestant. But the ma- Deter vou shipped to Marion for Mr. Werner, the sheriff of Critten- 
jority single out the one precinct, Scanlan, which gives 61 votes for Mr. | A. Well, can't say that it’s exactly the same, but it’s almost a fac simile. 
pm ra 2 votes for Mr. Featherston, and say that this must not be Dantes Me Fames! S 
n — 5 ! 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, One passage in the speech of | Q. Can you see wherein it differs materially? 


8 > A. No, no; it don’t differ at all; it's the same thing exactly; we don’t save 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] last Saturday shows it | ters of hem at all, but I see no difference; that's the kind of box it was; — 
was claimed here not simply that one of those boxes was used, but that | might be a little difference in dimensions, but the same thing in every other 
a number were used. I send the gentleman the RECORD with the ex- | way. 
tract marked. Q. For what purpose were they ordered? 


red? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was not mistaken. I will read from the ar- G. fave Sot) 0 et T understood, for ballot- boxes, 


gument of the gentleman from Wisconsin, made in this House on Sat- | A. Yes,sir; twenty-one ballot-boxes. 
urday: , 2 2 Th yW Sapin ebot A'a tne store I couldn't say positively where they 
ž re 8 midan’ 
The sheriff is required to furnish the precinct judges with ballot-boxes and | were shipped to. = ci p 


1892 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 3, 


Watch this witness. He isa curiosity on the witness stand. He 
was very prudent just then. x 

I couldn't say positively where they were shipped to; I know they were 
shi to the sheriff of Crittenden County; they were charged on the books 
to W. F. Werner, Mound — nye 
Q. How would you describe the boxes as made by you? 

A. Well, they are made as we would generally make ballot-boxes, with that 
extra cap on the slot that you put the ballots in; I have no more idea what that's 
for than the man in the moon; it was none of my business, 


Cautious Mr. James! 


I made them as I was ordered; well, I have an idea, too, but at the same time 
I don't know. 

Q. With what firm are you connected in the city of Memphis? 

A. H. Wetter Manufacturing Company. 

Q. In what way? 

A. As foreman of the shop. 

Q. As such you kuow the foregoing to be a correct statement of the facts? 

A. Yes, sir; as near as I can get it. 

Q. Were all the boxes made by you furnished with this peculiar cap which 
accompanies the box before you? 

A. All that twenty-one boxes made for the sheriff of Crittenden County had 
that device attached to them; I had no idea I'd get into this kind of a scrape, 

ugh, when I was making them, 


Fearful Mr. James! There in the hands of his friends. The com- 
mittee say that Stephen James, in speaking of the September elections, 
says thus and so with regard to these boxes, Now, let us turn to the 
twenty-sixth page of this report and see further how these boxes were 
introduced. We there have some extracts from the evidence of Willis 
McGee, a colored witness: 


Q. Where do you live? 

A, Scanlon. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. I went there in 1878; been there ever since. 

Not-box made Exhibit A to the deposition.) 
» Q. This tin box, made Exhibit A to your deposition, that I now have in my 
oy ag Fi se you ever see a box like that in the State of Arkansas? 
„Sir. : 


That is the introduction of this box into the testimony—the tin box 
that I have here. The examiner says it is“ made Exhibit A to your 
deposition.“ Where did the examiner get it? 

Q. Are you absolutely certain it was a boxof that precise description that you 
saw at those two elections? 

A. Yes, sir. 

He is not asked to give a description of the box, but the question is: 

‘Are you absolutely certain it was a box of that precise description? 
lere is the testimony of E. B. Fields: 

Q. Do you see this tin box that I show you here? 

A. Yes, sir; I examined a box of that kind about two days before the elec- 
tion; helped tote it out towards where my home is, 


Q. Whereabouts was that place? 
A. Scanlan's. 


In whose ion was that box? 
2 J. J. Ward, a white gentleman living down there, a Democrat, 
Q. Does he hold any official position there? 
A. None atall, sir. i 
Q. Was he one of the judges of the election there? 
A. Yes, sir; he was one of the judges of election at Edmondson Station. 


They prove, then, that there was one of these boxes in the hands of 
the election officers at Edmondson Station; that is where the return 
shows that Featherston received 75 votes and Cate 15. That is the re- 
sult at that place. 

Again, I ask attention to Scanlan, one of the townships where the 
committee propose to set aside entirely the election held by the election 
officers, upon the testimony of 3 colored witnesses, I believe. I read 
from the testimony of one of these, John Johnson, on page 24 of the 
report of the majority: 

Q. You say you were at the Presidential election? 

A. Yes, sir; I’m at all of them, but then I was there anyhow at that one ex- 


* 
Q. What time did the polls open? 

He knew he was expected to swear to that one and therefore was 
“at that one expressly.“ 


Q. What time did the polls open? 

A. Well, they said they was to open in the morning at 9 o'clock and close at 
4. I couldn't tell you the real hour they did open; they may have opened be- 
fore 9 or after 9; that was the time set to open, at 9 o'clock. 


This shows that he is a very intelligent witness as to what happened 
at that election. 


Q. How many people voted there? 

A. I counted up 73, and they were voting on; I didn't go away, but then I 
went off down the river a little piece and sotaround, but every y that talked 
to me after I come up said they was voting Republican; there wasn’t but two 
colored men voted the Democratic ticket, and one of them wouldn’t have done 
it if they hadn't made him do it; he was a kind of et sort of person and 
they gave him the ticket aud he went on and voted it. 

Q. How many men did you see vote that ticket that day at the polls? 

A. About 73; I think 73; I counted them particularly. 

Q. Did you have the tickets in your hand? 

A. Yes, sir; I had about 125 or 130 of them—150, and I reckon I give out about 
80 or 40 of them that day, and saw 73 of them voted, and stood and looked at 
them, and saw pretty near every man that voted that day. I read the ticket 
and knew I was voting for Ha n. 

Q. Who did you think you was voting for Congressman? 

A. I just voted the straight ticket. 


This witness did not know there was such a man in Arkansas as the 
contestant in this ease! See how he is led along by contestant’s lawyer. 
2 Then 8 is exactly the ticket you voted? 


2 And this is exactly the ticket that you saw yoted by 73 other men? 
es, sir. 
Q. And you want to file that with your testimony as the ticket you did vote? 
A. Yes, sir; marked Exhibit A. 
pa 255 the Republicans in your township vote more solidly together than 


A. Yes, sir; they voted solider this election than eyer I known; look like the 
people had more privilege to vote. 


It would not do to have that in the record as uttered. 


Q. You mean they were more in earnest about it? 
A. More in earnest, I should have said, about it. 
— 


[Laughter]. . 


Q. If the people in your township were voted properly, how many of them 
would turn out and swear to have voted that same ticket that you make an 
exhibit of there? 

A. 45 or 40 or 45. 


The first 45 is a mistake of the printer. 
should read 35, 40, or 45. 


Q. There is how many, if they were properly protected; you issued 73 your- 
self, you say? 


He did not state anything of the kind. He said he had issued no 
such number. Turn back and you will see he said I issued 30 or 40.” 
The teacher was not satisfied with the way the pupil was progressing. 


Q There anor many, ifthey were properly protected; you issued 73 your- 
self, you say 

A. I didn’t issue that many, but I saw that many polled from other hands that 
was handed around, and counted them every one. 

Q. If they were mony en are you satisfied those 73 men would turn 
out and testify that they did vote that ticket? 

5 Yes, sir; they would; they’d come right here to-day and tell you any- 
where. 

Q. How long have you been voting at that precinct? 

A. Ten years. 

Q. Apa you say the Republican vote there, in a fair election, is about how 
man 

A. About 112 or 113. 

Q. And how much you say the Democratic vote is? 

A. About 8 or 9, some elections, in the county elections there's some 15 or 20 
or 25 Democrats, cause they got darkies mixed in with them. 


[ Laughter. ] 


unk all of the Republicans that voted vote the Republican ticket at this 
ection? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was the usual number of Democrats at the polls? 

A. Yes, sir; most all of the white men that was there was at the polls; the 
biggest part of them, 

. Can you furnish me the names, furnish me a list of these 73 voters that 

yous of as having voted the Republican ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; I can doit; I think I can give every man’s name. 


I say to gentlemen on the otherside where is that list? It was never 
produced. Why? Because he could not produce it or he feared to 
produceit. It is not in the record. F 

Now, as to Willis McGee. 


Q. What is the usual Republican vote of that township? 

A. From 100 to 125. 

Q. Do you know at that election to which you refer, do you know how many 
Republican votes were cast at that election? 

A. No, sir; I do nat know exactly how many was cast. 

Q. How many did you see cast? 

A. I seen about nine or ten. 

Q. You are certain you saw at least nine or ten? 

A, Yes, sir; I’m certain of that. 

Q. Do you know the name of those parties to whom you refer that voted the 
er gee ticket at the national election? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Please make a list of those names and file it as Exhibit B to your deposi- 

on. 

A. Ido so. 

Q. Did yox see those men vote that ticket? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. You know it wasa Republican ticket? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were a good man 


The record shows it. It 


men out at the polls that day Republicans? 


A. Right smart, and it was raining, and a heap didn’t come. 
Q. Was a good many there didn't vote? 
A. Yes, sir. 
What was the reason? 
. The reason was they had a great time in the time of the county election, 
and the boys said it wasn't no use in voting; that they do just as they choose, 


and they didn't have noshow there; theysaid they all voted Republican before 
solid out through, and they beat them at Scanlan’s, and every y voted Re- 
publican at Scanlan's, and they beat them. 


Mr. PEEL, Is that the evidence taken at Memphis? > 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Yes, at Memphis; with no opportunity for cross- 
examination; without opportunity to contradict or rebut. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will yield myself a little further time, to be 
taken out of the general time allowed this side. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman who opened the case spoke 
over the hour limit and it has been arranged I should do the same, 

The SPEAKER. It must be by unanimous consent. Is there ob- 
jection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Pursuiug this same testimony of Willis Mo: 


Q. Did yon see those men vote that ticket? 
A. I did, sir. 

Q. You know it was a Republican ticket? 
es, sir, 


A. Y 
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Yet this committee proposes to give this contestant the estimated 

Republican votein that county— 

and a heap didn't come, 

2. Was a good many there didn't vote? 


0056, 
and they didn’t have no show there; they said they all v — tay espe before 


estion. 
Q Then I want you to state the reason they didn't take any more interest, 
an 


A. Because they said they all voted Republicans at the election, and when 
the outcry come they said everybody had voted Democratic tickets, and they 
said it wasn’t no use for them to go there to vote; that was the reason. 

Q. Are you satisfied that other people voted the Republican ticket besides 
those you saw vote it? 

A, Yes, sir; they said so, but I knew these I did see vote it. 

Q. a you know that they returned for that township only 2 Republican votes? 

A. No, sir. 

5 just stated that the usual Republican vote down there was about 125 
or 130? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Usual Democratic vote is about 25? * 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your usual majority there, then, was about 100? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are satisfied this box was used at both elections? 

A. Yes, sir. * 

There is a great deal of peculiar testimony in this record. The com- 
mittee quotes from the case of Wallace against McKinley, in which it 
is said: 
ae vicious tendency of hearasy testimony in election cases needs no demon- 

ration. 

This testimony is full of hearsay. 

E. B. Fields was called. This was the third witness for the contest- 
ant with regard to Scanlan. 

Q. Do you know what is the vote of that box over there; what is the Repub- 
lican vote at your 5 

A. About 100 and 125, 

Q. What is the Democratic vote there? 

A. About 25, sir, 

Q. Do youknow whether there was any Republican votes cast there that day 

t? 
Oh. Ses, sir; I gave several of them tickets, and they sealed them up and said 
they was going to vote them just like they was; did not open them atall. 

Q. How many did you give tickets to? 

A. lam n Igive four; I give tickets to several, but I did not know what 
they did with them; but I gave tickets to some and they held them in their 
hands like they were afraid they would get away from them. 

Q. Why didn’t you take any more interest in the election that day? 

A. In the State and county election e disgusted, and I didn’t take no more 
interest in it afterwards, It was the ion to vote, and I just thought I'd vote 
because it wasa fashion; didn't do any good. 

There is some of the hearsay testimony. In the report of the com- 
mittee it is stated: 

It was held in Bisbee vs. Finley that— 

“Where the evidence shows a return to be false, and not a true statement ot 
the votes cast, such return is impeached and destroyed as evidence, and the 
true vote may be proven by cee the electors whose names are on the poll- 
books as yoting at such poll, and no yotés not otherwise proven should be 
counted.” 

Now, in the face of that quotation of law made by this committee, 
they propose to vote the 73 votes that this negro says he saw voted for 
the contestant and do not go to the trouble to call a single other one of 
the voters of that precinct, They propose to set aside all voters of that 
precinct and quote this law as a justification for their conduct. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. What does the committee propose to do 
as to the Democratic votes actually cast? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not to count them at all. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. By that treatment of that election they 
disfranchise all the Democratic voters. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. All the Democratic voters in all the precincts 
where they make any question whatever. They say this quotation 
from Bisbee against Finley justifies them in going further and not call- 
ing the voters. n 

Q. Were the judgesand clerks of this election at which you say these Repub- 
lican votes were cast Democrats or Republicans? 

A. Straight-out Democrats, sir. 

Q. Democrats? 

A. All Democrats, sir. 

Q. Were they red-hot Democrats? 

A. Right square out, sir. 

Q. Were there any disturbance or rows there on the day of election? 

A. When the State and county election was. 

Q. Were there any in the Presidential eleption? 

A. No, sir; it was a kind of a day like this; it wasraining all day most; didn’t 
have no fuss that day, 


Mr. SPRINGER. What does this show? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That there was no intimidation whatever at 
this poll. They (the committee) give 73 votes to the contestant and 
subtract 61 from the contestee. 

I will again call your attention to another precinct, to which I al- 
luded awhile ago, Cat Island. In this precinct 88 votes were returned 
for Mr. Cate and 120 for Mr. Featherston. Now, how does the com- 


7 


mittee dispose of that precinct? They called two witnesses only, I 
believe, and I hope that gentlemen will bear in mind that I am read- 
E Sa omn me repon of the committee; and if at any time I mis- 
e the testimony, add a word thereto or leave out a word, I would 
like to have them correct it. Robert Abernathy was called, a colored 
man, a witness on behalf of the contestant. He was asked: 
Q. How old are you? 
A. I don’t know truthfully; Iam something over forty, though. 
Q. What is your business? 
A. Well, I farm a little. 
Q. Are Sy a planter? 
Well, I planted last year; Ireckon I will some this year, but then Tm not 
an extensive farmer. 
2 Sno you read and write? 


A. All colored. 

Q. Do you know who those colored voters voted for in the last election ? 

A. General Republicans; nine-tenths of them were Republicans; I heard 
them say prior to the time they would vote that ticket under all hazards; then 
when the tickets were issued they come right there 3 rain and 
the tickets and went to the island, and I seed no other ticket during the day 
but the Republican ticket. There wasno other exhibited publicly, 


The next witness is George Hendley, also colored: 


Q. What is your name? 

A. George Hendley. 

Q. Where is your residence? 

A. In Crittenden County, Arkansas, 

Q. What is your age? 

A. Twenty-one. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. I'm a farmer and sometimes I teach school. 

Q. I want to know about the usual number of voters in your township? 
A. Usually we have always voted from 196 to 200, always, in the township, 


Bear in mind, now, thatthere were 208 votes cast at this Cat Island, 
in this township, and he uses this expression. 


Q. What proportion of them were Democrats; about how many Democrats 
were in the township? 

A. Well, we have generally been known to be about from 14 to 15. 

Q. How many Republicans? 

A. We have been known to be from 180 to 152 and three and four and so on. 

Q. Did you vote on the November election ? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 5 

Q. Did the Republican voters in your township turn out pretty well? 

A. Yes, sir; they voted out very well. 

Q. You consider it a full vote that dax? 

A. Yes, sir; I consider it nearly a full vote; not quite as many as voted in the 
county election, 

Q. 85 oe regular Republican ticket voted by the Republicans on that day? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you got a copy ofthat ticket with ou? 

A. I aly Ns with me, but I can describe it; it was a red ticket with a 
back to 
Did many of the Republicans scratch their tickets? 

There didn’t any scratch it as I saw, and I don’t believe any scratched it, 

Q. Did any of the Republicans to your knowledge vote any other ticket? 

A. None whatever, to my knowing. 

Q. About what is the usual Democratic vote, did you say, of the township? 

A. It generally has been about from 13 to 15. 

Q. That's about as many of the Democratic voters as you have ever known to 
vote there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. 
A. 


ree 


Where do you live? 
I live in Cat Island. 
Q. How long have you lived there? 
A. I been living there seven years. 
„ What is the name of your voting precinct? 

A, CatIsland. (Printed record, pages 187,188, 189). 

George Hendley, in speaking of whether the judges and clerks were 
sworn, testifies: 

Q. Do you know whether the judges and clerks of election were sworn? 

A. If they were sworn, I don't know who swore them; at that time I were 
acting justice of the peace there, and of course I know I didn't swear them my- 
self, and I were the only justice of the peace that were in the township, and 
they were sworn I don’t know who swore them, 

Q. Are you justice of the peace at present? 

A, No, sir. 

Under the law in this State the officers of election can swear each 
other in, as they can in many other States. 

The committee does not popoe to invalidate the election because 
Hendley did not swear the officers, but simply to change the result, 

Mr. LANSING. Was he a colored man? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

George Hendley, in speaking of the judges of election at Cat Island 
precinct, testifies: i 

Q. Who were the judges of election in your township? 

A. Dr. Stewart and Otto Sypules, and I forgotten who the other was. 

Q. Were they Democrats or Republicans? 

A. They were all Democrats. 2 

Q. Did you have any Republican judges of election the last election? 

A. No, sir; we did not. 

Q. They were all Democrats? 

A. All ocrats, 


© 


Hendley does not remember who the third judge was, but swears he 
was a Democrat. 
The committee say: 


It appears from this testimony that the Republicans turned out well; that 
they did not scratch the ticket; that the fraudulent ballot-box was used. 


i 
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Where is the testimony that identifies these tickets as having been 
used there or proves the use of fraudulent ballot-boxes? It is not in 
the record. Where is the testimony on that point? 

The committee also say: 

We think the true rule was laid down in the case of Smalls vs. Elllott, session 
of 1888 86, by the minority of the committee, where it said: 

“ Contestee’s partisan friends deliberately violate the law in suppressing the 
box, and contestee himself (acting through his counsel), by force and threat of 
sr gc suppresses and hinders the judicial inquiry as to the box and its con- 

n 


“ Suppressio veri—suggestio falsi, All things are presumed against him who 
suppresses the truth and prevents inquiry.” 


Here is a conclusion as to these precincts of which I have just read 
you the testimony of the two witnesses called, and they are of the 
Memphis witnesses, and the committee go on to say, violating the prin- 
ciples they have just quoted: = 

We think the proof clearly shows that the contestee could not have received 
more than 15 votes in Cat Island Township, if that many, Therefore we give 
to the contestant 73 votes more than were returned for him, and deduct 73 from 
the vote returned for contestee, These two changes aggregate 146, 

What is the use of elections? Why not hold all of your elections 
up here in the room of the Committee on Elections, instead of hav- 
ing them in Arkansas or any other State? Do you suppose any man 
would have the temerity in any Northern State to propose upon tes- 
timony like that to set aside an election and count 146 votes for con- 
testant, and thus to throw aside the votes of the contestee in any pre- 
cinct in apy district represented by any gentleman on this floor? 

It would be possible, no doubt, to go into another State and get men 
who could testify to facts as strong as this against almost any precinct 
in the Union. Mr. Speaker, I now wish to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that comment is made because the election was not 
held at Idlewild, in this same township, while the witness’s testimony 
is to the effect that the ordinary vote in that township is 205 and that 
208 were cast. There was no necessity for holding an election at Idle- 
wild. None was held. The full vote was cast at Cat Island. Fergu- 
son and Jones are in the same township. The election was not held 
at Ferguson, but was held at Jones. This election has been returned 
and counted. 

But I will call attention to what the committee say on page 33 of 
their report in regard to Idlewild and with regard to Ferguson: 

George Hendley, in speaking of the failure to hold an election at Idlewild 
precinct, testifies : 

Q. Is there any other voting precinct in your township? 

A. Yes, sir; Idlewild. 

Q. Do you know whether there was any election held at Idlewild? 

A. There was not. 

Q. Do you know whether the judges of election at that point were all Demo- 
ornts or all Republicans? 


A. They were all Democrats, 

What was the conclusion of the people of that precinct was the reason for 
not opening the polls? 

A. The conclusion was because that all of the people there, the voting citizens, 
was going to vote the straight Republican ticket, and in order to prevent them 
from voting, it was supposed, they wouldn't open the polls that day. 

Q. Did any of the voters come down to your precinct to vote? 

Ves, sir: abont 12 or l4. 
. Did they tell them that the polls were not open at Idlewild? 
Ves, sir; they did. 


More of this vicious hearsay testimony: 
Q. And thought that they could vote there because it was in the same town- 
7 

2 Yes, sir. 

Q. Were they allowed to vote? 

A. Well, I couldn't really say that they wasn't allowed, because I met them 
as I were coming away, but they told me that they was objected to voting. 

Here is aman who was going home and met the people coming from 
Idlewild, and could not tell of course whether they voted or not, but 
he says: 

But they told me that they was objected to voting, 


And then he Sen eee himself up, for he evidently sees 
the frown on the face of the teacher of testimony, because when he is 
asked the question: 

You don’t know whether they voted then or not? 

He says: 

I know that they didn’t vote; they said that they was objected of voting by 
some one; I don’t know who. 

Q. How many men told you they were at the polls that day for the purpose of 
Nes op. fee 5 ticket? 

A. Abou 


Now, as to the poll at Ferguson. This is the testimony of Thomp- 
son Foster, a colored man. He was asked the question: 


Q. Were the judges of election who served at the State election all Democrats 
? 


or gi RT 
A. They all was supposed to be Democrats, 
Q. They didn't come about the polls to open the polis during the day? 
on No, sir; not to my understanding or not to my knowing; never saw any 
them. 
Fae What was the Republican majority in your precinct generally? 
A. About 120 or 125, S 
one, 2 proportion of them were at the polls during that day for the purpose 
voting? 
A. Offand on all day, about a hundred to my knowing. 


There 8 to be some more stars here in this report of the com- 
mittee, and I turn to look up the remainder of the testimony in the 


Or 


record. I have ſound it. It will be found on page 205 of the record, 
and is in the following words: 

Did Saz of you make an ofort to vote elsewhere, to go to any other precinct? 

A. Weill, 1 not, but others did, in my opinion; I mean to say they went off 
for that purpose. 8 

The testimony shows they went to Jones's; aud next in this same 
connection we find the testimony of P. J. Jones, who is asked, among 
other questions 

Where is your usual voting place? 

A. Ferguson; though I vote at Jones's on national election—the Presidential 
election; my usual voting-place is at Ferguson, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think we have discussed Crittenden County long 
enough to show that when the minority concede that these seven town- 
ships should be counted and thereby give tothe Republican candidates 
1,660 votes and to the Democratic contestee 460 votes, we are making 
a fair distribution of the votes in that county, and disposing of them as 
they were cast, contestant receiving 1,491; Barrett, 169. 

We are making a just disposition of the vote of Crittenden County, 
and it would simply be an outrage to set aside the election at Scanlan 
and Cat Island to give the contestant 146 votes in one case and 73 in 
the other. To sustain the elections at these two precincts fairly wipes 
out entirely the 86 majority which the committee makes for contestant 
and still leaves the contestee with a respectable majority of 744 after 
yielding the seven townships and the claim in Phillips County. 

But let us see how they must proceed as to the other counties in order 
to succeed. I will pass Cross County, Smith Township, because that 
is not quite as important as one other. As to Lee County and Inde- 
pendence Township, I call your attention to what is proposed by the 
committee in regard to this vote, as shown on pages 45 to 48 of the re- 
port. In this township there was no disturbance on election day, no 
intimidation, no pretense whatever of preventing any one from voting. 

But one witness was called by contestant. When he came to take up 
this township the contestant served notice upon the contestee that he 
would examine two witnesses, and two only, one the county court or 
circuit court clerk, to produce certain poll-books and tally-lists, and the 
other is Milton Powell. He proceeded to examine Milton Powell, and 
it is on the testimony of this one man that it is proposed to set aside 
the election in this township; and this one man’s testimony is all that 
was taken, aside from the production of those lists. 

The committee will say that the voters were intimidated, for as soon 
as this man leit the witness stand he was arrested for perjury. He 
was arrested for perjury because he had gone upon the witness stand 
and testified to things which, if true, would convict the officers of elec- 
tion of having sworn falsely. I will ask the gentlemen upon the com- 
mittee to point to a single syllable of testimony that shows the election 
officers at this precinct were not properly appointed, consisting of mem- 
bers of both parties; that ng did anything that could be constrned as 
fraudulent, or interfered with the voters, or made any mistake. This 
testimony of Milton Powell is about as follows, after stating that he 
worked to get out the vote for Featherston on election day: 

Q. What was the result of your work? 
A. I kept count of 92 of those Republican tickets that went out of my hand. 

At this election the contestant received, as certified on the returns, 
89 votes. Milton Powell says that he received 92 votes, and I hope 
gentlemen on that side of the House will observe it, because it becomes 
a question simply of the accuracy of this witness, simply whether this 
witness under the circumstances in which he was . accurately and 
actuallyso kept his count that from his evidence you should set aside 
the count of the election officers. At the time of Powell's testifying the 
ballots were then in the hands of this same clerk of the court who was 
called forthe purposeof presenting the listof voters. The ballots were 
required by law to be numbered as they were put in the box and kept 
for a long time to be used in case of contests, and it would have been 
easy for them to take these ballots and to see whether there was any 
mistake or not. This regular and legal method was not pursued by 
contestant, but he relied upon his one witness, Milton Powell. Let 
us continue and test his accuracy. 

He says when asked this question: 

Q. How many votes were polled here that day? 
A. Something over 600, 

At this election the electors for Harrison received 435 votes and for 

Cleveland 196 votes; so that you will see he was very nearly accurate 


when he made that statement as to there being over 600. 
Q. What is the political complexion of this district; which has a majority? 
A. The Republicans have a large majority. 
+ * x * e . s 
Q. Then you positively swear that those ninety-two persons voted for Mr, 
Featherston? ' 
A. Yes, sir; that is my belief. 
> a * 


* * * * 
Q. Do you know of others voting for Mr. Featherston besides those ninety 
are = Sat 
— o no! 


Q. Can you give us some of the names that voted your ticket? 

A. Yes, sir. 

And he proceeds to give ten names, and counts himself twice—once 
myself and Milton Powell the second time. Out of 92 voters that this 
man claims to have gone with the voter un to the ballot-box and seen 
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them put the ballot in, when called upon to give the names of some of 
them he could only give about ten. He is asked: 
— About how many Republican votes were cast here on the 6th of Novem- 


1. there might have been 250 or 300; maybe not so many. 

In the face of that question and that answer, the return showed that 
mes were 435 Republican votes cast at that precinct. Then he was 

ed: 

Q. How many of that number voted for Mr. Featherston? 

A, Ninety-two I know, cast that red ticket for him. 

Then he was asked again: 

Q. Did any Republicans canyass through here for Mr. Featherston? 

A. None, as I know of. 

That is from Milton Powell’s testimony in chief. 

But let us see how he stands cross-examination. I know that this 
detail is tedious, but when it is sought to set aside the election ata 


precinct by tlie testimony of one man I feel authorized in detaining- 


yourattention until I shall analyze the testimony of that man, to see 
what weight it should be given. 


Q. How many tickets did you give out that day? 

A, I think 120 or 35, 

Q. What sort of weather was it that day? 

A. Rainy day; after it commenced it rained steadily the remainder of the 


day. 
* * * * . * — 


Q. How far were you standing from the polls when giving out those tickets? 

A. Sometimes atthe polls an sometimes near the clerk's nee. steps. 

Q How do you know thata majority of this district is Republican? 

A. Hearing it talked of; seeing it at the election every two and four years; 
seeing it in the newspapers; and a majority in this district are colored: 

Q. Isit from the majorities cast at those elections that you arrive at your 
knowledge that this isa Republican precinct? 

A. Yeu, sir; and the county elections; for the past six or eight years it has 
been going Democratic. 


. e * s * 
Q. Is it not a fact that for the past ten years this precinct has been giving a 
Democratic majority? i 
A. It may have boen ten years, but I am positive for six or eight years, 


Q. Do you say that all the colored men are Republicans except such as you 
have mentioned? 
A. All except a few; they vote in county elections with the Democrats; but 
in the State elections they vote Republican. 
Q. Name some State election within the past ten years in which the Ropub- 
licans carried this precinct. 
I can't name one, as I know of. 
Again he says: 
I am positive in the pez six or eight, it may be ten, years that the Republican 
party has not carried this preci ct. A 2 K 4 
Q. Do you know what Republicans worked for Mr. Cate on that Gays 7 
A. I know some that said they were Republicans that worked for Mr. Cate. 
Who were those Republicans? 
A. Jacob Shaul, Joo Roberts, Samuel Overton; all I know positively. 
— 


Q. Did xousee anything like intimidation or bulldozing either among white or 
colored? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you think there was any fraud in this township or not at the last No- 
vember election? 

A. 1 don’t know anything about that, 


. . * 

Q. Have you ever seen any account in any paper or heard from any source 
wepaneese even.an intimation of fraud in the election in this township last No- 
vember? 

A. No, sir; I hive not as I know of. 


I will read a little more of this testimony: 


Q. Is it not a fact that at every election in this township since you have been 
a voterthe Democratic candidate for Congress has received a majority of the 
votes cast? 

A. That I can't tell. 

Q. Who was representing this district in Congress for the past ten years ? 

nee couldn't tell that. have known, but have not kept up that close with 
politics, 

Q. Can you remember the name of any person, either Republican or Demo- 
crat, who has ever represented this district in Congress at any time within the 
past ten pan or at any other time? 
ri a nk, but am not positive, that Mr. Dunn was either for Congress or the 

stature. 

Q. If Mr. Dunn was elected, when was he first elected? 

A. I don't know; Ihave not kept np with the politics that close, until the 
past six months. 

Q. Who represents this district in Congress right now? 

A. Mr. Cates, I reckon. = 

Q, Who represented the district in Congress a month before Mr. Cates was 


ected? 

A. I don't know; I did know once; but bave forgotten; don't know whether 
it was Mr. Dunn or who, 

Q. Is Mr. Dunn a Democrat or Republican? 

A. Democrat, I reckon; don’t know, 

Q. How many candidates for governor of the State of Arkansas have been 
voted for in this township since you were a voter? 

A. About five gubernatorial elections, I think. 

Q. What candidates have carried this township for governor, the Denio- 
cratic or Republican candidates, since you have been a voter? 

A. Iam not positive, bub think the Republicans had it once and the Demo- 
crats the balance of the time. 


As you see, this witness testified to the fact that there were three lead- 
ing Republicans busily engaged that day working for the contestee. 
Who were they? Jacob Shaw was one, Who was Jacob Shaw ?’’ in- 
aro the attorney. He isa Jew,” said the witness; and two or three 

es that fact was brought out. It appears that Jacob Shaw, who, ac- 


1 es the testimony, was at that time and up to some time in the year 
1889 the chairman of the Itepublican county committee, was there that 
day working for the contestee. Do you tell me that with these three 
active, vigilant, prominent, leading Republicans working for this con- 
testee it is strange that he got more votes than he would otherwise 
have obtained? 

It is shown by the testimony that in 1889 Shaw was removed from 
his chairmanship because of ‘‘treachery’’ to his party. The treachery 
consisted in the handling of the tickets upon this day, and the hand- 
ling of the tickets upon this day resulted in the vote for Mr. Cate being 
224 and the vote for Featherston being only 89. Contestant in his 
notice conceded that contestee received 224 votes. f 

Here, then, is a case where we have 239 votes not counted for any one 
for Congress according to the report of the committee. They were not 
counted, because Jacob Shaw and his two assistants got the negro voters 
there to scratch off the name of Featherston, and an investigation of she 
ballot-box would have shown this fact in all probability, but they did 
not investigate the ballot-box. Yet the committee propose to take 
away from contestee these 224 votes and give contestant the benefit of 
the other 3, making a deduction of 227 votes. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I occupied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied thirty-two minutes 
of his second hour. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I dislike to trespass longer upon the House, but 
I desire briefly to call attention to what is proposed to be done with 
regard to Franks Township, in St. Francis County. The claim is— 

That at the township of Franks, in the county of St, Francis, in said district, 
atan election held on the 6th day of November, 1888, I received 271 and you re- 
ceived 120; that the election officers of said township, who are partisans of 

ours, through mistake or frand returned that you received 269 votes and that 

received 13 that the votes as thus returned were by the county clerk of said 
county certified to the secretary of state, and by him laid before the governor 
of said State, and by him counted in determining the number of votes cast for 
each of us in said district, I shall therefore claim on contest that I be allowed 
140 more votes than were returned for me in said township and that 140 votes 
which you did not receive, but which were returned and certified for you, be 
stricken from your vote in said township. 


To discuss this township fully and properly would require at least 
thirty minutes of your time. I shall not undertake to do that or to 
read the testimony, but I will state the case briefly. The testimony 
shows that at this precinct there was a colored Republican Federal 
su isor and a white Democratic Federal supervisor; that the election 
rie ce who were appointed were not all present at the proper time; 
that, pursuing the law, the voters selected the judges, and that there 
were very few men present in the crowd at the time of the selections. 
The law requires that the judges of election shall be men who can read 
and write. 

‘This Federal supervisor on the Republican side was present, but he 
does not testify that there was any other Republican present that could 
read or write. These officers were chosen and the election proceeded. 
At noon the election officers were about to go to dinner. e says he 
did not go with them because he knew that he was not wanted. One 
of the officers says that he was invited to go with them. He did not 
go, but the key to the ballot-box was given to him. The ballot-box 
was under the eye of the other Federal supervisor and under the eye 
of the officers of election until they came to the house. Then it was 
put into a room and locked up and one of the judges took the key. 

In the evening the box was leftin the handsof this Republican Federal 
supervisor, and the key was taken by the Democratic officials, who 
went to their supper, he not going to his supper, I believe, until after 
they had returned. Now, upon that state of facts, the contestant claims 
that the ballot-box was sufficiently exposed to yitiate the vote. Sub- 
sequently, while the testimony was being taken, this ballot-box, with 
the ballots numbered to correspond to the names of the voters in it, 
was in the hands of one of the witnesses for the contestant. 

Instead of investigating the ballots to ascertain whether there was 
any mistake or fraud, contestant proceeded to call the voters, and called, 
I believe, 195 of them, who testified, it is claimed, that they voted for 
the contestant. Now, Mr. Speaker, although these witnesses testify to 
having voted for contestant, there are some very 8 and Wege rer 
things in their testimony, and if I had time to analyze it I could show 
how little credit should be given to it. 

In the first place, you will bear in mind that there had been an elec- 
tion in September in that State and also this election on the 6th of No- 
vember. Six of these witnesses testify that they voted for contestant, 


but place the date in some other month than November, although the 


question asked them at the outset was. Were you present at the polls 
in Franks township on the 6th day of November?“ One says he voted 
for Featherston in September; another says he voted for him in Octo- 
ber; another says he voted for him on the 4th day of December; two 
or three say that they do not know the month or day. The ticket of 
the Republican party was a red ticket witha blue back. 

Some of these Republicans say they voted a green ticket, and some 
say they voted a yellow ticket. One says that the Democratic ticket 
was blue on both sides, and several of these voters say that they voted 
a blue ticket. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing more in this testimony which 
is deserving of especial mention. I have gone carefully over the 
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names of these men and the poll-list, and com them, and I find 
that twenty of the names of men who swear that they voted at that 
election for contestant do not appear on that poll-list, and I will give 
the committee the names of twenty men who swear that they were 
there whose names do not appear at all upon the poll-book as certi- 
fied: Bubb Dickerson, George Burnett, John Bailey, Louis Griffin, 
Richard Jones, Arch Ousley, Joe Spaulding, Turner Sykes, Mager 
Rodgers, O. W. Whitfield, Daniel Reed, Willie Robbins, William 
Scott, Aleck Smith, Robert Wallace, M. C. Moore, Peter Daniels, and 
John W. Paradise, and there are others. 

Those are the names of twenty-two men whose names do not appear. 
Some of them are peculiar names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are those counted for the contestant? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, of course. One of these names is Paradise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Paradise Lost. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, they found him again. 

Mr. DALZELL. Paradise Regained. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the kind of testimony upon which they 
propose to set aside this election. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to say anything more than I have inci- 
dentally uttered with regard to the speech of the gentleman who opened 
this case, except this: He succeeded more effectually than any man on 
this floor has done in a long time in keeping entirely away from the 
issue to be decided. 

Shall this House, in determining the question who was elected a 
Representative on the 6th day of November, 1888, take into considera- 
tion a riot and murder committed in July of the year following? Does 
that reflect anything upon the justness or unjustness of the claim of 
the contestant? Yet the gentleman who opened this case devoted a 
considerable portion of his time to that topic, and a large portion of the 
record is filled with letters and communications with to that fact. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Have those letters ever been presented to the 


committee? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Those letters never were presented in the com- 
mittee when I was present. They were never read in the committee 
any more than this newspaper from which I read to-day. 

The gentleman says that there was brute violence in transporting 
certain officers out of the county of Crittenden in July for the purpose 
of getting control of the election machinery. Isay the testimony shows 
that so far as that is true it was in order to get possession of the county 
offices. I say o far as it is true;“ but it is not true very far, as you 
will find if you will weigh the evidence as it ought to be weighed and 
consider the manner in which it was taken. 

But it is a question in my mind how much nobler you will be, upon 
what higher plane you will stand, if you unseat man upon testi- 
mony like this. It will not be brute force; it will be 9 to 6 in the 
committee and as many majority as may be given in the House over 
the vote cast to retain the elected member in his seat. ‘ 

And I would ask gentlemen on the other side to take up the report 
of the committee instead of being governed by conclusions drawn upon 
the floor. Take up the report, examine it, weigh this testimony for 
gonaren and see whether you can go so far in the direction of abso- 

ute force in unseating a member. 

Mr. BROSIUS. 
question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all. - 

Mr. BROSIUS. The question is one upon which I do not find any 
information in this report. Who ordered those ballot-boxes made— 
the tin boxes ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The testimony is that they were ordered by 
the sheriff of Crittenden County. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Was he a Democrat or a Republican? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He had been elected once or twice before on a 
Fasion ticket. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But at that time what was he? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. At that time it is claimed he was a Democrat. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It is claimed?” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itis claimed he was a Democrat. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, he was; he was a leader in the riot. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. OuTHWAITE). Is it not the fact that he was 
running on the Democratic ticket? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There was no Democratic ticket in that county 
except the one on which he was running. 

Mr. HOUK. The proof shows that he was one of the Winchester- 
rifle crowd ” that deported people out of the State. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no question about the proof showing 
that, such as the proof was. 

Mr. BROSIUS. How many boxes did he order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The mere fact that he ordered them does not 
tend to show that they affected this election at all. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Does the testimony show that they were made and 
delivered on his order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The testimony of the witness who was called 
says that they were shipped to his account. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does not the report of the majority say that they 
were not used anywhere except—— j 


ll it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him one 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know what the majority report says. 
I supposed their report was going to claim that these boxes were used 
in all the precincts; but when I show the vote as it turned out then I 
learn that that claim is not to be made. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman ought to be fair, to say the least. The 
report does not claim anywhere that they were except in three 
precincts. 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Name them. 

Mr. HOUK. Read the report. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does not the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] know that in the precincts where the returns were made and 
not sent up to the governor of the State the Republicans furnished the 
boxes to hold those elections? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, No. There is in this case the testimony of a 
man named Sanders. I had intended to allude to it, and I want todo 
so because he is one of those who attended the school of testimony in 
Memphis. He swears in one place that the vote—at Edmondson, I 
believe—was 195 for Featherston and 5 for Cate, and at this precinct 
it is claimed by the testimony one of these ballot-boxes was used. On 
the same page this man is asked a question as to the precinct where no 
election was held. What was the inference drawn as to the precincts 
where no elections where held? He says: 


I know as to one precinct—Edmondson. 


And there his inference was that the ballot-boxes and the poll-books 
had not been sent, in order to prevent an election, when the returns 
show that an election was held at that precinct. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] has 
occupied an hour and forty-eight minutes. 

Mr. HOUK. To-morrow has been assigned for a special order. Iam 
always in favor of building up the country [laughter], but on behalt 
of the Committee on Elections I want to ask unanimous consent that 
we go on with this contested-election case to-morrow, and that whatever 
time be taken in that way from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds they shall use on the next day or on Thursday. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Ithink thatis a reasonable request, and I hope 
it will not be objected to on this side. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to inquire first whether it is proposed to close 
this case to-morrow. 

Mr. HOUK. Weare going to try, if it can be so arranged. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and I will try to arrange how 
much time shall be occupied. In my opinion this case will certainly 
not run beyond to-morrow. 

; Mr. ROGERS. I do not want to object, but I do not think it 
air 

Mr. HOUK. I hope the gentleman will not object. The arran 
ment I suggest is desired alike by gentlemen on both sides of the 


House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no special order for Thursday, and 
there is no reason why that day should not be assigned to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why not make the order in regard to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds a continuing order until two 
days have been occupied? 4 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the suggestion of the gentleman ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. To make the order for the Public Buildings Com- 
mittee continuous until two days have been occupied. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Ask unanimous consent for that. = 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. To be proceeded with immediately after the elec- 
tion case is disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No—— 

Mr. HOUK. That is fair, Let the order for the Committee on the 
Public Buildings and Grounds be a continning order until two days 
have been occupied immediately after this case is disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think I can agree to that. They should 
have two days; but I do not wish to fix that time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I make this suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee: that, while I do not want to interfere with any 
arrangements that have been or may be made between the Election 
Committee and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I do 
not think it fair for the Election Committee to assail a whole State, as 
has been done at least by one member of the committee, and then con- 
fine the entire time allotted to debate on the election case to the mem- 
bers of his committee, and thus cut ont any gentleman who may de- 
sire to respond in behalf of his own State which is thus assailed. 

Mr. HOUK. We will try to debate the question of assailing the rep- 
utation of a whole State when we get through with the business we are 

in. Ido not want to inject such a question here. 

Mr. ROGERS. Your committee have already injected it, and Ionly 
wish to provide that, if I or any of the gentlemen on this side elect to 
have anything to say in reference to the State of Arkansas, we shall 
have at least an opportunity to do so. I do not know, of course, that 
any time will be occupied. 
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Mr. HOUK. Then the gentleman can consent or not consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The 71 i of the gentleman from Tennessee 
seems to be entirely fair, and I hope it will not be objected to. 

Mr. ROGERS, But 1 appeal to the gentleman for something like 
fair play. Ido not want to interfere, as I said, with any arrange- 
ments that may be made between these committees. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I do not see the necessity of the gentle- 
man talking about fair play unti] there is some disposition shown not 
to have fair play. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will hardly claim that itis fair play 
to assail a whole State and then allow no opportunity for a response. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House agree to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Tennessee, which, as the Chair under- 
stands it, is that so much time as may be taken to-morrow out of the 
time allotted by the special order of the House to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds shall be added to the time specified in 
the order for that committee, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state that I do not agree 

Mr. HOUK. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit me a mo- 
ment I desire tostate to the Chair that I modified my request, or changed 
the form of it, to the effect that we proceed to finish the election case, 
and immediately thereafter that the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds shall have as much as two days assigned to them by unan- 
imous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that at the close of the election case, now pending before 
the House, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds shall have 
two days. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. HOUK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to see if we can 
not come to some arrangement or understanding as to what further time 
will be occupied in this debate. 

Several MEMBERS. Move to adjourn now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. 

Mr. HOUK. I have felt myself from the beginning decidedly in 
favor of giving all the debate that the business of the House would 
justify, but from what is passing around me and what has been said on 
both sides of the House I think it possible that we can better agree on 
the time to be taken, after an adjournment to-day, and if agreeable I 
will yield the floor for that purpose. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


i Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
ows: 

To Mr. ENLOE, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. HATCH, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. ELLIOTT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GIFFORD, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, for twelve days. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two 
suitable persons to represent the United States at the International 
Conference in regard to the protection of industrial property, and mak- 
ing an appropriation therefor; and 

A bill (H. R. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
5005). to promote the construction of a safe deep-water harbor on the 
coast of Texas was ordered to be reprinted. z 

The motion of Mr. Houk was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
UNITED STATES TREASUREE’S STATEMENT, FEBRUARY, 1890, 
Letter from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting the 


February statement of the assets and liabilities of the Treasurer of the 
United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ESTIMATE OF COST OF ERECTING A BASEMENT UNDER NATIONAL 
MUSEUM, 


Letter from the Architect of the United States Capitol, transmitting 
estimate of the cost of erecting a basement-story under the National 
Museum—to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings, 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILROAD. 


Statement of the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of | Clai 


the District of Columbia for year ending December 31, 1889 [in dupli- 
eate]—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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PIERRE PARNAIS, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. UNITED STATES. 
Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Pierre Parnais, admin- 
istrator of Nicholas Rue, against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 


A. M. CLOUD, ADMINISTRATOR, VS, UNITED STATES. 
Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of A. M. Cloud, admin- 
istrator of Benjamin F. Cloud, against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


MOSES BROOKS VS. UNITED STATES, 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Moses Brooks against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


BENJAMIN HOLT VS. UNITED STATES, 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Benjamin Holt against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


GEORGE A. DAVIS, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. UNITED STATES. 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of findings of the court in the case of George A. Davis, adminis- 


trator of Samuel Reel, against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


SENATE. BILLS REFERRED. 


Under the rule, Senate bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 89) to authorize the Oregon and Washington ee Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River be- 
tween the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to estab- 
lish it as a post-road—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1752) to amend ‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the regu- 
lation of steam-vessels, approved August 7, 1882—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

A bill (S. 1738) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in the State of 
Iowa, and in the county of Burt, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1849) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Pierre, in Hughes County, and Stan- 
ley County, in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

A bill (S. 1873) authorizing the Brazos Terminal Railroad Company 
to construct a bridge across the Brazos River, in the State of Texas— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled, An act to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, 
approved July 19, 1888—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2026) authorizing the construction of a free bridge across 
the Arkansas River, connecting Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

A bill (S. 2323) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River at or near Pendleton, Desha County, Arkansas—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1658) establishing a customs collection district to consist 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1739) providing for a steam-vessel for the use of the civil 
government of Alaska—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2483) increasing the salary of the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 2 

A bill (S. 213) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, of 
Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 258) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co.—to the Commit- 
tee.on Claims. 

A bill (S. 410) for the relief of E. R. Shipley—to the Committee on 


A bill (8. 582) for the relief of Marian F. Haynie—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 583) for the relief of the estate of Isaac W. Talkington, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 607) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, sr., 
Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins—to the Committee on Claims, 


A bill (S. 636) for the relief of E. A. Davis—to the Committee on , 


aims. 

A bill (S. 739) for the relief of Mrs. E. Trask—to the Committee on 
ms. 

ihe (S. 747) for the relief of J. A. Towle—to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 882) for the relief of the sureties of George W. Hook, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 1173) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1175) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow—to the Commit- 
tee on 

A bill (S. 1176) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1381) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. Randolph 
Mordecai, administrators of M. G. Mordecai—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

A bill (S. 1545) for the relief of Edwin De Leon—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2046) for the relief of George A. Fairbanks—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2222) for the relief of William C. Dodge—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians 
of Michigan and Indiana—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (8. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, 
State of Nevada—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 16) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to locate Indians 
in Florida upon lands in severalty—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 281) to validate acknowledgments taken before United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
States or by thesupreme court of the District of Colambia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 663) to provide for the judicial determination of the con- 
troversy between the United States and the State of Texas relating to 
a certain tract of land by them respectively claimed to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

A bill (8. 664). to provide an additional mode of taking depositions of 
witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2237) providing for the maintenance of discipline among 
customs officers—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

A bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
be named San Benito, owned by a corporation of the State of Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 2342) granting increase of pension to George L. Warren 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2348) granting an increase of pension to George W. Boyles 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (5. 2290) granting a pension to Olina Hanson—to the Commit- 
tec on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2283) to increase the pension of W. H. H. Bailey, of Brain- 
tree, Mass.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Kate H. Taylor—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2195) granting a pension to Emma L. Selfridge—to the Com- 
mi tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2137) granting a pension to David C. Bullard—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2064) placing the name of Bridget White on the pension- 
rolis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1527) for an increase of pension to Oscar K. Rogers to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1371) granting a pension to John C. Abbott—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1300) granting increase of pension to Alice Kelley—-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1239) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew—-to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1222) granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1221) ting a pension to Helen Plunkett—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White, a volunteer 
army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1150) to increase the pension of Adrian C. Dodge—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

A bill (S. 1073) providing a pension for Matilda C. King—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. M. 
Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 907) to restore the name of Mrs. Mary L. Bradford to the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 812) granting a pension to Robert A. Bride or McBride— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to John Black—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. : 

A bill (S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of Jamez 
Dixon, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 779) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 778) granting a pension to William Church—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 776) granting a pension to John K. Evans—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 650) granting a pension to William H. Caummings—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 647) granting a pension to CatharineSimmonds—to the Vom- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 617) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 444) ting a pension to William H. Shivers-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 443) granting a pension to William T. Hutton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 441) granting a pension to Broadus G. Roberts—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 338) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stewart—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 255) granting a pension to Louisa V. Kilpatrick, widow of 
Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 218) grantinga pension to George W. Padgett—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Mary McCowan—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 366) to amend an act entitled An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to encourage the growth of timber on the Western prai- 
ries’ *’—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

A bill (S. 491) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near 
the headwaters of Yellowstone River as a public park—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 70) to grant to the town of Moscow, in Idaho Territory, cer- 
125 eee for cemetery purposes—to the Committee on the Public 

ne 

A bill (S. 1016) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood — to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 862) for the relief of John W. Gummo—to the Committee 
on War Claims. s 

A bill (S. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased — 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting permission to officers and en- 
listed men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the 
badges adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of 
the Revolution, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1513) to place James T. Peale on the retired-list of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 25) for the erection and location of a bronze 
statue of Christopher Columbus, and the removal of the Nayal Monu- 
ment to a new site—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1858) to shorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail and 
in the workhouse of the District of Columbia on account of good con- 
one during confinement—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

A bill (S. 1373) for the incorporation of St. Rose’s Industrial School 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

A bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington 
parish, District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in the 
city of Washington, District aforesaid—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 280) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which 
became a Jaw August 10, A. D. 1888—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1008) granting a pension to Amelia M. McAllister—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2022) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hurlbutt—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 800) granting a pension to John Watson—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 503) granting a pension to Ellen G. King—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under the rule, the acti, fee kg were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Honse, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to 
be printed: 

O. F. ADAMS. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 

favorably the bill (H. R. 4494) for the relief of O. F. Adams. 
RICHARD ATKINSON, 

Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3637) for the relief of Richard Atkin- 
son. 

CHARLES F. BOWERS. 

Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3760) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
F. Bowers. 

MATHEW s. PRIEST. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 

favorably the bill (H. R. 3030) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest. 
SOLOMAN LUSK. 

Mr. DOLLIVER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 6666) for the relief of Soloman Lusk. 
JOHN HEFLEBOWER. 

Mr. DOLLIVER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2177) for the relief of John Hefe- 
bower. ~ 
CHARLES MAX WITTIG. š 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig. 

PETER MOOG. 

Mr. WISE also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1104) to relieve Peter Moog from the 
charge of desertion. 

JACOB I. COHEN AND J, RANDOLPH MORDECAI. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 1513) for the relief of Jacob I, Cohen and J. Randolph 
Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai. 

NANCY SMITH. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 

ably the bill (H. R. 6073) granting increase of pension to Nancy Smith. 
EMILY G. MILLS, 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 

favorably the bill (H. R. 5083) to pension Emily G. Mills. 
MARY ANN TRAINOR. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2722) granting a pension to Mary Ann Trainor, 
widow of Francis Trainor, deceased. 

WILLIAM B. CARTER. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3536) to pension William B. Carter for service 
in the Indian war. 

WILLIAM THOMPSON. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to Will- 
iam Thompson. 

JOHN A. MILLER. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 

favorably the bill (H. R. 5444) granting a pension to John A. Miller. 
R. C. MARTIN. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 6775) to pension R. C. Martin for serv- 
ices rendered in the war with Mexico. 

MILITARY POST AT JEFFERSON BARRACKS, MO. 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 521) to enable the Secretary of War to begin 
the reconstruction of the military post at Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 

JOHN SECHLER. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported back the bill (S. 1607) to correct the patent to John 
Sechler to certain lands in Bent County, Colorado. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


8 the rule, the following resolutions were filed and referred as 
‘ollows: 
By Mr. MCKENNA: 


Resolved, That paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV be amended by inserting, after the 
word “ House,” iae 4, the words “on the Union;“ z = 


to the Committee on Rules. 


By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: 


to the Committee on Commerce. 


A BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, bills and a joint resolution of the following titles 
were severally read a first and second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7702) to establish an 
agricultural experiment station in Texas under the direction of the 
Agricultural and Mechanical College of Texas, for the purpose of con- 
ducting researches and verifying experiments in regard to the cultiva- 
tion and growth of anything out of which sugar can be made—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 7703) to ratify and confirm certain 
agreements with the Cœur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho Territory, and to 
make the necessary appropriations for carrying the same into effect, and 
for other p therein named—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7704) for the 
erection ofa public building at Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7705) to establish Rockfort in the 
district of Belfast, Me., as a port of delivery—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 2 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 7706) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to purchase land adjoining the new post-office in Water - 
town, N. XV. —to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 7707) to regulate the appointment ot 
en postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. DUNNELL: Joint resolution (H. Res. 116) authorizing the 
Superintendent of the Census to pay the special agents jn Alaska a per 
diem allowance for e pron of subsistence and transportation—to the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 7708) to allow Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
and other tribes to lease ground to railway companies for railway pur- 

to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7709)to erect a monument 
to the division of mens on the battle-field of Gettysburgh—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 7710) to clean out a channel 5 feet 
deep from Pungo River to the town of Siadesville, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7712) to regulate in part the time 
and manner of holding elections of Representatives in Co and for 
other purposes—to the Select Committe on the Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representative in Congress, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7713) to in- 
crease the pension of John A. Doyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 7714) grantinga pension to Mrs, Caro- 
line M. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7715) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Imhoff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7716) granting a pension to Mrs. Melissa Baker 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to Mary 
Griffiths—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine 
Sonne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 7720) for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Matthew Fontaine Maury—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7721) for the relief of E. F. Hays— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7722) for the relief of Adam Culip—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7723) for the relief of the non-commissioned officers 
of the late Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to Dr. A. L. Lewis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1900 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7725) granting a pension to Samuel McIntire—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7726) placing Sarah E. Cunliff, widow of Thomas 
H. Cunliff, on the ion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7727) for the relief of Capt. James O. Nelsen—to 
the Committee on Claims. - 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 7728) forthe relief of Mary Walsh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, E 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7730) granting a pension to John 
W. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 7731) for the relief of Joseph Dun- 
lap—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 7732) to pay Reuben Clark arrear- 

of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7733) for the relief of Sew- 
ell B. Corbett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Mrs. M. 
M. Kogle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH (by request): A bill (H. R. 7735) to pay Philip 
Henkel for property unlawfully confiscated and destroyed—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 7736) granting a pension to D. 
C. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7737) for the benefit of Mary Jane Harbison—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7738) granting a pension 
to Louis Melcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension 
to Mary Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 7740) for the relief of Mrs. A. 
Shirley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 7741) for the relief of Calvin J. 
Cowles and George B. Hanna—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7742) granting a pension to Julia 
S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 7743) granting a pension to Allen 
Feathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 7744) 

ting an increase of pension to W. H. Miller—to the Committee on 
fovalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7745) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jonas Doering—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7746) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Warren Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 7747) for the relief of R. E. Morgan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7748) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry W. Archer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7749) to pension Elizabeth A. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: A bill (H. R. 7750) for the relief of George T. 
Newman—to the Committee on Clai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7751) for the relief of Augustus D. Saylor—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7752) for the relief of Samuel Blundin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 7753) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Henry Klocker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of W. S. Frierson and 33 others, 
citizens of De Soto Parish, Louisiana, praying for the free coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Letters relative to the claim of Edward W. Mc- 
Ginniss—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Memorial of orange-growers of Florida, for a 


P, 


higher duty on oranges and lemons—to the Committee on Ways and 
M 


eans. 
By Mr. CAREY: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly (eleventh 
session) of Wyoming, praying that Galveston deep-harbor bill may be 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. CARUTH: Paper to accompany H. R. 7674, for the increase 
of pension for Mrs. Susanna Emig—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Papers in the claim of William A. Burt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COGS WELL: Resolutions of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts in regard toan appropriation for soldiers’ home at Chelsea, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 4 

Also, in regard to railroad disaster and loss of life in heating and 
coupling cars—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, in regard to opening the navy-yard at Boston, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition of Thomas J. Burke, administrator 
of Lewis Tregre, deceased, late of St. John the Baptist Parish, Louis- 
iana, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the Bowman act—to the Committee oa War Claims, 

By Mr. CONGER: Preamble and resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, 
No, 912, Polk county, Iowa, urging legislation prohibiting and pun- 
ishing gambling in agricultural products by boards of trade, bucket 
shops, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: Memorial of Union Lodge, No. 1163, 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Owen County, Indiana, calling 
attention of Congress to the depressed condition of agriculture, de- 
nouncing class legislation, demanding the abolition of the national- 
banking system, that the currency be furnished directly by the Gov- 
ernment, and demanding the forfeiture of railroad land grants, and 
other legislation for the protection of the tax-payers—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutionsof James Wadsworth Post, Grand 
Army of the Republie, of Michigan, relative to pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of 68 citizens and electors of the town 
of Eaton, Madison County, New York, asking an increase of duty on 
foreign hops imported to the United States from the present rate to 25 
cents per pound—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A protest of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., against any reduction of the present import duties on flax fiber 
and manufactures from flax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolution of the Board of Trade 
of Minneapolis, Minn., protesting against reduction of tariff upon flax 
fiber and articles manufactured therefrom—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Sterling, 
Kans., and vicinity, asking for the passage of the service-pension bill. 
known as the Ingalls bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Townsend Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Bloomfield, Iowa, favoring service pension, dependent pen- 
sion, and arrears bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Daniel Wilmer, for payment of war 
claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of L. E. Orton and others—to the Select 
Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition of Myers Post, No. 113, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Kentucky, for passage of pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers in the claim of John C. Galley—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Miami monthly meeting, Waynesville, Ohio, against 
large expenditures for the Navy and coast defenses as a means to the 

and security of the nation—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of J. H. Buckman and 43 others, ex- 
soldiers of Lyndon, Osage County, Kansas, asking for a repeal of limit- 
ation of arrears-of-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the ex-soldiers of Leoti, Kans., for a service pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of city council of Topeka, Kans., asking for appro- 
priation for deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, petition of L. E. Laybourn and 52 others, ex-soldiers of Lyn- 
don, Osage County, Kansas, asking for repeal of limitation to arrears of 
pensions and forservice-pension bills—to Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the ex-soldiers of Cherry Vale, asking for a service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. R. Rodobaugh, of Koleen, Ind., and 22 others, 
asking for service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of R. L. Wilson and 6 others, ex-soldiers of Lyndon, 
Osage County, Kansas, asking for a repeal of limitation on arrears and 
service ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of brewers and maltsters of the city and 
county of San Francisco, Cal., against an increase of the duty on hops— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks at Las Vegas, N. Mex., in favor of 
inea appropriation for clerk hire, an annual vacation of fifteen days, 
and an eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a letter from citizens and letter-carriers of Oakland, Cal.—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

1 Mr. MORSE: Memorials of the Legislature of Massachusetts, as 
ows: 

Relating to railroad disasters and loss of life from present mode of 
heating and lighting cars—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Relating to soldiers’ home at Chelsea, Mass,—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Relating to opening the Charlestown navy-yard and building battle- 
ships therein—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Remonstrances from citizens of the District of 
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Columbia, against the passage of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petitions of 253,972 citizens of 34 States and Territories, pro- 
testing against the enactment of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial and affidavits, etc., of John A. 
Blackson and others, for pension—to the Committee on invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of letter-carriers and others of Wichita, 
Kans., favoring House bill 3863—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Wichita, Kans., favoring ap- 
propriations for harbor in Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of citizens of Fourteenth Congressional 
district of Ilinois, for passage of bill to reimburse citizens of Penn- 
sylvania for losses during the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of Grand Army post at Bement, III., in favor of in- 
valid pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request}, to contest the seatof RICHARD P. BLAND, Repre- 
sentative from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missonri—to the 
Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 70 citizens in Genesee County, New 
York, favoring increase of tariff rates on agricultural products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of J. W. Begg and 32 others, of 
Flint, Mich., relative to the appointment of honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors as light-house keepers—to the Select Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition from sundry citizens of Fort 
1 5 Tex., in behalf of Sunday-rest bills to the Committee on the 

iciary. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of Ole Olson and 71 others, of Cerro 
Gordo, Iowa, asking the enactment of law prohibiting gambling con- 
tracts in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of Robert Mueller Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Milwaukee, for passage of service-pension bill 
and opposing the dependent-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Milwaukee, suggesting an appropriation 
of $50,000 for the collecting of statistics relative to electrical industries 
of the country—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massachusetts 
board of gas and electric-light commissioners, for an appropriation to be 
allowed the Superintendent of the Census for the collection of certain 
data relative to the electrical industry—to the Committee on Appro- 

iations. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of H. M. Haseltine and 
25 others, of Bernio, Mo., asking for the free coinage of silver, and for 
other p to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr, WASHINGTON: Papers and letters to accompany House bill 
3135, Fifty-first Congress—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition to retain tax on cigars and protect brands, 
trade-marks, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and 
industries of New Orleans, La., praying for the passage of the bill lately 
passed by the Senate to purchase a site for a public building—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 4, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 to pay for certain proposed alterations in the post-office, 
court-house, ete., at Syracuse, N. Y.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL MUSEUM BUILDING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from Edward Clark, the Architect of the United States Capitol, 
transmitting, in accordance with the act providing for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government, approved March 2, 1889, an estimate of the 
cost of constructing a basement-story under the National Museum 
building, and making certain recommendations in regard thereto; which 
was iene referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the National Academy of Sciences, trans- 


mitting, in conformity with the act of incorporation approved March 
3, 1863, a report of the e of the National Academy of Sciences 
during the past year; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of South Dakota; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Indian Depredations, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 

[Copy senate bill No. 149.] 
uesting legislation upon the subject of claims arising 
m Indian depredations. 
To the honorable Senale and House of resentatives of the United States: 

Your memorialist, the Legislature of the State of South Dakota, respectfully 
request that you pass House bill No. 8990, which was introdu at the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress, or a similar bill relating to the adjudication and 
payment of claims arising from Indian depredations. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to furnish a certified 
copy of this memorial to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of ee ee of the United States, and to each of the Senators and 
Representatives of the State of South Dakota in the Congress of the United 


tates. g 
Approved February 26,1590. 


A memorial to Congress 


A. C. MELLETTE, Governor. 
UNITED STATES oy America, Stare or SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Secretary's Office. 

I. A. O. Ringsrud, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, do hereb: 
certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing copy of Senate bill No.1 
entitled A memorial to Congress requesting legislation upon the subject 
claims arising from Indian depredations,”’ with the original now on file in this 
8 and thatthe same is a correct transcript therefrom, and of the whole there- 


j In testimon whereof, I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the State of South Dakota, at Pierre, this 27th day of February, 1890. 

[SEAL.] A, O. RINGSRUD, 

Secretary of State of the State of South Dakota, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of the Boards of 
Trade of Topeka, Kans., Dodge City, Kans., and Arkansas City, Kans., 
and petitions of the county commissioners of Shawnee County, Kansas, 
and the county commissioners of Ottawa County, Kansas, all praying 
that an appropriation be made to secure a deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Westmoreland, Kans., a 
petition of Grand Army Post, No, 405, of Oakley, Kans., and a petition 
of citizens of Phillips County, Kansas, praying for the passage of the 


service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- ` 


sions. 

He also presented a petition of ex-soldiers and sailors of Stanberry, 
Mo., praying for certain pension legislation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Reno Post, No. 112, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Lexington, Nebr.; a petition of Rawlins Post, No. 35, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Rawlins, Nebr.; a petition of Ord (Nebr.) 
Post, No. 50, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Gresham 
(Nebr.) Post, No. 132, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Fre- 
mont (Nebr.) Post, No. 68, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of 
Ohiowa (Nebr.) Post, No. 122, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition 
of Sedgwick Post, No. 1, Kearney, Nebr., Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; a petition of Wadsworth Post, No. 21, Syracuse, Nebr., Grand 
Army of the Republic; a petition of Dix Post, No. 52, Blair, Nebr., 
Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Farragut Post, No. 59, Lin- 
coln, Nebr., Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Lafayette 
(Nebr.) Post, No. 61, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of De 
Witt (Nebr.) Post, No. 50, Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of 
Hubbell (Nebr.) Post, No. 50,Grand Army of the Republic; a petition 
of Mower Post, No. 59, Stromsburgh, Nebr., Grand Army of the Re- 
public; a petition of Lenox Post, No. 39, Atkinson, Nebr., Grand Army 
of the Republic; a petition of Alma (Nebr.) Post, No. 94, Grand Army 
of the Republic; a petition of Thomas Post, No. 15, Nelson, Nebr., 
Grand Army of the 2 a petition of Post No. 101. Talmage, 
Nebr., Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Lincoln Post, No. 1, 
Topeka, Kans., Grand Army ofthe Republic; a petition of Post No. 8, 
Greeneville, Tenn., Grand Army of the Republic; and a petition ofsun- 
dry citizens of Carthage, Mo., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496, to remove the limitation in the act granting arrears of pen- 
sions; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of members of Silas A. Strickland Post, 
No. 15, of Hastings, Nebr., praying that Congress do its duty and re- 
deem its pledges made to ex-Union soldiers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Morganville, Kans., pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Lone Tree Alliance, of Onaga, 
Kans., praying for the abolition of the national-bank system, prevent- 
ing dealing in futures and alien ownership in land; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of letter-carriers of Atchison, Kans., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 3863, relating to the pay of 
ae oes i which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

‘ost-Roai 
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He also presented a memorial of citizens of Washington, P. C., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 2601) to ge the route 
of the Rock Creek Railway Company, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Friendship, Kans., remon- 
strating against increasing appropriations for the Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of Omaha Indians, of Nebraska, 
praying that no further time be given by legislation to settlers within 
which payments are to be made upon the sale of lands sold for the ben- 
efit of the Omaha Indians; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of William A. Remer and 151 
other citizens of Lead City, S. Dak., and the petition of Thomas D. 
Benson and 30 other citizens of Labette County, Kansas, praying for 
the remonetization of stiver; which were referred to thé Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of the Penn Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, held in Cass County, Michigan, remonstrating 
against the proposed increase of the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Daniel Brown Post, No. 380, 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, and a petition of 
members of William Cartmill Post, No. 141, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Salt Lick, Ky., praying for the passage of the per diem pen- 
sion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, of i pits Ohio, remonstrating against all appropriations for an 
increase of the Navy and for coast defenses; which was referred to the 
Comunittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Patrick Brennan and other 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying compensation for work 
done by them for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Kentucky; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Jo. 34.) 


Resolution urging the passage of a bill by Congress for the benefit of the Big 
Sandy River. 


Whereas there is a bill now pending in the Congress of the United States to 
appropriate a to complete the work of locking and damming the Big Sandy 
Hiver, which would render more accessible the inexhaustible rio A of min- 
eral and timber and the vast agricultural products of the Sandy Valley: Now, 


therefore, 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky: Sec- 
TION 1. That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives 
uestedto urge and use all honorable means to cure the of said bill. 
a 2. That his excellency the governor is hereby requ to have for- 
warded to each of the Senators and Representatives from this State in Congress 
a copy of this preamble and resolution. 
Src, 3. This resolution shall take effect from its adoption, 
HARVEY MYERS, Speaker House Representatives, 
D. H. SMITH, Pro tem. Speaker of Senate. 


ed February 25, 1890. 
Appro 1 S. B. BUCKNER. 


By the governor: 
GEORGE M. ADAMS, Secretary of State. 
Cow MONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, 


Office of Secretary of Siate: 

I, George M. Adams, secretary of state for the Commonwealth aforesaid, do 
hereby certify that the fo ing writing has been carefully compared by me 
with the original on file in this o@ice, whereof it purports to be a copy, and that 
it is a true and exact copy of the same. 

In testimony 9 hereto sign my name and cause my official seal to be 
affixed. Done at Frankfort this 1st 5 7 of March, A. D. 1890. 

[ssar] GEORGE M. ADAMS, e Bd Stale, 

By WILLIS L. RINGO, Assistant Secretary of State. 

Mr, MOODY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of South 
Dakota, favoring a grant of public lands to the State of South Dakota 
for a military camp-ground for the militia of that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of David E. Jones, Robert 
Ingman, C. R. Howe, and 118 others, settlers on the Otoe and Missouria 
lands in Kansas and Nebraska, praying for an abatement in the price 
for those lands; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of 44 citizens of Smithfield, Tarrant 
County, Texas, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the city council of Houston, 
Tex., favoring an appropriation of $6,200, 000 with which to construct 
a deep-water harbor at the port of Galveston, Tex.; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of 100 citizens of Glasgow Junction, 
Ky., and a petition of 50 citizens of Wingo, Graves County, Kentucky, 
praying for the unlimited coinage of silver as it existed before 1873; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of J, M. Robinson, presidetit 
of the Baltimore (Ad.) Steam Packet Company, pruying to be allowed 


compensation ſor use of steamers by the United States Government 
during the war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of commercial travelers residing in 


Tse Se as EERE IEE TE ETT eee 


Leavenw Kans., praying for the construction of a bridge across 
the Mi wai River at Leavenworth, Kans. ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of the mayor and aldermen of 
the city of Houston, in the State of Texas, praying for the immediate 
appropriation of the $6,200,000 necessary for the construction of a deep- 
water harbor at Galveston, Tex. ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 513) granting a pension to Alfred Denny; 

A bill (8. 2733) granting a pension to Theodore Gardner; 

A bill (S. 1732) granting a pension to Nancy A. Thornton; and 

A bill (S. 1735) granting a pension to J. M. Stevens. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 2833) granting a pension to John Simon, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2734) granting a pension to Ada Johnson, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 640) granting a pension to Annie D. Rundlett and Annie Howard 
Rundlett, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report there- 
on, 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 2366) granting a on to Florida Kennerly, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5162) granting a pension to William R. Scurlock, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2142) granting a pension to Mary Taffe, submitted an adverse re- 
pore eke which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indef- 
initely. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2661) to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize toot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River 
at St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota,” approved July 5, 1884, reported 
it with amendments. ; 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2615) to amend and continue in force ‘‘ An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Forest City, 
Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company,” approved 
August 6, 1888, reported it with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2767) granting the right to build its bridges to the Virginia, Missouri 
and Western Rail Company, reported it with an amendment, 

He also, from the same commit to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 400) to authorize the Natchitoches Cane River Bridge Company 
to constructand maintain a bridge across Cane River, in Louisiana, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2840) toauthorize the city of Ogden, Utah, to assume 
an increased ind ess, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 2964) to au- 
thorize the city of Ogden, Utah, to assume an increased indebtedness; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2337) to reimburse the several States the interest paid 
by them on moneys borrowed and applied to the objects specified in an 
act entitled An act to indemnify the States for expenses incurred by 
them in defense of the United States,“ approved July 27, 1861, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1697) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Tate, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1852) for the relief of Sidney J. Hare, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 314) for the relief of Mary B. Le Roy, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1902) granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and children under six- 
teen years of age, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
717) to increase the rate of pensions for certain cases of deafness, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: _ 

A bill (H. R. 4420) granting a pension to Abbie D. Johnson; and 

A bill (H. R. 4421) to increase the pension of Horace B. Lewis. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buil and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 188) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Dover, in the State of New 
Hampshire, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 189) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1600) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, Colo., reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I report back sundry petitions, which it is unnecessary 
to enumerate, which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, praying for an inquiry in the matter of the alleged ou 
on life in some of the Southern States. Some of the petitions which 
were referred to that committee pray for a national election law. Those 
petitions the committee retain. The others, however, which pray either 
for an inquiry or for a general remedy in the way of provisions for se- 
curing a republican form of government, the committee suppose belong 
appropriately to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ask to be dis- 
charged from the consideration of those petitions, and that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

CENSUS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. HALE. I report favorably from the Committee on the Census, 
without amendment, the joint resolution (S. R. 63) proviene for tak- 
ing the census in Alaska, and as it will take no time I ask that the joint 
resolution be considered now. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, elc., That the Superintendent of Census is hereby authorized to pay 


auch special agents in Alaska, in addition to their salaries, a per diem allowance 
to cover all expenses of subsistence and transportation, not to exceed $7 per 


diem. 
Mr, SHERMAN. In line 4, before the words special agents,“ I 


move to strike out the word such.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the preamble be stricken out. The 
reasons for this special legislation it is not necessary to state in that 
form. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to striking out the preamble, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The preamble will be omitted, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the letters which I send to the desk explan- 
atory of the joint resolution be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letters will be printed in the 
Recorp, if there be no objection. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, February 28, 1890, 

My Dear Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith for your information 
copies of correspondence relative to certain allowances and per diem expenses 
to special agents of census statistics for Alaska, being two letters from this office 
to the Secretary of the Interior, dated, respectively, February 14 and 18, inclos- 
ing copies of letters from Mr. [van Petroff, special agent in charge of the collec- 
tion of statistics of Alaska; also, letter from the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting copy of a decision of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, dated the 
2ist instant, relative to this subject. 

In view of the facts given in the above-mentioned correspondence and the de- 
cision of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, [have had the following resolu- 
tion framed to cover the case. 

I have the honor to request that you will endeavor to have the above resolu- 
tion passed at as 8 a day as possible, if it meets with your approbation. 


Very respectfall 
ROBERT P. PORTER, 


Superintendent of Census. 
Hon. EGEE HALE, Uniled States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Census OFFICE, 

Washington, February 14, 1890, 

Sim: I have the bonor to refer the following matter for your consideration: 
Under section 17 of the ‘‘act to provide for taking the eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses” it is provided that “the Superintendent of Census shall collect 
and publish the statistics of the population, industries, and resdurces of the dis- 
trict of Alaska with such fullness as he may deem expedient and as he shall find 
practicable under the appropriations made, or to be made, for the expenses of 
the Eleventh Census.” > 
Under this provision of the act, Mr. Ivan Petroff, who conducted a similar in- 
vestigation in the Tenth Census, and who made the first really satisfactory re- 
port in relation to the resources and population of Alaska, has been inted 
spun agent, to take charge of the work in connection with the Eleventh 

n. 


Sus. 
After carefully going over this entire matter with Mr. Petroff and Mr. Gan- 
Datt ngs ographer of the Eleventh Census), I have coneluded to divide the 


ct of Alaska into seven divisions, namely: 


First, the Southeastern or Sitka division; second, the Kodiak division; thi 
the Oonalaska 


third. 
division; fourth, the Nushaga division; fifth, the Kuskovin di- 
vision 1 . V e 4 Arut io e ge nl 

Each division placed in charge of a special agent, w how a 
resident of the division, if such can be found with the necessary qualifications; 
the duties of each t to be the collection of such statistics us are de- 
sirable and obtainable,and the transmittal of the same to a shipping point 
nearest to his division, as may be agreed upon hereafter. 

As in all other cases, I have requested of Mr. Petroff an estimate of the proba- 
ble — pte of this work. I have the honor, therefore, to inclose a copy of Mr. 
Petroff’s reply to this request, and to ask that the subject-matter be referred to 
the honorable the Secretary of the ry for reference to the Firat Com 
troller with the view of obtaining the opinion of the latter as to what latitude 
may be allowed Mr. Petroff relative to expenditures, so that there may be no 
misunderstanding hereafter with regard to the settlement of his accounts and 
that of the other special agents as they come in, 

T should be glad if you would have this matter determined at as early a dato 
as possible, as I do not desire to start Mr. Petroff on this investigation until the 
es is thoroughly understood by yourself and the officials of the Treasury 

partment. 

In view of the fact that so much interest is just now centered in the develop- 
ment of the resources of Alaska—it being not improbable that discoveries of 

ld may be made there, and the fact that the vast timber interests nre attract- 
ng so much attention from Eastern capitalists—I think it likely that the max- 
imum expenditure s d by Mr. Petroff will not be too great when the im- 
portance of the undertaking is considered. Ishould be glad to receive your 
approval of my proposed action inthe premises. 
Very respect: 


full 
a ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census, 
The Hon. SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS earn ig 

8 Washington, February 12, 1800. 
Dran Stn: In obedience to your request and Soppe Tene to the plan for 
census work in Alaska previously submitted, I have the honor toappend hereby 
an estimate of cost: 

For salary of 7 special agents, 123 days, at $5 per diem... 
Expenses of the same, not to ex per diem 
Chief special agent, salary one year.... 
Chief special agent, expenses.. 
Stenographer and typewriter, 
Rent of office, one year.. 


3 0 ·˖·˖[lh 15,523 
To which it may be necessary to add one additional man in the southeastern 
division, $1,500, 

A reduction of the estimated expense may be made, if the office be lovated in 
Washington, of $1,140; and, if the chief special agent should find it practicable 
toattend to the Arctic division in person, of $1,500. 

In connection with the above estimate, I would call the attention of the Super- 
intendent of Census to the fact that the expenses of special agents in Alaska can 
not be estimated upon the same basis as in the civilized countries. The expend- 
itures will have to be made for the hire of boats and canoes, and the payment 
of native paddlers or oarsmen, for which it will be next toim ble to obtain 
vouchers. Some agreement should be had reviously with the proper author- 
ities of the Treasury Department to insure the allowance to such expenditures. 
My previous experience as special agent of the Tenth Census in the same field 
has taught me a rather severe lesson. For a period of seven years subsequent 
to my services in connection with this office, I have been paying bills to the 
Alaska Commercial Company, on accounts disallowed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, 

As far as my experience goes, the expense of hiring canoes does not in any 
part of Alaska exceed $I per day for the canoe and $1 per day for men, from two 
to four men being required for the work. These canoe journeys will only con- 
tinue for a few days at a time, Transportation by steamer in the sou 
and Kodiak division can be obtained at the rates very little in excess of those 


prevailing in this country. 
agent in charge of the Arctic division, for whom 


In the case of the special 
must be obtained on the revenue-marine and naval vessels making the 
ur of the Arctic coast of Alaska, the expenses will consist of but little beyond 


his rtional share of the mess bill on board of such vessels, as boats will 
probably fet et at his disposal. 
In submitting the above, I feel confident that the actual expenditares will be 


* eee me 
ery respectfully, 
IVAN PETROFF, 
Special Agent in charge of Alaska Division. 
Hon. ROBERT P, PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 
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DEPARTMEST OF run INTERIOR, 
Consus Office, Washington, February 18, 1890. 
Sin; [have the honor to inclose herewith copy of supplemental letter from 
Ivan Petroff, special 1 7 in ore of statistics of Alaska, in re to the 
matter which came up in our interview the otherday. Will you please cause 
this letter to be transmitted to the Treasury Department, so that it may be with 
the other pa in the case? 
If this could be done to-day it would be a great convenience, as I should like 
to have the letter before the Comptroller at the time he makes his decision. 


Very r y. 
er ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census, 
Hon, Jons W. NOBLE, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, February 15, 1890. 
Dean Sin; With reference to splan of operation in taking the census of Alaska 
and the estimated cost thereof, I haye the honor to state that since submitting 
the same [have given the subject of remuneration of expenses of special agents 
in Alaska districts additional consideration. I have inquired into many càses 
which had arisen from difficulties in settling expense accounts pertaining to 
the taking of the Tenth Census in Alaska, and as progress is e the convic- 
tion grows upon me that under the usual tem of adjusting accounts of this 
nature we shall meet with almost insuperable difficulties in that taking of the 
Alaska census, 
If there be a possibility of obtaining 2 special ruling on the part of the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury to cover this particular case, I should like to have 
opportunity to present an argument on the matter to that official, and to en- 
deavor to convince him of the necessity for special action in this case. 
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Marcu 4, 


I will here only mention afew difficulties encountered in the settlement of 
accounts during Jast census, It was my own erat pera to meet 
with shipwreck and loss of . had to be rep! at prices higher 
than those originally this in places where there was no possibility of 
making the proper a davits. Iwas com 
I conid not hire them, and having no written au 
counts were disallowed. 


ed to purchase native canoes where 
ority for such action the ac- 


in presenting this particular account, I made the retjuest thatthe draft 
r 


pencil. Upon being presented at the subtreasury in New York, more than two 
years after the original transaction, this check was refused of pda on the 
ground that it was not indorsed in ink, and the much-traveled scrap of paper 
was sent upon another journey. In this case the final payment of a paltry sum 
of $25 was not made until three years had elapsed. 

I could recount numberless other instances of the kind, but they would in- 
crease the bulk of this already long communication indefinitely. I will only 
briefly mention the case of A nder Miletich, my assistant in Southeastern 
Alaska during the Tenth Census. In this instance, the man died long before 
any decision was arrived at in the disposal of his vouchers, which had first 
reached this office without signature, 

To a certain extent the difficulties alluded to will be lessened during the pres- 
ent census, by the division of the field among a number of special agents, who 
will have to devote themselves to a comparatively circumscribed section of the 
country; but one of the difficulties remaining consists in the fact that, being 
residents of their e sections of Alaska, communications with them can 
be had only at rare intervals; in some instances, only twice a year, as regular 
monthly mail service extends only to a part of one of the divisions, the South- 
eastern. 


It seems obvious that the settlement of accounts of these agonia would very 
mpi ee over a more prolonged periodi ond any explanation required 
y the ury authorities as to items of expenditure would of necessity have 
to be obtained from Alaska, Equally obvious would seem the ips im- 
posed upon such agents, employed only fora brief period of four months, by 
such a mode of procedure, It should not be forgotten that a special ruling 
would have to be obtained in these cases, also, on account of the inability of the 
agents referred to to make the necessary jurat to their expense accounts, 
fliciala empowered to administer oaths are located only in two of the dis- 
tricts of Alaska, and these could not be reached by the special agents of the 
other divisions, 

As it is of the utmost importance, in order to secure satisfactory results of the 
present investigation, as well as for reasons of economy, that the lagents 
should be men residing in and familiar with the country, I would most ear- 
nestly — 58 the necessity of a strong effort to secure the consent of the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury to a fixed per diem allowance for expenses of the 
special agents in Alaska; and, as mentioned above, I would be glad to have an 
opportunity to argue the matter personally in the proper quarter, 

can only trust that I have expressed myself strong: 7 enough upon the sub- 
ject, upon which a bitter experience has caused me to feel strongly. 

Should favorable action be had upon this suggestion, I should recommend 
that, in order to cover all contingencies, the expense allowance be placed at the 
limit 5 al estimate previously submitted, 

ery respec Y, 
IVAN PETROFF, 
Special Agent in charge Alaska Division. 
Hon. ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 


EPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 25, 1890. 

Sır: I transmit herewith for your information copy of a decision of the First 
Comptroller ofthe Treasury, dated the 2lst instant, relative to certain allowances 
and per diem expenses to special agents of census statistics for Alaska, said de- 
cision having been rendered in compliance with requests from this Department 
dated the 14th and 18th instant, respectively. 

Very respectfully, 


The SUPERINTENDENT OF CENSUS. 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER’s OFFICE, 

Washington, D. C., February 21, 1890, 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge 5 reference to this office, for red 

consideration and report thereon, of the letter addressed to you on the 14 
instant by the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy ofa letter addressed 
to him by the Superintendent of Census, 8 by an estimate submitted 
by Special Agent Ivan Petroff, in regard to the expense necessary to obtain such 
statistics from Alaska as desirable and obtainable, to be transmitted to the Su- 
tendent of Census to be incorporated inthe next 3 which matter the 

onorable of the Interior peano may be refe: to the First Com; 

troller for his opinion as to what latitude may be allowed Mr. Petroff relative 
ee necessary and proper in connection with the contemplated work 
I have also received, by reference, the letter addressed to you on the 18th in- 
stant by the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a copy of letter from the Super- 
intendent of Census, bearing the same date, accompanied by a copy of a sup- 
plemental letter from Special Agent Ivan Petroff, relating to the same matter. 
These communications sufficiently explain the difficulties which will prob- 
ably be encountered by the special agents, operating in the remote regions of 
in obtaining proper vouchers for their expenditures, made up in ac- 
cordance with the regulations of the Department of the Interior and the 
rulings of the accounting officers. These difficulties are duly appreciated by 
me, and as far as may be consistent with the law I shall be pleased to make 
due allowance th or in such cases as may be specially approved and author- 
ized by the Secretary of the Interior. Section 17 of the act of March 1, 1889, 
“to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses" (25 Stat., 765), 
3 that The Superintendent of Census shall collect and publish the 
statistics of the population, industries, and resources of the District of Alaska 
with such fullness as he may deem expedient and as he shall find practicable 
ae the appropriations made, or to be made, for the expense of the Eleventh 

nsus, : 


Section 18 of said act (25 Stat., 766) 8 that the Superintendent may 
ts to inv and rtain the 


employ rts and 0 n statistics 
of the eee eee See ine and other industries of 
the country, and of telegraphing, express, transportation, and insurance com- 


panies as he may designate and require,” and that such experts and special 
2 shall receive compensation at rates to be flxed by the Superintendent 
of Census, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That 
the same shall in no case exceed $6 per day and actual necessary traveling 


expenses,” 
With to the compensation of the special agents to be assigned to the 
work in there can be no room for doubt, provided such compensation 


is fixed by the Superintendent of Census, approved by the Secretary of the In~ 
terior, and does not exceed the limit preseri in the act. 

In the estimate submitted by Special Agent Ivan Petroff seven special agents 
are named, at compensation of $5 per day and one chief specialagent, at salary 
for one year, $2,190, The compensation named for the chief special agent is at 
the rate of $6 per day, but it should be so ponon stated, in accordance with 
the terms of the statute, and not by the year, should that rate of compensation 
forthe chief special agent be fixed by the Superintendent of Censusand approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

It will be observed that the proviso to section 18 of the act above referred to, 
respecting the compensation of experts and special agents, is: That the same 
shall in no case exceed 75 r day and actual necessary traveling expenses.“ 

The act of June 16, 1874 (18 Stat., 72), also contains the following provisions: 
Provided, That only actual es expenses shall be allowed to any person 
holding employment or appointment under the United States, and all allow- 
ances for mileage and transportation in excess of the amount actually paid are 


hereby dec! illegal; and no credit shall be allowed to any of the disburs- 
ing Sets of theUnited States for payment or allowances in violation of this 
provision.” 


The modifications in the law above referred to made by subsequent legisla- 
tion have no relation to the special agents of the Census Office. 

Therefore, under existing law, I should have no authority to consent to a 
fixed per diem allowance for expenses of the spore agents in Alaska,” as sug- 
gested by Special Agent Petroff. Such authority can only be granted by Con- 


gress. 

In this connection I would respectfully su that much difficulty in the 
settlement of traveling-expense accounts of the Census Office might be ob- 
viated and perhaps greater economy insured should the Secretary of the In- 
terior or the Superintendent of Census procure the panapo of a joint resolution 
by Congress authorizing the allowance of a per diem in lieu of subsistence, not 
to exceed a reasonable limit, to be fixed in the resolution, for such experts, 
special agents, officers, and employés of the Census Office as may be lawfull 
authorized to incur traveling e nses, the amount of per diem to be allowe: 
in lieu of subsistence to be fixed by the Superintendent of Census and approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The actual cost of subsistence is limited to $5 per day, under the circular of 
the Secretary of the Interior of May 15, 1889, governing traveling expenses, and 
itis 3 that there will be no occasion or necessity to exceed this amount 
in Alaska, since the cost of hiring canoes and other items of travel referred to 
1 hi communication of Mr, Petroff are not included in the actual cost of sub- 
sistence. 

Respecting the inability of the special agents to make the necessary jurat to 
their expense account, by reason of being located at a great distance from any 
official empowered to administer oaths, to which Mr. Petroff adverts, I have to 
say that the requirement that expense accounts shall be sworn to is contained in 
the regulations of the Department of the Interior of May 15, 1889, above referred 
to. Should cases occur where it would be impossible for a ial agent in 
Alaska to make oath to his expense account, for the reason referred to by Mr. 
Petroff, I should be inclined to allow such account, if otherwise correct, upon 
the certificate of the special sees that the account is just and correct and ex- 

nse rged has been actually and necessarily incurred, provided the account 
specially approved by the Secretary of the Interior, showing that pro tanto 
the provisions of the circular are waived. 

The letters of the , With the accompanying inclosures, are herewith 
N span, 

am, very respectfully, 
A, C. MATTHEWS, Comptroller. 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


ALASKA SEAL FISHERIES. 


Mr. MORRILL, Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to re- 
port back adversely the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VOORHEES was read, as 
follows: 

Whereas section 1963 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provided 
that When the lease heretofore made by the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
Alaska Commercial Company * * ~ is surrendered, forfeited, or terminated, 
the Secretary shall lease to proper and responsible parties, for the best advan- 
tage of the United States, having due regard to the interests of the Government, 
the native inhabitants, their comfort, maintenance, and education, as well as 
the interests of the ies heretofore engaged in trade, and the protection o 
the fisheries, the right of taking fur-seals on the islands herein named * * * 
fora term of twenty years,” etc.; and 

reas it is alleged that the recent award of such lease to the North Ameri- 
can Commercial Company was not made in accordance with the foregoing pro- 
vision of law: Therefore, 

Be it ved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to forward to the 
Senate for its information complete copies of all the bids offered for said lease, 
together with all accompanying papers and all testimony, memoranda, — 
ments, letters, and correspondence of and with each and all of the several bid- 
ders, and any and all information touching the subject on file in the Treasury 
Department or in the on of the Secretary, and that in the mean time the 
Secretary will refrain from executing or delivering any lease of said Hight totake 
fur-seals to said North American Commercial Company until the subject is in- 
quired into by the Senate. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr, President, this resolution is reported adverse- 
ly, on the ground that the Treasury Department have already made 
a contract and that the committee have no power to interfere in the 
matter. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In this connection I desire to say that nothing 
was further from my intention in introducing the resolution than to 
make any imputation upon the conduct of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. From information in my possession, I was led to believe that 
there were facts which had not been properly brought to his attention, 
and my object in the resolution was to bring those facts to his consid- 
eration. The committee having decided that the matter is res adju- 
dicata, au it were, I acquiesce in that decision. 

Mr. MORRILL, Lask that the resolution be indefinitely postponed, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution being reported ad- 
versely will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port a new bill as a substitute for the bill (S. 2185) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Arkansas River in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and to ask for its immediate consideration. s 

I wish to make a brief statement. This bill passed the Senate some 
two weeks ago, went to the House of Representatives, was amended, 
came back to the Senate, and the amendment of the other House was 
thereupon amended by this body. The bill was sent back to the House 
of Representatives and the amendment of the Senate to the amendment 
of the House was concurred in. The Senate engrossing clerk in en- 
grossing the bill left out a section, and we are compelled to report from 
the committee a new bill, which is identical with the bill as it passed 
both Houses. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage, as the road is 
now being constructed up to the bridge. 

The bill (S. 2994) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Arkansas River in the Indian Territory was read the first time by its title. 

There being no objection, the bill was read the second time at length, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one moment. I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor from Missouri a question. I did not understand him distinctly to 
state what the difficulty about the bill was. 

* Mr. VEST. The difficulty was simply this, that in engrossing the 
bill the clerk left off the last section. 

Mr. FRYE. What clerk? 

Mr. VEST. ‘The engrossing clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. A week ago a clerk of the other House did something 
like that. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, we have had three of these things to happen in- 
side of ten days. 1 

Mr. FRYE. So that one committee alone, and almost one Senator 

alone, in bills reported by him, has had to have corrections made in 
those bills by the fault of engrossing clerks leaving out sections. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is due the clerks of the Senate that 
the statement should be made here that this is the first error of this 
kind which has occurred in that office for six years, as I am informed 
and believe. The section left out at this time, consisting of a line or two 
only, was on the leaf that was turned over and was omitted. Of course 
it was an error, a grave error, on the part of the clerk, but it was just 
such a mistake as anybody, except a perfect man, is liable to make in 
the course of a lifetime. It seems to me that the clerks of this body 
are as little blamable for this mistake as it is possible for a set of men 
to be who can be censured for any mistakeatall. I think it is due to 
them that this statement should be made to the Senate, as the matter 
has been called up. 

Mr. FRYE. I only desired to call attention to the fact that three 
mistakes in bills reported by one committee having occurred within ten 
days on the part of engrossing clerks, not the Senate engrossing clerk 
alone, is rather a remarkable circumstance, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. And I only wanted the responsibility to 
rest where it belongs, for it might have been understood that it was 
all the fault of the clerks of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. This is the first mistake of the kind that has occurred 
since General McCook has been Secretary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been z 

Mr. MITCHELL, I thought a resolution had been introduced. 
Perhaps I am in error. Will the Chair allow me to say a word ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill which was under consideration has been 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed, but the 
Senator from Oregon may proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Idesire toconcur in what the Senator from Arkan- 
sas has said. I have been advised as to the clerk who unfortunately 
committed the error in the engrossment of the bill which was passed 
a short time ago. He has been connected with the Senate asa clerk 
for some six years at least, and this is the first time, I think, that any- 
thing like this, or anything in the shape of a mistake, has occurred 
with him. I am very sorry indeed, knowing him as I do and know- 
ing him to be a most competent clerk and a most worthy man, that 
this particular mistake should give rise to a discussion in the Senate. 
I understand that there have been several mistakes made recently, but, 
as I am advised, this is the first one that has occurred in the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to suggest to the Senate 
while on this subject that the mistakes which have been made in these 
bills have in every instance been detected in the office of the Secretary 
of the Senate, and that the officers who are responsible for this mistake 
have detected their own mistake, with the others, and promptly re- 
ported them where they could be corrected. There inly can be no 
reflection on these gentlemen. 

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatever. 
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ADDITIONAL MAIL-CARRIERS, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr, MITCHELL on the 28th ultimo, 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized to em- 
ploy two additional mail-carriers in the Senate post-office, at an annual salary 
of $1,200 per annum each, and six additional folders in the folding-room at $3 per 
day; the said additional 8 until otherwise provided for, to be paid out 


of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


SUPERINTENDENT OF SENATE STABLES, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. FARWELL December 4, 1889, reported it with 
an amendment, in the nature of a substitute; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a superintendent of the Senate stables, at a salary of 21,440 per 
annum, to d from the contingent fund of the Senate, during the remain- 
der of the current fiscal year, upon vouchers approved by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


COLORED FOUNDLINGS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported without amendment 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. HoAR December 17, 1889, 
and asked for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to in- 
gun whether adequate provision is now made in said District for colored 
foundlings and other friendless infants of color, and whether such infants re- 
eeive, aud for the past three years have received, their share, in proportion to 
their need, of the funds Spoor aes by Congress for the support of foundlings 
and other infants, and of any trust funds which may have been given from 
other sources for such support; and that said committee for that purpose have 
authority to send for persons and papers, and administer „and employ a 
stenographer, and that the duties and powers of the committee in the premises 
shall vest in any subcommittee of their number. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed upon 
the Calendar on the objection of the Senator from Maryland. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE HEARINGS. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate the usual number of 
copies of the recent hearings before the Select Committee on Woman Si 


and that the expense of reporting the same be paid out of the contingent fand 
of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2965) to amend an act entitled 
“An act fo authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Memphis, Tenn., approved April 24, 1888; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have heretofore introduced a bill to amend the act 
of April 24, 1888, which has been referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has held it up at my 
request. He is not now in his seat. I desired to ask him to report the 
former bill now, and let it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill now introduced will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S, 2966) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry J. Yates; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2967) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles S. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2968) to provide for the enroll- 
ment of a naval militia and the organization of nayal reserve forces; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. r 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2969) for the relief of John Wag- 
ner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2970) for a public building at 
Altoona, Pa., and appropriating money therefor; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline 
Huddell White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. 
White; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2973) for the relief of Henry R. 
Crosbie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 
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Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 2974) to construct a public build- 
ing at Baton Rouge, La; which was redd twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2975) to construct a road to the national 
cemetery at Port Hudson, La.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 2976) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Bradley, formerly Mary L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the war 
of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2977) for the relief of Jackson Smith, 
of Whitewood, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2978) for the relief of Charles W. Lawn, 
of Lawrence County, South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2979) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at some accessible point 
between the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Missouri 
Rivers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2980) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Elizabeth B. Dyer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2981) for the relief of Audley C. 
Britton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

and the papers on the files of the Senate, referred to the Com- 
rites on Claims, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2982) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Felix Spurgeon; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COKE introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredations: 

A bill (S. 2983) for the relief of D. B. Warren; 

A bill (S. 2984) for the relief of Calvin T. Hazlewood; 

A bill (8. 5 ſor the relief of A. B. Medlan; 

A bill (S. 2896) for the relief of Jonathan L. Dobbs, Daniel C. Kyle, 
Keith & Oneal, James C. Loving, and the legal representatives of John 
Hittson, deceased; Alexander Timmons, deceased; Nathan Watson, de- 
ceased, and Daniel Cretsinger, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2987) for the relief of Joel McKee; 

A bill (S. 2988) for the relief of C. L. Carter and others; 

A bill (S. 2989) for the relief of John S. Chisum; 

A bill (S. 2990) for the relief of William R. Baker; 

A bill (S. 2991) for the relief of James C. Loving; 

A bill (S. 2992) for the relief of Hiram D. Drum; and 

A bill (S. 2993) for the relief of William Beddo and others. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. HAMPTON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5235) „to and fix the time of 
holding the terms of the district and circuit courts at Texarkana, Ark. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two 
suitable persons to represent the United States at the international con- 
ference in regard to the protection of industrial property, and making 


an ap riation therefor; 
A bill (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War; and 
A bill S R. 5235) to change and fix the time of holding terms of the 


3 district and circuit courts at Texarkana, Ark. 


TRENTON MONUMENTAL COLUMN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I desire to call up for consideration the bill (S. 
257) in regard to a monumental column to commemorate the battle or 
Trenton, in the State of New Jersey, and appropriating $30,000. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


: MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 117) authorizing the appointment of thirty medical examiners for 


the Bureau of Pensions, fixing their salaries, and appropriating money 
to pay the same to June 30, 1890; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours and forty-six minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m. ) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 5, 1890, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 4th day of March, 1890. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
Herbert Walcott Bowen, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Barcelona, vice Frederick H. Scheuch, recalled. 
~ William Burgess, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Tunstall, vice Jacob Schoenhof, recalled. 
Frederick W. Catlen, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Munich, tice Edward W. Mealey, recalled. 
William R. Estes, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
at Kingston, Jamaica, vice William Gaston Allen, recalled. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


Daniel P. Booth, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, to succeed Willis G. Clark,’ 
whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Joseph E. Lee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 
of St. John’s, in the State of Florida, in place of Charles R. Bisbee, to 
be removed. : 

L. Edward P. Dennis, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for 
the Eastern district, in the State of Maryland, in place of Alonzo L. 
Miles, to be removed. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James Limbird, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, in p of John Van der Linde, 
to be removed. 

POSTMASTER. 

Henry H. Walker, to be postmaster at Remington, in the county of 
Jaspar and State of Indiana, in the place of William F, Bunnell, re- 
signed. : 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 4, 1890. 


CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Henry C. Caldwell, of Arkansas, to be United States circuit judge 
for the eighth circuit. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 4, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. , 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 5235) to 
change and fix the time of holding the terms of the district and circuit 
courts at Texarkana, Ark.; when the Speaker signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave ofabsence was granted to Mr. SKINNER, 

indefinitely, on account of important business. 
CHANGE OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also desires to state to the House that 
Mr. CARTER, of Montana, wishes to be excused from serving on the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. If there be no objection, he 
will be so excused. 

The Chair also desires to announce the following appointments of 
members on committees. 

Mr. TARSNEY, to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. REYBURN, to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BRICKNER, to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River. 

Mr. CHEADLE, to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

THOMAS STEWART. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
War Claims to ask unanimous consent for a re-reference of the bill (H, 
R. 7494) for the relief of Thomas Stewart. The Committee on War 
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Claims desire to have that bill recommitted; and I make that mo- 


tion. ; 

The SPEAKER. This is a private bill, and may be referred under 
the rules, and goes into the private box. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the present status of the bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. The bill was favorably by myself, and I 
desire to have it recommitted by request of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks to recommit 
to the Committee on War Claims a bill already reported. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Who introduced the bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. I donot remember, The committee itself have 
asked that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. HOUK. I desire to ask the gentleman if the committee au- 
thorizes him to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman announces that the committee au- 
thorizes him to make the motion, Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is to recommit a private bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It embraces only that claim, I presume? 

Mr. THOMAS. It embraces just that single claim. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that the House 
take up and pass a resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, which has passed the Senate, in favor of international arbi- 
tration, in order that we may be represented at the meeting to be held 
to-night. 

Mr HOUK. Isit going to involve any time in debate? 

Mr. HITT. It will not. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas demands the regular 
order. 


ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—PEATHERSTON VS, CATE. 


Mr. HOUK. I will now state that I shall reserve the right, at the 
end of four hours’ debate on either side, computing what has already 
taken place, to move the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is that eight hours? 

Mr. HOUK. Eight hours altogether, computing the time that has 
been occupied already. I shall at that tine consider myself at liberty 
to move the previous question, and with that announcement I yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement is an announcement. 
of what he proposes to do. 

Mr. HOUK. Now I yield to the gentlemen from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE, Beforethegentleman from Pennsylvania speaks 
I would like to say that I hardly think four hours on aside is sufficient 
to discuss this question as thoroughly as it ought to be. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have an arrangement 
made definitely as to the amount of time that is to be occupied, and it 
seems to me thatan arrangement could be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman in charge of the matter says that 
at the end of four hours’ debate on each side he shall call the previous 
question. It is a question for the House to determine. 

Mr, HOLMAN. How much time does that leave for debate? 

The SPEAKER. About four hours have been occupied. The Chair 
is unable to give the time accurately, but about one hour and forty- 
five or forty-eight minutes have been occupied by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] on the one side, and the Chair thinks about 
an hour and fifteen minutes have been occupied on the other side, 
though the Chair is not exactly informed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I think the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
HAUGEN] occupied an hour and fifteen minutes, but I am not sure. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair was not in the 
chair at the time that the gentleman addressed the House. The gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] wasin the chair at that time; but the 
chair will ascertain the exact amount of time occupied by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN]. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanis [Mr. DALZELL] has the floor, and his time has commenced. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
HAUGEN], who opened this case on Saturday, announced in substance, 
if not in terms, that the contestee had obtained title to his seat by 
crime and was attempting to retain that title by the same method. 

He averred, in other words, that the result of the election in the 
First Congressional district of Arkansas, at the November election in 
1888, was obtained as the result of a conspiracy. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], who addressed the House yesterday, de- 
clined to meet the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. HAUGEN] upon that 
issue. In a speech of an hour and three-quarters, he spent his time 
in ascribing to the Committee on Elections positions that they never 
assumed, in discussing testimony that in my judgment is whoily im- 


material in this case, and in criticising the grammar and the dialect of 
witnesses whose testimony stands uncontradicted, and, under every 
rule of evidence, amounts to proof in this case. I do not propose that 
the House shall be misled by the tactics of my friend from Ohio as to 
what the real issue is, and I shall address myself to the maintenance 
of the proposition announced by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
HAUGEN], that there was a conspiracy, the result of which was to give 
the title, prima facie, to the con and to deprive the contestant 
of a seat to which he is entitled if the votes of his district be properly 
counted. 

I think it material to be borne in mind, Mr. Speaker, that this is not 
such an election contest as those that the House has had discussed be- 
fore it on preceding days, The frauds alleged in this case are not the 
frauds that pertain to an ordinary election in a Northern district. We 
have left the mountains of West Virginia and we are face to face now 
with an issue from a district in the State of Arkansas where, if the tes- 
timony is to be believed, Winchester rifles, shotguns, and the bowie- 
knife are to be taken into consideration in connection with election 
methods, I beg to impress upon the House, in consideration of the 
testimony in this case, that the First Congressional election district of 
Arkansas is the adjoining district to that in which Mr. Clayton, a man 
of national reputation, when in the exercise of a right which belongs 
to the humblest American citizen, when calling upon the process of the 
law to vindicate his title toa seat in this House, was murdered in cold 
blood at the very foot of the altar of justice. 

Mr. Speaker, prior to this election in November, 1888, an exceptional 
state of things existed in this Congressional district. The record in 
this case is full of testimony to the effect that grave dissatisfaction ex- 
isted in all classes of the community, especially among the farmers, 
with the methods of the Democratic party. Itis the confession of the 
contestee himself, that this dissatistaction had become concentrated 
and that an organization had come into existence known as The 
Wheel,” to which all disaffected portions of the community adhered. 
The Wheel included the dissatisfied citizens of this district, Demo- 
crats, Greenbackers, and men of every political faith and complexion, 
and the entire Republican party. According to the contestee, there 
were 22,000 Democrats in this district and 18,000 Republicans. Ac- 
cording to the contestee also—and I read from his brief—speaking of 
the Wheel, he says: 

The rank and file was composed largely of the farmers, mostly Democrats, 
there being no doubt 10,000 of the 22,000 Democrats in the district who were 
Wheelers and somewhat out of temper because of the evil, real or . 
then prevalent, and in a frame of mind to drift away from the Democratic camp 
and set up for themselves in a great work of reform, as they supposed. 

Taking this confession as to the attitude of the respective parties, 
there were 28,000 Republicans and Wheelers and 12,000 Democrats in 
the district. Or, in other words, according to the confession of the con- 
testee, it was naturally to be supposed that any election about to be 
held wonld result in a majority for the Republicans and the Wheelers. 
My friend from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] sought yesterday to convey to 
the House the impression that this confession upon the part of the con- 
testee had been qualified, but I beg leave to call attention to further 
statements contained in the contestant’s brief. He says: 

The shrewd Republican leaders quickly took in the situation, and, secking to 
improve what seemed to be an opportunity to beat the Democratsin one of their 
strongholds, adroitly managed to have their emissaries and agents initiated 
into the lodge of the Wheelers, it being a secret organization. 

The scheme was not only shrewd and well planned, but it was also compre 
hensive, from the fact that it was doubtless made to embrace two districts, the 
First and Second; the agreement among the leaders being that the Republicans 
should support the Wheel candidate in the First, and that the Wheelers should 
support the Republican candidate in the Second. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I call attention to what follows: 

It must be said to the credit of the Republican leaders that they kept their 
part of the compact religiously to the extent of their ability. So earnest, in- 
deed, were they that ex-Governor Powell Clayton, an able and powerful leader 
in this State, actually came into the First district to canvass tor the Wheel can- 
didate, with the object of influencing Republicans to support the contestant and 
to reconcile, if ible, a strongly disaffected element. As much can not be 
said for the leaders of the Wheelers, In fact, it was not a part of their plan to 
turn any portion of the State over to the Republicans. Accordingly, while they 
were making open warfare on the Democrats in the First district they were 
quietly knifing the Republicans in the Second. 

We start, then, with the confession that prior to the election in No- 
vember, 1888, an arrangement had been made between the Wheel and 
the Republicans, whereby, if carried out, there would result a Repub- 
lican majority of some ten or twelve thousand. We start with the 
further concession that, while this arrangement was not carried ont in 
the Second district, it was carried out in the First in good faith upon 
the part of the Republicans and in good faith upon the part of the 
Wheelers. Another danger stared the Democratic party in the face in 
this district at that time. 

Four counties, especially Crittenden and Lee, were composed largely 
of colored persons. The testimony is that in these colored counties, 
from 1880 up to 1888, the colored voters had made concessions to the 
Democrats and had divided offices with them. The colored voters had 
taken, generally, the judge and the clerk and given the Democrats the 
sheriff and the treasurer. The institution of the Wheel and the acces- 
sion to it of the Democrats threatened this arrangement, so that there 
was an additional reason why, prior to the November election in 1888, 
the Democratic party should resort to extraordinary methods to pro- 
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vide against a defeat. My first proposition being that every indication 
pointed to Republican and not Democratic success in this district and 
that a necessity existed upon the part of the Democratic party to make 
some provision against that suecess, I come now to call your attention 
to some startling facts which demonstrate how it was that the Demo- 
cratic party provided against this contingency. 

I introduce you now to a company known as the Winchester Rifles, 
constituted, if we may believe this testimony, of the leading and most 
respectable Democrats of Crittenden County. Instead of rehearsing in 
my own language what it was that took place, let me call your atten- 
tion to the testimony of the witnesses themselves. 

David Furgeson, on the 12th of July, 1888, was the county clerk of 
Crittenden County. He had been elected to that office three times 
without opposition. He says—and I beg your attention to the story 


On the morning of the 12th day of July an armed mob, composed of over a 
hundred men, surrounded my ofice; I was in my office, and my deputy, Mr. 
Fleming, here, The mob ordered us to come out, and told us that some of the 
white people had got anonymous letters ordering them to leave the county. 
and they had determined among themselves they shouldn't leave; that we had 
to leave orthey hoped to meet us in heaven, Itoſd them that I had nothing to do 
with writing those letters; didn't know anything about them, and I couldn't 
fe. They said we “had to go; if you don’t we are not responsible for you.” 

court was in session, Judge Riddick on the bench, the grand jury there, 
and I told this armed mob that i we had committed a crime, here's the grand 
jury and the court; indict us, put us in jail,and try us.” 


Now, mark you— 

“No; you've gotto leave this county; this is a white man’s government, and 
we are tired of negro domination; we have been planning this for the last two 
years, and no more negroes or Republicans shall hold office in this county.” 


Mr. BOWDEN. Is Furgeson a negro? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, he is a negro. As I will show further on, 
justification is attempted to be made of the routing of these negroes 
upon the ground that they had sent threatening letters to the white 
men; but I beg you not to forget the express declaration that they were 
compelled to go because this is a white man’s Government, and we 
are tired of n domination; we have been planning this for the last 
two years, and no more negroes or Republicans can hold office in this 
county.” 

Q. Were any of the present officials, or the officials that were in office at that 
arpaa Í t mob? 

A. . sir; W. F. Worner, sheriff; Sam Keel, clerk; S. A. Martin, county 
judge; W. J. Harden, assessor; O. E. Raspberry, coroner; A. H. Ferguson, treas- 


urer. 
Q. Was Worner the sheriff at that time? 
Mo Worner was sheriff at that time, 12th day of July, and is now present 


* * k * * * * 
> zo va what is generally known in Arkansas as a Fusion ticket? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your vote was about five to one, was it? 

A. About six to one. 

Q. Had es seen fit to have exacted all the offices with all of the machinery in 

our hands at that time, would it have been possible for the white people or the 

mocrats to have had a single office in the county? 

A. It would have been impossible for them to haye had a single office in the 
county; if we had exacted all the offices we could have elected every man in 
that county, n 7 7, i 7 


Q. From what you know of the feeling in that county that has existed from 
the 12th of July up to the present time, do you think that the taking of deposi- 
tions would be perfectly safe in Crittenden County? 

A. I know it wouldn't be safe for Mr. Featherston, his attorney, or his short- 
hand writer. 

Q. What reason did they give you for not giving you a trial, when you asked 
it, upon the day that they ordered you out of the county: what reason did they 
assign to you for that action ? 

A. There was no reason; they said God damn you, you got to get out of this 
country. By God you been here too long; this isa white man's country, and 
we will control it. We been waiting for two years for this thing, and you got 
to get out.“ I said, Gentlemen, the court is in session, and here's the grand 
jury.“ They said, God damn that, you got to get out.” 


The testimony is precisely to the same effect as to J. L. Fleming, the 
deputy clerk. The testimony is to precisely the same effect as to 
Henry Biby, the deputy assessor. The testimony is to the same effect 
as to a man named Dever and as to William Royster. But I want to 
call your attention for only a moment to the testimony of the last- 
named witness; and I do so for the reason that while the exile of the 
parties I have named took place in July, 1888, the exile of this man 
took place in September, 1888, immediately after the county election. 

He testified that he had 160 acres of land in that county. When 
asked why he left at the time he did, he said: 


I voted the 2d or 3d of September, and during that day they come to me four 
or five different times to get Republican tickets and I wouldn't let them have 
it; and that night they gave me my orders to leave in ten days, Mr. Force came 
that 7 8 and gave me orders to leave; he come to me setting on the porch in 
front of my house; be said he had orders to do so; I asked orders for what; 
he said. Orders to wind up your business and leave the county.” Lasked 
what had I did; he said all [ could against the ignated! REC ES I said I hadn't 
done anything against the white people more than voted and issued the Repub- 
lican ticket. He said. Well, you got to leave or we'll kill you ’cept heaven 
and earth come together;” I said, “I ain't able to go.“ He said I could do as 
I damn please, stay or go; but I'd find out by waiting. I staid there till the 
next Monday night; the next Sunday night he shot at one of the neighbors; 
and Monday morning Joe Randolph was down there cleaning his horses, and 
he asked him how was it; and he said them that shot at him know who it were, 
and he said he had been to Royster and told him to leave; I told him what the 
consequence was and he had to go to Dr. Bin and ask him, and Dr. Bing 
ham was in the midst of thirty or forty when the plot was made: and 
he don’t leave we will kill him ’cept heaven and earth come together. I left 
then; I hurried and got my clothes on; that was betwix 12 and 1 o'clock, The 
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train had there before I to the de and I left o itches 
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Mark the expression— 

I went north and staid there three or four days: and when I thought things 
had gotten quiet so I could come through the lines, I come here to Memphis, 

This negro followed the instinct that he would have followed twen- 
ty-five years ago, and when he sought freedom and safety he went to- 
wards the north and staid until he could “get through the lines.“ 
Whether the lines” still exist in that section of country or not, you 
gentlemen may learn from this testimony. 

Now, I ask you who were the men who exiled these colored men? 
The county judge, the sworn administrator of the law; the sheriff, the 
peace officer of the county, and his deputy; the,coroner and his dep- 
uty. All the officers that constituted the executive board of that 
county joined in this riot with Winchester rifles to drive out- whom? 
Who were the men driven out? The county judge who appointed the 
county election officers; the county clerk who under the law appointed 
the board of county canvussers; the leading colored men of the dis- 
trict, to whom their followers looked for advice and counsel, and who, 
when driven away, left those followers without ahead. For what pur- 
pose were they driven out? Because this is a white man’s govern- 
ment and no Republican or negro hereafter should hold office in this 
county. 

But there is an additional answer to the question I have just asked. 
These particular men were driven out because immediately there- 
after the county judge violated the written law of Arkansas, dismissed 
the county election officers who had been appointed by the exiled 
county judge, and in violation of law appointed three Democrats to 
preside over the polls in every single voting precinct of Crittenden 
County. 

Here, then, are two steps in this conspiracy: the forcible deporta- 
tion of these officers and the leaders of the party, and the violation of 
the law in the dismissal of the election officers already appointed and 
the appointment of election officers all of one political complexion—to 
wit, Democrats. 

What was the next step? The next step—and I have not time to 
stop to read the testimony—the next step was to attempt by intimida- 
tion and bri to prevent the nomination of a Republican ticket or 
an opposition ticket. Following the nomination of that ticket, as I 
have already shown, this man Royster was driven off; and we come to 
the next step in the process—and that is the one that seems to have 
given my friend from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE] so much trouble on yes- 
terday—that is, the introduction into the election methods of Critten- 
den County of a ballot-box that would either count the votes or leave 
them uncounted, as the manipulator may see fit. My friend from 
Ohio showed the House on yesterday how this thing worked. This 
is an illustration, as he says, of how ‘‘now you see it, and now you 
don’t see it.“ But he was unfair enough to say—and he was unjust 
enough to himself when he was so unfair as to say—that this ballot- 
box made its first appearance in the hands of the attorney for the con- 
testant before the Elections Committee. No subject of proof was ever 
more thoroughly established than was this ballot- box 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. - Point to the testimony now that shows I am 
incorrect. I will be obliged to you if you will read the testimony on 
that point, and show that I am incorrect in the statement I made on 
yesterday. 

Mr. DALZELL, A man whose name is Willis McGee was examined 
in Memphis, Tenn., and testified that in a certain precinct in Critten- 
den County, at the November election in 1888, a ballot-box was used 
identical with the one then before the commissioner who was taking 
the testimony. The certificate of the commissioner who takes the tes- 
timony shows that the ballot-box, now on this desk, was the ballot-box 
as to which McGee testified. I hold in my hand the wrapper with the 
Southern Express Company’s stamp on it, indorsed: 

CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C.: 

One tin ballot-box containing sundry depositions and exhibits for use in the 
suit of Featherston vs. Cate, First Congressional district of the State of Arkan- 
sas. Collect charges in W. 

From E. W. Avery, notary public, Memphis, Tenn. 


Received July 26, 1889. “ 
JOHN B. CLARK, 
Clerk of House of Representatives, 


This was the box testified to by McGee, the box that is certified to 
by the notary, that was sent by the notary through the medium of the 
Southern Express Company to Washington, and which was receipted 
for by John B. Clark, the Democratic Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives. The man who made that box was put upon the stand; his name 
is James and his testimony is interesting. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I still desire that you should read the testi- 
mony which first introduces that ballot-box into this case. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman from Ohio can not by any interro- 
gations escape from the statement that he made on yesterday, that the 
first time this ballot-box appears in this case is in the hands of the 
contestant’s attorney before the Elections Committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not say before the Elections Committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. And I have demonstrated, and the testimony 
demonstrates, that this statement is not true. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, I want to interrupt the gentleman, Mr. 
Speaker, if he has no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no objection. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. You said that I stated on yesterday that the 
first time this ballot-box—— 

Mr. DALZELL, I must have an allowance of course for the time 
consumed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not have allowance of time on yesterday. 

Mr. 1 Well, you had an hour and three-quarters, I have 
but an hour. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL, For a question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You say that I stated on yesterday that the 
first appearance of this ballot-box was in the hands of the attorney for 
the contestant before the Elections Committee. I did not say so, and 
the report of the stenographers will show it. I said it appeared first 
in the hands of the attorney of the contestant, and I read from the tes- 
timony his question in regard to it: This ballot-box which I haye 
here now in my band,” and I will ask you to read the examination at 
Memphis, where that ballot-box first appears, to see if it is not firstin 
the hands of the attorney for contestant, just as I stated. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Does the gentleman deny that it was used at the 
election in question? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The point is that this identical ballot-box made 
its first appearance as indicated. Similar boxes may have been used; 
that Ido not know. But there is no testimony to show that this box 
was used. X 

Mr. McKINLEY. But is it not the main question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And this box comes first into the case in the 
hands of the attorney for contestant, as I have stated. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman from Ohio is pursuing the same 
policy that he pursued on yesterday. He is fightingshadows. Heis 
setting up “men of straw’’ for the purpose of knocking them down 
again. There is no contention on the part of the Committee on Elec- 
tions that this ballot-box was used in Crittenden County. But there 
is proof which has not been denied, and which I assert now can not 
be denied, tending to show that a ballot-box identical in construction 
with that was used in Crittenden County in that election. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, And that twenty-one of them were made. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I challenge the production of that testimony. 
Tt is not in the record. 

Mr. DALZELL, Ihad no idea that I was hurting the gentleman so 
badly.’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You do not hurt me, but you hurt yourself by 
making unfounded statements. 

Mr. DALZELL. If they are unfounded, when the time comes the 
gentleman can establish their inaccuracy. Iam appealing to the tes- 
timony in support of what I say. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House to the 
testimony of R. P. James in regard to this very matter. I have said 
it is interesting testimony. I ask you to hear it: 

Q. We want to know if you have ever scen a box similar zo the box that is 
marked as Exhibit A!“ in a previous deposition, and is now before you, and 
Spi pars and parcel of thè testimony in this cuse? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you please state what you know with regard to that box and your 
connection with it? 

A. I know that we've made a great many boxes of that pattern—that kind; 
in fact, I think we made that one, 

Q. We want to know if you have ever made any that were shipped to Marion, 
Ark., in Crittenden County? 

A, We made, I believe u was, twenty-one boxes and shipped to the sheriff of 
Crittenden County, W. F. Werner, at Marion, Ark, They were ordered by Mr. 
Werner and charged to him; I know that. 

Q. Shipped on what day? 

A. August 21, 1888, as seen on page 109, ship book, 

A MEMBER. Was hea Republican? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; he wasa Democrat. This testimony contin- 
ues: 

Q. How many boxes? 

A. Twenty-one, 

Q. Did you know anything of his official position at that time? 

A. I didn’t know, but I understood he was the sheriff of Crittenden County. 

Q. Will you please examine that box and see if 'tis exactly the same as those 
88 that you shipped to Marion for Mr. Werner, the sheriff of Crittenden 

unty, 

A. Well, I can’t say that it’s exactly the same, but it’s almost a fac-simile, 

Q. Can you see wherein it differs materially? 

A. No; no it don't differ at all, it's the same thing exactly; we don’t save 
patterns of them at all, but I see no difference; that's the kind of box it was; 
hes might be a little difference in dimensions, but the same thing in every 

er way. 
8 Q. Por ehai purpose werë they ordered? 

A. They were ordered, as I understood, for ballot-boxes. 

Q. Is the entry so made on your books? 

A. Yes, sir; twenty-one ballot-boxes, 

Q. To be shipped to what point? 

A, They were shipped from the store; I couldn't say positively where they 

ere shipped to; I know they were antes tothe sheriff of Crittenden County; 

ey were charged on the books to W. F. Werner, Mound City, Ark. 
thQ. How would you describe the boxes as made by you? 

A. Well, they are made as we would generally make ballot-boxes, with that 

extra cap on the slot that you put the Hots in; I have no more idea what 


that’s for than the man in the moon; it was none of my business; I made them 
as I was ordered; well, I have an idea, too, but at the same time I don’t know. 


With what firm are you connected in the city of Memphis? 
H. Wetter Manufacturing Company. 
In what way? 

foreman of the sho 


A 
Q 
A. A 
Q 
A 


accompanies the box before you? 

A. All that twenty-one boxes made for the sheriff of Crittenden County had 
that device attached to them; I had no idea Pd get into this kind of a scrape, 
though, when I was making them. 


Now, then, the law of Arkansas requires that the sheriff shall far- 
nish to the voting precincts the ballot-boxes. This man in Memphis 
testifies that he made the same number of these fraudulent boxes ag 
there are voting precincts in the county of Crittenden—twenty-one 
voting precincts, twenty-one rascally boxes. He made them for the 
sheriff, the mam who was to furnish the boxes to the voting places. He 
shipped them to the sheriff. They were received by the sheriff, as fur- 
ther testimony in the case shows; and further testimony, which I can 
not stop to read, but which you can verify for yourselves, and I invite 
the verification of it, shows that at Crawfordsville, at Scanlan, and at 
Cat Island these boxes were used. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Were any of these statements denied in the rec- 


rd? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not one of these statements is denied in the rec- 
ord, I may as well dispose of that question now and here. It is said 
that testimony was taken in Memphis without notice to the contestee’s 
counsel, The record shows explicitly, by the oath of a Democratic 
lawyer, uncontradicted by any competent testimony, that when driven 
out by threats of murder from taking testimony in this county he gave 
notice to the contestee’s counsel that he would take depositions at a given 
time and at a given place in the city of Memphis. These depositions 
were taken pursuant to that notice, There is no denial of the notice, 
save and except an ex parte affidavit sent here by the counsel acting for 
the contestee at a late day made by this man, one of the Winchester’’ 
crowd who drove these people to Memphis; and when my friend stands 
here to justify the defense, based upon the non-production of notice, I 
want to say to him two or three things. I want to say to him first that 
there is scarcely a material fact proven by the testimony of the witnesses 
at Memphis that is not admitted by tne contestee himself. The material 
proof at Memphis was that to secure this election these Republican 
voters were driven from their homes, their hearthstones, and their little 
ones at the point of the bayonet and the shotgun, and that they were 
kept in Memphis by the same sort of process. On page 24 of his brief 
the contestee virtually admits both these charges, He says: 


ü 0 e an issue, the question being, which should leave, the whites or 
he blacks? ‘ 

Now, the proof everywhere shows that the whites own 98 per cent.of the 

rty of the county, pay its taxes,clothe and feed the blacks,and educate 
their children, 

Naturally they felt they had a right there. It matters not where a question 
of this kind arises, whether in Chicago, where the community may be grappling 
with anarchy, or in Arkansas, where it is struggling for its existence and the 
sanctity of its homes, the result always is and always should be that the ple 
who own the country, furnish its revenues, build its houses, open its fields, end 
direct its industries will control it. 

It was so here. The whites gathered with their arms, but what did they do? 
Where is the horror or the bloodshed? Nota gun was tired, not a man killed 
or even hurt, 

They quietly but firmly took those negro agitators, who for selfish pu 
stir np the trouble, put them on the cars or boat, paid their fare out of the 
State with the injunction to retarn no more. That this occurred is to be re- 
gretted; that the apparent necessity for such action exists is a calamity. 


Mr. KELLEY. Is that admitted by the contestee? 

Mr, DALZELL. I read from the contestee’s brief.. It is the ad- 
mission of the contestee that the chivalry of Crittenden County, armed 
with Winchester rifles, found it necessary to drive out twenty or thirty 
poor unarmed black men to preserve their lives and their property. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And then it is complained that they went to 
Memphis and took the testimony ! 

Mr. DALZELL. And then the man who gets his seat in this way, 
by such methods as that, wants to hold it by the same methods—that 
is to say, by suppressing evidence at the point of the bayonet. 

But there is another answer, and an answer that I would not omit 
to give to this House, and that is this: From the beginning of this con- 


troversy until this hour the contestee has never asserted, does not as- 


sert now, dare not assert, that the testimony taken in Memphis is not 
true. Isay it is a question for this House—the Representatives of the 
American people—whether a man against whom there is such an ar- 
raignment as is contained in this record, who not only does not ask for 
a vindication, but makes no answersaye and except that the testimony 
was not taken according to the strict rules of Jaw, is the sort of a man 
to occupy a seat alongside you in this body ? 

Now, I said this was a conspiracy. Having driven out these people 
at the point of the bayonet, having dismissed the regularly appointed 
judges of election and appointed new ones in violation of law, having 
by bribery and intimidation sought to prevent the nomination of a 
Republican ticket, having introduced new ballot-boxes, such as is now 
before you, what can you expect would be the result of an election? 
Would it be anything but irregularities, miscount, fraudulent count, 
and suppression of votes? Let me call your attention to some things 
that lie on the surface without going into details. On page 184 of the 
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record there is a copy of an agreement entered into between the con- 
testee and the contestant in which it is confessed by the contestee that 
in three districts of Phillips County there were serious and material 
errors which required correction in order to make the count even fair, 


In Hicksville precinct of Hickory Ridge Township, Phillips County, 48 legal 
votes were cast, of which said votes L. P. ese yr beer contestant, received 
33 votes and W. H. Cate, the contestee, 15 votes; that nen of said election 
in making their return of said election so certified the t, but that they in- 
closed the said returns with the ballots and sealed them all up, by reason 
whereof the of canvassers, who by law are probibited from opening the 

containing the ballots, did not count the votes thus castin said voting 

ot and made noreturn thereofto the secretary of state, aud that in said pre- 

einct the contestant had a miny of 15 votes over the contestee, of which he 
was, by reason of the error aforesaid, deprived. 

That in Lake Township, Phillips County, 137 legal votes were cast for Repre- 
sentative in Congress from the First districtof Arkansas, of which L. P. Feath- 
erston, the contestant, received 127 votes, and the contestee, W. IL Cate, 10 votes; 
but that iu making the returns of said election to the county clerk of said Phil- 
lips County, the Judges of said election, by mistake, certified that L. P. Feathers- 
ton received for said office 70 votes, and W. H. Cate, the contestee, 67 votes, and 
that the board of canvassers so certified tothe seeretary of state of Arkansas, 
who, in counting up the returns for said office, followed the returns thus made 
to him, and that in truth and fact the contestant, L, P. Featherston, had in said 
township of Lake a majority of 117 legal votes over the 3 W. H. Cate, 
for the officé of Representative to the Fifty-first Congress of the United States 
from the First districtof Arkansas, instead of a majority of 3 votes as certified to 
and allowed to him as aforesaid, 


_ Atanother township, owing to the default of the Democratic election 
Officers, there was no election held, and the contestee agrees that at that 
election, if it had been held, the contestant would have had 43 of a 
legal majority of voters who had tickets in their hands and were there 


ready to vote. 


What more do we find, patent, palpable, as the result of an election 
held pursuant to a conspiracy of this kind? On page 228 of the record 
you will find that there are seven voting precincts in the county of Crit- 
tenden in which no returns were made at all. You will find that those 
returns were in the office of the clerk. You will find that the clerk, 
when called upon to give an abstract, refused to do it until he should 
first go and consult contestee’s counsel, and that contestee’s counsel 
agreed finally that he should give a certificate, putting into it this state- 
ment: Not certified to the secretary of state on account of irregu- 
larities in the poll-books appearing therein.“ 

What more do you find? You find that in two precincts of Critten- 
den County, Idlewild and Ferguson, there was no election held, by rea- 
son of the default of the Democratic election officers, You will find 
there, as you find everywhere through this record, that those precincts 
at which no election was held were Republican precincts. You find 
that in St. Francis County, in a large Republican precinct, Blackfish 
Township, there was noelection held; and, aside from these irregulari- 
ties, you find that the result, in gross, was that the object sought to be 
accomplished, to wit, the defeat of the coalition between the Repub- 
licans andthe Wheel, wasaccomplished. Yon find thatoutside of these 
counties the contestant had 2,365 votes more than the Harrison electoral 
ticket. You will find, if you pay any attention to the testimony, that 
Crittenden County is from 2,000 to 2,500 Republican, and if the con- 
testant had had a fair count in Crittenden and Lee Counties his ma- 
jority would have been certainly as large as that by which the contestee 
procured his certificate. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the conspiracy did not end with the 
election. If it had it may be that this case would not be here. The 
characteristic feature of this case, that which dominates it, that which 
gives it character above all other cases that this House has had to con- 
sider, is that after the contestee's title had been secured by crime, the 
contestant, when he attempted the exercise of his rights under the law, 
was prevented by force and violence from taking testimony. Not only 
were his followers, as I have shown, driven from their homes and fire- 
sides, but his life was put in jeopardy, his counsel was abused, his wit- 
nesses were maltreated, and such a reign of terror was set up that he 
had to hie him across the Mississippi River into the city of Memphis 
before he could take any testimony at all. 3 

My friends upon the other side make light of this question of intim- 
idation. They affect to say that Mr. Featherston was perfectly safe in 
his own district. They affect to say that Mr. Featherston's witnesses 
were perfectly safe in their district. So was John M. Clayton safe in 
his district prior to the time when, invoking the process of the law, he 
was, by mean and cowardly hands, assassinated. The first witness 
called by the contestant to testify with respect to frand in Lee County 
Was a man named Powell. Mr. Powell assailed the integrity of the 
returns in Lee County by proving that more votes were deposited in 
the ballot-box, to his personal knowledge, than the returns showed to 
have been deposited for the contestant. After two days frivolous cross- 
examination—and, fair-minded men on the theother side of this Honse, 
I ap to you whether I use that term rightly or not—after two 
days’ frivolous cross-examination, the moment he stepped from tho 
witness-stand he was arrested by an officer and held in $1,000 hail to 
answer a general charge of perjury. Wherein he had perjured him- 
self, whereby he had perjured himself, wherein his perjury consisted, 
was not told to him nor does the record disclose, but because he as- 
sailed the integrity of the return in that county, ergo he had comsnit- 
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ted perjury, and at once the warning was given to every man in the 
county that if he followed the lead of Powell he should meet Powell's 
fate and follow him to jail. Let me read you the testimony of one or 
two witnesses: 

T. F. Carter, being-dirst duly sworn, deposes as follows: 

Int. What is 9 age, and residence? 

My name is T. F. Carter; age, twenty-seven, and residence, Marianna, 

Int. How long had you lived in the county before the November election? 

A. Thad lived in that township ten months before that election, and in the 
State since 1885, ’ 

Int. Did you vote In that township? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Int. For whom did you vote for Congressman, Cate or Featherston? 

A. Featherston. 

Int. What are you, Republican or Democrat? 

A. I am a Republican. 

Int. Was Featherston’s name on the Republican national ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; it was. 

= What is the political complexion of Independence, the one in which you 
vo 

A. I know it to be a fact that it is against my interests to state any further. 

Int, Why is it inst your interests to testify in this cause? 

A. My friends 2 me, in. view of my condition, and that, as I had a little 
property there, to have nothing to do with the contest. 

Int. Do you feel that in view of zan personal and property interests there 
it NOA 8 for you to testify in this case? 

a , Sir. 

Int, What position did you occupy on the day of election by appointment? 

7 A. Leste told me since that I was appointed supervisor, but I knew noth- 
ng about it. 

nt. Were the parties who advised you as to your safety Republicans or Demo- 
crates, and did they seem to be advising you for your personal welfare? 

A. Yes, sir; they advised mo for my future living. 

Int. Is it not a fact that you left home the night fier you were subpœnaed to 
testify in this case? 

A. Yes, sir; upon the advice of my friends I wont away, as I didn’t feel safe, 
I was not afraid that the Republicans would molest me. I know about how the 
vote was, but I don’t care to testify. 

Int Did you takea very active part in the election and work yery hard for 
your ticket. 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Int. Are the colored people down there generally intimidated? 

A. I was afraid to testify there, and other colored people were influenced by 
the same fear, ; 

Now, I could read you the testimony of witnesses without number 
to the same effect. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. From that township? z 

Mr. DALZELL. No; not from that township, but several more 
from that township. t 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How many more? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know. Mr. Speaker, I say, in answer to 
the gentleman’s last question, that one uncontradicted, unassailed, and 
unimpugned witness is enough. I say that when I make out my case 
by the testimony of a man under oath, whose character and jadgment 
and competency are presumed by law, I have no farther burden to as- 
sume until the gentleman on the other side impugus that witness's 
statement. 

I say, therefore, further, at this point, anticipating, that itis as clear 
as the noonday sun from this record that the allegations of the con- 
testant’s notice of contest were prevented of proof in the township of 
Independence, in the county of Lee, because the contestee intimidated 
contestant's witnesses and prevented the taking of his proof. And I 
venture the assertion as matter of law, on top of that assertion as 
matter of fact, that under such circumstances the law presumes, against 
the man who suppresses the evidence, the proof contained in the evi- 
dence that was offered to be taken. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
expired. 

Mr. HOUK. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania in order 
to enable him to proceed further if he desires, The time will be ad- 
justed. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, despite the intimidation of the 
witnesses, despite the difficulties under which they labored, despite all 
the surrounding circumstances, the contestant has made out a case 
which, under the application of the ordinary rules of law unanimously 
adopted by this committee, entitles him to a seat in this House as 
against the contestee, 

It will not be disputed that the law is as I now read it from Paine 
on Elections: 

While it is settled that a mere neglect to perform directory nirements of 
law, or performance in a mistaken manner where there is no faith and no 
harm accrues, will not justify the rejection of an entire poll, it is equally well 
settled that when the p ings are so tarnished by fraudulent, negligent, or 
improper conduct on the part of the officers that the result of the election is 
rendered unreliable, the entire returns will be rejected— 

Mark you— 
and the parties left to make such proof as they may of the votes legally cast 
for them. 

Such proof as they legally may not any given proof of a particular 
designated character which might be possible under certain circum- 
stances and impossible under others, but such proof as they may,“ 
such proof as the circumstances of the case will admit of. 

Another legal proposition, which I find was laid down by the com- 
mittee of this House in the last Congress in the case of McDuffie vs. 
Davidson: 

When the contesiant successfully impeaches the integrity of the ballot-box 
the burden of proof is cast upon the contestec. 
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Another legal proposition with respect to the difference in the char- 
acter of the evidence to be produced under varying circumstances: In 
the case of the United States vs. Carpenter and others—a recent case 
tried before Judge Jackson of the Federal court at Memphis, Tenn.— 
he said: 


Ifthe prosecution had simply shown that each one of these witnessea was 
seen going to the polls witha Republican ticket in his hand which he had re- 
ceived from Reeves— 


The Republican distributer of tickets— 


with a declaration of his intention to vote such ticket, such facts and acts 
would have constituted circumstantial evidence that they voted such ticket. 
But when the voter in person comes before you as a witness and swears that 
he put into the ballot-box or handed in to officers holding the election the iden- 
tical ballot that he received from Reeves, that is not circumstantial but itive 
testimony, and establishes the fact if the witness is credible; and, unless im- 
peached or directly interested in the result, all witnesses are deemed credible. 


A proposition to which I invite the attention and consideration of 
my friend from Ohio. 

Now, if a man testifies that he put a vote into the ballot-box, it is 
positive evidence; but it is no less positive evidence if another man 


testifies that he saw him pnt the vote into the ballot-box; and there is. 


no requirement that a contestant in this House should under all circum- 
stances, or, indeed, under any circumstances, when the integrity of the 
ballot-box has been assailed and the returns are opened, necessarily be 
compelled to prove votes by the oaths of the electors themselves. 

Now, bearing in mind these principles of law, which I take to be un- 
questioned und unquestionable, I ask your attention to some of the re- 
turns in this case. 

There were seven precincts in Crittenden County where the clerk of 
the court assumed to say that because the elec.ion judges had not been 
sworn the returns should not be sent in. I do not need to argue in the 
presence of lawyers that whether the fact was so or not the returns of 
the de facto judges, questioned by neither side, were proper returns to 
be counted in the result. But I find in addition that it is written in 
the constitution of the State of Arkansas, Article IV, section 11: 


If the officers of any election shall unlawfully refuse or fail to receive, count, 
or return the yote or ballotofany Oe pe sete elector, such vote or ballot shall ney- 
ertheless be counted upon the trial of any contest arising out of said election. 


And I find that the supreme court of Arkansas has said, in the ease 
of Govan vs. Jackson, 32 Arkansas, 553: 

The constitution requires all legal votes cast at an election, no matter whether 
returned or nòt or whether any irregularities attended the election, to be 
counted upon a contest. 

And I find that the supremecourt of Arkansas has gone even further 
than that and announced another principle which has a material bear- 
ing upon another aspect of this case. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. How, then, do you justify the rejection of the 
Democratic votes that were cast and certified in several precincts? 

Mr. DALZELL. I justify the rejection of no Democratic votes ex- 
cept where there is proof assailing the integrity of the ballot-box and 
such as in my judgment under the law is sufficient to set aside the re- 
turns and put the parties upon proof in accordance with the rule I read 
a few moments ago from Paine on Elections. At this point, before I 
leave it and in order to save coming back to it, I wish to call attention 
to this further principle announced in this case: 

The real inquiry upon a contest is whether the contestant or the respondent 
received the highest numberof legal votes; and itis not confined to the grounds 
specified in the notice of contest. 

Now, then, taking the six unreturned precincts and leaving the 
seventh, Scanlan, for future investigation, I find that Mr. Featherston, 
the contestant, gains 620 votes, and Mr, Cate, the contestee, gains 89 
votes, My figures then would be 1,431 votes for the contestee and 620 
votes forthe contestant. Now, in Scanlan Township, Crittenden County, 
the returns made were 61 votes for Cate and 2 votes for Featherston. 

The uncontradicted testimony is, and I defy my friend to deny it, the 
uncontradicted testimony is that there are not and never were to ex- 
ceed 25 white men, Democrats, in Scanlan precinct. The uncontra- 
dicted testimony is that 73 votes for Featherston, contestant, were de- 
posited in the ballot-box at that precinct while the return for him is 2 
votes. The proof is that all the judges wereappointed in contravention 
of Jaw; that they were all of one political party; that the entire ma- 
chinery was in the hands of the Democrats. The proof is, and there is 
no denial of it, that at that township this ballot-box was used; and the 

uestion is not, as my friend would seem to have it, why a greater ma- 
jority was not given for Cate, but the question is why the votes cast for 
Featherston were not counted at all. He may direct his attention as he 
likes to that question; I direct your attention to this question, why 
were these votes not counted? 

Applying the rule of law, then, all the returns being assailed, all 
parties having been put on proof, we count for the Republicans the 
votes proven to have been cast, to wit, 73 votes for Featherston; and 
that leaves the contestee’s figures at this point 1,431 to the contestant's 
693. . 

Take Cat Island in Crittenden County. The returns show 120 for 
contestant and 88 for contestee, but the uncontradicted evidence is that 
the Republican vote in that precinct isnot less than 200, and that there 
are not to exceed in the whole precinct 15 Democrats, and the full Re- 
publican vote, or nearly so, was out on that day, The proof is, all the 


machinery of the election was, in contravention of the law, in the hands 
of the Democrats; and the proof is, that this fraudulent ballot-box was 
used at that poll. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
right there? > 

Mr. DALZELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. T will not interrupt him again. 

Mr. DALZELL, I yield. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I challenge you orany member of the commit- 
tee to show any testimony showing the fraudulent ballot-box was used 
at Cat Island. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. We will show you withont any question. 

Mr. HOUK. We know it is there. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I know it is not there. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. . 

Mr. DALZELL, I can not stop, and the gentleman knows it, to go 
into the testimony in detail in this case, and I therefore content my- 
self with saying there is testimony in this case, and it is uncontradicted, 
to the effect these hallot-boxes were used at three precincts. And il they 
were not, I would stand in a better position it seems to me than my 
friend on the other side, who attempts tu justify his position by calling 
for more proof, when I show that the man charged by law with the fur- 
nishing of-an honest ballot-box procured to be made a fraudulent one 
for each precinct in his county. 

Going back again to Cat Island I say that giving to the Democratic 
party the utmost that could be demanded at that precinct would be 15 
of the 88; and I take the difference between SH and 15 from the con- 
testee and add the proven votes, 73, for the contestant, and the figures 
then stand 1,358 for the contestee and 766 for the contestant. 

Now, in Crawfordsyille. In Crawfordsville the testimony is—and 
this is in answer tomy friend's question the testimony of McGeeis that 
one of these tin ballot-boxes was used. We have successfully assailed 
the returns in Crawfordsyille, but as there is no specific proof as to the 
votes we are obliged to leave the returns there as they are. In Idle- 
wild, where there was no election because of default of the Democratie 
oflicers, the proof is that 20 men were there to vote for the contestant. 
There was no election at Ferguson, but the proof is that there were 120 
men there ready to vote for the contestant. Iinclude neither of these 
precinets in my caleulation of the returns. 

I come to Phillips County, and I have only time to say with respect 
to that that under agreement there is to be added to the eontestee 15 
votes in Hickory Ridge Township and to. the contestant 33; and the 
figures then stand 1,373, as against 799. In Lake Township, according 
to this same agreement, the contestant received 127 votes, while only 
70 were accorded to him; and he is entitled to have 57 added to that, 
which makes 856. The contestee received only 10 and was credited 
with 67. Fifty-seven, therefore, come from his vote, making it 1,316. 
In the last precinct it is agreed there was a majority of 43 for the con- 
testant, which, under the terms of this agreement and under the con- 
stitution of the State of Arkansas, I add to the contestant’s vote. So 
here are 899 votes, as against 1,316, 

In Smith Township, in Cross County, the returns show only 15 votes 
for the contestant, but by the uncontradicted testimony of eight wit- 
nesses the whole machinery was in the hands of the Democratie party, 
as I have already many times said, in contravention of the expressed 
terms of the law. 

‘The testimony is that whole squads of colored men marched up to the 
polls and voted for Mr. Featherston, and twenty-eight witnessess wear to 
the deposit by themselves of their ballots ai that poll for contestant, and 
the votes of two others are proven by testimony of a witness to be 
found on page 56. Having impugned the integrity of the returns and 
offered proof, I count the votes in this precinct in accordance with the 
same rule of law recently iaid down by the committee, in accordance 
with the evidence submitted, and find that 15 votes should be added 
to the contestant, making a total of 914 votes, while the 84 votes not 
proven are deducted from the votes of the contestee, and his vote is 
therefore 1,232. 3 

In Frank Township, in St. Francis County, the judges did not act. 
The parties at the polls elected Democratic judges and proeeeded with 
the election. They adjourned after dinner and carried off the ballot- 
box, leaving the key in the possession of a man called a Republican 
supervisor, but that he was a Republican there is no evidence in the 
record. At supper time they left the box with the supervisor again, 
and carried off the key, and then they left both the key and box in the 
custody of Democratic officers. After counting the votes to the extent 
of 100, they quit counting, put the ballot-box in the post-office, and 
adjourned to the store adjoining; and the testimony is, and it is the 
testimony of the contestee, that one of the judges of election went 
alone—by himself—into the room where the ballot-box was deposited. 

Under these circumstances the returns are impeached and are open 
to proof. The contestee undertook to make proof of the votes cast for 
him, and I call your attention to the fact that 24 names of voters claim- 
ing to have voted at that precinct for contestee are not to be found upon 
the poll-books, a copy of which is set out in full on page 44 of the rec- 
ord in this case. The contestee was returned from this poll 269 votes, 
and proved only 112, Deducting the differenee, his vote stands 1,075, 
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The contestant was returned 131 votes, but proved 195. Adding the 
difference, his vote stands 978. 

I pass by Blackfish Township, in St. Francis County, where no elec- 
tion was held because of the default of the Democratic officers, and come 
to Independence Township, in Lee County, to which I have already re- 
ferred in my previousremarks, This is the county where, immediately 
at the close of the testimony of the first witness for the contestant, he 
was arrested for perjury, and where, according to the testimony of a 
number of other witnesses, which testimony I do not stop to read, in- 
timidation prevailed to such an extent that testimony for contestant 
could not be taken. 

Now, it is claimed with respect to this township—and reference to it 
is made in the majority and minority reports—it is claimed that there 
was, bythe pleading, a concession of 224 votes to the contestee. I deny 
it. Asamatterof pleading I deny it. The allegation of the contestee 
was not a separate and distinct one, but one whole statement to wit, 
that out of so many votes you got so many, I got so many. It is not 
to be separated. 

It was not, therefore, except as a whole, a concession. It was a con- 
cession and ‘an affirmation at the same time; and if the contestee seeks 
to take advantage of any technical rules of pleading, as he seems to 
want to do, then he must, if he claims his 224 votes, also give up the 
397 votes set up in the pleading. 

But upon a separate and distinct ground I deny that it was a con- 
cession, upon the ground that the whole allegation in the notice of 
contest was denied and putin issue by contestee. He not only denied 
that the contestant had received the number of votes claimed, but that 
he himself (the contestee) had received the number of votes claimed 
z Hy been conceded, and set up another number, to wit, 244 instead 
0 . 

Treating this precinct, then, as open to proof because of the successtul 
assault upon the integrity of the returns, and treating it upon the basis 
of the report filed by the majority of the committee, the contestant adds 
3 votes to those votes that he already has, making 981, and the con- 
testee would lose 224 votes, making him 851 and leaving a majority to 
the contestant of 130 votes. And I say to you gentlemen that, aside 
from that method of treating Independence Township, there is another 
method which, in my humble judgment, and I speak only for myself, 
is more in accordance with the rules of law, and that is this: The alle- 
gation of the contestant is, I received 397 votes and you received 224 
votes.” The burden being upon the contestant, he calls a witness who 
starts in to prove his case. The moment that witness goes off the stand 
he is arrested at the instance of the other party. Not only that, but 
threats are made and proclaimed broadcast to intimidate other witnesses 
and render it impossible for the contestant to make out his case. 

What is the law undersuch circumstances? Is it not horn-book law 
that everything is presumed against a man who suppresses evidence ? 
And what do you mean by everything? Why, in a case of this char- 
acter the law presumes that the allegation started out to be proven, and 
the proof of which was suppressed by intimidation, is presumed—taken 
to be proven; and I say, therefore, that the fairest way to deal with 
Independence Township is to count 397 votes for contestant and to count 
224 votes for contestee; and if you do that, then the result is 1,375 votes 
for the contestant and 1,299 for the contestee, or a majority of 76 votes 
for the contestant. 

Mr. Speaker, not to delay further, my proposition is this, and I be- 
lieve in it as honestly as I ever believed any proposition that it fell to 
my lot to champion: This certificate of election was obtained by the 
contestee by fraud. It is impossible to sustain his title unless you 
give effect to the intimidation of the contestant’s witnesses. If you 
take the testimony calmly, fairly, inpartially upon the part of the con- 
testant, uncontradicted, and count the votes for both, precinct by pre- 
cinct, in accordance with the rules of law recognized by the committee, 
it is impossible that you should arrive at any other conclusion than 
pe m contestant was elected by a majority of at least 76 votes. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I yield forty minutes to my col- 
leaugue on the committee, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, as I am now about to submit some re- 
marks to the jury who are impaneled and sworn to try this case accord- 
ing to the law and the evidence, I should be thankful to have their 
attention. 

The First district of Arkansas contains a white majority of 10,000 
voters. That district has been represented upon this floor for the past 
5 or twelve years by Democrats, without contest and without com- 
plaint. 

In the election of 1888 there was a candidate indorsed by the Re- 
publicans, who had previously been associated with the Democratie 
party. He appears asan Independent or Wheel candidate, Our friends 
upon the other side assert and ask yon to believe that a large number 
of Democrats voted against the Democratic nominee and for this In- 
dependent because he had been a Democrat and was a Wheeler. 

Mr. Speaker, there is in the case before us no contest as to the cor- 
rectness of the vote cast except in two counties. All the other counties 
of the district are white counties, and these two counties are the black 
counties, If the contestant received the Democratie vote which our 


a 


friends on the other side would have you to believe he received, he 
received them in the white counties. The returns from these counties 
3 any manner and are accepted by both sides as cor- 

From these returns it will be seen the sitting member received a 
majority over Featherston of more than 5,400 votes; so that he comes 
down to the black counties from the white counties, where Featherston 
is supposed or assumed to have received many Democratic votes; he 
comes from these counties to the black counties with an unimpeached 
majority over Featherston of over 5,400 votes. In theface of afactlike 
that, in the face of an undisputed fact like that, can you have the hard- 
ihood to claim that the contestant in this case stood on any higher or 
better ground before the people of the district than he would have oc- 
capiet if he had been a Republican and the regular nominee of his 
party 

You are in the habit of claiming that suchand such a district belongs 
to the Republicans, because it has a colored majority. Here you face 
a district with a white majority, and to avoid the result of your own 
reasoning you claim that the contestant was a Democrat and received 
Democratic votes, A complete reply to your position is found in the 
record, which shows, and is not questioned, that the Democratic coun- 
ties gave Cate more than 5,000 majority. 

Mr. Speaker, this case is most extraordinary. Itisanew departure, 
In it the majority seek to establish new rules of law, new rules of con- 
struction, and new rules ofevidence. With 1,300 and more majority, 
Mr. Cate obtained the certificate. A contest is instituted, it comes be- 
fore the Committee on Elections, and is ably argued by distinguished 
counsel for the contestant. Yousee from his brief that the contestant 
is represented by W. W. Dudley, better known, perhaps, as ‘‘ Blocks-of- 
five” Dudley. . 

It was refreshing to hear that notorious gentleman discuss before 
the Committee on Elections the ‘‘importance of the purity of the 
ballot, the necessity of protecting and granting to the voter the un- 
trammeled and free right to vote as he pleased.“ Why, when I heard 
him, my friends, to use the simile of my distinguished friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GREENHALGE], whom I see in his seat, but who I 
do not believe honors me with his attention, I tnought I would say, 


* this is the devil quoting Seripture;“ but it occurred to me that while 


this notorious Indianian might not be, as my distinguished friend from 
Massachusetts is, a civil-service reformer, yet he was not “the devil,“ 
and I very well knew that what he was quoting to the committee was 
not Scripture. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iwould ask whether the character of W. W. Dud- 
ley, the attorney for the contestant in this case, is in controversy or 
whether it is a question as to the right of the sitting member, Mr, 
Care, to hold his seat in this House. Mr. Speaker, I want to say—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia only 
yielded for a question, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to enter my protest against 
attacking the character of a man who upon the field of battle [laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side] in defense of his country, lost a limb, and 
whose life I challengeany living human being to attack. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] And I point this House to the contest from the 


First district of Indiana, with only 20 majority for the sitting member, 


that they are unable to prove a single charge against the Republicans 
of that State of the improper use of money where they say this blocks- 
of-five’’ letter went. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CRISP. I am very sure I have said nothing to provoke this 
outburst on the part of my friend from Indiana, 

Mr. CHEADLE. You have attacked the character of Colonel Dud- 
ley, who is not a member of this House. You accused him of an of- 
fense and I deny it. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the Speaker. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President was received, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries. He also announced that the President, on 
the 27th of February, 1890, had approved an act of the following title: 

An act (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's 
Lake agency, North Dakota. 

He also announced that the following act was approved March 1, 
1890: 

An act (H. R. 3923) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Bliss, 
Texas, the sale or removal of the improvements, and foranew site and 
the construction of suitable buildings thereon. 


FEATHERSTON VS. CATE. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I repeat that I have said nothing to oc- 
casion this outburst on the part of my friend from Indiana. I have 
spoken of a man’s reputation throughout the country, the general re- 
pute in which he is held, and I have not done that unkindly. 
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I was illustrating the peculiarities of this case; that is all. I was 
saying that the counsel who appeared before the committee to urge the 
importance of a free ballot and a fair count” had sucha reputation in 
the country as that, when he made such an argument, it did not oc- 
cur to his hearers that he strongly believed what he said. Were you 
never struck with the different effect the same words produce upon the 

ublic mind when used by different men? That was the idea that 
Fintended to suggest, and I was following out a simile of my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENHALGE], who, the other day, adopted 
a line of this sort which I am sure gave no offense. 

And, Mr. Speaker, to follow that further I might say—and I hope 
this will not be offensive to my friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE ]— 
that when I fonnd that I could not say This is the devil quoting 
Scripture,” and when I heard the counsel [Mr. Dudley] talking about 
the importance of a pure ballot and of protecting the people from cor- 
ruption at the polls, I thought of that negro rhyme which has been pre- 
served to us by a distinguished Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE], and I will give the House the benefit of it: 

De bi r dat you see de smoke 
De less de fire will be; 


And de leastest kind ob um 
Climbs de biggest kind ob tree, 


De nigger at the old camp-ground 
Dat can loudest sing and shout, 

Is agwine to rob some hen-roost 
Befo’ de week is out. 


[ Laughter. ] 

Well, Mr. Speaker, the case progressed, and when we met to decide 
it our friends on the committee, without giving us any reason, decided 
in favor of Featherston. I was very anxious to see their report. I 
had always understood that the report of a committee made in an elec- 
tion contest should state to the House the law and the facts upon 
which it was based, and, with my view of the case, I was exceedingly 
anxious to see that report. I have it, gentlemen. Have any of you 
read it? Do not all speak at once. Have any of you read it? 

This report, Mr. Speaker, I hope I may, without disrespect toany one, 
characterize as a curiosity in American literature. The first twenty- 
two pages of it contain what purports to be evidence in this case. Now, 
sir, if there is any one distinguishing characteristic of the American 
people it is a love of and a desire to see fair play. There is no Jaw that 
can be pointed to on the statute-books regulating the trial of a cause, 
however petty, but that recognizes—there is no just- minded man, what- 
ever his politics, but will recognize, the propriety and the necessity, in 
the ascertainment of the truth, of granting to either party to a cause no- 
tice of the time and place when the cause is to be tried and an oppor- 
tunity to be present and participate in the trial. The act providing 
for the taking of testimony in election cases says that— 

Either party may take the deposition of witnesses by giving to the oppo- 


site party notice in writing of the time, the place, and the names of the wit- 
nesses to be examined. 


Mr. Speaker, it is no technical point that I make when I say 
that in this case that law has been utterly disregarded. It is not for 
you, sir, or for any other man, to measure what injury is done to me 
when you try my case in my absence and without notice tome. Iam 
entitled to notice, that I may be there to confront the witnesses and 
cross-examine them. But in this case there is no pretense of a written 
notice. There is absolute y no pretense of it. In the record it will 
appear that the contestant gave the contestee, or his counsel, written 
notice that ata certain time and place he would examine two witnesses, 
naming them, Milton Powell and the clerk, who testifies solely as to 
the poll-list. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that there is notin the 


record any notice that they would take the testimony of those two wit- 


nesses, but there is notice that they would take the testimony of wit- 
nesses ‘‘ whose names are upon the attached list,” which attached list 
was in possession of Perham when he was murdered, and is out of the 
record. It contains 250 names, If the gentleman will look in the 
record he will see that those two names are not in the notice. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, that statement of my friend from Illinois 
illustrates the manner and method in which these gentlemen wish 
you to try this case. The gentleman was particular to say that this 
man was ‘‘ murdered,” 

Mr. ROWELL. He was. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, that has no more to do with this case than the 
man inthe moon, 

Mr, ROWELL. He was the commissioner taking the testimony in 
this case, and he was murdered, and the testimony was not sent here 
by him, but by his administrator. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He had ceased taking the testimony in this case 
sixty days before he was killed. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; and after he had finished taking this testimony 
he got into a difficulty, perhaps, and was killed; and yet gentlemen 
seek to make it appear that he was killed on account of this case. 

His killing was entirely unconnected with this case, and that illus- 
trates one of our causes of complaint here. The gentlemen on the 
other side have assumed to try this case upon hearsay evidence with- 


out notice to and in the absence of contestee, and then have the hardi- 
hood upon that sort of a trial to ask yon to find that the duly elected 
member shall be ejected from his seat. 

But to come to Crittenden County, I say there is no pretense of a 
written notice. You will bear in mind, gentlemen, those of you who 
are members of the bar, that the written notice required by the law 
is very important. Those who have practiced in courts of record know 
that the court will not enforce an agreement between counsel that is 
not in writing. Why? Because there may be an unseemly contro- 
versy or wrangle between counsel as to what was the effect of the agree- 
ment, and the court would find it difficult, if not impossible, to de- 
termine whatit was. Therefore the court will not enforce such an 
agreement. That is a just and a wise rule. 

In this case the law says that when you want to take testimony you 
shall give written notice. Why? So that there shall be no dispute as 
to the fact whether or not notice was given. You must state the names 
of the witnesses in your notice. Why? So that the opposite party 
may know whom you are going to examine, and prepare himself to 
meet the examination. This case illustrates the importance and ne- 
cessity and the virtue of that Jaw. 

There is in this case an affidavit by the counsel representing Mr. 
Featherston that he did tell one of the counsel of Mr, Cate that he 
would proceed to take testimony in a law office in Memphis. The 
counsel for Mr. Cate denies on oath that there was any such notice 
given. There isa happy and a forceful illustration of the propriety 
and necessity of written notice, which speaks for itself and can not be 
disputed. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania seeks to weaken the force of the 
affidavit of the counsel of Judge Cate and to strengthen the force of 
the affidavit of the counsel of Mr. Featherston by saying one is in the 
record and the other is er parte. Mr. Speaker, both are ex parte! 
Under the law, the notary taking evidence must send it up as soon as 
possible to the Clerk of the House of Representatives; the Clerk must 
give notice to the respective parties as to when he will open that testi- 
mony, so that they may appear, and he may determine what part of 
it shall be printed and what part shall not be printed. 

In this case the Clerk gave that notice to the respective parties. Mr. 
Cate appeared here in pursuance of the notice. When he got here the 
counsel for contestant said ‘‘a part of the evidence is not here.” The 
Clerk, without any special authority, but without objection, granted 
further time to allow that evidence to come in; and he fixed a date, 
Mr. Cate waited here beyond the date which the Clerk had fixed as 
the time within which the testimony should be filed. 

After that time had expired—after Mr. Cate had left the city— 
then the evidence came in from a notary public in the city of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and that notary certified that evidence after the date 
when it ought to have been filed in the committee-room. Mr. Cate 
never saw or knew of the existence of that evidence until the record 
was printed. 

The first knowledge that he had of that testimony was when a copy 
of the printed record was sent to him by the Clerk. When he saw that 
evidence in the record he objected to it; when he filed his brief he ex- 
cepted to it; he said it was illegal; he said it was improper and should 
not be considered. The majority in this masterly report undertake 
to show that contestee is estopped fram raising auy question of want 
of notice, because they say he did not do so at the first opportunity. 
They say to you distinctly that they do not ask you to hold that ex 
parte evidence may be considered in an election vase. 

Bearing thatin mind, gentlemen: Iask you to point out any partof 
this record which will authorize you to consider one particle of the 
Memphis testimony, unless you do expressly hold that ex parte evidence 
may be considered in contested-election cases. The gentlemen under- 
take in their report to answer this, which they call a technical point, 
by saying that the evidence appears in the record. That is the first 
thing they say. So it does; it improperly appears in the record, as the 
history that I have related shows, 

Then they say that Judge Cate did not except to it as soon as he 
might have done. Isay to you the evidence shows that he excepted 
to it the first time he came in any kind of contact with it or knew of 
its existence. There was no Committee on Elections in session; there 
was no House of Representatives in session; but when he sat down to 
make a brief that might come before the Committee on Elections when 
organized, he stated in that brief that he objected to that evidence be- 
cause it was ex parte, because it was taken without notice. Ah, but,” 
say the gentlemen on the other side in their report, he does not show 
that he could disprove it; and before you can set aside a judgment pro 
confesso you must show the court that some substantial right can be 
set up in your defense.” 

I admit the law, but I deny its application in this case. Here is a 
case where the application to put these affidavits in the record as evi- 
dence must come from the contestant, and not from the contestee. The 
counsel of the contestant in his brief recognizes that to be true. Yet 
my friends on the other side shift the burden. Think of it for a mo- 


ment. Here is evidence in the record which is confessedly illegally 
there; it is there without notice; it is therein such away that the con- 
testee neyer saw it; and when he comes at the frst opportunity and 
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objects to it, the other side insist he must show that he can success- 
fully disprove the facts set up in that so-called evidence. 
ow, listen to what the counsel for the contestant says on that ques- 
tion; see how he differs from the distinguished gentlemen who made 
up this majority report: 
Ido not find in the printed record notice to take depositions at Memphis, 


Tenn. Mr. Eldridge attorney of Mr. Featherston, swears that notice was 
given to Mr, Berry, the attorney of the contestee. z 

There is what this gentleman says. 

Now, the attorney of Mr. Cate swears that no such notice was given. 
Can you give any reason why, in that state of facts, you should find that 
the testimony of the attorney for Mr. Featherston is trae and the testi- 
mony of the attorney of Judge Cate is false? Is there any reason why 
you should do it? Is there not great reason why you should not do it 
when the plain language of the statute says that written notice shall 
be given to take testimony? 

Now, see what this gentleman says should be done with this evidence: 

No matter about the notice; the evidence taken there is of a character that 
the House will— 

Do what? 
will either accept it as true or give contestant time to prove it. 

Not give the contestee opportunity to disprove it; but if you do not 
accept it as true, then you will give the contestant an opportunity to 
put it in legal form. 

I assume, gentlemen of the House, that no man who values his rep- 
utation for fairness, uprightness, and justice will go before his con- 
stituents or the world and say that he can justly try a man without 
notice, in his absence, and bind him by the proof so taken. Unless you 
hold that, then this Memphis evidence is out of the case and can not 
in any wise be considered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want tosay a little about the facts of this case 
as to three precincts. 

I do not propose to reply to gentlemen on the other side who have 
addressed vou. I do not propose to follow them intoany discussion of the 
general political situation in Arkansas. Ido not propose to follow them 
in discussing the character of any election except that of November, 
1888. I propose to argue this case upon the facts as they appear in the 
record. 

First, I call your attention to Scanlan’s precinct, about which you 
have heard so much. In this report the majority deduct from the 
contestee 61 votes returned for him, and give to the contestant 71 
more votes than were returned for him, If you will take the testi- 
mony upon which this is done, you will find that there is absolutely 
no satisfactory evidence as to where this vote comes from. Here are 
the sworn returns of the officers. They are impeached only in this 
way, that one witness says—his name is Johnson—he counted 73 who 
voted the Republican ticket, 

His deposition was taken in Memphis. No right to cross-examine 
the witness was ever accorded to us, no right to deny his statement 
was ever accorded to us, and on that kind of testimony, on that state- 
ment—that this man saw 73 men vote for the contestant—this com- 
mittee reject the whole return. They take from the contestee 61 votes, 
every vote that was certified to him, and give to the contestant 73 
votes when he only received 2, and ask this House to agree that that 
is the fair way to determine an election! Why, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
gentlemen to think about it fora moment. Here is a certified return 
made by sworn officers. 

One witness, not an intelligent witness at all, one witness swears that 
he saw 73 men voting the Republican ticket. No tally-listis presented, 
no evidence that he kept a tally, simply depending on his memory; 
and yet, on that evidence, taken in Memphis, taken without notice, 
without opportunity to cross-examine that witness or opportunity to 
rebut the testimony, the Committee on Elections takes from contestee 
61 votes and adds to the vote of contestant 71 votes. 

Could such a proposition as that be tolerated fora moment in any 
assembly on earth except in one where partisan prejudice obscures the 
the eyes and the judgment of the triers of the case? 

Ah! but says the gentleman, this tin ballot-box was used there. I 
do not think the evidence establishes that at all, but I shall not stop 
to consider it. They claim that the Memphis evidence shows that 
twenty-one boxes were used in Crittenden County—boxes of this char- 
acter. The evidence shows, if it.shows they were bought at all, that 
they were bonght for the September, not for the November election, 
and the only evidence about them at all is the Memphis testimony, 
which is entitled to no standing in this case. 

But look at the vote in Crittenden County, where you say there wasa 
great deal of fraud and intimidation, and what do you ind? Von find that 
the contestee received, all told 460 votes, and the Republican ticket 1,660 
votes. Where is the great effect accomplished by that box, even if used? 

But just here let me refer a moment to the conduct of contestee in 
this case in the matter of getting in the evidence. He manifested to- 
ward the contestant the most liberal and generous spirit as to the whole 
subject, He went to him and said. Sir, there is some dispute as to 
Phillips County. Let us, you and I, go over there, look into the facts, 
agree upon the result, and put it in the record.” 

Then again he went to him in the office of his attorney, Judge Me- 


Clure, at Memphis, and in his presence said, Let us go into Critten- 
den County; let us see if we can not ourselves agree upon a statement 
of the facts. If this gentleman, the contestant, had been actuated by 
an honest desire to ascertain the truth, would he not have accepted 
such a proposition as that? Up to that time there had been no word 
of intimidation there, 

The contestant said to him, Sir, I accede to your proposition. I will 
meet you at Marion, the county seat, on such a day. We will go 
there and examine the returns and agree upon the facts.“ The con- 
testee, trne to his promise, appeared at the place, but the contestant 
failed to meet him there, Instead of meeting the contestee according 
to the agreement, and together ascertaining the facts from reliable 
sources, he went to Memphis and in a law office there, without notice 
to and in the absence of contestee and his attorneys, gets up this so- 
called evidence and then withholding it until after the time fixed 
for filing it with the Clerk, aiter contestee had left this city, presents 
it and gets it printed as part of the record. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time ofthe gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield the gentleman ten minutes more. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, so much for Scanlan. Now you 
come to Cat Island. I want to show you about Cat Island. In Cat 
Island the majority of the committee deduct 73 votes from the contestee 
and add 73 votes to the contestant, and putting them together make 
146 votes, and they deduct 146 from the majority of the contestee. 

Now, right here let me make plain the process adopted by the ma- 
jority. By this report they figure out Featherston elected by 86 ma- 
jority. They give you a detailed statement of how they arrive at that 
result. Now, if I succeed in showing you that in any one of these 
precincts they have deducted from Mr. Cate unjustly and illegally 86 
or more votes, then yon understand the case for the contestant breaks 
down. If in any one of these precincts I show you that they have 
illegally deducted 86 or more votes from Cate, then on their own theory 
Featherston is not elected. 

Now, take Cat Island. The evidence respecting Cat Island has been 
read to you, and [have not the time to read it again. Onewitnessin the 
case swears that there were 25 white voters, although my friend 
only admits that there 12 or 15. But, passing from that, I wish to show 
you how they deal with this precinct. They say the returns show 120 
for Featherston and 88 for Cate. The returns show a majority for the 
contestant. I read from the majority report: 

Tn this case, assuming the er ee to be true and we do not doubt that 
it is true—it appears that before the election every provision looking to a fair 
and honest election was violated, and that after the election every altempt to 
show the true vote was suppressed by the partisans of the contestes, 

We think the proof clearly shows that the contestee could not have received 
more than 15 votes in Cat Island Township, if that many. Therefore, we give 
to the contestant 73 votes more were returned for him and deduct 73 from 
the vote returned for contestee. 

Now, mark you, there is not a particle of evidence that that many 
people voted for the contestant; but they say the evidence shows there 
are not more than 15 Democrats in the district and there are 208 total 
votes, and we will give to Cate all the Democrats in the district and 
give all the Republicans in the district to Featherston. I like to quote 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr.GREENHALGE]. He told us the 
other day an anecdote, and it illustrates the position of the majority 
in this case, He said: 

I remember that once an ostentatious showman exhibited a sword, and said 
“This is the sword that Balaam had.” Then some strict constructionist of 
biblical literature said: “But, my friend, you make a mistake; Balaam had 
no sword, but only wished for one.” Well,“ said the showman, this is the 
sword he wished for.” 

(Laughter. ] 

When my friends on the other side say to us This is the vote that 
Featherston received at Cat Island,” the minority, appealing to the 
record, say, Nou are mistaken; he did not receive that majority at 
Cat Island. He only wished for it.“ [Laughter.] Then,“ say the 
majority, This is the vote he wished for, and we will count it for him.“ 
[Laughter. ] 

There is absolutely no evidence that this vote was polled for him. 
They are taking what they call the normal vote. It was a rainy day, 
a bad day, and yet they count the halt, the lame, and the blind.“ 
This new rule, set up for the first time in this case, might simplify elec- 
tions all over the country. All the majority here has got to do is to take 
the census, see what is the population, in the north prove by some 
witness that a majority belong to their party, in the south show there 
are more blacks than whites, assume the blacks to be Republicans, and 
select the man the majority here want to represent the district. 

This rule works very well for you at Cat Island, but taking the whole 
First district of Arkansas it does not work so well, because a majority 
of the voters of the district are white. But perhaps you are not 
concerned about consistency. It strikes me you are not. Take this 
report on Scanlan. You say the evidence impeaches the integrity of 
the return, and you wipe out everything but the vote you claim to have 
proved for Featherston. 


In Cat Island you change the rule. You accept the returns so far as 


they show the aggregate number of votes cast. You disregard it for 
all other purposes. You give to the contestant all the votes that you 
think ought to have been polled for him, and you give to the sitting 
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member 15, because you say there are in the district 15 Democrats who 
might have voted for him. 

Now, seriously, do you believe that you can stand before an intelli- 
gent constituency on a decision like that, or do you assume that be- 
cause this district is in the South, where the people have been slandered 
and traduced for years, yon can presume upon the credulity of your 
own people and thus escape responsibility ? f 

One other precinct, and I have done: Independence precinct, in 
Lee County. There were no strange ballot-boxes at that precinct. It 
is not claimed by anybody that this ballot-box enters into the case 
there. Three managers of election swear that the return is true. Two 
clerks of election swear that the return is true. The evidence tends to 
show, although there is some dispute abont it, that two United States 
supervisors were appointed atthis precinct. On that state of facts this 
vote was certified, 224 for Cate and 89 Featherston. Five election 
officers swear that that return is true. Now, how is that return im- 

ed? Icall the attention of every gentleman here to the only 
evidence in the record which is relied on to impeach that vote, and 
if gentlemen can produce any other evidence upon that point they will 
have an opportunity in reply. One colored man, Milton Powell—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

é Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iyield the gentleman from Georgia three min- 
utes more. 

Mr. CRISP. I think I can get through in that time. One colored 
man, I say, Milton Powell, swears that he was present and saw 92 men 
vote the Republican ticket, Mari you, the Republican candidate was 
credited with 89 votes, There is no evidence that this man Powell 
kept a list; there is no evidence that he put down the names; there is 
no evidence as to any of these 92 votes except the statement of this 
one colored man, not over-intelligent at that, who says he was present 
and saw 92 men vote the Republican ticket at Independence. On that 
evidence the Committee on Elections destroy this return. 

No fraudulent ballot-box there, no intimidation, not a word impeach- 
ing the integrity of the officers of the election; nothing but this one 
colored man swearing that he saw 92 men vote the ticket at that pre- 
cinct, 3 more than were given the Republican candidate by the return. 
Without a list, without a tally, how liable he was, how liable any man 
would be, to be mistaken upon a point like this—a discrepancy of 
only 3! 

On this evidence alone the majority of the committee determine the 
return to be fraudulent; they disregard it. They deduct from Cate 
224 votes and they add to Featherston 3 more than the 89, giving him 
92. That 224 votes, restored to Cate, as it must be in any fair tribu- 
nal, would overcome nearly three times over the majority which the 
committee find in favor of Featherston. Are you going to ratify that? 
Our friends on the other side, in arguing this case, seem to avoid de- 
tails and figures, They keep far off from the facts established by the 
legal evidence. Cold, hard facts operate as a restraint upon their imag- 
inations. 

They do not want to go intodetails. When you examine the facts in 
this case, there is no theory upon which Featherston can be seated, and, 
Mr. Speaker, I do not believe it was seriously expected by the contest- 
ant at the inception of this contest that more would be done than to 
turn Mr. Cate out of his seat. 

I do not believe it ever occurred to him or his counsel that they 
would get a judgment of the Committee on Elections or of the House 
that Featherston was entitled to the seat, I think their idea was that 
they would by this illegal evidence so work upon the passions and 
prejudices of the House, averring such indiscriminate killing and in- 
-timidation, that you would hold there had been no fair expression of 
the popular will and the election was void. In my opinion this giving 
the seat to Featherston was unlooked for; the committee give them 
more than they really expected. 

This is the first time in the history of this House when, without evi- 
dence or upon ex parte evidence, taken outside of the district and out- 
side of the State, a committee have assumed to strike down a certified 
majority for one man and to count a majority for another, when the 
evidence shows beyond doubt that other did not receive a majority of 
the votes polled. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, originally I had not intended to take 
part in this discussion, and I do not intend now to occupy very much 
of the time of the House; but while I do speak I intend to talk in lan- 
guage so plain that there will be no misunderstanding of my meaning, 
and I charge here and now that the apparent majority through which 
the contestee obtained title to a seat in this House was procured 
through crime of the very highest character, and through fraud inex- 
cusable, perpetrated by his friends, of which he was the beneficiary, 
and without which his apparent majority would have been a minority. 

Now, I hope there is no misunderstanding of the meaning of that lan- 

age. My brother on the committee, my friend from Georgia [Mr. 

RISP], tells us that it is a peculiar trait of the American people to love 
fairplay. Did the hundred bandits, armed with Winchester rifles, who 
seized the officials and other people of Crittenden County and exiled 
them under pain of death, belong to that class of the American people 
who love fair play? [Applause on the Republican side.] Did that 
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member of that bandit band who was the attorney for the contestee in 
Crittenden County and who stood up and saw the contestant, who was 
there for the purpose of taking testimony, getting out of Crittenden 
County in order to save his life—did he belong to that portion of the 
American people who love fair play? 

Did the people of that town who saw two attorneys standing in the 
cold rain without shelter and withont food for two days, until at last 
they had to abandon the attempt to take testimony, did they belong 
to that portion of the Anglo-Saxon race who, as my friend says, love 
fair play? [Applause on the Republican side.] Gentlemen upon the 
other side do not seem to understand that there is any other testimony 
to be considered in this case than the testimony that affects some par- 
ticular precinct returns, I want to say to gentlemen on the other side 
that the presumptions which surround returns made by honest men 
are very different from the presumptions which attach to returns made 
by conspirators and ballot-box stuffers. 

Returns nowhere amount to anything but prima facieevidence. No 
law book ever gave them any higher dignity than that they are prima 
facie true. But when the returns are made and the election is held 
by a band of conspirators there is not any validity belonging to such 
returns. 

Now, why do we introduce this ballot-box? Why do we introduce 
the evidence of an armed revolution—an unpardonable crime that 
ought to stir the blood of every man that loves his country? Why do 
we introduce the evidence that the governor of the great State of Ar- 
kansasallows one hundred armed men—one-fourth of all the white men 
in Crittenden County—to expel from their positions the legal officers 
of that county, and raises not his hand to vindicate the law, whereas 
he ought to have used all the power of that great State to restore those 
men to their offices? Why do we prove, and bring before the House, 
the fact that, instead of restoring that county judge and that county 
clerk to offices to which the people had elected them, he takes from the 
band of conspirators the men who with rifles in their hands had ex- 
pelled these officers and appoints them to these positions? 

I will tell you why we bring thisin? Because the armed rebellion 
proves an intent to prevent an honest election and an honest return in 
that county, so far as the colored Republicans were concerned. It 
proves that 400 white men of that county were willing to commit the 
crime of treason and to trast their fate in the hands of the governor to 
overturn the lawful authority of that county. And you, gentlemen, 
think it is not any crime. I tell you we have reached that day in the 
history of the United States when the people have determined that the 
Constitution which enfranchised the black man shall no longer be nulli- 
fied [applause], and wherever and in whatever section anybody raises 
his hand to nullify that article of the Constitution he will find the whole 
power of this great Government protecting the weakest of its citizens 
in the right to vote and have his vote counted. [Applause.] 

In that county you work an armed revolution; you put the revolu- 
tionists into office; you immediately revoke the commissions of the elec- 
tion judges appointed according to law, and you revoke them without 
authority of law; and one of your bandits appoints a new set of judges 
without authority of law. What does that mean? It proves anintent 
to engage in a conspiracy to prevent an honest election. Your sheriff 
procured those ballot-boxes; and they themselves prove an intent to 
have an unfair election; and whose ever hands he put them into, who- 
ever accepted them for ballot-boxes with that cupola on top, becomes 
himself a conspirator. 

What is the object of introducing that kind of testimony? To show 
that the men who presided over the election machinery of that county, 
who received and certified the returns, who held the election, were 
willing and ready to perpetrate a fraud just to the extent that they 
could make that fraud available; and, therefore, whenever you come 
down to a single precinct you come to an election held by a set of men 
appointed in the manner I have stated, and you take with suspicion 
everything that they do. Consequently it takes vastly less evidence to 
overthrow the work that they performed than it would to overthrow 
the work of three men who loved fair play. 

Just for example [ take the precinct of Scanlau, where one of those 
ballot-boxes went and where the judves were these illegally appointed 
election officers, appointed by a bandit judge. Now we do notattempt 
to change a single precinct upon this general proposition of fraud. In 
no case where we refuse to accept the return do we fail to go down to 
the precinct itself and attack it. Here there are returned tor the con- 
testee 62 votes, for the contestant 2 votes. There are nine white men 
in the whole precinct, the only Democrats there; but occasionally they 
succeed in getting a few black Republicans to vote with them, and they 
have gone up sometimes as high as 20 votes. You get 62. 

We get 2 ont of 125 or 130 Republican votes in that township; and 
that, too, after you had expelled the Republican officials of that county 
and the Republican leaders and thereby consolidated the 2,500 Repub- 
lican voters of Crittenden County and had fixed in their minds a reso- 
lution to stand solidly together at the polls and vindicate their right 
to freedom and to suffrage. And when we prove that 73 of those men 
voted to the certain knowledge of the witness, and that large numbers 
more voted, and your report shows that only 2 voted, we throw it out. 
It was tainted from the beginning. The box was a fraudulent box. It 
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was in the hands of conspirators; and the return itself shows that it 


was a fraud a dirty, mean, despicable fraud, because it was committed by 
white men against the poor, the weak, and the humble of the county. 

I now go to Independence Township, in another county. A witness 
who my friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] says was an ignorant wit- 
ness was put upon the stand to prove the issue. He stood a cross-ex- 
amination of nearly two days, and such an examination as any white 
man of that county might be proud of. He proved that the return 
made from that township was false. And as he stepped from the wit- 
ness-box he was arrested. The authorized agent and attorney of the 
contestee went upon the street, where hundreds of witnesses were wait- 
ing, and proclaimed that whoever came there to swear to a lie would 
meet the fate of Powell and be immediately arrested; and he had 
already explained what he meant by “swearing to a lie:’’ swearing 
to such a state of facts as impeached the validity of the returns. Of 
course, that ended the taking of testimony about that township then. 

Do you know that when those judges of that county made return of 
the vote they left off 239 votes for Congressman that they gave to Mr. 
Harrison? you know that in the return sent to the State authori- 
ties there were 239 votes less for Congressman than there were for 
President? And we have notcounted that full number. That is some 
more of your ‘‘ fair play.“ They did not expect in Arkansas to carry 
the State for the Republican national ticket; but they did expect in 
the First district to elect Mr. Featherston; and hence they worked. 
But when those ballots came out of the box, or rather when the return 
was made of what came out of the box, 239 Congressional votes failed 
to be returned; and it is a part of the judicial history of this country 
that every one of those election officers is to-day under indictment for 
falsifying the returns and clipping the name of Featherston off of those 
tickets after they had been voted. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no time nor desire to go into details. That Mr. 
Cate was not elected under these circumstance, that his majority would 
have been altogether overcome by the excess the contestant should 
have received in Crittenden over what he did get, is an absolute truth. 

The only question is whether Mr. Featherston, under this record, is 
entitled to the seat. Bearing in mind you must examine the case ac- 
cording to the circumstances which surround it, there is no question 
that he was elected. 

You say we took testimony in Memphis, You say the contestee made 
an agreement to go over to Crittenden County and make an arrangement 
about the facts: There were six hundred and odd votes on the return 
from that county which that usurping clerk had refused to certify to the 
authorities of the State. He had done more than that, and had refused 
to give a certified transcript to the contestant. But the contestant’s at- 
torney finally made an arrangement by which the contestee’s attorney 
should go over there and he should have that certificate. 

The contestee’s attorney, being a member of the rifle gang, standing 
in its ranks when the law had been outraged by the expulsion of these 

ple, went there, but he would only let a certification of these with- 
eld returns go out of the clerk’s hands under a certificate he himself 
had dictated; and, because of that fact and the form of certificate so 
dictated, in the report of the minority it is said that is not sufficient 
evidence upon which to count those votes. They, contestant and his 
attorneys, went into the county at Crawfordsville to take testimony. 
They not only could get no place to stay, but they could not get any 
place to get in out of the inclemency of the weather. There was no in- 
vestigation at Crawfordsville. It became so hot and dangerous that a 
friend of Mr. Featherston got him out of town and out of the county 
to save his life. The contestee’s attorney, being a notary, had agreed 
to act as commissioner in taking the testimony at Crawfordsville, but, 
when the time came, refused to keep his agreement. 

The people threatened and declared that there should be no investi- 
gation. Everything showed that danger was imminent, and under these 
circumstances attorney for contestant notified the attorney for contestee 
that the place for taking this testimony would be changed to Memphis, 
across the river from Crittenden County, giving notice of the time and 


Your objection is that the notice of change was not given in writing, 
and that you were, therefore, authorized to disregard it, to keep away, 
and refuse to cross-examine the witnesses, and then come here and 
move to suppress the testimony. 

You—I mean the contestee or his friends make it impossible to take 
testimony under the written notice, and then invoke this technical ob- 
jection. Gentlemen, the law is not such foolishness. The law was 
never rightly invoked to protect outrage and rascality. The law in 
election cases laid down in this House authorized, under these cireum- 
stances, the taking of testimony in that way and establishes the bind- 
ing effect upon the contestee of that testimony. 

Every precinct charged in this report of the committee was attacked 
by evidence, but before its attack the proof of conspiracy had been es- 
tablished, thus tainting the precinct and authorizing the attack and the 
rejection of the returns on the smallest amountof testimony. That is 
the way this majority was overthrown. That is the way this report 
is made up. Not by considering the testimony of one precinct, but by 
considering all of the testimony that appears in the record on the whole 
situation in the particular county. 


Why, they called witnesses in one county by the hundred, and we 
have not counted anywhere by 15 as many as we are entitled to in that 
precinct about which the witnesses testified. In Independence precinct 
a proposition of law is involved. Whoever by his unlawful act prevents 
the taking of testimony intended to prove an allegation upon which 
issue is joined thereby admits the truth of the testimony already taken 
and that it proyes whatever it purports to prove, whatever it tends to 
prove, and therefore the testimony of Powell must be taken as abso- 
lutely true. 

One word further. As I said, I did not intend to argue this case. 
I only rose to say that it isa part of the public history in this country 
that wherever there is a black district in the United States there the 
white people ignore the rights of the humble poor and regard them- 
selves as doing patriotic and religious services in depriving the black 
man of his vote. 

In magazine articles, in newspaper editorials everywhere, they pro- 
claim their doctrine that this is a white man’s country; that they will 
not submit to black domination. And that proclamation comes in to 
taint with suspicion every ballot-box in a black district where the re- 
turns do not go out according to party divisions, I want to say once 
more that the irrepressible conflict has come to an issue again; that 
that which was apologized for buta few years ago isnow boldly defended. 
There is no other issue in American politics so paramount as the one 
issue of the maintenance of constitutional right; the right of every en- 
franchised citizen to vote and havehis vote counted; no other issue be- 
fore the American people where there is a so fixed determination that 
a change shall be made as this one. And I notify you and all the world 
that the time has come to put an end to murder and the shifting of bal- 
lot-boxes, to false returns and forcible revolution and rebellion against 
the powers of the United States in order to overthrow the right to vote 
of the black man. The wheel is rolling on, both the Wheel of the farm- 
ers of Arkansas and the wheel of progress, and the man who stands in 
1455 my impeding its movement, will be crushed to the earth. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time allotted to 
me I shall not undertake to do more than to point out to the House, and 
especially to our Republican friends on the otherside—and I ask their 
attention for a brief moment—what I regard as the true evil and the 
vice and the falsehood and the corruption and the forgery of all the evi- 
dence in any way relating to Crittenden County. 

The majority of the Committee on Elections have been pleased to 
base this case upon a conspiracy alleged to exist by the Democrats of 
not only the one portion of the State of Arkansas, not involving a few 
officers in one county or in one district, but reaching from the governor 
of the State down to the constabulary force in its humblest form all 
over the entire State, 

It is a little remarkable what relish the patriot may be found to have 
for a little bias and a little abuse of a State. Why it is so I can not 
conceive. But there is a principle of human nature, and the great 
Athenian knew it when in his immortal reply to Æschines he said: 

When grave charges are preferred against a portion of the people, their ene- 
mies listen with no mean alacrity and credulity to the charges, but with great 
aversion to any testimony and proof to contradict it. 

Such a mind is disordered; such a mind has surely no place in this 
commonwealth. 

But I have no time now to go into these points. I desire to assert in 
the hearing of this House that all the testimony taken in the city of 
Memphis, involving this question of conspiracy and that fraudulent 
ballot-box, is a bald, bold forgery in all its particulars, 

Thus far you do not know anything about the original depositions 
and the original work done in this case. You have been looking at the 
printed record, and here is the original record, apart from all questions 
of notice, apart from the place where it was taken, apart from the men 
that took it. This fact is apparent in the depositions, not a man of 
whom signed them excepting the man Eldridge, the lawyer. The offi- 
cers do not state that they signed them. They were taken by a patent 
short-hand machine by Mr. Chalmers, who is contesting Mr. MoRGAN’Ss 
seat, and who took his depositions in Memphis likewise, and produced 
the depositions from his box, and who was complimented the other day 
before the Election Committee in having a key known to no living man 
but himself; a key possessed only by the inventor, was what Mr. Chal- 
mers said when he was again before us with his box and contraptions; 
and I think he told the truth. 

And that is the man that took with his box the testimony of 27 peo- 
ple, 23 of whom were negroes, not one of whom signed the deposition 
himself, and writes it out on the typewriter and signs all the signa- 
tures by the typewriter. This is the case with all of them except Eld- 
ridge, the lawyer. He alone signed his own deposition, I suppose, for 
it is in writing, and I suppose he signed it. Why? use he knew 
what he was doing. This man James that testifies about the ballot- 
box never signed his own deposition; that is, the deposition that is 
before this House. The typewriter signed James’s name to it. 

Now, I submit this question to the House, The graver the offense 
the more circumspect of course should be the admission of testimony. 


A man arraigned for treason, or for murder, or a conspiracy, reaching 
down and affecting the suffrage of a Commonwealth, isarraigned here in 
this House—Cate, the sitting member—and what does he expect? 
Great God, does he expect the machinery of the Government to be used 
to overthrow his claim to right? Does he expect to guard against this 
midnight, this unknown manner of taking testimony all at once pro- 
duced and thrust upon him here, with no power to contradict or answer 
a particle of it? More than that, Mr. Speaker, they allege that this 
testimony was taken in February. That was to bring them within the 
time. It is certified on the 13th day of July and on the 20th day of 
July it is in the hands of that officer, because there accompanies it a 
very iar note, and I ought to read that note to you, bearing date 
the 20th day of July, to illustrate the absolute devilment, the absolute 
perjury, the absolute want of fidelity to the trust reposed in him that 
are shown. But what does this note say? 

The deposition of the last witness, Alexander, seems to be missing. I remem- 
ber distinctly of administering the oath to him, but the stenographer who took 
down the testimony says that he has no original notes of Alexander’s deposi- 
tion. He was not ready to testify when the oath was taken, and he may have 
failed to come up at all. Colonel Featherston— 

And let this be remembered, now— 

Colonel Featherston, who is in Washington, can say whether he considers 
the testimony of this witness of any great importance. 

This same man testifies that he administered the same oath to an- 
other witness, but they have lost his testimony, and now he is doubt- 
ful whether he was there or not. Great God, have the courts come to 
this? Are men sitting here without consciences? Are you without 
order, or system, or knowledge of law or of human rights? A conspir- 
acy! Yes, sir; a conspiracy—not by the good people of Arkansas, but 
by these men, not driven out after this election, but in July, now meet- 
ing their confederates from Mississippi and other places in a notary’s 
office to get up just such a fraud on this House as this record shows 
was gotten up, and the majority of the committee absolutely sus- 
tain it. 

Said the great Lord Chancellor Hale, of England: England may fear 
murder, but England fears much more the destruction of her juridical 
system.” Treason may be rampant, but it is worse than treason when 
the individual citizen of this country is tried without law and without 
testimony. [Applause] I want liberty, but I want the liberty of 
law, and when Í am tried in any tribunal of my countrymen I demand 
to be tried by the law of the land, and confronted by my accusers or I 
turn and say: ‘* Traitors, do what you please.” [Applause on the 
Democratic side and in the galleries. ] 

5 55 SPEAKER. One moment. The galleries will abstain from ap- 
plause. 

Mr. BLAND. They have been applauding all day on the other side. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Conspiracy! Yes, sir. Once name with 
abuse a section of your country, once call in question their integrity, 
like that venom which speaks of the want of chastity of a poor girl, who 
is there that can stand up and defend it? You listen too readily to 
these vile stories. I implore you, not for your party’s sake, not for Mr. 
Cate, not for the Democratic party, to preserve some law, some order in 
the management of these cases in this House; so that such conspirators 
as generated in the city of Memphis shall not be able to come here with 
their villainies and undertake to make out a case, not against Mr. Cate, 
but against the Republic. Conspiracy! And who establishes it? 
Catiline, standing in the Roman Senate, said ‘‘there were conspira- 
tors“ when he was charged as the chief of conspirators.’’ It is no 
answer to the charge that you make against Mr. Cate that you go for- 
ward on testimony that no honorable gentleman, no man with any 
sense of propriety, no man with any devotion to the rules of law and 
evidence would undertake, though he were guilty, to condemn him, for 
he has had no hearing and his witnesses are in Memphis. 

Conspiracy! Yes; but it is a conspiracy of these men who are mis- 
calculating, I trust, the esteem and confidence of this Republican ma- 
jority. No wonder these contests are coming; no wonder they are teem 
ing before the country. If they expect such as this before this commit- 
tee and this House, then away with all hearings. Why have your rules 
of Congress declaring how these contests shall be conducted ? 

Butat last the most awful sentence yet pronounced on Mr. Cate is 
that which this report pronounces about these things. I see it is ab- 
solutely stated in this record, and no man can contradict it, that Mr. 
Cate gives up. Why? Because he did not deny any of these mat- 
ters by any cross-examination, and the witnesses stand uncontradicted. 
Oh, sir; that is the refinement of cruelty. Not that you pronounced 
an improper, but a false verdict, when you charge a man here and 
say that the charge is corroborated by his being silent and uncontra- 
dicted by his evidence. How could he contradict it? What chance, 


briefs of the respective parties, and the reports of the committee, in 
order that I may arrrive at an intelligent conclusion as to how I should 
cast my vote; because, as has been said on the floor of this House, these 
are judicial and not political questions, and are such as appeal to the 
conscience of each individual member, to be solved by him as a juror, 
rather than as a politician. 

And so in the case at barof Featherston against Cate, I have endeav- 
ored to inform myself as to the rights of the parties; and I want to say 
right here that whenever in any of these cases the evidence shall de- 
monstrate to my mind that the Republican is entitled to the seat I 
will, perhaps not so cheerfully, but just as certainly, cast my vote for 
him to have the seat as I will vote forthe Democrat, if the evidence 
discloses the fact that the Democrat is entitled to the seat. 

So I say that when it came to the trial of this case I investigated it 
to the best of my ability. And in this investigation I haye discovered 
in this document which I hold in my hand, and which contains the 
report of the majority of the Elections Committee in this case, the most 
unique document of its kind it has ever been my fortune, or rather my 
misfortune, to come in contact with. 

When I examined this report and found the manner in which the 
majority wiped out votes given and given legitimately for the con- 
testee, and gave votes to the contestant which it is shown by the evi- 
dence were never cast; when I discover the manner in which the com- 
mittee enunciate declarations of law and then apply them on a given 
state of facts in one case one way and on the same state of facts in 
another case another way, it simply astounds and amazes me, and ought 
to bring the blush of shame to the cheek of the grand master of the 
art of legerdemain and even of Mephistopheles himself, 

Now, gentlemen, a great effort has been made by the other side to 
drag into this case outside matters that have nothing to do with it and 
are in no way pertinent to it. We have heard impassioned appeals 
made about the race problem. We have heard a great deal of contro- 
versy and argument about elections that occurred in the State of Ar- 
kansas, one in July preceding the November election and another in 
May. 

These were matters that could have no earthly bearing on this contest 
and have only been lugged in here to befog and becloud the judgment 
of members. I have not time to go into the argument of these ques- 
tions, but can only say that these efforts very much remind me of a 
habit peculiar to that much-esteemed bird, the common quail, which, 
when you approach its nesting-place, flutters away as though crippled 
so as to induce the intruder to follow it off and away. So I find the 
efforts of the majority as to the record in this case: when we begin an 
examination of this record, when we begin to investigate the testimony 
and discuss the case on its merits, an attempt is at once made to lead 
us away from it, because they know very well that if this contest is 
tried by the record and on its merits only one legitimate conclusion can 
be arrived at, and that is that the contestee, Mr. Cate, is justly and fairly 
entitled to retain his seat. 

Another thing, gentlemen, I have always found in the practice of my 
profession, the law, that when counsel have a bad case they at once 
abandon the record of the case, and endeavor to influence a decision by 
appealing to the passions and prejudices of a jury, just as gentlemen 
of the majority are seeking to do in this trial. 

So, I say, I find you here abandoning the testimony in this case, upon 
which you ought todetermine the case, and appealing to this bad senti- 
ment on your own side, prejudice. 

Now, I want to call your attention to one point in this matter. I 
have said that the manner in which you enunciated a declaration of 
law and applied it to one case in one way and then on the same state 
of facts applied it to another in another way was simply astounding. I 
go back to this township that has been so much discussed here, the 
township of Scanlan. I find that you say in your report: 


It appears from this testimony that John Johnson saw 73 Republicans vote 
the Republican ticket, and that others voted after that; and that the Repub- 
lican vote of the township was 1120r 113. E. B. Fields swears the judges were all 
Democrats and that they had the fraudulenttin box. Willis M swears that 
the judges were all Democrats, that there was a good turn-out of the Repub- 
licans, and that there was from 100 to 125 Republicans in the township. The re- 
turn shows two votes for contestant, 

4 E os 11 5 of proof the question is: How many votes should be allowed the 
contestant? 


Then I find, on the authority of the case of Bisbee vs. Finley, this 
doctrine announced, and, so far as the purposes of this case are con- 
cerned, I am willing to accept it as the law: 

Where the evidence shows a return to be false and not a true statement of 
the votes cast, such return is impeached and destroyed as evidence, and the 
true vote may be proven by calling the electors whose names are on the poll- 
paaken voting at such a poll, and no votes not otherwise proven should be 
counted, 

Under this rule, and we know of no exception to it, the return must be re- 


what opportunity? If you insist upon this as a precedent, what next | jected 


will you do? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. NORTON]. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, in the two election cases which have 
already been tried I have, and in those which shall be tried hereafter 
I shall, as far as possible, examine the record of the testimony, the 


And you do reject the the return, and you give the contestant 73 votes. 
Then we come to Cat Island precinct, and you enunciate the same 

doctrine, but you apply it in a different way. You do not call wit- 

nesses to show whom these electors voted for. You do not attempt any- 

thing of that kind, but you announce the doctrine that, under the au- 

thority of the same case, you will reject the returns made by the j 

of election, and then you say:; We find that there were so many 
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publican voters at that precinct,” and, without going to the polls, to 
the ballot-boxes, withput calling the electors, as you might have done, 
to ascertain how they voted, you say:; We find that there are so many 
votes in that precinct; that there are only 10 or 15 Democratic votes, 
and you arrive at the conclusion that this contestee ought to have only 
those 10 or 15 Democratic votes, and that the contestant ought to have 
all the other votes in the precinct, although there is not one scintilla 
of evidence to show that they were ever cast for him. 

Now, I heard a statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. DALZELL] in regard to the township of Smith, in the county 
of Cross, and he undertook toapply thisrulein that case. He said the 
testimony of eight witnesses demonstrated the fact that the judges of 
election at that inct were all Democrats. I wish he would tell us 
where he finds those eight witnesses. I have examined this record as 
carefully as I could. 1 find that twenty-nine witnesses were called to 
_ testify, and that of those twenty-nine witnesses twenty-six testified that 
they cast their votes in favor of contestant and three testified that they 
cast their votes in favor of Mr. Cate; but I find the whole 29 votes given 
by the majority of this Election Committee to the contestant in this 
case, 

There is not a scintilla of evidence to show that the judges at that 

inct were all Democratic judges. There is not a particle of evi- 
sg show that there was a fraudulent ballot-box there; there is 
absolutely no testimony of any kind whatever that will, under the 
very rule laid down and relied on by this committee, authorize the 
rejection of the returns made at this precinct by the judges of election, 
who were sworn officers of the law, and permit evidence of a secondary 
character to be introduced as to what the vote was. 

I say again there is not a single particle of evidence to show that the 
returns in that case should beoverthrown, They call in the testimony 
of these 29 voters, of whom I say to you that the evidence discloses 
that 23 of them could not sign their names. Six of them did sign their 
names, but 23 could not. Without evidence as to the character of that 
ballot-box, without showing who these judges were, without showing 
that they were all Democrats, this committee, under this rule of law 
which I have referred to, undertake to set aside the vote cast at that 
precinct and to give 170 and odd votes to the contestant in this case, 
which, if properly counted, would demonstrate beyond peradventure 
that the sitting member, Mr. Cate, is entitled to the seat. I have 
gone over these 29 votes, and I find this interrogatory and answer at- 
tached to every one of the depositions: 

Int. Were the judges of election in your township your political friends or 
enemies? 

No answer furnished. 

So I find from the depositions that were given concerning the vote 
at that precinct, in the county of Cross, that nota single one of the wit- 
nesses testifies as to who those judges were. 

Now, you gentlemen upon the other side of the House who are law- 
yers, I ask you how can you, in a matter of this kind, determine in 
your own and your own consciences that you are going to cast 
aside that vote returned at that precinct? How is it? Is it because 
the general charge of fraud is made? Is it anything of that kind? 

Now I want to say a few words more about this township of Scan- 
lan that has been discussed so much. 

I find that in the notice of contest the contestant said that 163 
voters had gone to that precinct to vote for him, but had been intimi- 
dated and not permitted to vote. There is no particle of evidence that 
there was any force or intimidation or disorder which could have pre- 
vented those voters from voting. But this committee, in order to arrive 
at a conclusion, in order to obtain the result which they set out to ob- 
tain, go to work and find a witness who testifies that 73 voters appeared 
there and cast their votes for the straight Republican ticket. Three 
witnesses testify in regard to that fact. The returns of thejudges show 
61 votes for Cate and 2 votes for Featherston. 

Yon did not ask a single one of those three witnesses (by whom you 
could have disproved that return) for whom they voted. I observe on 
an examination of the record that in all the rest of the testimony you 
asked the witnesses how they voted; but in that particular precinct, 
where only two votes were returned for Featherston and where you say 
he obtained a large majority, you take care, or the counsel in the case 
takes care, not to ask those three witnesses for whom they cast their 
votes. There is one witness who testifies that he did vote, but he does 
not say whom he voted for. 

Gentlemen, understand that it is a very easy matter to arrive ata 
proper conclusion in regard to a question of this kind. If these wit- 
nesses had testified falsely that they cast their votes for the contestant, 
it would have been an easy matter to indict them for perjury and to 
punish them. The fact that these witnesses were not interrogated as 
to whom they voted for, is to my mind convincing evidence that only 
the 2 votes returned for Mr. Featherston were cast. Yet gentlemen 
on this floor, in the face of such things as these, appeal for “fair play.” 
It is said that the spirit of fair play“ commends itself to every 
American citizen; but there is another thing that I commend to the at- 
tention of gentlemen on the other side: the ordinary American citi- 
zen respects what is bold and despises what is hypocritical and cowardly. 


For the highwayman who meets his victim on the road and tells 


him, Stand and deliver,” we have a kind of innate respect, although 
we condemn his practices; but for the man who slips into your house 
secretly or who comes up behind you and picks your pocket, we have 
nothing but contempt. So I say to you gentlemen, if you would 
boldly and bravely say, We want the seat of this man Cate; we are 
determined to take it away from him; right or wrong we are going to 
take it, I would have much more respect for your method of proce- 
dure than when you undertake to find a way to accomplish your pur- 
pose under the forms of Jaw, and thus, with nothing in right or justice 
to support you, to take away the seat from this man and give it to his 
competitor. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, we are or we ought to be judges Ô 
and nothing else on this occasion, when the question before us involves 
the rights of two American citizens, and behind them the rights of all 
the American people to have lawful representation on this floor. 

By the Constitution of the United States this House is made the ex- 
clusive judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its mem- 
bers. The duty is charged upon it to decide judicially and under law 
each one of those three branches of inquiry. Now, as the House, on 
account of the great number of its members and the pressure of mul- 


‘tifarious business, is not qualified to go through the investigation of 


complicated questions of fact, we appoint a Committee on Elections, 
each member of which is charged by our rules with a sacred duty; and 
in particular the distinguished gentleman placed at the head of that 
committee to preside overits deliberations—he, above all others, should 
have a judicial poise, a calm judgment, a clear head, and, above all 
things, should reject and spurn from him the intrusion of party spirit 
or of personal motives. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I listened to our chairman of the Committee on Elections, and I 
heard from him the doctrine that in cases of this sort general presump- 
tions arising upon general testimony concerning a State or the pro- 
ceedings in a State are to be the basis upon which this House should 
seat or unseat a member, and that in a case like this, involving many 
matters of controversy, most of which are irrelevant, it is not neces- 
sary to proceed to a detailed examination, as a court would do, of the 
particular charges made in the petition of contest and the response of 
the sitting member and of the evidence by which the charges would 
be sustained or overthrown, 

Now, sir, in the few momentsallowed me, I proceed to speak to what 
is, if accepted, a controlling point and argument in this case. 

In a district in Lee County named Independence, there was a return 
by sworn officers that 224 votes had been cast for the gentleman who 
now sits on this floor as a Representative from the First district of Ar- 
kansas, and 89 votes for his opponent, the contestant. That was the 
return. The contestant gave notive that the sitting member received 
224 votes and he more than 300; and he concludes the notice un- 
der this point by stating that he will prove that, in addition to the 89 
votes returned for him, a number making his vote over 300 had been 
actually polled. The sitting member replied stating that the return 
of the election officers of his vote and of the vote of the contestant was 
true. He put himself upon that. Afterward, in the conclusion of 
the same paper, there appeared by an error of the type-writer, 244 in- 
stead of 224; but you will see by reading the document that he was 
claiming the return, which was 224 and nothing else. 

Now, in the whole of this record and in all these speeches there is 
not an atom of proof that he did not get the 224 votes which were re- 
turned for him by five sworn officers. 

The contestant gave notice that he would examine two witnesses in 
that precinct in reference to his votes; and he called them, one to 
prove certain papers, and the other a colored man, probably respect- 
able, intelligent, and honest; we know nothing to the contrary; at least 
Ido not. And what does he say? He says, I gave out that ticket 
that day—a red ticket—and I saw the 92 of those tickets go into the 
box; they were voted.” That makes a difference of 3 votes in that dis- 
trict in a poll of 500 or 600 altogether; that is all, absolutely all. 

The proof by the witnesses for the contestant is that there was no 
intimidation at the poll, no riot, no misconduct of election officers. 
But because the man who gave out tickets swears that he saw 92 per- 
sons vote the Republican ticket in an election where the Presidency 
was the leading question, what is to be done with that poll? = 

Is there any court in the United States in a controversy between two 
citizens for an office which would regard that evidence? Is it not 
worthless standing alone, uncorroborated by any human being? Itis 
insufficient to overturn the return made by sworn officers. 

Suppose the court, actuated by general principles in contradistine- 
tion to legal ones, should proceed to take notice of this evidence, what 
would they do? They would say there was evidence of a mistake of 
two or three votes out of an aggregate of several hundred, and that 
such an error may honestly take place. The presumption of fact would 
be, it is simply an error in the count, and to the contestant would be 
added these three votes. There the poll would stand. That is the 
law of the United States. That is justice in the United States. That 
is common sense in this House and out of it. 
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But what is done? Why, our Committee on Elections count for the 
contestant 92 votes and strike out the 224 uncontested votes of con- 
testee ! 

That is the naked state of facts before us in regard to that election 
at that place, and we are asked on our honor to say this and with it to 
seat a Representative from Arkansas and unseat his rival. Passing by 
the other precincts presented by gentlemen on the other side, I will 
proceed. Well, sir, there were five or six hundred votes there; 224 for 
the sitting member and 89 for the contestant. Why was that? The 
proof by the witnesses explains it, The chairmau of the Republican 
county committee, there being no Republican candidate, concluded to 
support Mr. Cate. There were two leading Republicans whoalso took 
the field and electioneered ardently and successfully to procure the vote 
for Cate. Thesupporters of Featherston were overborne in that district, 
the chairman of the county committee having turned in favor of Cate; 
that shows how it was this vote of 224 to 89 was obtained. It was 
proved by their own testimony. I might go on, but I have not the time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will yield the gentleman more time if he 


needs it, 

Mr. BUCKALEW. But to come to the other point. How are we 
to try this question? Parliament until 1774 tried this system of going 
at it pell-mell. They were so sick of it that under the lead of George 
Grenville they adopted a different one, but they did not succeed per- 
fectly. It was amended by Sir Robert Peel. During the present gen- 
eration the Parliament abolished the consideration of the whole thing, 
either by itself or by committee under it, and turned the Parliament 
elections over to the courts, where principles, not of general presump- 
tion, but the principles of law and the rules of justice could be applied. 

What are we to do while we have our present system, which came 
down to us from the beginning of our Government? What should we 
do while we have this imperfect method for determining judicial ques- 
tions, a mode by which gentlemen get up and fire themselves with en- 
thusiasm, and clapping of hands comes not only from the members, but 
from the galleries, Of course gentlemen on the other side will do the 
same thing. What are we to do while we have this imperfect system, 
liable to be disturbed by prejudice and party passions? What are we 
to do? Why, stand by the law. Let every honest man stand by the 
law as we made it. 

Congress made the law. You can not take testimony unless you 
give written notice of time and place and the names of the witnesses ; 


and it must be reasonable notice. Most of the testimony taken here 


shows nothing of the kind. Much of it was taken confessedly in vio- 
lation of law. Parties were not here to determine what portion of it 
should be printed. Much of it ought to have been ruled out. Isay 
without hesitation that it should not have been brought to our atten- 
tion at all. 

Linsist, sir, that we should stand by the law of the land as we have 
made it. We should apply it to a Republican contestant, to a Demo- 


- cratic contestant, to a bolting contestant, and to everybody else. He 


has got to bring his case here, no matter who he is, under the law 
which Congress has made; and if we do not ourselves keep the law, 
how can we expect the people to do so? [Applanse. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
expired. 

r, OUTHWAITE. I will yield the gentleman further time if he 
desires it. , 

Mr, BUCKALEW. I have concluded. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I now yield twenty-nine minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
that I shall occupy all of the time that has been allotted to me by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

It seems to me, sir, that not only have gentlemen wandered from the 
evidence in the case under consideration, but also very far from any 
issue that exists before the House at this time or indeed before the 
country. The greatest enthusiasm manifested by the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. ROWELL], the chairman of the Committee on Elections, 
was not over any facts which he developed in the consideration of 
the testimony in this case. It was not because of any violation, proven 
by testimony, of a great principle in this case, but upon some imag- 
inary issue as existing between great elements in this country about 
the enforcement of law and the preservation of the right and purity 
of suffrage. 

Why, sir, there is not a syllable in the testimony which has been of- 
fered to this House that any instance of interference with the right of 
suffrage, even ina merely local and county affair, has been approved by 
the mass of the people in the community in whichit occurred. With- 
out going over the testimony, which I may insert in my printed re- 
marks, I say now that there is not a gentleman on that side of the 
House who can adduce a single syllable of testimony other than 
that, where there was the illegal interference with local affairs in the 
county of Crittenden, if was reprobated and repudiated by the great 
mass of the people. 

It was distinctly claimed, and no more was claimed by any witness 
you have cited, that nobody was responsible for what took place in 
that county except a small group of men who themselves wanted to fill 


the offices. It is distinctly stated by every witness that such proceed- 
ings as those which took place in July, previous to the November 
election, disturbed the labor of the community, imperiled the material 
interests of the country, and was repudiated and opposed by the great 
mass of the planters and white citizens generally. 

The evidence was particularly gone over by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. HavdEx J. In his citations there appears the following, 
from J. H. Williams, an old Democratic farmer? who “has been 
farming in Arkansas twenty-one years, and who says from this day 
till I die I’m a Republican: 

Is this action of these few politicians indorsed by the better white clement 
of Crittenden County? 

A. It is not; itis the result of a political ring determined to advance personal 
interests, regardless of the material benefit of the population. 

Q. Has the interests of the agricultural element been seriously damaged by 
these political disturbances? : 

A. Ithas; the labor has been demoralized, the crops have been left unculti- 
vated and ungathered, and the whole community has been seriously disturbed 
without any benefit except for the few office-seekers. 

Again he says: 

Q. Are the farmers in your county mostly large or small farmers? 

A. Mostly large farmers. 

He is referring here to the white farmers who rent to the colored peo- 
ple or hire them, and who consequently suffer, especially if labor is 
disturbed or affairs are thrown into confusion. All the balance of the 
testimony on this subject of the sentiment of the people is of exactly 
the same character and tenor. Gentlemen produce none other, and 
yet, on this basis, contradicting and forbidding the conclusion, they 
say these people want violence and disorder. 

Sir, our whole doctrine of home rule rests upon the belief that no 
people are so vitally concerned in the preservation of law and order 
and the maintenance of justice as that community in which violence 
may occur; and while, having two races side by side, one the race to 
which you gentlemen and I belong, subject occasionally to domination 
by what you know is an inferior race, sometimes oppressive and some- 
times disagreeable, there will be occasional disorder, yet it is a great 
mistake to suppose that outside interference can correct these matters 
better for either race than that overwhelming sense of publie con- 
demnation which your testimony bears evidence of. 

Sir, the impression has been sought to be made that there is a general 
state of unkindly feelingand violence existing there towards the colored 
people. And yet, in view of these statements, gentlemen have not ad- 
duced a word of evidence to support them; but as a matter of fact 
every witness who has been called into the case before us has certified 
that for eight years prior to this event, and it was not an election, there 
had been no disturbance of any kind or description between the colored 
and the white people. 

The testimony printed in the speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. HAUGEN], a member of the Committee on Elections, whoaddressed 
the House on Saturday last—his own witnesses stated that during all 
of this period the children of the colored people had been educated; that 
there had been peace preserved; that the colored people were accumulat- 
ing property. And yet, after a long period of this character, we find 
these people, the great majority of whom are sufferers by the acts of 

“a few,” and exculpated by all of your wiċnesses, held up before the 
world as disorderly in character, oppressive to the negroes, and revo- 
lutionary in their tendencies, 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen may well flee from the particulars. They 
may well try to get outside of the case, when their very charge of un- 
kindness and hostility is unsustained and unsupported by a single word 
of the evidence that they have themselves presented. 

That a group of men in July, 1888, acted in a lawless manner to- ' 
wards certain of the officers of Crittenden County, no man, I presume, 
will deny. But it is a wrong to the people of that community, a wrong 
to the good order of our whole country, when that is wholly distorted 
in its character and is sought to be complicated with other questions 
that are not even remotely connected with it. 

Now, as to the purpose of these ſew politicians.” 

Why, sir, the witnesses who were brought up themselves testified as 
to the purposes of even these few persons, and I have no apology to 
make for them, for I and every other citizen of Arkansas 8 7 has at 
heart the good and well-being of our State reprobate such an affair much 
more sincerely, practically, and strongly than you do. If you can not 
stand it, how do yon suppose we are going to? These witnesses said 
that their only purpose was to get control of the county offices. One 
witness says: 

T only think it was a political movement; they wanted to take all the offices 
there was in the county. ; 

I trust gentlemen wili produce some evidence—none has been pro- 
duced up to this time—where-even these had any purpose beyond ob- 
taining control of the mere offices of the county. 

There sits before me the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY], who 
helped to add fuel to the furorand flame with which this case is tried by 
speaking of our State and of the hundreds who were killed within its 
borders for political causes, as if every valley had its victim and every 
hillside its corpse. Sir, there was no one killed in Crittenden County. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow a question there? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. KELLEY. Iwill ask him whether Mr. W. Benjamin was not 
assassinated the night before you were elected? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No; he was not. 

Mr. KELLEY. I say that he was, as everybody knows who has 
any information on the subject. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Now, there is the case of Mr. 
Benjamin. He did not die a few days after he was roughly treated 
and pushed and shoved about at Morrillton. My belief is that it was 
something like a month afterwards. The gentleman says that he was 
shot. That used to be a common statement. Nobody heard any ex- 
plosion. Nobody saw any one shoot, and it is well understood that 
some boy, with a bean-shooter or a little flipping affair, struck Mr. 
Benjamin and madea little skin wound. That is the shooting of which 
the gentleman speaks. The gentleman speaks of his being in my dis- 
trict. Mr. Benjamin did not live in the district which I represent. 
He and a detective came up there to Spy around among that people, 
and the tleman knows that his own party do not claim that the 
election that took place the nextday there was other than wholly fair, 
The people resented his conduct with improper passion, I admit, but not 
without provocation. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not just here. Wait until I 
finish this one. They treated him rudely, harshly, and in an ungentle- 
manly andimproper manner. He did not take to bed, but went about 
his business as usual. Something like a month afterwards Mr. Benja- 
min died. He had an organic trouble. His physician, Dr. Green, is 
as good a Republican as you or any one of you, and a very able and 
accomplished man, and when, some time subsequently, an effort was 
made to induce him to give a certificate that in some way, directly or 
remotely, would connect that rudeness with his death, he said he would 
not perjure him self for any party in the world. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] These are the facts, as I am inform 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman now if he does 
not know, as he has now admitted that Mr. Benjamin was maltreated, 
abused, and shot, that it was done in the presence of 200 witnesses, 
and never one of them has been arrested and tried for it? [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I have stated the facts very 
clearly and they are as different from your statement as night is from 
day. Ihave notexcused this rudeness or shooting with a bean-shooter. 
This was done by a lad; it was rude, and he oughtto have been whipped 
for it. The elbowing and jostling were very wrong and the parties 
ought to have been punished. It occurred in a crowd, and there may 
have been nothing to fasten guilt distinctly on any one; but if it could 
have been fastened on any one that one ought to have been punish 
for it. i 

Mr. KELLEY. Did anybody ever try to fasten it on him? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Ido not know; but I made 
no excuse for him. All I have stated here was to prevent the House 
from being misled. 

Now, in regard to these hundreds of negroes. Iwill give the gen- 
tleman from now until Christmas and he will not be able to find a 
single negro in that State who has been killed in connection with pol- 
ities, unless it was in a riot in a school election in a school district at 
Forrest City. That was a bad affair. It was a bad, passionate riot 
and all wrong, but all that occurred in this county was not as bad as any 
one of perhaps a dozen county-seat wars that you have had in yourown 
State. Was anybody punished for killings in those general fights? 
It was riotous in its character, but I do not know that it is any ex- 
ception to riots of that description in which there has been no punish- 
ment of the parties. It makes it none the less a crime; but if it did 
not take place in this case it simply has not occurred, as it has not oc- 
curred in any similar case in any State represented by any gentleman 


It is no better than your occasional riots and no worse than those 
that I have spoken of. A Wheeler, a negro, and astraight-out Democrat 
were killed in a fight, a promiscuous passionate fight. The gentleman has 
spoken of hundreds of negroes being killed, and being killed because 
of politics, or being assaulted and being maltreated, and I challenge 
him to now name any one so killed, and I give him until Christmas 
to do so. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, take Americus Neeley, for instance, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Americus Neeley was the 

killed in the riot I spoke of. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wouldliketogiveanother. I will ask the gentle- 
man if the detective who was sent up there to try to ascertain if he 
might who murdered the man whose bloody shoes the gentleman 
stands in here, was not assassinated. [Groans and cries of Oh!“ on 
the Democratie side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Precisely. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman has spoken of a case, and I hope he will get his case that 
I have asked him to do. 

Mr. KELLEY. I can call up many of them. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The gentleman may call them, 
and I say that on investigation they will be of just the character of this 
one. This was a negro man who was at or near Plummerville, and he 


egro was drunk. He had applied opprobri- 
ous epithets to the boy, had crowded on the boy and assaulted him with 
rock. Hestrack him with a rock, and then the lad of some sixteen or 
seventeen years shot him with a 22-caliber pistol. It was a Repub- 
lican altercation; both parties were Republicans, and the boy’s Repub- 
lican father came out in a letter and besought the Republicans of his 
own State to cease their party spleen and warfare for their party pur- 
poses by which they were jeopardizing the life of his son who had 
killeda man in self-defense. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

That is the whole of it, and I give the gentleman until Christmas to 
search and he can not find a case, as I have stated before, where he 
charges there were hundreds killed. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

[Cries of “No!” ‘*Don’t!’?] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not want to yield now; 
but there is one thing more I want to say. The gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on Elections who have spoken thus far, except one, and I in- 
clude the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY], have made refer- 
ence to the death of my lamented opponent, as if to show beyond all 
oye that it was an act of the Democratic party under Democratic 
policies. 

Sir, if there is anything that oppak to be sacred in the keeping of the 
American people it is the honor of a community of the American peo- 
ple. Whenever the committee propose, as they have, to voice this 
charge against the people I represent, they do so while the whole case 
involving all these questions is before them, and they have not cited u 
witness, they have not taken it up. {I am told they have not even dock- 
eted the case for consideration, and yet, as if it had been tried and 
found inail of its 83 come here and attack, not my name, 
and impeach, not my honor, but the honor of the people I represent, 
343. is more dear to me than my own. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Is that an evidence of the fairness my people are to receive? I have 
no bad case for which I need to discredit the court in advance of its 
conclusion, but I do ask a sentiment on that side of the House that 
will restrain these gentlemen who are put in judgment over a constit- 
uency of your own people from givinga decision against them before they 
have taken up the case for consideration. 

Sir, we hear a good deal about the difficulty of taking testimony. I 
trust that this case will not be evaded, as these gentlemen seem to be 
trying to evade it, by speaking of their conclusions before they have 
heard the evidence, upon any plea of inability to take testimony. 

I remember seeing some time ago a recommendation from an official of 
a United States court that the court should be removed from some place in 
the north of Texas, near the lineof the Indian Territory, because of the ` 
difficulty interposed by somedesperadoes who floated back aud forth over 
the line, and it filled me with a spirit of indignation that the Federal 
Government should be asked to moveitscourtatthe behest of despera- 
does. No, sir! Iwouldrather move troops there and surround that court 
by an armed camp and let justice be administered where the Govern- 
ment decided that it should be administered. And when you gentle- 
men talk here about the difficulty of taking testimony, remember that 
there are courts all over that country, that there are courts sitting in 
my district. 

A gentleman who has just been confirmed to a circuit judgeship of 
the United States, and another gentleman of distinction, just confirmed 
as one of the associate judges of the United States Supreme Court, 
sitting in that chamber in the middle of this building, have sat in 
that court. They are strong Republicans. They have had hundreds 
of citizens from my district brought before them for one reason or an- 
other, not one of whom of the Democratic party has been found by 
either of them guilty of anything that impaired a fair election, not one 
of whom, upon such a charge, has failed to be vindicated by the in- 
structions of the Republican judge or by the withdrawal of the charges 
by eT prosecuting Republican attorney. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Do they tell you that there is any difficulty in serving the processes 
of the law there? Do they come to you with anysuch complaints? Does 
any one of the thousands of men who have over one thousand million 
dollars invested in the last seven or eight years in the South—do any 
of these come to you and tell you of the miscarriage of justice and of 
the proceedings of the courts being obstructed? Do any of the thou- 
sands of intelligent and active young men who travel from your great 
cities all over the country—do any of them tell you of these things? 

No, sir; it is only from a particular set that you hear such things. 
It is only these cases that are cooked up by a particular group that 
come to your ears. You do not get them through the authorized offi- 
cial channels; you do not get them from any of the business interests 
that would be quick to take alarm if justice were imperiled in its ad- 
ministration. If the gentlemen on the Committee on Elections have 
not sufficient power under the law to bring before a every man 
that you want to bring before you in connection with this matter upon 
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which you are now rendering your too previous judgment, I ask you 
to bring in a bill here to give you additional power. 

If you have not, in the constabulary of the court or of this House, 
sufficient power to bring in what testimony you want, I ask you to 
call upon the military power of the Federal Government to sustain 
the processes of the court or of the House. When you are wandering 
here from the case of Mr. Cate, confessing that it has not sufficient 
strength tosustain you, and going into mine, I want to say to you that 
when the time comes you must not come here with any poor plea that 
you could not take testimony. Whoever may be guilty—and I believe 
the nature of the business will not be in doubt when you have thoroughly 
done your duty—whoever may be guilty, it is not the American peo- 
ple, and at no time in our history has the charge ever been found true 
that the spirit of assassination has pervaded any community of the 
American people. Whatever may have been the crimes of individuals, 
whatever may have been the plots aud infamy of groups, yet no man 
can stand before the American people and say that they have been found 
lacking in honor or in fidelity to law. I yield back the remaining time 
to the gentleman from Ohio. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic 
side. 

112 OUTHWAITE. How much time has the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] occupied ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then there are nine minutes remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. GREENHALGE said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The recorded testimony in this case is, I believe, 
briefer, of smaller compass, than the testimony filed with the Commit- 
tee on Elections in any other case before that committee; but I ven- 
ture to say that the questions raised in these 281 or 282 pages of testi- 
mony will be found to be as important as those raised for your consid- 
eration in the most voluminous record which will be presented to you 
in any case whatever. 

We have here, Mr. Speaker, for the first time, the necessity of open- 
ing the door and seeing the skeleton in the closet of our continental 
Republic. We have here, for the first time, at least this session, the 
stupendous question of the rights of a race, the question whether one 
race has the justice to do justice to another race. I said, Mr. Speaker, 
that this case raises the most important questions to be presented for 
the consideration of this House. I forgot the notable exception which 
has just been brought to my mind hy the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who has just taken his seat. 

I should have excepted the case in the adjoining district in the State 
of Arkansas, I mean the case of Clayton rs. Breckinridge, where the 
House will be called upon, sooner or later, and not later if I hayeany- 
thing to do with it, to sit in the somewhat singular position of judges 
between the living and the dead. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
And, Mr. ker, I think that the gracious and manly declarations 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] would have 
been accepted with much more credit and with much more feeling of 
sympathy if the enforced absence of his competitor, Hon. John M. 
Clayton, did not prevent him from making a counter statement upon 
this floor. 

Observe, Mr. Speaker, that I speak with the utmost courtesy of my 
friend upon the other side [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas]. I will 
assume as absolute truth all he has said hete in relation to the inno- 
cence of the people of his district. I will assume, for the purposes of 
this case at least, that Col. John M. Clayton either committed suicide 
or came to his death by natural causes. 

Yet, I must say that the House would have been much more im- 

ressed by statements which were offered to exonerate the gentleman 
m Arkansas or hissupporters from the charges which appear to have 
a deep significance to-day if Clayton’s absence were satisfactorily ac- 
counted for. [Murmurs.] I say it is fortunate for this House, fortu- 
nate for this people, that as this question is raised, it arises between L. 
P. Featherston and W. H. Cate; it does not come between Republican 
and Democrat; it comes between Democrat and Democrat. It does not 
come between a child of Japhet and a child of Ham; it comes between 
a contestant and a contestee who are both children of the imperial and 
dominant Caucasian race. So that, Mr. Speaker, it would seem as if 
we could place ourselves in a somewhat more impartial attitude on ac- 
count of those two circumstances. 

Let us for a moment look broadly at the situation in the First Con- 
gressional district of Arkansas just prior to this election. Featherston, a 
Democrat, had broken from the traces of his party. This Wheel, of 
which the gentleman from Illinois has spoken with so much strength 
and emphasis—the motion of this Wheel had at least vibration enough 
in it to shake the allegiance of 10,000 men to their party—not 10,000 
colored men, but 10,000 white men, 10,000 Democrats. I have the au- 
thority of the contestee in his brief for that statement. 

Then there was another factor in this case tending to give strength 
to the contestant. His candidacy was adopted and indorsed by the 
great body of the Republican party. Why? Because, as you will find 
on page 47 of the record, General Clayton—Powell Clayton—had been 
down there in this First district telling the colored people that there 
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was one thing about Featherston which might recommend him to the 
Republican party, and one thing which perhaps to the colored people 
of that district seemed undemocratic, and that was the great fact that 
Featherston at least stood for one Republican principle: A free bal- 
lot and a fair count.“ And every page of this record is studded with 
testimony showing that there was no break in the allegiance of the 
colored Republicans of that district. Oh, yes, they got one man, re- 
ferred to by the gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW]; et § 
appear to have bought body and soul (if soul there was), one Jaco 
Shain, or Shaul, or something of that sort; but with the exception of 
such very exceptional cases as that all of the thousands of colored voters 
went up and voted for this contestant. 

Now, then, it became important, Mr. Speaker, to withstand this 
union—this union of the Wheelers, as they were called, the men of 
labor, the men of the farm, the men of the plow—and the added strength 
of the colored Republicans. This Democratic district, which had been 
preserved so white and so sacred hitherto, must be defended, and ex- 
traordinary measures must be taken to secure that defense; and early 
in July, Mr. Speaker, those measures were concerted. And this trag- 
edy—one of the darkest records, I think, in the book of time—this trag- 
edy opens appropriately with the evidence of conspiracy and eviction. 

I do not like to read at great length from the record, because my 
time is short and the record has already been referred to. You have just 
heard from the gentleman from Arkansas that if any sporadic case ot 
crime is known in Arkansas it is reprobated by the most respectable 
and prominent people. Well, let us see what the evidence of outrage 
is in this record, and let us see just what highly respectable people did 
in the way of ‘‘reprobating.’’? Who were the men engaged in this con- 
spiracy to break up the election and count out the victorious contest- 
ant? I admit that they are respectable, or at least their. official 
positions would seem to imply that, 

Do you know— 

I referto page 190 of the, record 

Do you know who the members of that crowd were? 

This is the organized crowd of white men armed with Winchester 
rifles—I beg the pardon of the gentleman from Arkansas, I should have 
said bean-shooters. [Laughter. ] 


Do you know who the members of that crowd were? 
A. I knew some of them, 


This is one of the evicted men who is testifying. 

Q. Were any of the county officials members? 

A. Yes, sir; Mr. Warner and Julian Harden. 

Q. What position did Mr. Warner hold? 

A. Mr. Warner, sheriff; Julian Harden, deputy sheriff; Neeley Raspberry, 
coroner, 

You will see, Mr. Speaker, that when you are considering the details 
of an election like this the office of coroner is not entirely a sinecure. 
[Laughter.] Iam only surprised that they did not have an under- 
taker in the crowd also. [Renewed laughter. ] 

N Raspberry, coroner, and , justi 
5 and Squire Mosbey, justice of the peace, and 

And then, in order to strike a blow at our honorable profession of the 
law, the next question implicates one of us: 

2. ae von know Mr. Berry, the lawyer of Mr. Cate in this investigation? 

Q De pon know whether he was a member of the Winchester crowd or not? 

A. Oh, yes, sir; he drilled in front of my door ev: night, and upstairs in 
the court-house; he the company drilling it himself; he was captain of the 
company in Marion; he had one company and Olie Tuck, the deputy clerk, had 
one. 

And then this peaceful, intelligent, respectable gathering of gentle- 
men, armed with their playful rifles, or whatever name you may choose 
to give them, proceeded to evict these helpless citizens, whose crime ap- 
peared to be the fact that the sun had burned upon them u deeper color 
than upon the Caucasian race. And Royster had to go;and White and 
Furgeson, the clerk of the circuit court, and Judge Lewis, judge of the 
court, a white man; and Yates, and Fleming, and Sanders, and Hilder- 
brand; and these two last were white men. 

There, Isay, my friends, you have, to begin with, the conspiracy and 
the eviction. You have these men organizing, it will be said, as a 
posse comitatus, bound to keep the peace even if they had to shoot every 
colored man in the county or in the district! And the colored men 
went quietly, being driven gently but firmly, as the contestee says in 
his brief. And I expect some constitutional lawyer on the other side 
to say it was manus molliter imposuit, that there was no actual violence 
offered at that time, [Laughter. ] 

Here was Warner, the sheriff, sometimes called Werner in the rec- 
ord, our friend of the ballot-boxes. He was not only the captain of 
one of these battalions or companies of Winchester rifles, but he was 
also prominent in that amusing ballot-box enterprise which my friend 
from Ohio read about with so much emphasis, 

And you remember, on page 228, where R. P. James testifies as to 
that peculiar box with the slot in it. And as I approach the subject 
of that slot-box I wish to pay my tribute of respectful admiration 
the gentleman having in charge the other side of this case for 
superior dexterity with which he handled that box. [Laughter.] : 
tice makes perfect. [Renewed laughter.] And if the gentleman pu 
us to the proof that it was used in more than three of the precincts of 
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this First Congressional district of Arkansas, it leaves a terrible impli- 
cation that these boxes may have been used in some other States. 

Now, I repudiate the implication that any such ballot-box was ever 

in Massachusetts, and I trust my friend will be able to deny, with 
his usual great stress, and to prove that other boxes were not used in 
any Congressional district of Ohio. [Laughter. ] 

Let us consider the position, Mr. Speaker, of Sheriff Warner. He 
was not the defender of the law, as he should have been, but really 
the champion in every illegal outrage which was committed in the 
county of which he was the guardian. 

But it was not merely a conspiracy and an eviction. Some of these 
colored men appeared to have dazed and obtuse when they re- 
ceived their notices to quit or their lives would pay the forfeit. They 
appeared not to understand the hint that should have been heeded by 
every prudent and discreet man there, and several remained. Now I 
should have advised them to go pretty promptly. It is always better to 

when in districts like this they tell you your presence is not salutary 
fh the neighborhood where you happen to be. 

Here is a little testimony on page 190 which throws a little light 
upon the subject: 

Q. Are you afraid to return there now? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Do you know whether the man that ordered you to leave has shot any- 
since you left? 


2 Colored. IIe's a youngster about 19 ycars old, I reckon - entering his head. 
Q. Did it kill him? 

A. Yes, sir; killed him instantly, I'm told. 

Q. Do you know what he shot him for? 


S; 
you goon, Henry; nin'tnobody bother ng you; ” and Frank Forest had sta 
off the railroad, and turned and said. What you say, „ou“ 

I leave out an epithet which would stain the record 


And Frank Forest hit him on the head, and poked the pistol down and shot 
him instantly, and he died then in ten or fifteen minutes, 

That is one trivial record, perhaps. 

Now, my friend from Ohio Lr. OUTHWAITE] did not seem to know 
how this ballot-box, this particular one, had come here, He seemed 
to think it had come into the possession of the Republicans of the com- 
mittee first. Let us see what the testimony is as to that ballot-box. 
On page 185 we have a postscript to McGee’s testimony, as follows: 

P, S.—Exhibit A to the deposition of Willis McGee isa tin ballot-box of pecul- 
jar construction. Said box could not be sent you by mail, but will be forwarded 
to your address by express. The tin ballot-box in appearance resembles a 855 
peed na You will notice a slot or opening in the top for the reception of bal- 
lots. If the ballot is 5 5 squarely into the slot, it goes into the box all honest 
and right. You will find inside the tin box a tin cap which just fits over the slot 
or chimney. If u ballot is put into this new device and given the proper slant, 
instead of going into the box it falls at the feet of the officer receiv’ the ballot 
from the voter, who would swear that he saw his vote go into the box. This 
much for your information. f 

Respectfully, E. M. AVERY, N. P. 

Jury 13, 1889. 


The deposition of Willis McGee and some other depositions came not 
to the Elections Committee, but to the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives in July, 1889, to a Democratic Clerk, and were transferred by 
him to the clerk of the Committee on Elections, 

We hear some objections made to the manner in which some of these 
depositions have been taken, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Would it interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr.GREENHALGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I traced that back into the hands of the notary 
public. Do you trace it back any further than the attorney for the 
contestant who examined the witnesses? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Ifthe gentleman will observe the cover which 
came around the box itself, it was put into the possession of Mr. Clark, 
the Clerk of this House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That has all been discussed already, and I 
want the gentleman to go. back now and identify that box by any of 
the testimony that has been presented here. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Is this another of the gentleman’s quibbles? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I only want you to give the testimony. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Why, sir, here we have the testimony ofa 
man who says he sent it by express. We, then, have the fact that 
it has been received, and the receipt exhibited, the very envelope in 
which it came, which was shown to the House by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], with the written receipt of the Clerk 
of the Democratic House of Representatives on it; and I ask, in view 
of that fact, what more does the gentleman need? It only shows, Mr. 
Speaker, that the character of the gentleman’s mind is such as will 
not be satisfied. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Never mind the character of my mind, and I 
will yield the gentleman such time as I may occupy in interrupting 
him if he will answer the question. The question that I have asked 
the gentleman does not seem to have reached the character of his mind. 
My statement was that this box first appears in the hands of the at- 
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torney for the contestant. He examined the witness, according to the 
testimony, and asked the witness a question about the box, referring 
to this box, which, as he says: . 

Ihave now in my hand. 

Now, I want you toshow from the testimony how it got into the hands 
of the attorney for the contestant in Memphis, at the time of this ex- 
amination. Where did he get it? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Ah! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, ah. Produce your testimony now. 

Mr. GREENHALGE, Well, we are putin this position, Mr. Speaker. 
When we find a party with a set of burglar's tools upon him and we 
know that a burglary has been committed, we are not required to de- 
scribespecifically and circumstantially just where or how we discovered 
the articles that convict him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But according to the testimony in this case the 
burglar's tools? were in the hands of the attorney for the contestant. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. No, sir; we find that they are in the hands 
of your party officials. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lou can not show it from-the record. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Certainly; the maker of me box; a leader of 
your party in Crittenden County ordered these peculiar boxes. And 
just to illustrate the character of a mind, or what the gentleman calls 
a “mind,” I will say here that it is not of the slightest consequence 
whether you show that this identical box was used in this nefarious 
business or not. The testimony describes the box ordered by Werner, 
the sheriff and the scoundrel of Crittenden County, and that description 
is exact. It does not matter whether the hellish work was done by 
this particular box or whether it was the model by which the other 
twenty-one boxes of similar pattern were ordered. The only matter 
with which we have to deal is the fact that the witness, James, de- 
scribed the box in such a way that it can be identified as the box. Is 
the gentleman going to put us to the technical, quibbling proof? 

Are we to be met here, Mr. Speaker, when we are trying the right 
of a people, of a race, the right of a member to his seat in this House, 
the greatest and most honorable right that a man can have, are we to be 
met by tuppenny technicalities, such as I should not dare to use ina 
police court in Massachusetts? I say that the whole trouble in this 
case comes from the use of technicalities. This was the objection 
made, sir, to the Memphis depositions. Why,“ they say, you can 
not prove that there was any trouble in Crawfordsville, in Crittenden 
County.“ They tell us Vou can not prove that anybody wasshot theré; 
you can not prove that Mr. Eldridge, the attorney of Mr. Featherston, 
actually suffered any bodily harm.“ No, Ican not; but Ido say to you 
that Mr. Eldridge showed his wisdom and his discretion in getting 
away from Crawfordsville, where he met that so-called inhospitable 
crowd, and when he went away to Memphis after giving notice to Berry 
that the depositions would be taken in Memphis. 

Now, I say that the conduct on the part of this attorney was wise 
and discreet. It is always better to go away two or three days before 
you are shot than two or three days after. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. ODUTHWAITE. I will yield to the gentleman three minutes 
for having interrupted him. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Well, now, I say that my friend claimed that 
Mr. Eldridge was in no particular danger. It seems to me that when 
the surrounding circumstances are considered any man of ordinary pru- 
dence, of ordinary intelligence, would have thought to himself that he 
was in considerable danger and had better leave. [Laughter.] 

Why, with Powell arrested the moment he left the witness stand, 
the body of Tim Hightower still left unburied, for all I know or for 
any evidence in the case; with the blood of John M. Clayton cry- 
ing from the ground in the adjoining county and mppealing to the 
throne of God for that justice denied to him in the tribunals of men— 
Isay when Mr. Eldridge decided that it was wiser and better to go 
into some other State and take this testimony, he showed a wisdom 
which I think this House will approve, and if the depositions under 
these circumstances were taken in Nova Zembla it would be au outrage 
on the part of the American people—and we have heard a good deal 
about possible ontrages by the American people and upon the American 
people - hut it would be an outrage on the part of American people, and 
the first they ever committed, if, on account of mere technicalities or 
technical objections, the depositions taken at Memphis were not con- 
sidered and given their full force and effect in the House and in the 
country. 

I say Coat there was no safety, there was no law, there was no fair- 
ness in the county of Crittenden and State of Arkansas, and whether 
we are required to count up a certain number of votes, whether the quib- 
ble be made about 73 votes counted here or 224 allowed there, in order 
to preserve the purity of the ballot, we have aright to require a rea- 
sonable interpretation and application of the rigid rule which, if en- 
forced, would make felony and violence rampant and triumphant. 
Weare bound in this high court, not limited by petty technical re- 
strictions, to throw away all petty technicalities and to say that the 
general spirit, purpose, and character of this essay [holding up the rec- 
ord of testimony in the case] on political assassination, which is vastly 
better than De Quincey’s essay on Murder as a Fine Art, as found here, 
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shall not be encouraged; and that, be this contestant Democrat or Re- 
publican, be he black or White, as he comes here and demands his 
right the justice of the American people, which never fails and never 
sleeps, requires that he shonld be seated because his right is estab- 
lished. [Applause.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAISH]. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SW ENEV. Before the gentleman begins I would like to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio if he will permit. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. : 

Mr. SWENEY. The identity of this box has been questioned by 
the gentleman. Now, I desire to ask him if he, as an individual mem- 
ber upon this floor and as a member of the Committee on Elections, 
denies that that or other boxes similar to it were manufactured and 
shipped to the sheriff of Crittenden County upon his order, one for each 
election district in that county ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I deny that there is any testimony showing 
that to be so. F 

Mr. SWENEY. Iask you if that was the fact. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I deny it is a fact. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. That is the issue. 

Mr. HOUK. You may deny that the sun shines. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman said that he would prove that 
the ballot-box was used at Cat Island, he was ready to prove it, and 
I yielded him time so that he might, and he did not. 

Mr. GREENHALGE, I will refer the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor 
unless he sees fit to yield it. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts for an interrogatory when I come to that part of the testi- 
mony. ` 

Mr. Speaker, there is a species of fish in Pennsylvania that when you 
approach ` 


TheSPEAKER. One moment. The House will be in order. Gen- 
tlemen are entitled to an audience at least when they b and gen- 
tlemen will please take their seats. [After some time.] The Chair 


hopes gentlemen in the aisles will finally take their seats. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to express my indebtedness to 
the Speaker for securing for me what Lam assured by him Iam entitled 
to at the outset of my speech. I suppose I shall prove my title to the 
attention of the House for the remainder of my time by the character 
of my remarks. : 5 

In the streams of Pennsylvania there is a species of fish that when 
you approach their habitation rush to the bottom and stir up the mud 
so that yon can not see them. ‘The conduct of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House who have participated in this debate has strikingly 
imitated the tactics of that fish. Much has been introduced into this 
discussion that is not in the record and that ought not to bave been 
introduced here, and was introduced doubtless to obscure the real is- 
sue. Passionate references to ‘‘assassination,’’ Winchester rifle 
‘‘crowds,’? and murderers have been made to affright our Repub- 
lican friends from their propriety. b 

Sir, I have been taught that election contests should be conducted in 
this House as they would be in a court of justice, and that the princi- 
ples that would govern in such a court should prevail here. The spec- 
tacle that has been presented to the House to-day, it seems to me, is 
not particularly pleasing to the true American heart. The majority 
of the committee, I assert, in coming to the conclusion they did in their 
report, utterly and totally ignored the principles upon which alone 
they could have arrived at the truth. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts who has just taken his seat sug- 
gested that the rigid rules applicable to the investigation of truth in 
courts of justice must be relaxed in this House when investigating an 
election case. This is a monstrous doctrine. at are we in pursuit 
of here? Is it not the truth? If there are any better principles to 
discover truth than the ordinary principles of evidence, they have not 
shown them to us. : 

The other side of the House, as has been suggested by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], my colleague on the committee, has entered 
upon a newdeparture in the investigation of election cases. This new 
departure, these new principles (if principles they can be called), were 
first enunciated in the Fiftieth Congress by the gentleman who sub- 
mitted the majority report in this case, and I wish to recall the mem- 
bers of this House from the exciting political discussion which this 
goran has assumed to an examination of them. Isend to the Clerk's 

esk and ask to have read a portion of the speech he delivered in the 
case of Lowry vs. White that will show to what extreme views party 
spirit will drive gentlemen. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Houk. Mr. Speaker, while this debate has been very interesting and able, 
I must think 6 the discussion has been wholly irrelevant. 
We have heard decisions cited from West Virginia, from other States, and from 
the Federal co and those decisions appear to be relied on as governing this 


case, as though was some sort of inferior tribunal trying a case under the 
common law and bound by the precedents of the courts and the rigid rules of 


testimony. Mr. Speaker, the power weare acting under—the only power under 


which we can act in a contested-clection case—grows out of one of the funda- 
mental principles of the Constitution. 

Section 5 of Article I declares that each House shall be the judge of the elec- 
tions, returns and qualifications of its own members.” In provision of the 
Constitution is found the entire power which we are to exercise here, and I 


care not what any court may have decided, I caro not what any inferior or su- 


perior tribunal may huve decided, the entire and supreme power over this ques- 
tion is vested in us by the Constitution, and we can accept what we please as 
testimony. This House is bound by no technical rules of the common law, nor 
by judicial construction. . 
Why, sir, if any one should haye made 3 to Washi n for the 

urpose of seeing the Ame Congress, and should have come into our gal- 

ery and looked down upon us during the time we have been debating 
case, and heard gentlemen discussing critical points of the law of evidence, he 
would naturally suppose that he made a m „and that, instead of be- 
ing in the House of Representatives of the great American Co he had 
wandered into some inferior court, where the ju: was to pass upon 
some ordinary question of evidence. I hold, Mr. Speaker, t under the pro- 
vision of the Constitution we are not required to ask or to consider what any 
court has decided. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if Congress itself were to attempt to pass a law governing 
the proceedings of this body in a contested-election case, it would be absolutely 
nulland void, and how much less the decision ofa court over in Virginia. The 
Constitution provides that we, this House of Representatives, shall be the ex- 
clusive judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of our members. What- 
ever testimony satisfies us, whether it comes under the rigid rules of evidence 
or not, whether it is handed down by some distinguished jurist or whether we 
adopt some other mode of ascertaining the facts here—whatever evidence satis- 
fies the consciences of the members of this House is legal testimony under that 
provision of the Constitution, 


Mr. HOUR. That is a good Speech, and I would like to have it all read. 

Mr. MAISH. I think enough of it has been read to show what 
principles actuated the gentleman from Tennessee, if not the other 
members of that committee, in making his report inthis case. In the 
report gnbmitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
on the part of the minority, who is not now a member of the Committee 
on Elections, but who was a member of that committee in the last House, 
in the case of McDnuffy rs. Davidson, I find principles similar to those 
enunciated by the gentleman from Tennessee. The chairman of the 
Committee on Elections of this House was a member of that minority, 
as was also the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cooper] and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Houk]. The report says: 

This case involves no legal question. Counsel for contestes attem to 
argue that because in the last two cases from this same district Congress re- 
jected the returns of the supervisors and accepted the precinct returns, there- 
fore in the present instance Congress was bound to accept the precinct returns 
as final. Such an argument does not uire refutation. The power of Con- 
gress in regard to the election of its 8 is plenary and absolute. 

Congress may reject supervisors’ returns and accept those of the precinct in- 
spectors, or if it sees fit it may reject the precinct returns, and from the evidence 
of the voters, or from any other outside testimony that it deems trustworthy, may 
determine bow the vote of a district was actually cast, There is no limit what- 
ever to the power of Congress in regard to the evidence by which it may seek 
to determine the vote of à district. 

It would also seem from the character of the objections made by contestee to 
the examination of witnesses and from statements of counsel it was in- 
tended to argue further that the official returns being the best evidence of the 
vote at an election all other testimony as to such vote is merely secon and 
ought to bs excluded as of no weight. The plenary power of Congress already 
alluded to is really a sufficient answer to this argument, which it seems hard to 
believe could be seriously advanced, but it may be added as entirely conclusive 
on this point that the precinct returns are merely prima facie evidence of the 
vote, and may of course be attacked, rebutted, or im by evidence from 
any source. There is, however, no need to resort to the plenary power of Con- 
gress in this case. The testimony is all regular and legal, and would be ad- 
mitted anywhere to rebut and impeach the official documents, for which pur- 
pose it is entirely competent. 

There is, in a word, nothing in this case but a plain question of fact, Con- 
gress, undisturbed by any legal questions or techni is asked to decide 
simply whether the vote in the Fourth district of Alabama atthe election held 
November 2, 1886; was returned as it was actually cast or whether it was altered 
by fraudulent practices in such a way as to invalidate the right of the contestee 
to his seat and give that seat to the contestant. 

I haye read enough to show the views of the minority of that com- 
mittee, of which, as I said before, the chairman of the present commit- 
tee was a member and signed the minority report, as did the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] and also the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. Speaker, in this report we are also reminded of the fact that 
undder the broad provision of the Constitution making each House of 
Congress ‘the judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members’ it would seem that we are not bound by the strict rules 
of evidence known to the common law.“ 

Now, I ask what rules is this House governed by if it is not gov- 
erned by the ordinary rules of evidence? The rules that govern every 
decent court in this country aud in England and in every civilized 
country, the rules that have been practiced for ages, and universally 
accepted as the best method of investigating facts and discovering the 
truth are here declared, for the necessities of this case, to be unreliable, 
and may be set aside for unknown and untried principles of evidence. 
No precedent has been shown, and none can for this position, and an 
appeal to this extraordinary doctrine is a confession on the part of the 
majority of this House that this case can not be sustained. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House to the 
statutes to the State of Arkansas in regard to elections, Those stat- 
utes are of the most approved kind that can be found in the whole 
country. I know of no code in any State better calculated to preserve 
the purity of the ballot-box, to prevent the perpetration of frauds in 
elections, or to promote the discovery of frauds when they have been 
perpetrated, than that of the State of Arkansas. 
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Sec. 2675. All elections by the people shall be by ballot, Every ballot shall 
be numbered in the order in which it shall be received, and the number re- 
corded by the election officers, on the list of yoters, opposite the name of the 
elector who presents the ballot. 2 

Seo, 2680, It shall be the duty of each and every voter, at any of the elections 
hereafter to be holden in this State, to have written in a legible hand, or printed, 
the name or names of the persun or persons for whom he votes, and the office 
which said person or personsis or are voted forto fill, respectively, on his ballot, 
and hand the same to one of the judges of election. 

SEC. 2681. The judge to whom any lotshall be delivered shall, upon receipt 
thereof, pronounce in an audible voice the name of the elector from whom he 
receives the ballot, and, if no objection be made to him and the judges be satis- 
fied that he is legally entitled, agreeably to the constitution and laws of the 
State, to vote at the election, he shall immediately number the ballot, as pro- 
vided in section 2675, and put the same in the ballot-box without opening or in 
any way ins ing the names written or printed thereon. 

Ec. 2682. It shall be the duty of the clerks of election to register the names 
of eachand all electors in the order in which they may present their ballots, 
placing opposite each name its appropriate number, as required by section 2675, 

It shall be the duty of the judges of the election in the respective townships 
throughout the State. after such elections shall have been closed as provided for 
in the foregoing sections, securely to envelop all the ballots which may have 
peen received in accordance with the provisions of this section under seal, and 
return the same to the clerk of the proper county, which shall, in no event, be 
opened except in case of a contested election. 


Mr. Speaker, in accordance with this statute, the ballots cast at this 
election are all preserved in the ballot-boxes, where, I believe, they are 
to be preserved fora period of four years. The poll-lists are there, ab- 
solutely intact and unassailed, except perhapsinasingleinstance. They 
are there, the instruments of evidence, made so by law. 

Did the contestant in this case open a single one of those ballot-boxes 
to establish the specificationsin this contest? Wasa single ballot-box 
opened to show that the frauds alleged in this case were perpetrated ? 

We know not a single one was opened; not a ballot was examined. 
The ordinary method for determining the question of fraud was wholly 
neglected, and new methods totally unreliable were resorted to to prove 
frauds in this election. Such methods of proof would not be accepted 
in any court of justice. The evidence presented is not the best evidence 
the case admits of, and the best evidence in the case which the contest- 
ant was bound to submit would in all probability show that the testi- 
mony submitted here is wholly false. 

But we are told that in certain cases the best evidence is not the best 
evidence; thatsecondary evidence may be introduced in an election case 
to be tried in this House, even when the primary evidence is in exist- 
ence and within the reach of the contestant. These are some of the 
principles of evidence which Republican members of this House are 
asked to ratify! ; 

Mr. Speaker, what have been the decisions of the courts of this coun- 
try upon the questions that are raised in this contest? 

I will not consume the time of the House in reading the numerous 
decisions that have been rendered to sustain my position, for my time 
is too limited. In the State of California the statutes are substantially 
the same as they are in Arkansas. The law requires that the ballots 
shall be preserved, as in the State of Arkanas. The courts in that 
State have had occasion to pass upon a question very pertinent to this 
case, and I will now read from the opinion of the court in the case of 
the People vs. Holden (28 Cal., 123): 


The Legislature could have had no other design, in its providing for the pres- 
ervation of the ballots, than to make them evidence of their own contents, and 
atest of the correctness of the returns made from them by the officers of the elec- 
tion. They are in fact made a part of the returns, for it is expressly provided 
that they should be sealed up with the poll-listsand tally-papers, and the certifi- 
cate of the officer ed, and indorsed “election returns.’ 

Thus they are i. by law not only as part of the election returns, and, 
therefore, evidence of what transpired atthe election, but as evidence ofa higher 
and more gat; ry ground than the tally-papers. 


In the opinion of the court in the case just cited it is further held: 

Being as we bold competent, it is clear that the ballots are primary evidence, 
and, therefore, better evidence of the number of votes cast and for whom than 
the tally-list made from them by the officer of election. We must presume that 
the officers of the election houest performed their duty in the premises, and 
that they did not mutilate any of the ballots, but, on the contrary, strung them 
in the condition in which they were found in the iot-box, on a thread, and 
gent them in that condition to the clerk’s office; and the same presumption 
exists in relation to their custody by the clerk. 

In other words, in the absence of any evidence establishing that the ballots 
in question were mutilated subsequently to their being deposited in the ballot- 
box, we are bound to presume that they were in the same condition when pro- 
duced on trial in the proper office and by the proper officer in which they were 
deposited in the ballot-box. Any subsequent alteration or mutilation by any 
one intrusted by law with their custody would be a public crime of great enor- 
mity, and the commission of a crime can not be presumed. Ifthey were muti- 
lated s . — in the clerk's office it was the duty of the defendant to make proot 


If, as alleged in this case, these ballots were tampered with, if they 
were counted for the contestee when in fact cast for the contestant, 
this could have been incontestably shown if the regular and orderly 
method of investigating facts had been resorted to. Mr. McCrary, in 
his book on Contested Elections, says: 

The rule is that the returns must stand until impeached, f. e., until shown to 
be worthless as evidence; so worthless that the truth can not be deduced from 
it. In a number of cases it will be found necessary to apply this rule to an in- 
definite variety of facts and circumstances. {McCrary on Elections, third edition, 
section 480; see, also, Washburn vs. Voorhees, 2 Bart., 54.) 

Mr. S er, having shown by what methods the contestant has en- 
deavored to make out his case, may I not ask in all candor whether this 
House is prepared to sustain him? Do you propose to say that every 
contestant in the future may ignore our statutes, may take evidence 


out of time, may take it out of the district without any excuse (as there 
was none here), may take evidence in chief after the testimony is closed 
and when it is impossible for the contestee to reply to it, may violate 
all the time-honored rules of evidence and havea standing in this 
House? That is what you propose to say by declaring the contestant 
entitled to a seat in this House. To do this is simply to supersede the 
election in the district by an election in this House, and for that matter 
a candidate other than the contestant may be selected as well. 

Mr. Speaker, within the time allotted to me it is utterly impossible 
to examine in detail the testimony in this case, It has been most ad- 
mirably analyzed by my friend who sits before me, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWATTE]. It is useless to invoke the pretense of a gen- 
eral conspiracy, supported as it is by so few witnesses. We are asked 
to presume in utter violation of the law that the innumerable election 
officers in all the districts in the county of Crittenden committed willful 
and corrupt perjury upon the testimony of the few witnesses called to 
support the charge of conspiracy. Weare asked to hold that all the 
ballot-boxes in the entire county have been invalidated by this testi- 
mony. With all the peculiar methods resorted toin this case, the ma- 
jority of the committee have been able to find only 86 majority for the 
contestant. 

I had intended to call attention to a single precinct of this district, 
the precinct of Scanlan, but Iam admonished that my time is about 
to expire and I will close, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I have read the report of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections in this case and I have heard 
most of the argument in this House. It seems to me the contention 
here is based upon the allegation on the one hand that the contestant 
was unable by reason of terrorism in the district to take such testimony 
as he desired to take and on the other hand it is contended that a por- 
tion of the testimony in the record was taken at the city of Memphis 
without notice to the contestee, and that his first knowledge of this 
testimony was when he found it in the printed record. On an exam- 
ination of the report of the majority of the committee it appears that 
this report rests entirely for its completeness upon the evidenceas taken 
at Memphis, and in the taking of which the sitting member had no part, 
which was a surprise to him by its appearance in the printed record. 

If this is the truestate of the case - and I do not see that itis disputed 
it seems to me gentlemen on both sides of this House are interested in 
knowing what were the real facts. Ifit be true, as the contestant al- 
leges, that he could not take the evidence that he desired to take, by 
reason of terrorism, or if it be true that the contestee is charged with 
evidence taken without notice to him. and that he could not be un- 
seated unless that evidence be considered in the case, then this ques- 
tion is not yet ready for submission to the House. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I shall move at a proper time the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the case of Featherston vs. Cate be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, with instructions that a subcommittee of five members of 
that committee be appointed and authorized to proceed to the First district of 
Arkansas and investigate the election in that district for Representative in Con- 
gress in November, 1858; that the subcommittee thus e shall have power 
to send for persons and papers, to examine records of the election in the several 
counties of that district, and to make report thereon at the earliest time practi- 
cable; that the subcommittee shall have the right to appoint a stenographer, 
and that all 3 of the subcommittee and of the investigation shall be paid 
out of the conti mt fund of the House, and that $10,000 of such fund be at once 
piaced to the credit of the chairman of such subcommittee. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, we owe it to ourselves, in view of the 
disputed condition of this case, that we should not undertake to decide 
it until every opportunity has been offered for a thorough investiga- 
tion. If it be true, as gentlemen allege on the other side, that this 
contestant was not permitted to take testimony in this case, I want him 
to have the fullest opportunity to do so; and I say now, as a member 
representing a Northern district. that if he will prove before this sub- 
committee the statements that have been made in his behalf here 1 
will vote to seat him after I have acquired the knowledge which is to 
be obtained in the manner proposed by this resolution. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Insert the other Arkansas district and double 
the appropriation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. L accept that. 

Mr. HOUK. I will yield now for four minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I regret as much as any member tho 
bringing of extraneous considerations into this case. It was said by 
the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], a man for 
whom Ihave the highest respect asa gentleman and legislator, that 
when he considered what a friend and comrade of mine had said in re- 
gard to honest electi6ns, he was reminded of the devil quoting Scripture. 
(Laughter. ] 

Who was that man to whom he referred? William W. Dudley. He 
was born in the genial climate of Republican Wayne County, Indiana. 
At the beginning of the war he enlisted in one of the most famous mili- 
tary organizations in that great contest, He participated in every con- 
test along the Potomac, and at Gettysburgh contributed his right leg as 
his share of the sacrifice made necessary in order to preserve the Con- 
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stitution and maintain that flag above your head, Mr. Speaker, as the 
symbol of our nationality. [Applause. ] 

In civil life he has been honored by his people at home, and also by 
appointment to the high position of Commissioner of Pensions, where 
he has made a record which might well be emulated by all the officers 
of this Government. 

The inference from the statement of my distinguished friend was that 
this ‘‘ blocks-of-five’’ letter meant that there was an improper use of 
money by the Republicans of Indiana. I wish to say to my friend in 
all sincerity that if his reasons for asking this House to continue Mr. 
Cate as the sitting member from the First district in Arkansas are 
founded on no better facts than merely idle rumor, then he is entitled 
to our commiseration. 

The only authority whatever for that statement is a publication in 
a Democratic newspaper, a paper which published an editorial concern- 
ing a decision of the supreme court in that State, which did not meet 
the views of its editor. The editorial was head-lined by these words, 
“Damn their cowardly souls.” 

If he quotes that I want this record side by side with that statement 
to carry this other significant fact, thatin the great contest in Indiana, 
where 99 votes out of every hundred were polled, in the First district, 
represented by the sitting member, Judge PARRETT, in the contest 
now pending before the House, and which has been fully considered by 
the Committee on Elections, the evidence in that contest discloses this 
fact, that they were unable to prove or even hint at the improper use 
of one cent of money by the Republicans of that district. - 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Do you believe that Mr. Dudley wrote that 
letter about gathering up voters in blocks of five? 

Mr. CHEADLE, No, sir. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. You do not? > 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam not surprised that Democrats should dislike. 
and fear Colonel Dudley, because he is in my judgment one of the best 
political in the United States, a man who believes in using 
all legitimate means to secure a Republican victory. I say to the gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the Chamber that I want the RECORD to 
show so that it will stand a continuing testimony so long as our lan- 
guage is read by those who are to come after us that I, his comrade 
and friend, invite the most searching investigation into his private, 
military, and official life, and when this investigation shall be concluded 
it will be found that he is one of the bravest and noblest men of this 
generation, a soldier with a heroic record, a gentleman in all the word 
implies. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I think this question will be disposed of 
easily in the morning, and with the understanding that we conclude it 
it immediately after the reading of the Journal. I move that the House 
do now adjourn, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that it had passed bills and a joint resolution of the follow- 
ing titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 174) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United 
States district courts at $5,000 per annum; 

A bill (S. 257) in regard to a monumental column to commemorate 
the battle of Trenton, in the State of New Jersey, and appropriating 
$30,000; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 63) providing for taking the census in Alaska. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BELDEN, 
for one week, on account of important business. 

And then the motion of Mr. Hopk was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 

from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SYRACUSE, N. Y. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to the 
necessity of an appropriation for making certain alterations in the post- 
office, custom-house, etc., at Syracuse, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

COMPENSATION OF ROYAL B. BRADFORD, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an esti- 
mate of an appropriation to compensate Commander Royal B. Brad- 
ford, United States Navy, for services in establishing an electric-light 
plant in the Interior Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

INCREASE OF PAY OF NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF STAFF. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petitions from Quar- 
termaster-Sergeant Arthur Purvis and Commissary-Sergeant E. W. 
Elwell, of David's Island, New York, and Commissary-Sergeant John 
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Ryan, of Wi i m Barracks, praying for an increase of pay for the 
non-commissioned officers of the staff—to the Committee on Military 


OCONEE RIVER SURVEY. ‘ 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of the exami- 
nation and survey of Oconee River, Georgia, with maps—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under the rule, the following reports were filed and referred as fol- 
lows: 
AMENDMENT OF AN ACT TO AMEND THE PENSION LAW. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 323) to amend an act entitled An act amend- 
ing the pension law so as to remove the disability of those who, having 
participated in the rebellion, have since its termination enlisted in the 
Army of the United States, and become disabled. approved March 31, 
1877; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. HOOK. 

Mr, ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1053) for the relief of the sureties of Geo 
W. Hook, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whi 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LAKE SUPERIOR RAILWAY COMPANY, 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back, as 
a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3359) granting right of way to the Little 
Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake Superior Railway ompa through the 
land occupied by the Mille Lacs Indians in the State of Minnesota, a 
bill (H. R. 7754) granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs and 
Lake Superior Railroad across Mille Lacs Indian reservation; which 
substitute was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHIPPEWA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

.Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 660) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate with the Turtle Mountain bands of Chippewa In- 
dians for the cession of their reservation; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO DOVER NATIONAL CEMETERY. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3136) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

RACHEL DYER. 


Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 2074) for the relief of Rachel Dyer, 
of Fairfax County, Virginia, a bill (H. R. 7755) for the relief of Rachel 
Dyer, of Fairfax County, Virginia; which substitute was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MISSISSIPPI NEAR LYONS. 


Mr. SWENEY. from the Committee on Commerce, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 1297) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa;’’ which was referred to the 
Stona Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTLAND, OREGON. 

Mr.GIFFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (S. 77) to provide for the con- 
straction of a public building at Portland, Oregon; which wasreferred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LANSING, MICH. 

Mr.GIFFORD also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 308) for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Lansing, in the State of Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MAURICE GRIVOT. 
Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
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‘Claims, reported back favorably the bill (S. 990) for the relief of the 
heirs of Maurice Grivot; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT, 


Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 6599) to amend an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa;’’ which was laid on the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed. 

Under the rule, bills of the following titles were severally reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, with and with- 
out amendments, and, with their accompanying reports were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed: 

By Mr. POST: The bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio, withamendment. (Report 
586. 


. : 

Also, the bill (H. R. 229) for the erection of a public building at Au- 
rora, III., with amendment. (Report 586.) 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: The bill (H. R. 7175) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Tuscaloosa, Ala., with amendment. (Report 587.) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (H. R. 787) for the erection of a public 
building at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., with amendment. (Report 588.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 860) for the purchase of a site and erection of a 
custom-houseand post-office at St. Albans, Vt., withamendment, (Re- 

rt 589, ) 
1 the bill (H. R. 571) to increase the limit of cost for the public 
building at Hoboken, N. J., withont amendment. (Report 590.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 164) to increase the appropriation for the erection 
of a ge building at Wilmington, Del., without amendment. (Be 

59L 


By Mr. DIBBLE: The bill (S. 2033) providing for fire-proofing the 
roof of the Smithsonian building, without amendment. (Report 592.) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (S. 875) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, with- 
outamendment. (Report 593.) 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa; The bill (S. 2484) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Beatrice, in 
the State of Nebraska, with amendment. (Report 594.) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (S. 55) to change the limit of appro- 
priation for the public building at Jacksonville, Fla., without amend- 
ment. (Report 595.) 

By Mr. CLUNIE: The bill (S. 1477) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection of a public building atSacramento, Cal., without amend- 
ment. (Report 596.) 

By Mr. LEWIS: The bill (S. 278) for the erection of a public building 
at Martinsburgh, W. Va., with amendment. (Report 597.) 

By Mr. POST: The bill (H. R. 3283) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Rock Island, 01.4 with amendment. (Report 598. 

y Mr. LEWIS: The bill (H. R. 510) for the erection of a public 
building at Meridian, Miss., with amendment. (Report 599.) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (H. R. 630) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Reidsville, N. C., with amendment. (Report 
600. 8 


) 

By Mr. GIFFORD: The bill (H. R. 4608) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Fargo, N. Dak., with amendment, 
(Report 601.) 

By Mr. POST: The bill (H. R. 3892) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Newburgh, N. Y. without amendment. (Report 602). 

y Mr. ABBOTT: The bill (H. R. 833) providing for the erection of 
a public building at Paris, Tex., with amendment. (Report 603.) 

y Mr. KERR, of Iowa: The bill (H. R. 184) for the erection of a 
public building at Pueblo, Colo., with amendment. (Report 6033.) 

Also, the bill (S. 902) for the erection of a public building at Sioux 
City, Iowa, with amendment. (Report 604.) 

By Mr. GIFFORD: The bill (H. R. 4400) for the construction of a 

blic 155 in the city of Portland. Oregon, with amendment. 

rt 605. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The bill (H. R. 93) for the erection of a public 
building at Camden, Ark., without amendment. (Report 606. ) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (H. R. 434) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Haverhill, Mass., with amendment. (Report 607. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: The bill (H. R. 7711) for the construction of a pub- 


lic building at Stockton, Cal. (as substitute for H. R. 112), with same 


title. (Report 608.) 
By Mr. POST: The bill (H. R. 196) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at the city of Bloomington, Ill., without amendment. (Report 


609.) 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: The bill (H. R. 749) for the erection of a 
public building at York, Pa., with amendment. (Report 610.) 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: The bill (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in 
the State of Maine, without amendment. (Report 611.) 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: The bill (S. 595) for the erection of a public 
building at Salina, Kans., with amendment. (Report 612.) 


Also, the bill (S. 5380) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at Davenport, Iowa, with amendment. (Report 613.) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (H. R. 440) for the erection of a public 
building at Taunton, Mass., without amendment. (Report 614. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: The bill (H. R. 964) for a public building 
at Racine, Wis., without amendment. (Report 615.) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (H. R. 776) for the erection of a public 
Sope in the city of Pawtucket. R. I., with amendment. (Report 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The bill (H. R. 5364) to authorize the construc- 
tion of an addition to the public building in Houston, Tex., and to 
provide a cistern, heating apparatus, etc., for said building, without 
amendment. (Report 617.) 

By Mr. POST: The bill (H. R. 4403) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Akron, Ohio, with amendment. (Report 618.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 4559) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at Rockford, III., without amendment. (Report 619.) 

By Mr. KERR, of lowa: The bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public 
building at Fort Dodge, Iowa, with amendment. (Report 620.) 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: The bill (H. R. 6951) to increase the appro- 
priation for the erection of a public building at Paterson, N. J., with 
amendment. (Report 621.) 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: The bill (S. 210) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Eau Claire, Wis., with amendment. 
(Report 622.) 

By Mr. POST: The bill (H. R. 256) to provide for a public building 
in South Bend, Ind., withont amendment. (Report 623.) 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: The bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public 
building in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, without-amendment. (Report 624.) 

Also, the bill (S. 2406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon, at Atchison, in the State of Kan- 
sas, without amendment. (Report 625.) 

Also, the bill (S. 954) authorizing the construction of a public build- 
ing at Burlington, Iowa, without amendment, (Report 626.) 


RESOLUTIONS, 


z one the rule, the following resolutions were filed and referred as 
OLLOWS: 


By Mr. FITHIAN: 


Whereas the report of the State board of agriculture of the State of Illinois 
for the year 1489 shows that the total cost of the production of the corn crop for 
the year 1889 in the State of Illinois was $68,279,862, and that the total value of 
the same was $55,337,049, making a total loss on said corn crop to the farmers of 
Illinios of $9,935,823; and 

Whereas corn is now being consumed in several States for fuel for want of a 
remunerative market; and 

Whereas several bills have been introduced in this Congress to pay a subsidy 
of 30 cents per registered ton for every 1,000 miles sailed by an American ves- 
sel between any port of the United States and any foreign port, and between 
foreign ports, and the same rate for fractions of less than 1,00) miles; and 

Whereas without the product of the American farm subsidized ships would be 
useless to American commerce: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be, and 
they are hereby, instructed to investigate the facts set forth in this resoluton 
and report to the House the advisability of adding an amendment to any bill 
that may be favorably reported to the House giving subsidies to ships, to pay 
to each farmer a reasonable subsidy or bounty for each bushel of corn pro- 
duced, to the end that the further production of corn may be profitably engaged 
in by the farmer and the subsidized ships may haye something to carry. 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr, COLEMAN: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if it is not inconsistent with the 
public interests, to send to the House of Representatives copies of all corre- 
spondence between the United States and Mexico relating to the seizure at the 

rt of Tampico of the schooner Rebecca in February, 1884, said schooner hav- 
ng left the port of Margan in January, 1884; 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


— 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under the rule, the following bills and joint resolutions were sever- 
ally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 7756) making an appropriation to con- 
struct a road and approaches from the town of Culpeper, Va., to the 
national military cemetery near that place—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 7757) to provide a medical direc- 
tor for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and other 
homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7758) to provide for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of an Indian industrial school at Oswego, Kans.— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7759) placing certain articles 
on the free-list and increasing the duty on others—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R, 7760) to provide for 
inclosing the grounds upon which the Huntsville public building is 
erected—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7761) authorizing 
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investigation as to the Delany system of multiplex telegraphy in use 
on the postal telegraph lines of Great Britain—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under the rule, private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 7762) for the reliefof Alfred E. 
Gathercole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 7763) granting a pension to G. C. 
Champlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7764) for the relief 
of Mrs. 5. C. Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 7765) granting a pension to James T. 
Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7766) granting a pension to 
Joseph Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 7767) granting a pension to Jane 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of Mary L 
Doughty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: A bill (H. R. 7769) to remove charge of absent 
without leave“ against Jacob Rahm—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN; A bill (H. R. 7770) to pay Tichenor & Lundy 
for Indian depredations—to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7771) to pay D. S. Holton for Indian depreda- 
tions—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. g 

By Mr. McCORD; A bill (H. R. 7772) for the relief of John Feltis— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7773) granting a pension to Margaret Murray—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7774) granting a pension to Olive Scidmore—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7775 granting a pension to J. P. Hurlbert—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) granting a pension to N. J. White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7777) granting a pension to Mary I. Willett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7778) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Lucinda Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of James Patterson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 7780) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Noyes Barber—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 7781) granting a pension to David 
Voorhees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 7782) for the relief of John L. Coch- 
nower—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7783) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John W. Woodring—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERRY: A bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of Agnes and 
Maria De Leon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7785) granting a pension to Henry But- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 77868) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel 
Wrizht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7787) for the relief of 
W. H. Slack—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7788) for the relief 
of Michael Devine—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7789) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Mary A. McCulloch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7790) for the relief of 
Andrew Howard, sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


A bill (H. R. 2987) for the relief of Lewis F. Self—Committee on the 
hie Siti and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) for the relief of John S. Ellen—Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4016) for the relief of Thomas Jones, jr.—Com- 


mittee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on Claims. ~ 

Also, a bill (H; R. 4060) for the relief of Robert C. Speed—Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5589) for the relief of C. G. Jesse—Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5783) for the relief of Frank W. Webster—Com- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2851) for the relief of Thomas Chambers—Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1241) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr.—Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1626) for the relief of Carter Lawson—Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) for the relief of Thomas H. Prewitt—Come 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry—Com- 
mittee on the Post- Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. < 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1830) for the relief of John Donaldson—Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5593) for the relief of L. A. Davis—Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads dischagged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) for the relief of the estate of John C. Thomp- 
son, deceased—Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5538) for the relief of Refugio M. Bowler, admin- 
istratrix of the esfate of Thomas F. Bowler, deceased—Com mittee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) for the relief of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company of Canada—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7494) for the relief of Thomas Stewart—Commit- 
tee of the Whole House discharged, and recommitted to the Committee 
on War Claims. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6792) granting a pension to Hetta Brainard—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
P. Nields—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of ex-soldiers of Spencerville, Ohio, 
against reduction of the revenues and in favor of a service pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Capt. Wesley Chamberlain and 40 others, of East 
Toledo, Ohio, in favor of the purchase, etc., of old fort grounds, etc., 
in the Maumee Valley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Memorial by the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, Lodge No. 2113, of Sullivan County, Indiana, favoring a 
radical revision of the tariff, coinage, banking, patent, and other laws— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Petitions of the Dublin and Blue 
River (Indiana) Society of Friends, against the expenditure of money 
for coast defenses, war-ships, and other warlike purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 1301, for the relief of 
Joseph F. Hawley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Kentucky, favoring the 
ope of the Big Sandy River—to the Committee on Rivers and 


rs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of citizens of Duluth, asking suffi- 
cient appropriations to complete improvements at Sault Ste. Marie— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition from same, to complete said improvements at same 
place—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. > 

By Mr. CONGER: Resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 275, Milo, Warren County, Iowa, favoring the service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of J. P. Jones Grand Army of the Republic Post, 
No. 278, Earlham, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolntions of Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
No. 36, Dexter, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of 400 Friends of Burr Creek Monthly Meeting, Dallas 
Connty, Iowa, againstappropriations for the Navy and coast defenses— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Samuel Schoppert, of Dela- 
ware County, Ohio, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims under the Bowman act—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, petition of Riddle, Graff & Co. and 36 others, citizens of Dela- 
ware, Ohio, for the retention of the tax on cigars and of brands and 
trade-marks, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Thomaston, Me., for an 
ascertainment of mo indebtedness in taking next census—to the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, 

Also, of citizens of St. George, Me., for ascertainment of farm mort- 
gage indebtedness in taking the next census—to the Select Committee 
on the Eleventh Census. 


Also, of citizens of Camden, Me., for same purpose—to the Select 


Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Affidavits of J. C. Rudd and others, to be filed as 
evidence with H. R. 4089, for the relief of J. C. Rudd—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavits of W. A. Easten and others, to be filed in evidence 
with H. R. 4072, for relief of W. A. Easten—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. EWART: Memorial of W. E. Smithson and 44 others, of 
Macksburgh, Ohio, in favor of restoration of silver to the place it had 
— our coinage before 1873 to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


easures, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition from Grand Army posts of the States 
ofMichigan, Minnesota, Dakota, Nebraska, West Virginia, Oregon, Ohio, 
Missouri, Wisconsin, Iowa, Illinois, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Indiana, 
and New York, asking for the passage of the service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of South Dakota Legislature, request- 
ing legislation upon the subject of claims arising from Indian depre- 
dations—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, memorial from same body, asking that Fort Sisseton be donated 
to the State of South Dakota as a militia encampment—to the Coin- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr, HAYNES: Papers accompanying the bill to remove the 
charge of ‘‘absent without leave” against Jacob Rahm—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition from citizens of Santa Fé, N. Mex., ask- 
ing for an appropriation to pay Indian depredation claims—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of citizens of Cumberland, Md., in favor 
ofthe Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition of Dayid Voorhes, Company I, One hun- 
ared and thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, for pension, 
claim No. 696610—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of John Smith and 22 others, of Wa- 
baunsee County, Kansas, for a service pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George A. Kendall Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
ublie, Lizton, Ind., for service pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of certain labor organizations in the 
State of California, for the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Dr. A. L. Hale and 324 others, of 
Arkansas City, Kans., asking that the Cherokee Outlet be opened speed- 
ily to white settlement under the provisions of the Perkins bill or a 
similar bill—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of Michael A. B. Gouldin, of Dyer County, 
Tennessee, for reference of claims under the provisions of the Bowman 
act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of B. F. Hazelwood, guardian of heirs of S. L. Fugy, 
deceased, late of Gibson County, Tennessee, for reference of claim to 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Mary Willhuff, for special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Lodge 942, Christian County, IIli- 
nois, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, for free silver coinage, etc. — 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 5, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA. 


* 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

In pursuance of the authority and direction contained in the act of Congress 
5 ee January 14, 1889, entitled “Anactfor the relief and civilization of the 
ippews Indiansin the State of Minnesota,” three commissioners were a 
pointed by the President on February 26, 1889, as therein authorized and di- 
rected, namely, Henry M. Rice, of Minnesota, Martin Marty, of Dakota, and 

Joseph B. Whiting, of Wisconsin, to negotiate with said Indians, 
The commissioners have submitted their final report, with accompanying 


iations conducted by them, and the same 
of the Interior in his report to me 


an examination of the papers submitted that the cession 


pepers, sho the results of the 
as been ly reviewed by the 
thereon. 

Being satisfied from 
and re uishment by said Chippewa Indians of their title and interest in the 


lands ed and described in the ent with the different bands or tribes 
of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota was obtained in the manner pre- 
scribed in the first section of said act, and that more than the requisite number 
have signed said eng I have, as provided by said act, approved the said 
instrumentsin writing, constituting the agreement entered into by the commis- 
sioners with said Ind “ 

The commissioners did not escape the embarrassment which unfortunately 
too often attends our negotiations with the Indians, namely, an indisposition 
to treat with the Government for further concessions while its obligations in- 
curred under former agreements are unkept. Iam sure it will be the disposi- 
tion of Congress to consider promptly and in a just and friendly spirit the claims 
feno by these Indians through our commissioners which have been formu- 

d in the draught of a bill prepared by the Secretary of the Interior and sub- 
mitted herewith. 

The act of January 14, 1889 (25 U. S. Stat..642), evidently contemplated the volun- 
tary removal of the bony: of all these bands of Indians to the White Earth and 
Red Lake reservations, buta proviso in section 3of the act authorized any In- 
dian to take his allotment upon the reservation where he now resides. The 
commissioners report that quite a general desire was expressed by the Indians 
to avail themselves of this option. The result of this is that the ceded land can 
not „ and brought to sale under the act until all of the allotments 
are made. 

I recommend that the necessary Lage dary ene to complete the surveys and 
allotments be made at once available, so that the work may be and com- 
pleted at the earliest possible day. 

A copy of the report made by the commissioners, with copies ofall the papers 
submitted therewith, except the census rolls, is herewith presented for the in- 
formation of the Congress. 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 4, 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the accompanying papers and 
report, which are voluminous, be printed or ee RA PH the rule to 
the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. SHERMAN. Let them be referred under 
the rule to the Committee on Printing. F 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The message, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will be referred under the rule to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res, 117) authorizing the appointment of 
thirty medical examiners for the Bureau of Pensions, fixing their sala- 
ries, and appropriating money to pay the same to June 30, 1890, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement which I 
presume would come under the head of a question of privilege. 

On the 22d of last month, in the course of some remarks made by 
me while the bill was pending in reference to town sites in Oklahoma 
Territory, I read from a statement made by citizens of Oklahoma City 
which reflected upon Capt. W. L. Couch. I received last night from 
Captain Couch a letter addressed to me, respectful in its terms, in which 
he said the statement read by me did him great injustice, and making 
a statement himself of what he claims to be the facts in regard to the 
matter. 

I will simply state that I have very little acquaintance with Captain 
Couch and no acquaintance with the parties who sent me the statement 
which was read. Therefore, I have no personal knowledge of the facts 
to which that statement refers or to which this letter refers. Captain 
Couch asks, however, in justice to him, that his statement should be 
made as publicly as the statement of the parties that I read, and that 
I think is justice to him. I therefore ask that his letier be read at the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wasarneron, D. C., March 3, 1890, 

Dran Sin; In your remarks in the Senate on the 22d ultimo, you did a greg 
injusticeto myself and others, which I am convinced was the result of incorrect 
information which yon relied upon as true. Believing that you are willing, at 
all times, to deal fairly with your opponents, I desire to state to you the exact 
situation at Oklahoma City at the time referred toin your remarks, and to ask 
that you do me the justice to give the same prominence to my statement that you 
gave to the untrue statements furnished you, and which you read asa part of 
your remarks in reference to the Oklahoma bill on the day mentioned. 

The statement furnished you as being prepared by the citizens of Oklahoma 
City ” was the work of one James L, Brown, and did not have the sanction of 
any reputable citizen of Oklahoma City, The entire statement is a tissue of 
falsehoods from beginning to end, 

It is true that at the opening on April 22, 1889, I was d Feber on certain grad- 
ing work near Oklahoma Station, but I was not engaged upon said work asa 
pretext for getting into the country, 

As a matter of fact, I had been for many years engaged, together with a num- 
ber of those in my employ at this time, in railroad contracting, and owned a 
large outfit of ing machinery and teams, and had constructed a large 
amount of road for the Santa Fé Company in Kansas and the Indian Territory, 
and was at this time engaged upon a contract with sald company, which I was 
pushing forward as rapidly as I could. I had no one on my rolls or in any way 
under my direction not actually employed upon this work. 

Your informant states that on said date I had in my employ about five hun- 
dred men; that among these were two ex-members of Congress; that before 
noon we liad surveyed and platted the town, and that some of my men staked 
out as ey as twenty lots each under fictitious names, and practically covered 
the desirable portion of the town site. The fact is, I had less than twenty-five 
men, all told, either immediately in my empoy or in any ways directly or re- 
motely, under my direction atthat time; and of these, only twelve attempted to 
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acquire lots, either location or „and only one of the twelve at- 
F and that one person only attempted to 
acquire two, and a part of these were acquired by purchase from the original 


r. 

I think this statement, which I am ready and willing to verify, if desired, 
ought to sufficiently indicate to you and to the Senate how utterly irresponsi- 
ble and unreliable a source the information relied upon by you emanated from. 

The fact that upon the organization of a provisional government at Oklahoma 
City I was el mayor by an overwhelmin; 8 at u fair election ought 
of itself to indicate that the statement refe: to by you was malicious and un- 
true. Perhaps the taste of doing so may be questioned, but under the cir- 
cumstances I feel that I am justified in telling you plainly that the individual 
who was responsible for the communication read by you is notorious through- 
out the whole of the Oklahoma country as a lotand claim jumper and a pro- 
fessional blackmailer, To show you that this charge is not made unadvisedly, 
J attach to this letter a copy of a communication from the register of the Guth- 
‘rie land office, showing that this same James L. Brown is at this very time con- 
testing with three several claimants for three separate and distinct quarter-see- 
tions in the Guthrie land district. In addition to this he has, to my knowledge 
as the chief officer of the city of Oklahoma, jum and attempted to hold, a 
number of lots in that city, honestly and lawfully entered upon and occupied 
by other and bona fide settlers whom he has forced to compromise. In one in- 
stance he received $300 for vacating a lot he had jumped in order to avoid the 
delays and yexations of a contest. 

The further statement of your informant that the town of Oklahoma City was 
surveyed, platted, and partly staked before noon, April 22, is also wholly untrue, 
No survey was attempted and no locating stake driven upon that town site 
until after 12 o'clock noon of said day. 

I would not have referred to these personal and particular matters had I not 
been mentioned by name in the communication you read upon the floor of the 
Senate, and my actions falsified in a manner that seems to require that I should 
show to you, beyond the possibility of a doubt, the unreliable character of the 
source from which your information comes. 

I am, sir, very respectfully yours, 


Hon, JAmes H. Berry, United States Senate. 


W. L. COUCH, 


UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE, 
Guthrie, Ind. T., December 20,1889. 


The following is a correct statement of the contests filed by James L. Brown, 
with date and number of contest: 

Contest No. 14. Frank Cook vs. Daniel I. Odell. S. E. 28, Twp. 12 N., R,3 W. 
James L. Brown cross-complainant, Filed May 21,1889, Docket No. 184. Sup- 
plemental affidavit filed July 24, 1889. 

Contest No. 120. James L, Brown vs, Clay Peters. N. W.35, Twp. 12 N., R. 3 
W. Filed May 1, 1889. Dismissed September 2, 1899, 

Contest No, 265. James L. Brown vs, David Reeson, N. E. 27, Twp. 12 N., R. 3 
W. Filed June 7. 1889. Supplemental affidavit filed October 29, 1889, 

Contest 134. Also Willis Kessler vs. Daniel J. Odell. James IL. Brown inter- 


pleader, Filed July 15, 1889. 
JOHN I. DILLE, Register. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of citizens of Coffey- 
ville and Wellington, in the State of Kansas, and petitions of citizens 
of Montgomery County, Kansas, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
1094, known as the service-pension bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr.STOCKBRIDGE. I present, by request, sundry memorials said 
to contain the signatures of 308,377 adult residents of the United 
States, remonstrating against the passage of what is known as the Blair 
Sunday-rest bill. I move that the memorials be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will they be printed, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senate shall so order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Committee on Rules, charged with the 
duty of obtaining additional rooms for the accommodation of commit- 
tees, will obtain additional room for the accommodation of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor for the deposit of petitions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorials presented by the 
Senator from Michigan will be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. : 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the board of supervi- 
sors of Kent County, Michigan, praying for the construction by the 
United States of a canal from Grand Rapids to Lake Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. TURPIE. I present a memorial adopted at a Monthly Meeting 
of Friends of New Salem, Howard County, Indiana, numbering 286 
persons, remonstrating against the recommendation of the Senate Na- 
val Committee to make a large expenditure for the Navy and so-called 
coast defenses and’other warlike preparations, all of which are stated 
in the memorial to be a menace to the peace and security of the na- 
tions. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Naval 


irs. 
The motion was agreed to. * 
Mr. PADDOCK. I present a petition of 120 members of the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance and other citizens of the State of Nebraska, respectfully 
representing that— 


All the bills now before your honorable bodies proposing to fund the indebt- 
edness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company to The United States, and extend 
the same, deprive the United States of its present ample security for the ulti- 
mate repayment of this debt and confer an immense additional subsidy upon 
a corporation that has repeatedly wronged the Government and eonthausity 
and grievously 1 the communities through which its road passes. 

Under section 10, United States Revised Statutes, act of 1878, it is the duty of 
the Attorney-General of the United States to enforce laws which the manage- 
ment has re violated. 

Wo, your petitioners, therefore respectfully request the enforcement of those 
laws, with their penalties, and that your honorable bodies will not extend the 
time for the ment of the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany to the Government. - 


I read the petition in full beeause it comes from the Farmers’ Al- 
liance of Nebraska. I move that the petition lie on the table, as the 
bill in regard to this subject has been reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute of Col- 
orado, urging that soldiers in the regular Army be engaged when not 
on duty in constructing reservoirs for the storage of water; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute of Colorado, 
praying that in the taking of the Eleventh Census certain information 
in regard to mortgages be procured; which was ordered to He on the 
table. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of letter-carriers of Charleston, 
S. C., praying to be allowed increased compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oregon praying for the deepening of the channel on the west 
side of Swan Island, in the Willamette River; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, Ore- 
gon, praying for the creation of Port Angeles, Wash., as a subport of 
entry; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented resolutions adopted by the J. S. Cady 
Post, No. 2, Grand Army of the Republic, of Anoka, Minn., favoring 
the passage of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial adopted by the Chamber of Commerce 
of Superior, Wis., remonstrating . e the project of a third canal or 
entry into the harbor of Superior through Minnesota Point; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of the Legislature of South Dakota, 
praying that Congress make an appropriation equaling 5 per cent. of 
the proceeds of all sales of public lands within the present boundaries 
of the State of South Dakota, from June 30, 1880, to the date of the 
admission of that State into the Union; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of South Dakota, pray- 
ing for the opening to settlement under the homestead law of the Crow- 
Creek Indian reservation in Buffalo County, South Dakota; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens residing in Napa 
County, California, who served in the regular Army during the war of 
the rebellion, praying for the passage of a bill to pay a bounty to sol- 
diers of the late war who served in the regular Army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Kankakee, Ill., en- 
gaged in the manufacture of cigars, praying for the retention of the tax 
on cigars and the internal-revenue system; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. s 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the board of commissioners of 
Shawnee County, Kansas, praying that an appropriation of $6,200,000 
be made for the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.; w 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of ex-soldiers of Cherryvale, Kans., pray- 
ing for the passage of a service-pension bill; which was referred to 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Winona (Ohio) Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, praying for the rejection of the recommendation 
of the Naval Committee and all other measures which propose a large 
expenditure of public money for the Navy and so-called coast defenses; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented a petition of Augustus M. Sairge, lai 
of Company G, Sixty-seventh New York Volunteers, praying for 
removal of the charge of desertion from his military record; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 53 citizens of Brush Creek, 
Fayette County, Iowa; a petition of 56 citizens of Brush Creek, Fayette 
County, Iowa; a petition of 53 citizens of Brush Creek, Fayette County, 
Towa, and a pouon of 48 citizens of Putnam, Fayette County, Iowa, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Elisha B. Townsend Post, 
No. 100, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, favo: 
the passage of theservice-pension bill, the dependent-pension bill, 
the repeal of the limitation in the arrearage-pension act; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Harvey W. Norman, of Albia, Iowa, 
praying for an increase of pension from $30 to $50 per month on ac- 
count of total loss of use of right arm, and for heart disease; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Henry Howard Post, No. 
259, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, praying for the 
passage of a service-pension bill in preference to other pension bills, if 


only one can be passed; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 
He also presented a petition of the Springdale Monthly Meeting of 
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Friends, of Cedar County, Iowa, numbering 412 persons, and a petition 
of the Bear Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Dallas County, Iowa, 
numbering 400 persons, praying for the rejection of the recommenda- 
tion of the Senate Naval Committee and other measures posing 
large expenditures for the Navy and for coast defenses; which were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL presented resolutions rtd by the common council 
of Fredericksburgh, Va., urging action by Congress to secure aroadway 
to the national cemetery near Fredericksburgh, Va.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 105 citizens of Albemarle County, 
Virginia, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finanee. i 

He also presented a petition of 22 delegates at the Farmers’ Conven- 
tion of Northern Virginia; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union of Albemarle County, Virginia, representing 16 sub- 
alliances, and a petition of 200 citizens of Albemarle County, Virginia, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Oscar F. Smith and others, of Nor- 
folk and Portsmouth, Va., praying for an amendment of section 4488 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States in regard to life-boats, 
floats, rafts, life-preservers, and other life-saving apparatus to be carried 
by steamers; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of citizens of Antigo, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill providing for a public building at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


ADDRESS OF CONVENTION OF COLORED AMERICANS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The address of the Convention of Colored Amer- 
icans, convened in the city of Washington, D. C., February 3, 1890, 
presented by the Vice-President to the Senate February 11, 1890, was 
erroneously printed, a paragraph having been left out, through no fault 
of the officers of the Senate. I present a corrected copy of the address 
and ask that an order may be made to reprint it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so ordered. 

- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. 1500) for the relief of Wilbur F. Cogswell 
and the bill (S. 112) for the relief of Wilbur F. Cogswell, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bills were postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the President to appoint Richard H. 
Jackson an ensign in the United States Navy, reported it with an 
amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report an amendment in the nature of a substitute for the 
bill (S. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, pro- 
hibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and 
authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain cases, and 
for other purposes. 

I will state that this substitute embodies certain amendments pro- 

by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and is made to 
conform to the law creating the Department of Agriculture. Iask that 
it be printed. It is an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wasinstructed by the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry to report sundry amendments to be proposed to Senate 
pill 2594, but on conference with the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations before the presentation to the Senate of the amend- 
ments I found that he accepted them readily and cheerfully, and there- 
fore I did not make the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be 
printed and be placed with the bill on the Calendar. 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1089) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome K. Morse, 
of the United States Navy, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1573) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in a certain parcel of land in the city of Pensacola, Fla., to Escambia 
Lodge, No. 15, Free and Accepted Masons, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2562) to authorize the appointment of Assistant Sur- 
geon Thomas Owens, United States Navy, not in the line of promo- 
tion, to the position of surgeon, United States Navy, not in the line of 
promotion, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4904) granting a pension to George Faulk, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereor. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report from the Committee on Printing a con- 
current resolution, and I ask for its immediate consideration, 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: f 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for the year 1 with its appendices, be 
paaa in the usual octavo form, and that 1,000copies of the report and memoirs 

printed for the use of the 2,000 for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives, and 1,500 for the Academy of Sciences. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
Ker ipo consent for the present consideration of the concurrent res- 
olution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that the usual order? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will make a few lines of statement about if. 
This is the report made to Congress, in accordance with law, one year 
ago, and aresolution precisely in its terms passed the Senate, but failed 
in the closing hours of the Congress to pass the other House. It isthe 
usual annual report. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (8. 2995) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George M. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 2996) to grant a right of way to the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian Ter- 
ritory and Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; which was 
2 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2997) granting a pension to Will- 
iam C. Bradley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2998) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 2999) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Fremont, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3000) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Swan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3001) for the relief of James S. Jouett; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3002) for the relief of Otway C. Berry- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Noting the temporary absence of my colleague 
[Mr. Beck] from the Senate, I ask leave to introduce for him a bill. 

The bill (S. 3003) for the relief of the estate of Mary H. S. Robertson 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to 
Theresa Schleyer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3005) to increase the pension of 
Sarah R. Bleecker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3006) for the relief of James Caler; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

He also introduced a bill (3. 3007) granting the right of way and 
depot grounds to the Guthrie, Reno City, and Fort Reno Railway Com- 
pany through the public lands of the United States from Guthrie, in 
the Indian Territory, to Fort Reno, via Reno City, in said Indian Terri- 
tory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3008) for the reiief of Post 
& McCord; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 3009) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Nathan C. and Hezekiah J. Winslow, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3010) increasing the pension of 
K. W. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Simpson, John H. Shupe, and Napoleon B. Humphrey, late 
commissioners to treat with the Cœur d’ Aléne Indians in the Territory 
of Idaho, and M. S. Monteith, clerk to said commissioners; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduces a bill (S. 3012) for the 
relief of certain property-owners in the city of Washington, D. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3013) for the relief of Col. 
Jesse E. Peyton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA FAYETTE, IND. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 606) 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
in the city of La Fayette, Ind. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to object to the bill, but I wish to call 
up the Calendar after it is disposed of. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to be 
erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ven- 
tilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation 
of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city of La 
Fayette and State of Indiana, the cost of said site and building, including said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators. and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appro- 
priated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposais. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to di te, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said exami. and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in d to the 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the tary of the 
e shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected, 


The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: i however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advetticing: for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual travelinge nses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, Pam eee and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shali be available im- 
mediately upon the e the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropr by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Indiana shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the buil shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi» 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approa: 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended, so as to read: A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at La Fa- 
yette, in the State of Indiana.” 


REGULATION OF COMMERCE BY TELEGRAPH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will now proceed with 
the consideration of bills on the Calendar under Rule VIII, beginning 
at the point where the last call stopped. 

The bill (S. 208) to regulate commerce carried on by telegraph was 
announced as first in order on the Calendar. j 

Mr. CULLOM. That bill is a copy of a bill which passed the Sen- 
ate during the last session, and I suppose there will be ne discussion 
on it now. If there should be or whether there is or not, I should like 
to have the bill passed if it can go through without taking up the after- 
noon. There seems to be quite a desire that the Calendar shall be pro- 
ceeded with, but I should like to haye this bill passed. I think there 


ro- 


will be no objection to its being 
tainly there was none when it was up before. 
_ The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. Having read for some 


without much discussion; cer- 


time, 

Mr. BUTLER. This seems to bea very long and im 
it proposed to take it up under Rule VIII? Is the bill to be taken up 
in the morning hour? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is taken up under Rule VIII. 

Mr. CULLOM. “Will the Senator allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is a bill which passed the Senate during the 
last Congressand failed to go through the House of Representatives for 
want of time to consider it or for some other reason. It is now before 
the Senate for consideration. My apprehension is that it will not re- 
quire any debate. We all voted for it once. 

Mr. BUTLER. I donot know anything about it, butit seems to be 
a very important measure. Therefore, I thought it not exactly proper 
to take it up under Rule VIII. I donot know anything about it, and 
I do not know that I have any objection to the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is simply a bill to regulate interstate commerce 
by telegraph on the line of the interstate-commerce law in relation to 
transportation by rail. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the Committee on Interstate Commerce report 
it unanimously ? 

Mr. CHLLOM. They reported it unanimously last year and at this 
session again, and I think it will take no time after it is read. I hope 
it may be read through. 

I will state for the information of the Senate that this is the same 
bill substantially which was passed upon by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads before it came to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, so that it has had the benefit of the consideration of two 
committees of the Senate during the last Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reading 
of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to the last section, section 18. 

Mr. GORMAN. ask the Senator from Illinois to permit the bill 

go over. It strikes me that there are one or two amendments which 
ought to be made, but I am not prepared with them to-day, and there- 
fore ask that without prejudice it may lie over. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing that that shall be allowed. I notice 
also that the Senator who introduced the bill. [Mr. SPOONER] is not 
present this morning, and if there is to be any discussion of the bill I 
would prefer that he should be present, as it was introduced by him, 
and the Senator from Maryland suggests one or two things that perhaps 
ought to be considered. Therefore I am willing to let the bill lie over, 
with the understanding that it shall not lose its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, having been read at length as iu Committee of the Whole. 


MARY H. CASLER. 


The bill (S. 1368) granting LE Sepa to Mary H. Casler was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the ole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary H. Casler, widow of Marcus R. Casler, 
late captain of Company H, One hundred and twenty-first New York 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. CRIMMINS. 


The bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow 
of Patrick Crimmins, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary E. Crimmins, 
widow of Patrick Crimmins, late a machinist’s helper in the United 
oo Navy, in service at the naval torpedo station, Goat Island, Rhode 

sland. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOANNA W. TURNER. 


The bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna W. Turner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘filty ’ and 
insert ſorty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joanna W. Turner, widow of Will- 
iam D, Turner, late surgeon Ninety-seventh Illinois Volunteers, and pay bera 

n 


pension during life, at the rate of $10 per month, from March 4, 187, in lieu of 
the pension now received by her. 


rtant bill. Is 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
Tks Mil eek ede © be engrossed fi 
e bill was o to or a third reading, read the 
third time. and passed. S 
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FLORIDA G. CASEY. 

The bill (S, 1813) granting increase of to Florida G. Casey 
was considered as in Committee of the ole. It provides for placing 
on the pension-roll the name of Florida G. Casey, widow of oy 3 Gen. 
Silas Casey, of the regular Army, at $100 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 

The bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Miss t Stafford Worth, de- 
pendent daughter of Maj. Gen. William J. Worth, at the rate of $75 per 
month from March 4, 1887. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have some explanation of the bill 
just passed ting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The action of the Senate in the 
sage of the bill will be reconsidered; also, the vote ordering it to a third 
reading, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Dependent daughter of Maj. Gen. William J. Worth, 
and pay hera pension at the rate of $75 per month from March 4, 1887.” 
Why should we go back two or three years? It seems to me that this 
is granting arrears of ion by special act; and if we do it atall I do 
not see any limit. e have never yet, so far as I have been advised, 
granted arrears by special act. I wish the bill might be passed over 
until there can be a little conference about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar, if there be no objection. 

EMILY F. WARREN, 

The bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Emily F. War- 
ren was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for plac- 
ing on the pension-roll the name of Emily F. Warren, widow of G. K. 
Warren, late a major-generai in the Army, at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. > 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. BLA 
February 6, 1890. 

Mr. BLAIR. My attention was diverted fora moment. I wish to 


know what the bill is. 
Order of Business 351, Senate bill 


sae PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
12. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What bill has gone over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill that was passed over was 
Order of Business 350, Senate bill 1203. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the name of the beneficiary? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension 
to Emily F. Warren. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a bill which was passed at the last Con „1 
think, for the widow of General Warren, and the objection to it, as I 
understand, is that it is to take effect as of the year 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is mistaken about the 
bill. The bill to which he refers has been passed over under the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. BLAIR. In whose favor was that bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I called attention to the fact that the bill granting a 
por to Miss t Stafford Worth commenced the pension from 

arch 4, 1887, and I thought it ought to commence from the passage 
of the act. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould say in regard to those cases that I suppose 
they were last Congress through both Houses, I remember cer- 
tainly through one, and I suppose the bills take effect as of the last 
Congress when they were acted upon and acted upon favorably. There 
is a custom of the committee of allowing none of these bills to take ef- 
fect except from the date of the passage. I would ask that the bill 
passed over be taken up and amended in that particular, and that the 
same be done with this in favor of the widow of General Warren. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no such provision in the 
pending bill. $ 

Mr. BLAIR. That can go on, then; Ido not suppose any one cares 
for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report has been 
called for by the Senator from Texas, and is now proceeding. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a good report. Let it be read, then. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire whether it is the pony of the Committee on Pensions not 
to go back in the allowance of any pension beyond the date of the pas- 
sage of the act, I have understood that to be the policy. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the inflexible rule of the committee. 

Mr, MITCHELL. I hope these bills will be amended to conform to 
that rule, 

Mr. SAWYER. The clause allowing the pension to date from March 
4, 1887, was left in the bills by mistake. That should be stricken out. 


Mr, BLAIR. It is not always a just rule, but it has been adopted 

for public uses and has been adhered to. 

ey MITCHELL. If that is the rule, we ought to conform to it in 
cases, 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the followi 
report submitted by Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, 
February 6, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 5 un in- 
crease Sel grape to Emily F. Warren, widow of Maj. Gen. G. K. Warren, have 

Thea 8 . our mittee in the last Congress, is adopted 
and the bill reported with a 9 N A h 

REPORT. 
Mrs. Warren is now becoming old, in weakened health, with a very limited 


and uncertain income, so that her present pension does not afford the forts’ 


of life. Beyond this, she has little that she can depend upon, and, besides her- 
self, has necessary expenditures for two of her children, Her personal labor 
has become unavoidable in obtaining a livelihood. 

In several familiar cases pensions to the amount provided in this bill have 
been nted to the widows of officers whose record of service, however dis- 
tinguished, could not and did not surpass that of General Warren. 

Itis an act of 4 merely to the memory of this gallantand devoted officer, 
whose remarkable record is hereto appended, to provide for the comfort of her 
who is the widow of one of the purest patriots who ever served in the American 
Army, 

GENERAL ORDERS, I HEADQUARTERS Corps OF ENGINEERS, U.S. ARMY, 
No.5. Washington, D. C., August 9, 1882. 

It has become the painful duty of the bri ier-general commanding to an- 
nounce to the Corps of Engineers the death of a brother officer, Lieut. Col. 
e K. Ra rca brevet major-general, U.S. Army, who died at New- 
port, R. I., yesterday. 

General Warren was graduated from the Military Academy and promoted to 
the rank of brevet second lieutenant in the Corps of Topographical ory See 


action of 
kota 8 making map and report of same, 1888-56; and in Nebraska 
Territory, 1 859. 


e, rie 1862; skirmish on Pamunkey 
1862; capture of over urt-House, May 27, 1862; 
June 27, 1862, w pa of Wise's division at Malvern 
Hill (in command), June 29, 1862; battle of Malvern Hill, July 1, 1862, and skir- 
mish at Harrison's Landing, July 2, 1862. 

In the Northern Virginia campaign, 1862, he was engaged in the battle of 
Manassas, August 30, 1962, and skirmish near Centreville, September 1, 1862, He 
was in command of 8 Army of the e e, in the land ae 
1862, being en ins hes and battle of Antietam, September 15-17, 1562; 
skirmish with the enemy's rear-guard on the Potomac, September 19, 1862; and 
march to Falmouth, Va., 1862. In the Ra nnock campaign, 1862-63, he was 
in command of brigade till February 4, 1863. He then became chief to ph- 
ical engineer of the Army of the Potomac, and was engaged in the battle of 
Fredericksburgh, December 13-16, 1863 ; making reconnaissances, 1862-63; action 
on Orange Pike, May 1, 1863; storming of Marye Heights, May 3, 1863, and battle 
of Salem, aay — 1863, and as chief engineer of the y of the Potomac, June 
S-Au 2, 3 

In the Pennsylvania campaign he was engaged in seers ot the re-embarka- 
tion of stores at Acquia Creek, 1863; reconnaissance and battle of 3 
July 1-3, 1863, where he was wounded; and construction of bridges, and making 
reconnaissances while pursuing the enemy, 8 1863, 

He was in command of Second Corps (Army of the Potomac) from August 12, 
1863, to March 24, 1864. 

In the operations in Central Virginia he was engaged in movement to Cul- 

per and the Rapidan, September 13-16, 1863; combat at Auburn and Bristoe 
Ration (in command), October 14, 1863; skirmish at Bull Run, October 15, 1863, 
and at Kelley’s November 8. 1863; movement to Mine Run, with heavy skir- 
mishing, November 26-30, 1863, and demonstration on the enemy across Morton's 
Ford, February 6, 1864. 

He was in command of Fifth Corps (Army of the Potomac) from March 24, 
1864, to April 1, 1865. 

In the Richmond campaign he was engaged in the battle of the Wilderness, 
May 5-6, 1864 ; battlesabout Spottsylvania, May 8-20, 1864; battles of North Anna, 
May 23-25, 1864; skirmish on Tolopotom k, May 29, 1864; battle of Be- 
thesda Church, May 30, 1864; battles of Cold Harbor, June 1-4, 1864; skirmish on 
While Oak Swamp, June 18,1864; assaults on Petersburgh, June 17-18, 1864; si 
of Petersburgh, June 18, 1864-April 2, 1865; Petersburgh mine assault, July 30, 
1864; actions for the occupation of the Weldon Railroad, August 18-25, 1864 ; com- 
bat of Peebles’s farm, September 30, 1864; action at Chapel House, October 1, 1864; 
skirmishes near Hatcher’s Run, Oclober 27-28, 1864; destruction of Weldon Rail- 
road to Meherrin River, December 7-10, 1864; combat near Dabney’s mill (in 
command), February 6-7, 1855; actions and movement to White Oak Ridge, 
March 29-31, 1865; battle of Five Forks, April i, 1865. J 

Ife was in command of the defenses of Petersburgh and Southside Railroad, 
April 3 to May }, 1865; in command of the Department of Mississippi, May 14-30, 
1865; was at New York City preparing maps and reports of his campaign, June 
20, 1865, to July 31, 1886. 5 

General Warren was promoted successively from the grade ot lieutenant to 
that of lieutenant-colonel, Corps of Engineers, and major-general, United States 
Volunteers He received the brevets of lieutenant-colonel, United States Anny, 
for guallant and meritorious services at the battle of Gaines's Mill,” Va., 1802; col- 
onel, United States Army, for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of 
Gettysburgh,”’ Pa., 1863; brigadie: neral, United States Army, “for gallant 
and meritorious services at the battle of Bristoe Station.“ 1965, and 3 
eral, United States Army, for gallant and meritorious services in the field dure 
ing the rebellion,” 1865. 
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Since the close of the war he has been superintending engineer of surveys and 
improvements of the Upper Mississippi and its trihutariss, 1866-1370; of 3 of 
the battle-field of G sburgh, Pa., ‘69; and survey of the battle-field of 
Mar 1878; of Rook Island bridge across the Mississippi, 1870; of the forti- 
fication of New London and New Haven, Conn., 1870-1874; of the improvement 
of certain rivers and harborson Long Island, 1870-1874; of construction of Block 
Island Break water, Rhode Island, 1870-1882. 

He was a member of commission to examine Union Pacific railroad and tele- 
graphic lines, 1868-'69,and member of many important boards of officers of the 
Corps of Engineers organized for the consideration of the plans and the execu- 
tion of the works of the corps, among which were the board on improvement of 
the Des Moines Rapids, 1957; board on bridge across Niagara River, at Buffalo, 
N, V., 187071; on bridging the Ohio River, 187071 and 1878-1882; on plan for 
docks constructed for breakwater at Chicago Harbor, Illinois, 1871; on the 
completion of Cincinnati and Newport bridge over the Ohio, 1871; on the har- 
bors of St. Louis, Mo., and Alton, III. and ks of the Mississippi, 1872; on 
bridging the channel between Lake Huron and Lake Erie, 1873; on ship-canal 
from the Mississippi to the Gulf of Mexico, 1873-74; to examine the St. Louis 
bridge across the Mississippi, 1873; on the reclamation of the alluvial basin of the 
Mississippi, 1874-75; on Mississippi bridges between St. Paul, Minn., and St. 
Louis, Mo., 1876; and on the improvement of the Mississippi River from the 
Falls of St. Anthony to Rock Island Rapids, 1878. He was engaged in the sur- 
vey of the battle-field of Groveton, Va., and in the preparation of campaign 
maps of certain operations in 1882-63 of the Army of the Potomac in Virginia, 

e Was 1 a member of the advisory council of the harbor commis- 
sioners of the State of Rhode Island, 1878. 
In 1870 General Warren was assigned to the charge of the surveys and im- 
rovements of various rivers and harbors in Southeastérn Massachusetts and in 
Rhade Island and Connecticut, on which duty and in the supervision of the con- 
struction and repair of the fortifications of New Bedford, Mass., of Narragansett 
Bay, and of Newport, R. I., he remained until the time of his death. 

In scientific investigations General Warren had few superiors, and his elabo- 
rate reports on some of the most important works which haye been confided 
to the Corps of Engineers are among the most valuable contributions to its lit- 

t 
8 see field, in the late civil war, he was a brave and energetic officer, and in 
the high command to which he attained by his patriotic yalor and skill he mer- 
ited the admiration of the Army and the appin of his country. 

He was kind and considerate in all the relations of life, and his family in its 
affijction will bave the hearty sympathy of the Corps of pr pee 

As a testimonial of respect for the deceased the officers of the corps will wear 
the usual badge of mourning for 3 

By command of Brigadier-General Wright. > 
GEORGE H. ELLIOT, 

Major of Engineers. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr: President, I do not know that it will answer 
any valuable purpose, but I desire again to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that this is not a pension on the principle and in the 
sensein which pensions are usually granted. My understanding of the 
policy of the Government is that pensions are granted as a rule to aid 
those who have been disabled in the military service or to the wid- 
ows and minor children who have lost husband and father in the mili- 
tary service. Now, this is to give $100 a month, not as a pension to 
a disabled soldier, but to the widow of à very distinguished and very 
able and very meritorious man and officer. Where is the limitation? 
Where are we to stop? We have adopted the plan in recent years of 
retiring military and naval officers on two-thirds pay for their lives. 
Weare going on now, not to grant pensions, but to vote claims in con- 
sideration of the character and ability of the deceased. 

Mr. President, I can not see these things go through without remem- 
bering that there are a million other widows poorer than this one, with 
not as able and not as distinguished a husband perhaps, but with those 
who have done all the dutiesof citizenship. Why the discrimination? 
A private soldier or a subaltern officer who went through the war and 
did his whole duty may die, and his widow and children may go to the 
poor-house; but if he was not wounded or disabled in the service they 
can not get a pension. Why? Because the husbands and fathers were 
not distinguished people. 

I heard the remark made by two Senators the other day that it was 
necessary to grant a large pension because of the condition in life that 
a widow had occupied. Is that the rule upon which we are to spend 
the public money, to preserve the condition in life of people, to secure 
persons in fortune simply because they have been fortunate heretofore? 
Is that the reason? Outside of the military service, in the walks of 
private life, there are thousands of men who have to help to pay the 
taxes for these largesses, who are honest and faithful and haye dis- 
charged their duties, and are as much entitled as a matter of right to 
the largesses of the Government as the President or his family or as 
any Senator or any officer of the Army and his family. 

If this business of retirement is to go on and this business of providing 
large appropriations for the benefit of the survivors, there is no reason 
for the bill based upon the idea of a pension, but it is simply a claim 
and it ought to have gone to the Committee on Claims—a claim on ac- 
count of the distinguished character and services of the deceased. 

It seems to me that this thing of building up an aristocracy, a class 
to live upon the labor of others, who have no other claim than the fact 
they have been more fortunate than their neighbors, is a very remark- 
able policy in this free republican Government of ours, supposed to be 
a government of the people and by the people and for the people, 
but it seems now to be becoming more a government of the classes, for 
the classes, and by the classes. 

Thave no expectation of arresting this abuse, but I desire to continue 
occasienally to call attention to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the speech we have just heard has been 
made so many times in this Chamber during all these years and has 
been replied to so often that I hardly think it worth while to spend 
much of the time of the Senate in undertaking to refute it. At all 


events, this principle is recognized in the general legislation of the 
country: We give the widow of a colonel more than we do the widow 
of a private. It always has been so and it always will be so, pro 
bly. This is simply an application of the same principle, which wa 
have been accustomed to do, and to an equal amount in like cases, ever 
since I have been connected with the legislation of the country. 

The bill passed the Senate in the last Congress, and I had not the 
slightest idea that there would be any opposition to it at the present 
time. Of course, if the principle of the Senator from Texas is to be 
applied, we should recall the pension of the widow of General Grant, 
of General Thomas, and of General Kilpatrick, which we passed only 
a very few days ago. 

This is one of those meritorious cases where in the judgment of the 
committee, and in fact of the Senate, and I think of the other House 
also at the last Congress, though I am not sure as to the House, the re- 
lief proposed should be granted in favor of the applicant. 

We, of course, could spend time upon the matter, but I do not see 
wes occasion for it, and, therefore, do not care to go into a general de- 

ate, 
ane REAGAN. Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question being, Shall the bill 
pass? the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ]asks that on this question 
the yeas and nays may be entered in the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, BUTLER. Will the Chair state the proposition? I have just 
come in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily F. Warren. . 

Mr. VOORHEES. An increase to what amount? 

; Tie PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read the bill ab 
ength. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator irom Delaware [Mr.GRray]. He not being present, 
I do not feel at liberty to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. As he is not in the Cham- 
ber, I withhold my vote. i 

The roll-call was concluded. E 

Mr. HARRIS. Task if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
is recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have a general pair with him, and I do not know 
how he would vote, but I suppose he would vote yea“ if present. 
I therefore withdraw my vote. I voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Biair, Daniel, Ham e, 
Blodgett, Dixon, Hawley, Teller, 
Butler, Frye, Hearst, Voorhees, 
l. George, McPherson, Wolcott, 
Chandler, Hale, Paddock, 
NAYS—6, 
Bate, Coke, Reagan Vest. 
Berry, Plumb, 3 
ABSENT—57. 
Aldrich, = Edmunds, Kenna, Sherman, 
Allen, Eustis, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Allison, Evarts, Manderson, Squire, 
Barbour, Farwell, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Beck, Faulkner, Moody, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Gorman, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 
Casey, is, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Higgins, erce, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Ingalls, Quay, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the question “Shall the bill 


Pass?“ the yeas are 19 and the nays are 6. There being no quorum 
present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN, I do not desire to have the Senate detained by a call 
of the Senate and, if it is allowable, I will withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Under the rules, when it appears 
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that there is no quorum present, it is incumbent upon the Chair to order 
the roll of the Senate to be called. 

Mr. PLATT. And I desire that it may be done in order that it may 
be known who are absent at this hour of the day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 
„ called the roll and the following Senators responded to 

eir names: s 


PRESENT—3. 
Bate. Cullom, Ha Payne 
* Daniel, Hawley, Platt, 
burn, Dawes, Hearst, Plumb, 
Biair, Dixon, Ingalls, gb, 
Blodgett, Faulkner Kenna, Reagan, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, George, Mitchell, Teller, 
Dy Hale, Paddock, Voorhees 
Coke, Hampton Pasco, Walcott 
ABSENT—46. 
Aldrich, Edmunds. McMillan, Squire, 
Allen, Eustis, Manderson, Stewart, 
Allison, varis, Moody, Stockbridge 
Barbour, Farwell, Morgan, Turpie, 
Beck, Gibson, Morrill, Vance. 
Brown, Gorman, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Gray, Pierce, Walthall, 
Chandler, Higgins, Quay, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Ransom Wilson of Iowa, 
uitt, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Md, 
Dav. Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to their names. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators under Rule V. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
that the Sergeant-at Arms request the attendance of absent Senators, 

The motion was d to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will furnish the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms with a list of the absentees and the Sergeant-at-Arms 
will discharge the duty under the order of the Senate, R 
a Mr. GEORGE. Lask that my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] be ex- 
cused from that request being served upon him, as he is ill and unable 
to be here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to make the same request on behalf of 
my coll e [ Mr. Beck], whose condition is known to the Senate. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
less than a quorum of the Senate can excuse the attendance of absentees. 

Mr. PLATT. I raise the point of order that no debate or motion is 
in order. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the rule and 
will see that the order of the Senate is enforced. 

Mr. Eustis, Mr. STEWART, aud Mr. BAREOUR entered the Chamber. 

After an interval of five minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: The Sergeant-at-Arms reports 
to the Chair that there are 22 Senators reported absent at the present 
time who are in the restaurant, that they have all been notified to at- 
tend, and that they decline to do so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would suggest to the Sergeant-at-Arms that he 
will find many Senators listening to an interesting argument in the 
Supreme Court. 


Thirty-six Senators have answered 


Ir. STEWART. I have just come from there. 
Mr. PLATT (at 2 o'clock p. m.). I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connetticut moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr, HARRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not propose to debate, but I wanted to ask the 
Senator from Connecticut to withdraw his motion in view of making 
another motion, which I think is legitimate under the rules, and that 
is that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to compel the attendance of 
absent Senators. s 

Mr. PLATT. I made my motion because 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihope the Senator from Connecticut will not insist on 
his motion to adjourn at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind Senators 
that debate is not in order, and as no quorum is present 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us wait until they getthrough dinner, then. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the vote be taken on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. The question is on that motion. 
[Putting the question.] The ‘‘ayes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask for the yeas and nays, 

8 yae and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
ero 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam not aware whether 

this may be considered as a question on which pairs should be ob- 

served or not. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I vote “ nay.’’ 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] haying ap- 
peared and voted since the announcement of my pair with him, I vote 
a) nay. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 36, as follows: 


YEaS—i7, 
Bate, Chandler, Kenna, Voorhees, 
— 77 Coke, * McPherson, Wolcott, 
B burn, Eustis, 
Butler, Gray, Plumb, 
Cameron, Harris. Teller, 
NAYS—36. 
Allen, Davis, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Dawes, Hears, Pugh, ` 
ur, Dixon, Higgins, Ransom, 
Blair, Dol Hoar, „ 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Call, Faulkner, Morrill, Sherman, 
Casey, ratte Paddock, Stanford, 
Cullom, e, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Ma. 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Moody, Turpie, 
Beck, Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
Brown, Hiscock, Pierce, Vest, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Quay, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, Washburn. 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Evarts, MeMillan, 22 
George, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I inquire what has become of the bill which was 
on its when this proceeding took place? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 


rived and a quorum of the Senate being present, the Chair lays before 
the Seuate the unfinished business. The Chair would state that the 
bill which was under consideration resumes its place on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 1359) providing for an Assistant 
Seeretary of War. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools, 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, I rise with great reluctance to ad- 
dress the Senate and to present my views on the Pending bill, which 
has been advocated with so much learning and ability by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. My apology, however, must be 
referred to the great importance of the subject and the deep interest 
which the people of Virginia, without distinction of party, have taken 
in this great educational measure. 

If there be one question more than another that attracts the atten- 
tion of our people and most excites popular interest, it is the condition, 
suceess, and prosperity of the free-school system of the Commonwealth, 
in which are involved the agencies which supply the elements of edu- 
cation and information, irrespective of class or previous condition, to all 
the children of the people of the State, 

The best evidence of the unanimity of popular sentiment will be 
found in the fact that both of the great political organizations which 
divide and distract the country are united in Virginia on this question 
and have unanimously proclaimed, at every convention which has been 
held in the State since 1883, their devotion to whatis known as the 
Blair bill,“ and recommended its passage by Congress. 

The State of Virginia, however, has not waited tor the Federal Gov- 
ernment to lead off in this great work ot popular education. 

As soon after the close of the great civil waras social order could be 
restored and the political status reorganized to meet the new condi- 
tion of affairs, the system of free schools was established by the fun- 
damental law of the State and put in practical operation a short time 
thereafter. From the table of statistics herewith presented, collated 
from the last report of the superintendent of public instruction, it will 
be seen that the State of Virginia had made, under the circumstances, a 
large relative contribution to the support of the free schools established 
within her borders, and her efforts in that direction will compare favor- 
ably with other States where the financial conditions are much more 
favorable. 

9 between five and twenty-one years of age: 


PERERA PE ENANA IE 345, 024 
Colored. 265, 347 
Dr 3 610,371 

Number of schools opened: . 
White... 5,154 
Colored 2,115 
TORR. d ih densnehesucesene pagoa siiis 7,269 
— — 
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Hone St graded schools (included in number reported above): 


I eee 


A/ »A acess estyeds cansteved sncodpvendearnoter 


Total cost of common-school system in Virginia for year ending July 31, 1888, 
$1,553, 352, 70. 

The State of Virginia does not now possess much absolute financial 
ability. The great loss of personal property which followed as the re- 
sult of the civil war, the radical change in the labor system, and the 
destruction of accumulated values, invested in bank stock, insurance 
companies, etc., very much reduced the subjects for taxation and cur- 
tailed the available revenues of the State, 

Notwithstanding the influences which followed the loss of so much 
material wealth the people of Virginia promptly put their hands into 
their pockets and taxed themselyes to educate the illiterate children of 
the Commonwealth, irrespective of race or color. And I may say here 
withont fear of successful contradiction that I do not believe that any 
part of the country has done more in the last nineteen years than the 


State of Virginia to promote the cause of public education. 


I will add that execution of the provision of the constitution of Vir- 
ginia regarding the establishment of free schools was anticipated two 
years in advance of the period designated for their inauguration. 

It has been stated by Dr. J. L. Buchanan, latesuperintendent of pub- 
lic instruction in Virginia, that the State has expended ont of its limited 
resources since 1871 the sum of $19,531,931.66 to promote the cause of 
education. It has given out of its limited revenues $5,000,000 to edu- 
cate the colored illiterate people that the Federal Government had in- 
vested with the rights of citizenship and the power to vote in the elec- 
tions. 

In view of the great importance of the subject to the country at 
and of the great financial assistance which the passage of this bill will 
afford to the educational system in the States, I am surprised to perceive 
an apparent want of interest in the discussion of the measure which seems 
to prevail all around the Chamber. Iam still more astonished to see 
some gentlemen who represent Southern States, the old Confederate 
States, disposed to oppose this bill, and why? Is it from any well 
grounded apprehension that the school system is to be interfered with 
in their respective States or its control usurped by the Federal Gov- 
ernment? I can not see it, and I do not apprehend any such result for 
a moment. 

The pending bill provides for a large appropriation, approximating 
$50,000,000, to be made to the States, respectively, on the basis of illit- 
eracy, extended throngh a term of eight years, the money to be ex- 
pended under the direction of State authorities, and only paid out to 
such States as accept its provisions and provide an equal amount for the 
support of its free schools. The whole question is submitted to the 
consent of the people of the States, and may be accepted or rejected at 
their will and pleasure. 

How is the school system of Virginia, or Alabama, or Mississippi, or 
any other State to be injured by a measure which will increase its 
capacity for usefulness or how can it possibly be violated by a benefac- 
tion? Does an increase of the amount of the school fund impair its 
efficiency? Donations by wealthy men to colleges and institutions of 
learning are usually received with favor and accepted with thanks. 

When the great philanthropist, the late George Peabody, gave his 
money to promote the cause of education in this country, did we think 
that his munificent bequest was not beneficial or, instead of supple- 
menting, would violate or interfere with the common-school system of 
the States? And yet, opposition to the bill is put on this ground. Does 
any man doubt, upon the constitutional question, that there is not as 
much power to promote the education of the children of the people 
as there is to improve the highways and water ways within the limits 
of a State or for any other object that is regarded as legitimate ap- 
plication of the funds of the National Government? Let us consider 
for a moment the question of constitutional power involved in the bill 
now under considération. Though abundant precedents exist for the 
exercise of the power by Congress to make an appropriation for educa- 


tional pu I am free to admit that the original framers of the 
Constitution did not intend, in my opinion, to give to Congress the 
pore of control over the general subject of popular education, but 
eft if with the States; but the political relations have undergone rad- 
ical changes since the adoption of the Federal Constitution. The 
abolition of slavery was not then anticipated or the enfranchisement 
of the negro expected to occur. 

The amendments to the Constitution, especially the fifteenth amend- 
ment, can not be construed in the light of the constitutional views en- 
tertained prior to the adoption of the amendments referred to. 

Does not the concession to the negro carry with it all the means 
and legal accessories which are necessary for the enjoyment of his 
legal rights, the proper discharge of the high duties thereby conferred; 
and is not the education of the individual and the improvement of his 
mind essential to fit him to vote correctly? This interpretation of 


constitutional power is in accord with the spirit of the Constitution, 


and is not violative of any reserved right of the State; and, atter all, 
the exercise of a doubtful constitutional power in favor of the citizen 
and promotive of his inherent rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness might be accepted as the most reasonable solufion under 
the circumstances. The Constitution of the United States did not 
provide for the acquisition of Lonisiana in 1803, and yet Mr. Jefferson, 
the apostle of State rights, waived his objection on account of the great 
benefit which would accrue to the country, and even Texas, whose Rep- 
resentatives are such strong advocates of strict construction, came into 
the Union, notthrough the exercise of the treaty power under the Con- 
stitution, but wasannexed by a simple act of Co These prece- 
dents would be sufficient to satisfy my mind if I entertained any con- 
stitutional scruples on the subject. 

Mr. President, there is something more in this question. I want gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this Chamber to take notice that there is 
a feeling getting abroad with our people that, if the National Govern- 
ment does not take any interest in the education and improvement of 
the illiterate colored children, there is no good reason why our white 
people should tax themselves to the extent they are doing to educate 
in their midst, in their own communities, a class of people who do not 
act with them, who are not homogeneous with the body of the Soutb- 
ern people, and who are more apt in the elections to side against them 
and vote with the man from Wisconsin than the man from Virginia. 

Mr. President, we have noticed another thing. We are aware that 
this class of people are not able to make any contribution to the tax 
fand of their respective States. While we in Virginia are contribut- 
ing $400,000 a year for the education of the colored children of the 
State, it is estimated by those who are supposed to know more of the 
matter than the average citizen that the contribution of the colored 
people in the shape of taxes is only about $40,000 a year as a maxi- 
mum. Is it not expecting too much of us, is it not expecting more 
than the average humanity will bear, that we shall go on and tax our- 
sel ves to support unaided this colored class, this uneducated class, 
this, as it were, alien class to us, at our expense, and that you men of 
the North and West should not regard it as your duty to assist? 

We do not ask you to educate our white children. We do not ask 
to be allowed to go forward and put our hands into the Treasury of 
the nation to educate our white people of Virginia. I do not say that 
we would discard from consideration an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the colored people of our State, but I do maintain that, if you 
will not contribute, on part of the Federal Government, to this im- 
portant object and the Federal Government does not care to assist in 
that matter, it will go far to alienate the interest which our people feel 
in the improvement of the illiterate colored race. 

I regret, Mr. President, that I have not made more careful prepara- 
tion to address the Senate on this subject. The truth is that until the 
last day or two I had not made up my mind to say anything upon it, 
There are some tables which have been presented in regard to the 
wealth of the Southern States that I am sure are full of error and are 
caleulated to be misleading and delusive. This talk about the great 
wealth of the South is a delusion and an exaggeration. Where is it 
and in what does it consist? 

I see in all the tables regarding the Southern States that the State of 
Virginia is left out of the estimates. She is not the least one of the 
sisters of the South. We have been identified at all times with them, 
at worse periods than this, All these calculations about the great wealth 
of the South, in my opinion, exist only in the heated imagination of the 
Senators who have spoken upon this floor or are purposely brought for- 
ward for effect. 

My friend from West Virginia [ Mr. FAULKNER], much to my sur- 
prise and a good deal to my personal disappointment, for I had looked 
for better things from him, got up here the other day and madeaspeech . 
of marked ability and great research, in which he went into extensive 
estimates and tabular statements, in which he exaggerated the growing 
wealth of the South and its present ability to take care of its illiterate 
population. I do not know that the Senator from West Virginia had 
any special right to speak for the Southern States, Thebulk of his little 
State lies west of the Alleghany Mountains. Its interests were not with 
us thirty years ago. It did not, with individual exceptions, side with 
us in that common cause which brought the South together. The peo- 
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ple of West Virginia freighted their fortunes with the Federal Govern- 
ment, wisely no doubt, much to the promotion of thefr material inter- 
ests and to the benefit of their private properties. They have buta 
fraction of that colored class of population among them that we have in 
the old mother State of Virginia. 

Who is there to get up here and say that we in Virginia are better 
off, that we are advancing in wealth and have control of abundant 
means now to do all that a rich and prosperous State ought todo? I 
have figures before me which I dislike to trouble the Senate by read- 
ing, but which I will ask leave to print in my remarks, going to show 
that, with the exception of some additional capital in the cities and say- 
ing some considerable local investments in mineral lands, as to its agri- 
cultural interests the bulk of the people of Virginia are less prosperous 
to-day than they were twenty years ago. Every one who knows any- 
thing of our material condition or who is familiar with the practical 
operations of the industries and the agricultural condition of the State 
of Virginia will attest the correctness of the fact which I have just 
stated. We are poor, and I think that our resources are getting less. 
Not only bave we contributed so large a proportion of our means to 
the education of the illiterates of that State, but we have paid in the 
form of internal · revenue taxes, independent of custom duties, the enor- 
mous sum $103,000,000 in the last eighteen years and six months into 
the coffers of the Federal Government, as shown by the official state- 
ment from the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Gentlemen talk about Virginia or any other Southern State appear- 
ing here as mendicants, asking alms, handing the hat around, Sir, I 
repel any such insinuation. When the people of West Virginia takea 
half million dollars annually out of the Treasury to improve a mount- 
ain stream, are they not accepting Federal bounty, asking the General 
Government to do what its people should do for themselves? Are 
you not begging the interposition of the Federal Government to con- 
struct your own internal improvements, and these, too, altogether within 
your own State? 

How is it with Texas, that grét State of which so much was vaunted 
in debate here the other day? Does Texas forget that in her infancy 
and weakness, shortly after her declaration of independence, she got 
$15,000,000 out of the Federal Treasury for her Santa Fé territory ? 
Does she forget that after the treaty with Mexico in 1847 had been 
adopted she was allowed the privilege, what no other State was ac- 
corded, to retain her public lands, a vast source of reyenue andof value? 
What did Virginia ever get in that direction? Did not Virginia give 
that magnificent territory of the Northwest to the United States, which 
embraces the six great States lying beyond and north of the Ohio River 
and east of the Mississippi River, even including Wisconsin? Did she 
not give that territory without consideration and without reservation ? 
Is not a good deal of the opposition to this educational bill of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from New Hampshire owing to the fact thata large 

fund had been provided for those States, knownas the sixteenth 
section act, and subtracted in the beginning out of the public lands? 

What did Virginia get out of it? And now, when we come forward, 
not to ask Federal aid, but to support a measure which is offered by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, representing one of the extreme 
Northern States of the Union, we are told that we are not entitled to 
receive anything from the Federal Treasury; that under the excep- 
tional conditions and environments around us we ought not to haye it; 
that we do not want it; that we are so rich and prosperous as not to 

uire assistance to educate ‘‘the children of Virginia,“ as they are 
ed, including the negro element of our population, which is not, in 
the proper sense, bone of our bone and flesh of our flesh. 

Sir, I deny that they are the children of Virginia. They have been 
heretofore Benen E and claimed as the wards of the nation, and 
should be so regarded and provided for by the Federal Government. 
We can take care of our white illiterates. We have given $5,000,000 
to support the colored illiterate children up to the present time. We are 

ing to go along and contribute dollar for dollar with you to pro- 
mote their further education. Gentlemen talk about the people of 
Kansas having to make an appropriation to educate the children of 
Alabama. Why are the children of negroes resident in Alabama en- 
titled to any such designation? Are not the older negroes inclined to 
roam around like the gypsies and pitch their tents in the most favored 
localities? Why should their children, under such circumstances, be 
charged to Alabama more than to Kansas? 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator mean to indicate that the people of 
Kansas ought to take the same interest in the children of Alabama 
that the people of Alabama should? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I say, sir, that as you put this mass of ignorance 
upon us, as you emancipated the colored people and made their chil- 
dren voters of the country, there is an obligation upon you, a high 
moral obligation, too, to help to contribute to the education of those 
people, and to fit them for the conduct of the Government. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatis the Senator’s theory upon which this bill is 
justifiable. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Sir, Iam speaking my own sentiments and I am 
not talking for my friend from New Hampshire, who is so able, as he 
has shown in this discussion, to speak for himself. I only desire to 
show that the point of my remarks to which the Senator from Kansas 


has responded is that there is an obligation on the part of the Federal 
Government, of which Kansas is a component that she should 
contribute to relieve this mass of ignorance in our midst. Why should 
you not? You put the negroes upon us; you forced us to accept them 
as citizens and as participants in the exercise of the right of suffrage. 
Why should you not do something to educate them and equip them 
for their high duties? Sir, there is nothing in the Constitution that 
embarrasses me upon that subject. In regard to these people the fif- 
teenth amendment, which gives to negroes the suffrage, in my opinion 
carries with it the obligation of their education. And, afterall, are not 
education and the system of free schools the most reasonable solution 
of the negro problem ? 

And now I desire especially to repel the idea that Virginia appears 
here in forma pauperis or with any claim upon your charity or your 
benefaction; but having contributed this large fund, upwards of $103,- 
000,000, in the shape of direct taxes in the last eighteen years to the 
coffers of the Federal Government, we would only be getting back a part 
of our own money. 

I think the contribution Virginia has made as shown in the past his- 
tory of this country to the Government of the United States can not 
be measured in dollars and cents. A State that gave you Washington, 
and Jefferson, and Madison, and Marshall, and other great names which 
illuminate your history can never appear before the American people 
or the Congress of the United States as a beggar for its bounty. You 
can not pay that debt if you would; your coffers are not fall enough, 
and your revenues, however enormous, would be inadequate. 

Sir, we do not feel the slightest trouble on that point. We do feel, 
however, that we are not a rich e, but that if even our resources 
were more abundant there is no obligation upon our State to pay charges 
and expenses which so clearly attach to the Federal Government. Ac- 
cording to the calenlations of the auditor of the State of Virginia, which 
I hold in my hand, the taxable values, the real and personal estate in 
Virginia in the country, which pays more than twice as much taxes ag 
the cities, have been reduced in the value of property liable to tax- 
ation to the amount of $48,671,137.26 out of an assessment of $290,- 
655,000. There has been a decrease in those values of 16 per cent. 

Mr. GEORGE. A decrease of how much? 

Mr. BARBOUR. A decrease in the last fifteen years of 16 percent. 
The auditor says: 

While there was a decided increase in the value of town and city property, 
there had been in fifteen years, counting from 1871, a decrease in the taxable 
values of real and personal estate in the country (which pays more than twice 
as much taxes as the cities) of $48,671,137.26. 

When we find ourselves growing poorer, when we find that we are 
carrying this great burden of State taxation, of which $400,000 yearly 
goes to the education of the colored illiterates, tosay nothing of other 
onerous Federal taxation, we naturally ask what is our obligation to 
tax ourselves and appropriate money for an object which does not attach 
to the Federal Government, and notwithstanding the equities involved 
is not recognized by it. The Federal Government emancipated those 
people. The Federal Government put citizenship upon them. It in- 
vested them with the right and the power to vote in the elections of 
the country. If you have done that, if you have created this obliga- 
tion and expect us to pay it and to execute your contract, and if you 
do not choose with your larger means to come forward and assist us out 
of the national Treasury, the question will naturally arise, why shall 
we doit? Are the colored people so valuable as citizens in our State 
and in the South? You hear even from my friend from South Car- 
olina [Mr. BUTLER], who is opposed to this bill, I believe, a proposi- 
tion toassist by an appropriation from the Treasury in their emigration 
from the South. That scheme is not, in my judgment, practicable. 
The only solution of the negro problem (if there be any) lies in the 
education of the race and in the gradual advancement, through many 
long years to come, to civilization, and their elevation toa higher plane 
of virtue and morality. I regard the obligation as one that ought to 
bind the North and Westas much as the South to educate these people 
and to pay the expense account, But, sir, I will from that point, 
which I have been attempting to make clear, and I will allude to an- 
other feature which strikes my mind. 

Gentlemen have been talking about the large fund that is to go to 
the different parts of the country in the way of pensions in connection 
with the bill under discussion. We all understand that we of the 
Southern States can not come in upon that line. We understand that 
this large appropriation goes entirely in one direction. I disclaim, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire disclaims, any intention to put this 
bill upon that basis; but does it not look a little reasonable, a little 
fair, that when you are going to get all this money to be disbursed 
entirely within your own limits, if you take all the common revenue 
we of the South will feel somewhat disgruntled and aggrieved. We 
have in our midst men who were in that war, too. We have got their 
broken forms, maimed bodies, and their dependent condition within 
our observation all the time. ‘Those men lost their limbs and incurred 
their physical disability fighting as conscientiously for their ideas as 
you fought for yours. 

Sir, because the result of the war was in your favor, because you had 
the heaviest artillery and the largest armies, do you think the South- 
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ern man did not fight according to his own conscience, in support of his 
own principles and the sentiment of his own people? You can not con- 
vince such a man that he was wrong because he lost the fight. 

If you will not do anything for the South; if you are going to use the 
power of the Federal Government entirely in one direction; if, after 


‘this long lapse of time and all that has happened since the war, when 


the Southern people have come back into the Union and co-operated 
with you in a spirit of liberality which probably could not have been 
found anywhere else, we are now to be treated as aliens and entitled to 
none of the benefits of Government; and if the burden of educating the 
illiterate colored people that you have put upon us is not in part at 
least borne by the Federal Government; if we have to take the hard- 
wrung taxes from our people for that purpose, it may be said,who can 
blame the people of Virginia if they shall decide that the fund of $400, - 
000, which now annually goes to educate the creation of your legisla- 
tion, so to speak, shall be withdrawn and applied to smooth the path 
and to relieve the necessities of our poor Confederate soldiers? 

Sir, I shall not attempt to say what I would do under such circum- 
stances, It matters not what I might do. I tell you what causes, in 
my judgment, will produce effects, and there ought to be a broader and 
a wiser statesmanship that will discourage and prevent any such result. 

Tam glad to see that the Senator from New Hampshire, who has 
stood so firmly to his colors through these years, still maintains the 
good fight. Weall honor him for his ability, for his friendly disposition, 
for his kindly nature, and for the wise statesmanship which a narrower 
partisan can not appreciate. Iam sorry that when the Senator went 
down South to preach politics to us in our last year’s campaign the 
surroundings from his own account were not more comfortable, and I 
am sorry that he got into a company which, according to his own descrip- 
tion, must have been like the ragged fellows Falstaff marched through 
Coventry. Underother circumstances, if he will visit us, I promise him 
a more cordial reception and better hospitality. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BARBOUR, Certainly, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think they were like Falstaff’s soldiers. They 
were hardly better dressed, but they were men who fought like the pha- 
lanx of Macedonia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I understood from the Senator that they were Re~ 
publicans. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to tire the Senate with these prolonged 
remarks, If thestatements exhibited here by the Senators from Texas, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin have misled the people of the country 
in regard to the great wealth of the South, I can only say asa practi- 
cal man, probably knowing the Southern people as well as any other 
Senator on this floor, that the information given by them to the Senate 
in their speeches is not true. I do not know about Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi, but I presume that the Senators from those States are prepared 
to speak as to them. I know this great flow of wealth, this roll of 
gold over the Pactolian sands, is not to be found in Virginia and I 
think does not exist in North Carolina. 

I have never known the agricultural interests more depressed than 
they are to-day in my State. «As for the investments that have been 
made in the mineral properties of the South, their values so far have 
not been developed. These are yet in theirinfancy, and the results and 
pole to be derived from them are as yet in the future and have not 

n realized. It may be that after the years have passed that are em- 
braced in the Blair educational bill we shall be on a better footing. I 
trust we shall; I believe we shall. I believe that the elements of pros- 
perity arein our midst. I believe, if we can organize our great natural 
resources and if we are not handicapped with too much interference 
from the outside, the South will go on prospering and to prosper. I 
believe that there is a better day before us, but that better day has not 
yet arrived. The South will ultimately progress, but as yet her im- 
provement is limited and local. 

You talk about the large production as given in the tables referred 
to by the Senators to show these values, especially the great value of 
the cotton crop. The net value of a crop, as I understand it, above 
cost of production is the profit in it. How much profit is there in the 
production of this large cotton crop? Ifthe cost of production carries 
with it no profit, while the aggregate crop may amountin market value 
to millions, the profit to the producer amounts to little or nothing. 
In my State our agricultural people have but little in the shape of 
profits to present. We are making only a bare subsistence from the 
employment of onr labor and cultivation of our lands. In some parts 
of Virginia the land-owner is regarded as the poorest man in the com- 
munity. He may havea thousand acres of land and not money enough 
in his pocket to pay for a breakfast, and consequently he is able to pay 
the current local taxes with great difficulty. After leading a life of 
great economy, after suffering a great deal of discomfort, which few men 
of the Northern States know anything of, he is barely able to pay cur- 
rent expenses and maintain his family. 

Mr. President, I have examined all the tables presented by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia and the Senator from Wisconsin. I think the 
Senator from Wisconsin classifies and estimates all the values in the 
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Southern States, even down tothe growing pine trees. What is the 
value of a growing pine trees to the man who wants to pay his taxes al- 
ready due, and who has got to have ready money to pay expenses and 
to support his family,when he can not find a market for his lumber, 
and if he could sell would probably get nothing for it? Is that a great 
deal of wealth to talk about? I agree that there has been considera- 
ble increase of wealth in the towus and in cities and in certain favored 
localities of the South, but in our State there has been no appreciable 
wealth realized as yet. f 

The gentlemen who get up the statistics in the city of Baltimore in 
connection with their manufacturing and mercantile business make a 
great deal of show on paper. They may make large profits out of the 
products of the farm, but the producer at home, the man who has to 
pay the taxes and to bear the burdens of government, gets nothing. 
If it is upon that ground that these gentlemen want to see the bill de- 
feated, if my friend from West Virginia thinks that we are so rich, I 
beg to assure him of his mistake. 

But after all, Mr. President, if this measure should be regarded by 
some of our great constitutional lawyers as unconstitutional, every State 
has the election of rejecting the proposition. Nobody is forcing upon 
West Virginia an appropriation for their school fund. If we are will- 
ing to take it, in God’s name why d you want to oppose it? If we 
feel that our wants are such that this fund would assist to enlighten 
our people, to give them information, to make better citizens of them, 
why not let us have it if we think we can stand the breach of the Con- 
stitution? I never heard that unconstitutional measures were going 
to produce so much harm, provided they were acceptable to the State 
and to the community, to the people who were to reap the benefit; not 
that I would myself violate the Constitution of the country if I knew 
it; not that I would take the special powers that belong to the States 
and confer them on the Federal Government. I believe that the powers 
of each are supreme within their spheres. 

Ido not feel, however, that upon this question there can be any doubt, 


after all the appropriations of land which have been made for educa- 


tional purposes in the past, which your State and my State accepted, 
which all the States, I believe, have accepted, even down to a recent 
date, when an appropriation of $15,000 was made in a specific sum for 
the agricultural colleges of the States. I do not see any difficulty on 
the question of Federal power; but, if there be, there is a question be- 
hind that which I should like some of my Southern friends to put in 
their pipesand smoke. Do you believe the people you represent would 
take this fand? Does my friend from West Virginia believe thatif the 
olive branch was borne to the capital of his State by the Senator from 
New Hampshire and he carried in the other hand the sum of $160,000 
for the promotion of education in his State, which, I believe, is the 
amount his State would receive annually under the scheme of the bill, 
that the people of West Virginia would not take it? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. BARBOUR, I hope the Senator will let me get through. Iam 
rather awkward on my feet anyway, and if the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia thinks that his people wonld take this money, how can he recon- 
cile it to his representative obligation, to his duty to the people who 
have clothed him with this great power in the Senate, tosay that they 
shall not have it, and that my people, and your people, and whoever 
needs it for this beneficent purpose shall not take this money? 

Sir, I think I know my people. I believe that if my colleague and 
myself would return to the people of Virginia and say, We want none 
of this money; we are wealthy enough to educate everybody; we can 
tax our people and we will raise funds enough to educate all the chil- 
dren, white and colored, and let the Federal Government, which is so 
rich and powerful, keep itssurplus, and let the State government, which 
is 80 poor and whichisdrawing money from you all the time, put its hand 
into its own pocket and furnish alone all the means needed to educate 
all the illiterates of the Commonwealth,” we would raise a storm of 
popular indignation which it would be impossible on our part to resist. 
I know if we were to make a s here on the lines of the Senator 
from West Virginia we should be held toan accountability which I for 
one would prefer to avoid. If our friends from Texas, who have such 
large means at home and who walk around among the Southern States 
like financial giants, do not want the money for their people, why can 
they not pass the proposition at least so far as my people are concerned ? 
Their quota, if refused, is covered back into the Treasury by the terms 
of the pending bill. 

Lam satisfied in my own mind that the people of Virginia and the 
people of the South generally take more interest in this measure than 
in any other matter which is pending before the Congress of the United 
States. I believe that if the Republican party of the country, holding 
as it does at this time the control of both Houses of Congress and hav- 
ing the President, who also voted for this bill when he was a Senator, 
suffers it to be voted down and to die it will be held toa fearful re- 
sponsibility. You have paraded upon every stump in my State the dec- 
laration of the Republican party to make this appropriation and to Ben 
this Blair bill. Your Republican Senate has passed this bill 
several times, if Iam not mistaken. Now to go back upon your owm 
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proposition, to fail to carry out the views which you have presented to 
the country, and upon which you elected the President in part in the 
last election, would be a disappointment to the country, and especially 
to your negro allies of the South. will be useless and unnecessary 
for gentlemen from Ohio, from New Hampshire, or from Wisconsin, or 
from whatever part of the country they might come, to pass measures 
for the protection of the voters at future elections, 

If you proclaim to the negroes of the South that you take no further 
interest in them; that you care nothing about their education; that 
you leave them to do the best they can in their blindness—if you take 
that position, there can be no necessity to send down your Federal offi- 
cers to protect the purity of the ballot-box. They will care nothing 
for you. Abandoned by the Federal Government, neglected by the 
State, what interest would they further take in the government of the 
country? 

I do not fear any such result. I would deprecate any such result. 
Deyoted as I am to the great political organization with which I am 
connected, I care nothing for the promotion of any party interest in the 
success of this measure. 

Pe mit me, Mr. President, to say that, while I can not boast of the 
great riches of my people, I have yet to learn that rational poverty is 
acrime. If people are poor they may be proud. You can never make 
a Virginia man so poor that he will not refer to the great men hisState 
has produced. Yon can never humiliate him when you tell him that 
he lost all his wealth, his property, and his means in the civil war. 
He will tell you that while it might be considered an act of erroneous 
judgment, perhaps a grievous mistake, as a matter of sentiment and 
patriotic devotion to his State he has nothing to regret. 

I believe, Mr. President, I am now nearly through with the remarks 
I had intended to submit in support of the passage of this bill. 

But before concluding I beg leave to refer toan important historical 
fact connected with this educational measure, with which a distin- 
guished citizen of Virginia is connected, Hon. A. H. H. Stuart, at one 
time a member of Congress and subsequently Secretary of the Inte- 
rior under the administration of Mr. Fillmore. I refer to the adop- 
tion of a resolution offered by Mr. Stuart, at the instance of Hon. Robert 
C. Winthrop, of Massachusetts, at a meeting of the board of Peabody 
trustees at New York, in February, 1880 (and prior to census returns 
of that year giving the number of illiterates in the United States), ask- 
ing Congress to make an appropriation in behalf of popular education 
in the States. If I mistake not, the distinguished Senator from New 
York [Mr. EVARTS] seconded that resolution. It was referred to at a 
recent meeting of the board of Peabody trustees by Mr. Winthrop, and 
I suppose is really the germ of the bill which the Senator from New 
Hampshire first offered and which is now under consideration. 

The importance of this great subject was appreciated by these dis- 
tinguished and public-spirited gentlemen even at that earlyday. The 
tardy action of Congress on this subject has disappointed the just ex- 
pectations of the country and postponed the consummation of a wise 
measure of public policy, and one so full of valuable consequences and 
essing especially to the people of the South, and to the country at 


8 that I should have occupied the time of the Senate so long 
and in such an unsatisfactory manner even to myself. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say to the Senator from Oregon that I had 
intended 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield for a remark. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had intended to submit a few remarks on the eda- 
cational bill; and, while I do not regard. them as of any great impor- 
tance, at the same time I would be glad to tax the Senate for a short 
time, unless it will interfere with some important business. It suits 
my convenience to proceed to-day, rather than to-morrow or the next 
saa fl because I may be obliged to be absent from the city later in the 
w 


Does the Senator from Oregon yield 


Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator from Oregon will give way to the 
Senator from Kansas, > 

Mr. DOLPH. I misunderstood the Senator from Kansas. I under- 
stood him to state to me this morning that if another speech was made on 
the bill this afternoon he would not desire to proceed to-day. I donot 
like to withhold my motion, as I think a very important matter should 
be brought before the Senate, but I will yield the floor to the Senator 
from Kansas, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas will pro- 
ceed 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this bill has been the subject of so 
much discussion, covering so long a period of time, that I might per- 
haps, if it were not for the unfailing courtesy of the Senate, feel con- 
strained to apologize for trespassing upon its time for even a single 
moment. There are, however, some reasons why I feel thatI ought to 
express, at »ome reasonable length at least, the reasons which induce 
me to oppose this bill. 

In the first place, it may be noted that the passage of the bill has not 
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been asked for. At the time it was first introduced by the Senator from 
NewHampshire [Mr. BLAIR] I think there had been no public expression 
of opinion in its favor anywhere in the United States. It was not to 
be expected, of course, that any bill covering an appropriation of $77,- 
000,000 and making a tender of that amount without consideration to 
certain sections of the country could be proposed without eliciting 
some favorable response. The people who would not accept a donation 
from the national Treasury are few in number, 

But up to the time when this bill was introduced its purpose had so 
little entered into the conception of the people that no voice had been 
raised in its favor. It was the conception, in its present shape, of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. The bill and the idea which it em- 
bodies are both his. I do not speak of that to disparage him or the 
measure. Quite the contrary. Whatever vitality it has, and what- 
ever success it has had heretofore or what it will hereafter have, are 
due to his singleness of purpose, and the signal ability he has displayed, 

No State ever asked forit. No Southern State and no Northern State 
ever said that the needs of education were such within their respective 
limits as to require Federal aid. After the tender was made there 
were a few favorable responses on the part of some of the Southern 
States, an expression of willingness to accept of thesums offered. Ala- 
bama, for instance, is offered about $6,000,000. Naturally Alabama 
said, “We would like to have $6,000,000 as a gift,“ and resolutions to 
that effect were passed by the State Legislature. Resolutions of a 
similar character came in a fitful way from some other Southern States. 
No Northern State ever expressed a desire to have a dollar of the 
money. 

Considerable time has elapsed. The measure has „ e scrutiny; 
the good sense of the people has asserted itself, and to-day nearly all 
the States which expressed a willingness to accept the money have re- 
considered, and a majority of the Southern States have authoritatively 
stated that they do not ask for and do not desire the money. They 
have repudiated it. The representatives on this floor of the States of 
Missouri, Arkansas, Texas, Kentucky, Tennessee, West Virginia, Mary- 
land, and, I could have said in the last Congress, of Delaware 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam glad the Senator can not say it now of Dela- 
ware. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am sorry I can not. My sorrow is equal to the 
gladness of the Senator from Delaware. Those Senators have all said, 
by speech or by exposition of their determination to vote against it, 
that their States do not want this measure. Other States, notably South 
Carolina and Alabama, are divided upon this question. 

Among the later manifestations of adverse public opinion in the South 
is that of a resolution passed by the State senate of Mississippi almost 
unanimously, atall events by a large majority, at its recent session, re- 
pudiating the resolution passed by the Legislature of that State four 
years ago in favor of the bill. It is the assertion of self-respect, of a 
natural and a proper State pride. If this bill should go over for two or 
three years longer, I venture to say that every Southern State will have 
declared against the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And Georgia has indefinitely postponed favorable 
resolutions. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Connecticut reminds me of what 
I had forgotten, that the Legislature of Georgia has recently indefinitely 
postponed favorable resolutions, 

Mr. BLAIR. It was the other way. It wasa resolution to instruct 
the Senators from the State against the bill that was postponed. 

ara panes I heard it the other way, as the Senator from Connec- 
ticut did. 

There is no mistaking the evidence that a majority of the Southern 
States, a majority of the Southern people, if we may believe their Legis- 
latures and the men who represent them on this floor, are now in the 
attitude ofsaying that they do not want the money provided for them 
by this bill. That means two things. It means, in the first place, 
that the people who are most interested in this question, who have u 
deeper interest in it than the people of the North can possibly have, 
who know more about it than we can or do know, say that the situa- 
tion in the South does not call for this appropriation from the public 
Treasury for the purpose of aiding public education. 

It means, besides, that the chief and, in fact, the only guaranty we 
could have of the proper expenditure of the money is withdrawn. 

If you give to a community or to an individual money not asked for 
and not wanted, the recipient does not take it with any sense of re- 
sponsibility. If the money had been asked for froma sense of its need, 
there would be at least fair reason to believe that the purpose of the 
donor would be carried out. In thrusting this money upon the South 
against its wish as expressed, against its assertion that it is not needed, 
we are absolving the recipients from any obligation to expend it except 
as they please. No matter what our purpose may be, they will not feel 
obligated to carry it ont and could from their standpoint devote it to 
any desired end. In fact they would almost inevitably do so, having 
notified us in advance that they do not need it for the purpose which is 
expressed in the bill. 

This change in Southern sentiment has wrought corresponding change 
in the arguments advanced in favor of the bill, though not the bill it- 
self. The original argument was the overwhelming illiteracy of the 
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‘South and the fact that the North, as part of its victory of war, had 
given the suffrage to these illiterates. That was an appeal tothe North- 
ern sense of justice, It was the outcome of a great war, in which the 
North was victorious, and we were appealed to to say that emancipa- 
tion had brought duty and obligation which could only be fairly met 
by the proposed appropriation. The census of 1880 showed great illit- 
eracy in the South. Education was the natural and proper remedy, 
and the Federal Treasury, filled to repletion, the proper source from 
which to appropriate the necessary funds. 

But this view has changed. As Southern support fell off, the Senator 
from New Hampshire found greater and still greater need for Federal 
aid to education in the North, while yet bidding for Southern support 
by the terms of the bill and by new arguments in its favor. The bill, 
upon careful scrutiny, was found to be a measure for the education 
chiefly of white children, to the measurable exclusion of the blacks. 

So as from time to time the horizon of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire grew, he began to find more conspicuous illustrations of illiteracy 
in the North than in the South. I do not wonder, when I read from 
a report of the commissioner of education of his own State, that he 
came to see finally that it was not the South that needed this money, 
but the North, and that this was only a stepping-stone to the idea, to 
be manifested hereafter no doubt, that it was New Hampshire, not 
Alabama, the Senator had in mind. I read now from the report of the 
superintendent of public instruction of New Hampshire for the year 
1885: 

But there are a few sections, I 1 — to report, in which the accommodations 

rovided for the education of children indicate an intellectual and moral sense 

ut little above the level of barbarism. In these localities, to save the eer 
1ce of a school-tax, the pupils are driven into a hovel of learning in wh 

‘or several hours a day they are boxed into an atmosphere reeking with invisi- 

ble filth and loaded with disease, or compelled to sit in achilling draft that drives 

out one devil to make room for seven others, and loads the churchyard with in- 


nocent victims of parental meanness. 
These wrecks of a by-gone age are located, not nant frog-pon seemingly with 


malignant skill and Herodian intent, near stagnant -ponds or tic 
bogs, festering with the germs of disease and supplied,if at all, with contami- 
nated water. The seats seem designed for engines of torture or instruments 
for etfecting a permanent deformity, like Chinese shoes, in the plastie limbs of 
outh. But that no element of ruin may be unused, the children are treated 
like rn army on the march, and the school-house left with no out-buildings for 
the accommodation of the school, so that little children and larger boys and 
girls, associating on the dangerous neutral ground between youth and maturity, 
are forced to meet the calls of nature as accident or necessity may indicate. 
. Thus in these seminaries of learning the conditions of stench, filth.and vice 
are furnished by parental care and forethought in which to develop the tastes 
and morals of the future citizens of the Republic. These people should not 
marvelif they reap corruption, for * Whatsoevera man so „that shall he also 
renp. My language is plain, bat not untruthful or extravagant, and it is time 
these things were spoken. 


That is from the superintendent of public instruction for the State of 
New Hampshire in his report for 1885. 
This looks as though the Senator’s own State was as much or more 

in need of aid than any Southern State. The Senator also found abun- 
dant facts pertaining to other localities in the North to justify him in 
his new theory that education is languishing generally for lack of Fed- 
eral aid, and in all his statements and in all his illustrations he has 
sought to warn the Northern people that it was not the South which 
most needed this bill, but the North. 

But the bill is still kept in shape to most benefit the South, and the 
most urgent reasons are advanced to secure for it Southern votes. The 
situation has become urgent, and the Senator from New Hampshire 
has developed a line of argument in favor of the bill which singularly 
corresponds with the theory of some other of its advocates, to the effect 
that this is a conscience contribution on the part of the North to the 
South. The Senator in his recent speech, orin that part of it which is 
contained in the RECORD of February 18, 1890, says as follows: 


Mr. President, before proceeding with the statement of facts with which [had 
been entertaining the Senate for some days up to last Tuesday, when the Senate 
asserted its right and usw the power of doing something else for the re- 
mainder of the week, I wish to call attention to one or two general considera- 
tions bearing upon the subject of assistance or national aid to common schools, 
One is, that during this session we have reported from the Pension Committee 
pansan the members of that committee of both parties agreeing to the 
same, what is known as the dependent-pension bill, a bill which has been be- 
fore the Senate and the country for, I think, some three Congresses in its sub- 
stance, and now, from the unanimous report which it has received in committee, 
at least, and the entire absence, so far as I have heard, of opposition from either 
party, itis likely to soon become a law. 

That bill must add to the pension expenditure annually asum of not less than 
twenty and it may be thirty milliondollars. The vast mass 5 
essarily must be distributed through the Northern States, where the soldiers 
and their friends mainly reside. Toward that amount of additional taxation, 
unanimously, by the assent of Democrats as well as Republicans, thus to be im- 
posed upon the country, not less than one-fourth, probably nearer three-cighths, 
‘certainly one-fourth, to be within limits, must fall upon the Southern States, 
those States which, by reason of facts that it is unn here to allude to, 
will receive because of their necessity the cp vee portion of the funds to be dis- 
tributed should this education bill become a law. 

The sources or means of taxation do not exist in the South to a greater than 
ore, extent of the aggregate means of bearing taxation through the whole 
country. 


And he went on afterwards to indicate that this bill was to be to the 
South a compensation for the pensions which he is going to help to vote 
for the Northern soldiers from the national Treasury, and, I may add, 
a sum of money to be taken from that which otherwise these soldiers 
might fairly he expected to receive. 
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In 1886, when this bill was before the Senate, the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] in advocating it, said: 

Suppose we leave that subject for one moment and consider that the United 
States collected from the people of the Southern States, where the greatest 
need for aid to education exists, between sixty and seventy million dollars 
without authority of law— . 

Referring now to the cotton tax— 


and paid it into the Treasury of the United States, and that it still remains t 

the property of the people from whom it was taken. What is the result, 
what the obligation of that fact? What matters it what superiority there may 
or may not be in different portions of this country, if that fact be true? 

And so on. 

And that Senator, further on in the same speech, referring to the cot- 
ton tax, said: 

Sir, I am in favor of appropriating money to the full extent of $90,000,000 or 
$70,000,000 improperly taken from the Southern States, and now held in the 
Treasury, for this purpose of general education, of industrial education, and I 
find no difficulty whatever in any of the provisions of the Constitution in giv- 
ing to it my support. 

These two witnesses concur in saying that the appropriation to be 
made by this bill is to compensate the South for wrongs committed in 
the collection of the cotton tax and the pensioning of the Union sol- 
dier. Along with this goes the statement of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. BARBOUR], made in his speech to-day, to the effect that the North 
owed this money to the South because of the emancipation of the slaves. 
Sixty millions of money are to be taken from the national 
and paid to the South as the price of the wrongs done and those to be 
committed in the shape of pensions to Union soldiers. 

This bill, then, carries a conscience fund, suchas the Treasury books 
show as the accumulation of contributions of contractors and others 
who having cheated the Government finally respond to a quickened con- 
science by remitting all or a portion of their spoils to the Treasury. 

Mr. President, if the North gives the money carried by this bill, un- 
der the circumstances, it does itself an injury and unjustifiably and un- 
necessarily gets into the dust and dirt of humiliation. 

As Lhave before said, the bill was originally heralded as a measure 
for the education of the blacks. But its provisions are not so calcu- 
lated. The money is not going to the blacks. For the purpose of mak- 
ing a startling exhibit of illiteracy in the South, the census of 1880 
was taken, which showed a very large number of illiterates between 
the ages of ten and twenty-one years. Every one who has given any 
consideration to this subject knows that the larger proportion of these 
illiterates in the Southern States are beyond the educable age. They 
are largely the men who were slaves during the war period and men 
grown then. To these are to be added those who have since grown be- 
yond the school age now to manhood, and they were embraced in these 
schedules for the purpose of giving to the Southern States a proportion 
on the basis of an illiteracy which can not be removed. 

They can not now be educated. Their age forbids and the needs upon 
them are such that they can not spare the time to go to school. ey 
make up the larger portion of Southern illiterates and form the basis 
for the enormous disproportion which the South will from the ap- 
propriation made by this bill, and yet they can never be benefited by 
it. Ihave made a careful analysis, and I find that 80 per cent. of the 
illiteracy shown by the census tables for 1880 in the Southern States is 
such as can not he removed, and to that extent, therefore, the South is 
receiving that which it has no occasion for upon the basis of removable 
illiteracy; the illiterates of twenty years and upwards will remain so, 
and at least half of those between sixteen and twenty years will never 
go to school, no matter what the facilities may be. However well 
equipped with funds, the State can do nothing to remove such illit- 
eracy. 

If the presence of an illiterate elector is a misfortune to the State 
the only way that misfortune can be remedied is by taking from him 
the right of suffrage. He can not be educated, he is not within the 
school age, his period of opportunity has passed, and being illiterate to- 
day he will remain so, no matter how much money might be available 
for education in his vicinity, 

The number of illiterates in the Southern States above the age of ten 
years, as shown by the census of 1880, was 6,239,958. Of these 3,220,- 
878 were colored and 3,019,080 were white, Sixty-seven per cent. of 
the illiterates were above the age of twenty years. Whatever the 
school age may be, we all know that where children pass the age of 
sixteen the number who can be educated, no matter what the facili- 
ities, constantly diminishes, because of disinclination, lack of parental 
control, and the necessity of earning a support by trades and other- 
wise, which absorb all the available time. 

Taking, therefore, a fair average between the age of sixteen and 
twenty and adding all above the age of twenty, we hare 80 per cent. 
of the illiterates of the Southern States who are beyond the reach of 
educational advantages, and who can not be helped by this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the Senator willing that I should interrupt him? 

Mr, PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. There never has been any pretense whatever that this 
money was to educate the illiterates beyond the school age. The bill 


originally as introduced in 1881 covered white and colored alike. 
There was never any pretense that a distinction based on color was 
raised by this bill, but the illiteracy of the South as found by the cen- 
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sus was believed to be the best measure of ascertaining its inability to 
bear taxation, and was made the basis of the distribution of the fund 
through the States, and always the bill provided that, when in the 
State, the fund should be used to educate children, not grown people; 
and, so far as the bill is concerned, it always treated the white child 
and the black child just the same, and never undertook to educate the 
black child better than the white child, but to give to all an equaliza- 
tion of school privileges, requiring State funds, as the laws of the 
States require the State funds, to be distributed among the children of 
both races in equality, and this national fund, incorporated with the 
State fund, to be distributed in just exactly the same way; so that it 
was an effort to educate the children of school age, and not those who 
have passed beyond it, as all school funds are applied. And the bill 
does not overlook the fact, if the Senator from Kansas does and if the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] did, declining to be inter- 
rupted for a correction—it does not overlook the fact that every child 
born into the world is an illiterate and that he enters into the necessity 
and increases the necessity for provision for education. 
Mr. PLUMB. The South therefore gets 80 per cent. of the money 
carried by this bill to which she is not entitled. 
The matter of the distribution within the States as between the white 
and colored children has been so faithfully exhibited by the table pre- 
by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], used in 
is very able speech of a few days ago, that I will with his consent ask 
the permission of the Senate to insert it without reading at this point, 
together with the paragraphs of succeeding explanation and comment. 


Table showing percentage of illiteracy and disbursements under the Blair bill. 


Illiteracy between 
Illiteracy 10 years f Disbursements by 
of age and over, | 10 and 21 years of Blair bill toschools. 


White. Colored. White. Colored. White. | Colored. 


Per cent, | Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. 
5 24.7 80.6 32.8 75.0 57.8 42.2 
25.0 75.0 4.3 71.0 74,0 26.0 
9.1 57.5 6.6 47.5 81.2 18.4 
19.9 70.7 26.4 65.3 51.4 49.5 
22.9 81.6 29.7 77.3 50.8 49.1 
22.0 70.4 25.7 61.7 83.3 16.6 
18.4 701] 224] 4 49:9 50.5 
8.1 59.6 5.9 46.5 77.1 22.8 
16.3 75.2 2.4 68.6 41.2 58.7 
10.5 53.9 12.3 41.8 $3.0 6.9 
31.5 77.4 27.2 72.1 60.0 39.9 
21.9 78.5 28.2 73.0 37.4 62.1 
27.3 71.7 34.3 64.6 73.2 26.7 
15.3 75.4 21.3 70.5 73.3 26.7 
rgi > 18.2 73.7 21.2 62.9 56.0 43.9 
West Virginia — 18.3 55.0 19.9 39.7 96.3 3.6 


Asummary of this table well illustrates the view Iam seeking to present to 
the Senate : 


The average per cent. of illiterate colored children between the ages of 10 


. r D soa fe EE E 
The average per cent. of illiterate whito children between the ages of 10 
and 21 years is.... SJ ĩð e a 23. 


The per cent. of excess of illiterate colored children between the ages of 
10 and 21 years over illiterate white children between the same ages is. 40.0 


Although we find by this table that the colored illiteracy of school age as fixed 
by this bill is 40 per cent. in excess of the white illiteracy within the school age, 
— under its provisions the average disbursements tothe white schools of those 

tates is 64 percent, and the average disbursements to the colored schoolsof the 
same States is 36 per cent., showing an excess of disbursement to the white 
schools of 28 per cent. Į 

Mr. President, let us reduce this per cent. of disbursementto dollars and cents. 
As I have stated, although the percent. of illiteracy of the colored race of school 
age is 40 per cent. a. than the illiteracy of the whites of the same age, yet 
out of the sum of $58,428,552 received by the sixteen Southern States there will 
be distributed to the white schools $37,394,260.48 and to the colored schools $21,- 
034,271.52, giving an excess tothe white schools of $16,359,988. 96. 

If, however, bill had carried out the views which its advocates main- 
tained, and distributed this fund to those States on a relative basis of the illit- 
eracy between the white and the colored children of school age, the colored 
schools would have received, out of the $53,428,522, $36,809,975.16, and the white 
schools, $13,433,562.36; excess to colored over white schools, $23,371,412.80; but 
under the method adopted by the bill these tables are reversed, and the white 
schools are given §16,359,988.96 more than is given to the colored schools. 

Weare told, sir, with these facts staring us in the face, that this enormous ap- 

printion of Federal money is to meet a great exigency that confronts us; 
That the dark cloud of Levees g that hangs over our Southern States must be 
removed; that there is a moral obligation resting ae the people of this coun- 
try that demands the enactment of this law; that the danger arising from this 
source, and which even threatens republican institutions, calls upon the whole 
country, and especially upon the North and West, to make the sacrifice and as- 
sume the burdens which the provisions of this bill impose upon them, that an 
intelligent constituency may be made the source of political power in this 
country; but, sir, when we come to analyze its provisions, to ascertain whether 
or not the purposes understood to be contemplated by those who have given it 
their support are fairly and equitably carried out by its terms, we nre startled 
to learn the fact that of the $55,428,522 received by the sixteen Southern States, 
even if that sum were equally distributed between the two races according to the 
basis of the illiteracy in each, there is given by its provisions $9,179,994.48 for 
the education, not of illiterates, but to the white and colored children of school 
age who in 1880 could read and write. 


That table shows, what my own calculations have demonstrated, that 
while the illiterates of the South would get about $60 per capita under 


this bill during the entire term of its operation, of that $60 the white 
3 get two-thirds, on an average, and the colored children one- 

Mr. BLAIR. There are twice as many of the white children. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are not twice as many of them. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are twice as many children 

Mr. PLUMB. There are not twice as many of them, and there are 
more colored than white illiterates, yet the whites get two-thirds of 
the money. The fact is that instead of responding to this assumed ob- 
ligation on the part of the North to educate the black people, whom 
the fortunes of war had cast upon the Southern States helpless and 
illiterate, the bill of the Senator from New Hampshire proposes to give 
two-thirds of this money to the education of the white children and 
only one-third to the blacks, in whose cause the appropriation is sought. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I will not consent to be interrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. I decline to be interrupted, not because I am not 
willing to hear the Senator, for he knows I am, but simply because I 
can not afford to have a speech injected into mine, and 4 want to get 
through as quickly as I can. 

Therefore, Mr. President, if this be a conscience contribution, as 
there is abundant warrant for saying it will be regarded if this bill be 
passed; if the North is admitting its great wrongs upon the South; if it 
is prostrating itself in the dust of humiliation in making this offering; 
if it is doing it a; t the protest of the Southern States, giving them 
something they do not need, according to their own statement, and 
something which they do not want, then it may be fairly considered as 
a case of false pretense, for the money is not required to be applied for 
the removal of the illiteracy of the blacks, but of the whites, towhom 
nothing is due and who, if they are illiterate, are so because of the 
unwillingness of the responsible portion of the white race in the South 
to be properly taxed for educational pu 

Mr. President, I have heretofore brought to the attention of the Sen- 
ate an example from my own State—and only because I am more fa- 
miliar with that than with what was going on in other States—of 
what a people, poor but proud, ambitious for the best, appreciating the 
needs of education, and willing to submit to sacrifices in order that 
their children might have the benefit of it, have done. 

The people of the State of Kansas appropriated in the year 1886, 
which is the last report I have, on account of common schools, $4,476,- 
791.69. The Senator from New Hampshire turns to his tables, 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought I had a later report showing more. 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly a later one will show very considerably 
more. Inaddition, they have built nearly nine thousand school-houses 
during the past twenty years at a cost of over $10,000,000. 

Now, Mr. President, take the people of the State of Alabama, eyual 
or greater in number than the people of the State of Kansas; and I take 
Alabama because it receives the maximum under this bill, and I take 
the State of Kansas, which receives almost the minimum under the bill, 
as two fair examples of the opposite poles. The people of the State of 
Alabama get nearly $6,000,000 under this bill during the period of dis- 
tribution and the people of the State of Kansas get less than $500,000, 
The population is nearly the same, Alabama having slightly an excess, 
The taxable valuation, as shown by the census returns, isin favor of 
Alabama. Alabama has as much taxable valuation in proportion to 
population as Kansas has. 

More than that, it has a diversity of interests which no agricultural 
State has. It not only has fertile lands adapted to the production of 
corn and cotton and other of the great staples of agriculture which are 
common to the central belt of the United States, but it has untold 
stores of iron and of coal. It has great navigable streams. It is fa- 
vored by nature as few States are. It has larger cities within its limits 
than the State of Kansas. It has multiplied and various industries 
which make it far better off in the matter of natural resources than the 
State of Kansas. 

Alabama appropriates for schools not much more than one-fourth 
what Kansas does, 

Now, it is proposed to tax the people of Kansas in order to educate 
the white children of Alabama. That is what is proposed here, and it 
is proposed to tax the people of some other States for that purpose also. 
I have a table here which shows the proportions which, according to 
the census of 1880, all the States and Territories will pay out and re- 
ceive under this bill, which I will ask to have inserted in the RECORD. 
It is a table which I used in my remarks on this subject in 1886. 

The table is as follows: 


Alabama— 
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HORT OTSEIN, $1, 801. 616 
6—— — 4, 309,019 
Indiana— 2 
Gets . 1,372, 441 
Pays — 2,749, 021 sobs 
Iowa 
Gets 577,582 . 28.821 
Pays . 2,574, 461 ss.. 5, 976, 019 
Kansas— | 
Gets. — 489,147 | we 307, 210 
— 1, 894,534 Pays... — 357, 143 
Kentuck South Carolina— 
G see 4,316, 930 Gets. 3 4.582. 792 
2, 308, 166 8 


Gets. s.. 1,152, 116 5, 332,498 
Mi Bo nave 2, 496, 319 —. 2,117,591 

chigan— 

Geis... —. 1, 057, 895 


— 289,592 
— 2,291,711 865, 765 


Pays 
New Jersey— 
Gets. 


— 2, 721, 066 
—. 7, 116,019 
5, 749, 121 
1 


* „ 


* Estimated population, 150,000. 


That shows that the people of the State of Kansas are to contribute 
over a million dollars ont of their meager resources; a million dollars 
to be added to the sacrifices which they have voluntarily made in the 
education of their own children, whereby they have reduced illiteracy 
within their borders to the minimum; a million dollars to be taken 
from people who are less prosperous than the people to whom the money 
is to be given; a million dollars to be taken from the white people of 
Kansas which otherwise they might use for the education of their own 
children, in order to provide educational facilities for the white children 
of the State of Alabama ! 

Mr. President, what emergency is it that calls for this? Is it the in- 
ability of the people of Alabama to educate their own children? The 
census returns dispute that. ‘There is not a Southern State which is 
not to-day as able to educate its children as Kansas is to do that work 
for its children, not one, What is the occasion? Unwillingness? I 
am loath to believe that; but, if so, then if I vote for this bill I vote to 
tax the willing and the patriotic for the benefit of the slothful, the 
unwilling. From him that hath not is to be taken even that which he 
hath for the benefit of him who hath abundance. 

Mr. President, this illustration in the case of Kansas is the basis 
which runs through all this question of getting and giving. Here are 
the new States of the Northwest—the Dakotas and Washington—only 
just across the threshhold of statehood, with new burdens of taxation 
to bear and some portions suffering from misfortune, the result of poor 
harvests. They have taxed themselves liberally, heavily, for school 
purposes. Their first experience in the Union which they labored so 
long and strenuously to enter is a demand that they shall submit to be 
taxed, the Dakotas $500,000 and Washington $200,000, for the benefit 
of the older States—the Carolinas, Georgia, Alabama, and so on. 

The new States have all the burdens that they can bear. It is im- 
proper, it is unjust, that they should be called upon to bear those of 
others who are more able to than they, and upon whom can be- cast 
ony the reproach, if reproach it be, that they are not willing to bear 
them. 


But, Mr. President, the emergency is not so great as it seems to be, 
nor is the delinquency of the Southern States. The census of 1880 
appalled everybody, becanse the undiscriminating looked at the figures 
and said, See! there are 450,000 illiterates in the State of Alabama 
alone,“ and proportionately in the other Southern States. They did 
not look carefully enough to see that there were less than 90,000 of 
those within the school age. The Southern States lagged behind in the 
first twenty years following the war, but their people are not wholly 
lacking in publiespirit norin their appreciation of the needs of therising 
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generation. They have labored under some difficulties now fast dis- 
have come to the point of making reasonable pro- 
vision for education, at least in the rudimentary branches. They have 
adopted and are carrying out a system of education adapted to the 
conditions in which they found themselyes and to their means, which 
has operated to constantly reduce illiteracy, until now it is on the av- 
erage, and as applied to those under twelve years of age not very far 
from what it is in the Senator’s own State of New Hampshire. The 
expenditures in Florida, not the most prosperous of the Southern States, 
I am told, and I found by looking at some statistics which I supposed I 
had here for use, are as great or greater than in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, the two States having about equal population. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the Senator is willing that I should set him 
right on some of his figures. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will have ample time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. It is understood, then, that his figures are 
incorrect. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator will have ample time to make all the 
explanations he desires after I shall have coneluded. . 

The South may not indulge so much in high-school education as the 
North does. I will venture to say that wherever the Senator finds a 
community in the North or in the South without adequate means for - 
primary education he will find it is largely due to the fact that the 
money raised by taxation has been drawn off for high schools, There 
is abundant money being spent in every State in the Union to-day, un- 
less there may be one or two exceptions, to give the rudiments of educa- 
tion to every child within its limits. 

Can we spend the money better than the Statescan? The illustra- 
tions of the Senator from New Hampshire are all to the effect that the 
States need aid from the General Government. Is the wealth of the 
nation greater than the sum of the wealth of all the States? If the 
forty-two States of the Union have a wealth which can be drawn upon 
by the General Government for the purpose of education, why can not 
each State, by taxation, realize its proper proportion of funds for edu- 
cational or for other purposes? Is the United States Bureau of Educa- 
tion, located at Washington, remote from the people, better qualified 
than the same of the State authorities created for the same general 
purpose? Does Congress, sitting in Washington, appreciate more the 
need of education in Dakota than the people of Dakota do? Is the 
Senator from New Hampshire better calculated to judge what the edu- 
cational needs of New Hampshire are than the State school superin- | 
tendent, the school directors, and the parents of his State? Judging 
by the arguments advanced in support of this bill it seems that Congress 
knows more about local needs than the people of the localities do. 

According to this theory local government is a failure and ought to be 
replaced by the functions and powers of acentral government. And this 
vice inheres in this bill tothe worst possibleeffect. Ifthe bill shall be- 
come a law education will no longer be matter of local concern and man- 
agement. The questions of teachers’ wages, of the kind of building to 
be erected for use as school-honses, of the general managementand direc- 
tion of the schools, including length of term, and all the hundred and 
one things which go to make up what is known asschool management, 
are not hereafter to be conducted and carried on within the comparative 
privacy of the school districts, but they are to muster themselves upon 
the national arena. Š 

Whoever hereafter, if this bill passes, is employed asa school-teacherin 
any district in the United States who thinks that he does not get wages 
enough or who feels that he has cause of dissatisfaction with his sur- 
roundings will feel warranted in appealing to the Secretary of the In- 
terior for redress; failing there, he will come to Congress, Every ques- 
tion which can be made an issue in the management of schools will 
hereafter be not a local, but a national issue. Instead of being finally 
resolved at the school meetings, where these things are settled accord- 
ing to local convenience and authority, they will hereafter ent loose 
from that and march into the national theater and challenge the atten- 
tion of the national authorities. Will this be useful to the cause of 
education? Is the national Capital the place where the varied and 
multiplied details of school management can be most usefully settled? 
If so, then there is need for a secretary of education with abundant 
authority and thousands of clerks, with a civil-service commission to 
examine teachers and an appointment bureau to assign them to 
duty. 

The parent of this baleful idea is the Treasurysurplus. Whateverit 
may actually be it has assumed gigantic proportions in the public 
mind. When it is brought to view all questions of economy and pro- 
priety of expenditures disappear. Nothing is now criticised because 
of cost, and the school-teacher with $45 a month on the prairies of 
Kansas, thinking of the surplus in the national Treasury and the pit- 
tance he will be receiving from it through this bill, will be swift to de- 
mand of those who represent him in both branches of Congress that 
its beneficence be extended to the raising of his r 

Whatever domain the Government invades it dominates. The juris- 
diction which it takes it keeps. The disappearance of local control in 
educational affairs will date from the passage of this bill unless the 
after-generations are wiser than the present one. Itis only the 
ning of appropriations to be incited by votes to be cast in the election 
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of members of Congress in every Congressional distriet. From this time 

forth by degrees, but steadily, the educational system of the country is 

to abandon the ancient landmarks, cease to be local and comparatively 

domestic, responsive to the views of parents and neighbors having the 

deepest possible interest in the education of the boys and girls of the 

family and the neighborhood, and to come under outside; national 
trol. 


con 

We do not need to be told that as the center gains in vitality the 
outer periphery loses it. There need to be in this, asin all other func- 
tions of government, multiplied centers, local governments dealing with 
local affairs, and in no other thing is this so necessary as in the matter 
of education. 

The school meeting, patterned after the New England town meeting, 
and which we are now to impair and finally abolish, is itself an educa- 
cator. It creates and keeps alive the principles of self-government, as 
they can never be promoted by any device or control emanating from 
the central authority. 

Thenalong comes the Commissioner of Education, bidden by this bill, 
with a patent for a school-house, the same on the hills of New 
Hampshire as in the everglades of Florida, vitiating taste, destroying 
all the local surroundings and all the wholesome influences which to- 


day keep up and make sweet and useful the system of education under 


management and control. 2 

Mr. President, this is only the beginning. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, as he reflects on this and as he breaks occasionally into 
soak: paraphrases what Clive said, that when he thought of what he 
could have taken he wondered at his moderation; and the Senator re- 
grets to-day that he did not provide for an appropriation of a thousand 
millions instead of seventy-seven millions, 

The State of Kansas will getanaverage of about $45,000ayear. There 
are in that State 8,775 school districts. The maximum school district 
will probably get, say, $6 a year out of it and the minimum about a 
dollar and a half. Theschoo! treasurer looks over the draft which the 
Treasurer of the United States will send him bearing the counterfeit 

resentment of the great man—Washington—whose name was invoked 
by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] in favor of this measure. 
His first thought will be that itis a very wise government which thus 
looks after the school districts and aids them in the matter of education. 
He will then take into account the enormous contribution to the cause 
of education, in contemplation of which he will, I fear, become a little 
bewildered. The State of Kansas pays an average of about $13 per 
scholar. The contribution of the United States will amount to about 
one-fourth enough to educate a single scholar during one school year. 
After amazement would come contempt, but ‘‘we first endure, then 
pity, then embrace.“ 

The feeling of contempt would be followed by the consuming feeling 
and accompanied by the demand, ‘‘If you can give us $6 out of the 
surplus, you can give us $600, and youn shall give it.“ There is no es- 
caping that. The appetite will be created by the $1.50 or the $6, as the 
case may be. No wonder that there will be a feeling of contempt; it 
is so small compared with this great subject of education and with the 
great surplus out of which payment is to be made, the sum which will 
go to the several school districts of Kansas will appear contemptible, 

mt operate to create the appetite for more. 

The Senator from New Hampshire hopes we will hidethis. Oh, no, 
Mr. President. Whoever wears a shoulder strap wears it on his 
shoulder and does not wear it in his pocket. We shall make profert; 
we shall know where all this comes from; we have got book-keepers 
among our school-teachers in Kansas, and when the school fund is 
sent down to the district it is expressed just where it came from—so 
much from the school-land fund, so much from the general tax, and so 
on down—and the munificent national contribution will not escape 
notice. 

Mr. President, as magnificent as this donation for the general pur- 
poses of education is, it is far exceeded by the donation for the con- 
struction of school-houses. Kansas will get an average of about a 
thousand dollars a year for the erection of school-houses. It has now 
got 8,775 school-houses, every plank in which and every nail in which 
represent the sacrifices of that people for the cause of education; and 
now the Government comes along and proposes to reduce the burden 
by giving them 10 cents to each school district for the purpose of the 
erection of school-houses. Thank heaven, that the cost of the plan is 
not to come out of that 10 cents. 

That is not by virtue of this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis by virtue of this bill that the $2,000,000 to be 
distributed for the purpose of erecting school-houses gives to Kansas 
10 cents for each district for building school-honses. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not. 

Mr. BLAIR. You will not? 

Mr. PLUMB, I will not. But, as I said, along with that goes the 
provision that the Commissioner of Education shall provide free of cost 
the plan for that ten-cent school-house. I hope I may live to see one. 

Mr. President, there is another very excellent thing to be found in 
this bill which appeals very strongly to the pride of our people. The 


States are authorized to d a portion of this in industrial educa- 
tion. That is a popular and useful form of education. Notexceeding 
one-tenth may be applied by the several States in maintaining insti- 
tutes or training-schools. If there is one thing which more than any- 
thing else is conspicuous in the system of popular education in the 
United States, it is that it is free to all, that there is no barrier at the 
door of any school-house which prevents any child of school age from 
entering, aud no catechism to be applied, relating to the lineage or the 
wealth of the applicant; but when we come to industrial education, 
under the provisions of this bill,so afraid is the Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire that somebody will get the benefit of it who is not an occupant 
of the poor-house that he requires the applicant to show that heis with- 
out the necessary means to qualify himself for teaching before he can 
have the benefit of this fund! 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That does not refer to industrial education, but to 
teaching. 

Mr. PLUMB. Industrial education. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is nothing of the kind in the bill that Iam 
aware of. Surely the Senator does not mean to state it incorrectly. 

Mr. PLUMB. It says: 2 

That a part of the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not exceed- 
ing one-tenth thereof, may, in the discretion of ita Legislature, yearly be ap- 
plied to the education of teachers for the common schools therein, which sum 
may be expended in maintaining institutes or temporary training-schools, or in 
extending opportunities for normal or other instruction to competent and suit- 
able persons, of any color, who are without necessary means to qualify them- 
selves for teaching. 


In other words, whoever gets the benefits of so much of this fund as 
is intended for industrial education must prove that he is without the 
means of educating himself; he must take the pauper’s oath just as is 
required of the person who avails himself of the appropriation made 
for the poor of the county must take and subscribe an oath that with- 
out the food which is tendered he can not live! 

I will ask that the table I have here, which gives a statement of the 
number of schoo! districts in all the States of the United States, be in- 
serted without the note, which only relates to the question of the school 
age in the different States. 

The table is as follows: 


Number of echool children and of school districts in the several States and 


Territories. 
Number of | Number 
State or Territory. 9 aan a ais 
merated. tricts. 
0 5A A IEE ESAR E 522, 691 1,516 
‘se 0,308 *151 
358, 165 2.452 
275, 302 2.811 
824 990 
157, 243 1,423 
ote 116, 129 1,194 
Delaware. mad 43,538 #562 
District of Columbia.. RE 51,500 *90 
Florida 129, 112 249 
25 „n 
mA, 25 
1,118,472 11, 536 
770, 875 *9, 882 
9. 606 4,039 
532,010 8,775 
656, 949 7,464 
336, 137 11.9 
212, 064 3,539 
+ $295,215 159 
367,785 7, 023 
629, 923 7, 087 
2416, 550 5,471 
„94 5, 443 
852, 430 9. 301 
27,600 316 
816. 805 5,664 
9.7 1 

— 89 42,314 
817 1,371 
40,862 | Not known. 
1, 803, 667 12,013 
580, S19 6,794 
1,007, 345 12, 126 
93,098 1,518 
11. 422, 377 2,317 
64, 90 11,013 
$297, 30 604 
652, 508 2, 481 
545, 616 + 7,78 
58, 482 364 
40 2.144 
610, 271 +7, 269 

70, 846 
SH 4,679 
567,702 6,119 
Wyoming... 14.514 124 

Number of school-houses. Number of schools. 
Į United States Census, 1880. ¢ Estimated by State superintendent. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, thisbillis vicious: first, because the peo- 
ple who are supposed to be benefited by it have not asked for and do not 
Want it; Neis vice us, next, because the people for whose benefit it is sup- 

to be are abundantly able to take care of and educate their own 
children. Not one single member of this body, as I remember it now, 
except the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], has risen to say that 
his people were in such poverty as not to permit of the proper provision 
for the education of their children. Mr. President, in the callings 
which that Senator has adorned he has taken occasion to say, I have 
no doubt a hundred times, that the State of Virginia was prosperous, 
was growing, was developing, and was increasing in population and in 
resources. It is in the mouth of every one to-day and it isa part of 
the recent history of all the Southern States. They have grown and 

red; and they have boasted of it, as justly they might, and it is 
only now and then that a single one of them will take it back, even for 
the purpose of getting a benefaction out of the National Treasury. 

Tam willing to let the matter of education work itself out within 
the domain of the several States. I believe that the people of the South 
have a more sensitive and sensible view upon this subject than we 
have or can have, and that they will do more to remove illiteracy from 
their midst than we can. I believe they will wipe it out according to 
their circumstances and according to their surroundings, in the wisest 
possible way, and that they will do it in such a way as to make self- 
respecting and self-dependent American citizens of the rising genera- 
tion. They will do it in such a way as to give vigor to all the minor 
subdivisions of their government, and in such a way as that the prin- 
ciples of self-government will be as strongand as wisely and thoroughly 
acted upon in the remotest townships of those States as it is anywhere 
in the Republic. 

I represent in part a people who have as much interest in the subject 
of education as any other people in the world. The first sacrifice they 
made was for the school-house and the school-teacher. Everything else 
was postponed until they were provided. Whatever they have or are 
in this respect has been the result of their own efforts. They have had 
multiplied misfortunes, but they have never permitted anything to 
diminish the contributions for schools. On the contrary, they have 
steadily increased them. They do not ask aid to maintain the system 
they have established, but they will not willingly submit to be taxed for 
the benefit of communities more able than they, and they will not will- 
ingly surrender to the General Government the control of that system 
which they have erected at such great sacrifice and which they are bet- 
ter able to properly direct than Congress can possibly be. If allowed to 
do so, they will work out the problem of popular education, and apply 
it to the related problem of self-government without fear of the result. 
They owe no debts to the Southern States, and they have no occasion 
to compromise with the South on the question of pensions or of the re- 
fund of the cotton-tax. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DOLPH., I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After one hour and thirty-six minutesspent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 52 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, March 
6, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 5th day of March, 1890, 


William T. Rambusch, of Juneau, Wis., to be supervisor of census 
for the first census district of Wisconsin, vice Ernst Demin, declined. 
Isaac Clements, of Illinois, to be pension agent at Chicago, III., vice 
mae Marian A. Mulligan, whose term of office will expire March 17, 

90. 

William G. Stimpson, of Maryland, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, to succeed Assistant Sur- 
geon John B. Fattic, who has resigned. 

Capt. Norman H. Farquhar, United States Navy, to be chief of the 
Burean of Yards and Docks, in the Department of the Navy, with the 
relative rank of commodore, to fill a vacancy. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 3, 1890. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Henry C. Warmoth, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 5, 1890. 


SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 


William T. Rambusch, to be supervisor of census for the first census 
district of Wisconsin. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 5, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted Mr. MOREY, 
indefinitely, on account of siekness in his family. $ 


CONTESTED ELECTION—FEATHERSTON VS. CATE. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I desire this morning to proceed to finish 
the contested-election case of Featherston vs, Cate, and now call it 

I will state for the information of everybody present that in tidak: 
justment of time the other side will have thirty minutes, with the 
e that I am to continue for one hour and a half if I desire 
to do so. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from-Arkansas, the contestee [Mr CATE]. 

Mr. CATE. Mr. Speaker, naturally it is not without embarrassment 
that I make my first appearance to undertake to address the gentlemen 
upon this floor. That embarrassment is not diminished by the fact that 
I am called upon to speak with regard toa matter which to a great 
degree affects my personal feelings and my personal rights as a repre- 
sentative of my people. 

Iam glad, Mr. Speaker, that the provision of the Constitution pro- 
viding for this investigation upon which we have already entered and 
made progress is that this House shall judge of the elections, qualifi- 
cations, and returns of the members authorized to sit upon this floor, 

It is not your province, gentlemen, it is not your duty under the pro- 
visions of this Constitution, which we all have sworn to support, to elect 
a member here to-day from the First Congressional district of the State 
of Arkansas; but it is your duty, brushing aside everything that sur- 
rounds this case, everything that is extraneous, laying aside every feel- 
ing of party resentment, prejudice, or pride, every sentiment of possible 
party exXigency, past, present, or to come, and in the light cf the facts, 
under the law, guided by your consciences, to make a true deliverance 
in this behalf as to whom the people of the First district of Arkansas 
have by their suffrages sent here to represent them on this floor. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], for whom I have 
entertained the kindest feelings, has seen fit to make the inquiry, ifa 
man confronted by this record who comes here and does not ask avin- 
dication at the bands of this House is worthy to sitamongstyou. No, 
gentlemen, I am not here seeking a personal vindication. I am not 
here dreading personal denunciation; but, sir, I am standing here in 
the front of this audience and of the world as the representative of 
42,000 freemen, and Iam here not to ask personal vindication, as I 
stated, or to shrink from personal denunciation, but am here to ask 
justice for them and to fear that wrong and injustice may be done 
them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Thatis all that I have 
to ask heré to-day. 

As to my personal character, Mr. Speaker, Iam willing to leave it to 
be judged by those people for whom I have labored and amongst whom 
I have lived fora quarter of a century. There my record is known, 
and I am judged by my conduct; and if I stay here I am willing to be 
judged by my conduct on this floor. 

Now, there is one thing, gentlemen, here—nay, more, there are many 
things, in this record that are remarkable. I may in the few brief 
minutes allotted to me in this discussion undertake to review them 
hastily. This is an election contest. There are pleadings in this case 
as there are in all other suits at law. The contention of the contestant 
5 this case is what? What does the record disclose and what are his 
al ions? 

They are, first, that in the seventeen counties composing the First 
district of Arkansas, stretching from the State of Missouri on the north 
to the State of Louisiana on the south; that of these seventeen counties, 
fourteen of them are honeycombed with fraud; that they are an abode 
of violent, desperate men, men unwhipped of justice; t five-sixths 
of the population of that district are villains, unconvicted possibly, 
but charged by him to be ballot-box-stuſters, murderers, men that 
carry arms, violent law-breakers—five-sixths of the entire population 
of that district. 

The next allegation is that he was chosen by a large majority of these 
people as their Representative in this House, 

If gentlemen have arrived at the conclusion from this evidence that 
the first proposition is true, then the second proposition is not denied, 
If it be true of the district, that it is one in which five-sixths of the 
people are miserable law-breakers, then I do not propose to stand here 
and advocate their claims and justify their shortcomings and their yio- 
lationsof the law. But Ideny that it is as he states. I propose briefly 
now to state what the district is that I represent. As I said before this 
district embraces seventeen counties, taking in the entire Mississippi 
River front of the State. 

There are within it 1,000 miles of navigable rivers and 700 miles of 
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railway lines. There are within that district large towns and prosper- 
ous communities. We annually raise within our borders and send out 
to the world nearly 300,000 bales of cotton of an aggregate value of 
$12,000,000. We send to all parts of the world our lumber to the value 
of $7,000,000. The great furnaces of Pennsylvania at Johnstown (which 
has furnished the horror of the nineteenth century) draw from the 
mines of Independence County their supplies of manganese. Here are 
$20,000,000 worth of uce of the earth, the mine, and the field that 
we contribute annually to the happiness and wealth of the world. 

These things are produced by the labor and energy of the people 
who live in the First district of Arkansas; and yet you are told that 
they are nothing but desperadoes, bandits, and villains; that these 
people are engaged day in and day ont and year after year in running 
off from the country its labor and its people. It has been said truly 
that Ile that hath a wife and children hath given hostages to fort- 
une. Now, if that people, by their daily toil, their industry, their 
energy, and their thrift, contribute to the happiness and comfort of the 
people of this country, and to its wealth $20,000,000 worth of produce 
year after year, then I ask you if they have not by this energy and 
their industrial interests given ‘‘hostages to law and order.” 

There have been a great many generalities dealt in during this dis- 
cussion, and I will deal in them. I submit that those I present are 
stubborn facts and stubborn figures, which I array before you for your 
consideration. These people who raise the cotton, who manufacture 
that lumber, the honest toilers of the land, are my constituents, and are 
law-abiding, faithful, and true. Iam not here as the apologist for any 
violations of law; but Iam here, sir, to stand and in the name of that 
district that has been traduced on this floor to demand of any man on 
td side of the House if in his district there has not been any violation 
of law. 

Nay, more; if there is any district represented here, any constitu- 
ency, in which there has been no violation of law, where men go un- 
whipped of justice—if there is, I ask that he rise in his place and 
name the district, name the constituency, and till you do that, gen- 
tlemen, I ask you to hold your peace as to the people who, in their own 
‘way, are carnestly and honestly striving to build up their fortunes and 
work their way from poverty to affluence and comfort in the First Con- 
gressional district of Arkansas, Simply that and nothing more. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order again. 
The House is not as orderly as it should be for such a debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair despairs of getting the House to observe 
any better order than now. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, at this instant the order is better than it 
was at the time I rose and made the request of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has endeavored to do its best to obtain 
order when a gentleman commences his address, and the Chair does not 
think that better order can be obtained. a 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am not criticising the effort of the Chair to 
obtain order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. The Chair does not 
make any question of the gentleman's purpose. 

Mr. CATE. Gentlemen, as you have been told, you have been drawn 
from the facts and figures in this case and from the merits of this con- 
tro rersy to the discussion of affairs that are in no way connected with 
the matter at issue. You have been regaled here with the recital of a 
riot that occurred in Crittenden County in July before the election in 
November, that had no more relation to that election than had the bat- 
tle of Waterloo. You have been told of murders committed in another 
county more than six months alter the election, that had nothing more 
to do with my election than the revolution in Brazil. The reason for 
this, you have been told, is because the facts and figures will not bear 
investigation, will not sustain the majority report. 

Now, I wish to call your attention briefly to the statement of two 
propositions made upon this floor by gentlemen as to that district. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] both told you here in glittering 
generalities that Mr. Featherston, by my own showing, had in that dis- 
trict 28,000 voters. If I misstate the gentlemen I hope they will correct 
me at this timeand place, In connection with this thereis a startling 
picture presented to this House. And what is it? They go on to har- 
row up your mind by a recital of troubles. They bathe the eyes of this 
House in tears over the wrongs that have been perpetrated upon the 
followers of Mr. Featherston in that district by the Democrats, 

Now, I want to submit to this House this spectacle of American man- 
hood and desire to know if you are here asking sympathy for them be- 
cause they are oppressed, because they are driven about by 12,000 other 
American citizens, having no greater facilities or privileges than they, 

Now, these gentlemen claim for contestant 28,000 in the district and 
concede to me only 12,000, and yet they have worked you up here to 
believe that those 12,000, with guns in their hands and by various vio- 
lent practices, have overrun and trampled upon the rights of 28,000 of 
their fellow-citizens. If this was not a serious question, such an argu- 
ment would be ludicrous, 

Bear in mind that these 28,000 who have been overrun and the sup- 
pression of whose rights you have been called upon to weep over here, 
are not all negroes; 13,000 of them are white men. This, then, is the 


situation: You are asked in this House to unseat me upon the ground 
that 12,000 of my followers, by force of arms and violence, have driven 
away from the polls, have terrorized, haye trampled upon the rights of 
28,000 American citizens clad with all the habiliments of citizenship 
and of freedom! Could anything be more ridiculous? 

There is but one spectacle more humiliating than the attitude in 
which you place these 28,000 sovereigns, and that is the fact that gen- 
tlemen on this floor would utter or listen to such contemptible parti- 
san pettifogging where the interests of a nation are concerned. Solo- 
mon was a wise man. You will remember that upon one occasion, 
when two women came before him each claiming to be the mother of 
a certain child, and he wasasked to decide between them, he did not hold 
an elaborate investigation, but, in his wisdom, he simply took his 
sword and held up the child and said, ‘‘I will divide him between 
you;’’ whereupon the woman who was really the mother of the child 
demurred and protested, while the woman who was not the mother 
gave her assent readily. 

Now, here you have two men standing before you, each claiming to 
be the representative of this district, Istand here to tell you that I 
represent an honest, an intelligent, a brave, a manly constituency, who 
are engaged in building up their country and in enforcing the law and 
protecting the rights of the people. I ask that the election be left in- 
tact, that the voters be allowed to be represented here by the man whom 
they have elected. I ask for their protection. The contestant, on the 
other hand, comes here and asks their destruction, and says, They are 
thieves, and villains, and scoundrels; go there with a torch in your 
hand; send your armies to burn their villages and lay waste their fields, 
25 imprison the citizens; subject them to all the horrors of martial 

aw. 

This gentleman claims to be the representative of the people of that 
district, and he asks this for his people as their representative. Mr. 
Speaker, it would create a sensation if some gentleman upon that side 
of the House should rise in his seat and denounce his constituency and 
say that five-sixths of them were unmitigated rascals and villains; but 
when it comes to aSouthern constituency it seems that all that a man 
claiming a seat here has to do is to stand up and say: I am the rep- 
resentative of the district; I bring no certificate; I bring no credentials; 
I simply bring with me this bundle of villainous perjury, this evidence 
bought and suborned; I bring this vituperation of my people; these 
are my credentials; I come here denouncing my constituents, denounc- 
ing my fellow-citizens as robbers and villains; and what better passport 
could I have to your esteem and your good-will, what higher title toa 
seat in this Hall?“ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to read a little from the statutes of the 
United States, the law governing this proceeding: 

Whenever any person intends to contest an election of any member of the 
House of Representatives of the United States he shall, within thirty days after 
the result of such election shall have been determined by the officer or board of 
canvassers authorized by law to determine the same, give notice in writing to. 
the member whose seat he designs to contest of his intention to contest the 
same, and in such notice shall specify particularly the grounds upon which he 
relies in the contest. 

The next provision to which I call your attention is this, also a part 
of same statute: 

The testimony to be taken by either party to the contest shall be confined to 
the proof or disproof of the facts alleged or denied in the notice and answer to 
the contest mentioned in sections 105 and 106, 

Now, with regard to these propositions of law and in connection 
therewith, I desire to submit one reflection, In the township of In- 
dependence, of the county of Lee, of which you have heard, the con- 
testant, in his notice of contest, says: 


As to the township of Independence in the county of Lee, you received 224 
votes and I received 397 votes. The election officers return for you 224 votes 
and for me 80. I claim the right to prove 


What? What does he claim the right to prove? 
I claim the right to prove that I received 397 votes. 


He does not claim the right to prove that I did not receive 224 votes, 
and he does not prove it, but concedes that I received these votes, over 
his own signature, by his own solemn act, 

But there is another proposition which was laid down by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] in the case of Jackson vs. Smith, 
which was tried here early in this session. In that ease the gentleman 
stated—and I ask his attention to it—I have not time to look it up 
in the record, but it is common law known to every lawyer—in that 
case the gentleman laid down the proposition that every vote is pre- 
sumed to be a legal vote, and the action of the returning officers is pre- 
sumed to be legal, and the return can only be set aside upon a prepon- 
derance of testimony. 

Now, I submit, as has been submitted here before, I submit to you 
genilemen, the question whether you will hold that anywhere on this 
continent the unsupported oath of one witness, the testimony of one 
solitary witness, shall overthrow the sworn return of five election offi- 
cers, men who had the right to know, men who were in the position to 
know. 

Iask you if you propose in this House, on this occasion, to overthrow 
the sworn return of five men, sworn officers, upon the evidence, uncor- 
roborated, of one solitary witness? Is this a preponderance? Remem- 
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ber, there is no controversy made as to my vote in that pnp, yet 
it is proposed, not only to give Mr. Featherston what he claims, but to 
take from me what I claim and what I received and which it is ad- 
mitted I received. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do you contradict by any testimony the evi- 
dence given by that one witness? 

Mr. CATE. No, sir; Ido not. I did not contradict that by any 
witnesses, from the fact that I did not suppose there was a tribunal or- 
ganized anywhere in the United States that would, on the unsupported 
testimony of one witness, set aside the solemn sworn return of five 
election officers whose means of knowledge were better than his, whose 
opportunities to know the facts were better, and who stand here un- 
impeached. I will ask the gentleman who puts this question whether 
mee is any other witness who attacks the return of those election 
officers, 

Five witnesses against one; no difference except this: the five are 
white men, the one is a negro. The five are men of unquestioned in- 
tegrity; the negro brings as his certificate of good character the fact of 
his arrest for perjury, but this is sufficient here. And there is no denial 
of my vote in the proof. The only difference is that this witness swears 

_ he saw three more men vote than the number of votes that were re- 
turned by the officers. The five officers of election sat in a dry room 
and counted in each ballot, and counted them all out of the box, One 
negro stood 60 feet away ina rain-storm. Which will you take, the 
five or the one? I have other evidence here. I will state to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] that I have here the solemn, honest 
admission over the signature, the genuine signature, of the contestant 
that I received those 224 votes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Where is that? 

Mr. HILL. On page 7. 

Mr. CATE. The printed copy will be fonnd on page 7 of the rec- 
ord, I have the original, with the signature of the contestant. 

Mr. BOATNER (to Mr. Cate). And the majority of the committee 
take those 224 votes away from you? 

Mr. CATE. Yes, sir. I read from the printed record, page 7, the 
language of the contestant: 

That at the precinct of Independence, in the county of Lee, in said district, at 
an election held on the 6th day of November, 1888, I received 397 votes, and you 
received 224 votes. 

Could language be plainer? The return is that in that township 89 
voted for contestant; the proof of one witness is that he saw 3 more 
votes cast than were returned. Yet the majority of the committee 
come here and not only claim 3 more, but say that on this evidence 
they will set aside the return of those judges and the absolute, honest 
admission of the contestant over his own signature, and will deprive 
me of those 224 votes. 

A similar state of facts exists with regard to Smith Township, in Cross 
County. There the contestant admits that I received 84 votes. Now, 
I wish to call attention—and I hope gentlemen will listen—to the only 
excuse that is offered for the perpetration of what I call a gross and 
glaring outrage on justice. I read from the brief of the contestant’s 
counsel: 

It will be said that Featherston in his notice concedes that Cate received 224 
votes in this township, and that a similar concession is made and charged in re- 
lation to Smith Township, Cross County. 

Now listen to the language. 

If this were a suit between private parties in relation to property, such an 
admission would bind the contestant. But is this the character of this suit? 
Are you not here trying the question of who was elected? Have not the public 
an interest in thismatter? Can either party bind this committee (or this House) 
bysuch an admission? Are 5 not bound to disregard private admissions and 
declare the person elected who got the greatest number of legal votes? A con- 
test once commenced can not be withdrawn without consent, and even if con- 
testant came before the committee and entered of record an acknowledgment 
of contestee’s election, that could not be entertained. 

That is the ground taken on the otherside. Now, I propose to make 
what I deem an important point for the consideration of members. On 
behalf of the contestant the attempt is made to evade that agreement, 
that concession, by saying. This is a matter in which the public have 
an interest, and the parties have no authority to make any such agree- 
ment.“ Now, gentlemen, only 80 votes are claimed in the report of 
the majority of the committee as Mr. Featherston’s majority; after 
everything is gone through with in a reckless and unscrupulous man- 
ner, they claim a majority of 80. 

Now, in order to make this majority of 80, it is argued in the report 
that in Phillips County I agreed that Mr. Featherston should have 132 
votes which were not counted for him. Now, I want this House to 
understand that I am not here, and do not propose to stand here, as a 
Representative and go back on any concession or agreement that I have 
ever made. I could not go back and look my constituency in the 
face—thongh it be an Arkansas constituency and a Southern constit- 
uency—I could not look them in the face atter having retained my 
seat by disregarding a solemn admission which I had made. 

I admitted that Mr, Featherston had 132 votes in Phillips County; 
and they are given to him in the report of the majority; they are counted 
in order to make up his majority of 80. But I submit to you, gentle- 


men, if Mr. Featherston could not lawfully concede to me 224 votes in 
the county of Leé, how can I concede to him 132 votes in Phillips 
County? Answer that question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CATE. I would like to have a few moments more. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be permitted to proceed. 

Several MEMBERS. For how long? 

Mr. CATE. Probably fifteen minutes. 

Mr, HAUGEN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to go on for fifteen minutes. 


The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentleman : 


from Missouri [Mr. WILSON] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
HAUGEN] that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Cate] have fifteen 
minutes more. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CATE. Now, I suppose Mr. Featherston is here on this floor; he 
is entitled to be. I have seen him here. In the name of the constit- 
uency that we both claim to represent and in the presence of this 
tribunal I stand here and say I do not ask you to count for me those 
132 votes in Phillips County that I did not receive; I have agreed 
through my attorneys that they shonld be counted for him; be has 
agreed by hisown solemn act, over his signature, that I should have 
224 votes in Lee County. : 

Now, I call upon him to say whether he is willing to stand before the 
people of Arkansas and before the world and admitthat he is bound by 
his agreement asI am bound by mine. If he is not willing to take 
that position, then I ask you, gentlemen, which is worthy to sit on this 
floor as your associate? I ask the honest farmers of Arkansas, the 
Wheelers, whose especial champion he assumes to be, if they are proud 
of their Representative, as he claims to be, here in this august presence 
disclaiming and avoiding his solemn and deliberate admission, of rec- 
ord, and signed with his own hand, taking a seat in this House by 224 
votes he concedes were cast for me. 

I can not as a plain, blunt man, I can not as a lawyer, I can not asa 
citizen, I can not as a Representative in this honorable body, sce how 
this point can be evaded. ‘‘It is a poor rule that won’t work both 
ways. Now, while fair play“ has been preached here day after day, 
I ask you whether it is fair play to me and to the 40,000 voters that 
I represent, to say: We will tie the contestee’s hands by an agree- 
ment which he has made, and we will release the contestant’s hands 
from a similar agreement, because we think that in view of public pol- 
icy he could not make it.“ 

If the rule of ** fair play ” be adopted—if the same rule be applied 
to the contestant and contestee—that rule gives me 224 votes in Lee 
County, and Iam elected; the other rule if adopted takes from Mr. 
Featherston 132 votes in Phillips County and I am elected. Make the 
rule either way and my election is confirmed. [Applause.] Gentle- 
men, I ask you to consider this proposition as lawyers and as fair- 
minded men. That is all I ask. 

I have but little more to say. One word as to Crittenden County. 
I have no time to go into details as to that county. I have no time to 
talk about Scanlan and Cat Island and Crawfordsville; but I submit 
there is one thing in the situation in Crittenden County that must make 
you pause when you undertake to set aside that election return, and it 
is this: It has been charged here with pathos, it has been charged here 
in anger, it has been charged here, I hope, notin malice, that by the use 
of an infamous ballot-box, which has been exhibited here, by the aid of 
one hundred armed men bearing Winchester rifles riding up and down 
among the plantations of Crittenden County, by the aid of the governor 
of Arkansas, who connived at the removal of certain officers and the ap- 
pointment of others, whereby improperly qualified judges were ap- 
pointed and stuffed ballot-boxes were provided. 

But with all of these internal appliances, gentlemen, what are the 
results when the stubborn facts confront you? They show that in 
Crittenden County the largest ballot was cast in that November election 
that was ever before cast at any national election, There were 2,120 
votes east, and I, sided by this riot, these villainies, this armed mob, 
and all of this fraudulent election machinery, I was enabled to wrench 
from that county, where it is conceded I had 500 partisans, the pitiful 
support of 460 votes as against 1,660 votes inst me! 

These are the facts, Mr. Speaker. These are the facts that the ma- 
jority of the committee themselves show. With all of these things, 
with this box exhibited here as a sort of stage-thunder contrivance to 
work you gentlemen into a of passion, that you may be driven, 
with consciences hlinded, to do an injustice to my people—but with all 
of these things I was only enabled to get 460 out of the 2,120 votes cast. 
I say these are stubborn facts, and they look you gentlemen in the face. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not here to enter into any encomium upon 
the State of Arkansas. We have emerged within a quarter of a cent- 
ury from the dark shadows of a civil war; we have come painfully 
through the dark night of reconstruction, our fields wasted, our homes 
destroyed, our young men sleeping their last sleep on the battle-fields 
of the revolution that was in the South; and during all these years, in 
our humble way, we have been striving to build up our fortunes and 
our country honestly, manfully, meanwhile struggling with a ques- 
tion in view of which the stoutest hearts and the strongest minds stand 
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appalled, grappling with it, holding in check with one hand any dis- 
orderly elements that may exist among us, and with the other striving 
to stay that flood of malice that was sweeping over us from another 
section whose s oui we ought to have had in the struggle. And 
yetin view of allt is we have come up, and grown, and p , and 
Arkansas, Iam proud to say, in the near future will be able to take 
her place among the sisterhood of States as a star in the Union which 
will shine bright amongst the brightest and the peer of the proudest. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

If I am to go home, if the decree is written that I must go back to 
my people, I go with honor, I go without humiliation; and standing 
amongst them, as I have stood for a quarter of a century, in the twi- 
light of the present, with malice towards none, but with charity 
towards all,“ our backs turned upon the dark clouds of the past and 
our hopes and faces set to the future, we will bide the time when 
Arkansas on this floor and in this country, in the Union, underits Con- 
stitution and beneath its flag, will stand here, and we will demand and 
have accorded to us, by reason of our power, by reason of our wealth, 
and the moral worth and intelligence of our people, strong in the loyalty 
and fealty of our fair women and brave men, we will have accorded to 
us that right, that justice which I fear to-day will be denied us in our 
weakness, ruthlessly, perhaps contemptuonsly. 

My time is ended. 

I have nothing further to say. [Prolonged applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Inow yield four minutes of the remaining time 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. McRAE, Mr. Speaker, within the four minutes allowed to me 
of course I can not be ex to review the record in thiscase. IfI 
could get sufficient time I could, I think, demonstrate toany fair-minded 
man that, after deducting from Judge Cate’s vote all errors claimed and 
counting against him all votes for his competitor which were not cer- 
tified from Crittenden County because of irregularity, he was hon- 
estly and fairly elected by about six or seven hundred. The dis- 
trict is largely white and is safely Democratic. and has been since its 
organization. Judge Cate had the confidence of the party and the peo- 
ple. His popularity is shown by his large vote, the largest ever cast 
for a candidate for Congress in the district since its formation. His 
vote excee ed the vote for Cleveland and Thurman in the district. 
To turn him out the House must disregard the statutes regarding con- 
tests, consider testimony charged to be forged, taken out of time and 
out of the State without notice, and which does not purport to have been 
real to nor signed by the alleged witnesses, and also throw out his vote 
in Independence Township, in Lee County, which vote was admitted 
by the contestant. It requires all this to seat Mr. Featherston. 

For party purposes, at the dictation of party bosses, and by force of 
numbers the majority party may do this, but it will beanoutrage against 
the people of the First Arkansas district that they will not be slow to 
resent and rebuke. In the name of s “free ballot and a fair count” 
you may defeat the will of the people and seat a man not elected, but 
you can not destroy the facts nor obscure the methods by which you 
do it. I will now leave the case to rest upon the very able arguments 
that have been made by Judge Cate and others in his behalf. 

Mr. Speaker, my main purpose in detaining the House forthe few min- 
utes allowed meis to denounce and refute the slanders that have been 
uttered against the Democratic party and the good people of Arkansas. 
I have lived in the State all my life, and loving her and her people as 
I do, with a passionate idolatry, I trust yon will pardon any exhibi- 
tion of feeling on my part. I know the disposition and temperament of 
the people. Inthe last twenty years I have seen them subjected to all 
kinds of temptations, and underall circumstances, whether in prosperity 
or adversity, they have shown themselves capable of self-government 
and worthy to be citizens of this great Republic, always honest and just 
and ready to defend right against wrong. They are not outlaws and 
murderers and ballot-box thieves, as they have been painted here and 
elsewhere. They arean industrious, liberty-loving, law-abiding people, 
2 to riots and mobs and in favor of honest elections. 

t is true, as it is in all other States, that we have some violations of 
law, some that are not punished, but the great body of the people stand 
for law and order and yield a ready obedience to both State and Federal 
authority. Life, liberty, and property are as well protected as in any 
State in the Union. Notwithstanding the many falsehoods circulated 
about her she is making rapid improvements in every important respect. 

With the same cowardly spirit that always characterizes the assassins 
of character the people of Arkansas have been slandered and traduced 
upon this floor. If I felt I might meet such charges by read- 
ing reported violations of law in the States from which the false accusers 
come, but! will not, There is no such sentiment among my constituents 
that needs to be fed by such utterances from me or any Representative 
from the State. The Democratic party does not live by sectional hate. 

I shall not willingly be led into any sectional debate. The work we 
have in hand does not call for partisan or sectional denunciation, but 
cool, conservative consideration. I ask no right for Arkansas and her 
citizens that is not accorded to the other States and the citizens thereof, 
but I do demand for her and her people the same protection that is ac- 
corded others. This much and not less I feel they have a right to. 


One word further, Mr. Speaker, and I am done. I want to call the 
attention of the House toa statement made by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] who addressed this House last Saturday. 
The gentleman said: 

There is every reason to believe that the Wheel candidate for governor was 
elected, and only the most glaring frauds robbed him of his seat. Among them 
was the breaking into the office at Little Rock and carrying off the ballot-boxes 
at night, now apart of the political history of the State. When he threatened 
to contest, n Democratic slature passed a resolution requiring him to give 
pondi 8 the sum of $40,000 that he would, if unsuccessful, pay all expenses of the 
con’ he 

It is not true, as alleged, Mr. Speaker, that Hon. C. M. Norwood, the 
candidate against the Democratic nominee in 1888, was a Wheel can- 
didate. The Wheel is nota political organization and made no nomina-. 
tions. It is ase ret society of farmers organized for their own pro- 
tection. Three-fourths of them in Arkansas are Democrats. Mr. Nor- 
wood was the Union Labor nominee, indorsed by the Republicans, 
Nor is it true that the Legislature of Arkansas required him to give a 
cost bond of $40,000 before allowing his contest. He charged fraud, 
but the General Assembly knew he had not been elected and that he 
could not prove it. He made application to contest the election, and, 
while there was no foundation for it, the Democratic party did not de- 
sire to defeat an investigation. Governor Eagle was fairly elected by 
over 10,000 votes, and he was willing for the fullest investigation and 
demanded proof of the charges made by Mr. Norwood. One branch of 
tht Legislature granted the petition and the other, after granting it, 
proposed a resolution requiring bond, and, pending the discussion and 
disagreement between the two houses upon this, fleeing from the inves- 
tigation which he had asked for bnt never intended to have from the 
beginning, his friends, with his consent, introduced a concurrent reso- 
lution allowing him to withdraw the contest. 

It passed both houses and went to the governor, who is an able, 
honest, brave man. He vetoed it, and it failed to pass over his veto. 
There the matter of the contest dropped. Mr. Norwood never sought 
to reopen it, although Governor Eagle demanded that he prove or with- 
draw the charges he had made. Like the committee in this case he 
preferred to rest on his charges rather than facts. 

I wantto call your attention now to the veto message of the governor, 
which I will now read from the journal of the senate of Arkansas 
for 1889 (page 238): 


To the President of the Senate: 

Mr, Peestpestr: Having had under consideration senate concurrent resoln- 
tion No. 3, I am compelled to return the same to your honorable body without 
my approval, 

By this resolution it is proposed to permit Hon. C, M. Norwood to withdraw 
& petition presented at instance and in his behalf at the beginning of the 
present session of the General Assembly, faking ee to contest my elec- 
tion to the officeof governor. In this petition he alleges that he was elected to 
the office which I am now occupying, but by fraud perpetrated against the bal- 
Jot in various localities—more than twenty counties beingenumerated by him 
he bas been deprived of the office to which the people elected him, and his party 
of the fruits of its victory. 

Either this is true or it is not. If true, that fact ought to be ascertained 
speedily and the wrong righted. If untrue, the charges should be refuted by 
incontestable testimony and branded as false and slanderous, Such a charge 
having been seriously made and having been entertained by the General As- 
sembly, the only tribunal that can pass on it, I feel that it is but just to me, just 
to the party whose standard-bearer I was in the recent election, as well as just 
to the people of the whole State of Arkansas, that it should be investigated and 
the truth made known and the good name of the State vindicated. 

If I was not elected governor by legal and constitutional methods, I ought 
not to be acting in that capacity; and if, after such charges as are contained in 
the petition of Mr. Norwood are made, I were to enpro ve this resolution per- 
mitting him to withdraw this petition to contest, without at the same time with- 
drawing his charges also, I would be unworthy to sit in the chair I now occupy, 
and to which I know the people of my State called me. 

For these reasons I am compelled to return this concurrent resolution with- 
out my signature. 

ery respectfully, 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, February 14, 1889. 


JAMES P, EAGLE, Governor, 

In this he spoke the sentiments of the party that had elected him. As 
he said then, so say I now. Turn on the lights, prove the charges you 
make, or stand branded as slanderers. 

That is the kind of governor that the people have elected in Arkan- 
sas. [Applause.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time have you Jeft? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield to the gentleman just what time he re- 


uires. 
> The SPEAKER. The Chair does not quite understand. The gen- 
tleman received a half an hour in lien of all, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

The SPEAKER, Then there is one minute remaining. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In that time I simply want to move now, and let 
it be pending when the previous question is ordered, the resolution 
which I offered last evening, which was read in the presence of the 
House, that is, a resolution to recommit. I will not read it now un- 
less gentlemen consent for it to be read, and I will accept the amend- 
ment if unanimons consent is given to include the Second district of 
Arkansas in this resolution of recommitment, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. Isubmit the resolution, so that 
it may be pending when the motion is made for the previous question, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio be per- 
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mitted to offer the amendment which he ; and if he does not 
desire to do so, I will ask unanimous consent at the time to offer it 


myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order now to ask unani- 
mous consent. ¢ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not ask it now. Isimply make the motion 
to recommit under this resolution. I submit this resolution so that it 
may be pending when the previous question shall be moved. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, before this debate closes I desire to ad- 
dress the House upon this question. I have investigated this matter 
carefully for myself, and I would like the opportunity to ress my 
views. I ask unanimous consent at tlie proper time for permission to 
address the House. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has the floor, 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, as soon as we can have quiet I propose 
to try to give the House my views in this very important election con- 
test. Before I proceed I want simply to make a passing remark on 
what I understood to be the statement of the last gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE] with reference to the election of governor. As 
I understand it from the record—and I from the record on this 
subject, or at least from the statements of the contestee when before the 
Elections Committee—the result of the gubernatorial election was con- 
tested and called into question, and the patriotic Legislature of Ar- 
kansas saw proper to pass a resolution that it could only be contested 
hy the contestant entering into a bond of $40,000 to pay all costs which 
that patriotic body might adjudge against him. 

Mr. McRAE. Can you point to any place in the record where that 
is to be found? 

Mr. HOUK. Lou have made your statement, and I never heard it 
denied until now. I have given all the time I can afford. 

I want to call the attention of the House and the country to the great 
fact that this is not an ordinary election contest. It is extraordinary. It 
is the most important contest that this House has ever been called upon 
to decide. There are more ultimate consequences to result from the 
verdict in this case thah from that of any case upon which this House of 
Representatives has everacted. This isthe first case in the history of this 
House where the direct and square issue presented is whether the law- 
abiding, loyal, orderly people of the other sections of the country will 
have the courage of their convictions and deal with the disorderly, un- 
lawful combination that exists—I will not say in the South, because 
it does not apply to all parts of the South—but it exists, and exists in 
the most frightful aspect in the First Congressional district of Arkansas, 

For these reasons I feel, most solemnly and seriously feel, the impor- 
tance attaching to our action in this contest. This question has to be 
decided; and in deciding it you proclaim to the country once for all 
two fundamental facts: By doing justice to this contestant and giving 
him the seat to which he was fairly and honorably elected, you pro- 
claim to those sections of the country which practice with their rifle 
clubs, stuff ballot-boxes, and use frandulent ballots, ‘‘ Thus far shalt 
thou go, but no farther.“ On the other hand, if you fail to rise to the 
dignity and assert the courage of your convictions that must neces- 
sarily rise out of this record, then you will have this thing take place: 
The Winchester-rifle clubs will not only appear in the First Congres- 
sional district under arms, but they will appear wherever the exigen- 
cies of N party require them. [Applause on the Repub- 
liean side. 

Mr. Speaker, I must necessarily brush away a little of the trash. 
You gentlemen very well understand the importance of this contest. 
Whether you on this side anderstand it or not, those gentlemen on the 
Democratic side are fully posted. [ Laughter.] And the result is that 
they have selected the ablest, most forcible, and ingenious debaters that 
there are on that side for the purpose of presenting a bad case in the 
best light possible; and if those gentlemen ever do have a good case to 
speak in behalf of and I have any assurance that they will make an 
effort, I am going to hear them; and [turning to face the Democratic 
side] if you can make as good a speech as you did in this bad case, what 
a good speech you would make in a good case! Before the gentleman 
from Ohio made his speech, I had marked on my notes that I would 
confine myself exclusively to the record, but, as he got outside of it, I 
will now only go out of it long enough to call attention to an extract 
which he read from some paper printed at Little Rock, and he gave the 
man such a great character that he said he stood at the head of the press 
in Arkansas, I hold in my hand the following dispatch from Hon. M. 
Cooper, chairman of the Republican State executive committee of that 
State, and the present internal- revenue collector for that district, in 
which he says: 

Blackburn's paper is supported by and run in the interest of Democrats. 

Well, we all knew that as soon as it was read. 

The only remark I have to make with regard to that is that when- 
ever I conclude to sling dirt at anybody I will not select the words 
from the mouth of a man who edits a little sheet in which he adyo- 
cates and is in the habit of defending the assassination of members of 
the party to which he is hired to profess to belong. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MArsH] did me the distin- 
guished honor on yesterday of having read from the Clerk’s desk a con- 
siderable part of a speech which I happened to make in the case of 
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Lowrey vs. White. I was glad he had that speech read. It is a good 
speech, and I have heard more than a hundred men say since that it 
was the best that came from that side of the House during the 
entire debate. [Langhter.] But, Mr. Speaker, what is the law on 
this subject? I held in that speech, and I hold to-day, I am ready to 
defend it here and everywhere else, that under the broad provision of 
the Constitution declaring that each House shall be the exclusive judge 
of the election, returns, and qualifications of its own members we are 
bound by no technical rules of law. Whatever satisfies the mind and 
conscience of you, the member in your seat, is proper evidence in such 
a case. 

In the Lowrey- White case, Mr. White simply swore that he had been 
naturalized. There was no legal evidence on that subject that could 
have been introducedin a court, but this House, rising above technical 
rules, reaching out and exercising its constitutional right to judge of 
the evidence in the case, took Mr. White’ssworn statement that he had 
been naturalized, in lieu of a record. 

I may not come back to this point again, so I desire to say a few 
words now on the nature and character of the defense presented here on 
the part of the contestee. The cry has gone forth, and has been re- 
peated continuously from the day this case opened, that the Memphis 
depositions were taken without notice. 

Now, what are the facts? The plain, simple facts as they appear 
upon the record are that the attorney of the contestee agreed with the 
attorney of the contestant that they would proceed to Crittenden County 
to take proof in this case; they went to that county, but after reach- 
ing the place where the depositions were to be taken the attorney of 
the contestee, who had agreed to act as notary, contrary to his promise 
and contrary to the expectation of the contestant and his counsel, re- 
fused to act in that capacity. When the attempt was made to take 
proof in that county the contestee’s friends—not the contestee person- 
ally, so far as I know, but his triends—drove the contestant out of the 
county, engaged him in a personal dispute, and threatened violence to 
him on the street, so that a Democrat told him that it was necessary 
for his personal safety to leave the place. Now, under that state of 
facts the contestant’s lawyer notified the contestee’s lawyer, giving 
him the number of the house and the street and the day on which 
these depositions were to be taken at Memphis. 

Mr. BAKER. Was that a written notice? 

Mr. HOUK. Ido not claim that it was, I do not know whether it 
was or not, but he swears that he gave the notice. But what were the 
circumstances and conditions? After the contestant had been deceived 
and disappointed by the violation of the agreement of the opposi 
counsel to act as a notary to take the proof and after the contestant 
been driven out of the county, he proceeded to take these Memphis depo- 
sitions on this notice, verified by the sworn statement, not of a Repub- 
lican, but of a Democratic lawyer, and now comes the contestee, Mr. 
Cate, and says that he did not know anything about it, although the 
proof shows that he did receive the printed record on the 15th of Sep- 
tember last, 

Then, when the Elections Committee was in session here, what did 
the contestee do? Did he come forward and say to the committee 
that those depositions were false and ask to be permitted to go and take 
proof to show that they were false? He did nothing of the kind, and 
he has not, up to this day, by motion, speech, orin any way, proposed 
to show any state of facts in connection with this election different 
from that disclosed by this proof, for the exclusion of which gentlemen 
on the other side have made such a heroic effort. 

Now, a word in regard to the report. Our friends on the other side 
seem to have a vicious disposition towards this report. I do not blame 
them. They are not mad at the report. They are not mad at meand 
the other members of the committee for making it, but they are mad 
because they are surrounded and crowded down by such an overwhelm- 
ing state of facts that they are ashamed, and you never yet saw aman 
get ashamed of his case that he did not get mad at somebody. [Laugh- 
ter.] The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] said that we had taken 
a new departure in this report. Pray in what have we taken a new 
departure? Read the report. Some of the best lawyers in this House 
have read it and have complimented it as fair and judicial, and nowhere 
in this report is there a single ruling on any question, not one, that is 
not supported by previous reports from election committees represent- 
ing both sides of the House. 

No new law; no new ruling; no violation or stretching of principle 
in order to cover a given point. Now, if the law is laid down right— 
and you gentlemen who have read the report will judge for yourselves— 
and right here, although it will come out of my time, I want to make 
aside remark. I regret that members of Congress do not read more 
closely these reports involving the rights of members to a seat upon 
this floor. Youought to do it, gentlemen. It does not make much dif- 
ference to the other side of the House, because they vote blindly [laugh- 
ter on the Republican side]; but we who stand by the law ought to 
read these reports, and if gentlemen had been in the habit of doing 
that and had read this report so as to know what they were talking 
about, instead of attacking it they would have said it was a very fair 
report. [Laughter.] 

Under it we give the contestee 15 votes in one place that gentlemen 
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on the other side seem to be mad about. Well, if they do not want 
those 15 votes we will just drop them out, and our majority will be 
so much larger. But I was about to say, if the law is correctly laid 
down in the report, then the conclusion follows, Iam not much of a 
mathematician, but they tell me that mathematics will not lie, and, 
starting with the law right, mathematics have worked out the result 
which appears in the report. Ihave elected Featherston by the small 
majority of 86, but a hetter mathematician than I am, for instance the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], takes the same princi- 
ples and, on a critical examination of the case, by applying those prin- 
ciples together with others, elects Featherston by a majority of more 
than 200. Now, gentlemen of the otherside, which do you want? Do 
you want your man beaten by a majority of 86 or by a majority of over 
200? CLanghter: | 

Jam like the fellow who was teaching geography, and when the ques- 
tion arose whether the world was round or flat he said he always 
taught just as the scholars desired. So we will count this majority 
just as you say about it. 

Now, we get along toward the body of the case. What is the law? 
Presuming that every man here understands it as well as I do I shall 
have very little to say as to what the law is in regard to fraudulent 
elections. But an appeal has been made to the effect that if such a case 
as this were to come from Massachusetts it would be spit upon with in- 
dignity. I grant that if such a record as this were to come from the 
State of Massachusetts or any other law-abiding community it would be 
viewed with suspicion; nobody would believe it; no one could believe it. 
There are hundreds of localities in the South as to which, if such a 
record were presented here, I do not know whether any man would be- 
lieve it. But when such a case as this is presented from the First Con- 

onal district of Arkansas, with its history, its tradition, its Win- 
chester-rifle clubs, its crime against the ballot as disclosed in this rec- 
ord, not only in this but in preceding elections, then I say from the 


very fact of the contest coming here the contestee comes enveloped in 


suspicion: and itis our duty to look through the clond of suspicion that 
encircles the case, and, if possible, fathom the trath and find out what 
the real facts are, not from statements outside of the record, but from 
statements inside of it. 

Now, on one point gentlemen on the other side have undertaken to 
make a little capital. These are not bad men over here [pointing to 
the Democratic side of the House]; they are good men. The gentle- 
man from Texas here [Mr. ae or is a good man in everything 
except his politics—his Democracy. [Laughter.] These are not bad 
men; they are good men. They seek, however, to make a little capi- 
tal on this side by injecting into this record the fact that Featherston 
is nota Republican. Why, sir, we knew that; we knew he was nota 
Republican. I do not care what sort of a Democrat he is, provided 
he is an honest Democrat and received the votes. 

But let us talk a little on that point. Now, we people on this side 
vote upon the testimony and the record, not because a man is a Demo- 
erat or a Republican. Gentlemen on the other side make a mistake in 
presupposing that we were going to vote on partylines. God forbid! 

Mr. PEEL, If you do not vote on party lines, yon will retain Mr. 
Cate in his seat, : 

Mr. HOUK. If we voted on party lines we would eject you [refer- 
ring to Mr. PEEL] before night. 

Mr. PEEL. And you might just as well turn me out as him. 

Mr. HOUK. No; you are doing yourself injustice; you had better 


“keep silent. [Laughter.] 


Gentlemen on the other side do themselves injustice in appealing to 
this side to vote against Featherston because they say he isa Democrat. 
I would to God that all the Democrats in the First Arkansas district 
were the kind of Democrats that Featherston is; then one step would have 
been made in the direction of the millennium, [Laughterand applause]. 

Why, sir, since I have been a member of this House I voted to un- 
seat as good a man as eyer was here—Mr. Cutts, from Iowa. I prayed 
over that question a good deal and was honest in my vote to seat Cook, 
simply because I believed the proof showed him to have been elected 
if you counted the votes the voters intended to cast for him. 

itr, PEEL, I voted against seating English, from Indiana, and Ihave 
never been sorry for it. 

Mr. HOUK. That is one little bright star that you have in your 
crown; but I can not say much for the balance of it. [Laughter. ] 

Ido not stop to inquire whether a man is a Democrat or a Repub- 
lican if he received a majority of the lawful votes. In that Iowa case 
the voters went to the polls and gave their votes to the election officers 
intending them to be counted for the man of their choice, but votes 
were diverted, put into the wrong box, and in this way votes were 
taken away from Cook which properly belonged to him, and Cutts came 
here with the certificate of the governor. In that case I voted to seat 
a Democrat as a member of this House; and looking back at the ques- 
tion now I feel that I discharged my duty under the law and the evi- 
dence as I understood it. 

Now in this case, according to the report, not a vote has been given 
to Featherston that has not been proven by from one to half a dozen 
witnesses to have been taken by the voter in his hand and given to 
the election officers to be put into the box. 


But there is another consideration which has been urged on the 
other side. And you have on that side of the House some of the finest 


special pleaders to whom I have ever listened. You are good talkers, 
and I love to hear you talk. In spite of all the irregularities, frauds, 
and rascalities, the violence and other improper methods, some of 
which are admitted on the other side to have prevailed in this election, 
gentlemen say they all occurred to affect the September election for 
eounty officers. They forget one very important fact that should be 
stated in this connection. Featherston had been nominated previous 
to the 12th of July, 1888; he was in the field canvassing the country; 
and I believe the other candidate was also. But certain it is that the 
Democratic party had full notice that the contest for Congress was on, 
under circumstances which clearly foreshadowed the defeat of the 
regular Democratic candidate, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him a 
question ? . 

Mr. HOUK. Well, I would rather not yield; but go ahead. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Had the Republicans indorsed Mr. Feather- 
ston before the 26th day of October? 

Mr. HOUK. According to the record the formal indorsement was 
not made before the 26th day of October; but he was a candidate, and 
the leaders of the Republican party were busy everywhere to bring the 
Republicans to unite upon him; the drift had setin; the handwriting 
was on the wall. Yes, sir; on the 12th day of July, 1888, Mr. Feath- 
eraron was a full-fledged candidate, the Republican leaders all support- 
ing him. 

The tactics of the Democratic leaders, with their ways that are 
dark” and tricks“ that this House proposes to make vain,“ were 
very peculiar, 

They saw the handwriting on the wall as clearly as Belshazzar saw 
the warning upon the wall, ‘‘Mene, mene, tekel, upharsin’’—weighed 
in the balance and found wanting. They got together, organized and 
got up rifle clubs to save the Democratic party. If Belshazzar had 
lived in Arkansas, instead of going out to grass he would have raised 
Winchester-rifle clubs. [Laughter,] Contestee has not gone to grass 
yet, but we are going to send him there about 5o’clock, [Laughter. ] 

What is the political condition of that district? Let us see, gentle- 
men of the House of Representatives. Mr. Cate says in his brief—I 
will not take time to read it, although I may print it as a part of my 
remarks—Mr, Cate draws a doleful pictureof the condition of the dis- 
trict from a Democratic standpoint about that time. What does he 
say? All the elements opposed to the outrages of the Democrats were 
combining. There were negotiations, according to Mr. Cate, by which 
Republicans were to support Featherston—that is, the farmers in the 
district, the Democratic farmers, who belonged to the farmers’ or- 
ganization. So great was the dissatisfaction in the First district that 
Mr. Cate himself says, out of 22,000—your attention to that, gentle- 
men—out of 22,000 Democrats in that district at least 10,000 belonged 
to the Wheel, of which Mr. Featherston was president, and they voted 
for him, as subsequent events show. No wonder they called for rifle 
clubs. [Laughter]. 

Now, with this condition of things, with the entire dissatisfied ele- 
ments of the Democratic party and Republicans—as Cate says, an- 
archists and communists; that is the way he talks of the farming con- 
stituents of his distriet-—bummers, carpet-baggers, dead-beats—he uses 
all these terms towards this farmers’ organization, which, as he says, was 
about to bring disaster to the Democratic party—what is to he done? 

Gentlemen talk about fair play. There is not a man on the face of 
the earth, not a man in this House or elsewhere, who can dispassion- 
ately read of the crimes and misdemeanors and wrongdoings of the 
Democratic managers of that First district of Arkansas without being 
satisfied it was one of the most deliberate conspiracies ever organized 
and put into operation whereby to defeat the will of the majority of the 
people of the district, without regard to who they were or to what 
party they belonged. 

Bear in mind there were seventeen counties in this district, eleven of 
them white, four colored, largely Republican, and two with a small col- ` 
ored majority and not so large a Republican majority. This conspiracy 
centered its forces and began its work and proceeded to consummate 
what it thought was necessary for the ultimate result. The ultimate 
result of that conspiracy is to be found in the counties of Lee and Crit- 
tenden. 

Your attention to an important and pregnant fact. In eleven of the 
white counties Mr. Featherston runs nearly 2,200 votes ahead of the 
Harrison ticket. Stick a pin there and remember it. In these coun- 
ties, where there were enough white men to secure a reasonably fair 
election, the Democratic farmers voted for Featherston, and they voted 
in such numbers they left these eleven counties more than 2,100 votes 
ahead of the Harrison ticket. 

You gentlemen are sharp, and have defended sharp fellowsin the court- 
house, no doubt. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But they are not as sharp as the other fellows. 

Mr. HOUK. They were and we are now exposing them. 

What is the first step in the conspiracy? The proof is, and I speak 
from the record, the colored men being in some of the counties largely 
in the majority, in four of these counties but few white men and Demo- 
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crats, these colored people, law-abiding and exceedingly conciliatory, 
gave the whites one-half of their ticket, They deliberately selected 
one-half Democrats to go on their ticket. So greedy were the Demo- 
crats they were not willing to accept one-half, but went to work to carry 
out this conspiracy to take all the offices in the county, so that when 
the Congressional election should come along the same result would 
follow. 

What is the first attempt in this conspiracy? Gentlemen, your at- 
tention. They indicted the Republican county judge, and you willsee 
in a moment he is an important character, They indicted the county 
clerk. What for? Forofficial drunkenness. [Laughter.] Whoever 
heard of a Democrat indicting anybody for official drunkenness before ? 
They indicted the county judge and the county clerk for official drank- 
enness, hoping thereby to scare these Republicans out of the county so 
their frauds could go on unchecked. Whatdid they do? The law of 
Arkansas is, when a party is indicted for official drunkenness, if the 
circuit court is satisfied the charge is well founded, it shall at once 
suspend the implicated officer from exercising the functions of his of- 
fice, 

I reckon they Sytem yar Pg drank on whisky and a plain 
drunk would be on bad whisky. [Laughter. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the indictment failed of its purpose. Now, here 
is the first link in this chain. Here is the first pregnant circumstance 
to which I call your attention to show the purpose of the Democratic 
leaders. Proof corroborates the fact. These men, feeling conscious of 
their own innocence, standing there in the communities where they 
were born and reared, where they had their families, where they owned 
property, as the proof shows—feeling conscious, I say, of their own 
innocence, refused to be carted out of the county. And then what is 
the next step? Now, here is the first, as I have said, the indictment 
trumped up without cause, as baseless as the fabric of a vision. These 
Republican leaders refused to scare out of the county, and our Arkan- 
sas brethren did not wait for Senator BuTLER’s deportation bill; they 
found a nearer cut. No, sir; they were not willing to wait the slow 
operations of their Senatorial leader in the other end of the Capitol. 

But the court came on (and now I ask you to pay attention) and the 
day arrived. These men were not suspended, showing that the judge 
did not believe theindictment ought to have been had or that itshould 
be sustained. The day of the trial came, the 12th day of July, 1888. 
They were ready to meet the charge. But early in the day about one 
hundred armed men (armed with Winchester rifles), and the sheriff of 
the county at their head, arrived. They took these men, these two 
officers and a dozen other reputable Republican citizens, failing to dis- 
criminate on account of race or color, but took black and white and all 
together, and, by the use of wagons and steam- boats and other means of 
conveyance, transported or deported them from the land of their birth, 
from the firesides of their wives and children, from the property they 
had accumulated in the county, and sent them across the Mississippi 
River and left them in the city of Memphis, with the injunction that 
if they dared ever to return to Crittenden County, Arkansas, again 
they would be killed. 

Fair play! Why, the sitting member I heard, when I was trying to 
get a little rest in the cloak-room a short time ago, talking of fair 
play!” Would not these men have been glad to have a little fair 
play at that time, when they were ruthlessly torn from the bosoms of 
their wives and families and violently transported out of the country? 
That song would have been a great deal sweeter if it had been sung 
then—the song of fair play—than on this floor. Why, the people of 
that community are not capable of knowing what fair play is, and 
why? I will show you. 

The court was in session and the judge was on the bench. At this 
time a mob of armed men (armed with Winchester rides) appeared and 
marched these people whom they had arrested, back of the court-house, 
and the judge deliberately left the bench, and, going down, looked out 
of the back door on the scene. What did he do? He opened not his 
mouth. He interposed no authority, either officially, judicially, or per- 
sonally, to prevent the consummation of that gross wrong, and yet a 
man coming with that state of things surrounding him talks about 
„mir play! I have often heard it said, Mr. Speaker, that what is 
„sauce for the goose ought to be sauce for the gander.“ We want a 
little fair play ourselves, and we are going to have it. 

But it seems that there are religious people down there. One of the 
Winchester-rifle gang said to the county clerk, ‘‘ You have got to get 
away from here, and if you ever come back I hope to meet you in 
heaven.” [Laughter.] Oh, what a religious community it must be, 
murdering a man without a word on their lips except I hope to meet 
you in heaven.” That is a fair specimen of Arkansas bulldozing De- 
mocracy. But I believe, for fear that I might get licked, that I will say 
the First district of Arkansas and keep out of danger, for they are dan- 
gerous men down there. They talk of notice and fair play. Poor 
Clayton gave notice, but he never made much byit in the way of fair 
play, did he? [Applause.] 

Now that is the second link in this case. They have got rid of the 
officers, the Republican leaders both white and black, for they are no 
respecters of persons, The offices of county clerk and county judge 
are vacant, The county judgestarts the election machinery. The clerk 


organizes the electoral boards. The offices are vacant. They were 
made vacant by these processes which I have described, and they are 
now filled by appointments of Democrats to take the place of these 
honest men. = 

Now, mark, Mr. Speaker, the Republican county judge who was de- 
ported had already appointed all of the precinct judges of elections 
for the various polls in Crittenden County. He had strictly complied 
with the law, which declares that the township election judges shall be 
of both political parties. Here the judge had executed the law in let- 
ter and spirit, and filled the offices with reputable men, Butthenext 
step for vacating the offices and filling them with men subservient to 
the machine to put the conspiracy in motion is undertaken. The new 
county Democratic judge proceeded to revoke the act of his predecessor, 
now transported across the river, wiped out the entire list of judges for 
each of the yoting precincts in the county, and appointed in every one 
of them a Democratic judge. You say thereis no sin there? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOUK. Ido not know but that you will want to ask me a 
dozen before I get through; but please be brief. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask the gentleman if there is any testimony 
in the record, except that of the men who had not been in Crittenden 
County since July, as to the appointment of these Democratic judges? 
If there is I would like him to point to it. 5 

Mr. HOUK. I do not know; I do not at this moment remember 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; because there is none there. 

Mr. HOUK. Do you deny that they were appointed? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I deny that there is any testimony except the 
testimony of a man who had not been in the county since July in sup- 
port of the statement. 

Mr. HOUK. Why, my friend would deny the Ten Commandments 
if he had a chance. Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would rather deny them than break them. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, you are breaking them now by making that 
statement; I will not say which one of them; I will leave that to the 
Chair, [Laughter.] Why, the law of Moses has no show with my 
friend from Ohio. He says there is no testimony in support of that fact. 
Why were the witnesses absent? Why did they run off? Po you not 
stand a poor chance of arraigning a witness because he can not testify in 
the county when you have sent him off and threatened him with death 
if he returns? Where are the witnesses? They fied; they were de- 
ported; some of them are in other States, and others went to their graves 
over this election. This is not a case of men fleeing where no man pur- 
sued. It is a case of fleeing with a hundred Winchester rifles after 
them in the hands of Arkansas Democrats. 

A MEMBER. Bean-shooters. 

Mr. HOUK. Now, my friend from Ohio is not a bad man at heart. 
He is one of the best fellowsin the world; but he wishes that Cate had 
never run this race for Congress and gotten him into this bad case. 
He wishes those people would behave themselves, because he is a pretty 
good fellow. He is sorry they behave so badly and that they have 
got him into the scrape of defending them here. He is like the pig 
that found himself in a watermelon patch unawares. He is hunting a 
hole to get through and get away. Keep on, little pig; hit again, and 
eae probably break a rail after awhile and get through. [Laugh- 
ter, 

But what next? I ask the attention of the Democrats from Arkan- 
sas and everybody else. When you failed toscare them out, you drove 
them out. You failed in this, and when the county election came off 
you deliberately went to work (these fellows you are pleading for) and 
tried to prevent any opposition ticket being put out for the county of- 
fices at the next election, in September, 

I do not know whether you carried it in“ blocks of five“ that you 
talk so much about, but you carried it in blocks of fifty, because the 
proof shows it. They deliberately went to work, and when the Fusion 
convention came on they proposed to buy them off, to buy and bribe and 
induce them not to put a ticket in the field against the Winchester- 
rifle crowd ticket; but they said, Von can not do it.“ Finally they 
proposed to give the delegates $50 apiece; and in order to tickle the leader 
that they were trying to negotiate through, they pro to give himin 
advance $250 that he could put into his pocket; then the $50 a piece 
that he could give to the other delegates. If you will turn to the rec- 
ord and make a calculationy you will find that in order to prevent that 
convention making a nomination and buy out this convention against 
them they offered what was equivalent to nearly $6,000. There it 
stands. This kind of conduct was pursued, and yet we hear them plead 
about fair play. It was not getting fair play, after you made so liberal 
an offer as that, that they did not do a little for you. They may be 
richer there than down in my country; but they failed to break up the 
convention, and the county ticket came into the field, 

This is the seventh reason in confirmation of the conspiracy; the 
substantive fact to show that they sought to break up the conven- 
tion. After trying to break up the Republican, or opposition, ma- 
chinery throughout the county through the county convention, in nomi- 
rte A ct hea and the leaders o ne 3 the * 
ers, Republicans, and every other class, for the 00 Tsu 
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had failed and after they had failed to buy or to bribe or otherwise 
scare them off or break them up, they publicly and notoriously an- 
nounced everywhere, and the f shows what I say, ‘‘ You can run 
your ticket if you will, but it shall not be elected; the men on ourticket 
shall have the offices, no matter how the votes may becast. Run your 
ticket if you want to, but no negro or Republican shall ever hold office 
in this county.“ And this threat has been thus far fully carried out. 
“All the men we have nominated shall be elected, and they will hold 
the offices;’’ and they were elected and did hold the offices, and do now 
hold the offices. 

Now, the law of Arkansas provides that the county court shall pro- 
vide the ballot-boxes, and that the sheriff shall deliver them to the 
election officers of the several voting precincts. There has been a great 
deal said about this ballot-box and I want to show you, not the Aus- 
tralian system, but the system they practice in the First Congressional 
district of Arkansas. That ballot-box is an important instrament. 
Here itis. Well, the county court should have provided the ballot- 
boxes; but it seems that the sheriff proceeded to provide twenty-one of 
these. Now, you can not see it from down there. Here is a double 
aperture [illustrating] and I will hold a regular election in the First 

onal district of Arkansas. [Laughterand applause on the Re- 
publican side.] -[Insertingaticketin theslot.] L.C. Hou has voted 
the ublican ticket. [The ticket drops outside of the box.] My 
friend Mississippi [Mr. SrockpALE] [putting another ticket in 
the box] has voted the Democratic ticket. 3 The Repub- 
lican ticket drops at the feet of the fellows on the inside, but the Dem- 
ocratic ticket goes straight in; and then they say, We want fair play. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is how you got 195 to 5 in one district, 

Mr. HOUK. That is how you got what you did get, and if they had 
not done that you would not have had any. [Laughter.] But gen- 
tlemen arguing this case say that in one place where they used these 
ballot-boxes Featherston got a majority. He got a little wee bit of a 
small majority of, perhaps, 30, where, if they had had a proper ballot-box, 
he would have got a majority of 450. Then injured Innocence comes 
forward and says, Let us have fair play.“ Fair play! Iam going 
to dub you the Fair-play party. Now, I have not time to go on fur- 
ther with that. 

Well, now, again they talk about these returns, The face of these 
returns show as they are returned to the secretary of state that Cate 
reccived 1,342 majority; but when we come and take up what is lying 
incubating in the county court clerk’s office and get a certificate from 
him of the face of the original returns, that certificate, and purging the 
poll at one other precinct, reduce the majority to about 700 on the face 
of the returns. Then comes the contest for what is not on the face of 
the returns. I have no time to read the testimony, and my eyesight is 
not very good, especially as I should have to read with broken glasses. 
The clerk’s certificate reduces it to 811 votes on the face of the re- 
turns. 

Then take Scanlan, where they had a fraudulent ballot-box and where 
the proof shows the exact number of votes that were cast and precisely 
what number each candidate actually received; and now the votes being 
properly counted—and not one is counted for contestant except those 
that are proved to have gone into the hands of the election officers to go 
into the box; give him these votes, and it reduces Cate’s majority to 750. 

Cat Island precinct reduces it to 592, and Phillips County, where there 
isan agreement of the parties as to the true vote, reduces it to 460, Cross 
County, Smith Township, the vote there, as proved by witnesses, re- 
duce it to 362. Frank’s Township, St. Francis County, that leaves 
Featherston, according to my count, 86 majority, but according to the 
count of two or three gentlemen on the committee he has over 200 
majority. 

Now, a few words in regard to that other voting place, Independent 
Township. An effort has been made to weaken this testimony because 
the facts are not proved by everybody. Asa matter of fact we examined 
only one witness, but we had more than two hundred other witnesses 
there ready to show the same state of facts. After two days’ frivolous 
cross-examination of this one witness, immediately after he left the 
stand he was arrested for ‘‘perjury,’’ and the counsel for the contes- 
tee proclaimed that he would arrest every other witness who might be 
examined if he believed they had committed perjary. 

Gentlemen will understand what that meant. Under that state of 
facts no more of these two hundred witnesses were examined. But 
Milton Powell, the one witness who was examined, swears to the facts 
definitely, circumstantially, and positively, and he is unimpeached, and 
no effort has been made to impeach him. He swears, I think, that 92 
votes were put into that box for Featherston. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask every man on this floor to study 
these figures and the rulings of the committee for himself. If gentle- 
men have not yet examined the report, I ask them toreturn to it while 
I finish my talk. 

I desire now, sir, to address myself to another phase of this question. 
Much is said in these days of a so-called Southern question?“ and a 
so-called race problem. I want to call attention to the fact that 
we are confronted with no Southern question. This is not a Southern 
question. It is national in its import, national in its effect, to every 
intent and purpose, in carrying poison throughout the body-politic of 


this nation, This is not a question for the South alone. It is a na- 
tional question. Nor is it a race question or problem. The troubles 
that you find in the First district of Arkansas do not present a race prob- 
lem. This is neither a Southern question nora race problem. It is 
a question reaching down to and nestling around the ballot-boxes of 
the country and the individual rights of the citizen, affecting every- 
body everywhere in this broad land. Nor, as I have said, is it a race 
problem. It is a problem of humanity, it is a problem of honesty, 
it is a problem of law and order, it is a problem between right and wrong. 

The first thing to doin meeting it is for the white people of this 
country to be as law-abiding, as faithful observers of law and order 
as the black people have proven themselves to be during the war and 
since, and are to-day. The first step in the way of correcting what you 
call the race problem is for the white man to behave hi and obey 
the law. Let us give the colored man a chance. He has never had a 
fair chance. You know it, I know it, and everybody knows it. In 
the first instance—let us hew to the line of truth, let the chips fall where 
they may—in the first instance, immediately after the war, the carpet- 
bagger, bummer, and adventurer went into some of these colored com- 
munities and misled and deceived the colored people. Everybody 
knows it, 

These white people, white Democrats, resorted to extraordinary meas- 
ures in order to get rid of the carpet-bagger and adventurer, and if you 
had stopped there, gentlemen, while you could not have been justified 
or excused, your conduct might have been palliated; but, in order to 
get rid of the carpet- and adventurer who had first misled the 
negro, you organized the ku klux and the rifle clubs and the red-shirts, 
and by those organizations, composed of white Democrats, you suc- 
ceeded in driving out the carpet-bagger and adventurer. Now, when 
you 17 that done why did not you stop and behave yourselves? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. OATES. Ialways had a great contempt for the ku klux on 
account of their inefficiency. If they ever killed anybody they did 
not kill the right people. 8 

Mr. HOUK. Here is a gentleman who says that he has always had 
a great contempt for the ku klux because of their inefficiency. The 

tleman from Alabama wanted them to kill by wholesale, I suppose. 
Laughter.] But here is my complaint against you gentlemen: After 
you had rid the country of the carpet-bagger and adventurer, you delib- 
erately went to work and nursed and cherished and kept alive all these 
white organizations as a part of the machinery of the Democratic party, 
and you know you have got that machinery to-day in many places in 
the South, 

Now, I repeat, give the negro a chance. Give him an equal chance 
and a fair start in the race of life, and let us see if the survival of the 
fittest” will not follow. [Applause.] Why, sir, since I have been in 
this Hall there have been eight or ten colored members of this body; 
and I say it with deference and with some degree of diffidence and mod- 
esty in the presence of the House, but it is the truth, taking the col- 
ored men who have held seats in this House, they have been equal to 
if not above the average member of this body during the same period. 

Now, why do you keep up your methods to prevent such men as these 
from receiving the suffrages ofthe people? That is the question. Give 
the negro a fair chance I say, and I say it deliberately, and to this ex- 
tent I reproach the Republican party. I say to my party, ‘When you 
had the power you did not exercise it as you should have done in order 
to guaranty to the colored people of the South a fair chance, and you 
lost power by not doing it. Now, power is restored to your hands, and 
unless you rise to an appreciation and to a proper understanding of this 
subject and give the colored people a fair chance, yoa will be justly 
voted out of power again.” 

Senator INGALLS in his great speech—for it was a great speech from 
a great man—presented a barren fact, or, as the late William Allen, of 
Ohio, would have said, he presented a barren ideality. Senator IN- 
GALLS, it is true, says, Give the colored man a fair chance.“ That 
would have been one step. One step is better than no step; but to 

ive the colored people a fair chance, you, gentlemen, must take your 

ands off, or else the power of the Government must take them off. 
If you will relax the rule of your Winchester-rifle clubs, if you will 
abandon your policy of force, if you will cease to corrupt the ballot- 
box, that will be one step in the right direction. But Senator INGALLS 
should have gone further. He should have closed his list of ideal rem- 
edies with something tangible, something that will practically aid the 
colored man after you have let go his throat, after you have taken your 
hands off of him, after he has been made, by the relinquishment of your 
grasp, free as the Constitution and laws declare he should be free. Then 
the Jational Government should step forward, and the first grand step 
is for this House to do its duty. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress (for I had then the honor of being a 
member of this House) I was in favor of raising this question then. I 
am in favor of—call it what you please—I call it fair play.” The 
first step toward doing your duty is to defeat the work of these rifle 
clubs, the fraudulent returns that are sent here as in this case, the frauds 
that have been practiced in divers and devious ways by the Democratic 

ers in the first Arkansas district. Treat this question like men. 
Set the brand of your disapprobation upon these proceedings by saying 
that no man can have a seat on this floor who comes here through such 


means and by the practiceofsuch methods. Say to those people, Until 
you relinquish your grip’’—yes, you all have the? grip ’’ down there in 
this respect until you relinquish your grip and return to honest elec- 
tions, we will, when you send these certificates here, scrutinize them, 
examine them, and where you have practiced fraud we will do justice, 
as in this case, by seating the contestant. ’’ 

But ourState-rights friends shudder at the idea of a national-election 
law. Look at that ballot-box and tell me why they shudder; look at 
the returns in this case and tell me why they shudder. But they say, 
**You are making a centralized government.“ Now, I speak for no- 
body but myself on this subject, but I want to say here and now that 
as for me and my house I am in favor of a national election law. I 
am in fayor of this Government becoming so strong that it will protect 
the poor black man in his log cabin in the swamps of Mississippi and 
South Carolina as it protects the white man in his palace in New York 
or Chicago. 

I am in favor of making this Government so strong—call it centrali- 
zation, if you will; itis the doctrine on which the war was fought; itis 
the doctrine that saved this Unton—I am in favor of making this Gov- 
ernment so strong that it will protect its citizens in their homes and at 
the ballot-boxes in this land just as zealously as it protects its citizens 
on a foreign soil and under a foreign sun. 

Why, sirs, think of the paradox of this great American Republic pro- 
tecting its citizens everywhere except at home. Let an insult be of- 
fered to an American abroad aud a million of swords, flashing like the 
flaming sword at the gate of Eden, would leap from their scabbards and 
turn every way to avenge the wrong. But when a citizen here at home 
is robbed of his rights, when his ballot-box is stuffed, when he is mal- 
treated and shot, when all his rights as an American citizen are denied 
him, our State-rights friends crawl back and say, when we propose a 
remedy by law. That is unconstitutional.” 

The next thing that Senator INGALLS should have added is this: Not 
only take hands off, but give them a fair chance; give them a fair 
chance by such legislation as will aid to protect them; increase their 
opportunity for exercising this fair chance in the race of life by enact- 
ing the Blair bill into a law, carrying to them, in the form of education 
and intelligence, the bread of life forthe hungry and the thirsty. In- 
stead of a shotgun, give them a Bible; instead of the ku kluk, give 
them a national election law; instead of fraudulent ballot-boxes, give 
them an education to help elevate them in intelligence and capacity. 
Then talk to me about your interest in civilization. 

Give the colored man a fair chance; let this experiment be tried 
for five years; and then when they elect a colored man to Congress as 
their representative, if he is not the equal of the average man on the 
Democratic side of this House I will agree that you may revive your 
rifle clubs and renew the practice of your Arkansas methods, and I 
will protest no longer. 

Now, in all seriousness and soberness, we have had two periods of 
nullification in this country. The old abolitionists by the enactment 
of the personal-liberty bills became nullifiers; but they were nullifiers 
in the interest of justice and freedom; yet it was nullification all the 
same. We used to accuse them of stealing our negroes, that is to say, 
I did not, for I belonged to the poor white trash” and never owned a 
n [Laughter.] 

ut my neighbors used to accuse the Northern people of stealing 
their negroes on the underground railroad.” Well, that was nullifi- 
cation, but it was practiced by good men ina cause. Now, we 
have nullification in the South—a nullification of the Constitution and 
laws of the Republic—but in a bad cause. It is nullification in the 
interest of oppression and for the obstruction of human rights. Yon 
are not bad men generally [pointing to the Democratic side], but bad 
men in particular. [Laughter.] There are men in many parts of the 
South who say grace at table, who pray in public, who take the sacra- 
ment, who shout at camp-meetings, yet who honestly believe that they 
are doing God service in using a fraudulent ballot-box to cheata negro 
out of his vote! They believe it, and I would not blame them too 
severely. I do not think you ought to be drawn and quartered, but 
you ought to be reconstructed and made over. [Laughter.] 

But why is all this? It is not founded in reason; it is not logic; it is 
not common sense. It grows out of a vitiated sentiment and prejudice 
against color. After all, may it not be a matter of taste in regard to 
color? If you had looked through the South just before the war you 
would have thought that the people there did not disagree very greatly 
about color, for you found them of various hues. They might start in 
ever so black, but they soon bleached as they went along. 

Why, sir, the color of a skin, the flatness of a nose, the thickness of 
a lip, is purely a matter of sentiment. Colored men, as experience has 
shown, are capable of the highest state of civilization. Why, sir, the 
dark races have governed the world for at least two-thirds of its civilized 
existence, We are in favor of giving them a chance in the South in 
place of the civilization—God save the mark—which they proclaim 
there now in the shape of murder, ballot-box-stuffing, and perjury. 
All these things they proclaim are justifiable in the interest of Ameri- 
can civilization. God help such civilization. 8 

But I am about exhausted and my time is, too. I could claim to go 
on longer, as the time was extended on the other side, but I will not 
trouble the House much longer. 


A few words in conclusion. Gentlemen on the Democratic side know 
as well as I do that all I have said on this subject is true, only too 
true. Your logical minds and personal information tell you that it is 
all true, All experience confirms the truth of all I have said on this 
subject, Oneof two propositions confronts the American people to-day. 
Twist it, conceal it as you may, still it is true. The proposition pend- 
ing before us is this: whether our form of Government shall be en- 
tirely destroyed, whether Republican institutions should be wiped out, 
whether in these Southern districts a white plutocracy shall prevail. 
You can not avoid it. You know it isso. It isa question for you, 
You can solve it. The question is to keep your hands off the colored 
man in the South and to give him the same chance you yourselves have— 
the same to the colored as you give to the white man. When you do 
that we will see the survival of the fittest. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
me ? 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, if it does not come ont of my time. 

5 The SPEAKER. Any interruption comes out of the gentleman’s 
ime. $ 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
If the colored people are so many down there why do they not allow 
them to send some of their own number to represent them on the floor 
of this House instead of coming here yourselyes? Why do you not 
allow some of these colored people to come here? [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] = 

Mr. HOUK. If you will quit killing them and let them have an 
honest vote, and let that vote be counted, they will send some of their 
own number here in place of those who now misrepresent them. 
[Laughter and applause.] As for my district, there is but one colored 
precinct in it out of two hundred and fourteen, but the colored men, 
what few there are, are of a high order and always patriotic. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, rose, 

Mr. HOUK (continuing), If yon have not some of these ontrages 
in your district, you are upholding them where they do exist. You 
uphold them in their ballot-box-stufling and everything else. I do not 
Say you are a party to it, because I do not know from what State you 
come, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I belong to the State-of Ohio, and I wish to 
say to the gentleman from Tennessee that the Republican party hold 
the negro vote in slavery just as much as the negroes were held in 
slavery before the war. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HOUK. I think I have heard that before. [Laughter.] I 
think my friends here have heard it before. I certainly have heard it 
before. Let the gentleman try again. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I was on the same side as you were. 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, it is just like it was before the war; the dough- 
faces in the North led the Democrats in the South into the war. If you 
follow these doughfaces again you will get another licking, [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

yee jake I only want a moment or two more. [Cries of G 
on! 

Mr. HATCH. Give him all the time he wants. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOUK. You gentlemen do not like to hear my talk. Von are 
good fellows, You are up to more pranks than any fellows I ever saw. 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman ask ? 

Mr. HOUK. In a moment I will be through. Say three minutes. 
[Cries of G on! on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HOUK. What is it Byron said about an idiot boy? I will not 
quote it. 

A MEMBER. You cannot. [Laughter aud applanse.] 

Mr, HOUK. I can come as near to it as the Democrat who bet a 
gallon of whisky that he could recite the Lord's Prayer, and then com- 
menced repeating: 

Now I lay me down to sleep; 
I pray the Lord my soul to keep. 

[Great laughter. 

One word further and I have done. Now, you Democrats and your 
recent allies, those indescribable nondescripts known as Mugwumps 
[laughter], are in the habit of telling the people that the Republican 
party has ended its mission. Why, gentlemen, the mission of the Re- 
publican party will never end until every man, white or black, rich or 
poor, learned and unlearned, has the protecting ægis of the American 
Constitution and laws thrownaround him. [Applause.] The mission 
of the Republican party will never end until every man everywhere is 
as free at the ballot-box in the exercise of bis suffrage and in voting 
his convictions as he is in the treest part of this great country of ours. 
Therefore, I say to you Republicans, a great responsibility rests upon 
you. You record your vote to-day either for free elections or against 
free elections, You record your vote in favor of a free ballot and a 
fair count, or you record your vote in encouragement of the men who 
have defiled the ballot-box, and invite them to carry on their nefari- 
ous work as they have been doing it for years past. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the resolutions, 
and demand a vote. [Prolonged — — 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker 
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The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. HOUK. I demand the regular order. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to address the House for a few 


moments 


Mr. HOUK. I demand the regular order, 


order!” 


question. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 127, 


noes 126. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. CARLISLE, and others demanded the yeas 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 141, not 


voting 43; as follows: 


Arnold, 

Atkinson, Pa. 

Atkinson, W. Va. 
er, 


Conger, 
Cooper, Ohio 


Buchanan, Va. 


Biggs, 
Bowden, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, 
Cate, 


Clan 
Clark. Wis. 
Cothran, 


YEAS—145. 
Craig, Lansing, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, 
Helge . — 
zell, r 
Darlington, McComas, 
De Lano, ’ McCord, 
Bingley, McCormick, 
Dolliver, McKenna, 
Dorsey, McKinley, 
Dunne: Miles, 
a 1 
Farquhar, offitt, 
Finley, Moore, N. H. 
Flick Morrill, 
Flood, Morrow, 
Funston, Morse, 
Gear, Nute, 
Gest, O'Donnell, 
Greenhalge, O'Neill. Pa. 
Grosvenor, Osborne, 
Grout, Owen, Ind, 
Hall, ayne, 
Hansbrough, Payson, 
Haugen, Perkins, 
Henderson, III. Peters, 
Henderson, Iowa Pickler, 
Hermann, Post, 
Hit Pugsley, 
Houk, Quackenbush, 
Kelley, Randall, 
Kennedy, Ray, 
K Reed, Iowa 
Kinsey, re 
Knapp, Rife, 
Lacey, Rockwell, 
La Follette, Rowell, 
W, Ru 
NAYS—lil. 
Crain, Lawler, 
Crisp, Lee, 
Culberson, Tex, Lester, Ga, 
mings, Lewis, 
Davidson, N er, 
De Haven, Maish, 
Docker Martin, Ina. 
ery, n, In 
Martin, Tex. 
Elliott. McAdoo, 
Ellis, Mo my, 
Fitch, McClellan, 
Fithian, McCreary, 
Flower, MeMillin, 
Forman, McRae, 
nhainer, ‘ontgomery, 
Gibson, Moore, Tex, 
Goodnight, Morgan, 
Grimes, Mutchler, 
Hare, Norton, 
Hatch, Oates, 
Hayes, O’Ferrall, 
Haynes, O’Neall, Ind. 
H O'Neil, Mass. 
Hemphill Outhwaite, 
Henderson, N,C, Owens, Ohio 
Herbert, Parrett, 
Hill, Paynter, 
Holman, Peel, 
Hooker, Penington, 
Kerr, Iowa Perry, 
Kerr, Pa. Pierce, 
Ki $ Price, 
Lane, uinn, 
Lanham, ly, 
NOT VOTING—43, 
Dargan Mason, 
Dunphy, McCarthy, 
Enloe, Morey, 
Ewart, Niedringhaus, 
Forney, helan, 
nk nes, 
Gifford, Randall, Pa. 
er, ey, 
Hopkins, Sherman, 
Laws, Skinner, 
Lester, Va. th, IL 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting, 
Before the announcement of the vote, 
Mr. HILL said: I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 


[Cries of Regular 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded for the previous 


e 
wyer, 
Scranton, 
Seull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va, 


Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Sweney. 
Taylor, m. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Teasa 
ompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kaus. 
‘Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
yalker, Mass, 


Wallace, N. X. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HILL. It is whether, if the previous question is voted down, 
it will give me an opportunity to address the House? 

Mr. FLOWER. Certainly it will. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the House does not adjourn, it will. 

TheSPEAKER. In answer to the gentleman's question, if the House 
declines to order the previous question, the matter will be then in charge. 
of gentlemen on the other side of this question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And would be open to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

The Clerk will report the pairs, if any, 

The following pairs were announced on political questions until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BARwia. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of eget 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. BIdds. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. PHELAN, 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr, CAMPBELL, of New York, on all political 
questions until Thursday next. 

Mr, SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. MCCARTHY, for this day. 

Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. ENLOE, for this day. 

Mr. MAsoN with Mr. FORNEY, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the substitute presented 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUrHWAITE] for the report of the 
Committee on Elections. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That L. P. Featherston was not elected asa Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress from the First 9 district of Arkansas 


Resolved, That William H, Cate was duly elected and is entitled to retain his 
seat. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I offer the first of the two resolutions just read 
as a substitute for the first resolution of the committee. I ask a divis- 
ion of the question and call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER, The question is divisible and the gentleman has 
a right to a separate vote. The Clerk will read the resolution of the 
Committee on Elections for which the substitute proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That W. H. Cate was not elected as a Representative to the Fifty- 
first Congress from the First Congressional district of the State of Arkansas, and 
is not entitled to the seat. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That, as I understand it, is not the resolution 
that was offered according to the RECORD. According to the RECORD 
of Saturday two resolutions were offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee—two together—as I understand. 

Mr. HOUK. Here is the report. 

The SPEAKER. This is from the official report, and the substitu- 
tion is a proper one. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. While I have no objection to that parliamentary 
situation, I say that the gentleman from Tennessee, on Saturday, in 
opening this case, offered the two resolutions together; that is, a sub- 
stitute for one of them. However, I ask the yeas and nays upon the 
one that I have offered as a substitute, 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask to have the substitute offered reported again. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the first resolution of- 
fered by the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Resolved, That W. H. Cate was not elected as a Representative to the Fifty- 
first Congress from the First Congressional district of the State of Arkansas, 
and is not entitled to the seat. 

Mr. ROWELL. That was the first resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That L. P. Featherston was not elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress from the First Congressional district of Arkansas. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
138, nays 144, not voting 47; as follows: 


YEAS—138, 
Abbott, Bland, Brown, J.B Candler, Ga. 
Alderson, Blount, Brunner, Carlisle, 
Anderson, Miss, Boatner, Buchanan, Va. Carlton, 
Andrew, 4 Breckinridge, Ark. Buckalew, Caruth, 
khead, Breckinridge, Ky, Bullock, Catchings, 
paua, Brickner, Bunn, Chipman, 
chard, kshi Bynum, Clarke, Ala, 


Clements, Hayes, Mills, 1 
Clunie, Haynes, Montgomery, wart, Ga. 

b, H Moore, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Compton, Hemphill, organ, Stockdale, 
Cooper, Ind. Hen u, N. C. Mutchler. Ky. 

vert, He Norton, Stone, Mo, 
Cowles, Hill, Stump, 
Crain, Holman, O’ Ferrall, Tarsney, 

P, Hooker, O'Neall, Ind. ‘Tillman, 
Culberson, Tex. Kerr, Pa. O'Neil, Mass. ‘Tracey, 
Cummings, Kilgore, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Davidson, Lane, Owens, Ohio Turner, Ga. 
Dibble, Lanham, Turner, N. Y. 

kery, Lawler, Paynter, Turpin, 
Edmunds, Lee, Peel, Venable, 
Elliott, Lester, Ga, Penington, Walker, Mo. 

is, Lewis, Perry, Washington, 

— M: er, Pierce, Wheeler, Ala, 
Fithian, Maish, Price, Wike, 
Flower, Mansur, Quinn, Wilkinson, 
Forman, Martin, ind. Reilly, Willcox, 
Fowler, Martin, Tex. Richardson, Williams, III. 
Geissen er, McAdoo, Robertson, Wilson, Mo. 
Gibson, McClammy, Rogers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Goodnight, McClellan, Rowland, Wise, 
Grimes, McCreary, Rusk, Yoder, 

Hare, McMillin, Sayers, 
Hatch, McRae, Shively, 

NAYS—I44. 
Adams, Cooper, Ohio Lacey Rockwell, 
Alien, Mich. Craig, La Follette, Rowell, 
Anderson,Kans, Culbertson, Pa. Laidlaw, Russell, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Lansing, Sanford, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Darlington, Lind, Scranton, 
Baker, De Lano, Lodge, Scull, 
Banks, Diawey, McComas, Simonds, 

_ Bartine, Dolliver, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, rsey. MeKenna, Smyser, | 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McKinley, Snider, 
Belknap, Evans, files, Spooner, 
Bergen, Farquhar, Milliken Stephenson, 
Bingham, Finley, Moffitt, Stewart, 

liss, Flick, Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Boothman, Flood, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Funston, Morrow, Sweney. 
Brewer, A Morse, Taylor, III 
Brosius, Gest, Nute, Taylor, E. B. 
Brower, Greenhalge, ©’ Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Browne, T. NI. Grout, Osborne, ‘Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Payne, Townsend, Pa. 
Burton, Haugen, Payson, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Caldwell Henderson, Ill. Perkins, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass, Henderson, Iowa Peters. Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hermann, Pickler, Wade, 
Caswell, Hitt, Post, Walker, Mass. 
Cheadle, Houk, Pugsley, ‘allace, M 
Cheatham, Kelley, Quackenbush, Wallace, N. Y, 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Randall, Watson, 5 
Coleman, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Goms, i Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Wilson, K 
Conger, Kinsey, Reyburn, Wilson, Wash. 
Connell, Knapp, Rife, Yardley. 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Allen, Miss. Dargan, Mason, Spinola, 
Barwig, De Haven, McCarthy, Stahlnecker, 
Belden, Dunphy, McCormick, Struble, 
Biggs, oe, Morey, Taylor, Tenn, 
Bowden, Ewart, Niedringhaus, Wheeler, Mich. 
Butterworth, Forney, Phelan, Whiting, 
pdell, Frank, Raines, Whitthorne, 
Carter, Gifford, Randall, Pa, Wickham, 
Cate, Harmer, Seney, Wilber, 
Clancy, Hopkins, Sherman, woe 
Clark, Wis, Laws, Skinner, W. t. 
Lester, Va. Smith, III. 
So the substitute was rejected. 
The vote was recapitulated. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the vote is—yeas 138, nays 144. 
Accordingly the House decides not to agree to the substitute; and the 
question is upon the second resolution, offered also as a substitute for 
the second resolution of the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, if the remainder of this resolu- 
tion is withdrawn will it be in order for the gentleman from Illinois to 
offer his resolution to recommit with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. In the case of a bill it would properly come in 
after the third reading and engrossment, although the rule is somewhat 
obseure upon the point; but in this case it would come in properly in 
this place. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Then I withdraw the resolution for the present. 

_Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 


tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the case of Featherston vs, Cate be recommitted to the Com- 
a on Elections with instructions that a subcommittee of five members of 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to offer an amendment 
while voting on the previous question? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. * 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then it can as a motion. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s motion should be accurately 


drawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to recommit with instructions as follows: 
„That the case of Featherston,” etc, 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, can the gentleman from Ohio withdraw 
his resolution without unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will conclude the reading of the mo- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

Resol That the case of Featherston vs. Cate be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, with instructions that a subeommittee of five members of 
that committee be appointed and authorized to proceed to the First district of 
Arkansas and investigate the election in that district for Representative in Con- 
gress in November, IS; that the subcommittee thus appointed shall have power 
to send for persons and papers, to examine records of the election in the several 
counties of that district, and to make report thereon at the earliest time practi- 
cable; that the subcommittee shall have the right to appoint 5 
and that all expenses of the sabcommittee and of the inv ions! be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House, and that $10,000 of such fund be at once 
placed to the it of the chairman of such subcommittee. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make response to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUR], which the Chair 
did not hear, but which has been reported to him. The gentleman 
from Tennessee desires to know if the gentleman from Ohio could with- 
draw his second proposition without unanimous consent. The Chair 
3 he could not. The Chair did not understand that there was any 
objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I thought the parliamentary inquiry I made 
and the answer covered that point, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not put the question to the House; 
and the Chair did not understand that there was any objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman asked his question at the 
proper time. : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did it in making the parliamentary inquiry 
of the Speaker, and with the announcement from the Chair that I could 
do so, as I unders 

The SPEAKER, It bas to be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOUK. Ishall not object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no objection. i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question for information, I did not quite catch the full reading of 
the motion, and I would like to hear whether he has incorporated in it 
a provision to enable this committee to get back here alive to maké a 
report. [Laughter on the Republican side, and cries of “Oh!” Oh!“ 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman need have no personal appre- 
hension for his safety. He is not on the Committee on Elections and 
will not be called upon to put himself in 8 

Mr. PEEL. As you are not on the committee, you will not be in 
any danger. 

The question was put ca the motion to recommit, and the Speaker 
announced that the ‘‘noes”’ seemed to have it. 

r. “PRINGER. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lask unanimous consent to make an explana- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. TI object. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Then I object to the introduction of the propo- 
sition of the gentJeman from Illinois. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw my objection on condition 

Mr. DALZELL. Regular order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw my objection on—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. A 
conditional withdrawal of objection leaves the objection still pending. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill withdraw my objection if the gentle- 
man [Mr. GROSVENOR] proposes to offer an amendment including the 
Second district of Arkansas, 

Several MEMBERS. Withdraw it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to say to my colleague that I simply 
wanted to state, in one minute, the reason why I did not offer that 
amendment, and it is due to me that I have that opportunity. On 
yesterday I said to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that 
if he offered the proposition now pending I should offer one which he 


has kindly written out and brought to me, as an amendment. Since- 


that time I have understood that the Committee on Elections have ré- 
solved to investigate the subject-matter of this amendment. 85 
fore it would be impertinent and unjust to that committee for me 
offer the amendment, and for that reason I do not offer it. [Cries of 
„Oh!“ “Oh! on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to recommit with 
instructions. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the noes 


The SPEAKER. It is in order to offer to recommit. The form of | seemed to have it. 


this proposition is not exactly correct. It can not be offered in the 
form of a resolution. ~ 


XXI— 123 


Several MEMBERS. Let us have the yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


N 
* 
E7 


¥ 5 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative —uyeas 
138, nays 147, not voting 44; as follows: 3 


, YEAS—13S. 
Abbott, Crain, Richardson, 
Alderson, a EA Ga. Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss, Cul n,Tex. Lewis, Rogers, 
Andrew, Cummings, — Rowland. 
Bankhead, Davidson, 15 usk, 

es, De Haven, Mansur, yers, 
Blanchard, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Biand, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Blount, Edmunds MeAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Pty MecClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, McClellan, Stockdal 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Fithian, McMillin, Stone, Mo. 

Flower, McRae, Stump, 

Brown, J. B. orman, ills, Y, 

er, Fowler, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Buckalew, Gibson, organ, Tucker, 
Bullock, Goodnight, Mutchler, Turner, Ga 
Bunn, Grimes, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Hare, Oates, Turpin, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, "Ferrall, Venabl 
Carlisi Hayes, O'Neall, Ind. Walker, Mo. 
Carlton, Haynes, O'Neil, Mass. Washington, 
Caruth, H 2 Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 

Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Chip: Herbert, tt, ilkinson, 
Clarke, Hill, Paynter, Willcox, 
Clements, Holman, eel, ` 
Clunie, Hooker, Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Kerr, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
pton, Kilgore, Pierce, ise, 
Cooper, Ind. Lane, Price, Yoder. 
Quinn, 
Cowles, Lawler, Reilly, 
NAYS—1i7. 
Adams, Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. s Laidlaw, Russell, 
n, Kans. Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, Sanford, 

ld, Cutoneon, Lehi Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Dalzell. Lind, Scranton, 
Atkinson, W. Va. + Lodge, Scull, 

Baker, d De Lano, McComas, Simonds, 
Banks, Dingley, 5 Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, Dolliver, McCormick, Smyser, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McKenna, Snider, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, MeKinley, Spooner, 
Belknap, Evans, Miles, Step! 1 
Bergen, uhar, Milliken, Stewart, Vt 
Bingham, Finley, Moffitt, vers. 
Bliss, Flick Moore, N.H. Stockbridge, 
Booth: Flood, Morrill, Sweney, 
Boutelle, Funston, Morrow, Taylor, III. 

er, Gear, Morse, Taylor, E. B 
Brosius, Gest, Nute, Taylor, J. D, 
Brower, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, 

Browne, Va. Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Gront, Osborne, Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall. Owen, Ind. Townsend, Pu. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Payne, Turner, Kans 
Burton. Haugen, yson, Vandever, 
‘Cald weli Henderson, III. Perkins, Van S 
Candter, ‘Mass. Henderson, Iowa Peters, Wade, 
Cannon, Hermann, Pickler, Walker, Mags. 
x itt, Post, lace, z 
Caswell, Houk, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Kelley, Quackenbush, Watson, 
Kennedy, Randall, Mass, Williams, Ohio 
well, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Ke N Reed, Iowa Wilson, Wash. 
. — he Reyburn, eres 
nger, RPP, e, ey. 
Connell, Lacey, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—44. 
Allen, Miss. Dargan, Lester, Va Smith, III. 
Barwig, Dunphy, Mason, Spinola, 
Belden, = loe, es apa 55 
Biggs, wart, ‘orey, Struble, 
Bowden, Forney, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Butterworth, Phelan, Wheeler, Mi 
Campbell, Gifford, Raines, Whiting, a 
= — eee Pa SURROI; 
Clan: em R ney, ckham, 
e Wis. Hopkins, Sherman, Wilber, 
Ws, Skinner, iley. 


During the roll-call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
There is so much confusion in the Hall that it is impossible to hear 
the names of members called or the responses. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen will take 
their seats and cease conversation. [After a pause.] Gentlemen will 
cease conversation and resume their seats. 

Mr. CRISP (standing in the aisle), Mr. Speaker, I object to being 
pointed out in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not point out the gentleman from 


a CRISP. The Chair looked directly at me. I was not saying a 
word, but was about to resume my seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels bound to insist that the House 
shall be in order, especially when called upon by a member to do so. 


cn acy But the Chair ought not to point out a particular 
mem 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not point ont the gentleman from 


Mr. CRISP. The Chair looked directly at me. 

The SPEAKER. When the Chair commenced looking the gentle- 
man’s back was turned, turned so the Chair did not look particularly at 
the gentleman from Georgia, but was looking in that direction, and 
the gentleman became aware of it when he turned around. 

Mr. CRISP, The only pojpt the gentleman from Georgia desires to 
make, and he makes it with all proper respect, is that the Chair goes 
too far when, after the Chair has obtained order and a gentleman is at- 
tempting to find his seat, the whole business is suspended and the mem- 
ber is pointed out in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that any gentleman ought 
to consider himself an exception to the request made by the Chair that 
gentlemen shall take their seats. If one gentleman does so, another 
may do so, and thus the effortsof the Chair to obtain order may be ren- 
dered entirely futile. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not desire to be considered an exception, Mr, 
Speaker, but 

The SPEAKER. I think the House must understand it. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I think the House understands it. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and probably the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will be in order. 

Mr, CRISP. The gentleman from Georgia is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman isin order now. ‘The Clerk will 
proceed with the roll. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. EWART with Mr. CLANCY, until further notice. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 138, the nays are 
146, and the House decides not to recommit. The question is npon 
the resolutions reported by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE rose. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division on those resolutions, 

The SPEAKER. It isa little late to make that demand when the 
House is dividing. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, sir, the question has not been determined. One 
resolution is not at all dependent upon or connected with the other, 
It may be that Mr. Cate is not elected from the First Congressional 
district of Arkansas, and at the same time it may be that Mr. Feather- 
ston is not elected. : 

The SPEAKER. But the decision of the question should have been 
demanded before the House proceeded to vote. The rule says, be- 
fore the question is put.“ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rose for the purpose of demand- 
ing a division. 

The SPEAKER. If it was the intention of the gentleman in charge 
of the matter to ask for a division, the Chair thinks it ought to be 

‘anted. 4 
r. OUTHWAITE. That was my intention. I rose for that pur 


PThe SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s statement issuf- 
ficient. i 

The Clerk will read the first resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That W. H. Cate was not elected as a PO waa es be to the Fifty-firss 
Congress from the First Congressional district of the State of Arkansas, and is 
not entitled to the seat. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmatiye—yeas 
147, nays 138, not voting 44; as follows: 


YEAS—147. 
Adams, Candler, Mass, Funston, Lodge, 
Allen, Mich, Cannon, Gear, McComas, 
Anderson, Kans. - Caswell, Gest, McCord, 
Arnold, Cheadle, Greeuhalge, MeCormick, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cheatham, Grosvenor, McKenna, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cogswell, Grout, McKinley, 
Baker, Coleman, Hall, Miles, 
Banks, Comstock, Hansbrough, Milliken, 
Bartine, Conger, Haugen, Moffitt, 
Bayne, Connell, Henderson, III. Moore, N. IL 
Beckwith, * Cooper, Ohio Henderson, Iowa Morey, 
Belknap, Craig, ermann, Morrill, 
Bergen, Culbertson, Pa. Hitt, Morrow, 
Bingham, Cutcheon, Houk, Morse, 
Bliss, i, Kelley, Nute, 
Boothman, Darlington, Kennedy, O'Donnell, 
Boutelle, De Lano, Kerr, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. 
Brewer, Dingley, Kei Osborne, 
Brosius, Dolliver, Kinsey, Owen, Ind. 
Brower, Dorsey, Knapp, yne, 
Browne, Va. Dunnell Lacey, Payson, 
Browne, T. M. Evans, La Follette. Perkins, 
Buchanan, N. J. Farquhar, Laidlaw, Peters, 
Burrows, nley, Lansing, Pickler, 
Burton, a Lehlbach, ‘ost, 
Caldwell, Flood, Lind, Pugsley, 


5 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


` Taylor, J.D. 
Th 


Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 


is, rs, 
Andrew, Cummings, Magner, Rowland, 
Ban Davidson, Maish, Rusk, 
Barnes, Dibble, Mansur. ores 
Blan e 5 Martin; Ind. vely, 
Blan Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Blount, Elliott, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Ellis, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, McClellan, Stockdale, 
e, Ky. Fithian, McCreary, Stone, Ky, 
Brickner, Flower, MoeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Forman, McRae, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, Mills, Tarsney, 
Brunner, issenhainer, Montgomery, * 
Buchanan, Va, Gibson, foore, Tex. ‘Tracey, 
Bugkalew. Goodnight, Morgan, ‘Tucker, 
ock, es, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, are, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Hatch, Oates, Turpin, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, O’Ferrall, Venabl 
Carlisle, Haynes, O'Neall, Ind. Walker, Mo, 
Carlton, Heard O'Neil, Mass. W. 
Caruth, Hem hill, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala, 
oe F 
pman, er nson, 
Clarke, 1. Paynter, Willcox, 
Clements, Holman, Peel, Williams, III. 
Clunie, Hooker, Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
b, Kerr, Pa. Perry, Wilson, W, Va. 
Compton, Kilgore, Pierce, „ 
Cooper, Ind. Lane, Price, Yoder. 
Covert, Lanham, Quinn, 
Cowles, Lawler, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
8 Miss. Cothran, Laws, s one Pi 
Barwig, Dargan, Lester, Va. pino: 
Belden, De Haven, Mason, Stahlnecker, 
Dunphy, McCarthy, truble, 
Bowden, _ Enloe, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Butterworth, Ewart, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
Campbell, Forney, Raines, Whiting, 
Carter, Frank, Randall, Pa. Whitthorne, 
Cate, Gifford, Seney, Wickham, 
Clancy, Harmer; Sherman, Wilber, 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Skinner, Wiley, 
So the first resolution reported by the Committee on Elections was 
adopted. 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, the re- 
capitulation of the vote was dispensed with; and the result of the vote 
was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the second resolution re- 
ported by the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That L. P. Featherston was duly elected as a Representative from 
the First Congressional district of the State of Arkansas to the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and is entitled to his seat as such. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
145, nays 135, not voting 49; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Adams, Coleman, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa, 
Allen, Mich. Comstock, Hitt, Osbo: 
Anderson, Kans, Conger, Houk, Owen, Ind, 
Arnold, Connell, Kelley, yne, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cooper, Ohio Kennedys, Payson, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Craig, Kerr, Iowa Perkins, 
Banks, Culbertson, Pa. Ketcham, Peters, 
Bartine, Cutcheon, Kinsey, Pickler, 
Bayne, Dalzell, Knapp, t, 
Beckwith, Darlington, Lacey, Pugsley, 
Belknap, De Lano, La Follette, uackenbush, 

5 Dingley, Laidlaw, dall, 
Bingham, Dolliver, Lansing, Ray, 

Bliss, Dorsey, Lehlbach, Reed, Iowa 
Boothman, Dunnell, Lind, Reyburn, 
Boutelle, Evan: Lodge, Rife, 
Brewer, Farquhar, McComas, 
us, Finley, McCord, Rowell. 

Brower, Flick, McCormick, 
Browne, Va. Flood, McKenna, Sanford, # 
Browne, T. M. Funston, Me Sawyer, 
— n, N. J. Gear, —.— ao 

urrows, Gest, Milliken, 

à Greenhalge, Moffitt, Simon 
98 Grosvenor, Moore, N. H, Smith, W. Va. 
Candler, Grout, Morey, Smyser, 
Cannon, Hall, Morrill, Snider, 
Caswell, Hansbrough, Morrow, ner, 
Cheadle, Haugen, orse, a 
Cheatham, Henderson, III. Nute, vers, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa O'Donnell, Stockbridge, 


Boatner, Ellis, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breekinridge, Ark. Fitch, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Flower, McMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Forman, MeRae, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, Mills, Tarsney, 
Brunner, Geisseuhainer, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va, Gibson, Moore, Tex. ‘Tracey, 
Buckalew, Goodnight, Mo 5 Tucker, 
Bullock, Grimes, M jer, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, Hare, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Hatch, Oates, Turpin, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, O’ Ferrall, Venable, 
Carlisle, Haynes, O'Neall, Ind. Walker, Mo. 
Carlton, Heard, O'Neil, Mass, Washington, 
Caruth, Henderson, N, C. Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catohings, Herbert, Parrett, Wike, 
Chipman, Hill, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman Peel, Willcox, 
Clements, Hooker, Penington, Williams, III. 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa. erry, n, Mo, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va 
Compton, Lane, Price, Wise, 
Cooper, In Lanham, Quinn, Yoder, 
Covert, Lawler, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—49. 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lester, Va. 5 
ker, Ñ Mason, Stewart, Vt. 
Barwig, De Haven, McCarthy, Struble, 
Belden, Dunphy, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
i oe, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, 
Bowden, Ewart, Phelan, iting, 
Butterworth, Forney, Raines, Whitthorne. 
Campbell, Frank Randall, Pa Wickham, 
; Gifford, Seney, Wilber, 
Cate, Harmer, Sherman, Wiley. 
Clancy. Hemphill, Skinner, 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins Smith, I} 
Cothran, Laws, Spinola, 
So the resolution was adopted. : 


The following-named members were announced as paired for the rest 
of the day: I 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr, BAKER with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. RAINES, for this day. 

Mr. ROWELL. Lask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of 
the yote be dispensed with. 

Several members objected. 

The vote having been recapitulated, the result was announced as 
above stated. 

Mr. L. P. Featherston then came forward, escorted by Mr. HOUK, 
and was duly qualified as a Representative by taking the oath of office 
prescribed by law. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

COMPENSATION OF A COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. BURROWS. Ihope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] 
will not press that motion fora moment. I desire unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which Isend to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be anthorized to pay out of the con- 
tingent fund to Charles E. Foote, father of Melville Foote, deceased, k 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, the 
amount of salary due him as such clerk at the time of his death. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution, 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Burrows] that the word directed should be substituted 
for the word authorized. 

Mr. BURROWS. I modify the resolution in accordance with the 
suggestion of the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestion is upon the adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it should be referred. £ 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. It provides simply for the payment of 
the amount of salary now due, and the father of this gentleman who 
has been serving as our clerk is now here. 

The resolution was adopted. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolle 1 Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subport of entry and de- 
livery in the collection district of Minnesota, and for other purposes; 
when the Speaker signed the same, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HILL, Mr. Speaker, before the motion to adjourn is submitted 
Task the gentleman from Ohio to give way to me for a moment to 
make a request of the House. é 

Mr. McKINLEY. Very well. 

Mr. HILL, I desire to ask unanimous consent of the House to print 
the remarks that I would have submitted had an opportanity been 
given me on the Arkansas contested-election case. 

Mr. HOUK. I will modify that, Mr. Speaker, by asking unanimous 


consent that any gentleman who has actually made his speech on this 
question be also authorized to extend his remarks, if he desires, in the 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. To that I object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

‘There was no objection. 


z ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAKER. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday morning next 
I shall call up the bill for the admission of Wyoming, reporting it 
from the Committee on the Territories, unless it shall interfere with 
the Oklahoma bill, 

Mr. DORSEY. And I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that as soon 
as the Wyoming bill is disposed of I shall ask the House to take up 
and consider the bill for the admission of Idaho. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit a bill for change of 
reference at this time, if there be no objection, as the committee to 
which it should go meets to-morrow. 

The bill (S. 1859) providing for the acquisition of lands fer town- 
site and commercial purposes in Alaska, and for other purposes, was 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. If there be no objec- 
tion, the change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was sproei to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PARK AT CHICKAMAUGA. 


Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a military park 
at Chickamauga—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

COUNTY SEAT OF SHOSHONE COUNTY, IDAHO. 


Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6474) to submit the location of the county 
seat of Shoshone County, Idaho Territory, toa vote of the people of said 
county—to the House Calendar. 


PALOUSE AND SPOKANE RAILWAY. 


Mr, DUBOIS also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7509) granting to the Palouse and Spo- 
kane Railway the right of way through the Nez Percé Indian reserva- 
tion, in Idaho—to the House Calendar. 


` PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW LONDON, CONN. 


Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (S. 977) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at New London, Conn.—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


SARAH C. HURLBUTT. 


Mr. DELANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2622) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hurlbutt— 
to the Committee of the Whole House, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR CUSTOMS OFFICERS, ETC, 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department, reported back favorably the bill (S. 
276) providing for leave of absence for officers and employés in the cus- 
toms service of the Government who receive per diem compensation— 
to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made: 
A bill (H. R. 4625) regulating settlement of military claims, and for 
other purposes—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 


RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were deliv- 
ered to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic be authorized to 
have printed in pamphlet form 1,000 copies of the hearings now being held be- 
fore that committee ; 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay, 
out of the contingent fund of the House, to Charles E. Foote, father of Melville 
Foote, deceased, late clerk of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the 8 River, a sum equal to his salary for six months; and that the 
Clerk be further directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, the ex- 
penses of the last illness and funeral of the said Melville Foote, such expenses 
not to exceed $250; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
> taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows : 
SURVEY OF LAND GRANT TO ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
3 from the Secretary of the Interior for the survey of the land grant to 
E: the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company in Arizona and New Mex- 
* ico—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
REFUGE STATION, POINT BARROW, ALASKA. 
i Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
ZA for maintenance of the refuge station established at Point Barrow, 
5 Alaska — to the Committee on Appropriations, 
ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS, 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior to pay custodians of abandoned mili- 
tary reservations for the fiscal year 1891—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and referred 
as follows: N 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 7791) defin- 
ing lager beer; also imposing a special tax upon and regulating the man- 
ufacture, sale, and importation of adulterated lager beer—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 7792) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at St. Cloud, Minn.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. s 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 7793) to grant the right of way to 
the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory and Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7794) to amend chapter 418 
of the acts passed at the second session of the Fiftieth Congress to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. ELLIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of 
certain property-owners in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7796) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at enectady, 
in the State of New York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7797) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Amsterdam, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7798) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorial was delivered 
25 to the Speaker and referred as follows: 

BY By Mr. McKENNA: 

E Memorial of the Legislature of California, > 


ved by the senato (the assembly concurring), That our Senators and Repro- 
senta! in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to use all honorable 
means to procure an appropriation from Congress, in the sum of $2,000,000, to 
be expended in the restoration of the navigation of the San Joaquin, Sacra- 
y mento, and Feather Rivers from the heads of navigation, respectively, to the 
. Bay of San Francisco; and 
9 it er resolved, That his excellency the governor of the State of Cali- 
* fornia and he is hereby, requested to forward a copy of this preamble and 
resolutions to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State duly attested by him; 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


k REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
5 — the accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and reſerred as 
ows: 
NEW HARBOR-LINES IN PORTAGE LAKE, MICHIGAN. 
Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
rted back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7345) authorizing and 
irecting the Secretary of War to establish new harbor-lines in Portage 
Lake, Houghton County, Michigan—to the House Calendar, 
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erection of a public 
Co ttee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the audi- 
tor of the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley—to the Committee 
on ditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7800) relative to the 

yment of pensions to the widows of soldiers of the war of the rebell- 
ee the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 780) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Moline, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7802) to acquire by purchase or 
condemnation lots 11 and 12 of the subdivision of the square No. 689, 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


thereon at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.—to the 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 7803) to increase the pension of Louise 
M, Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7804) for the relief 
of W. T. Holland—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7805) for the relief of Jesse E. Pey- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7806) for the 
relief of Lieut. James S. Jouett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7807) granting 
a pension to Harriet S. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 7808) granting a pension to Pa- 
melia Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) granting a pension to E. A. Goodfellow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ` 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7810) to place the name of Thomas 
H. Gohagan on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 7811) granting a pension to A. C. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7812) granting a pension to F. M. Budde—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7813) to place the name of James H. 
Walton on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7814) for the relief of Thomas W. 
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. s 

By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Ma- 
ryett Vaille—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 7816) granting a pension to Harriet E. 
Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 7817) for the relief of Phillip 
N. Fox—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 7818) granting a pension to John 
Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCORD: A bill (H. R. 7819) for the relief of William 
Doyle and the legal representatives of Hudson Cooper—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NUTE: A bill (H. R. 7820) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 7821) to increase the pension of 
Gertrude V. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to 
Isaac R. Sinsabaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7823) granting a pension to Daniel Layton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) granting a pension to Mary F. Cochran—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 7825) to increase the pension of 
Henry Sommers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7826) to increase the pension 
of Margaret R. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 7827) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a road from the national cemetery at Camp Butler, Illinois, to 
the Wabash Railroad—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7823) granting a pension to Fannie Buck—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7829) granting arrears of pension to H. F. A. Roe- 
dell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to Mary J. Bernard—to 
ta Somu 27 Invalid Pensions. ) 

y Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 7831) granting a 
sion to W. M. Bentley—to the Committee on Pensions, ae 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7832) granting apen- 
1 — to Mrs. Isabella Ray McGunnigle—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7833) to change the military record of James Oli- 
ver—to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) for the relief of John T. Green—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriati: 


ons, > 
a bill (H. R. 7835) for the relief of John W. Stanford—to the ip 
Committee on War Claims. - 7 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Caroline Devan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7837) for the relief of the heirs of J. T. Young— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7838) for the relief of David C. Williams—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ; 
By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 7839) to remove the charge of 
desertion against F. Pessica—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 4 
By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs, 2 
Lillis Otis —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following, change of reference 
was made: 


A bill (H. R. 7007) for the relief of Abram T. Shertzer—Committee 50 
on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 12 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 4 
By Mr. ADAMS: Papers relative to pension bill of Ella Harbison— ~ 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, x 
By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of nine breweries and brewing companies f 


of the city of Syracuse, N. Y., giving reasons why the De Lano bill : 
fixing an increase rate of duty upon foreign hops should not become a 
law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Charles T. Inslee and others, for a 
breakwater at Mattituck, Suffolk County, New York—to the Commit- “al 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. re 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition for passage of Senate bill for comple- ; 
tion of Sault Ste. Marie Canal and Hay Lake Channel—to the Commit- z 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of citizens and letter-carriers of Sta- 
tion D, New York City—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Roads. 
By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition for the relief of 
John Armstrong—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of George Lawrence, of Oneida, Madi- 
son County, New York, and 32 others, citizens of County, 
New York, asking that the duty upon foreign hops be increased to 
cents per pound—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Prairie Home Alliance, for the pas- 
sage of laws for the suppression of dealing in futures in farm products 
and for free coinage of silver to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A memorial of South Dakota Legislature, pray- 
ing for the opening for settlement of Crow Creek Indian reservation, 

Buffalo County, South Dakota—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, from same body, for an appropriation equaling 5 per cent. of the 
proceeds of all sales of public lands within the present boundaries of 
South Dakota, from June 30, 1880, to the date of its admission into 
the Union, H. R. 190—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition of Joseph N. Dunn, H. L. Moxey, 
and others, praying for pension legislation and reduction of the rev- 
enues—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Memorial of the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives of North Dakota, praying for the improvement of Devil's 
Lake, North Dakota—to the Committee in Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of OblongSociety of Friends, of Dutchess 
County, New York, against an appropriation of money for enlargement 
of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of 412 Friends, of West Branch, 

Towa, against the Senate bill for coast defenses—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 8 

Also, petition of A. C. Brockway and others, against bucket-shops SE 
and sales for future delivery—to the Committee on Agriculture. W 

By Mr. KINSEY: Protest of proprietors of eighteen breweries, lo- 
cated in the city of St. Louis, against increase of duty on hops to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of St. Louis Typothetz, against the United States 
Government printing business cards on envelopes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petitions of 60 letter-carriers, of the city of St. 

Louis, Mo., asking an increase of salary—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of the principal publishing and printing 
houses in Chicago, Ill., and also printers in same city, in favor of the 
introduction of short method of spelling on work done in the Govern- 2 
ment Printing Office to the Committee on Printing. e 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of Oakland Board of Trade, California, ‘ 
for erection of post-office building at Oakland—to the Committee on : 
Public Buildings and Grounds Š 
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By Mr. MORRILL: Petitions of W. T. Stewart and 103 others, for the 
relief of army nurses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Kans., asking 
for free importation of Mexican silver ores—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Also, petition of W. Y. Beller and 55 others, of Woodbury, Ky., ask- 
ing for repeal of limitation of arrears-of-pension act—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: Petition of Gertrude V. Ross, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Memorial praying legislation upon the subject 
of claims arising from Indian depredations—to the Select Committee 
on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: Petition of iron manufacturers 
of New England—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petitionof T. J. Norcum, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim for stores and supplies to the Court 
of Claims under the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, of William Harrison, of same place, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, of Richard Sanford, of Tipton County, Tennessee, for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, of Henry Cannon, of Shelby County, Tennessee, for same pur- 

the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William P. Stephenson, of Giles County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under the provi- 
sions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, of Elijah Williams, of Fayette County, Tennessee, for same 
purpose—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, of William J. Cannon, of Fayette County, Tennessee, for same 

to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, of John Pearson, from same place, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of D. J. Lane, of Fayette Sonaty, Tennessee, for ref- 
erence of his claim to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, of Mary G. May and Hannah B. Edwards, of same place, for 
same p to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Resolution of the Board of Trade of St. Paul, Minn., 
in favor of Davis bill, for immediate completion of Sault Ste. Marie 
Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade, Minneapolis, Minn., for reten- 
tion of duty on flax fiber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor 
of completion of Sault Ste. Marie Canal—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of St. Paul, Minn., fayori 
improvements of the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Rivers an 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of brewers and maltsters of St. Paul, Minn., against 
increase of duty on hops—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of St. Paul, Minn., for free and un- 
restricted international traffie—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of T. H. Wheeler, to refer 
quartermaster’s claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Memorial of 70 voters of Monroe County, Wis- 
consin, and young men who will be voters at the next election, asking 
for the repeal of the act limiting the arrears of pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of 130 citizens of Dark County, Ohio, 
for the restoration of silver to-its constitutional place as a money metal 
with the same rights of coinage and legal tender as is now accorded to 
gold—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, March 6, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s p: i was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether the intimation of the 
Chair which is reported in the RECORD, that it is not competent for a 
number less than a quorum to except any member on account of ill- 
foe or otherwise in its summons of absent members, is recorded in the 

ournal. 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts speak a little 
londer, please? I can not hear him. 

Mr. HOAR. Linquire whether the intimation of the Chair which is 
reported to have been made in the Recorp of yesterday’s p i 
that it is not competent fora number of the Senate less than a quorum 
to except from the call or summons to absent members any absent 
en by reason of illness or for other good reason, is recorded in 

e Journal, 


Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit me 
a moment; on page 1974 of to-day’s RECORD it is stated: 

The Chair does not understand that less than a quorum of the Senate can ex- 
cuse the attendance of absentves. 

Mr, HOAR. I wished simply to inquire whether that was the rul- 
ing and as such was recorded in the Journal. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not appear in the Journal. 
If there be no motion to correct or amend the Journal, it will stand ap- 
proved as read. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a letter from the secretary 
of the Territory of Utah, transmitting a copy of a memorial to Con- 
gress from the governor and Legislative Assembly of that Territory, 
recommending that the proposed appropriation for the Federal build- 
ing at Salt Lake City be not reduced; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAY. I present petitions from the Right Rev. Leighton Cole- 
man, bishop of the Protestant Episcopal diocese of Delaware, and many 
others, citizens of Delaware, praying forthe passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of citizens of Milford and vicinity, 
in the State of Delaware, praying for the improvement of the waters of 
Mispillion River and Delaware Bay, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Marshall, Polk, and 
Kittson Counties, in the State of Minnesota, praying that the claim 
made by the St. Paul, Minneapolis, and Manitoba Railroad Company, 
under an alleged land grant, to lands now occupied bona fide by the 
petitioners, may be inyestigated; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented resolutions adopted by the Real Estate 
Exchange of Lincoln, Nebr., praying that an appropriation be made to 
construct a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the conversion of the Indian Pipestone reservation into the 

ational Indian Pipestone park, and for the location of a Government 
Indian industrial l thereon; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented resolutions adopted by the Real Estate 
Exchange of Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of an appropriation for a deep- 
water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented petitions of the Business Men’s 
Association of Davenport, Iowa, praying that increased appropriations 
be made for the improvement of the water ways of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1495) for the relief of H. W. Shipley, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Select Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation of Arid Lands, submitted a report to aceompany the bill (S. 
1644) concerning the irrigation of arid lands in the valley of the Rio 
Grande River, the construction of a dam across said river at or near El 
Paso, Tex., for the storage of its waste waters, and for other purposes, 
heretofore reported hy him, 

Mr, PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 652) providing for the transfer of the 
Signal-Service Bureau to the Department of Agriculture, reported it 
with an amendment, 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bil] (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the ex- 
penses of the Signal Corps of the Army, and to transfer the Weather 
Serviceto the Department of Agriculture, reported it with amendments. 

Mr, HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each withoutamendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2775) for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, United 
States Navy; and 

A bill (S. 2776)-for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United 
States Navy. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, asked to be di from their further 
consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 732) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased; 

d 


an 

A bill (S. 1160) for the relief of George W. Quintard and George E. 
Weed, assignees of John Roach, deceased. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, and 
moved that the bills be indefinitely postponed; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 1646) to amend the military record of John W, Runyan; 
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A bill 136) giving a military record to Thomas Miller; and 
A 


bill (S. 1053) for the relief of E. R. Swain, 

Mr, STEWART. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1050) for the relief of the heirs 
of Levi Hill, deceased, to submit an adverse report thereon. 

I will state that a letter from the War Department shows that the 
relief provided by the bill can be had under existing law. I there- 
fore move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to, - 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 294) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph’s Cath- 
olic Church at Martinsburgh, W. Va., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as 
a captain of the Third West Virginia Cavalry, reported it without amend- 


ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3014) to provide for increase of limit 
of cost of site and building at Duluth, Minn.; which was read twice by 
its title,and referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3015) making an appropriation 
for a public monument to the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor 
and constructor of the Monitor; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3016) for the relief 
of George T. Vance and Guy P. Vance, executors of the estate of Will- 
jam Vance, deceased, late of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 3017) to amend 
chapter 418 of the acts passed at the second session of the Fiftieth 
Congress; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3018) to provide for the punish- 
ment of officers and others who shall select ns to serve as jurors 
in the courts of the United States with reference to their political affil- 
iations, and who shall conspire to draw or summon such jurors with a 
view to their religious, political, or partisan opinions, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. * 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3019) to amend the 
Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow the purchase and 
registry of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States, for em- 
ployment in the foreign carrying trade; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3020) granting an increase of 
pension to Ezra A. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 3201) for the relief of certain per- 
sons who paid additional taxes assessed against them, under the act of 
March 3, 1875; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3022) to restore the naval reserva- 
tion in La Fayette County, Florida, to the public domain, and to se- 
cure to all actual settlers the right to homestead 160 acres, including 
their improvements; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

MARY J. EADIE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to reconsider the action of the Senate in 
indefinitely postponing the bill (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Eadie. It was indefinitely postponed for the want of evidence. The 
evidence is now ready to be presented, and I ask that the indefinite 
3 be reconsidered, and that the bill be recommitted to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered, 
and that the bill, with the accompanying papers, be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REGULATION OF COMMERCE BY TELEGRAPH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the first bill on the Calendar under Rule 
VIII will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 343, the bill (S. 208) to regu- 
late commerce carried on by telegraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at length as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill may go over this morning in- 
8 again. I am suffering with a sore throat and do not care to 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Vill will go over without preju- 
dice under Rule VIII, if there be no objection. 

MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 


The bill (S. 1203) grantinga pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth 


was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and the Senate re- 
sumed its consideration. 

Mr, PLATT. That is the bill to which I called attention yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend the bill by striking out all after the 
word month in line 8, in the following words, from March 4, 
1887, and inserting “‘ from the passage of this act. i 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks that 
the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. BLAIR February 
6, 1890, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, have examined the same and report: 

The appended report, made by your committee in the last Congress, isadopted 
and the bill is reported with a favorable recommendation. 


REPORT. 

The claimant, Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, is the only surviving unmarried 
daughter of the distinguished Maj. Gen. William J. Worth. She is now living 
in the city of Washington, with seven of her father’s grand-children to support, 
in great poverty and without adequate means of subsistence, She has until now 
tt hemes. Sh support herself and these children with some assistance, but isnow 
confined to her and dangerously ill, so that she will henceforth be dependent 
on charity. It is a shame that the daughter of one of the most distinguished 
generals who everserved this Government, and who gaye his life to her support, 
should be reduced to such an extremity in her oldage. Congress has granted 
such relief in many cases of far less merit than this, and your committee think 
that it would be a fitting tribute to the memory of one of our bravest soldiers, 

The following papers show the principal facts of this case, and your commit- 
tee report back the bill and recommend that it do pass: 


Petition of Margaret S. Worth to the United States Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives for a pension. S 

William Worth, great-grandfather of Maj. Gen. W. J. Worth, United States 
Army, left Devo , England, on account of religious persecution, and landed 
on the New iaud coast in 1640. Having protected and sheltered a Quaker, 
he, with two rs, took refuge in a small boat, put to sea without a or 
compass, and drifted to the island of Nantucket. There they soon became land 
owners, and resorted to the sea as a profession. Thomas Worth, his grandson, 
in time became an owner of ships and moved to Hudson, N, Y., where he mar- 
ried, and there William J. Worth was born. 

Atan earl age William J. Worth placed himselfin the large mercantile house 
of Starr & Sheldon, in Albany, N. Y., where he served as clerk until, the war 
of 1812 breaking out, he was offered and accepted the position of private sec- 
retary to General Morgan Lewis. 

more active service, he sought and received a commission as lieu- 
tenant in the United States Army, serving in every grade, and always receiving 
the commendation of his superior officers and of his countrymen. 

At the battle of Lundy’s Lane he received a wound from which he never en- 
tirely recovered, and twice within your 118 memory the opened wound, 
after exposure in the field, produced tion and r to life. 

At the close of the war of 1812, with the brevet rank of jor, he was 
to West Point, where, for nine years, he bentall his energies to raising the stand- 
ard of the institution to a point never before attained. While at West Point 
Major Worth married the ghter of Mr. John Stafford, whose ancestors came 
to America in 1805, a descendant of the family of Stafford of Warwick, England. 

Col. Joab Stafford, Mrs. Worth’s grandfather, was severely wounded in the Rev- 
olutionary war, and his son was in the battles of Crown Pointand Bennington. 

Major Worth's next post was Fortress Monroe, where he was instructor in ar- 
tillery. While there he wus sent with the Black Hawk expedition to quell the 
Indian troubles in the Northwest. 

From Fortress Monroe he was transferred to the Ordnance Corps, and made 
inspector, which duty gave him an annual ride over the Alleghanies, at a period 
when such a 8 Was attended with peril. He was then ordered to arrange 
for the r of the Cherokee Nation to its new home on the Arkansas River, 

In 1837 he was made colonel of the new regiment, the Eighth Infantry. 

The Patriot war breaking out on the Canada border, he was instrumental in 
effecting an amicable settlement of the disturbance. 

He was then ordered to Florida, placed in command, conducted the cam: 
against the hostile Seminoles, and after many perils, from the climate as as 
the military operations, in which he had five engagements with the Indians, he 

a peace, which had until that time been fruitlessly sought by bis pred- 
ecessors, and removed the Indians from the Territory to their new © west 
of the Arkansas. 

While on this duty the little fortune which he had ‘hoped to leave for thesup- 
port of his family had, by the ee ot luis attorney, been swept away. 
the peace he desired to return to the North and endeavor to im something 
out of the wreck, bat being ordered to Mexico he was prevented from execut- 
ing this intention, and his family never recovered a cent. ; 

In Mexico he led his division in the battles of Monterey, Vera Cruz, Cerro 
Gordo, the advance on Pueblo. Molino del Rey, Chapultepec, Churubusco, the 
Garita of San Cosme, and was the only general officer who slept within the city 
gate on that memorable night. 

He was the first to land at Vera Cruz and the last to leave Mexican soil. 

After the close of the war he was ordered to Texas, where the cholera was 
raging, and there he died, at the post of duty. 

I. Margaret Stafford Worth, the only unmarried daughter, having several of 
my father’s grand-children almost entirely dependent upon me for support, peti- 
tion the gentlemen of the United States Senate and House of Representatives to 
grant me a pension of $50a month. 


Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Texas desire that the long mili- 
tary history of General Worth, which is appended to the report, shall 
be read ? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I do not ask for any further reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 


Mr. DOLPH rose. 
Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire what became of the bill upon 
which there was a division yesterday at the hour of 2 o’clock. 


effected 


EMILY F. WARREN. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourof2 o’clock having arrived, 
it resumed its place on the Calendar. 
Mr. BLAIR, It resumed its place on the Calendar to be called up 


this morni Has it been called up this morning ? 
The PR ENT pro tempore. It has not. It is the next bill on the 
Calendar. 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have the bill disposed of. It is for 
the relief of the widow of General Warren. The vote was 19 to 6 yes- 
terday, no quorum being present. I hope the Senator from Oregon will 
allow that case to be disposed of. It is similar to theone that hasjust 
been passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will give way for that purpose. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1812) granting 
an increase of pension to Emily F. Warren. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read three 
times, the question is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask for the yeas and nays on the passage 


again, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the pa of the bill the yeas 
and nays had been previously ordered. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called), Is the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Hiscock] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. JONES, of 9 I am paired with that Senator. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 

‘yea. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 

ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], If he were present, I should vote 
“nay. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who I believe is 
absent because of illness. Unless his colleague [Mr. GEORGE] can tell 
me how he would vote I shall be obliged to withhold my vote. Can 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] inform me how his col- 
league would vote upon this bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. I can not. I never heard him speak of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE, My colleague has voted forseveral bills of a similar 
character, but I do not know how he would vote on this particular bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he were present, I should vote 
ae yea. s 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GtnsoN J. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.” . 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the name of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR] recorded? 

+ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with him, and therefore withhold my 
vote. I should vote yea“ if he were present. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am paired generally with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray]. He being absent, I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Ald Dolph, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Allen, Edmun McPherson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blodgett, 88 ee ee 
Casey. rman y, tockbridge, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Teller, 
. Howler, Peltigte Voorhe 
wes, awley, e W. ‘oorhees, 
Dixon, Hoar, y Pierce, t Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—9, 
Bate, Cok 0 Vest, 
oid Harris, Vance, Wilson of Md, 
Blackburn, 
ABSENT—37. 
Allison Danie} Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 
Barbour, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
2 Kenna, Squire, 
Brown, E McMillan, Stewart, 
Butler, Faulkner, organ, Walthall, 
Call, Gi a $ Washburn, 
Cameron, Gray, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hearst, Platt, 
Colquitt, H Plumb, 
A 3 Pugh, 
So the bill was passed. 


JOANNA W. TURNER. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me to make a 
motion to reconsider a bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Yesterday the Senate passed the bill (S. 1339) grant- 
ing a pension to Joanna W. Turner, widow of William D. Turner, late 
surgeon of the Ninety-seventh Illinois Volunteers. That bill contained 
a provision that she should be paid n pension during life, at the rate of 
$40 per month, from March 4, 1887. Evidently it was an oversight 
on the part of the Senator who reported it, and I ask that the vote by 
which the bill was may be reconsidered, and that it be placed 
on the Calendar at the head of the list. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the vote by which the bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna 
W. Turner passed the Senate yesterday be reconsidered, and that the 
bill be placed on the Calendar. It is so ordered, if there be no objection. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (S. 993) to constitute Minneapolis, Minn., a subport of entry 
and delivery in the collection district of Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator, if he can see his 
way clear to do so, that he withhold his motion until 1 o'clock, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Or until 2 o’clock, so as to proceed with the con- 
sideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I ought hardly to do that, I must insist on 
my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 10 minutes p, m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
March 7, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 6th day of March, 1890. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Andrew L. Benedict, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles J. Porter, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

George W. Bradley, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Harvey W. Spen- 
cer, whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Alfred W. Converse, to be postmaster at Windsor Locks, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of James T, Coogan, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

George B. Cook, to be postmaster at West Winsted, in the county of 
Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of H. H. Drake, whose 
commission expires March 29, 1890. 

George K. Robinson, to be postmaster at Ocala, in the county of 
Marion and State of Florida, in the place of Leonard Dozier, removed; 
the nomination of John R. Dewey, which was sent to the Senate Feb- 
ruary 6, 1890, having been withdrawn. 

Theodore J. Hutton, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of Illinois, in place of Albert H. Seeley, whose 
commission expires March 12, 1890. 

Benjamin E. Robinson, to be postmaster at Fairbury, in the county 
of aes and State of Illinois, in the place of William E. Baker, 
resigned. > 

Americus B. Tinder, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county of 
Pratt and State of Illinois, in the place of William A. Miller, removed. 

William Breeding, to be postmaster at Edinburgh, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Indiana, in the place of Edwin K, Hosford, re- 
signed, 

John H. Rerick, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county of La- 
gtange and State of Indiana, in the place of Joseph F. Snyder, whose 
commission expires March 12, 1890. 

Paul Demanade, to be postmaster at La Fayette, in the county of 
La Fayette and State of Louisiana; the appointmentof a postmaster for 
the said office haying, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1890. ; 

Alexander J. MacGregor, to be postmaster at Baton Ronge, in the 
county of East Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana, in the place of 
Abner L. D. Conrad, removed. 

William A. Brown, 2d, to be postmaster at Marblehead, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Thomas Ingalls, 
whose commission expires March 9, 1890. 

Frank W. Bullard, to be postmaster at Westborough, in the county 
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al Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Dennis D. 
Dinan, whose commission expires March 29, 1890, 

William J. Wallace, to be postmaster at Norw in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, vice the incumbent, whose com- 
mission expires March 9, 1890. 

George H. Waterman, to be postmaster at Framingham, in the county 
of Middlesex, and State of Massachusetts, in the place of C. A. Hemen- 
way, whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Oliver D. Hutchinson, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota, in the place of Otto A. Kohler, re- 
moved. 

Robert M. Tindall, to be postmaster at Okolona, in the county of 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Martha J. Tueker, 
removi 

Valentine Prenitt, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Mississippi and State of Missouri, in the place of George W. Martin, re- 
moved. 

Miss Mary E. Rodman, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
of Ray and State of Missouri, in the place of Samuel T. Bassett, whose 
commission bo January 13, 1890. 

Vinson T. Williams, to be postmaster at Stanberry, in the county of 
Gentry and State of Missouri, in the place of James T. Dunn, whose 
commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Austin T. Gilson, to be postmaster at Winnemucca, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of Nevada, in the place of William Perkins, whose 
commission expired February 23, 1890. 5 > ty of B 

J h H. To to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of Bur- 
oa and State of New Jersey, in the place of William K. Van Sciver, 
whose commission expired January 12, 1890. 

Andrew H. Bowman, to be postmasterat Tompkinsville, in the county 
of Richmond and State of New York, in the place of J. H. Browne, re- 
moved; the nomination of Charles A, Jones, sent to the Senate Febru- 
ary 27, 1890, having been withdrawn. 

William E. Scripture, to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York, in the place of James D. Corcoran, whose 
commission expires April 16, 1890. 

Charles H. Honey, to be postmaster at Park River, in the county of 
pen and State of North Dakota, in the place of Henry Baldwin, re- 
moved. 

John C. Guthrie, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of 
Union and State of Ohio, in the place of S. N. McCloud, whose com- 
mission expired January 20, 1890. 

Matthew C. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Martin’s Ferry, in the 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of James Y. Patter- 
rng he commission expires April 6, 1890. 

John B. Emery, to be postmaster at Williamsport, in the county of 
Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William F. Lo- 
gan, whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

Owen Fowler, to be postmaster at Freeland, in the county of Lu- 
zerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William F. Boyle, re- 
moved. 

Jobn A. Gilleland, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John Swan, 
whose commission Mol ed April 28, 1890, 

Mrs. Josephine Reid, to be postmaster at Connellsville, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John A. McBeth, 
whose commission expired March 1, 1890. 

Augustus D. Welty, to be postmaster at Greensburgh, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William 
C. Loor, whose commission expired March 1, 1890. 

John W. Beattie, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county of Davi- 
on and State of South Dakota, in the place of David Hammer, removed. 

Edward M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Terrell, in the county of 
oe and State of Texas, in the place of Thomas B. Griffiths, re- 

gned. 

Frederick Chapman, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county 
of pe a and State of Vermont, in the place of William D. McMaster, 
resighed. 

Park Agnew, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county of Alex- 
andria and State of Virginia, in the place of William W. Herbert, 
whose commission expires April 15, 1890. 

Charles P. McCabe, to be postmaster at Leesburgh, in the county of 
Loudoun and State of Virginia, who was commissioned during the re- 
cess of the Senate June 4, 1889, in the place of George R. Head, removed. 

David C. Remington, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county of 
Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in place of Oscar F. Temple, deceased. 

David E. Welch, to be postmaster at Baraboo, in the county of Sauk 
and State of Wisconsin, in place of Matthew H. Mould, whose com- 
mission expires April 6, 1890. S 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn by the President March 6, 1890. 


John R. Dewey, to be postmaster at Ocala, in the State of Florida. 
Charles A. Jones, to be postmaster at Tompkinsville, in the State of 
New York, he having declined. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 4, 1890. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. ; 

Mifflin W. Gibbs, of Little Rock, Ark., to be receiver of public moneys 

at Little Rock, Ark. 
UNITED. STATES MARSHAL. 

Robert H. Paul, of Arizona, to be marshal of the United States for 

the Territory of Arizona. . 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

William D. Lee, ofNew Mexico, to be associate justice of the supreme 

court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Theodore F. Willsey, of Willow, Cal., to be agent for the Indians of 

the Round Valley agency in California. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

J. H. Pinkerton, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 

of St. Mark's, in the State of Florida. 
SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 

George T. Oliver, of Pittsburgh, Pa., to be supervisor of census for 
the ninth census district of Pennsylvania. 

William Denney, of Claysville, Pa., to be supervisor of census for the 
eleventh census district of Pennsylvania. 

William F. Bowers, of Hart County, Georgia, to be supervisor of cen- 
sus for the second census district of Georgia. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Stowell S. Hazen, to be postmaster at Parkersburgh, in the county 
of Wood and State of West Virginia. 

James F. Sarratt, to be postmaster at Steubenville, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

Edward C. Weeks, to be postmaster at Tallahassee, in the county of 
Leon and State of Florida. 

Andrew J. Harlan, to be postmaster at Wa Keeney, in the county of 
Trego and State of Kansas. 

William Worth Logan, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county * 
of Shenandoah and State of Virginia. 

Ingram Fletcher, to be postmaster at Orlando, in the county of Orange 
and State of Florida. 

Ira C. Haight, to be postmaster at Redlands, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California. i 

George E. Sharrer, to be postmaster at Westminster, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Maryland. 

James W. Allen, to be postmaster at Bordentown, in the county of 
Burlington and State of New Jersey. 

Richard S. Rodman, to be postmaster at Carson City, in the county 
of Ormsby and State of Nevada. 

Simeon C. Cramer, to be postmaster at Cheney, in the county of Spo- 
kane and State of Washington. 

Edward H. Orcutt, to be postmaster at Palouse, in the county of 
Whitman and State of Washington. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 6, 1890. 
COMMISSIONER OF RAILROADS, 
Horace A. Taylor, of Hudson, Wis., to be Commissioner of Railroads. 
, CHIEF OF NAVY BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 
Capt. Norman H. Farquhar, United States Navy, to be chief of the 


Bureau of Yards and Docks, in the Department of the Navy, with the 
relative rank of commodore. 


PENSION AGENT. 
Isaac Clements, of Illinois, to be pension agent at Chicago, III. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 
Frank R. Farr, of Eau Claire, Wis., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Eau Claire, Wis. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Edward Knott, of Iowa, to be marshal of the United States for the 
northern district of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 6, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


REFERENCE OF BILLS UNDER RULE XXIV. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamentary in- 
quiry, and the inquiry involves a very brief statement of facts. A few 
ays the Senate passed a bill for the construction of a bridge across 
the Ar River in the Indian Territory. The House Committee 
on Commerce reported that bill to the House with an amendment, and 


the Senate bill as amended passed the House. That bill wassent back 
to the Senate with the House amendment, and the Senate concurred in 
the House amendment thereto with an amendment, but the Secretary 


of the Senate, in engrossing the bill as it passed the Senate, left ont a 
section of the bill as it passed the Senate. This was not discovered 
until the bill was engrossed to be sent to the President. After the bill 
‘was ready to go to the President for his signature the Senate discov- 
ered the error and took up the original bill and passed it anew. 
Now, the question I desire to ask is whether in that state of the case 
it is necessary for that Senate bill to be again referred to the Commit- 
tee on Comm inasmuch as the Committee on Commerce had al- 
ready rted the bill precisely as the Senate had passed it before it 
passed the House. The amendment which was left out by the Secre- 

of the Senate was simply asection providing when the bridge shall 
0 and completed. 

The SPEAKER. The provision of Rule XXIV, applicable to a bill 
of this character, which the Chair understands isa Senate bill 

Mr. ROGERS. Les, sir. 

The SPEAKER. And substantially the same as the House bill — 
identically the same, the gentleman says? 

Mr. ROGERS. I think so. 

The SPEAKER. And not required to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under Rule XXIV it would 
be in order alter the disposal of the President's message, now on the 
table. If the gentleman has the bill 

Mr. ROGERS. I have not. But may I request, Mr. Speaker, at 
this time, that when the Senate bill No. 2185, which is the same bill 
which — the Senate the day before yesterday, I believe, is reported 
to the House, the Speaker will not commit it to the Committee on Com- 
merce, but retain it upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say with regard to the rule to 
which the gentleman from Arkansas has referred, and under which the 
case seems to come, that Senate bills come here and their passage by 
that body is announced by the Secretary of the Senate in the presence 
of the House. Thereupon the next morning these bills are referred 
appropriately, after the disposal of business on the Speaker's table. If 
any member of the committee having jurisdiction desires to call at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the Senate bill is the same in sub- 
Stance as the House bill, already favorably reported from the commit- 
tee, and desires to take it up, the Chair will be obliged if notice can 
be given at the Clerk’s desk, so that the bill can be identified. 

Mr, ROGERS, One moment, Mr. Speaker; the Chair, as I under- 
stand it, says that any member of the committee having jurisdic- 
tion. Can not any member of the House make that suggestion? 

The SPEAKER, The language of the rule is— 


But House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration 
ina Committee of the Whole may be at once of, as the House may de- 
termine, as may also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already 
Se ene by a committee of the House, and not required to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, may also be disposed of in the same man- 
ner on motion directed to be made by such committee, 


And that is the limitation which is made. The Senate bill must be 
the same in substance as the House bill already favorably reported by 
a committee, and that committee must authorize the disposal of it at 
the time, after the disposition of business upon the Speaker’s table. 

The gentleman can see at once that in the 8 of bills here 
it would be utterly impossible for anybody at the Clerk’s desk to note 
82 bills, and hence attention must be called by those having them 

charge. 

If committees will notice when bills are brought over from the Sen- 
ate, and will have action taken by their committee either then or earlier, 
and notify the Chair, the bills will then be laid before the House for 
disposition by the House under the rules. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wanted to make this suggestion. I have called 
tho attention of the Chair to it at different times. Sometimes the Chair 
has had oocasion to learn that Iam unable from the seat which I for- 
merly occupied to hear what the reports were. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to obtain especially good 
order during the announcement of bills by the Secretary of the Senate. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. 


The § er laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
In pursuance of the authority and direction contained in the act of Congress 
approved January 14, 1889, entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of the 
ippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,” three commissioners were ap- 
pointed by the President on February 26, 1889, as therein authorized and di- 
rected, 5 Henry M. Rice, of Minnesota, Martin Marty, of Dakota, and 
Joseph B. Whiting, of Wisconsin, to negotiate with said Indians. 
The commissioners have submitted their final report, with accompanying 
pares showing the results of the ions conducted by them, and the same 


— n carefully reviewed by the Secretary of the Interior in his report to me 
reon. 
Being satisfied from an examination of the papers submitted that the cession 
and 3 by said Chippewa Indians of their title and interest in the 
and described in the agreement with the different bands or tribes 


in 
lands specified 


Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota was obtained in th e 
bed in the s requisite number 


of 
seri act, 
ina, OAAS she aprpennant antared tats by the coment 
ng, co u en ent ente to comm 
sioners with said Indians. 

The commissioners did not escape the embarrassment which unfortunately 
too often attends our negotiations with the -Indians, namely, an indisposition 
to treat with the Government for further concessions while its obligations in- 
curred under former agreements are unkept. Iam sure it will be the dis - 
tion of Congress to consider promptly and ina just and friendly spirit the claims 

resented by these Indians through our commissioners, which have been formu- 

ted in the draught of a bill prepared by the Secretary of the Interior and sub- 
mitted herewith. 

The act of Caer yarn d 14, 1889 (25 U.S. Stat., 642), evidently contemplated the vol- 
untary removal of the body of all these bands of Indians to the White Earth and 
Red Lake reservations, but a provisoin section Sof the act authorized any In- 
dian to take his allotment upon the reservation where he now resides. The 
commissioners report that quite a general desire was expressed by the Indians 
to avail themselyes of this option. The result of this is that the ceded land can 
not be ascertained and brought to sale under the act until all of the allotments 
are made. 

I recommend that the necessary appropriations to complete the surveys and 
allotments be made at once available, so that the work may be begun and com- 
pleted at the earliest possible day. 

A copy of the report made by the commissioners, with copies of all the papers 
submitted therewith, except the census rolls, is herewith presented for the in- 


formation of the Congress. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
Executive Mansion, March 4, 1890. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK. 


Mr. SPOONER. I present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Accounts, and ask for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to appoint an additional 
clerk to serve during the sessions of this 8 whose duty it shall be to 
prepare for publication in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a list of bills, resolutions, 
memorials, and bills introduced and referred to committees, including Senate 
bills referred under Rule XXIV. clause 2, together with a list of reports of com- 
mittees filed under Rule XIII, and who shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House the same compensation as session committee clerks. 

Mr. SPOONER. Read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution, submitted by Mr. NUTE, ully report: 

That underthe provisions of the new rules, bi 
rials, and reports which were formerly presented in open session of the House 
are now delivered to the Speaker or to the Clerk, the immense number of 
which and the frequent rapidity of their presentation necessarily require the 
employment of a clerk specially charged with their care, arrangement, consecu- 
tive numbering, and the preparation of a list of the same for publication in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RD. In the pressure of business in the office of the 
Clerk of the House none of the present clerical force can be spared for that —4 f 

Your committee recommend that said resolution be amended 75 inserting in 
the twelfth line thereof, after the words“ Rule XIII.“ the words “ including also 
the views of the minority, when made;“ and by striking out in the fourteenth 
and fifteenth lines all after the word“ House.“ and inserting in place thereof 
the words, “a compensation at the rate ot $6 per day; and that as so amended 
the resolution be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask a question. 
ditional clerk, if I understand it? 

Mr. SPOONER. It does. 

Mr. CANNON. To refer the bills and resolutions presented? 

Mr. SPOONER. To take charge of the bills, memorials, and re- 
ports, which, under the rules, are delivered to the Speaker or to the 
Clerk, and to prepare a list of the same for publication in the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. Isuppose that under the rule the public bills are 
delivered to the Speaker. I thought that that was the work for the 
clerk at the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been done largely by Mr. McElhone, the 
Chief Official Reporter, upon whom it has imposed Jabors impossible 
of performance in addition to his other duties. It appears to be very 
necessary to give this additional clerk. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it the want of enough men to do that work or 
a want of properly trained men? If I understand it—I do not know 
what the course may be —I supposed that the clerk at the Speaker's 
table has to do this work, somebody who is directly under the direction 
of the Speaker, especially as to public bills. But here is an employé 
under the Clerk who is to be made to do this work. 

Mr. SPOONER. In regard tothis matter, the Clerk has not any one 
in his clerical force who can be spared to do this particular work—— 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. From the Clerk’s office, or from any of the other 
offices of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if this work is to be done by the Clerk, I 
think that the Clerk should be under the direction of the Speaker. 
This is the performance of a work under the eye of the Speaker and 
under his direction, and is presumed to be done directly by the Speaker 
himself. Of course, as we all understand, it can only be done under 
his direction, as it would not be practicable for the Speaker to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think there would be no objection to the inser- 
tion of an amendment providing that this clerk shall perform this work 
under the direction of the S cer. 

Mr. CANNON. But is it not work that should be done by the clerk 
at the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairdesires to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to the fact that it is the duty of this clerk to prepare 
for publication in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. ‘The duties of pre- 


, resolutions, petitions, memo- 
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paring for the publication in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD have hereto- 
re been done by bills being presented in open House, which were then 
passed to the stenographer’s desk, and during the time of presentation 
the titles were transcribed, and they were thereby published in the 
Recorp. Now the time of the stenographers is used,to report the de- 
bates of the House, which go on instead of the presentation of bills, and 
it becomes necessary, therefore, to prepare a list for them to publish in 
the Recorp without trenching upon their time, which should be de- 
voted to the reporting of debates of the House. 

Mr, CANNON. Is not this list necessarily prepared in the usual ref- 
erence of bills and resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. For the Journal, yes; but there has been some 
difficulty in getting the bills into the RECORD in proper shape, and 
the Clerk reports that it is necessary to have some one to take par- 
ticular charge of this work. 

Mr. McKINLEY. This is in regard to the printing in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. It is only for the printing in the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to state that I want to see the House adopt 
this resolution if this man is needed. But can the clerk attheSpeaker’s 
desk make these references, under thedirection of the Speaker, without 
making such a list as the resolution contemplates? 

Mr. SPOONER. The committee are informed that it is necessary 
to have this additional clerk to do this work, and on examining into 
the matter they found that to be the fact to the best of their belief. - 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the confusion has been so great 
around me that I have not heard distinctly the terms of the resolution; 
therefore I will ask the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER 
to state exactly what it provides. 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution provides for the employment of an 
additional clerk during the session of the present Congress, at the same 
compensation that is now paid to session clerks of committees, for the 
purpose of taking charge of the bills, memorials, resolutions, and re- 
88 that are introduced, and preparing a list of them for publication 

the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in proper number and order. Any 
tleman who has had occasion to examine the Calendars must have 
found, I think, that there has been much difficulty about this matter 
during the present session. The difficulty arises from the introduction 
of bills, reports, etc., during the sessions of the House under the new 
rule. Formerly they were presented in open session, but now they 
are delivered to the Speaker or the Clerk, as the case may be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied, from an examination 
of the subject, that the increased work imposed upon the Clerk and the 
stenographers renders the employment of this additional clerk neces- 
sary. Under the new rule all reports of committees and general bills 
are to be handed to the Clerk, in addition to the private bills and pe- 
titions as heretofore, and are to be numbered and prepared for publica- 
tion in the Recorp. This work requires the service of another clerk 
in order to get the list ready for the Congressional Printer in time to 
appear in the morning RECORD, and it seems to me there can be no 
doubt that under the present order of things the employment of this 
additional clerk is demanded. 

The amendments to the resolution were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SPECULATION IN FARM PRODUCTS.@ 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the body 
of the petition which I send to the desk, omitting the names appended, 
be printed in the Recorp. It is a petition from the farmers of Minne- 
sota asking for a law to prevent dealing in futures in farm products. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition (which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture) 
is as follows: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 12 o’clock and 26 
minutes. The call rests with the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Commerce 
I ask that it be passed this morning without prejudice: 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Commerce haye occupied one 
day, and under the rule they are entitled to such portion of the next 
hour as they may desire to use, The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 


LIND] asks unanimous consent that that committee be passed without 
prejudice to their rights. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries was called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware that there is any other com- 
mittee that was passed by on the last occasion. 

Mr. PAYSON. The Committee on the Public Lands was passed by. 

The Committee on the Public Lands was called. 


ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES BEFORE REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS OF 
THE LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of that committee I call 
up the bill (H. R. 7216) providing for the compulsory attendance of 
witnesses before registers and receivers of the land office, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I have not 
been able to examine this bill to see whether it makes an appropriation 
or otherwise comes within the rule requiring that bills of a certain 
character shall be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, The bill is being read for the information of the 
House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rose because I did not wish that point to be re- 
garded as waived. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for the information of the 
House” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That registers and receivers of the land office, or either of 
them, in all matters requiring a hearing before them, are authorized and empow- 
ered to issue subpoenas directing the attendance of witnesses, which su uns 
may be served by any person, and when served witnesses shall be required to 
attend in obedience thereto: Provided, That if any subpœna be served under 
the provisions of this act by any person other than an officer authorized by the 
laws of the United States or of the State or Territory in which the depositions 
are taken, the service thereof shall be proved by the affidavit of the person 
serving the same: Provided further, That said subpcenas shall be served within 
the 3 — in which attendance is required and at least five days before attend- 
ance uired. 

Sec. 2. That witnesses shall have the right to receive their fee for due day's 
attendance and mileage in advance. The fees of witnesses for attendance 
fore such officers shall be the same as that provided by law in the district courts of 
the United States in the district in which such land offices are situated; and the 
witness shall be entitled to receive his fee for attendance in advance from day 
to day during the hearing. 

Sud. 3. That any person neglecting or refusing obedience to such subpœna, or 
neglecting or re ng to ap; and testify when subpanaed, his fees having 
been eee if A N shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, for which he 
shall be pun ma d information or indictment in the district court of the United 
States. The punishment for such offense, upon conviction, shall be a fine of not 
more than or imprisonment not to exceed ninety days, or both, at the dis- 
cretion of the court: Provided, That if such witness has been prevented from 
obeying such subpæna without fault upon his part he shall not be punished un- 
der the provision of thisact: Provided further, That in case any party tu a con- 
test shall be unable to pay witness fees, and shall make and file with the regis- 
ter or receiver an affidavit that he is unable to pay said fees and that he hasa 
meritorious cause, and set forth in said affidavit what he can prove by said wit- 
nesses, if the register or receiver shall believe and so certify that the testimony 
so set forth is material to the issue, said witnesses shall be sabpcenaed and at- 
tend without first having their pay, and in such case the subpcena issued shall 
state that the witness is requi toattend without prepayment of fees or mile- 
age, and all the provisions of this act, for the attendance of witnesses, shall ap- 
piy to said witnesses, and they shall receive certificate of attendance from the 
officer before whom he is subpcenaed, which certificate shall be a liability of the 
person at whose instance they were subpcenaed. 

See. 4. That whenever the witness resides outside the county in which the 
hearing occurs any party to the proceeding may take the testimony of such 
witness in the county of such witness's residence in the form of depositions 
giving ten days' written notice of the time and place of taking such de 
tions to the opposite party or parties. The depositions may be taken before 
any United States commissioncror clerk of a court of record. Su nas for 
witnesses before the officer taking depositions may issue from the o of the 
register or receiver, or may be issued by the officer taking the de tions, and 
disobedience thereof, as defined in this act, shall also be punis and the wit- 
ness shall receive the same fees and be subject to the same penalties in all re- 
spects as in case of violation of a subpœna to appear before the register or re- 
ceiver, and subject to the same limitations, The fees of the officer taking the 
depositions shall be the same as those allowed in the State or Territorial courts, 


and shall be paid by the party taking the deposition, and an itemized account 


of the fees shall be made by the officer taking the depositions and attached to 
the depositions, 

Seo, 5. That whenever the taking of any depositions taken in pursuance of 
the foregoing provisions of this act is concluded the opposite z aig may proceed 
ut once to take de tions in his own behalf, at the same time and place and 
before the same officer: Provided, That he shall, before taking of the depositions 
in the first instance is entered upon, give notice to the op; party, orany 
agentor attorney representing him in the taking of said depositions, of his in- 
tention to do so. á 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill covers a subject which has 
been recommended to the attention of Congress for the past four or five 
years by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. It is a bill 
providing a method by which the attendance of witnesses in contests 
as to entries of public lands before the officers of the land office may 
be made compulsory. The details of the bill follow, ina general way, 
the recommendations of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
That is the scope and object of the bill. It has been reported unani- 
mously by the Committee on the Public Lands, and unless there is a 
desire on the part of some member of the House for an explanation 
more in detail, I do not care to occupy time in explaining it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I object to the bill, 
but it strikes me as rather a novelty that a party who is merely a reg- 
ister or receiver of the land office should have this large power of issu- 
ing subpcenas and compelling the attendance of witnesses; and, secondly, 
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I desire to ask my colleague what is the effect of the finding before the 
register or receiver? I admit that I ought to know this, but my col- 
league is so much more familiar than I am with these land matters 
that he will pardon me for asking him for information. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, as to the first question which my col- 
league [Mr. ADAMs] asks, the answer is very simple, At the present 
time the attendance before these officials is purely voluntary on the 
part of witnesses, It often happens in contests as to entries of the 

ublic lands that the attendance of witnesses is n in order to 
etermine the rights of the contesting parties, but there is no way by 
which it can be compelled under the existing law. 

Then, again, there are contests instituted by the Government under 
entries alleged to be fraudulent and against parties claiming title. The 
Government, under existing law, has not at command any method by 
which the attendance or the testimony of witnesses can be secured ex- 
cept by the voluntary act of the witness himself. So my colleague 
will see there is an urgent necessity for providing some method by 
which the testimony of witnesses in both these classes of cases may be 
secured; and this is the only feasible way that has occurred to the com- 
mittee. 

In regard to the second question which my colleague asks, as to the 
result of the hearing before the register and receiver, I will say it is 
final so far as that office is concerned. The papers are then certified 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, before whom a hear- 
ing is had, and from him an appeal may be taken in all such cases to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. ADAMS. Where an appeal is taken is the hearing de novo or 
is new evidence taken ? 

Mr. PAYSON. New evidence may be taken upon the application 
of either party; but, unless such application is made, the case is heard 
in the Interior Department both by the Commissioner and the Secre- 
tary upon the evidence already in the record. 

Mr. ADAMS. This bill would make no difference in that regard? 

Mr. PAYSON. None whatever; it is simply a means of obtaining 
such testimony as either party may desire to take. 

Mr. ADAMS. One other question and I am done. A person re- 
fusing to obey a subpœna issued by a district court is subject toa 
penalty; what is that penalty ? 

Mr. PAYSON. In a district court the refusal to appear and testify 
in response to a sub would be a contempt, and the punishment 
would be whatever the judge thought proper to impose. But this bill 
provides that in the hearing by the register and receiver the refusal of 
a party to appear and testify shall bea misdemeanor, for the reason that 
judicial functions could not be conferred upon the register and receiver; 
and this is the only method that occurred to ys for enforcing attend- 
ance and the only method which has been suggested since I have been 
connected with the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS, But you impose a severer penalty for neglect to obey 
the subpœma of the land register and receiver than is usually imposed 
in such cases by the court. a 

Mr. PAYSON. The penalty i poean by the court, as I have said, 
=o its discretion, to be determined at the time the offense is commit- 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Onaccount of theconfusion prevailing at the time 
the bill was read, I was unable to hear all of its provisions, I wish to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] how this punishment 
is to be inflicted in the event of the failure of a witness to attend? 

Mr. PAYSON. By information and indictment in the district court 
of the district where the offense is committed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ina Federal court? 

Mr. PAYSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then this is another means of indictment and 
prosecution in those tribunals? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. And one hitherto unknown to those courts ? 

Mr. PAYSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Up to this time we have got along without this 

g, have we not? 

Mr. PAYSON. In a manner we have, to the great prejudice fre- 
quently of parties who have desired the attendance of witnesses. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the bulk of the public lands of the United 
States have been entered without the provision of this extraordinary 


remedy. 
Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr, McMILLIN. Now, I wish to say that it does seem to me 
Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield to the gentleman for a 


Mr. McMILLIN. Ithought the gentleman from Illinois was through. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to ask my colleague [Mr. Payson] one 
more question. Is provision made in this bill for witness fees? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, ADAMS. Who pays them? 

Mr. PAYSON. Each party is required to pay his own witnesses. 
But the bill contains a provision, which the gentleman has probably 
noticed, that where affidavit is filed of the inability of either party to 
pay the fee the advancing of the fees by such party is not required. 


Mr. ADAMS. In that case who pays the fees? 

Mr. PAYSON. Nobody—the same as now. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then there are no fees in such cases? 

Mr. PAYSON. None, unless the party summoning the witness vol- 
untary pays him. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is all I care to say now. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will witnesses be compelled to attend outside of 
the land district in which they reside? 

Mr. PAYSON. They will not be compelled to attend outside of the 
county in which they reside. The bill does not require the attendance 
of witnesses who reside outside of the county in which the contest is 
had; but provision is made in such cases for the taking of depositions 
before the clerk of a court of record or a United States commissioner, 

Mr. PERKINS, I think that persons ought to be compelled to at- 
tend as witnesses anywhere within their district. 

Mr. PAYSON. The committee thought it sufficient to provide that 
a witness should attend within the limits of the county in which he 
resides, 

AS I understand my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Lryp] desires to 
be heard, I will yield the floor, reserving the residue of my time. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, there are one or two points to which I de- 
sire to call attention, one of them suggested by the question of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. In most of the States, including 
the State of Minnesota, it has been provided by State law that in any 
contest pending between claimants in a United States land office appli- 
cation may be made to a justice of the peace or the clerk of a court of 
record for a subpœna, and that subpw@na, when issued, subjects the 
person subpoenaed to all the penalties usual in any civil cause for fail- 
ure to attend and testify. As I understand, this is the rule generally 
in the Western States. 

Mr..PAYSON. Oh, no; that is the exception. 

Mr. LIND. I know it is the law in some of the States, because I 
have had occasion to examine the matter. But I do not propose, and 
do not intend to be understood as opposing the measure in its entirety, 
though I do desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the House 
to a proviso in line 12 of section 3 of this bill which I believe to be 
absolutely pernicious. This proviso permits any man who desires to 
contest a claim to go before a register or receiver and make an affidavit 
of poverty, an affidavit that he is unable to advauce the fees of the wit- 
nesses required, and upon making such affidavit, and also that he pro- 
poses to instifute a contest, itis by this provision made the duty of the 
register or receiver to subpoena a witness or such witnesses as may be 
named, and it is compulsory on their part to attend without fees. I 
say it is dangerous legislation. It is legislation which will enable the 
speculators to still further harass the settlers. In every community in 
which are located public lands we know that there are hordes of men 
who make a living by instituting suits against the settlers and com- 
promising them for a consideration. 

Heretofore the inability to compel the attendance of witnesses has 
been a restraint to a certain extent on such action. But if men can go 
and by swearing that they have no money to pay witnesses can secure 
the compulsory attendance of them to harass honest men complying 
with the law in regard to their claims, there is opportunity for mischief, 
and it is a dangerous provision, one which the House ought not to pass 
without the utmost consideration. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that it will be suggested perhaps that 
mischief has been done and injustice suffered in the past because of the 
inability to conspel the attendance of witnesses. But let me call your 
attention to the fact that when a deserving poor man, one who has an 
honest contest or an honest claim, desires witnesses to attend, he has 
no difficulty in getting his neighbors—getting those who are acquainted 
with the facts in the case—to go to the local land office with him and 
for him, whether he has the money to advance their fees or not. If his 
standing in the community is such that they will not go voluntarily 
and he can not pay them in advance, I submit that Congress ought not 
to give him compulsory process for the purpose of harassing the settlers 
in his community. 

I am ready to answer any questions that may be suggested. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
As I understand the bill, it provides that before any party ean have a 
subpæna issued for witnesses he must show the register or receiver of 
the land office that the evidence required is important in his case? 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course. 

Mr. LIND. Not at all. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PETERS. Iso understand the bill. 

Mr. LIND. Well, I have the bill in my hand. I have the floor, 
and will endeavor to answer the gentleman. I call his attention to the 
language embodied in the bill: 

Provided further, That in case any party to a contest shall be unable to 
witness fees, he shall make and file with the register or receiver an affidavit 
that he is unable to pay said fees, and that he has a meritorious case 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, just read on the next few words, 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 
and set forth in said affidavit what he can prove by said witnesses, 

Mr, PAYSON, There. 
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Mr. LIND. Yes; there. 

Ifthe ay gut or receiver shall believe and so certify that the testimony so 
sent forth is material to the issue. 

Mr. PAYSON. That isthe point, material to the issne. 

Mr. LIND. Yes, sir; if he makes an affidavit that he is unable to 
pay the fees,“ that he has a meritorious contest, and shows that 
what he alleges is material to the issue, he is entitled to the compulsory 
process. Now, sometimes this may be used fora good purpose, But 
Í contend that in all instances where it can be used for good and legiti- 
mate purposes the man can procure the attendance of witnesses with- 
out the compulsory process, or he can take depositions, for that is per- 
mitted by law, or, rather, by a regulation of the Interior Department 
now. But upon making this affidavit, which does not submit to the 
determination of the register or receiver the bona fides of the case inits 
entirety, he can compel the attendance of the witnesses without the 
fees, and simply for the purpose of harassing them. 

Mr. HERMANN, Does the bill provide that special agents of the 
Interior Department making investigation of fraud in land entries may 
have the same ns A 

Mr. LIND. The like liberty, 

I reserve my time, ; 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the portion of the measure which was 
objected to by the gentleman from Minnesota was carefully examined 
in the Committee on the Public Lands, and the object of the paragraph 
to which he objects was intended for precisely the opposite purpose 
from that which he bases his objection upon. In other words, it was 
stated in the committee that poor men would frequently be parties to 
contests of this kind, and perhaps theirclaims might beassailed. In such 
cases they call upon their neighbors, and perhaps they might go or per- 
haps they might not go to give testimony. Or there might be other 
reasons by which they could not secure the attendance of necessary 
witnesses. Now, it is the duty of the witness always to attend court. 
But the witness never attends court with the expectation of receiving 
afaircompensation for his time or services. That could never beawarded 
to him. 

But the duty of attending and telling what he knows when con- 
troversies arise between man and man as to rights of property, or any 
other question, is one of the obligations resting upon every citizen, and 
if a citizen knows of facts which are material and fails to attend with- 
out compulsory process, and the party desiring his attendance is unable 
to pay, he should have the privilege of filing the poor debtor's affidavit 
setting out what he expects to prove by the witness and then giving 
the register or receiver the authority to procure the attendance of wit- 
nesses by compulsory process. 

It will sometimes work a hardship upon witnesses to attend court. 
Tt usually does work a hardship upon them to attend as witnesses, and 
nearly always when they are summoned to attend as jurors to deter- 
mine as between man and man questions that may arise or questions 
involving the life and liberty of the citizen himself. For such services 
he receives, as in my own State, sometimes only 50 cents a day. His 
time perhaps may be worth $10 a day. But he can not receive more 
than what the law allows him. So that the burden is imaginary in 
most instances. 

Now, the very difficulty that my friend speaks of is sought to be 
obviated by this provision of the bill. It protects the poor man whose 
title is assailed or questioned by the land-shark. 

Mr. LIND. But does it not also protect the land-shark? 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir; it protects the honest settler against the land- 
shark, The land-shark has always got money. He can get his wit- 
nesses without difficulty. The speculator trying to steal the settler’s 
claim can get somebody to come in and swear on his side of the case. 
This protects the honest settler. 

Now, this was critically and carefully examined by the committee. 
The Commissioner of the Land Office year after year has called upon 
Congress to enact a bill of this general character. This bill was pre- 
pared carefully by the committee, item by item and section by sec- 
tion ; and the point that has been suggested by my friend from Minne- 
sota was very carefully considered. It has been suggested by some 
gentleman—I do not remember whom that there ought to be some other 
way of issuing these subpcenas. It has been suggested that in Min- 
nesota, perhaps, the justice of the peace might issue asubpona. That 
question involves a constitutional question as to whether in cases like 
this the courts will issue subpoenas for witnesses to appear in some other 
court or some other place. The same question arises in a contested- 
election case, and the provision there is that the subpœnas may be issued 
by the courts to appear before the commissioner to take the testimony; 
but that subpœna would not be sufficient in a proceeding under con- 
tempt in the Federal court against a recalcitrant witness; but the wit- 
ness may be punished fora misdemeanor for not appearing; and by. 
adopting nearly the same principle in this case, we have sought tomake 
it a misdemeanor and compel the attendance of witnesses by imposing 
a penalty and giving the courts discretion upon the subject. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. In your observation and experience in the execution of 
the public-land laws, haye you ever known an instance where the 


neighbors of a deserving man refused to go to the local land office for 
him to give testimony to protect his rights? 

Mr. LACEY, I understand that it is of frequent occurrence. 

Mr, PAYSON, Ifthe gentleman will permit me I will say that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for the past five years has 
recommended this same legislation; and upon the very ground which 
the gentleman seems to desire it most, for the protection of this par- 
ticular class. 8 

Mr. LIND. Under the poverty clause? 

Mr. PAYSON. Under the poverty clanse, for the benefit of claim- 
ants on the public lands, and to compel attendance of witnesses in 
settling cases as to disputed title on those public lands. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me answerthe gentleman a little further. Gen- 
tlemen are upon that committee from the Territories and from the 
localities where there are large quantities of public lands; and the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota informs the committee that in frequent in- 
stances the claimant could not bear the expenses of going to the public 
land office. In the locality where I live we have nothing of that kind; 
but I know enotigh from the reports of the special agents of the land 
office who are looking into matters of that kind, by which I am in- 
formed that difficulties of precisely the character to which the gentle- 
man refers are of frequent occurrence, 

Mr. LIND. They are numerous for the special agent, perhaps. 

Mr. HERMANN, May I suggest to the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. Which gentleman has the floor? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYSON,’ The gentleman from Illinois would like to have it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. LIND. I desire before yielding the floor to simply answer a 
question. 

Mr. HERMANN. It is the evident desire of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota that justice should be done as between those men who have not 
means and these who have to compel the attendance of the witnesses. 
It is the evident desire of the gentleman that he wishes justice. 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yet at the same time I understand that you de- 
sire that there shall be at least a limit to the number of witnesses these 
parties may require to attend. Why could not you accomplish the ob- 
ject which you desire as to the number of witnesses fot which the set- 
tler may ask for his defense? Why not 

Mr. LIND. ‘The settler will not ask for too many. There is no 
danger that the settler will have too many witnesses. 

Mr. HERMANN. But, if I understand your meaning, it is not your 
desire that the settler shall ask for any. 

Mr. LIND. My desire is that the settler shall have the right he has 
already had. My friend knows there is no class of people so well dis- 
posed towards their neighbors as the settlers on the public lands in the 
West, and if one of their number has any dispute about his claim or 
his claim is in jeopardy they will go through blizzards hundreds of 
miles to defend him. There is no question about that. 

Mr. HERMANN. I must confess to my friend that I have observed 
very many instances to the contrary, where many a poor settler resid- 
ing upon some remote portion of the frontier, having controversies with 
the speculators as to their lands, the speculator has always had an 
ample supply of witnesses, even of unscrupulous witnesses, and he is 
able to get them to the land office, whereas thesettler did not have the 
means within his reach to travel the distance between the land office 
and his claim. In portions of our Western frontier the land offices are 
frequently as much as 250 miles from the land in controversy. 

Mr. LIND. Exactly. 

Mr. HERMANN. In such cases the gentleman would have the man 
to go to the land office. The cost of transportation is very consider- 
able upon these stage-lines or where men are compelled to travel on 
horseback, and they find it will require, in many instances, one-half 
of the value of the amount in controversy in order to pay the neces- 
sary trayeling expenses. Now, my friend would not desire to put them 
in such an attitude as that. 

Mr. LIND. Now, I would like to makea suggestion to my friend 
from Oregon. If it is his desire and the desire of the committee to 
protect the actual settlers on claims in their rights, why not limit this 
right to them and give to them the protection that you concede they 
should have? Givé to him every facility, give him every right, give 
him every power to defend his claim. What I do object to is that 
you place power in the hands of unscrupulous speculators for the pur- 
pose of harassing the settlers, If you limit this proviso to the settlers, 
then I say, God speed. 

Mr, HERMANN, If my friend will read the provisions of this bill 
he will discover that every provision in it is directly in the interest of 
the settler. 

Mr. LIND. But my friend will admit that this provision applies to 
the land-shark also, and he can make an affidavit of poverty justas well 
as the settler. - 

Mr. HERMANN. The land-shark can not, under the laws for the 
punishment of perjury, set up the material facts or assert that he is a 
bona fide settler. $ 

Mr. LIND. That is not required. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, that is one of the material allegations that 
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he will be compelled to set up in order to obtain theattendance of wit- 


nesses. 

Mr. LIND. ‘That he is a settler? 

Mr. HERMANN. But the gentleman takes the opposite position, 
and does not desire any relief whatever for these poor 

Mr. LIND. If there is a difference as to facts here let us under- 
stand it. If it is made a condition precedent to the issuance of com- 
pulsory process that the party shall, in addition to other facts set up, 
make an affidavit that he is a settler on the land, I want to understand 
it and then I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is so, 

Mr. LIND. By what section? 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, under the pre-emption and homestead law 
a man must assert himself to be asettler before he can initiate a contest. 
The gentleman knows that. 

a LIND. No, I do not know anything of the kind, and it is not 

e law. 

Mr. PAYSON. How can a contest be initiated by any party unless 
he claims that he is a settler? - 

Mr; LIND. Iwill tell the gentleman very briefly, and this hap- 
pens to be a matter that Iam familiar with, We will assume that the 

tleman has taken out papers under the homestead law. Igo to the 

d office and make an affidavit that he has not complied with the re- 

8 of the law and that I desire to enter that Jand, and though 

have never been within a hundred or even within a thousand miles 
of the land my contest will be entertained. 

Mr. PAYSON. But you are bound to make an affidavit that you 
intend to make entry under the homestead law, and hence you are 
bound to assert that you are going to be a settler. 

Mr. LIND. Oh, yes. Now, Isay that all that this committee will 
do to defend and protect the actual occupants of these lands I am in 
favor of, but I am against placing this weapon in the hands of unseru- 
pulous lators. 

Mr. MANN. Let me call my friend's attention to the language 
of the bill itself: Provided further, That in ease any toa contest 
shall be unable to pay witness ſees, etc, Observe, it says not any 
party,” but any party to a contest. Now, in order to be a party to 
a contest, under the well known rulings and constructions of the In- 
terior Department, the party must set up some claim of right to the 
land in controversy, a a arising either under the homestead law or 
the pre-emption law of the United States. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman is in error on that point. 

Mr. HERMANN. A stranger who has no special right in the land 
can not come in and institute a contest. 

Mr. LIND, Certainly he can. 

Mr. HERMANN. He must necessarily set up these material facts 
in order to be a to a contest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, Ihave not been able to hear distinctly all 
the objections urged to this bill, but if I understand them they are: First, 
that it confers upon the Federal courts the power to punish a witness 
for refusing to attend and testify before the register or receiver of a land 
office, and, second, if I understand the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Lrxp] correctly, his objection is to the provision that where it is shown 
by the affidavit of a party that he is unable to advance the fees for the 
witnesses they may be subpoenaed and required to attend without the 
payment of fees in advance. 

I think neither of these objections is tenable. As to the courts—and 
I ask the attention of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
and also of the gentleman from Florida to this point—the proceeding 
contemplated in the bill is, of course, entirely a Federal proceeding. It 
is the subpanaing of witnesses to determine a question before Federal 
officers, and it seems to be clear that the jurisdiction which shall com- 
pel the attendance of a witness before such a tribunal for such a pur- 

must be that of a Federal court. Idonotsee how you could confer 
jurisdiction upon a State court in such a case. 

As to the point in relation to the attendance of witnesses, the policy 


` ofall the States, I believe, is that where a party to a controversy is 


unable to advance money to pay witness fees he may proceed in the 
form of an indigent person. You would not deprive any man of an op- 
portunity to appear before a court of justice or any other tribunal 
simply because he was unable to meet the preliminary nse of sub- 
penaing his witnesses. All the courts of all the States of the Union 
provide for such emergencies. 

Now, one word in regard to the general features of this bill—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If thegentleman will permita question just there, 
I will ask him to state what is the rule in his oea Beats where a wit- 
ness fails to appear before a committing court, say a justice of the peace, 
in a proceeding to be investigated preliminary to indictment or prose- 
cution in the circuit court or the district court, as the case may be? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The punishment is by proceeding for contempt, 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Proceeding for contempt. Aud I think my friend 
from Indiana will find that in no instance does the inferior court turn 
the case over to a tribunal 100 or 150 miles distant, in which remote 
court the party is to be indicted for the offense and punished by fine 
or imprisonment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Well, that is inevitable in this case. 


Mr. MCMILLIN.. There is the trouble; that is the hardship arising 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is the objection, I will say to my friend, that 
has always been made to a measure of this kind. Bills of this charac- 
ter have been pressed upon the attention of Congress for years by suc- 
cessive Commissioners of the General Land Office, and usually, so far 
as I am aware, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. This 
matter was especially pressed upon the attention of the last Congress, 
because, as the gentleman must be aware, this is a question in which 
the General Government is concerned. In all this class of cases arising 
under our public-land system the Federal Government is a party inter- 
ested in compelling the attendance of witnesses, and unless we adopt 
some system—some effectual system—by which witnesses may be re- 
quired to attend, we leave the Government entirely at the mercy of 
combinations to prevent the attendance of witnesses, unless the wit- 
nesses voluntarily attend. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman will see this is not a case of 
compelling the attendance of witnesses on behalf of the Government 
merely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam aware of that. 

MreMcMILLIN. A private party, without the payment of fees, if 
he makes affidavit that he is unable to pay them, may compel a person 
to attend as a witness or force him to go to jail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not the law of the gentleman’s own State 
provide that, in case a person is not able to bear the expense of prose- 
cuting his suit ex shall fall upon the public. I think that is the 
law of all the States of the Union. 

As I have remarked, this measure has heretofore been pressed per- 
sistently; and the objection has been urged that in some remarkable 
instances perhaps a witness might be summoned to appear before some 
remote tribunal and subjected to a charge of misdemeanor if he should 
fail to attend. That has been the main argument against this meas- 
ure; but the difficulty is inevitable, and certainly that is a less evil 
than the existing evil which deprives private parties and deprives the 
Government of the opportunity to obtain a proper hearing where im- 
portant rights in land questions are involved in proceedings before the 
register and receiver of the land office. 

Mr. COBB, I wish to inquire whether the committee had any good 
reason for departing in this instance from the custom which prevails all 
over the country in regard to the punishment of witnesses who fail to 
obey subpeenas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithinkit would not be safe to confer upon the regis- 
ter and receiver of the land office the authority usually exercised by 
courts of justice in the punishment of parties who fail to attend or tes- 
tify as witnesses. 

Mr. PETERS. And these land officers have no officials to enforce 
such authority—no sheriff or constable. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think that it would not be safe at any rate toen- 
dow these officers with such authority; that has always been objected 
to. 


Let me call the attention of my friend from Tennessee to another fact. 
These contests arise mostly in our Territories, at a short distance ordi- 
narily from the place where some United States court is held; so that 
no great hardship will result. 

Mr. McMILLIN, In the States where there are public lands—I do 
not know how it may bein the Territories—the land office is sometimes 
hundreds of miles distant from any Federal court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are but few States in the Union in which 
there are public lands. There are five such States in the South and a 
few in the Northwest; but in the main our public lands are in tho 
Territories ; and in these cases the court is not generally remote from 
the Jand office ; so that no great harm can be done. 

But I wish to submit to my friend from Tennessee another fact. 
Here is a measure urged by successive Commissioners of the Land Office, 
who, through a series of years, have had oceasion to observe the neces- 
sity for this kind of legislation. I think there has been no Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office for years ps who has not urged a measure 
of this kind; and I believe this bill is in about as good shape as any 
that ean be proposed. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether he 
does not think that the provision for the subpœnaing of witnesses is 
too broad in permitting an unlimited number of persons to be sub- 
penaed. A party may, for instance, subpœna all the people of an en- 
tire neighborhood and compel them to travel a great distance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In such a case he would be obliged to pay the fees ; 
and that would operate as a limitation, 

Mr. HERMANN. I suggest that there should be a limitation fixed 
in the law. I desire to oferan amendment to insert after ‘* witnesses,” 
in line 6 of section 1, the words not exceeding five for any one party. 
There should certainly be some limitation of this kind; otherwise the 
provision will be entirely too broad and sweeping. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no authority to accept such an amendment, 
though I have no objection to it. But let me inquire of my friend 
why in this sort of an investigation we should adopt a different rule 
from that prevailing ordinarily in the courts of most of the States, 
where, if a party undertakes to subpoena an unreasonable number of 
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witnesses, he has to meet the expense of their attendance and mileage, 
whether he be successful in his suitor not, These and re- 
ceivers are generally cols: of good attainments, usually lawyers. 
Why is it not safe to leave this matter with them? 

Mr. HERMANN. Permit me to state the reason. Every party 
who goes to court expecis to win 

Mr, HOLMAN. Certainly. i 

Mr. HERMANN. And if he wins, if a judgment is entered upin 
his favor, of conrse that judgment covers the necessary costs incurred; 
but in this case, whether the party wins or loses, the Government of 
the United States must incur the expense. Therefore it seems to me, 
in the interest of economy as well as in the line of justice, that there 
should be a limitation such as I suggest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the case of the Government such a provision as 
the gentleman proposes might not be objectionable; but I think that 
with relation to private parties there is no necessity for this restriction 
in the law. Still, I have no objection to it; and I hope the gentleman 
who reported the bill will consent to it. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think this amendment will do away with aseri- 
ous objection to the bill. 

Mr, HOLMAN, I hope the amendment will be permitted to come 
in. 


Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is 
through, I will resume the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. What does the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN] desire? 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment, to insert, after the 
word ‘‘witnesses,’’ in the sixth line of section 1, the words not ex- 
ceeding five for any one party.“ 

Mr. PAYSON, If the amendment will not give rise to debate I do 
not know that I have any objection to it, although I do not see its 
necessity. The bill as it comes from the committee is good enough, I 
think, for the gentleman from Oregon, 

Mr. HERMANN. But not good enough forthe interests of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States, There onght to be some reasonable lim- 
itation in this respect. 

Mr, PAYSON. - I think the gentleman ought not to insist on that, be- 
cause, as he knows, there may be half a dozen different points in a con- 
tested land case, and if you allow five witnesses for each point the num- 
ber would run up to thirty, a larger number than any party ever sum- 
mons. I think the bill is good enough as it is; and no hardship ever 
occurs in this respect. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think there is liability to great abuse in this 
matter. It is very seldom thata party really requires more than five 
witnesses, or six at the utmost, 

Mr. PAYSON, But the party sub ing the witnesses is required 
to pay for their attendance from day to day until they testify; there- 
fore I think the amendment of the gentleman is not at all necessary. 

Mr. HERMANN. The expense of the daily attendance is a small 
amount in many cases as compared with the cost of transportation, the 
mileage. Iam willing to fix the number of witnesses at six. 

Mr. PAYSON, The gentleman ought not to embarrass the bill with 
a provision of that kind. 

r. HERMANN. I shall have to insist on the amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Reserving the balance of my time, I yield the floor 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, under this unfortunate arrange- 
ment we are not able to know what is coming until the subject-matter 
is before us, and so I haye been compelled to take this bill the best way 
I could when it comes up for consideration. There are some sugges- 
tions it is most important to call to the attention of the House before 
we enter upon it. It seems we have gotten along without legislation 
of this kind for the first century of our history, and until most of the 
public Jands with which we were once blessed have been entered, pur- 
chased, or squandered, a great many going the latter road. Now, when 
the less valuable portions are to be entered it is proposed to give ex- 

i process to the Federal courts, to give extraordinary remedies 
against recusant witnesses or those who are unfortunate enough to at- 
tend. 

I have great confidence, Mr. Speaker, in the judgment of the gentle- 
men who reported this bilJ. I know the care with which they investi- 
gate these things, and if anything could sway my judgment from the 
experience which is contrary to the wisdom of this measure it would 
be their favorable report. 

What is the bill? It is proposed that when any witness fails or re- 
fuses to attend before the land officer specified in the bill he shall be 
proceeded aguinst. Not then, not there—if that were the end of the 
matter we might have some hope—bnt ata later day. At any time 
within the criminal jurisdiction of the Federal court he may be pros- 
ecuted in that court, taken up, tried, convicted, and fined not less than 
$200 and imprisoned in the jail. 

Mr. PAYSON, Not exceeding $200. 

Mr. MCRAE. Would you not prefer this rather than have power 
conferred upon the land officers to punish in asummary manner? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would prefer not to get into the Federal power. 


Mr. McRAE. These men also are Federal officers. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will suggest jurisdiction might be given to the 
officer before whom the hearing takes place, that jurisdiction to be ap- 
pealed from by the party if he is dissatisfied with the judgment ren- 
dered against him. ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER, We thonght that could not be conferred; we dis- 
cussed that. 

Mr. MCRAE. We were indisposed to give them that power, and 
preferred to preserve the rights to trial by jury. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido not believe in one-man power which can not 
be appealed from. I believe it onght not to be given. Iam equally 
reluctant to put any unfortunate in the hands of the Federal power 
who can escape it. No man has greater reverence than I have for our 
Federal Government, but at the same time I do not believe it is wise 
to increase the Federal jurisdiction any more than we can help. Ido 
not know how it is in other regions, but the most oppressive tribunal 
I know of in this country is what is commonly called the Federal court. 
The people of the United States shrink from those tribunals, and they 
justly shrink from them. Tdo not believe that their power should be 
increased, For one I would like to give any remedy which may be 
given, but I do not take kindly to the power of opening the jail-doors 
at the behest of a Federal judge for any class of citizens who are not 
now subject to have them opened for them. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr, COBB. Ihave an amendment to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. Ihave an amendment to offer. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think the previous question should be called. 

The House refused to order the previous question. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment. On page 3, 
line 19, alter the word! witness, insert not exceeding five in num- 
ber for any one party.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “demanded,” section 3, line 3, the words 
“he shall be required to give excuso for bis default before the register or re- 
i hn ee togive such excuse satisfactorily to said register or receiver; " 

“That an tecti fi ien 
lecting or 9 hae rA 2 00 
paid if demanded, he shall berequired to give excuse for his default before the 
register or receiver, and failing to give such excuse sat ily to said regis- 
ter or receiver shall be deeme guilty ofa misdemeanor,” ete. 

Mr. COBB. On that amendment I desire to be heard. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to the amendment, Let it go. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to address the House? 

Mr. COBB. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. COBB. The thirdsection of this bill, Mr. Speaker, is confessedl 
a departure from the mode of proceeding in like cases, both in the Fed. 
eral and State courts throughout the United States. Instead of allow- 
ing the officer before whom these witnesses are to be summoned to hear 
and determine whether he hasa proper excuse for the default he makes, 
a new crime is created which is referred to the Federal courts for in- 
dictment. - 

I indorse everything that has been said by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] on this point, and further desire to state that 
in accordance with the universal system that prevails, so fur as I am 
advised everywhere, both in eres and inferior courts of the coun- 
try, where a witness is summoned to attend and fails torappear he is 
given an opportunity and should be given an opportunity to make, be- 
fore the officer summoning him, a proper excuse for his default before 
he becomes liable for indictment. Now, under the bill here, a man 
may never have been summoned at all, the wrong man may have been 
subpœnaed A 


I believe the hour has expired and I ask the reg- 


ROOM FOR WORLD'S FAIR COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr, Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts, and ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. It will take but a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and directed to rent rooms 
forthe use of the Select World's Fair Committee at not exceeding $50 per month, 
to be paid monthly out of the contingent fund of the House, 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. The Committee on Accounts report a substitute 
for this resolution. 

‘The substitute was read, as follows: - 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to rent 


-the wre properly lighted, heated. 
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9 rooms for the use of the e rh cinder da Arent vennns-d 
e present Congress: Provided, That ren ereof. attendance, 
heat, lighting, and care of the same, shall not execed the sum of per month, 
the same to be paid monthly out of the contingent fund of the House. A 


The report is as follows: 

Your committee, having examined the resolution introduced by Mr, SPRIXGER 
on the 28th ultimo, find that, in order to procure suitable rooms and to have 
und cared for, it will be necessary to pay the 
sum of 360 per month; that the original resolution introduced contemplated 
the rental only of such rooms, But your committee find that suitable rooms 
near the Co: ional Hotel on New Jersey avenue can be obtained, includ- 
ing light, heat, and attendance, for $60 per month, and we think it the better 
economy to secure them with those privileges at the higher rate. We therefore 
report a substitute resolution herewith. 

As to the necessity of furnishing the World's Fair Committee with a place to 
meet, we think there can be but one opinion. This committee had and will 
continue to have many important measures referred to it for consideration. It 
has heretofore been compelled to meet in such committee-rooms of the House 
as it could, by the courtesy of other committees already assigned thereto, ob- 
tain consent to a joint occupancy. This has been a source of much inconven- 
ience to each of the committees, and we think should not be continued. We 
therefore report in favor of the substitute resolution, and ask that the original 
resolution be Inid on the table. 


The substitute was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
Intion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consentto have pub- 
lished in the RECORD a memorial of 6,000 railway postal clerks, in re- 
lation to their cag, Sree and duties. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

It is as follows: 

‘ A memorial to Congress from the railway postal clerks. 
To the Honorable Senators and Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned was appointed the representative of the railway postal clerks 
of the United States, to memorialize your honorable body in their behalfand 
present for your consideration the reasons why they beg an increase of salary. 

After mature deliberation they have caused a bill to be introduced (H. R. 6459) 
which, if passed, will forever settle the question of allowance to them asa class, 
and in furtherance of that object I the privilege of stating most briefly a 
few cogent reasons why their bill should receive your sanction. 


doso. The clerks have made one or two efforts, but never with success, 
They feel, therefore, that they have been treated unjustly and harshly by the 


pe 
nsibilities. The number of ffices 
have more than doubled since that time and also the revenues and business of 
the Department, and they feel that if they were worth $1,400, $1,200, and $1,000 
sixteen years ago, their services ought to be of far more value to the public and 
the Government in 1990. This is a self-evident proposition and needs no argu- 
ment to prove its truth. 

Second, The duties of a postal clerk are of a very dangerous and responsible 
character, and the person appointed to such position, who would succeed in 

of mold. He must be strong mentally, physically, and 
morally, All of those elements must enter into his c r or he can not ren- 
der el The drudgery of the service is most severe, and the demands 
made upon the physical powers are almost beyond human calculation, 

It may seem a pleasant and agreeable business to be floundering around in 
one end of a postal car, with hands full of mail matter, making distribution of 
it between knocks and jars and jerks, and noise and dust and cinders, with the 
mind so occupied in its mental operations that no notice is taken of the dis- 

reeable surroundings, but there is a question as to its pleasing attractions. 
‘These men carry in their minds the names of from three to fifteen thousand 
33 according to the lines they run on, and they must not only know 


route by which to send the mail belonging to them. We often hear of the 

sacredness of the seal,” how fragile our letters, how easily broken asunder! 

Inclosed only in a covering of paper that a babe could easily destroy, and yet 

how rare it is their seals are broken and their contents appropriated. There is 

no position in all the world where the opportunities for rob are so plenti- 

a . va a postal car, and yet how seldom it is that a postal clerk is charged 
crime. 

To be a good postal clerk, then, a man must be perfect in physical organiza- 
tion, in mental acquirements, and in moral qualities. They must all unite, and 
we that, as the public interests demand that that class of men be employed, 
the compensation allowed by the Government must be of such a character as to 
induce them to enter the service. 

Third. The dan: of the service should commend the clerks to your atten- 
tion. During the last fiscal year ten were killed outright, ninety-five were seri- 
ously injured, and forty slightly hurt. But these figuresarecoldand unfeeling,and 
donot y represent the dangers and perils of the men for whom I „Ten 
men were suddenly and in a most terrible manner blotted out of existence, and 
when I think of the tragic, the awful manner of their taking off I shudder at 
the thought and wonder how it is that men can be found who are brave enough 
to enter upon such a profession and make it a life business. 

What death could bly be more sickening or more painful than to be 
crushed or mangled in a road wreck? Wuy, to be hanged by the neck until 
dead with the of a hangman would be many times more preferable, and 
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yet these men are meeting such endi: oftheir existence every 
we think of the ten who were killed 


and arms were mashed into sickening shapes, bones were broken, joints wee 
dislocated, faces were into perpetual disfigurement, so that while 
they did not die at the time of the wreck they are stranded on life's shore with 
a weight of woe that entitles them to your kindest sympathy and attention. 
‘The last annual report of the Postmaster-General contains eig teen and a half 
closely printed pages of the casualties from July 1, 1888, to June 30, 1889, and 
a panan of those pages will quickly convince the most skeptical of the dread- 
ful uncertainty of the life of a postal clerk. Here were ten men who gaye up 
their lives in the discharge of their duty, and ninety-five othera who were hor- 
ribly hurt, so much so that several of them were never able to re-enter the serv- 
ice, and yet when their lives went out their pay ceased. — 

Ind , the life of a postal clerk is so perilous that but few insurance com- 
panies will receive them as risks, while those who take them will not issue a 
policy but for $3,000, and at a rate of 50 per cent. higher than is charged the 

eneral panie The Travelers’, of Hartford, will not even issue them an acci- 
ent policy for more than $3,000, while their rate is, as before stated, 50 per cent, 
higher than is charged the public at large. 
tis an absolute necessity for these men to keep up their insurance, and it ia 
one of the burdens thrown upon them that should be remedied by the Govern- 
ment by increasing their compensation, In order to make anything like suit- 
able provision for their families in case of accident or death they are compelled 
to carry insurance egating from $5,000 to $10,000, and that one item creates 
an expense of from to $150 a year, according to the amount borne. This isa 
heavy tax, but it is one that can not be omitted or ignored. 

Fourth, The sickness of a postal clerk is another of the terrible drawbacks 
and heavy . ges he is compelled to bear, for when he fails to report for duty 
that moment his pay ceases. He may have become enfeebled on account of 
his hard and difficult labors or the seeds of disease may have come to him by 
his extreme exposure to wind and weather while on his car, but, no matter 
what the cause of his absence from duty, the day he fails to take his run his 
salary is cutoff. One week even cuta deeply into his slender resources, but 
when it runs into months, as it often does, he is left in absolute want, There 
is no provision made for his absence from duty except in case of accident or 
injury received while in its discharge, but if he should be killed outright there 
is no redress for his family. The losses sustained by clerks when sick are many, 
and yet they have no remedy. It is an unjust discrimination against them, for 
if any of the employés in the General Post-Office become incapacitated for work 
on account of sickness there is no diminution in their compensation, and the 
same holds good in the post-offices of the 8 

Fifth. The expenses of a clerk during the year when over, from home 
consume a large part of his income, Beds and meals are to be paid for out of 
his own ket, and the most rigid economy will not let him off under $100 a 
8 while the average is estimated to be 8150. With many clerks, in order to 

ive within their salary, they are compelled to carry lunch- ets when away 
from home and subsist entirely upon cold meals, This is not conducive to 
health or to the good of the service, and justice to the public at large, which is 
interested in the peterson of the railway mail service, demands that the clerks 
be paid sufficient! des enable them to indulge in warm, fresh food when on duty, 
so us to sustain their physical powers and thus enable them to render such 
service to the Government as will best 3 the interests of the public . 
These men are not in the employ of the Post-Office Department exclusively, 
but of the people. 

In a letter just received from an old postal clerk, under date of February 2%, 


e asks: 

“But how is the 1 clerk's widow to be provided for when death robs her 
and her family of their only support? And still there isa condition worse than 
death, It is when the clerk becomes a posa and mental wreck, when the 
wite not only loses her support, but her husband. But he becomes a burden to 
an already overburdened family. I have been in the service twenty-eight 
years, and have been in several bad accidents, but by taking exceptionally good 
care of myself I am still on deck. Iam away from home thirty-six hours, two 
nights and one day. te a good place to sleep, for a man in this business must 
have sleep and rest, and I take my meals in a lunch basket and eat in my car, 
and the reason I do it is because two years ago the salary on our line was re- 
duced from $1,300 (in my case) to $1,000, and I soon found that I could not pros 
cure medical attendance for our sick, bury ourdead, support the living, and be 
honest with myself and my God, and spend $1 when my income was but 75 
cents, and so I commenced economy on myself, I feel that I have served my 
day and generation well, and that I deserve better treatment.” © 

One of the best postal clerks in the service resigned on February 21. He had 
been in its employ for a quarter of a century, between Washington and New 
York, and, after denying himself and his family even the commonest luxu- 
ries of life, he closed his official career as poor asthe day he entered upon it, and 
had it not been that he was blessed with a kind and provident son, upon whom 
he threw himself in his old age, he would have had no home but the poor-house 
nor no grave except in potter's field. 

These are not exceptional cases, but the service is full of them, and their needs 
1 a strong pies to your honorable body for a just and adequate compen- 
sation, 

Therefore, in summing up the reasons wey the railway postal clerks should 
receive compensation according to House bill 6159, we may say: 

Because of the difficultand responsible duties they are called upon to perform; 

Because of the dangers to life and limb to which they are subjected every time 
they go out u the road; 

Because of the extraordinary expense to which they are subjected while out 
upon their runs; 

Because of the inroads upon their salaries during sickness or when compelled 
to remain off duty; 

Because of the heavy expense they are compelled to meet in the matter of life 
and accident insurance; 

Because they have not had their compensation increased over that provided 
in 1874; 

Because they have not even been paid what the law permits them to receive 


ference of ten days, along with other questions that came u for discussion 
that of an —— allowance to H 2 i 
consideration, and the decision arrived at was in exact conformity with House 
Noe these men know what the compensation of postal clerks should be, for 
they are all old and rienced officers, and their recommendations should 
have been accepted by Mr, Wanamaker. 

FIXING SALARIES, 

ou to fix their salaries by law, and ber desire 


The postal clerks also ask 
they ought to receive, and not the 


Congress to be the judge as w 


e 


CGG n : ‘ Tita w 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1890. 


1969 


(eneral. It gives one person too much power over 6,000 employés, for he is 
thereby canned to carry out personal purposes at the of the Govern- 
ment. As the law is now, e po clerk may be promoted or he may be 
lowered in his rank at the will and caprice of the general superintendent of 
the railway mail service, as was the case recited ve where an old and 
trusted man had been suddenly and without warning reduced from the fifth 
to the third class, while his salary fell with it from $1,300 to $1,000 a year, and 
in order to make the fact more impressive we give name, J. H. Pitney, of 
the Boston and Troy line. 

The postal clerks, too, are the only class of men in the employ of the Gov- 
enrment whose compensation is not absolutely fixed by law, The letter-car- 
riers, post-office clerks, the soldiers and sailors, members of Congress, the Diplo- 
matic Corps, and from the President to the humblest scrubber of the floors of 
the Post-Office building, all have stated, fixed amounts of compensation, and 
there is no just reason why these men should be so discriminated against. 

Bat the most cogent reason of all why the Postmaster-Gieneral should be dis- 

~ d of the power to change the compensation of the men is found in the 
facident related as having occurred in 1876, when General Key reduced their 
salaries and never restored them. The wrong was committed and never re- 
dressed, Why should postal clerks be called upon to make up the deficiencies 
of the Post-Office Department when the appropriations run low? It is no fault 
of theirs that they become exhausted. That had no hand in fixing the amount 
of the appropriation of the service, and if Gencral Key had not had the power 
to reduce their salaries the men would not have been robbed of their slender 


earnings. 
House bill 6459 settles all of these questions, and we beg that it may receive 
re Tavs aes be espectfull 
ve the honor to be, yours, r ully, 
Aci! "Youn H. PATTERSON, 
WASHINGTON, March 1, 1890. 


Editor United States Mail. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole to consider the special order for to- 
day. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. PAyson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, under the special order. 


CITY POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds to call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 407) to anthorize the acquisition of certain parcels 
of real estate embraced in square numbered 380 in the city of Wash- 
ington, to provide an eligible site for a city post-office. 

‘The bill was read at Jength. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
reserve the point of order that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds has not the right to report a bill appropriating money. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Allow me to state to my friend from Ken- 
tucky—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donot want to lose the right 
to make the point of order, and supposed I could make it when that 
section came up for consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to the 
floor to debate the bill. Whether the point comes too late or not will 
be settled when the question arises. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I supposed that I would have 
the right to reserve the point before the debate began. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands nothing of the kind is 
now pending. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But I desire to have it pend- 
ing, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, Very well. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like the gentleman from Kentucky to give 
me his attention fora moment. I know him to be earnest in his in- 
tentions, and I hope he will listen to what I have to say. 

We placed in the bill an appropriation amounting to only so much 
as will pay for the land, and we did this because there is an option on 
the land, which option expires in May. Now, the Committee on Ap- 
propriations may not be able to act so as to got their report in by that 
time. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, therefore, 
thought it was proper to insert the appropriation here in order to save 
the option. There is no appropriation made for the building. But in- 
asmuch as it appeared to the committee that unless this land was pur- 
chased before the option expired we would have to pay a very much 
larger price for it, we thought it better to insert it here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, On the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, I withdraw the point of order so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is all there is to the bill. 

I have to say, Mr. Chairman, that this is the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The committee for itself 
desires no debate on this subject, and therefore I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate be limited to thirty minutes, of which time twenty 
shall be given to the opposition to the measure, if there be any, and 
ten minutes to be retained by the committee for a reply. 

Mr. CANNON. Lobject to that. I think there ought to be at least 
an hour on each side. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the gentleman will not object. I ask for 
the reading of the report. 


xXXI——124 


The report (by Mr. MILLIKEN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred bill 
H. R, 407, to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced 
in square No, 330 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city 
post-office, report as follows: 

That there is no public building in Washington for a city Mico; that the 
post-office is now kept in a building which the Government rents which is ut- 
terly unfit for the purpose for which it is used; that it is an old building, in bad 
condition, and contains but 20,000 square feet of floor space, while the present 
postmaster states that 50,000 square feet of space are needed for the convenient 
working of the force in his office; that there isno protection for the records and 
Government property in said building from destruction by fire; the place 
is unhealthy as well as inconvenient, and that the owners of it now claima 
rental from the Government of $8,000 per year. 

The committee report that the site provided in the bill accompanying this 
report is bounded on three sides by streets; that it is so shaped that a bui ding 
covering it can be lighted without using any partof the ground floor for a wel 
room or court; that the Supervising Architect of the Treas estimates that 
8 of a post-oflle building upon said lot submitted to him would afford 
78,000 square feet of floor space exclusive of the basement, and the same can be 
built complete for $800,000, giving 28,000 square feet more than the present post- 
master says is now needed, and soplanned and built that several stories could 
be added to it, if found necessary, in future; and he further states that there 
are 327 persons employed in the present city post-office. The receipts of the 
office for 1889 were $436, 255,20, but it must be remembered thatthe t bulk of 
mail matter handled in the Washington City post-office consists of official free 
matter, so that the receipts are not a correct indication of the amount of work 
done and space needed. The number of pieces of mail handled in 1889 was 34,- 


501,848. 
The site provided in the accompanying bill is at the corner of Pennsylvania , 
avenue and Ninth street, where, or near which, all the car lines in the city, with 


one exception, pass, where all the Avenue herdics pass and the people in 
going to market, and the price asked for the land is less than one-half of the 
price of the land on the north side of the Avenue and less than the price of land 
on the south side of the Avenue in the immediate neighborhood, and the price 
of the lot is less than that of any lot offered to the committee, 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be passed, with the follow- 
ing amendments, namely: 

1. Strike ont, in line 4, the word State and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“the Treasury.” 

2. Add, at the end of line 13, section 1, the following words, namely: “And 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable, commodious, and substantial building, 
including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating N elevators, and 
approaches for the use ofa United States post-office in the city of Washington, 
D. C., the cost of the same not to exceed ,000, amounting to $1,075,000 in all, 
for the site, building, approaches, vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elev ators, and approaches complete.“ 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to limit the debate 
on this bill to forty minutes, thirty to be given to the opposition and 
ten to the committee in support of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ir would suggest that that can only be 
done by unanimous consent, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON. I object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Is not the reading of the report in the nature of gen- 
eral debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is; but general debate can only be limited by 
order of the House under the rule. 

2 ves 3 Ey order of the committee, under the new rule, 
think. 
5 The Chair will cause to be read clause 5 of Rule 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it,and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment that 
may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amend- 
ment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the 
unanimous consent of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will perceive that under this rule 
general debate can only be limited by order of the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to ask a question for information, of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, before the debate is commenced. 

Is it not true that for the last twenty-five years, perhaps, that in 
overflows of the Potomac the water has gone up as far as Ninth street? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand the last overflow was the worst there 
has been, and it did not get up to this place. 

Mr. ROGERS. Did not get up to this property? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am so informed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized for a few 
minutes, and do it for the purpose, in good faith, of talking about this 
bill, and for no other purpose. I do not propose to talk a t while 
about it, but I do want to submit an observation or two. I under- 
stand this bill, it proposes to authorize the construction of a post-office 
in the city of Washington, to cost $800,000. It further proposes to au- 
thorize the purchase and condemation of a site for the post-office near 
the corner of Ninth street and Pennsylvania avenue southwest. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. On the corner. 

Mr. CANNON. On the corner of Ninth street and Pennsylvania ave- 
nue northwest, at a cost, as I suppose, of two hundred and fifty or two 
hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars; the location, as I under- 
stand from the gentleman from Maine, being what is known as the Mar- 
ble Saloon, near the old Ford theater, just on the south side of the 
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Avenue at Ninth street. Gentlemen may recollect that it is surrounded 
by streets upon three sides. The Avenue and Ninth 

Mr. DARLINGTON. And C street. 

Mr. CANNON. And C street, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


ga; 

Sue I believe that there ought to be a good and sufficient post-office 
building erected in the city of Washington, and I am ready to vote to 
authorize it. The building in which the office is now kept is not suffi- 
cient for the purpose, in my opinion, for which it is used. Gentlemen 
will recollect that the post-office was formerly situated in the Post-Office 
Department building, in those rooms now occupied by the division of 
foreign mail. The room failing there the post-office was removed to 
the Seaton Building, where it is now kept. Perhaps $800,000 is not too 
much cost for a post-office building for this great city. I do not say 
that it is too much. Youcan build a wonderfully fine post-office build- 
ing for post-office 2 alone for $800,000. I think it is entirely 
likely that half a million dollars would be sufficient to pay for this 
building, and give a magnificent building at that. 

I do not want to be illiberal touching a public building in this great 
Capital city of ours. I have got the average pride of the average Amer- 
ican citizen as to the Capital of our common country; hence I have 
cheerfully from time to time voted liberal appropriations for public 
buildings, and it is of much importance by way of gratification to me 
that I was connected to some extent in matters of appropriation look- 

towards the construction and completion of the great State, War, 
and Navy buildi 

Mr. WILL 
for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether or not, in his judgment, he thinks it advisable at all for the 
Government to purchase any land on which to build a post-office while 
Judiciary Square is still unoccupied ? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam coming to that in a minute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. All right. 

Mr. CANNON. I will get to that in a few minutes. Buta short 
time ago, if I recollect aright, in the Forty-ninth or Fiftieth Congress— 
I believe it was considered in both Congresses—I helped by my vote to 
authorize the construction of the great Library building just east of 
the Capitol here, which is now in process of construction, the like of 
which, when completed, I apenas can not be found in a library 
building anywhere upon the face of this earth. I take due pride also 
in this great Capitol building of ours, the like of which I am told does 
not exist anywhere else in the world, and with the rapid increase of 
population all of us can see that in a short time it has to be added to by 
the construction of additional stories upon the center and the building 
ofa t east and west wing. 

With our present population of 65,000,000, increasing as it has, and 
which bids fair before any great length of time to be two hundred, or 
two hundred and fifty, or three hundred millions, I do not believe in 
pursuing a niggardly policy towards this Capital city or of pursuing 
anything like short-sighted and mistaken notions of economy. I be- 
lieve in economy, true economy, which consists in liberal appropria- 
tions for public buildings here or elsewhere which are proper for the 
use for which they are constructed, and I would go further in this Cap- 
ital city and do something for ornament and for looks as well as for 
use, - 

Having said that much by way of introduction, I want to say that 
the provisions of this bill do not meet my approval. The first reason 
is that I do not believe the location provided for in this bill is a proper 
one. It is proposed, at a cost of $250,000, to get the location at the cor- 
ner of the Avenue and Ninth and C streets, on the south side of the Ave- 
nue, at the point before indicated. I do not believe that is a proper 
location for the city fice. Twicesince I have been coming to this 
Capitol that side has been under water. I have seen navigation all 
Konk Pennsylvania avenue in canoes and in skiffs, but not in steam- 
ts. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. In flat-boats. 

Mr. CANNON. In flat-boats, but not in steam-boats; and if they 
had used such boats as are used on the Arkansas River, which they say 
ean navigate on a heavy dew, you could have had them coming down 
the center of Pennsylvania avenue in those freshets. Now, have we 
not high ground where we can place this city post-office, where we can 
obtain title at a reasonable price, and where the people could be accom- 
modated? I think we have. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] a moment ago asked me 
why noterect this city post-office on Judiciary Square. LIreply, I know 
of no reason in the world why it should not be erected there, and I will 
at the proper time, if nobody else does, offer this amendment by way 
of substitute for the gentleman’s bill: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

That the — ny vad the Treasury be, and is hereby, empowered and in- 
structed to cause to be erected on Judiciary Square, between Fourth and Fifth 
streets, in the city of Washington, a substantial building, including fire-proot 
and ventilating Dag Mat ote elevators, and approaches, for the 


lts, 
use of the United States fi ty of Washington, D. C., the cost of 
the same — i 5 


, of Obio, Will the gentleman from Illinois yield 


I think it likely that that ought to be amended so as to make the 
cost not to exceed $500,000, but I take substantially the language re- 
ported in this bill for the authorization of the construction of 
office building, and I fix the cost at $800,000, just as the committee 
does. Now, what will be the result if this substitute is adopted? The 
result will bea saving of $275,000 to the Treasury of the United States, 
because that is the amount which this proposed site down here, which 
overflows every little while, will cost if you purchase it. How much 
it will cost to properly protect the building from water and pump it 
out from month to month and from year to year I donot know. 

But somebody may object to putting a post-office o Judiciary Square. 
I think that is the best location for it. True, there are not so many 
street railroads running by it as run by the other location, but you 
must recollect that the post-office service being performed for the most 
part by carriers, the great majority of the people are just as well served 
with the post-office located at one point as at another, and the location 
on Judiciary Square is quite convenient to all the people of Washing- 
ton and of the District. There are already two public buildings upon 
it, the Pension Office 

Mr. DUNNELL. It never ought to have been there. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says the Pension Office never ought 
to have been there. Idonotagree with him. I think thatis the best 
possible location we could have found. Then there is the court-house 
on the south end of the square. My own impression is that the post- 
office should be erected between the two. There is plenty of room for 
it. Gentlemen may say they want to preserve that square for a park. 
T see no necessity for that. Already we have these two great public 
buildings upon that square, and if there is any place in this country 
that is well off for parks inside of the city it is Washington. By the 
very plan of the city the streets crossing the great avenues at certain 
angles, at every intersection of a street and an avenue, you have one if 
not two parks. Then you have eireles“ and squares“ all over the 
city, and, F repeat, there is no place in the country and I doubt whether 
there is any place in the world that is one-half as well supplied with 
parks inside of the city proper as this city of Washington. In addi- 
tion to that we have a bill here authorizing the establishment 
of a zoological garden. The title to the land has been obtained just 
outside of the city, and we are to make appropriations for that. In 
addition to that, there is to come in here later for our consideration a 
public park taking Rock Creek valley beyond the zoological garden up 
to the boundary of the District, to be utilized for a public park. If 
this city with its suburbs were located out in Illinois, I should inquire 
what the people were going to do for farms, there are so many parks, 
so many breathing places. That is all right; I am willing that we 
should have them; but I want to utilize this one square, which al- 
ready has two public buildings upon it, and save this $275,000. I 
want to put this post-office upon that square, where the people will be 
well accommodated, and where there will be no danger of an overflow 
from the river. I believe it is good policy, and therefore at the proper 
time I shall offer the amendment I have read. 

Mr. Chairman, if nobody desires a portion of my time to speak to 
the merits of this bill, I will yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unless further debate is desired the bill will be 
read by sections for amendment, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, of course we all understand that 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is posing as the ‘‘father of 
the House,” and taking care of the Treasury, and all that [laughter], 
and we want to help him so far as we can. But I want to state in the 
first place that what he says about the danger of overflow upon the 
site selected by the committee is entirely erroneous. There was no 
water in the safe-deposit building at the time of the last overflow, and 
they are now sinking the bottom of the Potomac River 16 feet, which, 
of course, has virtually the effect of raising the land. 

I wish to say further that I do not believe that the people of this 
country, whopay the taxes, who furnish the means of running this Gov- 
ernment, want to shut up the public parks, the breathing places, in 
this city for the sake of saving $275,000; especially, in view of the fact 
that in perhaps fifty years from now weshall have here a city of a mill- 
ion people. Ido not believe that there is any place in this country 
where a public building for a post-office is so badly needed as it is here 
in the Capital of this great nation, and when we are appropriating very 
mugh larger amounts of money for towns like Minneapolis and St. Paul 
and Kansas City than it is proposed to appropriate here, I do not think 
any one will claim that $1,075,000 for a post-office building in a city 
where there are between eighty and ninety million pieces of mail han- 
dled per year is an inordinate appropriation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 5 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Have you examined the question as to whether 
it is possible to sewer properly a building erected at the point desig- 
nated in your bill? 2 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In answer to my friend I will say that the Trust 
or Safe Deposit building—I think that is its name—a fire-proof build- 
ing which stands next to this site, had, as I am informed, during the 
last flood, as dry a cellar as there was in the city of Washington, and I 
understand that it is entirely feasible to thoroughly sewer a building at 
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that point.. The new building that has been erected next to the Safe 
Deposit building is, I am told, in the same condition. I will say 
further to my friend that this question of a post-office building for 
this city has been before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
during the whole period of seven years that I have been in Congress. 
All kinds of propositions have been presented; everybody that had a 
lot of land to sell has been before the committee—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman must not understand me as 
intending to oppose the bill. Iam in favor of it, provided the objec- 
tion I have suggested is removed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That matter has been thoroughly examined, and 
after a full examination of all the places brought to our attention and 
all the propositions submitted to us—and my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Dimpie], who has been on this committee with me for six 
years prior to the present Congress, has joined with me in going through 
the whole question conscientiously and as industriously—this location 
seems to mè the proper one. It is the center of travel, a place that almost 
all the car lines Every car line except one goes by it or close to 
it. It is near to the market, where so many persons go, and it is alto- 
gether the cheapest land that wecan get, unless we go outside the business 
portion of the city. 

The proposition to take a part of Judiciary Square for this purpose 
has been made time and time again; it is “an old chestnut.” Ihave 
found very few people, except my friend from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON], 
who are willing to shut up these “breathing places“ in the city of 
Washington in order to save a few dollars which would otherwise be 
spent in the purchase of land. Ido not know why the Capital of this 
great nation should not have a good site for a post-office in a feasible 


lace. 
£ Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. In response to the inquiry propounded by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE], the gentleman from Maine, as I 
understood him, answered that the question of the feasibility of pro 
erly sewering a building constructed on that site, such a one as should 
be constructed for post-office purposes in this city, had been examined. 
Now, without pressing the gentleman further than he desires, I would 
like to ask by whom tbat question has been examined; and I will state 
my reason for this inquiry. I do not wish to delay this measure or to 
annoy the gentleman from Maine; Lagree with him that this city should 
have a good post-office; but I want this post-office in the right pee; 
and one requisite in this respect is that weshould get a dry foundation 
forthe building to be erected. Believing with the gentleman from Ohio 
that it is impracticable to erect on this location a building with proper 
r accommodations and to sewer the place, I want to know from 

by whom the inquiry referred to has been made—whether or not 
the report upon which he is acting is one on which this House would 
be willing to act in this case? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, In reply to my friend from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], 
who I know always asks an honest question and an earnest one, I 
will say that our information on that subject is embraced in what we 
have learned in regard to the building next to this proposed location, 
a building occupied by a trust company or a bank—a fire-proof build- 
ing, costing, I understand, $125,000. Iam informed that they have 
had a dry, clean, healthy cellar ever since that building was erected. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The building to which the gentleman refers is oceu- 
pied by a safe-deposit company. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Yes, I refer to the Safe Deposit bnilding which 
immediately adjoins the location we have in view. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first section of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., Thatin order to provide an eligible site for a city post-office 
the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, empowered and instructed to ac- 
quire, as hereinafter provided, the following-described real estate, embraced in 
square numbered 330 of the said city, bounded by Pennsylvania avenue on the 
north, C streeton the south, Ninth street on the east, and the building of the 
Washington Safe Deposit Company on the west, at a cost all told, not exceeding 


„000; and for such purpose t sum is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the committee will 


be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 1 the following: 
“And cause to be erected thereon a suitable, commodious, and substantial 
palicing: including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, eleva- 
approaches, for the use of a United States t ones in the cify of Wash- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DIBBLE. There is another amendment of the committee; itis 
in the fourth line of the section. . 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 4, strike out the word State“ and insert the words “the Treasury.“ 


The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. CANNON, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. DUNNELL, Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amendment just 
read will not be adopted. In my judgment, Judiciary Square should 
never have been invaded by the erection there of the Pension building. 
If gentlemen will call to mind the condition of that sqnare as it now 
exists they will see very clearly that no proper building for a post- 
office can find a place between the present City Hall or court-house and 
the Pension Office. A building can not well be located there. It would 
completely destroy the park. There now remains enough land be- 
tween the present buildings to constitute a very respectable park. 

More than that, Judiciary Square would be an inconvenient loca- 
tion for the post-office. Travel is not toward that part of the city. 
The great mass of the people travel on Pennsylvania avenue. No 
place in the city would be so accessible, so easily reached, as the point 
proposed by the committee, 

I understand, Mr, Chairman, that the improvements which have 
been going on upon the Flats and other improvements in this city look 
to a complete avoidance of anything like a flood such as has occurred 
here once or twice, to my knowledge, within the last twenty years. 

The idea that the Government can not put up at the place indicated 
in the bill a building whose cellar shall be dry and safe from the ap- 
proaches of water is simply ridiculous. The Government can put up 
a building against which the water can not come and into which a drop 
of water can not possibly come by any approach now existing. 

The travel from the western part of the city all stops really at Seventh 
street. Hardly anybody passes Seventh street towards Judiciary Square. 
Carriers do not supply all the people. You go about the old post-office 
as Toy exists and you will find there every hour of the day a tide of 
people. 

The present office is well located enough, but any place on Penngyl- 
yania avenue is preferable to Judiciary Square. That is out of the 
way; it is off the line of travel; it is, and would be, inconvenient to 
the people. You have to climb up a hill to reach it in many direc- 
tions. Iam unwilling, Mr. Speaker, to yield to this amendment, for 
fear very largely that it will affect the object of this bill. If there be 
a city in the world which needs a post-office, and needs it now, itis 
the city of Washington. Go through that present building and you 
will see it is unfit for any human being to stay there during the day- 
time and unsafe during the night-time. : 

It is a disgrace to the American people. I listen with impatience to 
anybody who interferes with or prevents the passage of this bill for fear 
we will lose the appropriation for this building. It is absolutely adis- 
grace asitisto-day. Here the Government transacts an immense post- 
office business. An immense volume of mail goes through the Wash- 
ington post-office, and it is now the most inconvenient building that 
possibly can be found. I dislike the Judiciary Square location; it is 
out of the way; it is inconvenient. 

The idea we can not put a safe and dry building on Pennsylvania av- 
enue is ay ridiculous. We have hotels all along the line. Build- 
ings are now being put upon a higher grade, 

I am not more interested than any other man in this House. I 
know that some men who are anxious for a new post-office are opposed 
to the present location, but every time we have attempted to furnish a 
new post-office building for Washington somebody has thrust in the 
question of location, and the location of the building has been for fhese 
twelve, fourteen, or sixteen years preventing the erection of a public 
post-office. I feel we need it. It is to the honor of the country. We 
have had strangers here for the last year. It is with shame we have 
pointed out to them our city post-office. There is not a Congressional 
district in this country so barely provided as this great city of Wash- 
ington, the Capital of the nation. 

Now, if this site is not the proper one, let a commission be appointed 
with power to select, as we give it to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and let that commission determine thé site, and let not this House ad- 
journ until we have voted a post-office for this city of Washington, the 
Capital of the Republic. 

Mr, ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not suppose there is a memberof 
this body who differs with this committee on the question of the needs 


of business in the city of Washington; but when we come to the ques- 


tion of building a city post-office it is important, becanse it is to be for 
one hundred years to come, that we should make a proper location. 

Every one knows that the extension of this city south is limited by the 
river, and the growth of Washington hereafter must be to the north, 
to the east, and the West; that the southern portion of the city has al- 
ready as large a population as it will probably ever have, and that 
largely that portion of the city now occupied as residences there will 
eventually be changed. 

Another fact to which I desire to call attention iswell known. Busi- 
ness is gradually going north of Pennsylvania avenue. Other streets 
are growing into great: business streets, and if we locate this building 
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on the Avenne, as here it means twenty-five years from now 
that it is on the outer of the population of the city. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another consideration which should have 
weight in this matter, and that is the consideration of health. Noone 
who has been long in Washington City can fail td know that as soon as 
you go to the foot of the hill and reach that part of the city that borders 
on the Potomac you get into an unhealthy section, and that as soon as 
you commence rising and get up to the higher lands where the air cir- 
culates, you get into a healthy section of the city. I think we ought 
to give weight to that consideration, and therefore should go northward 
for the location of this building, go on the higher grounds and locate 
the building where the employés would be in a healthy atmosphere. 
I see no reason why we should not go up where Judiciary Square is, on 
the high ground, and select a place that will necessarily be very near 
the center of population in the city of Washington in its future growth, 
It will disfigure, it will partially destroy the park 

Mr. DUNNELL. Wholly destroy it. 

Mr. ROWELL. But it will be an excellent location, and for one I 
shall vote for the amendment, although I shall vote for a public post- 
office to be erected here, even though it be located where the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds have decided. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds in the last Congress, the Fiftieth, had under consid- 
eration the question of the erection of a post- office building in this city, 
and after a full consideration of the subject reported in favor of the 
location on square 489. I shall certainly oppose the location of this 
building on what may now be termed Judiciary Square, because I do 
not believe any of the public parks ought to be used further for public 
buildings. They ought to be retained for the use of the people of the 
city. But I shall also oppose the location of the building on the site 
proposed down along Pennsylvania avenue; and it needs no argument 
to persuade any one who knows about Washington City that the ground 
site selected here is wholly unfit for a large public building. The 
square which was proposed by the committee in the last Congress and 
which was embodied in the bill 10406, is, as I have said, square 489, 
the square facing Judiciary Square and occupied in part by the police 
department. It is upon high ground, well situated, almost in the cen- 
ter of the city and within a hundred yards or so of the location of the 
present office. 

This site is fit in every respect for the location of a public building 
of the size required and is not less than 20 feet higher than the place 
proposed by this committee. This square is occupied in part by the 
old Howard University, and, as I have said, by the police department, 
and I can see no good reason for not accepting it as thelocation. And 
not only that, Mr. Chairman, but the square to which I have called 
attention, which faces Judiciary Square, can be bought for only about 
half the money which this square on Pennsylvania avenue will cost. 

I see that this committee has cut off, as it were, a large partof the 
property proposed originally to be purchased on Pennsylvania avenue, 
and now bound their building by the Safe Deposit building. The or- 
iginal proposition was to buy the entire square at something like $600, - 
000 I believe. But thesquare west of Judiciary Square can be bought 
for one-half that price. If you limit the amount of property pur- 
chased by the foot, as they are limiting the proposed location on Penn- 
Sylvania avenue, the property can be purchased at not exceeding half 
the price proposed to be paid. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman from whom have you 
received a proposition to sell that property for half the price proposed 
in this bill? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have received it from no one, but the gentle- 
man was on the same committee with me during the last Congress, and 
knows well the information which came to that committee, and which 
proved that this could be bought for one-half the sum that you could 
get a site on Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for a word farther? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman does know well, and knows that 
the statement which the gentleman makes is not true. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Oh, well, the gentleman from Maine is wholly 


i en. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not at all; the records in the committee-room 
will show the fact. The gentleman himself is mistaken. 

Mr. KENNEDY. That matter was fully discussed before the com- 


- mittee in the last Congress—— 


r. Certainly; and for that reason you ought to know 
better than to make that statement. 

Mr. KENNEDY. And the committee decided in favor of this square 
in the light of the testimony before it.. There is no question about 
that. The gentleman from Maine did desire the square on Pennsyl- 
vania avenue even last year; and I presume that I was crowded off the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds because I disputed the 
wisdom of the location. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Crowded off by whom? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I think that is a most unfair statement to the 
Speaker of this House. 

Mr. KENNEDY. No, sir; not at all, 


I am simply saying that I believe the proper place to put this build- 
ing is on high ground, where it can be made dry from the very begin- 
ning; on ground where it will be healthy from the very first day of its 
opening until the last day it is occupied, and not require the draining 
system the gentleman proposes, as chai of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. These are the reasons why I favor this lo- 
cation and why I oppose the location on Pennsylvania avenue; and at 
the proper time, Mr. Chairman, if permitted to do so, I will move te 
insert square 489 as the square to be purchased instead of that proposed 
by the bill now before the committee. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

ce CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I concur fully in the views expressed 
by the gentleman from Ohio who has just preceded me. I am not pre- 


pared to say that the square to which he alludes can be bought for half 


the price of that which is recommended by the committee, but upon 
my personal judgment, Mr. Chairman, I am prepared to say that we 
had better buy it for the purpose of building upon it such a building 
as we ought to erect at twice the price asked for the Pennsylvania 
avenue square than appropriate and expend on the Pennsylvania avenue 
site the amount of money necessary to build a proper building there. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with all due deference to the opinion of my 
friend from Maine—and no one will go further than I in giving him 
credit for expressing just what he believes on any subject about which 
he talks -I can not concur in his conclusion that a building erected on 
that site can be properly constructed for the purposes and uses for which 
it this designed. Idonotcare, Mr. Chairman, whether vou go on Judi- 
ciary Square or not. I am not averse to that proposition, though I 
have never favored it heretofore; but think that location far preferable 
to ee proposed in this bill or any other that is not on higher 
ground. 

I have always favored the proposition to build a decent post-office for 
this city, a thing it has never had since I have been here. Iconcur with 
the gentleman from Maine in the expression of the opinion which he 
has uttered, that in proportion to the importance and volume of the 
postal work done in this city there is not a village in this country 
where, perhaps, the Government has more inadequately provided for 
the work to be done than it has in this city, This city demands a good 
post-office building, and it is because I want to see a good building 
erected that I now lift my voice in favor of the proposition of building 
one where it should be built and where, when built, it will continue 
so long as it endures to be a credit to the city and of value to the Gov- 
ernment. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the putting of this building upon 
Judiciary Square would so mar and destroy its appearance and its value 
for park purposes as apprehended by my friend from Minnesota [Mr. 
DuNNELL]. But, Mr. Chairman, let me say that if you are disposed 
to oppose a proposition and an appropriation for building on that ground 
because, forsooth, the city needs it for park purposes, I would say let 
us buy the ground on Pennsylvania avenue and dedicate that to park 
uses and appropriate the ground on Judiciary Square that is necessary 
for the site of this building. Iam in favor of a good building for this 
city, and I am in favor of this Congress making an appropriation for it, 
as itis needed now, and, Mr. Chairman, because I feel this interest I 
again repeat that I feel constrained to protest against the location of 
this site, and I speak not in favor of any particular site, but only insist 
upon securing a suitable one. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad to see this bill re- 
ported as it is. There is no doubt that we need—actually need—not 
only this building, but other buildings for the use of the Government 
here in Washington. No one familiarat all with the wants of the Gov- 
ernment can deny that proposition. Gentlemenon the committee can 
state better than I can the question as to the figures; but the Govern- 
ment is now paying tens of thousands of dollars annually for rent of 
buildings used in this city for its purposes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The Government is paying $125,000 a year in this 
town for the use of buildings; and I have the figures here from the 
Treasury by which that fact is established. 

Mr. HERBERT. The Government is paying $125,000a year for rent 
for buildings occupied by the Government. Thesum paid has been 
gradually increasing from year to year for the last ten years for the rea- 
son that this Congress always seems more anxious to erect public build- 
ings in the districts of members, where for the most part they are not 
needed or where they are not needed more than here, and neglect this 
District, that has no representative on this floor. It is poor economy 
when money is not worth to this Government more than 2} per cent. 
to be paying out $125,000 a year for rent upon property, at the rate, in 
many cases, of from 10 to 15 and sometimes even 18 per cent. on its 
value, 

The bill is always defeated because there are those who favor this or 
that particular site. And it matters not what site is chosen by the 
committee, there is always a lobby outside that come in here and de- 

feat the bill, whatever it happens to be, that is re by the com- 
mittee, because, forsooth, the site that lobby desires has not been chosen, 
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Can there y be abettersite than this? There is nothing what- 
ever in the objection that the foundations there are not good. Why, 
about this overflow, I have been in the city for over ten years, through- 
out the winter, and there have been two floods; yet neither one of those 
floods has raised the water a foot deep anywhere on Pennsylvania avenue. 

The simplest thing in the world to dois to raise the steps to the build- 
ing one or two feet high, and that would preclude any possible chance 
of the water getting into the building. So far as its being an unhealthy 
site, I do not think I need take any time to answer such an argument. 
The objection I have to this bill is that that particular site or some 
other on Pennsylvania avenue (a great Avenue, of which the people of 
this country ought to be proud) ought to be selected for the erection of 
a building e enough to accommodate all the wants of the Govern- 
ment. I think a judicious thing would be to condemn the whole of 
that square and erect upon it a building large enough for the post-office 
and the Post-Office Department, to move the Post-Office Department 
and e both to this building, and then we would have the present 
building now occupied by that Department for the use of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, the Geological Survey, and the various other bu- 
reaus that are now occupying rented property. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to take any part in 
this discussion, but having served on the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds for four years and investigated this matter, I concur 
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ], and am in favor of the 
erection of this post-office building on Judiciary Square. Like other 
gentlemen who have spoken of taking public parks for governmental 
purposes, [agree that if this was an original proposition to take a public 
park for a paoe building I should object to it; but the old judiciary 
building, the court-house which stands now on Judiciary Square, is as 
much a disgrace to the city as the present post-office is; and if the 
money proposed to be expended for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of this building was employed in erecting a building for the post- 
office on Judiciary Square and improving the judiciary building there, 
it would ornament the city and would not take one foot of ground from 
any public park. A post-office building necessarily has to stand out 
flush with the street, and there is room enough in front of the court- 
house building to erect a city post-office; and, I repeat, if this money 
which this bill proposes to expend was expended in that manner we 
would have a building commensurate with the wants of this city and 
an ornament to Judiciary Square and to the city at large. 

I think if the gentieman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] had been 
here last spring he would have found that he could have rowed a boat 
down Pennsylvania avenue right past the point where this public build- 
ing is proposed to be erected. We all know thata public building like 
this necessarily must have a cellar, and we can judge of what would 
he the condition of that cellar in time of flood. On the other hand, 
the ground which I favor is high. A post-office building erected there 
will give the employés of the post-office excellent light and air and 
will give the building a good, dry cellar at all times. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we do not wish to trench on a public park, 
if we desire to put the building on a street that is likely to be in the 
center of business, I have to say this: This is my fifth year in this 
city, and J have seen the business grow up on F street and upon other 
streets so that now there is more business on Seventh street north of the 
Avenue than there is upon Pennsylvania avenue itself. The fact is, 
the business of this city is going away from Pennsylvania avenue. 
Gentlemen talk about having to climb a hill in order to get to Judiciary 
Square, but they should remember that the people who go down from 
the hill will have to climb back again to the places where they do busi- 
ness, I do not think it is worth while, sir, to discuss this question at 
any length, because I think everybody sees it just as I do, and will 
vote, as I will, for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, as one of those who formerly advo- 
cated the erection of a post-office building on Judiciary Square and 
ep the former sites proposed for the building of a post-office for 

city, I congratulate the people of Washington and the Committee 
on Public Buildi and Grounds upon what I considera very wise 
solution of the difficulty. It is quite evident that the square will not 
be surrendered, and it is therefore bought site or no ffice. I can 
not think of any better site for the Washington city post-office than 
the one now proposed by the committee. It is a central location, in a 
city which is amply supplied with branch offices, The only objection 
made to it, so far as I have heard, is that floods sometimes occur from 
the Potomac River and reach up to Pennsylvania avenue. Those floods 
are of very rare occurrence. Ido not remember when Pennsylvania 
avenue was flooded prior to the time last spring when the river rose 
very high after unusual rains, but that is not a valid objection to this 
site, because it is something that may not occur again for twenty-five 
years, in fact it may never occur again. As it was, the flood lasted only 
a day or two and did not create any great public inconvenience, and 
that is not a sufficient objection toa site which is central, where a public 
building will beautify the principal avenue of this magnificent city, and 
will put the public buildings in line, beginning with the State, War, 
and Navy Department, and extending up to this great Capitol. 


This site is offered at a reasonable price. Formerly sites were of- 
fered and discussed whilst the public prints were whispering that this 
syndicate and that syndicate had secured the land in advance. Only 
a few weeks ago I read in one of the newspapers that a very rich syn- 
dicate had bought the site adjoining the Post-Office Department, and 
that they were absolutely certain that Congress would purchase it for 
a city post-office. Now, Mr. Chairman, I, forone, would never vote for 
the purchase of any site which any syndicate, with the concurrence of 
any Department or of any member of this House, had secured, and 
the purchase of which at an advanced price over what they paid for it 
they intended to log-roll through this body. So far as I have looked 
into the matter this is a clean, honest transaction, and I think the site 
is very happily chosen. 

Of course, as to the advisability and necessity of erecting a post-office 
building here, there can be no question, The present building is en- 
tirely unfit for such a use. It is in a rented building, which is in a 
most wretched condition. T suppose that, taking into account the 
amount of mail-matter which passes through the post-office, and theim- 
portance of this Capital city as a postal center, we have the poorest post- 
ofice building in the United States, and I believe that the people of 
this great city and the people of the United States who have such inti- 
mate mail relationship with this city demand and ought to have a pub- 
lie building suitable and adequate tor that purpose. 

This proposed building at Ninth street and Pennsylvania avenue, 
even if you should make a public park on the south side of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, would be an ornament to, instead of a detraction from, 
that park. As I said before, I have not heard any objection to this site 
except its liability to be flooded, and I sincerely trast that the bill will 
pass and that the building will be erected just as soon as practicable. 
Whenever the people of this city demand what is reasonable and fair 
and is free from the taint of speculation and jobbery no man will be 
readier than I to help them. Give this beautiful and important citya 
fit and proper post-office building. 

Mr. LAWLER. If this proposed building were located right on the 
bank of the river, it would still be a godsend to the employés of the 
city post-office, who are now obliged to occupy a building which is un- 
fit for human beings to work in. In connection with this matter I 
want to say that for some time I have watched the action of what I 
consider to bea ring!“ here in Washington. I will talk plainly. 

Unless they can get the location of new public buildings in this city 
just where they want them, they undertake by what influence they 
can command to stop legislation here. I repeat that the present post- 
office building, the police headquarters, and the building known as 
the Government Printing Office area disgrace to Washington; they are 
structures not fit for humanity to inhabit. 

Now, what are the facts in regard to the postal service in this city? 
There are ten substations here to-day. There is now no occasion, as 
there was in former years, for people from all parts of the city to go to 
one post-office; for, besides having letter-carriers who make deliveries 
and collections four, five, and six timesa day, there are, as I have said, 
these ten substations. For instance, right over here at the corner of 
Fourth and: East Capitol streets there is a subpost-oflice which is a credit 
to this city—a place that serves all the business purposes of persons re- 
siding in that portion of the city. Up in the northwestern portion of 
Washington we can erect a substation of the same kind; and the needs 
of the city may bring about its erection there in a short time. 

I must again repeat that the delay of Congress in taking some action 
which may relieve persons who are now huddled together in the pres- 
ent city post-office is criminal. I think that the site now recommended 
by the committee after a great deal of consideration ought to be adopted. 
In regard to the danger of overflow at that place and the feasibility of 
sewering, the engineers who have presented their report have carefully 
looked into the matter and they believe this to be a fit location. 

I again appeal, in behalf of humanity, for prompt action upon this 
question. Congressmen, if they are not informed in regard to the un- 
fit condition of the buildings to which I have referred, should take the 
trouble to visit them that they may act intelligently here. There isa 
crying need that there should be in this city a new post-office building, 
a new police headquarters, and a new Government Printing Office. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. CAN- 
NON, it was rejected, there being—ayes 38, noes 85. 

Mr. KENNEDY. IU offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insection 1 strike out the words beginning with! three,“ in line7, and endi 
with west,“ in line 10, and insert 489;" soasto read: the following-descri 
real estate embraced in square numbered 489." 

Mr. KENNEDY. Square numbered 489 is one of the squares di- 
rectly west of Judiciary Square, the one embracing the present police 
headquarters and the old Howard University. Of course this square 
includes a great deal more ground than thé location proposed to be 
purchased by the bill of the committee, Butif this entire square is 
not needed, then as much as may be required can be purchased. My 
idea, however, is that the Government should buy the entire square. 
It is now used for residence purposes mainly, so that it is much cheaper 
than property along Pennsylvania avenue. 

But, as my friend from Missouri said awhile ago, even if this square 
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should cost more money than the one proposed on the Avenue, it isa 
better location for a post-office. It is in the midst of the city, and is 
high and dry, being not less than 20 feet higher than the ground which 
the report of the committee proposes to purchase. It is a healthful 
location, and there will be no occasion there for ‘*‘ docto: the 
foundations of the proposed building for the purpose of keeping out 
the floods of the Potomac. 

Mr. KILGORE. Can the gentleman give us any information as to 
what the cost of the square named in his amendment would be? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I can only say this: The committee last year re- 
ported in favor of this location, and according to the estimate then made 
the cost of purchasing the entire square would be $430,000. This, I 
say, is the price which was contemplated for theentire square, If the 

proposed in this bill of the committee embraced an entire 
square it would cost much more than the sum I have just named, If 
the bill as reported be adopted I anticipate that it will be succeeded 
by a proposition to purchase that entire square, I believe that square 
489 is a far cheaper, better, and healthier location; in every respect it 
is superior to the one proposed by the committee. If this amendment 
be agree to we shall simply adopt the report of the committee of the 

Congress. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, this proposition to buy square 489 
was before the committee of the last Congress. This square, as my 
friend from Ohio has said, isa large one, embracing more land than is 
proposed to be purchased by the bill of the committee. In the last 
Congress it was contemplated that the cost of this square 489 would 
be $420,000. But gentlemen must remember that if this square be 
purchased you can not occupy all the ground; you can only build on 
the outer portion of the square, if you propose to have proper light in 
your building. But as to the proposed site on Pennsylvania avenue, 
ra ne Poa of the ground can be utilized, and yet ample light be ob- 
tain 

I have not taken the pains to make a calculation of the comparative 
cost of these two locations foot by foot, but my impression is that, 
taking into consideration the amount of ground which can be made 
available for building purposes, the location on Pennsylvania avenue 
will be as cheap as square 489. 

Another thing is to be said: There is only one car line whose cars pass 
by square 489—the F street line. As to the location on the Avenue, 
every car line but one in this city goes by it or close to it; the herdics 
pass it; everybody who goes to market goes there. 

It is the center of travel in this city, if there is any part of it that is 
central; and the very proposition the gentleman makes in his amend- 
ment was voted down by the House of Representatives in the last Con- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this committee has no preference about the place 
of building this post-office. In the seyen years that I haye been in Con- 
gress all these propositions have been made by land-owners in this city, 
and many of them have been before the committee; and I can tell the 
House truly that we have gone at this matter conscientiously and in- 
dustriously. We have to decide on some place. The reason why we 
have not built a post-office in this great Capital, which needed it more 
than any other place in the United States and which is now suffering 
for it, is because of the difference of opinion as to where it should be lo- 
cated. The committee has consid this question industriously and 
carefully, and decided as best it could. Of course we did not hope 
to select a place which would be the choice of everybody in the world. 
3 The W . The gentleman’s time has expired. [Cries of 

t Vote V 

The question recurred on Mr. KENNEDY’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 90. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out, beginning in line 4 down to 
and including the word “appropriated ” in line 13, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in section 1, beginning at line 4, all down to and including the 
word “appropriated,” in line 13, and insert: 

“The yof State, Secretary of the Treasury, and the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral are hereby constituted a commission with authority to select and acquire 
title as hereinafter provided, to a convenient and suitable site for a city post- 
office in the city of Washington, at a cost, all told, not exceeding $500,000; and 
for such pu that sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
approp: out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” 

Mr. CONGER. Lam not going to discuss the necessity of a post- 
office in this city. I do not suppose there is a gentleman on the floor 
of this House who does not appreciate the necessity of sucha building. 
Iam in favor of building such a post-office and building a good one, 
but when built it should be in a convenient part of the city. Weare 
here to legislate for a city of more than 200,000 inhabitants who have 
not a word to say for themselves, and in locating this post-office build- 
ing we should locate it somewhere where it would be convenient, at 
least, not only to the small minority, but to the large majority. 

As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] has already said, the 
business is leaving Pennsylvania avenue and going north. The popu- 
lation of the city is going north. We ought to locate a place not only 
for to-day, but for the future. 


While several gentlemen on this floor have said it would be perfectly 
safe there to erect a building on the Avenue, in order to against 
water running in, etc., we could put up a building on the Flats and 
make it perfectly safe. But that is not the question We ought to 
locate this building where it will accommodate the people of the city. 
You can not do so by locating it at any one of the extremes of the popu- 
lation. For that reason I have offered my amendment. I have no place 
in view and my only object is it should he located at some place north 
of Pennsylvania avenue, If any place had been selected by the com- 
mittee north of Pennsylvania avenue, I should have voted heartily for 
it. Gentlemen competent to do so can locate the building where it 
will serve all the purposes in this city for which a post-office building 
should be erected. * 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman by the appointment of this com- 
mission provides only for thrashing over the old straw. All these things 
have already been considered, and well considered, by the committee. 
Let us have a vote. , 

The question recurred on Mr. CONGER’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on this 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that can not be done now. 

Mr, DIBBLE. I desire, if the Chair will permit it, to have the rule 
read in relation to that motion, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon. The bill is before the 
committee for amendment and debate under the five-minute rule, and 
the motion of the gentleman is inorder. Will the gentleman be kind 
enough to submit his motion again. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My motion is to close debate on this section of 
the bill, the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in order. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 104, 
noes 10. . 

So the motion to close debate on the section was agreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
Chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the passage of a resolution to print the annual report of the 
Academy of Sciences for the year 1888, and also bills of the following 
titles; in which concurrence was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 608) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
ofa 1 7 5 building thereon at La Fayette City, Ind.; 

A bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins; é 

A bill (S. 1368) granting a pension to Mary H. Caslèr; 

A bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Emily F. Warren; 

A bill (8, 1813) granting an increase of pension to Florida G. Casey; 


and 

A bill (S. 2994) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Ar- 
kansas River, in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, may I call attention to the fact that the 
last bill is the one to which I alluded this morning ? 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

PROPOSED CITY POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment in 
thenature of a substitute for the bill, but I suppose it is proper that 
the bill should be first read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the gentleman 
withhold the substitute until after the Clerk concludes the reading of 
the remaining sections of the bill. 

The remainder of the bill was read at length. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill having been read through, 


I move what I send to the desk as a substitute for the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury, the Postmaster-General, 
and the Secret of the Interior shall select an eligible location in Washing- 
ton, D. O., for a site for a city post-office building, and they are authorized by 
purchase or condemnation to secure the title to the United States to such site at 
a cost of not exceeding $275,000; and for such purpose that sum is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be erected thereon a suitable, com- 
modious, and substantial building, ineluding fire-proof vaults, heating and venti- 
lating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use of a United States post- 
office in the city of Washington, D. C., the cost of the same not to exceed $800,000, 


Mr. CANNON, That, Mr. Chairman, I desire to move as a substi- 
tute to the bill which has been read. That appropriates the same 
amount of money that the bill does, namely, $275,000 to provide for a 
site, and in substance it accomplishes towards the building of this post- 
office all that the bill reported from the Committee on Public Buildin 
and Grounds does with one single exception, namely, the selection of a 
site. And that there may be no delay it authorizes the Postmaster- 
General, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to select and secure title to the site, and appropriates the money for 
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it, and then authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site has 
been so selected and paid for, to construct a post-office building thereon 
not to exceed the sum of $800,000 in cost, as proposed by this bill of the 
committee. 
If this amendment be adopted you do not have to wait for the assem- 
b of another Congress after the commission has acted. It is just as 
y in its results as the bill of the committee, and I hope the gen- 
tleman from Maine, the chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, will accept the substitute for his bill, and I pause 
just here now to ask if he will. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I will answerthegentleman when he gets through. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Maine says that he will answer 
me when I get through. Now, I do not know whether by that speech 
tha is going to accept the proposition and bless me for making it or not. 
hter, 
Mr MILLIKEN. The gentleman will find out in time. 
Mr. ROGERS. I would like toaska question of the gentleman from 
IIlinois for information. 
Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 
Mop ROGERS, What does theamendment provide as to the cost of 
e site? 
Mr. CANNON. Two hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars, the 
same as the bill. 
Mr. ROGERS, And the building, the cost not exceeding $800,000? 
Mr.CANNON. Just the same as the bill, and appropriates the money 
forthe site. I leave the selection and the acquisition of the site to three 
Cabinet officers, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General. They are authorized to make the 
selection and secure the title. > 
Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman think that the commission so 
created will be enabled to secure the property or a proper site free from 
the rise of water in the Potomac River and suitable for the purpose in- 
dicated as to locality for the amount indicated? 
Mr. CANNON. Ido. 7 
Mr. ROGERS. I should doubt that very much. 
Mr. CANNON. I think the amount is ample, and certainly they 
can not secure a more objectionable site than that proposed by the pend- 


ing bill. 
Ar. ROGERS. I agree to that; but we ought to have a proper site 
if any at all is 8 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; and that is just what I want you to do. 
It will be a difficult matter to get the unanimous consent of 330 men 
constituting this body to a location. Therefore it is best to submit 
this to a commission. But I am led to make this amendment largely 
by the remarks of my honorable colleague from Ilinois [Mr. LAWLER], 
who knows as much about such matters as anybody, and who, if I 
understand him correctly, thinks that there is some kind of a ring in 
regard to these matters here in Washington. G 

Mr. LAWLER. I never had any doubt for four years of that fact. 
Ps CANNON. My honored colleague says he has no doubt about 

t. 

Mr. LAWLER. I have no doubt of the existence of rings. 

Mr. CANNON, I do not know whether there is a ring or not; nor 
is it material for me to inquire. I do know that this House should 
not select this location here with the objections that can be made to it 
after examination, and I do not believe you can select a worse location 
than that south of the Avenue, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad tq have the at- 
tention of the committee just fora few moments. There is no differ- 
ence of opinion about the absolute necessity for a post-office for this city. 
That is not the question. Some objection has been well made, I think, 
to occupying the balance of Judiciary Square for that purpose; and 
equally as strong objection is made to the present proposed site, on 
account of its being on what will be one edge of the business portion 
of the city and in the lower part of it. The Government already owns 
what is known as the City Hall, which is now occupying a portion of 
Judiciary Square. It is a well constructed building, although an ugly 
and unsightly building; but I am informed that it is one of the best 
constructed buildings in the city. One wing of it is new; and with all 
that itis still an unsightly, ugly building, and is constantly calling for 
repair to the roof and other portions. 

Now, without going into the lower part of the city where this bill 
proposes, without going into the purchase of a new site, where a ring, 
which has been spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois, could possi- 
bly influence the matter, and without invading any further Judiciary 
Square, it is perfectly practicable, in my judgment, to extend the pres- 
ent City Hall, as suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, so as to 
bring it out to the street and give ample room for the post-office, and 
also improve the quarters now given to the courts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from Geor- 
gia yield for a question? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. In one moment. The wings could be extended. 
I have no doubt, upon investigation, it would be found that twostories 
could be added to that building, and that it might be rendered sufficient 
for the post-office, and also for the courts. 
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Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Would not your first proposition 
be very much like adding a carbuncle to a wart? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. What I propose is to refer this bill back to the 
committee, when we get into the House, with instructions to investi- 
gate this matter and ascertain what could be done; and for my part I 
would say to the gentleman from New Jersey that I would be more 
willing to vote not only for this million, but twice that amount in or- 
der that the post-office should havea healthy location, a beautiful site, 
and one which is not brought under any of those rings, one not located 
in the unhealthy lower part of the eity, and one which will not further 
invade this public park, and not subject to any of these objections that 
have been urged. ’ 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I desire to say that the matter about which the 
gentleman has been talking has been thoroughly investigated by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; that whole question of 
putting a patch of new cloth into old garments has been gone over, and 
the committee did not believe it would be of advantage to the Govern- 
ment to doit. Idonot think that anybody who has tried building on 
top of old houses would admit that it is an improvement. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But has the gentleman made an investigation as 
to removing that building and providing a building for the post-office 
and the courts at one and the same time? 

Mr, MILLIKEN. That has all been gone through with. The com- 
mittee in the last Congress went over that question, and they are sat- 
isfied that it will cost more todo that than it would to buy the land 
and build the post-office where it is now proposed to be built. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I move that debate be closed upon the amendment. 
[Cries of Vote!“ Vote! “1 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman irom Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The question was put; and t&e Chairman announced that the ‘‘ noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 93. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I now move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANSING, MICH. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up for consideration the bill (S. 306) 
for the erection of a publie building in the city of Lansing, in the State 
of Michigan. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I would inquire whether that bill is on the Cal- 
endar? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it is on the Calendar. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is No. 148 on the Calendar. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the formal part of the bill. These bills are all ale. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think the bill had better be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


An act for the erection ofa publio building in the city of Lansing, in the State 
of Michigan. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a 
site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use 
and accommodation of the Uni States post-office and other Government of 
fices in the city of Lansing and State of Michigan, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
proaches, complete, not to ex the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 
is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 

not otherwise appropriated, p 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publie 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cireula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written yee 
tosaid Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said roposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may 3 “hae a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, mops plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed 36 per day and actual traveling expenses: 
Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from the 
Treasury De ment shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as spore | be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
vey thereof, be immediately available, 
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So much of said appropriation as may be 
sketch-plans, drawi. ions, and detailed 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De vailable 
mediately upon the 9 by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money approp: by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Michigan shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been pees by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
88 and ventilating apparatus, clevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

Passed the Senate February 19, 1590. 2 

Attest: ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PETERS. I think we ought to have some explanation of the 
bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The report should be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildi and Grounds submit the following favor- 
able report on Senate bill No, 306 and recommend its 1 

The committee heretofore have mane considered the bill (H. R. 6943) providing 
for the construction of a public building at the city of Lansing, Mich., in sub- 
stance like the Senate bill, and have reported such House bill to the House with 
a favorable recommendation, (See House Re 71.) The committee recom- 
mend that this bill be substituted for House bill 6943 when the same is reached 
on the Calendar, 


Mr. PETERS. I should like to hear some explanation of this bill 
further than what the report gives. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BREWER]. ’ 

Mr. BREWER, The report gives a full explanation, and I ask that 
it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is before the committee for general de- 
bate, and the report can be read in the time of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BREWER] if he desires. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to have the report read. 

The report by (Mr. GIFFORD) was read, as follows: + 


The Committee on Public Ruildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 470) 1 for the erection of a publie building at the city of Lan- 
sing, State of Michigan, having considered the same, beg leave to report as fol- 


lows: 

The city of ewan ia the capital city of the State of Michigan, and contains a 
population of about 15,000 people, and is growing rapidly in business as well as 
population. It is at present a manufacturing city of much importance. The 

roduction annually of its factories amounts in value to nearly $4,000,000, and 
the number of men engaged in such industry is nearly 4,000,and the weekly 
5 a is in excess of sonar tt are 8 are engaged in the 
p! uction of stoves, ns, Carrin; sleighs, pottery, e 

The building for which the bill Povidies rill be used principally for the ac- 
commodation of the post-office. The business carried on at Lansing is 
very large, as will be seen by an examination as to the receipts for business at 
such office. The total gross receipts for stamps, papers, etc., for the year 1888, 
was $28,368.53, while the total amount for the year 1889 was $34,779.34, showing an 
increase for the year 1889 over that of 1888 of $6,428.81. The net receipts or 
profits of the office for the year 1888 was $15,482.87 and for 1889 $19,106.98, an in- 
crease of net income for the last year of $5,624.11. The total net receipts for the 
Lansing office for the last ten years amounts to the large sum of $140,000, 

peat ts has the free delivery system, and five carriers are at present em- 
ployed. About 25,000 people receive their mail matter at the Lansing office, 

The court for the circuit which includes the county of Ingham is held at Lan- 
sing, and all the terms of the supreme court for the State of Michi, are 
held in said city. The State officers are situated at Lansing, and the 1 
of couree holds its sessions at said city. Some ten years ago a contract was en- 
tered into by the Post-Office Department for the rent of a building which was 
then in 1 of construction, and under such contract the Government was 
to pay the sum of $1,000 per annum, for the term of four years, for the lower 
part of such buildin for the use of the post-office. At the end of said lease the 
owner of such building exacted the sum of $1,200 per annum, and when the 
second lease expired the owner of such building demanded $1,500 perannum, 
and the Government was compelled to accept his terms. 

In about two years the lease will again expire, and the owner of this building, 
it is alleged, does not care to lease his building again withouta further increase 
in the rent therefor. The building is not at present of sufficient size to accom- 
modate the business of the office. The bill providing for the construction of a 
public building at Lansing passed the Senate at the last session. 

Being of the opinion that the public service requires such a building as the bill 
provides for and that the amount meationed in the bill will be required to con- 
struct such building and procure the site, we respectfully report such bill back 
with asubstitute, in form suggested by the Architect of the Treasury, and recom- 
3 1 substitute be passed (see Exhibits A, B, C), and the original bill 

on the table, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, theamountappropriated by this bill is 
$100,000. It appears from the report that the city of Lansing has a popu- 
lation at this time of about 16,000. This building is for a post- office. 
If it were not for the fact that Lansing is the capital of the State of Michi- 
gan, I should feel that the amount proposed to be appropriated was un- 
necessarily large, inasmuch as it is for a post-office alone that the ap- 
propriation is to be made. However, there are but few State capitals 
that have notalready post-office or public buildings, whether they have 
Federal courts or not, and I see no reason why an exception should be 
made against the State of Michigan. Therefore, while calling atten- 
tion to these facts, inasmuch as this is for a public building at the capi- 
tal of a State, I will not make a motion to reduce the amount, but if it 


were not for that fact I should certainly feel called upon to move a re- 
duction toalowersum. The great objection to this whole system of 
erecting public buildings over the country is not on account of the 
number of them, but on account of the excessive sums appropriated. I 
think the true policy would be to erect a larger number of buildings at 
less cost, instead of erecting them extravagantly in a few localities. 

Mr. PETERS. I did not understand from the report whether the 
amount appropriated in this bill is for the erection of a building or 
simply for the purchase of a site. 

Mr. BREWER. For both. It covers all expenditure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, GALESBURGH, ILL, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 200) for the ereetian of 
a public building at Galesburgh, III. 

The bill was read, as follows: < 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 
vide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post-office 
and for other Government uses, at the city of Galesburgh, III, The site and 
building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be pre- 
viously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed 
in cost the sum of $75,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for 
the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the 
transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in cost the bal- 
ance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid 
for,shall haye been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no pur- 
chase of site, nor pisa or said building, shall be approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury inyo ving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $75,000 for 
site and bui ding; and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed 
to danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and al- 
leys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended untila valid title 
to the said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Tli- 
nois shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during 
the time the United Statessball be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes 
except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the — of 
civil process therein, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the report ought to be 
read, Although I am not very far from the Clerk, the noise around me 
vee reat during the reading that I could not catch the provisions 

the bill. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN] 
will be recognized and the report will be read in his time. 

The report (by Mr. Post) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
House bill 200, having had the same under consideration, report it back and 
recommend its 0. 

Galesburgh, III., is a prosperous and rapidly growing city of 17,000 inhab- 
itants. From it railways radiate in eight directions: northeast to Chicago, 
northeasterly, crossing the Illinois River, to Chicago, east to Peoria and Indian- 
Spots, southeast to Havana and St. Louis, south to Quincy, southwest to 

ansas City, west to Council Bluffs and Omaha, and north to Rock Island and 
St. Paul. Extensive railroad shops, as well as other manufacturing establish- 
ments, are located there. 

It has all the elements of general prosperity, including payed streets, gas- 
works, electric lights, a telephone system, and strect railways, 

It isthe seat of Knox College and Lombard University, two of the most im- 
portant institutions of learning in the West. All their buildings, as well as the 
eight public-school buildings, are of brick, and of a most substantial character, 

The county buildings located at Galesburgh are, with their sites, worth over 
$200,000. The court-house is of stone, and is not merely a mode! of architectural 
design, butan example of an economical and wise expenditure of public money, 
having in view convenience in the transaction of the ee business, the safety 
of the records, and permanence in the structure itself. 

For the business uirements of the aye mes county, and State, suit- 
able public buildings have been provided; but for the Federal business ade- 

uate accommodations have not been furnished. For many years the rent for 
the angg quarters occupied tf the post-office was paid by private contribu- 
tions. The present post-office is arranged as conveniently as it is possible to 
arrange that building, but it is insufficient for the growing business, 

Four hundred and eighty-one thousand dollars was paid out jast year on 
money orders, and all the money-order business, amounting to nearly $1,000,000, 
is transacted in a room less than 10 feet square, in which artificial light must be 
used during the day when for accuracy the best light is required. 

Some part of the large surplus of revenues collected at this office should be 
used to supply suitable accommodations for those who contribute it. 

No building suitable for a post-office, having regard to the uirements of 
light necessary for the rapid and accurate performance of postal duties, and 

ing the qualifications of safety insisted upon in the construction of such 

uildings, can be procured in the io 7 

The population and the postal business are steadily increasing. The incon- 
venience and inadequacy of the post-office accommodations and the necessity 
for a building have long been felt. A similar bill, appropriating the same 
amount, was favorably reported to the Fiftieth Co ‘i 

The postal business for the year ending June 30, 1889, was as follows: 


Gross receipts .... $28,920. 73 

Total expenses... 14, 026, 98 

Net receipts 14, 893. 75 
Money-order business. No, Amount. 


Domestic money-orders d 
International money-orders paid 
Postal notes paid. . PERRET EN — 15, 251 85, 099, 64 


Totale d, 70E | 451, $26, OF 
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Mr. HOLMAN. The report makes no statement as to the amount to 
be ted, and as I was unable to hear the bill read I will inquire 
what e amount appropriated by this bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Several MEMBERS. That is all right. 

The motion of Mr. MILLIKEN was agreed to; and the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHLAND, WIS, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 4652) for a public build- 
ing at Ashland, Wis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of Ashland, in the State of Wisconsin, a sub- 
stantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and 
accommodation of the collector of customs, post-office, United States land office, 
Indian agency, and for other Government uses. The site and the building 
thereon, when completed upon oy and specifications to be previously. made 
and re 6 by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum 
of $100,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a 
building which will furnish sufficient accommodation for the transaction of the 

ublic business, and which shali not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 

ited, after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have be@n 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site or plan for 

d building shall be sppravia by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $100,000 for site and building: Provided, 
That no money to be appropriated for said building shall be used until a valid 
title to the site selected, which site shall leave the building unexposed to danger 
from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of at least 50 feet. including 
strects and alleys, shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Wisconsin shall have ceded jurisdiction over the same for all purposes, during 
the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, except for the 
eee of the criminal laws of the State and the service of civil process 

erein. 


The CHAIRMAN. There are amendments bythe committee which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in lines I2 and 13, the words “one hundred” and in- 


serting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘seventy-five;*’ also in line 22 strike out the 
words one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof “seventy-five.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will be recognized, 
and the report will be read in his time. 

Mr. KERK, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this report is somewhat long, 
and I would say ta the gentleman from Indiana that there is a port of 
entry at this point and an Indian agency; that several other public 
offices are required for the transaction of the public business in addi- 
tion to the post-office. I think that, considering the necessitits of the 
situation, the appropriation is small. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. The other purposes than post-oflices must be unim- 
portant. The Indian office can not amount to much. 

Mr. FITCH. What is the population of the city ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Sixteen thousand, and the postal receipts are 
$14,000 a year. E 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has been recog- 
nized, and, if he desires, the report will be read in his time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think it is due to the House and to orderly leg- 
islation that the report should be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.4652) providing for the erection of a publie building at Ashland, Wis., 
submitted the following report: 

The city of Ashland is the largest and most important center upon Lake Su- 
perior, in the State of Wisconsin. It is located upon a magnificent harbor and 
enjoys an extensive trade and commerce. Its growth has been rapid and its 
population and business are yearly increasing, showing conclusively that it is 
firmly established and destined to become one of the leading and commercial 
centers in that State. In 1880 the population of Ashland, according to the Fed- 
eral census, was but 951. From about this date its era of prosperity dates. The 
State census of 1885 shows that its population had increased to 4,844. Its present 
population, as estimated by the school census of 1889, is very nearly 16,000. 

he following well authenticated statement of the value of improvements for 
the last five years shows that the place is not only rapidly growing, but that the 
improvements are of such a nature as to furnish a guaranty that it will continue 


taprow: 
Amount expended 1855 to 1889. 
7 881,000 
to the bay, costing 
ee. — 2, 234,790 
ace 921,350 


e ⁰ 


It is the county seat of Ashland County, with a population of at least twenty- 
five thousand people, The city hus three national banks, with a capital and 
surplus of $350,000. It is an important railroad center, being the Lake Superior 
terminus of fourimportant railways, namely: The Northern Pacific, the W n- 
sin Central, the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and Western, and a branch of the Chica- 
go, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha, By these lines the city of Ashland is con- 
nected with the Daluth, South Shore and Atlantic and the Minneapolis and Sault 
Ste. Marie Railways, thus connecting the city with every important railway sys- 
tem inthe Northwest. Its man url sg industries are represented by the 
largest charcoal blast-furnace in the world, turning out 100 tons of Bessemer 
pig-iron daily; seven large saw-mills, with a manufacturing 8 of nearly 

„000, 000 feet of lumber annually, and employing nearly 1,500 men the year 
round; two sash and blind factories, four planing-mills, three machine-shope, 
and one of the largest iron foundries and iron-manufacturing plants in the State. 

The city has good schools, well established and well supported churches of 


all creeds, street railways, electric and light plants, and a full and complete 
2 of water-works. The value 8 for the year just past, very 
osely estimated, is as follows: 


Ore. eed $9, 000, 000 

Coal 1, 100, 000 

PSN 2,500, 000 
umber sa cesses 

Railroad iron. 100. 


Salt, cement and brick... 
Oil (light and lubricating). 
Brown stone...... 


HEERE 
338838838 


Merchandise a: 6, 
Machinery..... -l 
Railroad supplies me 
Miscellaneous ..,...... ie 1, 
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To accommodate this vast business requires sixteen lumber docks, two mer- 
chandise docks, two coal docks, and three ol the largest ore docks in the world. 
The Government business transacted in that city has shown a steady and 
growing increase for the last ten years. The post-office business for 1889 shows 
receipts $14,092.96. The money-order business for same time was $56,154.28. 
The total pieces of mail handled was 1,356,578, The United States land omie 


The price of land at any eligible point for a public building is increasing each 

ear, and, as the Government should be provided with a building of its own 

tis economy to move in the matter at once. Neither the post-office, the land 
office, nor the Indian agency are at present in fire-proof buildings, and safety 
and economy require the action contemplated by this bill. 

The committee, in consideration of the foregoing facts, recommend that the 
bill H. R. 4652 do with the following amendments: Strike out the word 
one“ in the twelfth line and the word hundred in the thirteenth line, and 
insert the words “ seventy-five" in the thirteenth line; also strike out the words 
“one hundred” in the twenty-second line and insert the words “ seventy-five.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN JOSE, CAL. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 139) for the erection of a 
public building in the city ot San José, State of California. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for and cause to be thereon a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
post-office and other Government offices at the city of San José, Cal. This — 
specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously eand 
Sores according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building com- 
plete, the sum of $200,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building un- 
exposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less 
than 40 feet, including streets and alleys, and no money appropriated for this 
purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be 
vested in the United States, nor until the State of California shall have ceded to 
the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
istration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of carrying out the 
provisions of this act. 


And CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill is read for the first time, I 
ieve. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. And it is subject to general debate? 
a CHAIRMAN, The bill is before the committee for general de- 

te, 

Mr. CANNON. If the chairman of the committee desires the floor 
for general debate, I have no objection. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Icall for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. The Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Illinois after the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. CLUNIE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
House bill No. 139, submit the following report: 

The city of San José is the terminus of the Western Pacific Railroad system. 
Four additional lines leave this city for different portionsof the State. It is the 
commercial center of the Santa Clara Valley. The population to be benefited 


is upwards of 40,000. The city has more than doubled 8 in the last 


ten years and is rapidly increasing. It is also the financial center of the valley; 
as A consequence d in the business part of the city, where the proposed 
building should be located, is rapidly increasing in value. There is no public 

uiiding in the Fifth Congressional district; this is the only one asked for, It 
is a rich and populous district, having a population of nearly 300,000. The re- 
ceipts are about $35,000 annually and are 3 rapidly each year. 

In view of the foregoing facts the committee tee leave to report the bill 
(H. R.139) back and recommend its passage. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my 
time, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, at the proper time, if that stage of 
the consideration of this bill shall be reached, I shall make the point 
of order upon section 2 of the bill, which appropriates $200,000. 

I want the attention of the Committee of the Whole for a very few 
minutes while I speak about this bill and the report; and then if the 


88 


8 
. 


a 
Naw > © 


f 


SIS 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Manch 6, 


committee desires to recommend the measure favorably to the House 
Iam content that itdo so. Taking the population schedule of the last 
census I find that in 1870 San José had 9,000 population; in 1880 it 
had 12,500. It is a letter-carrier city and fully served by eleven car- 
riers. I find that the receipts at that city from local are $5,380, 
all told. I find that the cost of the carriers alone is $9,126. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The receipts, as shown by the reports, are 


$35,000. 
Mr. CANNON. Iam U re of the local postage. 
Mr. DARLINGTON. e gentleman is mistaken; the receipts are 
$35,000 instead of $5,000. 
Mr. CANNON. The report says that the receiptsare ‘about $35,000.” 
“Receipts from what? A 


Mr. CLUNIE. The gross receipts of the post-office. The gentleman 
will find the figures in the Postmaster-General’s report. The amount 
is thirty-four thousand and some odd hundred dollars, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman from Illinois would like to have 
the exact information I have it here, The gross receipts of that post- 
office for the last year were $34,445. 69. 

Mr, CANNON. What were the expenses? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Eighteen thousand four hundred andsixteen dol- 


lars. 
Mr. CANNON, Does that include the cost of the letter-carriers ? 
Mr. Those figures are the total expenses; they include 


Mr. CANNON. Carrier service and all? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Everything. 

Mr. CANNON, Then the total expenses of this post-office, accord- 
ing to the gentleman’s statement, though the report does not say so, 
are about $18,000, while the receipts, I believe the gentleman said, are 


about ee - 8 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Thirty-four thousand four hundred and forty- 
five dollars, 

Mr. CANNON, Now, I will ask the gentleman whether there is 
any United States court held at San José? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
CLUNIE] that he may answer that question. 

Mr. CLUNIE. As soon as we get a place for a court, we expect to 


have it. 
Mr. CANNON. That is to say, you propose first to get a building for 
a court and then to have it. 


Mr. CLUNIE. That is the idea — to get the cage before we get the 
bird. Weare now trying to get the cage; afterward we expect to get 
the bird to put in it. 


is useless, 
Mr. CLUNIE. We do need it, and need it badly. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope gentlemen will send for this report and read 

it. Let me read a portion of it: 

The city of San José is the terminus of the Western Pacific Railroad amen. 
Four additional lines leave this city for different portions of the State. It is the 
commercial center of the Santa Clara Valley. The population to be benefited 
is upwards of 40.000. The city has more than doubled in population in the last 
ten years and is rapidly increasing. It is also the financial center of the valley. 
As a consequence land in the business part of the city, where the proposed 

, building should be located, is rapidly 1 value, There is no public 
building in the Fifth Congressional district. This is the — 0 one asked for. It 
is a rich and populous district, having a population of nearly 300,000. 

Now, what constitutes this district? I turn to the Congressional Di- 
rectory and I find that this district embraces three counties: San Mateo, 
with a population of 8,500; Santa Cruz, with a population of 12,800; 
and Santa Clara, with a population of 35,000, making a total popula- 
tion of 56,000. Now, where are the balance of the 300,000? Nearly 
100,000 of the population of this district constitute a part of the city 
of San Francisco. I pause for correction if I am wrong. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I did not understand the last remark of the gentle- 


man, 

Mr, CANNON, I say that nearly 100,000 of the population of this 
Congressional district constitute a part of the city of San Francisco. 
I pause for correction if I am wrong. 

r. CLUNIE. That is correct; about one-third. 
ome CANNON. Do we discover anything about that in this report? 
„ no. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I have nothing to cover up in this matter. 

Mr. CANNON (reading): 

It is a rich and populous district— $ 

Mr. CLUNIE. I think I can demonstrate that. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing): 
haying a population of nearly 300,000, 

It is stated also: 

There is no public building in the Fifth Congressional district. 


Mr. CLUNIE, That is so; every statement is true. 
Mr. CANNON (reading): 


8 It is the commercial center of the Santa Clara Valley. 
Now, what are the facts? San José, as I am informed, is about 50 
miles from San Francisco—down the coast. The courts are in San 


Mr. CANNON, But suppose you do not need the bird, then thecage 


Francisco, Two-thirds of this Congressional district is made up of the 
city of San Francisco. r 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman does not want to be wrong; he 
means one-third. 

Mr. CANNON. I mean that nearly two-thirds of this Congressional 
district are embraced in San Francisco. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understood the gentleman to say that the dis- 
trict comprised 300,000 population, of which 100,000 was in San Fran- 
cisco, 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. Iam reading this report. I am speaking 
of what the fact is as I understand it. You would not get the correct 
impression from reading this report. The report says: 


It is a rich and populous district, having a po pulation of nearly 300,000. 


Now, I am informed that two-thirds of this population is in the city 
of San Francisco. 

I presume that this Committee of the Whole will agree to appropri- 
ate $200,000 for this public building at San José, I do not know why 
they should. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will state there are reasons why that larger 
sum should be appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON. What are they? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. ‘The site will cost from $75,000 to $100,000 upon 
which to erect this building. That is the reason. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. We cut down the appropriation $100,000, 
They needed $300,000, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes, They asked for $300,000, 

cope TERE of Iowa.~ The supervising inspector recommended 
$300,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Three hundred thousand dollars? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Why should you give $300,000 to this city, which 
has no courts, and which is within 50 miles of San Francisco, and 
which is to have no courts, when you cut a little town in Wisconsin 
from $100,000 to $85,000 which has so much more business ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It has not one-fifth the business. 

Mr. CANNON, I am pausing for an answer. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Sites for towns in Illinois do not cost as much as 
elsewhere. The evidence is that this site would cost from $75,000 to 
$100,000. We thought this place entitled to a public building, and 
we believed $100,000 was not too much to appropriate for a public 
building there of that size, 

Mr. CANNON, _Is the site located? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I do not know anything about that. The gen- 
tleman from California can tell. 

Mr. FLOWER. I have been in those two towns within a year. 

Mr. CANNON. San José and San Francisco? 

Mr. FLOWER. In both. I say San José is better entitled to $300,- 
000 than Ashland is to $75,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Would careful, economical legislators, taking into 
consideration the revenues of the Government and the growth of the 
country, believe it is good economy and good legislation to authorize 
this building at San José for $200,000? 

Mr. FLOWER. A good deal better than at Ashland at $75,000. 

Mr. CANNON. That is not the question. 

Mr. FLOWER. You are on trial in this case. 

Mr. CANNON. No; you are on trial. Say yes or no. 

Mr. FLOWER. You have my answer. 

Mr. CANNON. Yon are on trial. Your answer evades. 

Mr. FLOWER. So does yours. You did not say a word when that 
was passing through. 

Mr. CANNON. Which one? 

Mr. FLOWER. The one for Ashland; I did not hear a word from 


you. 

Mr. CANNON. Youdidnot. Why, I have been standing here this 
afternoon and objecting from time to time to these appropriations. * 
Ashland was for i 

Mr. LEHLBACH. ‘ Seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. And if you can judge from the reading of the re- 

rts the building for Ashland is more needed than the one for San 

osé, but I do not believe either of them is needed. I will say further 
that neither of them eould come within a rifle shot of passing through 
the House if the excellent gentlemen all about me did not have some 
bills which are no better than these, [Laughter and applause. ] 

I represent an agricultural district in Illinois, with one city of nearly 
20,000 population and several cities with nearly 10,000 inhabitants, and 
yet no appropriation has been asked or given for a public building there. 
It does seem to be annoying to stand here with that fact in sight and 
see this Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds bring in bill after 
bill—one at Ashland, another for my excellent friend at Galesburgh, 
and with more to follow after. Isay it is somewhat annoying to sit 


still and see these appropriations made. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Can't you get any for yourself? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says, can’t I get any for myself? Ido 
not know. I can say that in my own town of Danville a post- office site 
is leased for $700 a year that is sufficient for the post-office business of 
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that town; and that is more than an average of the post-office business 
at places where many of these public buildings are to be erected. 
. MILLIKEN. Nobody doubts that the gentleman’s town isa 
cheap town. 
Mr. CANNON. Ah! the gentleman descends to that character of 


ument. 
Ar. MILLIKEN. Oh, no; Iam only admitting the truth of your 


own ment. 

Mr. POST. I want to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Hold on now a little while; one ata time, if you 
please. The gentleman from Maine, in pain whenever anybody dares 
to criticise anything that comes from his pertect brain, is uneasy, restless 
when you rise in your place to criticise a bill that comes from his com- 
mittee, so that you would think it was treason to him and treason to 
the community to exercise the poor privilege of raising your voice and 
daring to criticise anything that comes from that commitiee. Witha 
es building bill on this Calendar that is already jumped over, at 

r Harbor, I suppose to be called up a day or two later on 

Mr. MILLIKEN, That is not jumped over. 

Mr. CANNON. And when, in all respect, I call attention to the 
buildings as recommended by his committee, my friend sees proper to 
rise in his place and indulge in his cheap wit, which is cheap, if not 
contemptible. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me, Iam sorry he 
got so excited. 

Mr, CANNON, Oh, I am not excited, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I only rose to testify to the truth of what he was 
saying himself; and I hope he won’t be sorry. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not sorry, nor am I excited. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POST. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
point of order; that it is utterly impossible to hear what is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suspend all public business until 
the committee is in order and gentlemen take their seats. 

Mr. POST (to Mr. CANNON). You have referred to Danville and to 
Galesburgh. I want to say to the gentleman distinctly 

Mr. CANNON. Just hold on, now. Let me say to my friend be- 
fore he proceeds, as he appears to think I spoke of his town Galesburgh 
in a criticising spirit, that I think Galesburgh is a better case than most 
of these bills presented here. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Because that is in Illinois. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; not because it is in Illinois. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It doesn’t hurt out in that part of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. It doesn’t hurt when the country and the com- 
munity are benefited by it. 

But I had no intention, Mr. Chairman, to do more than to call the 
attention of this House to the various bills that have been recommended 
and placed upon the Calendar appropriating money for public build- 
ings, and when I speak of towns in my own district and State, not by 
way of complaint, for I have not introduced bills and sent them to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for towns in my district, 
but I only speak by way of comparison to show what I think touching 
the bad policy of the appropriations here proposed. 

Now, I know very well that there is nothing I could say that is going 
to stop the passage of this bill. 

A MEMBER. Let her slide, Joe. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. And there is nothing that I could say that would 
stop the passage of that other meritorious bill this morning providing 
for the post-office building in the city of Washington. But gentlemen 
by the score came around me and said: ‘‘CANNON, your substitute was 
allright. ‘That site ought to have been chosen by a commission, but 
I could not vote for you; I had some pork in that public building pot 
myself.“ 

Aud sọ it goes. Now, I am content that this business under this 
special order shall go on, and, mind you, this is the first special order 
covering a class of bills that has been made since the adoption of the 
new rules. Proceed, then, gentlemen, as rapidly as you want to pro- 
ceed, and get through with it. I will content myself with voting 
against these bills that my judgment tells me are not meritorious. And 
I think then I will have performed my duty when I do that. And I 
say that for the reason that with new rules adopted by this House 
we have made proclamation to the country from one end of it to the 
other that under those rules we would enact legislation that was de- 
sirable and would do it speedily. But these rules have been in force 
a month scarcely until a special order is made, and the first special or- 
der lasting for two days, and adopted by the Honse, setting aside that 
length of time for the consideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Public Buildings and Grounds. Proceed, gentlemen. 
Let the special order go on. 

Mr, LEHLBACH. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
in the last Congress 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is out of order. 
Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; what does the gentleman want to say? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will say that in the last Congress the Public 


Buildings Committee had consideration for their bills at an earlier 
period than this, and the bills were considered and passed by the House 
ten days earlier, at least. 

Mr. KERR of Iowa. And quite a number of the bills, too. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes, sir; they were considered and passed by the 
House, and some of the Senate bills that got through, they go thro’ 
as by electricity, if it is in order to say it; they were considered in the 
same manner. 

Now, then, so far as I am concerned, I say again that I will content 
myself with voting against those bills that my judgment tells me are 
not proper and right. And you gentlemen can take the chances with 
your respective constituencies if it comes to extravagant appropriation 
and improvident legislation, of trying to satisfy them by telling them 
that yon have got from the public Treasury a $75,000 or $200,000 ap- 

ropriation for a public building that isnot needed in compensation for 
improvident legislation and extravagant appropriation, and with that, 
I presume, gentlemen suppose that they will be all right before their 
constituencies. That is all I desire to say just now. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I desire tosay to the gentleman from Illinois that 
so far as my constituency is concerned I will endeavor to get along with 
it without any lectures from him; and I would further suggest, if it 
were not that I do not care to have any personal controversy with the 
gentleman, because he and I are friends, I would say that I have never 
seen a man attempt to impute any wrong to a committee unless he was 
the first fellow to get his hand into the pot and get the pork; and that 
old epithet, that the man who first cries out Stop thief ' is the very 


fellow who committed the theft, is as true as it ever was in the world. 


With these remarks I will move that the bill be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am recognized. Will 
the gentleman be kind enough now, although he states because of re- 
spect for me—— 

Mr, MILLIKEN, It is always convenient to me to be kind. 

Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman turned and looked at me [laughter] 
and said he had never known a man to criticise a committee for making 
an improvident recommendation 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. CANNON. Then what did the gentleman say ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Lou are onthe floor. Youcan state what I said. 
The Reporter has my remarks. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, now, I will ask the gentleman if by his re- 
marks he meant to say that by bill, word, or otherwise I have asked 
or intimated that I desired any bill or recommendation from his com- 
mittee touching any matter. I pause for an answer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is a foolish thing for aman to ask another man 
if he did not do a thing that nobody in the world has suspected. 

Mr. CANNON. What did your remarks mean, then? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ispoke in perfectly good spirit to the gentleman, 
but in speaking I am entirely responsible for my remarks, and you can 
make your own interpretation of them. [Laughter.] 

Mr, CANNON. Does the gentleman by that remark that he used 
that he never knew a man that criticised a committee for an improvi- 
dent appropriation —— 

Mr. MILLIKEN, If the gentleman wants my reply I will give it. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to know what you did mean. 

A MEMBER. I make the point of order that there is so much con- 
fusion that we can not hear. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, The gentleman, first 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maine is not in order. The 
point of order is made that there is disorder on the floor. Thecommittee 
will please be in order and gentlemen will take their seats. Public 
5 will be suspended until order is restored. [Cries of Vote!“ 
Vote!“ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, Iam recognized, I believe. I under- 


stood the gentleman to say that he never knew a man to ery Stop 


thief, but he was trying to steal something, [Laughter.] Did 
understand the gentleman—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, if the gentleman will allow me 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maine is out of order. Will 
the gentleman from Maine give his attention? He has no right to in- 
terrupt the gentleman from Ilinois without first addressing the Chair. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Illinois 
permit me? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have simply to say, and there should be no ex- 
citement about it, the gentleman in the first place reflected very severely 
on the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. Then the gentle- 
man talked about having “pork in the pot,” and indirectly reflected 
upon the committee in that way. Now, I did not say that the gentle- 
man had any pork in that pot; but I said if it were not for my friendly 
relations with the gentleman that I would make the general remar 
which is as old almost as history, that the man who cries out Thief!“ 
is generally the man who commits the theft; but I did not make that 
statement in any manner to reflect upon the gentleman. Now, in mak- 
ing that statement I did not desire any personal controversy with him; 
but he first attacked the committee in the way he had done, and had 
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thrown out this indirect 1 as to the action of the committee 
in respect to this bill for a public building at San José. The Lord knows 
I never have been there, though I have been within 5 miles of it, and 
had no interest in the bill, After he had made that statement Ithought 
I was justified in the reply I made. I think so now. I say again, I 
did not seek any quarrel with my friend, and I hope I will not have 
any, but I do not run away from it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want the attention of the gentleman for a 
moment. In criticising his committee as I did originally to-day for 
action in their report in the San José matter and other bills, I did not 
criticise him personally or the gentleman from California personally, 
nor did I impute aught against the integrity personally of the gentle- 
man or any other member. In sixteen years of service no man has 
heard nfe impute aught against the personal character of any member 
upon this floor. The legislative recommendations of members and 
committees are subject to criticism, and if the gentleman now asserts, 
or states by innuendo or by intimation that he would allege if it were 
not for his friendly relations with me, or that be could allege, aught 
against my character as a legislator or otherwise, here and now let us 
have it, SETH MILLIKEN (clapping Mr. MILLIKEN on the shoulder]. 
[Laughter and applause and cries of Vote!“ Vote! ““] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not insinuate the least thing in the world 
against my friend from Illinois. I think he is as nearly perfect as any 
man I ever knew; and with that statement I now move that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. [Laughter. ] 

eee Some more of us want to be heard with regard to 
this bill. ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is further debate desired by any member of the 
committee? 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to say a word. In all this turmoil, Mr. 
Chairman, I have yet been unable to hear a single reason why $200,000 
should be given to San José while only $100,000 is given to Lansing, 
the capital of the State of Michigan. Now, I do not propose to vote 
upon these measures, if I can help it, until 1 do understand something 
about why these distinctions are made, 

Mr, CLUNIE and Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, rose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] has 
the floor. Gentlemen must understand that they can not interrupt a 
member upon the floor without his permission, and the Chair will en- 
force the rule that members desiring to interrupt a gentleman who has 
the floor must first address the Chair and must obtain permission. 
Does the geatleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] yield for a question 
from anybody? 

Mr. PETERS. I will assoon as quiet is restored. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to have some information from some member of this com- 
mittee as to why this $200,000 is reported for San Jos¢, while only 
$100,000 is reported for Lansing, the capital of the State of Michigan, 
and I yield for an answer to that question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The bill for San José was introduced for the 
sum of $300,000. The same inquiry was raised in committee that is 
presented by the gentleman from Kansas, and we made a close investi- 
gation of the matter, and, from statements that we did not have any 
right to question, we were satisfied that in the neighborhood of $100,600 
would be required to purchase a site at San José. We were satisfied 
further that there would be required for a building suitable for that 

lace at least $125,000. Then, the gentleman from California [Mr. 

‘LUNIE] said that the prospect was that they would have the United 
States courts at that place in a short time, so we made a slight addi- 
tional allowance, ast re a little more than we otherwise would have 
allowed, on account of that prospect. At the same time it will be ob- 
served that we reduced the appropriation he asked for from $300,000 
to $200,000. 

Mr. PETERS. Do I understand from the gentleman from Iowa that 
one reason why this large appropriation was recommended for San José 
was because it is contemplated to establish a term of the United States 
courts there? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There was aslight additional allowance made 
for that reason. 

Mr. PETERS, How much of an allowance? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I should say not to exceed $25,000. 

Mr, PETERS. How far is San José from the nearest place where a 
term of the United States courts is held now? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Fifty or sixty miles. 

Mr. PETERS. Have the committee any information showing that 
there is any necessity for an additional term of the district courts there? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I will let the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
CLUNIE] answer that question. 

Mr. PETERS. Ishall be glad to hear the gentleman from California, 

Mr. CLUNIE, Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that the bill in- 
troduced from the Fifth districtof California has made so much trouble, 
Had I known that all this trouble would ensue, I certainly should not 
have introduced the bill, because I do not propose to create any disturb- 
ance in this House. [Laughter. ] 

But, representing one of the grandest districts in the United States 
of America, I thought it would not be immodest on my part, not hay- 


ing a public building of any description belon, to the United States 
in my district, toask that this Congress should give us one. I wasin- 
formed by thé gentlemen on the Republican side of the House that there 
was a disposition on the part of Co to expend a ee of the 
public money in the Treasury in giving to the people of this country 
buildings necessary to carry on their public business. I was reminded 
by my constituents that we never had had an appropriation of any kind 
from Congress; that there were 58,000 voters represented by me here; 
that there were 300,000 peoplein my district, and that we contributed 
yearly millions of dollars to the public Treasury, and, after voting for 
every bill that had been presented from either side of the House 
[laughter], after examining them all carefully [laughter], I did not be- 
lieve that when the first bill of this kind was asked for by a Democratic 
member my eloquent friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] would get u 
here and.create so much excitement about it. [Renewed laughter. ] 
I stated in the report that the receipts of that office were $35,040. 
stated the amount accurately, Mr. Chairman. I stated that there were 
300,000 people in the district. I stated that accurately. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] goes back ten or twelve years to tell 
you of the population at that time, although it was in evidence before 
the committee that the receipts at San José had more than doubled in 
the last ten years and that the population had more than doubled. 

Now, in view of the fact that we have a plethoric Treasury and in 
view of the fact that the people of this country voted at the last elec- 
tion that they were going to continue to pay and to collect these high 
taxes, in the name of common sense what better use could you put 
your surplus money to than distributing it over the country in the 
erection of these necessary public buildings? I want to state to you 
Mr. Chairman, and to this committee, that the people I represent will 
sustain any honest expenditure of the public money madein this way, 
and while the ‘‘pie’’ was being divided around I thought it would not 
be immodest on my part to ask fora little slice for Sau José. [Langh- 
ter.] And I can say to you now that there is not a Republican mem- 
ber of this House whom I have approached on this subject who has 
not patted me on the back, and said, CLN IE, we will stand by your 
bill.” And my friends on the Democratic side of the House are anx- 
ious to get a chance to vote for this paltry appropriation that I ask for. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that I have answ: all the questions pro- 
pounded; I have tried to answer them fairly and honestly. I do hope 
that this House will grant this appropriation. A site suitable for this 
purpose can not be bought in San José for anything less than $75,000. 
I am sorry it is true; nevertheless it is a fact. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I gave the gentleman from California 
[Mr. CLUNIE] the opportunity to speak in my time; and I am glad to 
get the information he has given, although it is not the exact informa- 
tion I called tor. [Laughter.] I wish, however, to call the attention 
of this Committee of the Whole to one question which the gentleman 
has raised in his remarks, The idea has been prevalent throughout the 
country that we have a plethoric Treasury; but unfortunately the ex- 
travagance of a preceding Democratic administration has almost en- 
tirely wiped out that surplus. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic 
side.] When the deficiencies which were created by that administra- 
tion have been provided for, that surplus will have been exhausted. 
Gentlemen of this House might as well know that for the next fiscal 
year they will be brought face toface with figures showing that the es- 
timated revenues of this Government will not equal the necessary ap- 
propriations. We have inherited from the last Democratic administra- 
tion deficiencies sufficient to wipe out every dollar of the surplus dur- 
ing the present fiscal year. 

So that, when gentlemen undertake to talk about a *‘ plethoric Treas- 
ury,’’ I say to them they must legislate with regard to what we actu- 
ally have on hand and with regard to the future, It is idle to get up 
here and advocate a public-building bill or any other measure upon the 
ground that we have a ‘‘ plethoric Treasury upon which to draw. The 
facts will not bear out any such statement; and any gentleman who 
will examine the figures can satisfy himself that it is incorrect. 

AIL I desire in relation to this bill is to know whether there is rea- 
sonable and just occasion for appropriating $200,000. I am not opposed 
to public buildings. My record in this House on that question has 
been set forth time and again. I believe that it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment, wherever its business demands it, to erect a building to trans- 
act the public business, But Ido not believe that it is the duty of 
legislators to go forward recklessly and appropriate $200,000 for the 
erection of a building when $100,000 is amply sufficient. If I should 
be satisfied that $200,000 is necessary in this case to erecta suitable build- 
ing for carrying on the business of the Government, I am anxious to 
vote for such an appropriation; but if the expenditure of $100,000 will 
be sufficient to meet the needs of the Government at that place, then 
I desire to have this bill amended so as to appropriate only that amount. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say aword, because there 
will be other appropriations coming before the House for public build- 
ings in California; and I do notdesire members on either side to obtain 
the impression that the appropriation here proposed is simply for the 
purpose of distributing a portion of the surplus money now in the 
‘Treasury. 

The city of San José is one of the leading cities in our State. It is 


arr 


4. 


. 


* 


1890. 


l Wand — N N SA N 


CONGRESSIONAL 3 RECORD—HOUSE. 


1981 


a growing, a populous, arich place. It has fine private residences and 
municipal buildings. The postal business of the place is increasing every 
day. As stated in the report, the Western Pacific Railroad, coming 
from Sacramentoand the interior, terminates at San José, and the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad, going southward, passes through there. Mount 
Hamilton, with the Lick telescope, is within 20 miles. Public insti- 
tutions of an important character are being erected in that vicinity, 
and I do believe it to be proper and necessary that Congress should ap- 

ropriate the sum mentioned in this bill for a post-office building at 
Bax José. I believe it isa reasonable, just, and economical expenditure 
and I shall vote for it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] 
moves that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
fayorable recommendation. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a pointof order. Section 2 of this 
bill (the bill has not been read and I do not know that I care about 
demanding the reading) carries an appropriation of $200,000, and I 
submit that it is not in order on this bill. I have not the rules before 
me, but if the Chair will turn to Rule XI, defining the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, he will find that all 
matters touching public buildings and grounds are referred to that 
committee other than appropriations therefor.” Under our former 
rules containing a similar grant of jurisdiction it has always been held 
that a bill authorizing the construction of a public building, when it 
carried an appropriation for that purpose, was subject to a point of 
order. I give notice that I propose to make this point of order when- 
ever it will lie upon these various House bills. 

If-the House and Senate should pass a bill, which should become a 
law, authorizing a publie building in San José and fixing the limit of 
expense at $200,000, then, under our rules, it would be in order upon 
the sundry civil bill to move or report the necessary appropriation in 
pursuance of that law; and I have no doubt in that case such a course 
would be pursued up to the amount that would be needed or could be 
expended during the coming fiscal year. A case of this kind occurred 
in connection with the urgent deficiency bill which was acted on by 
the House the other day. A law had been passed in the last Congress 
authorizing a public building in San Francisco at a cost of $800,000. 
In the sundry civil bill we recommended an appropriation in pursuance 
of that law, and it was passed by the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. Chairman, in relation to the point of order I 
wish to say, in the first place, that the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds with the appropriation in it. 
It was impossible to divide that bill in two and send one-half of it to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and the other half to 
the Committee on Appropriations. If the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was the committee to take charge of it, three days were allowed 
under the rules for correction. That time has elapsed. Then the com- 
mittee had the instruction of the House, not by putting it in the box, 
but in open House. This bill with that appropriation was referred by 
the Honse itself to the committee, and being a public bill we have the 
right to report on that part of the bill as much as any other part. 

Further, after the bill was reported it went to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union without points of order being 
reserved against it, and it is now too late to raise points of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, it is very seldom that I make a 

speech on a point of order, and it is with hesitation I do so at this time. 
Iwill suggest to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] that under 
Rule XXIII of the House, in reference to Committees of the Whole 
House, it is provided, in clause 3: 
J sppeniriniions ot mister of aina a EEn eA 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be made, or author- 
1 8 payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability to 
the United States for money or roperty. shall be first considered in a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall be good at any time 
before the consideration of a bill has commenced, 

Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, under the rules of the House, the House 
has properly referred this bill to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. They have reported to the House, and by the House, 
under the rules, it was referred to the Committee of the ole House 
on the state of the Union; and under these rules the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union have precisely the same power 
to make appropriations of public money as the Appropriations Commit- 
tee in regard to the general and fixed appropriations specifically referred 
to that committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the gentleman’s conclusion? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, And therefore the point of order should not be 
sustained, 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is that the second section of the bill is not in 
order, because it carries an appropriation to meet the expenses of the 
building and grounds named in the first section of the bill, which 
appropriation he contends should come from the Committee on Appro- 

tions. 
z The argument made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], 
based on a reference to dlause 3, Rule XXIII, is not, in the judgment 
of the Chair, in point. 


That clause is as follows: 


3. All motions or iti charge upon le; all 
proceedings F oe bills 8 8 ons 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, or authoriz- 
ing 8 out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability to 
the United States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall be good at any time 
before the consideration of a bill has commen 

That clause of Rule XXIII relates only, as the Chair thinks, to the 
method of proceeding on proposals in legislation to appropriate money, 
to dispose of public property or release liability to the Government, all 
of which proposals, under the rule, must be first considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the point of order as to such consideration 
shall be good if made before the consideration of the bill or resolution 
has begun. ' 

As is apparent, this clause does not affect in any way the present con- 
dition of the pending bill, because it is now receiving its consideration | 
in Committee of the Whole, satisfying wholly the requirements of the 
clause of the rule cited. 

So the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] is not within that rule, but a jurisdictional question is presented 
by it under clause 21 of Rule XI. 

That clause and the heading of the rule are as follows: 

POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES, 

An 
FVV 

12. to the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
States, other than appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

It is contended by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that be- 
cause this section of the bill carries an appropriation with it it is obnox- 
ious to this clause. It appears by the bill furnished by the Clerk that on 
the 18th of December this bill was introdaced in the House, and by 
order of the House referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, That gave the committee jurisdiction to consider the bill in 
the form in which it was referred to it, which included the appropria- 
tion and was in the form in which the committee has reportedit. Inthe 
judgment of the Chair, whatever the decision might have been on the 
77 95 of order if it had been made at the time of the reference of the 

ill or when the consideration of the bill begun here, it is now too late 
to make it. - 

The bill has been read at length. Full debate has been had upon 
it; that is, general debate, participated in by friends and opponents of the 
bill. Indeed, general debate has exhausted, as the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] has moved that the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation and no one has claimed recognition to fur- 
ther debate the bill. 

Because of these facts the Chair holds that the point of order comes 
too late, and so overrules it. 

Mr. CANNON, That this may be settled once for all, Mr. Chair- 
man, J respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Those of us who sustain the 
decision of the Chair do not sustain the reasons the Chair gives for it. 
I wish to say respectfully to the Chair we do not agree in the grounds 
stated by the gentleman from Maine, that the point of order comes too 
late, and therefore this committee has the power to consider this par- 
ticular section. Ido not mean that it comes too late as to reference, 
but it comes too late when the point of order was made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the general debate has not been closed yet. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Georgia to say that the general debate is not closed? 

Mr. BLOUNT. General debate is still going on. The bill has not 
been read by sections. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I was mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now ison the appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. = 

Mr. BLOUNT. This, Mr. Chairman, is not a new question by any 
means. It has been acted upon time and time again. I regret very 
much that it should come up on this bill, for there have been other 
oms passed containing appropriations on which it might have been 
made. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is mistaken in saying that there were 
bills preceding this for public buildings which carried appropriations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then J am glad to be corrected, Mr. Chairman. The 
proposition now is to insert an appropriation in this bill. The gentle- 
man from Illinois, very properly, I think, raises the question of order. 

Mr. CLUNIE. The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken when he 
says that none of the other bills carried an appropriation, The Wash- 
ington bill carried $275,000, and no objection was made to that. 

Mr. CANNON, That is true, but 

Mr, BOUTELLE. And this is the same kind of bill. 

Mr. CANNON. None of the other bills preceding this, excepting 
the one referred to, for I have watched closely and was informed by 
my colleague [Mr. Post] and the gentleman from Maine himself that 
they did not carry appropriations. 

Mr. POST. I stated to the gentleman from Illinois that mine did 
not, and that I did not think any of the others did. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before going further I wish to be sure of one fact, 
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8 that we have not reached the consideration of this bill 


paragraphs, but that the general debate is going on ? 

b ai ELLE. The motion pen is to laß the bill aside. 

The CHAIRMAN, Upon the termination of the time of the gentle- 
man from the gentleman from Maine moved that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. No gentleman apparently desiring further debute and no amend- 
ment being p „the Chair put the question, or was about to put 
it, when the point of order was made by the gentleman from Illinois. 
No member of =a committee had indicated a desire to debate further 
or offer amendmen’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the bill been read by AE 

The CHAIRMAN, It has not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I submit that the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine was not in order at all, because we are bound to consider 
it by paragraphs under the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I understand 
the Chair to say that no gentleman rose to offer an amendment? 

The CHAIR. The Chair heard none. 

Mr. CONGER. I wason my feet trying as hard as I could to attract 
the 8 of the Chair when the gentleman from Illinois made the 

int of order. 
erh CHAIRMAN. The attention of the Chair was not directed to 
the gentleman, but he will have an opportunity hereafter to offer an 
amendment if he desires. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman from Georgia 
is going to discuss the question of order I would like to call his atten- 
tion to the concluding words of the third clause of Rule XXIII, to be 
found on page 15, and upon which I based the single remark I made: 


And s point of order under this rule shall be good at any time before the con- 
sideration of a bill has commenced. 


Now, the judgment I had was that the consideration of a bill com- 
menced with the general debate; that that was as much “‘ considera- 
tion, in the technical language of the rule, as if we had taken it up 
section by section under the five-minute rule. That is the point that 
was in my mind, and I ask the attention of the gentleman from Georgia 
to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the language quoted 
by the gentleman from Kentucky was used with reference to the former 
practice of the House, and must be interpreted thereby, to wit, that 
when we had reached the consideration of a paragraph, and before the 
debate was had thereon, it was necessary to raise the question of order, 
and if it was not then done it was too late to be entertained. That I 
apprehend to be the purpose of thisrule. But general debate has not 
been concluded on any ph of this bill as yet. The point of order, 
therefore, is notin order at this time. It is not in order to raise the ques- 
tion of order on various paragraphs of the bill not under consideration, 
or, in other words, to raise the point of order on such paragraphs in the 
general debate. They are not considered, in the meaning of the rule, 
until the bill isread by paragraphs for that purpose; and it has always 
Lei — practice of the House to make the point of order at that stage 

at 

Now, so much for that. Then the rules of this House prescribe the 
jurisdiction of committees. Appropriations for public buildings, under 
the rules, go to the Committee on Appropriations, Bills providing for 

ublie buildings, except the appropriations therefor, go to the Commit- 
tos on Public Buildings and Grounds. Here is a distinct announce- 
ment in the rule itself that N prou for public buildings are not 
to go tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Several Con- 
gresses ago the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds made the 
issue that is raised here to-day. That was inde when the rules were 
being framed, perhaps as early as the Forty-sixth Congress, and they 
undertook to acquire the right to make the appropriations also. A 
bitter fight was had which resulted in a complete failure on their part. 

From that time on the struggle, manifested here to-day to take the 
pee iation from the Committee on Appropriations, has been re- 

D the last Congress it 5 and the gentleman from 

Benth Carolina Mr. etary a made then the identical argument that 
he has made to-day, He closed his eyes to the rules and declared that 
the House had referred the bill to the committee, and therefore that 
it had jurisdiction. He was overruled then as he had been overruled 
before; and it has never been held before that the reference of a bill 
containing an appropriation gaye to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds jurisdiction over the appropriation itself. 

The question presented, therefore, is one that has been presented 
8 a series of Congresses. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. Suppose that the bill was referred to 
the committee before the rules were adopted ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Texas asks the question sup- 
pose the bill was referred before the adoption of the rules. I have only 
to say, sir, that the gentleman has taken me back now inté the regions 
of general parliamentary law, on which subject I have no information. 

Mr. MILLS, Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to call 
his attention for a moment to the language of the new rule in order to 
make a suggestion to him? 


Mr. BLOUNT. With a great deal of pleasure. I will be glad te 
hear from my friend from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwish to refer the gentleman from Georgia to the third 
clause of Rule XXII, where it is provided that if a private bill has an 
improper reference it shall not confer jurisdiction; and where a public 
bill has been improperly referred, a provision is inserted in the rule for 
making a correction of the reference. Of course the provision made in 
the rule must control and all others are negatived. I ask the gentle- 
man’s attention to this clause: 

3. All other bills, memorials, and resolutions, may, in IIxe manner, be deliv- 
ered, indorsed with the names of members introducl ng them, tothe S er, to 
be by him referred, and the titles and references thereof and of all bills, resolu- 
tions, and documents referred under the rules shall be entered on the Journal 
and printed in the Recorp of the next day, and correction in case of error of 
referenec may be made by the House in accordance with Rule XI on any day 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, by unanimous consent, or on mo- 


tion of a committee 9 jurisdiction, or on the report of the committee to 
which the bill has been erroneously refe 


Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chatman: what my friend has read ree- 
ognizes the fact that bills may be improperly referred, and simply 
points out a mode of correcting it. It does not touch the question of 
jurisdiction at all. It is just a different mode of getting at it from 
what we had in the last Congress. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman allow me to state one fact? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me finish. One ata time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I just wanted to state 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not yield. Lean answer but one gentleman 
at a time. There was a mode of making these corrections, Mr. Chair- 
man, but the fact that therehas been a failure on the part of members 
of this House to ask that the reference be corrected does not change the 
rule. The rule still stands declaring that the appropriations with ref- 
erence to public buildings belong to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and giving the consideration of appropriations to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; so that Ido not think there is anything in that rule. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman from Georgia now allow me to 
make a remark? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is this: That this bill was not referred under the 
full present rules of the House, but was referred last December before 
that rule was adopted, and was therefore referred in open House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If that general parliamentary Jaw will lose its pow- 
ers for $200,000 I am willing for that $200,000 to be given, but I want 
some rule of reference for the future. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman allow me a question: 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The question I desire to ask is, whether, when a 
bill is referred by the whole House under general parliamentary law, 
it can be denounced now as an improper reference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know anything about general parliamentary 
law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to state to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia that very early in the session weadopted the rules 
of the last House for the appointment of committees and the reference 
of bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. TI believe that is true; so that we get into the region 
of light again. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is true. I remember the fact. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is true. Now, Mr. Chairman, there has been 
a serious reason for all this. But one committee of this House—I speak 
generally, for there have been some bills containing appropriations re- 
ferred to other committees—but the general appropriations of this 
House have for a long period been given to one committee, with the 
view of haying it pass upon the current expenditures of the Govern- 
ment and keep the House admonished as to the progress of the ex- 
penditures, for the purpose of keeping them somewhere within the line 
authorized by the receipts. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman does not object to the jurisdic- 
tion which the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has to fix 
the limit of expenditures for these publie buildings ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Then do I understand the gentleman holds that 
when the House a bill authorized by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to cost $100,000, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations is not hound to make the appropriation for that building? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, the gentleman certainly understood me. I 
am surprised that the gentleman has not understood me all the while. 
For 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Exactly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. For some time the Committee on 1 as 
a general rule, have not reported the amount authorized by the bill. 
They authorize the construction of a building—that is, Congress does 
that—and the Committee on Appropriations make recommendations to 
the House as to what part of that sum shall be appropriated from year 
to year in proceeding with its construction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, That is exactly the point I desire to bring the 

gentleman to. He therefore advocates the theory that the Committee 
on 8 is better qualified to pass on what appropriations 
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shall be made for carry ing on the public business than the whole House 
of Representatives in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am advocating, in the first place, 
the rules of the House. I think they are of exceeding importance to 
the country. especially where they relate to the expenditure of our pub- 

lic money, and if it were not because it involves the expenditure of the 
public treasure I would not have troubled myself at this point to have 
said a single word. But the gentleman says this: The gentleman 
from Georgia thinks that the Committee on Appropriations are better 
judges than the Committee of the Whole House as to the amount that 
should be appropriated.” 

Well, Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, as a general rule I know à com- 
mittee which has jurisdiction of the subject is better informed than the 
whole House. Our committees are formed forthe purpose of informing 
the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But, if the gentleman will permit me, I would 
say that the House has already been informed; that the public build- 
ing has been authorized, and the amount prescribed therefor; and the 
rule is presumably right, for it appropriates and makes provision for 
it. Why should any committee be authorized to withhold the legisla- 
tion necessary to carry out the will of the House? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would take a great deal of pains to answer my 
friend, if it were not for the fact that the legislation of this country from 
the beginning of it down until now had been uniform in giving its re- 
sponse, and it would take me forever to continue to answer questions 
if I were to take such latitude as this, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It would take you a long time to answer that 
satisfactorily. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, now, in the matter of the appropria- 
tion, as to the sum of money that shall be voted here on the part of 
Congress, I do think it should go to that committee for consideration 
which is charged with this subject by virtue of your rules; and that 
the rules, which are simply the conservative instrumentality always 
resorted to by parliamentary bodies, may be observed here. Why, Mr. 

i , we know. and I say it with a great deal of respect, how 
difficult it is to struggle against appropriations of money where they 
relate to public buildings in localities all over this country affecting 
fellow-members of Congress. Gentlemen feel constrained by abnormal 
influences to vote money out of the publie Treasury. I know that in 
this and every Congress—and I say it with due respect for every mem- 
ber and with the same respect that I would ask for myself—the sit- 
uation relating to public buildings of members in given localities is 
not treated with that fairness of consideration of the public expendi- 
tures which generally obtains where it is referred to a single committee 
after the bill has been reported authorizing a certain amount to be ex- 
pended on that building. 

I believe, sir, that every member of this House, if he will think for 
a moment, will see the great importance of observing strictly the rule 
relating to this question. I have no objection to the bill of my friend 
which is pending. The House has no information as to when the Treas- 
ury will be called upon to make this expenditure. It may be the pol- 
icy to complete it in a year; it may be the policy to complete it in two 
or three years. But it is usual to take the estimates of the Treasury 
Department as to the public necessities in this class of questions, and 
when, by methods such as these, you take away from the Committee 
on Appropriations the jurisdiction allowed by the rules and confer it 
on the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, whieh can not 
have any cognizance of the general expenditures of the Government, 
you break down a barrier which was erected for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the Treasury of the United States against extravagant expendi- 
tures. 

Sir, it is not because of my opposition to the pending bill or to any 
of these public-building bills that I take this ground, but it is because 
I believe that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], in making 
this point of order, does it in the light of an experience of eighteen vears 
and does it because he believes he is serving the country by so doing. 
In the past I have stood and opposed this thing, and preceding Con- 
gresses have put it under foot. You have made your Committee of the 
Whole to consist of only 100 members. Tear down, now, this barrier, 
and the consequences be with you. I do trust, sir, that this side of the 

House, recalling its past history and remaining true to that history, 
will stand by the position taken by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to say a word tothe 
House on the point of order and the appeal taken fromit. As I un- 
derstand it, the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CAN NON] was decided by the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole to be too late, for the reason that this bill was introduced in De- 
cember last, was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, has been reported by that committee, has been taken up and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and is under consider- 
ation in the Committee of the Whole. Many speeches had been made 

upon the bill, and the chairman of the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds moved to lay the bill aside to be reported favorably 
to the House; whereupon the gentleman from Illinois makes his point 


of order. I hold, sir, that the decision of the Chair is unquestionably 
right, that the bill having been referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, having been reported by that committee, and 
having been debated here, the point of order comes too late, and I hope 
the House will sustain the Chairman in his decision, : 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. i there can not be, it seems to me, a par- 
ticle of question about the correctness of the decision of the Chair in 
this case, I do not care when this bill was referred. I do not care 
whether it was referred in the open House or whether it was referred 
by the Speaker under the new rule. The rules provide the manner of 
correcting an improper reference, and it makes no difference under what 
rule or code of rules the improper reference was made. The provision 
made in the rules for correcting an improper reference is very clear. It 
is to have the attention of the House called to the error and to have the 
correction made— É 
in accordance with Rule XLon any day immediately after the saabe the 
Journal, by unanimousconsent, or ou motion of a committee claiming ju iœ 
Bom orn the report of the committee to which the bill has been erroneously 

Thus, sir, it will be seen that the rules lay down specifically the 
method of correcting an improper reference, and the expression of one 
mode of correcting it excludes every other modeof correcting it. [Cries 
of " Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to add a single word to what has been 
already so well said. It is very clear to my mind that the Chair has 
decided this point of order correctly. While there is no rule that ex- 
actly fits this case, yet there is a rule which indicates a way to a proper 
conclusion and a proper decision of the point. In Rule XXIII it is 
provided that 

All moti i harge A 
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of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, or authoriz- 
ing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any Hability 
to the United States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall be good at any 
time before the consideration of a bill has commenced, 

Now, sir, if this had come up in the Houseof Representatives, and no 
point of order had been made that we should go into Committee of the 
Whole, the bill could have been considered in the House. And if we 
had commenced the consideration of the bill, and no point of order had 
been made up to that time, it would have been too late to make 
the point of order after the consideration of the bill had commenced. 
How is it in this case? We had had consideration of the bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; speeches had been made upon it; the bill had been 
considered for some time; and if the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CAN- 
NON ] ever had a right to make the point of order he should have made 
it when the bill was first taken up for consideration. But, as the con- 
sideration had commenced and as we had progressed in that consider- 
ation, the point of order came too late, and the Chair was right in over- 
ruling it. [Cries of Vote! Vote! 

Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit but a single ob- 
servation. The question at issue is one of jurisdiction, and involves 
the right of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to report 
an appropriation. The authority of the Committee on Appropriations 
to report appropriations for public buildings and grounds is found in 
clause 3 of Rule XI, and in the further authority of clause 2 of Rule 
XXI, which authorizes appropriations in any general appropriation bill 
for expenditures previously authorized by law. 

These two clauses clearly allow appropriations for public buildings 
to be reported in general appropriation bills, whilst the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is defined in clause 
21 of Rule XI, which provides that all proposed legislation relating to 
the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
States, other than appropriations therefor,’’ shall be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Manifestly, therefore, 
Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds had 
no jurisdiction whatever of this appropriation, the express terms of 
the rule excluding an appropriation; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I believe 
the Chair is right, because the point of order submitted by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] was made after the consideration of 
the bill had been entered upon in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAND, Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. Is not the gentleman aware that the clause which he 
has read refers to public buildings and grounds which are the property 
of the Government; that it has nothing to do with a bill reported by 
the committee for the purpose of acquiring property which will when 
acquired belong to the Government? Here is a proposition simply to 
erect a building which will become in the future the property of the 
Government. The distinction is very clear. There is nota committee 
of this House that does not report bills containing appropriations, not 
one, 

Mr. DOCKERY. In reply to my colleague I will say thatif clause 21 
of Rule XI does not give authority to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report bills authorizing public buildings, I am un- 
able to imagine where else the authority is to be found in the rules, 

Mr. Chairman, permit me to again call attention to the language of 
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clause 21, Rule XI, which provides that all proposed legislation shall 
be referred to the committees named in the preceding rule, as follows: 

eRe ie publi oh rovod 
e United Sate 2 3 isons 8 9 Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had 
no right under this rule to report an appropriation, but the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Illinois, as heretofore stated, comes 
too late. 

Mr, CANNON. When should it have been made? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The practice, as old as the House itself, requires 
that points of order shall be made before the consideration of a bill is 
entered upon. 

Mr. CANNON. It has not been entered upon in this case. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Certainly it has; general debate is ‘‘considera- 
tion” of a bill. 

Mr. CANNON. But the different sections do not come before the 
Committee óf the Whole for consideration until they are read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is referring to the consideration by 
paragraphs; the consideration“ we have had here for an bour or 
more has been general consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idesire to understand the gentleman’s construction 
ofthe rule. Suppose that a very long bill, like the sundry civil bill, 
containing a variety of paragraphs, is brought before us and the general 
debate proceeds, members meanwhile having no opportunity to ex- 
amine the various paragraphs in detail. Now, is it the position of the 
gentleman that, if members have not examined the various paragraphs 
so as to make the proper points of order upon them before any gentle- 
man undertakes to speak upon the bill, it is too late afterwards to make 
any such point? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Upon reflection, which is suggested by the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], I may say frankly that 
I have confused for the moment the ‘‘consideration of clause 3, Rule 
XXIII, with the consideration“ involved in this question of order; 
and I desire therefore to modify my statement so far only as it relates 
to the time at which the point of order should be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, the decision of the Chairman was sus- 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now move that this bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the bill be read through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois demands that the 
bill be read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. At what time does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
MILLIKEN] intend to move that the committee rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like 
to ask whether under the new rules there is any motion or process 
which will prevent the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAR NON] from 
filibustering and delaying the proceedings. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the first section, but was interrupted by— 

Mr. CANNON, who said: 1 take it it is time that the Committee of 
the Whole should rise. I withdraw the demand for the reading. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to offer an amendment to the first section 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the gentleman wishes to movean amendment 
to the first section, it will be read. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not care to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, without objection, the section will be con- 
sidered as having been read for the purpose of amendment. The Clerk 
will read the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 10 the word “two” and insert one; so as to make the ap- 
propriation read ** $100,000." 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend—— [Cries of 
“Voto 1” Vote!“ 

Mr. CONGER. Wait a moment, if you please. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled, under the rules, to 
five minutes to explain his amendment. 

Mr.CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I haveno desire to detain the commit- 
tee. Iam in favor of the diture of the public money on improve- 
ments of this character. I believe that every city of the size and im- 
portance of San José ought to havea public buildingin which the busi- 
ness of the Government may be transacted. But there are hundreds ot 
towns in the United States of equal importance with this which ought 
to have public buildings and can have them if we expend in each case 
no more than a sufficient amount to erecta building which will be cred- 
itable to the city and afford abundant facilities for the transaction of 
the public business, 

y, sir, there is not a man on this floor who, as a matter of pri- 
vate business, would think of expending $200,000 for the erection of a 
building in which was to be transacted only $35,000 worth of business 


annually. Every man who is familiar with the cost of building knows 
that for less than the sum named in my amendment he could erect a 
substantial fire-proof building of sufficient size to accommodate the 
business in this case. Why, sir, look at the important counties in the 
different States. They build magnificent court-houses with accommo- 
dations for the courts and the county officers for amounts ranging from 
$40,000 to $60,000, 

Now, there are other bills of this character yet to come before us, and 
the gentleman interested in those bills deserve consideration. Weshould 
not start out in this extravagant way. There are other great public im- 
provements that must be provided ſor. The matter of irrigation is go- 
ing to take immense sums of money. The improvement of our rivers 
and harbors and the appropriations for pensions will call for vast sums. 
I believe we are sent here to transact the public businessin a business- 
like way. In that spirit we should try to measure the various questions 
presented. I believe that $100,000 is an ample appropriation in this 
case; the country will so believe; and every gentleman on this floor, 
with the exception possibly of the Representative from this district, must 
come to the same conclusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of carrying out the 
provisions of this act. 


Mr. CONGER, If Iunderstand the discussion which has taken place, 
the adoption of my amendment will place this bill in the same position 
as the others. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move the committee rise and report the bill 
favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAyson reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration bills of 
the following titles, and had directed him to report the same back to 
the House: 

A bill (H. R. 407) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of 
real estate embraced in square numbered 380, of the city of Washing- 
ton, poe ee eaing eligible site for a city post-office; 

A bill (S. 306) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Lansing, in the State of Michigan; 

he bill (H. R. 200) for the erection of a public building at Galesburgh, 


A bill (H. R. 139) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
San José, State of California, z 
without amendment; and 

A bill (H. R. 4652) for a public building at Ashland, Wis., with 
amendments. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill re- 

noa from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 407) to authorize the soquisition of certain parcels of real estate 
embraced in square No. 380 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site 
for a city post-office, 

Mr. KILGORE asked for the reading of the bill, but subsequently 
withdrew his request and moved that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will finish reading the bill. It requires 
unanimous consent to dispense with it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be done. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the House will not adjourn. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I desire to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the gentleman from Virginia 
an opportunity to do so at the proper time. 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have a division on that. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 124. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

There were 5 votes in the affirmative. 

Mr. CANNON. Count the other side. [Langhter.] 

There were 137 votes in the negative. 
Piped ba yeas and nays were refused, less than one-fifth voting in favor 

ereo. 

The motion to adjourn was disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN demanded the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask fora TRE nia unless the gentleman will allow 
us to have a yea-and-nay vote on the passage of the bill, 
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The SPEAKER, The gentleman is right. The rule requires that 
it should be before the question is submitted. 

The question was taken on the motion to recommit; and it was re- 
jected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLUNIE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1890. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 153, noes 10. 

Mr. CANNON. That is less than a quorum. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair will count the House. [Laughter and 
oe [After a pause,] There are 171 members present. [Ap- 
plause. . 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 


=k 1 in MOTION TO RECONSIDER. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. J 
, Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to recon- 
1 85 GETON- 5 2 3 do now adjourn. sider the resolution which was passed last evening, providing for the 


payment of the balance of the salary to the clerk of the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, and have the mo- 
tion pending. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LANSING, MICH. 
The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 


the state of the Union was a bill (S. 306) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Lansing, in the State of Michigan. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 3 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Lask by unanimous consent the reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed = 

Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the | 
table. | 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, GALESBURGH, ILI. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
favorable recommendation was the bill (H. R. 200) for the erection of 
a public building at Galesburgh, III. 

On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the bill was dispensed with. 

The bill was ordered to be engroased and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHLAND, WIS, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
favorable recommendation was the bill (H. R. 4652), for a public build- 
ing at Ashland, Wis. 

On motion of Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
bill was dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is reported from the committee with 
amendments, which the Clerk will read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
read, and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN JOSE, CAL. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
favorable recommendation was the bill (H. R. 139) for the erection of a 
public building in the city of San José, Cal. 

On motion of Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. CONGER. Is it in order to move to recommit the bill with in- 
structions? 

Mr. MILLS. I move the previous question on the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order now for the gentleman to move to 
recommit the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to make a motion to recommit the bill with 
the following instructions: 

Resolved, That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds-with instructions to report back the bill with the second section 
stricken out; also with word “ two,” in tenth line of section 1, stricken out and 
the word one” inserted. 

And on that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, there being only 10 members vot- 
ing in favor thereof. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, can the question of instructions be 
divided? ‘This embraces two provisions. One is to strike out the ap- 
propriation and the other is to reduce the amount. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt whether there would 
be a substantive proposition remaining. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I make the point of order that we are voting on the 
85 and that the request ſor a division of the question comes 
too late. 
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sion to Laura L. Wallen—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SculL, for six days, on account of ill-health. 
To Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, for five days, on account of im- 


portant business. 


To Mr. Evans, until Monday next, on account of important busi- 


ess. 
To Mr. GOODNIGHT, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
And then, on motion of Mr. MILLS (at 6 o'clock p. m.), the House 


| adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 


taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


SURVEY OF MISSOURI RIVER. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 


the Chief of Engineers, report of the examination and survey of the 


Lissouri River, in response to the House resolution of the 28th ultimo 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


TEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorial was delivered 


to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
MEMORIAL FROM GOVERNOR AND LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF UTAH. 


By Mr. CAINE: 
Memorial from the governor and Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 


tory of Utah, protesting against a reduction of the amount heretofore 
asked for a Federal building in Salt Lake City—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 


wine the accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as fol- 
ows: 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, reported back favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1905) for 
the relief of Henry Setzer—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 


back with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6956) to amend sec~ 


ion 790 of the Revised Statutes—to the House Calendar, 
He also, from the same committee, reported back favorably the bill 


of the House (H. R. 6952) to amend section 1018 of the Revised Stat- 
utes—to the House Calendar. 


Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
orably the bill of the House (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pen- 


Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
bly the bill of the Senate (S. 1658) establishing a customs district to 


consist of the States of North and South Dakota, and for other pur- 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, reported back favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 
280) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which became alaw Au- 
gust 10, 1883—to the House Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, reported back with amendment 


the bill of the Senate (S. 1083) to amend the act giving the approval 


nd sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and 


Potomac River Railroad,in the District of Columbia—to the Honse 
Calendar. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3482) for the relief of August 
Leschinsky—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back with amendment 
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the bill of the House (H. R. 6687) for the reliefof George F. De Freitas— 
to the Committee of the Whole House, 

He also, from the same committee, reported back favorably the bill 
of the Senate (S. 394) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator 
of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
Thayer Brothers, and others—to the Committee of the le House. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 669) granting the right of way to the 
Duluth and Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina reser- 
vation, in North Dakota, a bill (H. R. 7856) granting the right of way 
to the Duluth and Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pem- 
bins reservation, in North Dakota—to the House Calendar. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were filed 
and referred as follows: 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: 

Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, March 25 and 26, aftersixty minutes 
of the morning hour have expired, be fixed for the consideration in committee 
and in the House of such bills as may be indicated by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, of the bills reported by that committee, not to interfere with reve- 
an org general appropriation bills, or prior orders, or reports privileged under 

i 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That the 
3 the Navy be requested to communicate to the House of nt- 
atives, if in his opinion it is not incompatible with the public interest, the re- 

rt of the of naval officers or commission appointed by order of the 
t tary of the Navy under date of July 25, 1889, and filed with the Depart- 
ment October 10, 1880, in relation to League Island navy-yard, Philadelphia, 
Pa., as to its availability and adaptation for a naval station and ship-building 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the foliowing bills were delivered to 
the Speaker, severally read twice, and referred as, follows: 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 7841) to provide for certain addi- 
tional beneficiaries under the pension laws, to provide a spegific uniform 
system of rates and grades for pensionable disabilities, to equalize the 
pensions now granted for disabilities incurred in the service and in line 
of duty, to grant arrears of pension, to establish a practice for the adju- 
dication of pension claims and the payment of the pensions granted, to 

t pensions toex-Union soldiersand sailors who are incapacitated for 
8 of manual labor, and to the dependent widows, mi- 
nor children, and certain other relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors, 
and to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to pensions enacted since the revision of the statutes, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKS: A bill (H. R. 7842) to amend the Revised Statutes 
of the United States so as to allow the purchase and registry of foreign- 
built ships to citizens of the United States, for employment in the for- 
eign carrying trade—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. : 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7843) for sale of post reservation at 
Fort W. n—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7844) for the relief of telegraph operators during 
the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7845) providing that any Union sol- 
dier or sailor whose wounds haye resulted in anchylosis of the hip 
joint shall be rated the same as for loss of leg above the knee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7846) to provide for the 
establishment of Government telegraphs—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 7847) for the allowance of certain 
claims for rent of property taken and used by the United States Army, 
as reported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of 

3, 1883, known as the Bowman act’’—to the Committee on 
War Claims. > 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 7848) to continue the improvement 
of Town Creek River, in Brunswick County, Nortlr Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 7849) to appropriate the sum of 
$50,000 to protect Government works on the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. SHIVELY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7850) for the relief of 
the Kaw Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7851) to provide for additional al- 
lotments of lands in severalty to the Western Miami Indians, of the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 7852) to establish addi- 
tional range lights at Sapelo Island, Doboy Sound range lights, Georgia 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7853) to establish a small light to make a range at 
St. Simon's light station, Georgia—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7854) to establish a light-station at or near the 
entrance of St. Catherine Sound, Georgia—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7855) relating to de- 
serters from the Army of the United States in the war of the rebellion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7857) granting 
a pension to Mary P. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BANKS: A bill (H. R. 7858) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Symmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7859) granting a pension to Adaline 
Whelan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 7860) granting a pension to John 
C. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 7861) for the relief of John B. Dixon 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CHEADLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7862) for the relief 
of Lysander Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7863) for the relief 
of William P. Wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 7864) to pension Samuel W. Seely— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 7865) for the relief of James S. Fau- 
sey—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 7866) for the relief of C. M. Stinson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7867) for the relief of 
Francis Y. Shaw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 7868) to relieve James Dunlap from 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWS: A bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. 
Dimick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7870) for the relief of 
Samuel Collins—io the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7871) granting an honorable discharge 
to Thomas Fitzgibhons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R. 7872) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa 
Jackman and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha Vaughn—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7873) to correct the mili- 
tary record of David Jameson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 7874) granting a pension to children of 
L. R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to E. Pat- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7876) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Wier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R. 7877) for the relief of Charles Conley— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 7878) granting a pension to Irene 
D. Swan to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to Emily 
P. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. G. W. Griffith—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Grant— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 7882) 
for the benefit of O. C. Berryman—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7883) for the benefit of Robert 
Swan—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7884) for the relief of W. L. Gardner—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pen- 
sion to R. A. MeCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7886) to correct the 
military record of George W. Leaman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7887) to remove 
the charge of desertion from John Lyons—to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. 


tary 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7888) for the relief of St. John’s Episcopal Church, 
of Harper’s Ferry, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian church at Beverly, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7890) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, South, of Boothsville, W. Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Urton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7892) forthe relief of William H. Roberts—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7893) for the relief of John B. Rutherford—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7894) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas C. 
Trussell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7895) granting a pension to Elias James Foster 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7896) for the relief of Henry C. Worthington—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of 
John Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of the board of aldermen of Grand 
Haven, Mich., asking the establishment of a navy-yard at New Orleans, 
La.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of John B. Dixon, to refer papers in his war- 
claim case to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of citizens of Fleetwood, Pa., praying 
Congress to appropriate a sum of money to purchase lands adjoining 
Washington’s headquarters at Valley Forge, etc.—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARTER: Petition of 26 citizens of J ille, Mont., in 
favor of free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of 286 members of New Salem Friends’ 
Church, of Greentown, Ind., against the appropriation of money—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Spicewood Monthly Meeting, of Hamilton County, 
Indiana, for same pu to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Moorhead, 
Minn., asking that binding-twine be placed on the free-list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of J. B. Sexton Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Carlisle, Iowa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, of Ellsworth Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ames, Iowa, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, of James Bell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Norwalk, 
Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of Isaac J. MacKinley, for relief—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of residents of Pitisburgh, Pa., against 
Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petitions of W, C. Crooks Post, No. 327, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Boone, Iowa; N, H. Powers Post, No. 111, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Scranton, Iowa, and H. O. Johnson 
Post, No. 152, Grand Army of the Republic, of Grand Junction, Iowa, 
for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the Real Estate Exchange of Lincoln, 
Nebr., asking for an appropriation of $6,200,000 for Galveston Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of commissioners of Jefferson County, Nebraska, 
asking same appropriation for same purpose—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, : 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Minnesota farmers, against option deal- 
ing: to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Jonesville Post, No. 
172, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, indorsing 
General Hovey’s service-pension propositions and warning Congressmen 
to beware of a further neglect of duty in respect to pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions by Robert Olmstead Post, No. 243, of Iowa, urging 
passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Resolutions by Rus Lloyd Post, No. 403, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Williamsburgh, Iowa, urging passage of service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Robert Anderson Post, No. 68, of Iowa,{indors- 
ing resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic at sessions of Sep- 
tember, 1888, and August, 1889, relative to service pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition of 26 letter-carriers of St. Louis, Mo., 
asking an increase of salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 6 letter-carriers of same city, for same purpose—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Brown County, Texas, re- 
lating to payment of Indian depredation claims—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of citizens of Hoboken, N. J., in favor 


of H. R. 3363, relating to salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. À 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of W. A. Pitman and 79 others, of Oles- 
burgh, Kans., asking for passage of service pension—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Wabaunsee County (Kansas) Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, asking for legislation to relieve the country—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

Also, petition of M. Sovereign and 110 others, ex-soldiers of York 
County, Nebraska, asking for passing of dependent-pension bill, repeal 
of limitation of arrears, and for service bill—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. B. Donnells, and 30 others, of Maple Grove, 
Kans., asking for a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the ex-soldiers and sailors of Cowley County, 
Kansas, asking for passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Memorial of Charlotte Smith, praying for the ap- 
pointment of an equal number of women and men to serveas members 
of the Committee on the World’s Fair in 1892—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the World's Fair. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Trades and Labor Assembly, of 
Columbus, Ohio, in favor of a true census of the people—to the Select 
Committee on the Eleventh Census, 

Also, a petition of farmers of Ohio, in favor of a bounty on wheat—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of J. C. McCoy Post, No. 1, Ohio, condemning the 
dependent-pension bill as an insult to the patriotic spirit of the soldiers 
of the Republic—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition ofsundry citizens of Sussex County, 
Delaware, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Indian River, 
Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Arkansas 
City, Kans., asking for the erection of a public building in that city— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Sumner Gill and others, citizens of 
Madison County, New York, praying for an increase of duty on hops 
to 25 cents a pound—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Michael Conner and others, citizens of Lewis County, 
New York, asking an increase of import duty on certain farm products— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition ofsoldiers of Wirt County, 
Virginia, to revive arrears-of-pension act—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of W. D. Spurling and 18 others, citi- 
zens of Sullivan County, New York, asking Congress to consider the in- 
sufficiency of the present tariff duties upon certain commodities, and 
to use all reasonable efforts to secure the relief asked for an increase of 
duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions from Matthew Gray post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Ida Grove, Iowa, urging the passage of the serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Vandever post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Ute, Iowa, urging the passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of M. W. Cook, to have his quarter- 
master claim referred to the Court of Claims under the so-called Bow- 
man act—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Memorial of A. Q. Moody and others, 
committee of Farmers’ Alliance of Georgia, praying better mail facili- 
ties for the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 7, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented ‘sundry petitions, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Wellington, Perth, Independence, Rome, 
Corbin, Coffeyville, Oxford, Kinsley, and Edna, in the State of Kansas, 
aud sundry petitions, numerously signed by citizens of Grafton, Rising 
City, and other places in the State of Nebraska, praying for certain 
pension legislation; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Dr. J. W. Miles and 38 
others, citizens of Hinesburgh, Vt., praying for the passage of an act 
granting a pension to Mrs. Delia Norton, widow of a soldier of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry settlers in Red River Valley, 
praying for an inyestigation of the right of the St. Paul, Minneapolis 
and Manitoba Railroad Company to certain lands in Minnesota on 
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ge they are settled; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
ie Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ipresent the petition of Mary E. Cathin, superintendent 
of the de ent of Sabbath observance, Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, and secretary for the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, in which she states that on the night of February 17, 1890, peti- 
tions were stolen representing petitioners for a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Columbia, and for all under the jurisdiction of Congress, from 
the various States, to the number of 7,000 individual signatures, and 
she asks that this be accepted in place of the petitions, and printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Fort Smith, Ark., praying that an appropriation of $6,200,000 
be made for the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 224 citizens of Michigan 
and a petition of 165 citizens of Michigan, praying for the passage of a 
national Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a memorial of Old Tippecanoe Club, of 
Chicago, III., remonstrating against the proposed deportation of the 
negroes; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the board of park commissioners 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the passage of the bill appropriating 
$75,000 for the improvement of the grounds at Fort Snelling, Minn. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Minnesota, praying for legis- 
lation to prohibit fictitious transactions in farm products; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce 
of Duluth, Minn., praying for the establishment of a navy-yard at New 
Orleans, La.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 34 voters of Des Moines, Iowa; 
a petition of 18 voters of Winneshiek County, Iowa; a petition of 32 
citizens of Polk County, Iowa; a petition of 45 citizens of the seventh 
Congressional district of Iowa; a petition of 37 citizens of Des Moines, 
Towa, and a petition of 30 citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the 
free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Davenport (Iowa) Busi- 
ness Men’s Association, praying for a deep-water harbor 5 
on the coast of Texas; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Davenport (Iowa) Busi- 
ness Men's Association, ſavoring the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal connecting the Mississippi River with the Great Lakes and the 
Atlantic ceaboard, the improvement of the natural water ways in gen- 
eral, and for liberal appropriations for improvements of the character 
named; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Robert Jackson Post, No. 
192, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Corydon, 
Towa, praying for the passage of a service-pension bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 331 citizens of Iowa, praying for the 
passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the county commissioners of 
Garfield County, Colorado, praying for a deep-water harbor at Galves- 
ton, Tex. ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying for the passage of Senate bill 305, introduced 
by Senator CHANDLER at the present session, providing for the transfer 
of the Revenue Marine Bureau from the Treasury to the naval estab- 
lishment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Mariah Scales, of Petersburgh, 
Ind., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 

. mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of 65 citizens of Fish Creek, 
Door County, Wisconsin, remonstrating against the passage of the Sun- 
day-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 8 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Yaquina Bay (Oregon) Board 
of Trade, praying that liberal appropriations be made for the improve- 
ment of Yaquina Bay, in Oregon; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Hurricane Grange, No. 359, of 
Overbank, Kans., praying for the passage of a bill to prevent dealing in 
futures; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Encampment No. 55, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Cambridge, Ohio, and a petition of the Miller Moody 
Post, No. 314, Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, 
pra: for the passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of H. B. McGaw and 26 other 
citizens of Adams bee Nebraska, praying for the remonetization of 


silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented a resolution adopted by the common 
council of Grand Haven, Mich., praying for the location of a navy-yard 
2 Orleans, La.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., praying for the erection of a public 
building in that city; which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COKE presented resolutions adopted by the Houston (Tex.) 
Cotton Exchange and Board of Trade, favoring an appropriation. of 
$6,200,000 to construct a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 40 citizens of New Rochelle, 
N. V.; a petition of 38 citizens of Locke, Cayuga County, New York; a 
petition of 44 voters of Saratoga County, New York, and a petition of 
38 voters of Chaumont, N. Y., praying for the free coinage of silver; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of 150 members of the Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends of Westmoreland, Oneida County, New York, and a 
memorial of 25 members of the Oblong Monthly Meeting of Friends 
of Dutchess County, New York, remonstrating against the proposed ex- 
penditures on the Navy and for coast defenses, etc.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of 43 citizens of Indiana, praying 
for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, PAYNE presented a petition of 302 citizens of Ohio and a peti- 
tion of 58 citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage of a national Sun- 
gay sone law; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
abor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1566) for the promotion of anatom- 
ical science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the District of 
Columbia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3956) granting a pension to Ellen Shears; 

A bill (H. R. 1043) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst; 

A bill (H. R. 4749) for the relief of Elizabeth O. Gibson; 

A bill (H, R. 3955) granting a pension to Ann Ford; and 

A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Mrs, Harriet Dada Emens, for- 
merly Miss Hattie A. Dada. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 787) granting a pension to Miss Hattie A. Dada, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1827) granting a pension to Wesley Blackman, submitted an adverse 
1 thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1446) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wilson, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1102) for the relief of Wells C. McCool, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 228) for the reliefof First Lieut. James Regan, United States Army, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 211) providing for the payment or forfeiture of lands pur- 
chased, not patented nor paid for, of the Pawnee reservation in Ne- 
braska, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3023) to define the route of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3024) making an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to gather full and authenticinformation as to the present 
condition and preservation of the fur-seal interests of the Government 
in the region of Alaska as compared with its condition in 1870, also 
full information as to the impending extinction of the sea-otter indus- 
try, and kindred lines of inquiry, ete.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3026) to create a customs dis- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1989 


trict of the Territory of Arizona; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3027) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public Jands, and to 
provide for the payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commis- 
sions paid on void entries of public lands;’’ which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3028) for the relief of Delia E. 
Grummond; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3029) for the relief of A. C. Lar- 
kin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to F. 
M. Higgason; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 3031) to transfer to the agricult- 
ural college, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, 
range 49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in the State of North Da- 
kota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3032) granting a pension to Anne 
Metz Beyland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3033) granting a pension to M. F. 
Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3034) to provite for the 
construction of a public building at Muskegon, in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3035) for the relief of Caroline 
Baker Stevens, relict of the late Col. Robert J. Stevens and daughter 
of the late Col. Edward D. Baker; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3036) for the relief of Daniel Fisher; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee 
on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3037) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Charles W. Adams, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HOAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3038) to limit the ap- 
pellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, and to reorganize the infe- 
rior courts of the United States and to define their jurisdiction; which 
be read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3039) authorizing the construction 
of a public building for a post-office in the city of Palestine, Tex.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3040) to establish a public park, 
to be called and known as the Royal Arch Park; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL SENATE MESSENGER. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa (by request), submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be,and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point an additional messenger, who shall be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate at the rate usually paid to the messengers of the Senate. 


POTOMAC FLATS IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. BARBOUR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to investigate in connection 
with the Potomac Flats improvement, the desirability of separating the wagon- 


road trom the railroad on the north side of the main channel of the Potomac, 
and to furnish an estimate of the cost of the same, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 139) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
San José, State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 200) for the erection of a public building at Galesburgh, 


A bill (H. R. 407) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of 
real estate embraced in square numbered 380 of the city of Washington, 
to ponte an eligible site fora city post-office; and 

bill (H. R. 4652) for a public building at Ashland, Wis. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 


306) for the erection of a public building in the city of Lansing, in the 
State of Michigan. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr, SPOONER. Lask that the House bill fora public building in 
San José, Cal., may lie upon the table, as the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds has already reported a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. It had better go to the committee, because there will be 
a committee meeting to-morrow, and we can then compare it with the 
bill we reported. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 139) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
San José, State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 200) for the erection of a public building at Galesburgh, 
III.; 

A bill (H. R. 407) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of 
real estate embraced in square numbered 380 of the city of Washing- 
ton, to provide an eligible site for a city post-office; and 

A bill (H. R. 4652) for a public building at Ashland, Wis. 

JOANNA W. TURNER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed. The first Order of Business on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 348, a bill (S. 1339) granting 
a pension to Joanna W. Turner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The votes by which this bill was or- 
dered to a third reading and passed have been reconsidered, and the 
bill is now on the Calendar and is before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Lask that the bill may be read again at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension la the name of Joanna W, Turner, widow of Will- 
iam D. Turner, late surgeon Niney-seventh Illinois Volunteers, and pay hera 
pension during life, at the rate of $0 per month, from March 4, 1887, in lieu of 
the pension pow received by her. 

Mr. PLATT. In lines 8 and 9 I move to strike out the words 
from March 4, 1887,” and insert from the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARY B. HOOK. 

The bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Mary B. Hook was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word her,“ to strike out the words 
“a pension at the rates provided by law from the 30th day of Novem- 
ber, 1841, to the date of the act placing her name upon the pension- 
roll“ and to insert at the rate of $50 in lieu of that which she is now 
receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed 
to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary B. Hook, widow of James H. 
Hook, lieutenant-colonel and assistant commissary-general of subsistence, and 
pay her at the rate of $59, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The biil was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

WASHINGTON AND HIGHLANDS STREET RAILWAY. 

The bill (S. 1170) to incorporate the Washington and Highlands 
Street Railway Company of the District of Columbia was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [should like to have read the route of the pro- 

railroad. I did not catch it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the clause 
asked to be again read by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Commencing at the intersection of Boundary, H street, Maryland avenue, 
Fifteenth street, and Benning’s road; thence eastwardly over the Bladens- 
burgh road to the District line. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all I want to have read. The road is to 
Sumner at the junction of H street east, and it does not come into 
the city. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in section 1, line 20, after the word road“ 
to insert: 

The location of said road to be approved by the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia: Provided, That if electricity is used the place of generating and 


the manner of its application shall be subject to the approval of the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Glancing over this bill in a somewhat hurried 
fashion I notice that while it provides the starting-point of the road 
and its other terminus, it also provides that it shall be built outside ot 
the traveled track of the Bladensburgh road, and in another of its pro- 
visions it provides that it may be built on the Bladensburgh road, and 
in the event of that road being paved that this corporation shall pave 
inside its tracks and for a distance of 2 feet outside of its tracks. 

I call the attention of the Senator having charge of the bill to this 
apparent conflict of terms. I do not know much of the Bladensburgh 
road, but if this line is to be built outside of the traveled track I sub- 
mit that it might mean that it should be outside of the sidewalk and 
the street as well. There may be no sidewalk, this being a country 
road; but certainly the traveled track of a road is the entire width of 
it that is devoted to vehicles. 

I speak of this because of the fact that in a road lately constructed 
over or adjoining what is known as the Tennallytown road, leading 
from Georgetown along the hills to Tennallytown, there certainly was 
an understanding that that road was to be constructed on the side of 
and not on the Tennallytown road. It is not yet in operation, but the 
road is built sufficiently to evidence the fact that while for a part of 
the distance it is outside of the traveled track or outside of the road, 
in another part and near Georgetown itis built on the center of the 
street, almost to its entire destruction for driving purposes. It is an 
unsightly thing, and it seems to me to be most objectionable, for the 
reason that it is a practical monopoly of the entire road- bed. : 

Mr. HARRIS, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? Iwas 
not present when the bill was read, but my recollection is that the bill 
provides that the location of the road shall be subject to the approval 
of the commissioners of the District on that part of the road to which 
he refers. Does it not so provide? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may be that it does so provide. 

Mr. HARRIS. My impression is thatit does, though I was not pres- 
i when the bill was read and have no very clear recollection on the 
subject. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My impression is that this is not the safest 
method of building railways in this city. Certainly with the 
of the United States acting as it does, substantially, as the city council 
of the city of Washington, of all places in the world this should afford 
the best possible municipal legislation. 

It is notorious that there is no more profitable venture than the build- 
ingand running of street railways; whether the cars be drawn by horses, 
whether they be cable tramways, or electric-motor ways, there is no 
more profitable venture than this use of the streets of municipalities 
for street-car purposes. Their stock apparently is constantly rising in 
valne, and even at the rate of fares that they charge there is a profit to 
stockholders that no similar investment affords. 

It seems to me that if private corporations are to be permitted to use 
the publie streets for private gain there should be something in the 
way of emolument to the Government of the United States, and that 
we should here set an example which might be properly followed by 
other municipalities in the United States, and give the public some 
benefit besides the mere use of the cars paid for by passengers in this 
use of the common highways. 

I have noticed that in some cities the course pursned is this (and I 
make the suggestion for the consideration of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and the commissioners of this District), that a 
road which is supposed to be demanded by public necessities and the 
requirements of travel shall be projected, not by private individuals, 
but by the municipality itself, and when it has decided, through the 
proper tribunal or legislative power, usually the city council, that such 
a road is proper to be constructed the right or charter is put up to the 
highest bidder, and the result of that sale of the franchise, where it is 
a proper one to grant, is paid into the public coffers. I do not believe 
that in this city we should continue this method of chartering street- 
railway corporations. It may be that this criticism does not apply to 
this road, which is not within the boundaries of the city of Washing- 
ton, but it certainly should apply to all chartered roads within the set- 
tled parts of the city. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment. I think that in all cases where charters for such corporations for 
street rail ways or any other franchise as exercised by a city are put up at 
auction they are passed fora fixed numberof years, at least by Congress, 
and in every franchise of this kind which it grants it reserves the right 
to alter or repeal the charter at any time when in its judgment the 
public interest requires it. No one would want to buy a charter sub- 
ject to repeal, and I hardly think that Congress would want to grant a 
charter without this right retained in the public interest to repeal it 
or modify it by increasing the taxation or otherwise, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I believe in retaining the right to alter or annul 
the charter, but the same prompting which leads these men to put 
their money in the construction of the road that may at any session of 
Cong:ess be destroyed would tempt them to take the franchise and pay 
the annual rental proposed or pay a lump sum for the charter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has exhausted the time 
allowed to him under the rule. 


Mr. HARRIS. Isimply want to state that, in line 20 of section 1, 
on page 2, this language appears: 
The location of said road to be ores by the commissioners of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia: Provided, That if electricity is used the place of gon 
and the manner of its application shall be subject to the approval o! 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 

I think they are a safe depository for the power, one that we can af- 
ford to trust, and I see no reason why there should be objection to the 
construction of this road for the accommodation of the number of people 
that would be accommodated by it. 

Mr. FARWELL. I will send to the desk and ask to have read a 
letter on this subject from the commissioners of the District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE or THE CANNSSIONERS, DISTRICT or COLUMBIA. 
: Washington, January 2A, 1890. 

Sre: In response to your reference to them of Senate bill 1170, “ to incorpo- 
rate the Washington snd Highlands Street Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia," the commissioners have the honor to report that this bill is prac- 
tically the same which passed the House of Representatives during the last ses- 
sion, It authorizes the construction of a railway upon the Bladensburgh road, 
which is a very important thoroughfare. The public convenience seems to re- 
quire the construction of such a railway; but if itis authorized it should be 
constructed so as to interfere as little as os with the travel on this road. 
Section 3 provides that the railway shall be Jaid outside of the traveled track of 
the road, and, perhaps, this may be regarded as n sufficient protection of the 
public interests, 

If elecricity is to be employed as the motive power it should be provided that 
the method of construction and operation, in so far as relates to the development 
and transmission of electrical power, shall be subject to the approval of the com- 
missioners of the District, and that the said commissioners Lat all times have 
power to compel the com y to make such changes, renewals, and repairs to 
the plant as may, in their judgment, be necessary for the safety and conven- 
ience of the public. á 


Respectfully, . 
J. W. DOUGLASS, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
Hon. C. B. FARWELL, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. FARWELL. I would say that the bill has been amended to cor- 
md with the suggestions of the commissioners. 
Mr. HARRIS. Have the amendments of the committee heen agreed 


to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have been. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to amend, in section 1, line 24, after the word 
„Columbia, by inserting the word and,“ and, after the word pro- 
vided, I move to insert the word ‘‘further;’’ so as to read: 

And provided further, 

It is a mere verbal amendment, but it is proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 24, section 1, after the word ‘‘Colum- 
bia,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and,’’ and after the word provided” 
to insert the word ‘‘ further;’’ so as to read: 

And provided further, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In lines 17 and 18 of section 1, I move to strike out the 
words horse or other“ and insert any,“ and in line 18, after the 
word steam,“ I move to strike ont ‘‘ locomotives ’’ and insert or 
horse-power;’’ so that the clause will read: 

The right to run public carriages thereon drawn by any power except steam 
or horse power. 

I have very frequently, in discussing these charters for street railways 
in the District of Columbia, examined this question as to whether there 
should be any more horse-railroads in the District, and I have expressed 
my opinion about it so repeatedly that it is probably unnecessary to re- 
iterate it. In my judgment we ought not toincorporate any company 
hereafter except to run an eleetrie or cable road. The horse-railroads in 
this city are a disgrace to the Capital of the nation or to any first class 
city, They have made enormous profits here at the expense of the city 
without any adequate facilities being afforded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is outside of the city. 

Mr, VEST. It is not entirely outside. I know the locality very 
well, 

Mr. SHERMAN, It does commence outside, because it commences 
beyond the Boundary and beyond the end of H street. 

Mr. VEST. I know that. I know exactly where it commences, 
and the way the city of Washington is spreading now, especially in the 
northeast, this railroad will run in a very short time through a very 
thickly populated suburb. If it were not for the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad and the actual nuisance that it creates in the northeast, no 
part of the city of Washington would improve so rapidly; not even the 
charmed circle in the vicinity of the Scott statue would equal the in- 
crease we should have in the northeast but for the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad. 

Mr. FARWELL. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I want for one to take my stand here in the most em- 
phatic way against any more horse-railroads in the city of Washing- 
ton. Let us have cable or electric railroads, or none at all. They will 
be constructed. The profits are enormous, and this horse-power is sim- 
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ply put in for the purpose of increasing the profits of this corporation. 
do not object to that if Congress permits it, but, for one, I offer my 
protest against it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not fayor the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri, and yet I think I am as much opposed to the horse-railroad 
as he is; but to convert a horse-railroad into an electric road involves 
wonderfully little expense, and is very easily and very quickly com- 
pleted. Asa temporary expedient, if these incorporators want to con- 
struct a horse-railroad and propel its cars by horse-power, I would let 
them do so, Congress having authority, as it has in respect to every 
railroad in this District, to require it to adopt any method that Congress 
may, in its judgment, decide is the proper and best method. I would 
not embarrass this company by compelling it not to adopt temporarily, 
and until Congress shall order otherwise, horse-power as a method of 
operating this road, and for that reason I should prefer that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri should not be adopted. Iwill join 
him and every other Senator who entertains the opinion that there is 
a better and more approved method of street transportation in requir- 
ing every road in the District to adopt that better and more approved 
method whenever we shall become perfectly satisfied as to what is the 
best method, in compelling the adoption of it, but I think we ought not 
to compel this company, in its construction, to adopt either of the 
methods which he suggests. 

The cable road is two or three to one the most expensive street rail- 
road that can be adopted. The electric is very little more, if, indeed, 
more expensive at all, than the horse-railroad, and is operated very 
much more cheaply than the horse-railroad. But I am perfectly will- 
ing to leave the company to decide as to which method they will adopt 
in the beginning, and we will regulate them and control them hereafter 
as we may choose. That is my idea, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
the question. 

Mr. VEST. Ibegpardon. Lask permission to make asingle remark, 

Mr, HARRIS. I hope leave will be granted to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Our experience suggests to us in the most vivid way that 
whatever we propose to put upon these corporations in the way of lim- 
itations should be put upon them now. We know how difficult is the 
way towards anything like a reform or change in the construction of 
these roads after the track is once put down. We have had a little ex- 
perience about the depots in the city of Washington. We can look out 
of these windows now, and, although I have not exercised my opties in 
that way this morning, I venture to say there can be seen from these 
windows from twenty-five to one hundred cars of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad on a reservation of the Government, and we have attempted 
here in all sorts of fashions and all sorts of methods to stop that out- 

~ rage, but it seems impossible to do so. 

If any other experience is needed let some gentleman undertake to 
pass along the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad that runs through the north- 
eastern portion of the city. Recently with a friend I remained thir- 
teen minutes by the watch waiting for that railroad company to move 
its trains, aud the whole commerce and transportation of this city was 
stopped, carriages, wagons, carts, foot passengers, and all until this 
company had defiantly run up and down, whistling and impeding the 
transportation until that business arrangement was effected. 

Why, sir, we were six years—to speak accurately, six yearsand eight 
months—forcing the city street-railroads here to put down their tracks, 
their iron rails, to the level of the streets after the twelve months that 
were given them by Congress to make that change demanded by com- 
mon decency. There is but onestreet-railroad in this city that has pre- 
tended to comply with it; and in driving a carriage ora cart or a wagon 
now, it runs against an impediment in theshape ofa rail fromaneighth 
to a quarter of an inch above the surface of the streets in every portion 
of this city except one, 3 

If it is right to prohibit these horse-railroads at all, we ought to do it 
in the beginning. The Senator says he wants this corporation to have 
this tentative, temporary right. 

If it is right that they should put down a cable or electric road, they 
ought to do it now; and they can do so, and if they are permitted to put 
down a track for a horse-railroad and to use horse power it will result 
in another struggle between the corporation and the Government, and 
with the experience we have had in the past I am opposed utterly and 
unalterably to using any power here unless it be the electric or cable 
power, and I think we should now, if that is the opinion of the Senate, 
say right here in granting this corporation power that they shall not 
use horse power in the District. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I will vote for the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri, because I know the route, and every one 
of us has probably often driven over it. It consists of hill and dale, a 
beautiful route, likely to be filled up with a good many inhabitants. 
To put horse-cars on that route would be a cruelty to the horses and 
painful to anybody who would see them endeavoring to draw the loaded 
cars up the hills of that Bladensburgh road. 


The Senator has spoken once upon 


But I think the time has come when the Congress of the United 
States should have power enough to deal with the railroads in aud about 
Washington City. There is no city in the world, there is certainly no 
city in the United States, that would tolerate, if it had the power to 
prevent, the injury and the injustice which are done by the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad in meandering twenty different squares in getting 
into this city, condemning the property as absolutely as if it was taken 
for public uses; and the Pennsylvania Railroad is not much better, al- 
though it comes in on a regular route given by the law. Lou see their 
cars standing by the hundreds on the streets, so that the people can 
not pass backwards and forwards. The incident which occurred to the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] at a crossing of the Baltimore and 
Ohio road has often occurred to me, because I haveoften driven out that 
way and I have had to wait until cars passed and repassed, trains with 
freight and passengers went by, and I have seen carts and wagons and 
people standing and waiting, and in one case, which was published in 
the newspapers, where the employés of the Printing Office could not 
get to their work and were actually docked a half hour, although they 
were waiting there in the cold to get to their work. 

I say it is an outrage and a shame that the companies do not conform 
their roads to the grades of the streets or to the convenience of the peo- 
ple, and actually condemn property as I say. A great many squares 
would have been built up with elegant houses but for this cause. For 
one, I am willing to say that there shall be no more horse-railroads 
about here, and I would vote to-day for a law which would require 
every one of the existing corporations to change their rails and change 
their motive power. I believe they are all strong enough now to doit, 
and the amendment I offered against one of the most powerful of the 
railroad companies has led to a cable road which will be ready in a short 
time and will be a convenience to thousands of people. 

All of them ought to be required to accommodate their roads to mod- 
ern methods. Although it may be pretty hard on this new company to 
require it to lay an electric road, yet I think it would be better. This 
is a suburban road through a fine part of the city and country, and we 
had better require it in the outset to spend a few more thousand dol- 
lars in obtaining the necessary plant for an electric road, and then it 
will be a modern contrivance. I think we might as well commence 
now as at any other time. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think this bill ought to lie over in 
order that it may be examined more fully. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine objects to 
the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Before making that formal objection which will carry 
the bill over by its own force, I want to call attention to the clause in 
the latter part of section 1, commencing with line 24, being the proviso 
to the section: 


Provided, That whenever the foregoing route may coincide with any other 
duly incorporated street railroad company in the District of Columbia or con- 
nect portions of such route, but one set of tracks shall be used by both companies, 
which are hereby authorized and empowered to use such tracks in common, 
upon such fair and equitable terms as may be agreed upon by said companies, 

Mr. President, it is claimed for this road that it is a suburban road; 
that the questions which may arise, and which are serious o: about 
the use of tracks of roads already incorporated, of different kinds of 
motive-power within the bounds of the city, do not arise over this bill; 
but under the proviso which I have just read, either without foresight 
or because of extreme foresight, this clause has been incorporated which 
to me, as I read it now for the first time, shows that any road hereto- 
fore incorporated in this city, no matter where it runs, may connect 
with this line at any part of it, and, limited as that road may be toa 
particular kind of motive-power, it may by this connection, author- 
ized by this provision, between the two roads, be run by any motive- 
power the use of which is granted to this corporation. Thus, if a road 
which is limited in its operations to horse-power or cable-power, and 
from which electricity has been excluded, as Congress has excluded it 
from roads running into the center of the city, connects with the road 
herein provided for by terms agreed upon between themselves, under 
the provisions of this section the motive-power of either road can be 
used by both. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator from Maine apprehends the slightest 
danger in the direction of his suggestion, if he will prepare an amend- 
ment that will render it utterly impossible to do the thing he suggests, 
I do not suppose there is a Senator on the floor who will not agree to 
such an amendment. 

Mr, HALE. I have done that, because talk amounts to nothing un- 
less it is put into the form of law. But the very fact that on a first 
reading of this bill I discovered what I thought was something needing 
a remedy shows that the bill ought to be carefully looked into by Sen- 
ators, It is a fact that in this great city, which is to be the Capital of 
the country for generations and centuries probably, we are not careful 
enough, not watchfal enough in reference to the schemes that specu- 
lators are constantly setting on foot to get the control of the streets for 
railroads moved by different kinds of motive-power. There are some 
p of the city that, in any contemplation of its uses and its beauties 

ereafter, never ought to be invaded; and yet so busy are Senators 
with other things which occupy their minds and so great is the habit 
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of trusting committees that we are apt to be neglectful in scrutinizing 
these very bills, 

I think the time has come, without in any way wishing to reflect 
upon the committee that reported this bill, because it is a most busy 
committee, and it could not provide for doing all things, but is doing 
the best it can—I say the time has come when every provision for anew 
street railroad in Washington, either in the suburbs or in the populated 
parts, should be given the closest attention by the Senate, and for this 
reason, in order that I and other Senators may have an opportunity of 
examining this bill more fully, I object to its farther consideration now. 
I have no objection, if the Senator in charge desires, that it shall stay 
upon the Calendar, not losing its place by that disposition of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. VEST. Before the bill for the incorporation of the District rail- 
road goes over I desire to offer an amendment, which I ask may be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received 
and printed. 

Mr. VEST. And I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he offer 
his amendment and, have it printed. 

Mr. HALE. I will offer an amendment at the end of section 1. 

Mr. VEST. Imove my amendment at the end of section 4. 

Mr. HALE. I have drawn an amendment hastily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendments will be received as 
intended to be proposed, and printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. HALE. Let my amendment be read. It was drawn hastily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


But nothing contained in this act shall be taken as authorizing the use of any 
road or any part of the same heretofore chartered by Congress for any motive- 
power other than that heretofore authorized by law. = 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be read. 2 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the rails laid on any street shall be on a level with the surface 
of said street, so as not to offer any obstruction or im iment to the passage of 
vehicles over the track of said road by reason of said rails projecting above the 
surface of said street. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I designed before the bill went over to sug- 
t an amendment and to call it to the attention of the committee. 
t is an amendment to section 17. That section reads as follows: 


Src. 17, That said company shall make full reports of expenditures and carn- 
ings annually to Congress, and that whenever the net income shall exceed 10 
per cent. of the amount of the capital stock paid in in actual , one-half of 
said excess of income shall be equally divided between the said company and 
the District of Columbia, 

It seems to me that that is a very liberal provision for this company. 
A 10 per cent. investment is a very good one under any circumstances 
nowadays, but this provides that whatever the excess may be over that 
amount is to be divided between the company and the District. Ishall 
offer this amendment: to strike out in line 4 the words ‘‘ one-half of,” 
and to strike out of lines 5 and 6 the words ‘‘ equally divided between 
the said company and,” and to insert after the word ‘“‘be,’’ in line 5, 
the words paid to;“ so that the section then will read: 

Whenever the net income shall exceed 10 per cent. of the amount of the 
capital stock paid in in actual cash said excess of income shall be paid to the 
District of Columbia, 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator to strike out the last two lines 
and to insert his amendment instead. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will prepare my amendment and have it 

rinted. 

* Mr. HALE. Before the bill passes from the consideration of the 
Senate—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has already been passed over. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There isan amendment I want to give notice of in order 
that it may be printed. After line 16, and between that and line 17, 
I will move an amendment on page 2, section 1, of the bill, to come in 
after the following clause: 

Thence eastwardly over the Bladensburgh road to the District line. 


After those words I propose to insert outside of the traveled way 
of said road.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. That is already in section 3. 

Mr. HALE. I notice the provision in section 3. What I am afraid 
of is that, under this general power given to locate, the road may be 
placed where it will interfere with travel upon the Bladensburgh pike. 

Mr. PLUMB. Section 3 is more effective for the purpose of the Sen- 
ator than his own provision, because section 3 is a later expression of 
the legislative will and controls the general declaration in favor of the 
authority of the commissioners of the District. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator is correct, and I do not insist on 
the amendment, % 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The Senator from Maine I understood was refer- 
ring to the street-railroad bill that seems to have been introduced by 
me. Is that so? 


Mr, HALE. Ido not know who introduced it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine was speak- 


ing of Order of Business 354, which has been passed over without preju- 


ce. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill that was partly considered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill which was introduced by 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desired to say that while the bill was in- 
troduced by me it ought to have appeared that it was introduced by 
request. I may have failed to state that fact, for the Clerksnever fail 
to do me justice in that respect. 

The bill was not drafted by me, nor do I know by whom it was 


‘drafted, nor at whose instance I introduced it, nor do I know any of 


the persons named as incorporators; but I promise the Senator from 
Maine, now that the subject has been somewhat discussed, to scrutin- 
ize the bill, and in a few days I shall be able to tell him and the Sen- 
ate what ought to be done; but it is due to myself to say that I did not 
draw the bill nor have I ever looked into it, except when it was under 
consideration by the committee, and then I suggested the amendments 
that appear in it. 

Mr. HALE. Every Senator knows that when we have the promise 
of the vigilance of the Senator from Tennessee upon any bill, it will 
be thoroughly looked into. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe I will ask the leave of the Senate to move 
at this time that when the Senate adjourn on this Friday evening it 
shall be to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building 
authorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, to be erected at 
El Paso, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 2994) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Arkansas River, in the Indian Territory. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT STERLING, ILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further observations 
to make about Order of Business 354, Order of Business 355 will be 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and read at length. 

The bill (S. 328) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Sterling, Ill., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected ht non by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be e thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accom- 
modation of the United States post-office and other Government offices in the 
city of Sterling and State of Illinois, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and app: es, com- 
plete, not to exceed the sum of $50,000. which said sum of $50,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publio 
ndvertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of — — circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals e in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recom- 
mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall accompanied by 
the original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have 
come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; nnd said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, aceom- 
panied by all statements and maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location ofthe building to be erected. 

The compensation of saiti commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 

nses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 

he Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein eas mig be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual trave! ing xpenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available, 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the ‘Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the sporer by the Secretary of the Treasury of such sile. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 


rovided, unt 
is shall have ceded to the United 


nited States, nor until the State of IIlino 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for ail purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal Jaws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 
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After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the epee e Secretary of Inte- 


rior, and the Postmaster-General, balance of said appropriation shall be avail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shali be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


The bill (S. 1265) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike outall after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating sd apg elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city of 
Oakland and State of California, the cost of suid site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, com- 
plete, not to exceed the sum of $300,000, which said sum of $300,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by beanies 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Pro made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause thesaid proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 

n by an agent of the Treasury Department, whoshall make written report 
p said Secretary of the resultsof said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

if, eee of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
ofthe ay shall deem farther investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said prc- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, pas or documents taken deed submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to t roceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The 5 of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said com mission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid solr his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be availabie im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money . by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
pona until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of California shall haye ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

the said site shall have been paid for, and the sketch-pians and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect, and 4 by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 49 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHEYENNE, WYO. 


The bill (S. 1313) for the erection of a public building at Cheyenne, 
Wyo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
8 with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and rt: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office, and other Government offices, in the city of 
Cheyenne and Territory of Wyoming, the cost of said site and building, includ- 
ing said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $150,000, which said sum of $150,000 is hereby 
3 for said purpose out of any moneys in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest roai 
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tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in res to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to desiguate, to be examined in 
person by an agentof the Treasury Department who shall make written zeno 
to snid Secretary of the results of said examination and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 


If, upon consideration ofsaid reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the uy shall deem further investigation necessary, he may 3 Haen a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 


the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, und such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may desi 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
ofsaid agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 
The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual 5 = 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as =. be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising fur proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agen 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury vie prea ta shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
provided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating 8 elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
east 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHESTER, PA. 


The bill (S. 859) for the erection of a public building at Chester, Pa., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and lie is he-eby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase. condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in 
the city of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevator-, and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publio 
advertisementin one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest ciroula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and stutements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the pais propona sites. 

If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro+ 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designat 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the ury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to heed eon 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
e shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ö per day and actual ari grey e 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses ofad vertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, and 
the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the pesparation of 
sketch-plan 3 specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
the Supervi Architect of the Treasury Deparment shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approval by the Secre! of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shali be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 


nited States, no runtil the State of Pennsylvania shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
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shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 


rocess therein. 
sand detailed 


tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil 
After the said site shall have been 


3 ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT HELENA, MONT. 


The bill (S. 1285) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Helena, Mont., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by pu coudemnation, or otherwise, a site, aud cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, clevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, in the 
city of Helena and State of Montana, the cost of said site and building, including 

vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, com- 
plete, not to exceed the sum of $150,000, which said sum of $150,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated for said porost, out of any moneysin the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

LSA ry! made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 

n by an agent of the Treasury Department, whoshal! make written report 

said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his reeommendation 

thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 

proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
ion relating to the said proposed sites, 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the —— shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the ry riment, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the jury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the 2 97 to be erected. 

The com on of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 ped day and actual traveling ex- 

nses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
‘Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual 3 expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual casio gl ayer ed said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, ar as hereinbefore 

vided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Montana shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sedretary of the In- 
terior, and the Vostmaster-Genernal, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
The building shall be unex to ger from fire by an open space of at 

40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move toamend, in lines 12, 13, and 14, by inserting 
**$100,000,’’ which is the report of the Architect of the Treasury and 
is supported also by the action of the committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator what is the 
amount in the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. The amount in the bill as reported is $150,000. 

Mr. VEST. The bill as introduced appropriated $250,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill just read in that connection a paragraph from 
the letter of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury in regard to this 
subject, addressed to the chairman of the committee: 

From computations made in this office, based upon data received, it is found 
that a suitable sitecan be procured and a publie building about 100 feet by 125 
feet in dimensions, three stories high, with basement, of fire-proof construction, 
jon ps Ready oy pag heating apparatus, vaults, and approaches, can be 
erected n for 8100, 000. 

I am authorized to state also that the committee have agreed that this 
ara ac should be proposed as representing the views of the com- 

(tee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendmentof the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds will be reported. 
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The SECRETARY, In lines 12 and 13 it is proposed to strike ont 
“ one hundred and fifty and insert ‘‘four hundred,” and in lines 13 
and 14 to strike out one hundred and fifty ” and insert ſour hun- 
dred;’’ so as to read: 7 


The cost of said site and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilat- 
ing apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the snm of 
$100,000, which said sum of $400,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose out 
of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment tothe amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, 


The bill (S. 1219) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon s suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States for capitol, court-house, post-office, and other Gov- 
ernment offices, in the city of Salt Lake and Territory of Utah, the cost of said 
site and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $500,000, which said 
sum of $500,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in 
the United States Treasury not otherwise approprinted. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for anid site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest 3 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may thin r to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come 
into his ion relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shali be an Reer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 
and graut such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an: 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premi 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or dubmitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed Sone 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other expenses incident to the selection of a site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the propago of 
5 drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ment shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropr ated by this act shall be available except as hereinbefore 

rovided until a valid title to the site fer said building s be vested in the 
nited States, 

After the said site shal: have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balunce of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating gegen elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from tire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on cach side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, in section 1, line 12, on page 4, by 
making the sum $400,000 in place of $500,000. 8 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that amendment will not prevail. I want 
to say about this bill—and I speak with the confidence of an intimate 
knowledge of the situation at Salt Lake—that a more reasonable ap- 
propriation has not been asked for a public building at this session than 
this one. This is the amount recommended by the Supervising Archi- 
tect. Iam not able to state exactly, but my belief is that the rentals 
of the offices and buildings used by the executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial branches of the Territorial government of Utah to-day amount to 
nearly or quite $15,000 annually. The appropriation ought to be 
$700,000 instead of $500,000. a 

It is well enough known, I suppose, by the Senator from Kansas, it 
is certainly by Western people generally, that Salt Lake is at the pres- 
ent time one of the most prosperous and one of the most rapidly grow- 
ing cities in the West, and that it has a population to-day of fully 
50,000. It is the great leader among the cities of the West, second 
only to Denver and Omaha of the cities between Chicago and San Fran- 
cisco. It is a city which undoubtedly within five years will havea 
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hundred or more thousand people. It is in the interest of economy as 
well as of justice to a great and growing city as this is that the appro- 
priation recommended by the committee should stand. 

Mr. PLUMB, I think I know something about the situation at Salt 
Lake. I have no desire to limit the people of that city unduly in re- 

rd to this matter of publie buildings, but the site of a public build- 
ing in Salt Lake, properly located, at the present prices of real estate, 
ouglit not to cost over twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I want to say to my friend from Kansas—and I 
know whereof I speak, because I know of transactions in real estate 
during the past few months in Salt Lake City—that the ground can not 
be bought for less than $100,000; that is, such ground as ought to be 
procured for this building, centrally located, as it ought tobe. I do 
not think it is possible to secure the ground for $100,000, and I fear it 
may cost $150,000 to get the area required for this building, to get it 
centrally located, as it ought to be for the executive offices, for the hold- 
ing of the sessions of the Legislature, for the courts, for the post-office, 
for the United States land office, for the Utah Commission, for the in- 
ternal revenue, and the other Government offices which are located 
there. 

Mr. PLUMB. After afew more such speeches as that I am not pre- 
pared to say that it will not take $500,000 to buy the site; but I am 
speaking about the prices that existed last summer, when I was there 
and in company with a friend in the city, who showed me about the 
place and who informed me as to the prices of property and all that. 
I am satisfied that last summer a sufficient property centrally located 
could have been bought for twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars, Of 
course I can not tell what the effect may be of such an advertisement 
as the Senator from Nebraska has given to this city of Salt Lake. 

I say in regard to all these matters we ought to have in mind pro- 
portion. The Senate has just provided for an appropriation of $400,000 
for a public building for the city of Helena, which is a larger place and 
a better place in every respect, and with a better future before it, and 
I think on the whole the discrimination ought not to be made, But 
in the mean time there is no need for a public building in Salt, Lake to 
cost over $400,000; and when I say that it is not in the way of dis- 
paraging Salt Lake at all. It is a beautiful place, and its beauty and 
attractiveness are added to by the presence of the Utah Commission. 

Mr, PADDOCK. I do not wish to disparage Helena, on the other 
hand, but when my friend says Helena has a population as large as 
Salt Lake he certainly is not acquainted with the situation. I think 
the population of Salt Lake to-day is at least. double that of Helena, 
and if Helena shall come in the future to be as great a city as Salt Lake, 
with the conditions favorable to the building upof a great city that 
exist at the latter in an exceptional degree, it will do very well, in- 
deed; vastly better than its most sanguine friends expect. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator we the population of Salt Lake 
City because he has been there and, like all other persons engaged in 
new and growing towns, he may be disposed to multiply its numbers 
fifteen or twenty fold. I think only about twenty-seven or twenty- 
eight hundred votes were east in the last election at Salt Lake, at which 
the two forces of Mormons and Gentiles were arrayed on different sides 
and brought out their entire vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suppose if is well known to the Senator that a 
very large number of what would under ordinary circumstances form 
a part of the voting population of Salt Lake is eliminated on account 
ofa certain unfortunate condition of things which exists there. I think 
it may be safe to say that nearly 2,000 votes were eliminated under the 
law enforced there in respect to the disqualification of certain people. 
The voting population of Salt Lake to-day, I venture to say, is at least 
5,000, and I think the population is hard on to 50,000. It must also 
be remembered that those who had not been in the city for six months 
were not legal voters. The great increase of population in Salt Lake 
bas been in the last half year, and during the past half year those who 
have gone there have not yet become legal voters. I think it is a safe 
conclusion to say—and I do not think there is anybody in Salt Lake 
who would feel that the proper statement had been made about the city 
if it should be said that the population is less than 40,000. I believe 
it to be more than that. 

Mr. VEST. I see that the governor of Utah has noticed this matter 

n his message, and he says: 


Utah has no public buildings for the use of the Federal offices. There is urgent 
need of such a building to be located at Salt Lake City. The total amount paid 
for rents would pay the interest on a very large sum of money, say $250,000, It 
would therefore be a measure of economy on the part of the Government to 
erect a suitable building at once, as the rents will increase annually and the 
land become more valuable. 


I will state what has been the rule of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, which has subjected itself to great criticism on 
account of its liberality in these appropriations; and I wish to say, 
parenthetically, that there is no more ungracious task than to serve 
upon that committee and to make any sort of resistance to the personal 
importunities which are continually made by Senators in regard to the 
matter of appropriations for publie buildings in their States. The only 
general rule that we have ever endeavored to follow with anything like 
exactitude has been that every capital of a State or Territory should 
have a Federal building. The Territory of Montana has now become 
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a State, and although its Senatorial representation is a little in abey- 
ance on account of certain questions at issue, yet it is a sovereign State 
of the Union to-day. We have appropriated 8400,00 fora building at 
Helena, the capital of the State of Montana, and it seems to us only fair 
that the same amount should be appropriated for the capital of the 
Territory of Utah. 

It is true that the per cent, in the way of rents does not exactly de- 
fine or limit the amount of public appropriation, but it has always 
entered as an element into the calculation of what the public build- 
ings should cost—never, I admit, with anything like mathematical 
certainty; but we have endeavored to approximate to that amount. 
The governor says that the rate paid there for rent would ke a fair per- 
centage upon $250,000, 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is an earlierstatement. He corrects that by 
the statement he now makes. 

Mr. VEST. It is true that afterwards, in a letter subsequent to that 
time, he puts it at $500,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hiccrxsin the chair). The hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 185) to aid in 
the establishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the bill which has been under consideration 
will be disposed of, and I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
let it be proceeded with. 

Mr. BLAIR. When can it be concluded? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that the pending amendment will not pre- 
vail. I believe it is a very great injustice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is in order, 
and the Senator from New Hampshire has the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. We had better go ahead with the bill that has been 
under consideration. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I wish to appeal to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to allow the bill to be completed. I think it will take but a very 
few moments longer to dispose of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection if nothing more is to be done than 
to take a vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I simply insist that it will be a grievous injustice, 
a great wrong to reduce this appropriation and one that will result in 
the demand for a larger appropriation hereafter if it is done. In the 
interest of economy all around, both as to the appropriations now to be 
made and hereafter to be required and the matter of rentals now and 
hereafter, I insist that it would be unwise to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The unfinished business can be informally laid aside 
only by unanimous consent. If the Senate is ready to come to a vote 
upon the bill which has been pending, without further debate, I shall 
not object; but if the debate is to be continued I shall insist. upon its 
going over and being taken up in its order another day. 

Mr. VEST. I think we can take a vote now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection toa vote? Does 
the Chair understand the Senator from Tennessee to object? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not object if the Senate is ready to come toa 
yote upon the question without further debate—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. As far as I am concerned I desire to say nothing 
more and will ask for a vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. But if farther debate is to be had then I shall insist 
upon the bill going over. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is an objection as I take it. There can be no 
objection on condition, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 
[Putting the question.] The ayes appear to haye it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I call for a division. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. There will be a lack of a quorum developed by adi- 
vision. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then I will ask to let the bill go over for the day, 
retaining the place it now holds as the first bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


- The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was the expectation that a member of the Senate 
would have taken the floor at this moment to address the Senate in 
favor of the bill, but circumstances have occurred which make it im- 
possible for him to do so, and I will occupy a short time in making a 
few corrections while the memoranda of another Senator who will speak 
in opposition to the bill ean be obtained. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question be- 
fore he commences his remarks? 

Mr. BLAIR, I have commenced them. 

Mr. PLATT. Well, before he enters further upon them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I prefer to go on unless it is something pertinent to 
this measure. What is it about? 

Mr. PLATT. I wanted to ask the Senator if he had any opinion or 
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idea or plan as to when this debate would cease and we could have a 
vote on the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have none. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator can give no idea when the discussion 
will perhaps end? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not the slightest. I have been questioned in this way 
several times. I hear no questions of this kind when other matters are 
under debate. This discussion will be concluded when tlie Senate is 
disposed to conclude it, and I am as ready to see it concluded as any- 
body. Some eight or ten Senators have indicated a disposition to speak 
on the bill, and I have no doubt that they will doso before the debate 
closes. I understand that most of the speeches will be brief. I should 
think that two or three would be of considerable length. I have had 
a hope, but not a plan, that we should reach a conclusion of the bill 
by next Tuesday or Wednesday unless we spend much of the interven- 
ing time in executive session. 

Mr. PLATT. I made the inquiry in perfectly good faith and, as the 
Senator knows, as one who favors his bill. - 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand. 

Mr. PLATT. But there are other very important measures here 
which Senators desire to get at as speedily as possible, and they ought, 
perhaps, to have some idea when that time will be. 

Mr. HARRIS. In connection with the same matter that has been 
mentioned by the Senator from Connecticut, I desire to make a sug- 
gestion to the Senator from New Hampshire, and to ask him if he will 
not consent to agree upon some reasonably early day for a vote upon 
the bill. Ido not care exactly when it may be, but I think it impor- 
tant that we should agree on a day upon which we shall vote on the 
amendments and on the bill, so that every Senator may know that it 
will come up for voting on that day. I should be glad to fix a day. I 
do not care how early it may be and I shall not quibble about the ex- 
tension to any reasonable length of time; but I do desire that a day 
shall be fixed, so that every Senator may know that we shall vote upon 
the amendments and upon the bill on that day. Will the Senator sug- 
gest a day that will be satisfactory to him? 

Mr. BLAIR. I am unable to do so. I have thought of the matter 
considerably, but the course of business in the Senate is so uncertain 
that for one who knows that at least five or six Senators desire to speak, 
and that as many more are liable to speak, it is impossible at this time 
to indicate the day which shall be the limit, for all of the intervening 
time nearly might be taken up by the decision of the Senate to proceed 
to some other matter. Like the unfinished business in other cases, 
this measure has to wait on the more pressing convenience of the Sen- 
ate. If we can have all the time from now until next Wednesday, I 
should hope that we might conclude the consideration of the bill; but 
it does seem to me that it is probable that at least three full days of 
debate, four full days perhaps of debate, will be yetconsumed. There 
will be one speech, a concluding speech, by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts], which must necessarily take considerable time, prob- 
ably à full day, if not more; and, as I have intimated, there are sev- 
eral other speeches where I know the Senators would hardly like to 
be limited to less than an hour or two. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
to consider and ascertain the matter as well as he may be able to do 
between now and next Monday or Tuesday, and I shall then ask him 
to suggest a day, because I want a time fixed several days before the 
vote is taken, or two or three at least, so that every Senator may know 
the precise time at which we shal! commence to vote upon the amend- 
ments and the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. That, I believe, is the usual course in the consideration 
of bills which take considerable time, and it will work itself out, I have 
no doubt, as the Senator desires. If it does not, this will be an ex- 
ception to any other case that has ever fallen under hisor my observation. 
So the suggestion was one that might have occurred to almost anybody. 

Mr. President, I have but little to say except in the way of a few cor- 
rections, of which I made slight memoranda, that I had designed to 
condense and put in better form before troubling the Senate with them, 
but I present them at this time for the reasons I have already indicated. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] in his powerful dis- 
cussion of this subject suggested the idea that as we had waited ten 
years we had perhaps better wait longer; that if this necessity has ex- 
isted hitherto it is possible that it has passed away; that we should 
await the indications of the coming census, and he alluded to what he 
spoke of as being the ephemeral and unreliable character of the evi- 
dence which I have laid before the Senate with reference to the ex- 
isting, actual condition of illiteracy in the country, or, in other words, 
of the necessity which calls for the enactment of this legislation. 

I desire to say to the Senator that we have never beenand never shall 
be in ession of more accurate and more reliable information upon 

this subject than at the present time. Always, in fact in 1880, the most 


reliable information which we obtained with reference to the condition of 
education, or rather of illiteracy, throughout the country was derived 
from the school reports collected by the Bureau of Education and pub- 
lished annually foraseries of years prior to that timeand e have boai 
published every year subsequent thereto. The census, to be sure, did 
collect some definite data as to the number of illiteratesin the country, 


and of the race and color of those illiterates; but the actual condition 
of the schools, the means of supplying the wants of the existing and the 
coming population in the way of education, all these data come from 
the sworn returns of institutions of learning and free schools through- 
out the country, and such data as the Bureau of Education collects 
with reference to the private schools also existing at the time. Now, 
that sort of data, its tables, its condensation of information from the 
minutest locality throughout the country where schools exist, is in our 
possession at the present time, has been gathered annually, and in its 
latest and most condensed and reliable form I have laid it before the 
Senate. So what we have to-day is all we shall have next year which 
would be of essential importance to the Senate or to the country in de- 
ciding as to whether this proposed legislation be needed or otherwise. 

In addition to that, there is the further fact that the absolute math- 
ematical data laid before the Senate in the matter of expenditures 
show that since 1880 there has not been an increase of actual expend- 
iture in the education of the country larger in proportion than the in- 
crease of population. This is particularly true in the great section of 
the country knownas the South. So, with an existing condition proved 
definitely from all sources of information in the year 1880, there is no 
cause shown to have arisen since which possibly could have occasioned 
by this time an essentially favorable transformation in the condition 
of the people. 

We have in the country at large, to be sure, increased the amount of 
expenditure for the education of the people, perhaps in a slightly larger 
degree than the relative increase of population. We have carried the 
annual expenditure for common schools in the entire country from 
about $80,000,000 to $122,000,000. But in the South, where the great- 
est necessity exists, the expenditure is to-day, including Missouri, that 
large State with an ample fund, and which ought not to call for assist- 
ance any more than any of the Northern States at the present time—I 
say, including Missouri with the other Southern States, the expendi- 
ture is only $20,000,000 out of the total of $122,000,000, 

I have laid before the Senate the evidence that in this Southern sec- 
tion of the country is to be found one-third of the children, one-third 
of the necessity by actual mathematical computation. When we come 
to consider the fact that the school-plant at the South is comparatively 
inefficient and that the length of the school-term is not more than one- 
half what it is atthe North, it is perfectly apparent that this actual ex- 
penditure of $20,000,000 is far less efficiently expended than it would 
be with the greater facilities which exist at the North. There is one- 
third of the children with about one-seventh or one-eighth of the ex- 
penditure with facilities for applying that expenditure far less favorable 
than existin the North. That isthe condition to-day. How, then, can 
it be possible that there should have been during the intervening period 
from 1880 to the present time any substantial improvement? 

Further, I have laid before the Senate the figures which demonstrate 
that there is indispensable at the present time an actual affirmative, 
instant expenditure of nearly $40,000,000 (as I recollect the figures; 
either that or a larger sum) in order to supply the South with the 
necessary plant to furnish seats and accommodations to that portion 
of the children of school age who never find their way into any school- 
house or school whatever, and who have, therefore, no means what- 
ever to receive the slightest education. There is an expenditure of 
this immense amount, one-half or perhaps nearly two-thirds as much 
as the entire amount which this bill calls for in eight years, which is 
necessary in order to furnish the opportunity to these uncared-for ones 
of attending school at all. The $20,000,000 to which I have alluded is 
the amount that is expended upon those who do get education. 

Tn addition to the records of the Bureau of Education down to the 
very Jast year, I have furnished extracts made by sworn officials which 
have been read here with reference to Texas, the Gulf and Atlantic 
region, with reference to New Hampshire, with reference to Connecti- 
cut and New York, Northern as well as Southern States, nearly the 
whole country. I have furnished the testimony of the expert educa- 
tors of the country. A great body of them have placed their testimony 
before the Senate during this debate in the form of official action by 
the highest educational experts in the country, the superintendents of 
education for all the States, North as well as South, who in the city of 
New York, while this debate has been in progress, have themselves re- 
discussed and debated the great subject, and as at every annual meet- 
ing which they have held during the last six or eight years while this 
subject has been before the- country they have, again, either unani- 
mously or almost unanimously, reaffirmed their declaration that na- 
tional aid is an absolute necessity for the education of the children of 
the country, 

That is testimony of the very highest possible character, reaching 
down to the very latest moment, and it ought to influence the Senate. 
It ought not to be dealt with as the expression of an ephemeral opin- 
ion, an ill digested, ill grounded, nonsensical utterance which is not to 
be considered in connection with the evidence brought here by the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], whose testimony and 
whose tables are also contradicted by the experience of the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], who, from long business acquaintance with 
all the northern portion of the Southern country, is able to state from 
personal knowledge that everywhere, all through the rural districts of 
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the South or of the Atlantic portion of the South, there is this terrible 
necessity for education which I have depicted and proved from other 
reliable sources, 

The Senator from West Virginia was quoted by the Senator from Wis- 
consin as well, and therefore I allude to it again. The Senator from 
West Virginia himself does not claim that there has been an increase 
of ability to endure taxation on the part of the people from but $2,500, - 
000,000 to $4,000,000,000 since 1880. I showed the other day—and 
I repeat it, and the showing ought to have been incorporated in the 
speech of the Senator from Wisconsin to go West for distribution where 
these misrepresentations have done some harm in public opinion—I 
say I showed the other day from figures from the last census and the 
most reliable estimates which we have at the present time that the in- 
crease of wealth throughout the North has been greater than it has been 
in the South; that at the very time when the Southern country had an 
assessed valuation of $2,500,000,000 the assessed valuation of the en- 
tire country was $16,000,000, 000. 

Yet the South had one-third of the soil; it had vastly more than one- 
third of the necessity of expenditure for schools in that great region so 
lately wasted by war. Her money, whatsoever of taxation she was able 
to bear, has been necessarily expended in other directions, more imme- 
diately necessary, perhaps, than the education of the children, for bread 
is the first necessity. The accumulations of generations which make 
up the conveniences of civilization were destroyed by the war. We have 
them all at the North. The South was impoverished, and her prop- 
erty, being mainly real estate, is the very last from which can be real- 
ized ready means of supplying public wants. The South, with these 
great wants occasioned by the war, which required for the rebuilding 
of the country the application of such taxation as she has, feels the bur- 
den of the education of her children vastly more than we at the North 
should feel the raising of a similar expenditure, and yet at the South 
the figures demonstrate that, in proportion to their taxable property, 
they are carrying to-day a heavier burden of actual expenditure for 
schools than are the citizens of the States of the North, 

In this immediate connection, as to the relative growth of the two 
sections of the country, it ought to be considered that the growth of 
the South is in the development of manufacturing and other industries. 
It is an investment which must remain in the property wherein the 
immediate investment ismade. It is not an investment which brings 
immediate returns, Returns are prospective largely. The increase in 
valuation is like the increase of corner lots in a new city, a paper city. 
It is very largely in that direction. You can not realize upon it. You 
can not raise taxes upon it. It is what is known among economists as 
the unearned increment. It is a valuation very sure to be realized in 
the future, butas the sourceof the means of taxation, the ready money 
wherewith to educate children, to constructpublic buildings, or to con- 
struct highways, or for any other public expenditure, it is the most un- 
reliable property in the world. 

We all know how that is. A man goes into business. He is build- 
ing up an establishment, and to him ready money isthe most difficult 
thing to obtain in the world. It is credit that he needs. He can not 
furnish the cash, however much actual value there may be in the prop- 
erty of which he is possessed. 

Another thing, Mr. President. The increase of property at the South 
is concentrated in particular localities in the hands of a few individ- 
uals, while the children are everywhere and belong to everybody. I 
hardly need to quote the statement of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] that the masses of the people at the South are rer to- 
day than they were twenty years ago. That may not be always so, 
but I know personally that very largely it is so. Any one who travels 
through the South, who gets away from the lines of railroad, who goes 
away from the stations a very few miles, will find the condition of im- 
poverishment such as to be lamentable, to say the least, and pathetic, 
touching the emotions of any man who is really human and would like 
to see his countrymen in the enjoyment of the comforts of life. 

It is these people in the rural districts of the South to whom this 
bill will be specially a benefaction. So far as the Southern country is 
concerned, they are losing; they are not gaining. They are, as fast as 
they can, very largely, emigrating from the older States of the South 
and going to the West and the Northwest, or to perhaps the still more 
fortunate, active, enterprising, and rapidly growing States of the South- 
west, their own section. Along the Gulf and up the Atlantic coast 
and the central mountain region, the condition of the common people 
of the South is all that the Senator from Virginia depicted to us the 
other day. Yet here are the children, and especially of the colored 
people, who haye their full quota or more, yet owning not over 5 per 
cent. or at the uttermost 10 per cent. of the property, and who is to 
educate them? 

Already we see what has been done in the Legislature of Virginia, 
and the idea is spreading throughout the South; already we see com- 
ing to the front, embodying itselfin legislative propositions, the thought 
that the white people have all that they can do properly to educate 
their own children from the income of their own property. Who isto 
restrict legislation of that description when a State chooses to enact 
it? If they do that, as they would be justified in doing it unless the 
nation comes forward with assistance which will leave them without 


excuse for ing to give full education for both races—I say if they 
do that, the nation having failed to give them the assistance which jus- 
tice would seem to require, who can blame them if they take care of 
the children of their own race, of the dominant race, since they have 
not the means wherewith to educate others beyond ? à 

Mr. President, as we have waited and waited these ten years, the 
Senate acting in three separate Congresses affirmatively on this bill, I 
think that under the circumstances, with the evidence we have before 
us, any longer delay would be unjustifiable, and I should look upon it 
as the perpetual abandonment of the effort to give national aid to the 
schools of the country. 

I have formerly alluded to the fact that the common schools of the 
country during the last year have not increased; that they are at a 
standstill; that those influences which desire the destruction of the 
common-school system have so far already been successful that they 
have arrested its growth, notwithstanding the vast increase of popula- 
tion and of public necessity. 

The Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Kansas both dwelt 
upon the intelligence and the t sacrifices of the people of the West 
for the education of their children, I will make no comment upon 
that further than to put in the fact that down to the year 1869 the West- 
ern States had received of the ye lands of the country 62,000,000 
acres, of which both Kansas and Wisconsin had their full share, and at 
the same time there had gone to the benefit of the Southern people in 
the matter of education only 5,000,000 acres. Federal aid seems to 
work well in the great West; why not in the sunny South? 

The Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Kansas both dwelt 
very largely upon the alleged fact that the newspapers of the Southern 
country are against this bill; that some of the States in the South are 
adverse to its passage or to availing themselves of its benefit if it should 
become a law; that is to say, those who are now in control of the gov- 
ernments of some of the Southern States are averse to the passage of 
this bill and the press of the South is against the passage of the bill. 

I should like to ask those Senators, were they present to answer the 
question, how long it is since these fire-eaters of the North have pinned 
their faith and have shaped their political action upon the testimony 
of the Democracy of the South? Does it seem to them probable that 
those influences at the South which have led to the perpetration of the 
various outrages with reference to which they have been more partic- 
ular and anxious to institute investigations than perhaps any other 
members of the Senate—is it probable that, these influences being found 
adverse to the increase of education, to the establishment of common 
schools, and to the benefit of the children of the common people, be- 
cause they are against the schools, their testimony is to be taken as 
representing what is really for the interest, the vindication of the 
tights of man, for the good of humanity, and for the general public wel- 
fare, unless their testimony is also to be received in reference to the 
bloody-shirt outrages upon the colored race? Can they rely upon the 
evidence of these parties in the one case and call them falsifiers and 
liars in the other? 

Can they summon these witnesses to prove that common-school edu- 
cation is to be an injury to the South, that there is no public necessity 
for this education, that this bill ought not to be passed—are they to 
summon these witnesses to establish all this and discredit them when 
they are called to demonstrate that there are no outrages of a polit- 
ical or of a personal or of a civil character there, no disturbances of 
society, no violation of the elective franchise, no wrongs whatever per- 
petrated there of the character which they would reach and would re- 
move by Federal election laws and other means for preserving order 
and vindicating the franchise in the Southern country? Ishould think 
it would be an argument with these men, a controlling argument in 
favor of the passage of this bill, to find that the same men whom they 
are disciplining by these attempts at legislation are against it. How- 
ever, am not responsible for the intellectual idiosyncrasies of those 
who oppose this bill in favor of the education of the children of the 
country. But the ordinary common horse sense, as we call it, in this 
country will find it exceedingly difficult to follow the logic of these 
gentlemen. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that the Republican party is under 
no moral pledges or otherwise for the passage of this bill; that the peo- 
ple of this country who are interested for this education have no right 
to expect it of the Republican party. Mr. President, I undertake to 
say that, if ever a great party was under a solemn pledge to do any- 
thing for the people in case they intrusted it with power, the Repub- 
lican party is under a pledge of the most solemn character to give Fed- 
eral aid to the common schools of this country wherever there is neces- 
sity. These planks in our platforms, these resolutions of our State 
Legislatures and of our State conventions saying that we are in favor of 
Federal aid wherever the necessity for Federal aid exists, have all of 
them been passed in view of the pendency of this measure and the ex- 
istence of this great necessity out of which the measure itself grew. 

If the Republican party or if this Congress fails to pass this measure, 
I place it on record that there is an end of its political supremacy in 
this country, and there ought to be. I own no allegiance to a party 
that lies in its platform to a nation and which chooses to go now and 
henceforth to its doom as a falsifler. There are other men in this coun- 
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try with whom the solemn pledges of the Republican party are a test. 
That is no threat; but, Mr. President, it is fair warning—fair warning 
of one who has loved his and has as much blood in the soil which 
that party has helped to bless as any other. 

The point was made with reference to the distribution of the money, 
and this point has been made so often in every debate and refuted so 
often, so often made in the newspapers of the country, and so often 
refuted in the newspapers of the country, that when a Senator rises 
and makes it again [am utterly astonished. I do not comprehend 
how men can forget with such rapidity and alacrity, yet both the 
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Kansas made the same 
old point. They say that we unjustly and unfairly make use of the 
illiteracy of the colored people to obtain money to put in the States 
where the colored people live and then deprive them of the benefit of 
it; that it is a false pretense, in substance, under and by virtue of 
which we propose to obtain money from the Treasury to deposit in the 
State for the benefit of the colored child and then we give it to the 
white child. 

Mr. President, there has never been anything in the bill of that de- 
scription from the beginning. Its provisions have been uniform from 
the commencement, from 1881 down to the present time, in that re- 
spees It has been explained over and over again that the best avail- 

lc mathematical measure of the necessity of education was found to 
be the existing illiteracy in the several States, and that the necessity 
for assistance by reason of the relative poverty of the various sections 
of the country was found to be right where the greatest relative illit- 
eracy existed; and so the relative illiteracy in any State in proportion 
to the entire aggregate of the whole country was adopted as a means of 
distribution as between the States. No more equitable rule of distri- 
bution has been suggested by anybody in all these debates in all these 
long years, in Congress and out of Congress, to my knowledge. When 
the money given is in the States, nobody ever entertained a thought 
that it was to be applicd to the education of anybody but the children 
of school age, unless here and there there might be some elderly person 
who, by consent or indulgence, was allowed to obtain some little edu- 
cation in the schools. But the money was to be expended in the South 
and in the North, as has been the practice ever since there were schools, 
in the education of those who attend them, and they are the young 

ple. 
eed we are in this situation: Adding to the funds of the South it may 
be one-fourth part of what they raise there (of course, a_very much 
smaller proportion in the North) in proportion to the amount which 
they are expending themselves, the whole, by virtue of local law and 
the conditions of this bill, is to be distributed for the education of the 
children, without any regard whatever to color, or race, or prévious con- 
dition in life, The friends of this measure have not undertaken to 
erect a color line in favor of the colored man or as against him. This 
bill does not recognize any color line so far as the application of its 
benefits are concerned, but makes one common fund, the whole to be 
expended under the direction and control of the authorities and the 
institutions of the State. The money is to be distributed as though 
they were all one color, entirely irrespective of the question of race. 
Could anything be more fair than that? Could there be any other rule 
in fact than that? 

It may be suggested that we should adopt the colored race as the 

ial wards of the nation and temporarily educate them. What would 
be the result at the end of eight or ten years, when this bill ceases to 
run? There would be the colored population substantially as poor as 
before, without property, without the means of educating their chil- 
dren, with as many children in proportion as the whites, and with no 
means whatever of educating them. Weshould meanwhile have taught 
the white Southern population that they were not responsible for the 
colored people; that they should simply educate their own and the na- 
tion would take care of the wards. They would not be likely, as we 
have no means of compulsion, to impose upon themselves at that late 
day the great additional expense of the education of the colored chil- 
dren. ‘Therefore the colored man without national aid and without 
means of his own to educate his child would continue in the illiterate 
condition which he now occupies. 

So the bill provides that this money shall be a part of the money of 
the State, and that the burden shail rest, as it now does, upon the 
State, to educate all the children who live within her borders; and 
with increasing wealth, with increasing intelligence, with increasing 
ability to support her schools, at the end of the eight years undoubt- 
edly the loss or the absence of this, which would be then a very slight 
contribution from the national Treasury, will be unfelt. Things will 
have glided into a natural, normal condition wherein the States of the 
South will maintain the schools of the South precisely as is the case in 
the North. 

This remark also covers the ground occupied by Mr. Tourgée in the 
citation which was made from him. He has always been in favor of 
establishing national schools in the South, interfering with and over- 
throwing if need be the State institution, going so far us to seize upon 
the illiteracy there with national control, and expending the money 
from the national Treasury for the removal of that iiteracy. Between 

these two systems of the application of funds, the difference is world- 


wide, One is the overthrow of State institutions, of State power, of 
State responsibility, and the establishment therein of the great central- 
izing idea of national control; the other, and that is this bill, leaves 
the States in control of themselves, holding them only to.an annual ac- 
counting of the manner in which they have expended this money as 
a condition precedent to a further appropriation to be expended in 
accordance with the provisions of the same law. Only by their own 
formal action can any of this money get inside the States at all. 

What do we risk then? Simply the loss of a single year’s appropria- 
tion, if the whole of it were wasted; and is it not worth while to try so 
small an experiment as this? 

No solution of the race problem has been brought forward which has 
worked well as yet. There is no philanthropist, there is no educator, 
there isno humanitarian who does not say that universal education and 
consequent elevation is the only possible solution of this great and 
troublesome, this most vexatious yet important problem of the races. 
Can we not afford to try one small appropriation carrying to the South 
a lesser amount than the Senator from Texas would put into Galveston 
Bay in the repairing and construction of that single harbor on an almost 
hopelessshore? Can e not take a single monitor from the Senator from 
Maine who opposes this bill and put it into education? Can we not 
wait a few years for the value of asingle ship of the $350,000,000 which 
he asks Congress to expend in their construction just to try this one 
lone experiment for the salyation of our country by the healing influ- 
ences of education and peace? 

If it fails at the end of the first year we shall saye all that is con- 
templated to be expended in the seven years remaining. It is no great 
loss. It would not cost much to try it. It would not be a great loss 
if it were all a loss. It would be such a satisfaction to know that we 
had at least made an effort. But, Mr. President, right here I want to 
say one other thing on this race problem and the relations which have 
existed between the two great sections of the country that were ina 
belligerent attitude toward each other only a quarter of a century ago. 
There is complaint that disorder and deprivation of human rights 
characterize the Southern sectionof our land. We are continually sug- 
gesting legislative experiment and effort for the removal of the evil and 
the vindication of national as well as of personal rights. Now, I under- 
take to say that from the close of the war there has never been tendered 
on the part of the North in any definite, tangible form any great, con- 
spicuous act of kindness towards the people of the South. Not one. 
We have stood upon our legal rights. 

This measure is the only thing that has ever been suggested which 
could appeal to the better nature ofthe South. It is very true we did 
not hang them nor shoot them at the termination of the war. Had we 
undertaken to do that, had we gone any further than we did, Christen- 
dom would have been at our own throats; and our mercy, as some call 
it, to the South was a mercy the contrary of which could not have been 
enforced without peril to ourselves. We gave them only the ordinary 
rights of the vanquished. Theytookthem. We have lived upon legal 
relations ever since. We have complained of wrongs that have been 
perpetrated at the South, and great wrongs undoubtedly have been 
perpetrated at the South. The Union is not fully restored, and the 
line of demarkation is now almost as clear and distinct along Mason 
and Dixon’s line as though there were fortifications on either side of it, 
and nothing but the slow light and heat of intelligence penetrates or 
can penctrate that region. 

But, as I was saying a moment ago, no great, conspicuous act of sym- 
pathy and kindness has ever been tendered from the prevailing power 
in the contest of arms. Why should we not try that? A most elo- 
quent member of the Senate said a few days ago that the South had 
never tried justice towards the negro in the solution of the race qnes- 
tion. I do not think the South has tried justice fully; but the South 
has labored under great difficulties, and many is the Northern Repub- 
liean who says openly, and still more of them secretly, that if we lived 
at the South we would conduct ourselves just as the South does towards 
the colored population, not perhaps inflicting personal violence, but 
that they should never attain to political equality, much less to su- 

remacy, no matter what their numbers might be. 

Now, Mr. President, we ought to take these things into account. 
We ought to consider whether it be not possible that in this great na- 
tional arrangement of ours we can do something which we have never 
yet really tried to do, something to ameliorate these conditions South 
as well as North, something to cure these unpleasant, these lamentable 
relations that exist between the two great sections of the country, 
and to unify the whole. I believe that the beneficent operation of this 
measure would do more to restore the Union in the hearts of the com- 
mon people throughout the whole land than all the attempted or sug- 
gested legislation since the enactment of the great amendments. Yet 
we can not run the risk of losing $5,000,000 for one year! Is the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] ready to proceed? Ie can have the floor 
atany time. Iam only talking until the Senator from Maine is ready. 

Mr. HALE. Iam ready to proceed now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, I give way. The Senator had sent for his 
notes, and I was only just filling in the gap. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the history of this bill has been most 
remarkable. Substantially the measure presented to this Congress by 
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the Senator from New Hampshire was introduced by him in the Senate 
in the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, considerably more 
than eight years ago. It has been persistently urged upon the consid- 
eration of the Senate by its friends ever since, and has been as earnestly 
opposed by Senators who are against it. It has had warm friends and 
earnest opposition, but from the beginning the rising tide has been 
against it, not only here, but throughout the country. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not admit anything like that. 
Quite the contrary; quite the contrary. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will take the expression of sentiment by 
educators, by public-spirited, patriotic men who haye dealt with this 
subject and expressed themselves upon it, and if he will take the ex- 
pression of the United States Senate, which has three times put itself 
upon record on the bill after exhaustive debate, he must then admit 
what I have asserted, that the rising tide is against the bill. 

I voted, Mr. President, against this bill with but ten other Senators 
when it was first considered by the Senate. In the last Congress, after 
exhaustive debate, the eleven increased to twenty-nine, and the majority 
the Senator then gained for his bill was cast by Senators who openly 
avowed at that time, after the vote had been given, that the bill had 
received the last support it would ever have from them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the Senator, of course, would be willing that I 
should interrupt him with a fuller expression of what I desire to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HALE. I would rather not get into an extended controversy. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not my object to get into any controversy with 
the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Bat I do not decline to yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is true that the majority for the bill in the Senate 
has decreased. It is also true that the Republican membership of the 
Senate has very largely changed. It isalso true that theincrease of the 
vote against this bill has been mainly upon the other side of the Chamber. 
But the apparent discrepancy between the eleven and the twenty-nine 
was no such real discrepancy as one might think, because there was a 
much larger number of pairs at the time of the original vote than when 
it was last taken; while, on the other hand, among the people at large— 
and I do not mean the utterances which have appeared in a manipu- 
lated press by an agency to which I have often alluded in this debate 
but among the people at large, where there has not been misrepresenta- 
tion, this bill has been constantly gaining in strength, and there never 
has been a time when it was so deeply rooted in the hearts of the com- 
mon people of this country as to-day. Great labor organizations, tem- 

nce organizatious, educational organizations, more and more ex- 
pansively and unanimously, have been increasing their expressions ot 
approbation of this bill and the desire for its passage, So among the 
masses of the people this bill is vastly stronger to-day than ever before. 
I could enlarge upon this point, hut it is not necessary to interrupt the 
Senator. 

Mr. HALE, No doubt the Senator from New Hampshire believes 
that. The long, patient, and able advocacy of this bill that has char- 
acterized him here has led him to believe and to see upon one side of 
this question. He can not deny that the support which he had for the 
bill at first in the light of observation and reflection has fallen away. 
Hecan not deny thatin State after State where the sentiment originally 
was in favor of this bill that sentiment has been revolutionized. In 
my own State, I know that when I cast my first vote against this bill, 
from the press of the State, from educators, from clergymen, and from 
gentlemen of intelligence and education interested in such subjects, 
the expression wasin favor of the bill, and greatregret was felt by friends 
of mine at the course which I had taken. But to-day the press of the 
State of Maine is opposed to this bill; the educators in the State are 
opposed to it; and the course that has been pursued by my colleague 
and myself in voting against this bill receives their support and com- 
mendation. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not to be wondered at that this change in 
public sentiment has taken place. 

The bill is humane in intentand deals with asubject of primary and 
vital importance to the welfare of any nation, the education of its peo- 
ple. The natural tendency would be to explore and find reasons for 
supporting it. This support has fallen off because human observation 
and reason have all been against the bill. The reasons for its passage 
have grown less and the objections against it have constantly increased. 
The singular fatality has attended the history of the bill that, as its 
prospects for a passage have become darker and as it has come nigher 
and nigher to final defeat, its fundamental intent has been steadily an- 
swered and carried out by the agitation against it which its provisions 
have aroused, 

The condition of the Sonthern States in their general material pros- 
perity and in the support given to their systems of common schools is 
widely different from the conditions that existed when the Senator 
from New Hampshire brought his bill here, and much of the advance- 
ment which is shown in the education given to-day by common schools 
in the South is due to the growing belief that such education must be 
provided through State and not national support. 

Tempted at first as the South was by the Liberal promises of the Sen- 


ator’s bill into supineness and lack of local and home effort, it soon per- 
ceived that the passage of the bill was at least doubtful, and then 
addressed itself, in the several States, to the task of establishing and 
extending its own common-school system. 

Whatever may be the fate of the bill the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire may take to himself the satisfaction that the agitation which he 
has aroused has resulted in a progress in the common-school systems of 
the Southern States that must be gratifying to every patriotic heart. 
The movement in this direction has kept pace with the steady and 
rapid advance of the Southern States in material prosperity. The 
statistics in this regard have already been given, and I do not wish to 
repeat them; but no man will deny the great advancement of the South 
in the last ten years in wealth and prosperity. 

In this time there have been built in the South over 20,000 miles of 
new railroads. The assessed value of property has increased more than 
$1,300,000,000. In the last four years over 11,000 new industrial es- 
tablishments have been started. In 1880 the South mined 6,048,571 
tons of coal, In 1888 this had increased to 18,000,000 tons, and the 
product of the last year was probably from 23,000,000 to 24,000,000 tons. 
Cotton mills have increased from 161 establishments with 14,322 looms 
and 667,854 spindles in 1880 to 355 establishments with 45,000 looms 
and 2,035,000 spindles. In 1880 there were 40 cotton-seed-oil mills in 
the South, representing a capital of $3,500,000; in 1889 there were 263, 

resenting a capital of more than $20,000,000. 
e value of the agricultural products of the South for 1889 reached 


$920, 000, 000, against $571,000,000 in 1871. And the porao of grain 
rose from 431,000,000 bushels in 1880 to 680,000,000 bushels the last 


year. 

The assessed valuation of property in the South has increased in the 
last ten years more than 73 per cent. 2 

When the Senator says, as he did just now, that the general condition 
of the Southern people is not advanced in material prosperity over what 
it was twenty years ago, he makes a most startlingstatement, Where 
he obtains his figures upon which to base that statement is a thing I 
enn not imagine. One thing is accepted as a most happy result through- 
out the country, and that is that in the growth of its products, in the 
enhancement of its property in valuation, in the making two blades of 
grass grow where one grew before, in all the things that go to make 
great material prosperity, the condition of the South has been greatly 
improved. 

The statement made in this debate by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the condition of the people of the South is worse than it was 
twenty years ago is beyond belief. 

Whatever may be the fact in other countries, the time has by no_ 
means come in the South that great fortunes are aggregated at the ex- 
pense of the people; that wealth accumulates and men decay. Pre- 
cisely the opposite is true. The prosperity that has been maintained 
there and which has kept on steadily and unceasingly is the prosperity 
that flows to every fireside. 

You can not erect a building for the manufacture of native products, 
you ean not open a mine, you can not build railroads, you can do none 
of these things which are done with the risk that attends the invest- 
ment of great capital without benefit flowing directly to the people. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would not interrupt me. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator makes the statement broader than I did. 
I spoke of the whole population. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. HALE. I do not. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator must have heard the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. I did not state it as strongly as he. 

Mr. HALE. The New Orleans Times may well say in the light of 
this condition that the South is no longer poor.“ It is prosperous 
and growing rich. 

Mr. President, the educational progress of the South has kept pace 
with the general prosperity. 

Indeed, it is impossible to believe that any community in the United 
States, North or South, would find itself advancing in the accumula- 
tion of wealth without at once setting itself to the task of upbuild- 
ing its common-school system. It was not possible that the South 
should go on increasing in wealth and p rity without turning its 
attention directly to the great question of the education of its people. 

In eight years Florida has doubled the number of her schools, more 
than doubled the number of pupils, and more than quadrupled her ex- 
penditures for the same. The length of the school year in Florida is 
nearly as long as it is in New Hampshire or Maine, and the percentages 
of enrollment and daily attendance are as great as those of any State. 

In Arkansas, in the-last three years, the number of teachers has 
increased 50 per cent., the number of pupils more than 50 per cent., 
while the expenditures for school purposes have nearly doubled. 

Texas in eight years has increased her number of schools 60 per cent., 
more than doubled the number of children of school age enrolled, and 
more than doubled the school attendance; while the amount expended 
for schools has been increased from $691,041 in 1880 to $2,778,172 in 
1888, and the length of the school year in that State is as great as it is 
in the more sparsely settled New England States. 


Does the Senator from Maine yield? 
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Upon this, as showing the advance and the view taken of it in cer- 
tain Southern States, at the risk of repeating what may have occurred 
in the debate before, I ask the Secretary to read a communication from 
the superintendent of public instruction of the State of Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The communication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Editor of the Evening Post: 
Sır: I send you herewith a statement of the progress made in education in 
this State during the last eight years: 


1880. 1888, 
Whole number of schools. . .. . ..... 5,819 8,722 
Number of children of school age... ae 226, 439 508, O44 
Total school attendance . . 179, 131 364, 744 


Total amount expended for schools., 3 $691, O41 | $2,778, 172. 57 


You will note that in these eight years the amount of school fund increased 
from less than $700,000 to about $2,800,000; fl. c., it was quadrupled; while the 
school population increased only from 226,000 to 508,000; fl. e., it was not much 
more than doubled. 

The scholastic population for the year ending August 31, 1889, was 528,110, 
and the total expenditures for public-school p were 22,938,347. 50. This 
amount does not include expenditures of funds derived from sales of bonds in 
cities and towns for remap J and equipping school-houses, about „000, mak- 
ing the total expenditures for educational purposes $3,298,347.39, The receipts 
exceeded the expenditures $357,181.64, so that the total receipts were $3,655,529,05, 
Other amounts expended for public education in this State, in the maintenance 
of the State University, the Agricultural and Mechanical College, the institution 
for the deaf and dumb and blind, aggregate $200,000, so that our total receipts 
in this State for public education, stated in round terms, aggregate $3,855,000, 
It will be understood that these funds are funds available for annual ad ee 
Besides these funds the increase of the permanent State and county fund of 
about $1,300,000, with the prospect of considerable increment to this increase 
during the current scholastic year, must be considered. 

The average length of the school year is now about 100 days in the country 
districts and nearly 160 days in cities and towns, making the average for the 
8 considerably above 100 days, or fully as long as in Maine and New 

am re. 

It is nonsense to talk of Texas needing aid from the National Government to 
maintain its educational institutions, 

AR H. COOPER, 


OSC. 
Superintendent of Public Instruction, 
AUSTIN, TRx., February I. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to say that the same com- 
missioner 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield? 

Mr. HALE. I can not yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. The same commissioner—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must protect the Senator 
from Maine in the ion of the floor. He declines to yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think any police force will be necessary to 
protect the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. HALE. I do not apprehend any danger from the Senator from 
New ene ve 

Mr. BLAIR. No, Iwill not interrupt him, even if he can indulge 
ina discourtesy which Senators are not accustomed toshow to each other. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not wish to cut off any proper question, but I 
have a certain line that I am trying to follow, and if the Senator in- 
terrupts constantly I am thrown from that and do not pursue the 
thread that I desire to pursue. If the Senator has any question to ask 
or explanation to make, I do not want to be discourteous, and I yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was only going to observe that that is the same in- 
dividual from whose record I read the other day, in which he stated 
in his most recent utterance that in many whole counties in the State 
of Texas the value of the jails was greater than that of the common- 
school houses, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator insisted upon interrupting me for the pur- 

of making that statement. He had already made it in this de- 

Pate in my hearing half a dozen times in reference to the State of Texas. 
It is no answer whatever to the broad view that is taken by Mr. Cooper, 
who is intrusted by the State of Texas with the superintendency of 
public instruction in that State. He is presumably a man of experi- 
ence, of judgment, and is representing his State and State pride when 
he writes this letter. Whatever may be the fact about certain coun- 
ties not having school-houses in Texas, if does not bear upon the gen- 
eral view that Mr. Cooper so well expresses here any more than the 
situation as it has been brought out in the debate by other Senators 
-~ with reference to certain lack in school-houses in New Hampshire bears 
upon the general condition in that State. There will be cases that are 
exceptional. There will be in New Hampshire, in Maine, in Texas, 
and ev: here places where the local sentiment is not up to the point 
of furnishing good accommodations to the scholars in the locality. But 
that will not show the general condition of the State as to the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of common schools. Iam willing to admit 
that Mr. Oscar H, Cooper, of Texas, superintendent of public instruc- 
tion in that State, knows more about the situation there than I do, and 
I believe he knows more about it than the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire knows. 

The Commissioner of Education, in a recent report, says that the 
Southern people have adapted themselves readily to their new con- 


ditions and have addressed themselves with fidelity and energy to the 
building up of their school systems.” 


The Senator from New Hampshire is obliged to admit this increase 
in material prosperity in the South and the corresponding advance of 
education in that section; but he is impatient because the advance has 
not been greater, and believing, as he does, that the efficiency and value 
of common-school anywhere is a question of money, he now 
desires that the of common schoolsin the South shall be re-en- 
forced by large donations from the Federal Treasury, so that the ex- 
penditure of money for each scholar in attendance upon the public 
schools shall equal or approach the expenditure for such purposes in 
the Northern States, within whose bounds are found the great cities of 
the country. 

It does not content him that West Virginia, with a population nearly 
the same as Maine, expends for public schools a sum a little larger in 
proportion to her population than Maine, or that Vermont and Texas 
show a like condition in comparison. He would have the average of 
expenditure for each child of school age something nearer that found 
in the old States which are filled with populous cities. 

That, Mr. President, I venture to say, can never be brought about 
under any system of supplying funds for public common schools. The 
agricultural and sparsely settled States will generally show the small- 
est proportion of illiteracy, and, at the same time, the smallest sum 
expended yearly for each child of school age. Vermont, for instance, 
expends $6 for each child of school age, while Massachusetts spends 

20.42; yet the proportion of illiteracy is much less in Vermont than in 
Massachusetts. 

The length of the school year in Maine is about one hundred days, 
and the amount expended for each child of school age is smaller than in 
Vermont; but the State in the scale of intelligence stands third from 
the head of the column, and, as I have stated before in debate upon 
this bill, through all her smaller towns, and indeed outside of the cities 
in the State, it will be hard to find a person above ten years of age who 
is unable to either read or write. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine allow me, in justice to 
my own State, to make one suggestion at that point of his argument, 
not with reference to in the least controverting or contravening his 
argument, but simply that the fact as he states it may be accompanied 
by its explanation, because undoubtedly what he says will be very ex- 
tensively read. 8 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I want simply to state for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Maine and of the Senate that the illiteracy in Massachusetts 
is occasioned by the fact that more than any other State in the Union, 
with one or two exceptions, there are within her borders illiterates who 
are natives of other countries, and illiterates like the colored people, 
for instance, who came up from the South immediately after the war, 
illiterate natives of other States and communities; and that if you take 
the statistics of the illiteracy of native-born citizens of Massachusetts 
I understand and claim that she stands at the head of all human com- 
munities, without an exception; that is, there are fewer native-born 
illiterates in Massachusetts than in any other State or country on the 
face of the earth. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Maine will allow me to supple- 
ment my colleague’s remark, I will state that in Massachusetts the 
proportion of native-born to foreign-born illiterates is 6,000 native-born 
to 85,000 foreign-born. 

Mr. HALE. If Massachusetts had four able Senators on this floor 
instead of two and any allusion should be made here to the old Com- 
monwealth not unqualifiedly complimentary, each Senator would feel 
that he ought to put Massachusetts right upon the record. What the 
Senator [Mr. Hoar] says is true, but that does not in any way contra- 
vene what I am saying. Massachusetts has upon herself the care and 
disposition and management, not simply of the children of her native- 
born population, but of all who have come there. They have poured 
in by thousands and tens of thousands, and they share the prosperity 
that illustrates the career of Massachusetts. They crowd her great 
cities and they go to make up the difficulties which I have alluded to, 
which make the common-school system in a State that has large cities 
more expensive than in agricultural and sparsely settled States. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not make the sug- 
gestion as in the least contravening his argument, as I said before. 

Mr, HALE. Iso understood. The Southern States are agricultural 
and will continue to be largely so. Their population will not to any 
considerable extent be concentrated in large cities, and to develop such 
general intelligence as pervades Northern States which do not contain 
large cities, only the same amountof money will need to be expended 
yearly upon the children of school age. 

Neither the Senator from New Hampshire, nor I, nor any Senator 
here, nor our children, will ever open their eyes upon the day when, 
with or without the benefactions from the Federal Government, the 
expenditure per capita upon children of school age will equal what 
Massachusetts expends or New York expends. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator indulge me to ask him a question 
there? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I will. S 

Mr. BLAIR. Does theSenator see no analogy between this imported 
illiteracy in Massachusetts and the enormous already existing illiteracy 
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in the South; so that, iflarger amounts per capita be necessary in Massa- 
chusetts, upon the same principle an immensely larger amount per cap- 
ita is necessary throughout the South to overcome this temporary emer- 
gency, as is proposed in this bill? 

Mr. HALE. The analogy is not good between the two sets of States. 
Illiteracy, it is admitted, is more easily removed and at less expense in 
sparsely settled communities than in great cities, 

Mr. BLAIR. That is notso; it can not be so. 

Mr. HALE. The record shows. I will not make that as a proposi- 
tion, perhaps, that will hold in all cases, but certainly this is true, that 
on investigating this subject, as it is shown in different States, the 
sparsely settled States, those that have no great cities have a higher 
seale of literacy and a smaller scale of expenditure, as illustrated in 
my own State, 

The South, Mr. President, has learned the lesson which the North 
had learned before: a firmly established, well organized and main- 
tained system of common schools depends not upon money so much as 
upon the interest and efforts of the localities where the schools are 
maintained. It is what has been so often called in this debate self. 
help” that maintains common schools; it is local interests and local 
taxation; it is a feeling which the head of the family has, which the 
neighborhood has, which the township has, that their means supply the 
sources of revenueand their children enjoy its benefits. 

You may raise armies and build fleets and it isa question of money; 
you may rear public buildings and other great public works, and this 
is aquestion of money; butif you try to build up a common-school sys- 
tem among the people by Federal appropriations the vitality of the sys- 
tem will disappear, and if you seek to mingle the two the tendency 
will always increase to depend more and more upon the largess of the 
General Government. 

It was not simply, Mr. President, from a desire that the Federal Gov- 
ernment should not aggrandize, that certain things nearly affecting the 
lives of the people were left to the States and to the municipalities 
which the State creates; it was because these things which so nearly 
touch the lives of the people could be better done by the States and the 
municipalities than by the GeneralGovernment. The care of the poor, 
the maintenance of roads and bridges, the constitution of the jury-box, 
the jurisdiction of magistrates in ordinary cases, and the maintenance 
of public schools are all wisely left outside of the domain of Federal in- 
terposition. These are entwined with the every-day life of the people, 
and the more they are left to local management the better it will be 
for the people. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before the Senator departs from that branch 
of his subject will he allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. First, his suggestion as bearing upon his State, 
that the agricultural States have a greater proportion of illiteracy nec- 
essarily and spend less per capita. Is that his idea? 

Mr. HALE. They have a less proportion of illiteracy —— 

Mr. MANDERSON. And spend less per capita. 

Mr. HALE. And spend less per capita. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The States of Iowa and the two Dakotas, and 
probably Nebraska, have perhaps a smaller percentage of illiteracy by 
the census than any of the other States of the United States, and their 
expenditare per capita exceeds, unless I am greatly mistaken in the 
figures, that of any of the States to which the Senator refers. Take, 
for instance, the State of Nebraska. The expenditure per capita is 
more there than in any State of the Union, amounting to $13.39. So 
it seems, as far as the Western agricultural States are concerned, that 
there is a different condition from that which the Senator draws in the 
comparison between the State of Massachusetts and the State of Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. HALE. Comparing the State of Nebraska with the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, the proportion of illiteracy in Massachusetts is much greater 
than in Nebraska, while the expenditure per capita is much greater in 
Massachusetts. Perhaps the comparison will not apply to every State 
or group of States, but, generally carried out, my observation has been 
in the direction I have stated to the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, upon the general proposition that the common 
schools are better left to the States and to the localities, the Senator 
from New Hampshire and I are at odds, and his view not only as to 
what the Constitution carries, but as to what it is wise and practicable 
for the General Government to do, in many things that come nigh to 
the every-day life of the people, is not my view. 

The Senator is well able to make his view clearly seen and known, 
and I read now an extract from the speech which he made here when 
he launched his bill in 1882, as showing the conception that he then 
had of the wide extent to which the General Government should in- 
terfere in the work of establishing common schools. What the Sena- 
tor said further shows his understanding of the reach of the general 
powers of the Federal Government under our fundamental law. 

Here is what the Senator said- 

The nation is a whole. As such it must act; as such it is to be saved or lost. 
In this battle for its life the whole line must be maintained and advanced: Re- 
enforcements must be sent to the weakest parts. Because they are the weakest 


is the reason that help is wanted. If they were robin. no reenforcements would 
be needed. Nor does it change the duty and necessity even if there be forces 
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unless they fight. They must still be aroused to duty, for the work must be 
done, The evil is the same whether the battle be lost for one cause or for an- 
other; but in this struggte I believe there is as great danger to the future of the 
country from the Ni cities as from the Southern States. 

Mr. President, we may look far and wide and search long and deep 
before we will find in the record of any debate that has taken place 
in Congress for a hundred years a clearer and stronger and more sweep- 
ing statement of the doctrine of those who believe that in the General 
Government lies the power to do all things, and that whenever and 
wherever a trouble arises, or a wrong is found, or a grievance appears, 
or an unsatisfactory condition exists, then it is not only within the Con- 
stitution but both wise and practicable for the General Government to 
assume control and to find the remedy. 

It is a remarkable and eloquent statement which the Senator from 
New Hampshire made and covers all this grund. Senators will per- 
ceive that he is not here advocating the somewhat occult but undoubted 
power which lies in our Government, as it must lie in any well ordered 
government, the power of ‘‘self-preservation,’’ the power which exists 
ex necessitate rei. He has talked a great deal about this in the debate 
which has arisen here during this session, and he has wisely left his 
larger view, which he maintained in 1882, in the background; but his 
bill is the same, his purpose is the same, and if the measure shall ever 
be enacted into law it carries withit all the vast, stately, majestic pro- 
gramme which he has marked out as the field for thé work of the Gen- 
eral Government. He has struck out in one fell swoop’? all the va- 
rious functions which the States and the municipalities have hitherto 
exercised upon the subjects which cover the every-day life of the people, 

The nation— 


He says— 


is a whole; as such it must act; as such it is to be saved or lost. In this battle 
for its life the whole line must be maintained and advanced. Re-enforcements 
must be sent to the weakest parts. Because they are the weakest is the reason 
that help is wanted. If they were strong no re-enforcements would be needed. 


But the Senator goes further. If he finds State and local apathy 
upon its domestic concerns he would have the General Government be- 
come the agitator and stimulator of life and exertion, and would have 
all these which I believe should come from the localities, furnished 
from the central power. He says: 

Nor does it change the duty and necessity, even if there be forces, unless they 
fight. They must still be aroused to duty, for the work must be done. - 

Moreover, Mr. President, as applied to this subject of education, the 
advocates of the bill, as represented by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, show that their purpose and intent were for the General Govern- 
ment to assume the sustenance and supply for the common-school sys- 
tem both North and South, Upon this all-embracing plan which filled 
the mind and aroused the imagination of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire he goes on to say: 

The evil is the same whether the battle be lost for one cause or for another; 
but in this struggle I believe there is as great danger to the future of the country 
from the Northern cities as from the Southern States, 

Mr. BLATR rose. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would wait. I shall be through in 
a few moments, 

Mr. BLAIR, If the Senator is undertaking to state somewhat of 
my position, he does not state it fully. 

Mr. HALE. I read from the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator does not read all that there is in the 
RECORD, 

Mr. HALE. No; I have not the time, and I am too old a man, 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator would read all the RECORD he would 
know more about this bill and he would know more about what I have 
stated in relation to it, too. 

Mr. HALE. I say again, Mr. President, that upon such a vast, illim- 
itable scheme of the powers and duties of the General Government, 
connected with the practical question of their exercise, the Senator and 
Tare at odds. His view is neither that which needs to be taken to-day, 
by reason of the circumstances and conditions that apply and exist in 
different parts of the United States, nor was it the view of the fathers, 

Many o° {ese things which appertain to the comfort, the happiness, 
the welfare of the millions of people in the United States who make 
up the best of its population can be betterattended to and managed at 
home than here; and because of this, as much as because it was not 
intended that the Federal Government should aggress upon the States, 
thus the fathers left it. 

I say again, Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire has 
not failed to make himself understood. I have no difficulty in seeing 
the picture which the Senator has before his mind. I have to take no 
painsin discerning the outcome of a rule or policy that illustrates sueh 
a picture. Whether the Senator atonce seizes for the General Govern- 
ment exclusive supply and control of the common schools or whether 
8 makes his approaches gradually and by devious steps, the result is 

e same. 

When the Federal Government takes upon itself a portion of the work 
of maintaining the common- school system of the country, that moment 
local and State interest begin to decline; that moment another set of 
feelings and desires and expectations relating to education takes pos- 
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prehension that an impending census will show the reverse, he is bound 
to a degree to discredit this census, declaring that its place can be taken 
by other information which he says has already been gained. 

Mr. BLAIR. My statement which the Senator read included the 
returns of the Bureau of Education at the time, in 1880, and I have no 
disposition or belief that I can or ought to diseredit the returns of the 
coming census. On the contrary, I believe the fact, thestarting-point 
being gained in 1880, reliably and surely shown, that nothing has hap- 
pened greatly to change the situation, having the sworn records of the 
Bureau of Education, and the fact is demonstrated that the necessity 
continues, and to await the returns of next year is simply to delay the 
inevitable remedy for the evil. 

5 Mr. HALE. I will continue this memorandum from the Census Of- 
ce: 

Briefly stated, then, it will be possible to show in the reports of the Eleventh 
Census the number and percentages of white and colored persons, classified 
as to sex, age, place of birth, parent nativity, and occupations, who are able to 
read, but not write, or who can neither read nor write, and for those of school age 
the numberand percentage who may have attended school during the census 
year and the amount of schooling they may have received. 

WILLIAM C. HUNT. 

Mr. President, as I have said, this census is directly upon us. The 
Senator says he can not wait. The Senator has waited and has tired 
not in his advocacy of this bill for eight long years, until at last the op- 
position that has come up against it has brought him to the eve of the 
next census, one great object of which is to demonstrate facts in relation 
to 2 condition of the school children in the South, both white and 

ack. 

For one, Mr. President, I am willing to wait another year until we 
can see what it is that the cold steel of reliable statistics” furnished 
us by the census willshow. I believe—in that I may be wrong—but I 
believe and hope that these returns will show not a less favorable con- 
dition than has been disclosed by the partial statistics which Sena- 
tors have been able to present before this body, but that a better con- 
dition than is shown in these partial reports will be seen to exist 
when we get this authoritative statement which the Government has 
set on foot as one of its first and most serious duties; and then, if the 
breath of life is left in this bill, I believe the facts disclosed in the next 
census, so soon to be taken, will give to it the finishing stroke. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, I do not conceive it to be of importance 
what my opinions may be upon constitutional law, and I was hardly 
prepared to hear the Senator from Maine magnify the brief utterances 
which I made on a former occasion touching the power and scope of the 
Constitution inte the prominence that he has given them. I would 
almost believe that his eulogies upon the importance of my sentiments 
ormy beliefor my viewsof the Constitution were somewhat Pickwick- 
ian, but I know the absolute sincerity that characterizes the Senator in 
everything that he says. So I suppose I must accept his homage and 
take my place in an elevated niche among constitutional lawyers. 

But I do believe that what I said was then true and is true now, that 
the nation has the right and the power of self-defense, and that itmay 
go to any lengths, the State and the parent failing, to secure the edu- 
cation of the children of the country; that it is injudicious to do so 
unless there be a necessity, but, if the necessity was complete and total, 
then the nation might assume complete and total charge of the edu- 
cation of the children who are to be the nation; if the necessity was 
partial and the remedy does not come, it is the duty of the nation to 
find and apply the remainder of it as a matter of self-defense, but to 
waitlong, patiently, and urgently upon the parent and the State, and 
to aid the parent and the State through their own exertions to accom- 
plish this end to the uttermost before falling back upon its own agencies, 
its own control. And I believe further that the obligation of the nation, 
the constitutional obligation to guaranty to the States governments 
republican in form, also imposes the obligation to guaranty needfal 
education by which alone the guaranty of republican government can 
be best made good. That affirmative guaranty which the nation must 
make good to the State can be best redeemed by insuring to the State 
the means of educating its children, for a republican form of govern- 
ment can be maintained in no way but as it is based upon universal 
intelligence. 

I do not think that is novel doctrine. Jefferson and all the fathers 
held it. I have certainly announced it in every debate from the first 
to the present time, and I have heard but one effort to deny it. So 
much for that part of the case. 

The Senator from Maine dwelt for some time upon the proposition 
which he deduced from data which satisfy him that the expenditure 
at the South for the education of children in the rural districts is about 
the same asin well educated States at the North, and he instanced Ver- 
mont and Maine. Mr. President, I have tried to show, and I believe 
that itis the fact, that a single doliar at the South does not goasfar as 
a single dollar of taxation or expenditure at the North for the purchase 
of a given amount of education. All will concede that the Southern 
child needs as much of actual education as the Northern child, and that 
money is the means by which it is obtained and conferred upon him, 
money for teachers’ wages, money for school buildings and school ac- 
commodations, money for school books and all that. 

Now, at the South the means of giving education, the mills or the 


session of the minds of the people—the desire to secure more, the de- 
sire to be freed from home burdens—and out of this comes the death of 
the local and neighborhood feeling which has given vitality to our 
common schools. The humble but useful fabric reared by local and 
State interests is torn down, and in its stead is built up a vast, impos- 
ing structure, reared and maintained by the General Government. 

2 nder such a doctrine as this, whether applied to common schools 
or to other various subjects which are better left to the localities, but 
one result will follow: the line of local interest and State interest, the 
line of local power and State power, recedes and fades, an uncertain 
shifting shore that disappears before the restless, aggrandizing sea of 
Fed interference, 

Mr. President, there is another reason, which the Senator has belit- 
tled in his remarks to-day, why the Senate should hesitate in adopting 
a policy based on alleged information gained as to the real condition 
in the Southern States. When the Senator from New Hampshire, in 
the Forty-seventh Congress, reported his bill to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools, and afterwards 
called it up in the Senate, he spoke upon the actual state of education 
in this country as follows: 

I wish now to call attention to the actual condition of the American people 
as revealed by the mostauthentic evidence. Fortunately the réturnsof the census 
of 1880 are so fully compiled that through the labors of the Bureau of Census 
and of the Commissioner of Education the most important data have been tabu- 
Jated, and I am able to give the country the cold steel of reliable statistics. 
These are more eloquent than any other statement, and demand the profound- 
eststudy of every citizen of the land. 

Mr. President, eight years have passed, and we are now on the point 
of taking another Federal census. While the statistics which have been 
given are presumed to be approximately correct, no man to-day knows 
the exact progress which has been made in the common-school systems 
of the South. What we need now to act upon intelligently is what 
the Senator from New Hampshire then plumed himself as acting upon, 
“the cold steel of reliable statistics.” These, as the Senator said, 
“are more eloquent than any other statement, and demand the profound- 
est study of every citizen of the land.“ 

What the Senator based himself then upon in the eloquent speech he 
made in advocacy of this measure was that the census had given tothe 
country undoubted information as to the condition of the South, and 
exploring, as he did faithfully, into the volumes that contained the evi- 
dence as to the existence of certain facts in the South, he brought this 
information before us from the work of the Census Bureau, calling it 
the cold steel of reliable statistics.“ 

When the next census shall have been taken, as it will be during the 
summer months which are soon to follow, here are some of the results 
that can be laid authoritively before Congress. They do not depend 
upon the estimates of educators who are either for or against this bill. 

I have taken occasion to send to the Census Office and get from it a 
statement as to what is the purpose of that office upon this most im- 
portant subject, and here is what I received in reply: 


DEPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR, Census OFFICE, 
. Washington February 7, 1890. 
My Dear Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of February 7 concerning illiteracy in the South, and in reply beg to inclose 
memorandum prepared by Mr. William C. Hunt, special agent of this office, to 
whom the subject was referred, 
Very respectfully, 


ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 
Hon. EUREX HALE, United States Senate, 


MEMORANDUM CONCERNING ILLITERACY IN THE SOUTH, 


~ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Census OFFICE, 
Washington, February 6, 1890. 

There are four inquiries on the population schedule which bear directly on 
the question of illiteracy. ‘Two of these inquiries will be asked of every person 
ten a . and upwards, male and female, white and black, as to their 
ability to and write. By combination of the answers to these inquiries, 
with the answers concerning age, place of birth, parent nativity, and occupa- 
tions, it will be ble to present most interesting results, For the colored 

t also, a classification can be madeaccording as they are of pure negro blood or ot 
mixed blood; that is, whether mulattoes, quadroons, or octoroons, A classifi- 
cation Py age, periods, sex, and color would show, for instance, the number of 
colored les who are native born between the ages of ten and fourteen, be- 
tween the ages of fifteen and twenty, and twenty-one years and upwards, who 
are able to read, but not to write, and also those who can neitherread nor write. 
Applying such results to the whole number of persons of the specified ages, it 
will be possible to show the percentage who are partially or wholly illiterate. 
In all cases also where the question as to particular place of birth, tage, or 
occupation is of value, similar combinations can be made as regards each or all 
of those special features. ; 

The third inquiry concerning illiterates 23 to the attendance at school 
Sering the census year, the answer to this inquiry being given in months, and 
pode fi ied to the E bang ie of illiteracy will show the amount of schooling which 
the illiterate children, both white and colored, may have received during the 
census year. 

The fourth question concerns the ability of all persons of ten years of age and 
upwards to speak the English language—that is, so as to be understood in ordi- 
nary conversation; and of those who can not speak English it is the purpose to 
ascertain the partioular language ken. This, however, does not pertain spe- 
cially to the question of illiteracy in the South as regards the colored. 


Mr. BLAIR, Wehaye all those for last year. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator says we have those. LIonly know that at 
a time when the Senator believed that the census statistics sustained 
his view he declared that they were the one subject ‘‘ worthy of the 
profoundest attention and study, but now, when he may have an ap- 


1890. 


factories where education is produced—in other words, the means of 
educational production—do not exist as they doatthe North. We have 
been planning and constructing our school-houses for generations. We 
have been improving by the hereditary process the quality and efi- 
ciency of our teachers, generation after generation, so that it has come 
to be the case that, with a given amount of expenditure, by reason of 
the more efficient labor-saving machinery in the process of education, 
if I may so speak, a dollar accomplishes much more at the North than 
a dollar does expended at the South. That must be perfectly apparent, 
and it is demonstrably the case, 

But instead of there being an equal expenditure at the South, where 
a very much larger one is necessary to produce the same effect, we find 
that at the South there is per capita only about one-third of the ex- 
penditure that there is at the North, so that, with a greater necessity 
for expenditure to produce the same result at the South, they only 
have about one-third of the money. In this view, I confess my utter 
inability to understand the logic or the soundness of the conclusion of 
the Senator from Maine. If the expenditure were the same in Ver- 
mont tbat it is in Alabama, the result would be that in Alabama the 
amount or the degree of actual education produced for the child, the 
necessities being the same for one as the other, the actual result in the 
way of education to the child would be far less in Alabama than in 
Vermont. But we find the fact to be that Alabama has not over one- 
third of the actual expenditure which is made in the State of Vermont. 

I have here the exact amount expended upon children between six 
and fourteen years of age in Alabama, and it is $2.03 a year. The 
Senator cited the expenditure in Vermont at six or more dollars. In 
the State of New Hampshire, by the latest returns, it is $13.28, and I 
believe that in Vermont—I can not now refer to the table—it is some 
eight or ten dollars. It is in excess of the amount which the Senator 
mentioned. In Florida the per capita expenditure upon children be- 
tween six and fourteen years of age is $5.87. 

But it is impossible, or at least it is very difficult, to trace out the 
comparison between the individual States. The Senator himself insti- 
tuted a comparison between West Virginia and Maine and other States. 
I repeat the suggestion which I made that the corresponding expendi- 
ture in the State of West Virginia will produce a far less actual edu- 
cational effect than the same expenditure in the State of Maine, and 
every Senator must see that to be the true statement of the relation of 
things, and not the deduction which is made by the Senator from Maine. 

Further, Mr. President, it is to be considered that in the Northern 
States, like Kansas, which began as an intelligent State, as did Dakota 
and Nebraska and all the Western States, they being settled at first by as 
intelligent a population as was to be found on the face of the earth— 
I say it must be considered that this expenditure in these States, as in 
previous times, had already removed the most serious difficulty which 
exists at the South, the illiteracy, the great body of illiteracy which 
characterizes the community there for want of the education which has 
been in existence for years and for ions in the more favored States. 
That illiteracy is upon the South to-day. It has been removed at the 
North; it does not exist there at all; and every child that comes into 
the world comes into an intelligent community, surrounded by those 
who read and write, who have had opportunities and have had in- 
herited opportunities and inherited improvement also as the result of 
education, so that it is a very different community into which the new 
child is born, and who, it may be, inherits these tendencies and ca- 
pacities by reason of the hereditary effect of generations of education. 
At the South these opportunities have not existed. The illiteracy is 
there. The same thing is there which is produced in the North by the 
immense foreign immigration which has given to Massachusetts, to Old 
Massachusetts for instance, 108,000 illiterates to-day. 

The proposition of this bill is to attack these mountains of illiteracy 
wherever they are and to remove them, to elevate all to one common 
plane, to homogeneous conditions, the whole country over. That is 
what we propose todo, It may be that when that condition has once 
been produced the small expenditure of Vermont and of Maine may be 
sufficient to enable the Southern States and the Western States and the 
great cities and the whole country to preserve themselves in a condition 
of fair and sufficient education, 

But now, when Massachusetts finds an expenditure of $20 percapita 
necessary in order to cope with the increasing tide of illiteracy which 
is poured in upon her, and even then does not hold her own in the un- 
equal contest, is it not perfectly apparent, with a still greater amount 
of illiteracy always upon the South and actually in existence there, and 
with her poor educational plant, that she needs not the $2 which are 
being expended in Alabama per capita or the $6 which are being ex- 
pended, as the Senator states, in Vermont and in Maine, but that she 
needs the $20 and the more than $20 which are being expended in 
Massachusetts? Now where is she to get that money? She has it not, 
most certainly. 

The whole of this great section, comprising at least one-third of the 
3 and one-third of the necessary expenditure for education, 

not one-eighth of the taxable property of the country to-day, not 
more than one-eighth even upon the glowing estimates which have 
been produced before the Senate by the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER], Now, with one-third of the necessity and one- 
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eighth of the means of meeting that necessity, whence is to come the 
money or assistance which is to remove this great evil, unless the na- 
tion shall assist? 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] instituted a comparison be- 
tween his State and Alabama, and he said to the Senate that the two 
States were about the same in population, abont the same in valuation, 
and that they had abont the same number of children to educate. By 
the latest returns, which I endeavored to enable the Senator to avail 
himself of before his eloquent and to-be-widely-circulated speech was 
finished, his error is apparent; the figures which I offered to furnish 
him are as follows, sad they show a great disparity in the condition of 
the two States: 

Alabama had, for instance, an assessed valuation of $214,000,000, 
while Kansas had $353,000,000 by the last census, not quite double the 
valuation, but approaching it; and when you consider that Kansas 
has, by reason of national aid which she has received in her immense 
school fund derived from the national bounty in the form of public 
lands—when you consider thatshe has that fund todraw uponannually, 
you will see that she has a far less burden, not more than one-half the 
burden of taxation, in order to give the same amount of education to 
her children that would be necessary for Alabama, approaching twice 
the valuation, while she has a school fund of some $4,060,000 or more 
already and an immense amount of land from which she has a pros- 
pect of large increase to her fund; Alabama is at a disadvantage so far 
as her means of educatingare concerned, and it is to be considered that 
this is a valuation of real estate which she can not sell and from which 
she can not derive ready money—far more so in Alabama than in Kan- 
sas—and, further, that there is no State in the Union where the assessed 
valuation is so smalla percentage of the real value of property as in the 
State of Kansas, as I am informed. This ity in the capacity to 
bear taxation for education or for any other purpose between these 
States is all the more apparent on this account as well as from the other 
Teasons named. 

In another regard Alabama is at a disadvantage as compared with 
Kansas. She has 388,000 children to be educated while Kansas has but 
340,000, and the great mass of those children in an environment which 
isto the last degree prejudicial in the direction of intelligence, and with 
the means of education only at very great discount. 

The Senator andertook to make it appear that here is a formidable 
assault, as he alleged, upon the meager resources of the new States, 
and he instanced the two Dakotas in one, saying that they would be 
called upon to expend $500,000 in order to meet the requirements of 
this bill. Mr. President, assuming that to be so, it is half a million 
dollars to be paid in eight years, as I make it, an average of $62,250 
only a year, or $31,000 to each State, while by the provisions of this 
bill the amount which the Dakotas would receive under the new ap- 
portionment to be arranged by the Secretary of the Interior corre- 
sponds to an increasing population and illiteracy, if there is any there. 
I have no doubt at all that these States will receive back as much as 
they pay out. 

I have already shown—and I ought to state it again because of the 
fallacy of the Senator’s table, in which he illustrates the amount that 
is to be paid by each State and to be received by each State—and, as I 
say, I ought here to state again, that his conclusions are entirely un- 
founded and fallacious as to the expenditure which each State will make. 
He assumes that the population of every State pays just so much per 
capita into the Treasury, whereas our system is intended to be just the 
reverse of that and to save the individual tax-payer of the country, to 
place the burden not upon the individual or the great mass of the people, 
bat upon luxuries, upon comforts, and upon those things the consump- 
tion of which it is better to avoid, so that if any man chooses to consume 
tobacco or intoxicating drinks, wines, and expensive commodities, if 
wealth chooses to indulge itself, it shall indulge itself for the benefit 
of the common people at large and relieve them from taxation; and, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] suggests to me, the theory 
of the Republican party, to which all these gentlemen belong, is that 
that expenditure falls really upon those who manufacture abroad and 
bring to us thesecommoditiestoconsume. Certainly herein is the germ 
of the great idea of protection. I thank the Senator from Massachusetts 
for that valuable suggestion. 

‘The school-house fund was ridiculed, and I suppose the Senator from 
Kansas ridiculed the school-house fund because it was necessary to fill 
out his speech and there was really no sensible thing he could say in 
disparagement of this bill. TheSenator, who always makes an interest- 
ing speech and one that will attract the attention of the country, ridi- 
cules the school-house fund and says it carries to some particular local- 
ities in his State ten cents to a district. It is very difficult to reply to 
matter of this kind. It would be met with laughter and guffawupon 
the hustings of the country. Everybody who could have listened to 
the Senator as he repeated these things upon the stump would have 
understood that he was really engaged in making himself facetious. 
But the school-house fund is a serious matter. The returns from Texas 
and other portionsof the country, and my own State in a few isolated lo- 
calities, which have been read here as though in some way I was to be 
driven from the advocacy of this measure because there are abuses 
great or small in the locality from which I come—I say in many locali- 
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ties of the country, and especially where the common-school system 
has never prevailed, there is an absence, an almost complete absence of 
school-houses; so that in Texas, where they have 8,000 schools, they 
have of school-houses something like 1,500 and of passable school- 
houses about 1,500 more, and 5,000 of their schools are without any 
school-houses at all. 

Now, Mr. President, to make a good school-house and to give a pat- 
tern to the surrounding country, the county, or the larger district of 
country, a school-house constructed upon proper scientific principles 
is a great boon to any part of the country where school-houses of 
superior quality do not already exist. This school-house fund is not 
to be expended in any particular locality, but in those poor and sparsely 
settled districts, as the bill expresses it, where itis necessary that there 
should be a good system in the construction of the school-houses, and 
it gives not more than one-half the cost of the house, never more than 
$150, in that case. It might all go to a single State, if the necessity 
for the school-house fund were all in that State. Ofcourse, it is to be dis- 
tributed wherever the necessity exists, and the plans are to be furnished 
gratis by the Bureau of Education. I consider that matter as of great 
consequence. Had proper plans existed in the beginning the school- 
houses of the Northern country would be very much superior to what 
they now are. 

A great deal has been said here about the enervating effect which is 
to be produced upon the schools of the South if they receive assist- 
ance to the amount of 25 per cent. of what they are already expending. 
I have once called attention, and I have to-day perhaps again called 
attention, to the fact that all the Western States have received enor- 
mously of Federal aid in the establishment of their common-school sys- 
tems, and they already feel the effect of that aid and the increasing in- 
come from that aid in the new States as well as in the older of the 
Western States, and in all time to come the fund will be perpetual and 
the sales of their undisposed-of school lands will of course add im- 
mensely to the fund. 

Here is this notable example of the effect of the distribution of money 
to be expended for schools, to which allusion has hitherto been made, 
which occurred in the years 1836-1838, The table shows that among 
the States as they then existed was distributed in a single year, when 
we had about 14,000,000 of population, $28,000,000, and in nearly every 
State the money was appropriated for the benefit of common schools, 
and it became in the older States the foundation of such public-school 
funds as now exist. 

New York to-day has a fund of some seven or eight million dollars, 
the greater pe; of it derived from that contribution from the Federal 
Treasury. There were $28,000,000 in a single year given to 14,000,000 
people. This bill proposes in a single year to give but $7,000,090 
to 65,000,000 people. Itseems to me that there can be no stronger 
statement of the absurdity of the idea that this little thrown into the 
general fund will result in any diminution of the exertion of the local 
communities. On the contrary, how must it stimulate and enco 
And no State can receive at all which does not tax herself to at least an 
equal degree, 

There are several tables which I might introduce at this time in con- 
tradiction of the arguments or rather the statements of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner], but they are to be found in that long and delectable speech 
which I made in the opening of the debate and of which I have now 
printed copies, and I shall be very happy to supply any Senator who 
would like one. I assure you it is a more ma ble affair than it is 
in the dozen or eight or ten successive issues of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Sroox RR] takes a double position 
in his able and eloquent address to the Senate. He says the Southern 
people have plenty of means to educate and therefore they ought not 
to be helped. ‘Then he compliments the Southern people, and speaks 
of the tremendous exertions which they are making to educate their 
children; that they are doing everything that can be expected of them; 
that during the years that this bill has been pending they have aroused 
themselves, and there is no people who ever made such an honorable 
demonstration for the benefit of their people in the way of education 
as the people of the South. That is what I have said all along, that 
they are doing their utmost; that they are doing as much as the people 
of the North. But, on the other hand, the Senator, while claiming 
that the people of the South are doing their utmost, asserts that it is 
disgraceful for them to receive help, and that this proud and high- 
spirited people is not to be humiliated by the reception from abroad 
of any 1 ad vantage to be applied to the education of their chil- 
dren. Right along here is the fact which everybody admits, which 
nobody undertakes to controvert, that notwithstanding these great ex- 
ertions, these most honorable exertions which they are making, there 
is the illiteracy, there is the necessity for a great deal more to be done. 

If these people, then, as the Senator says, are doing their utmost, so 
that they are making a record so honorable that no other people can at- 
tain unto it, if they are doing so much and so much remains undone, 
wherein is there any cause for humiliation if there be the necessary as- 
sistanceadvanced to give their children the education which every white 
or black child should have in this country? 
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Does not the Senator himself, in view of this mountain of illiteracy, 
demonstrate that the full Treasury of the United States ought to go to 
their assistance to the extentof supplementing these extraordinary and 
inefficient efforts, so that the children may receive the education which 
is a national as well as a State necessity? For, as I have said, 
this is no question between the North and the South, between the 
tax-payer of the North and the tax-payer of the South, but this is a 
question between the whole people and the children of the whole peo- 
ple, between this generation and the children of this generation, be- 
tween now and hereafter, between us and posterity. 

It is no excuse for us who may assist a people now doing their ut- 
most to say that it is not our child. We can not escape by the old plea 
that we are not our brother's keeper’? when we have the means of 
assisting those who need rescue and who are doing their utmost to re- 
lieve themselves of the great perils which surround them, and, surronnd- 
ing them, do also imperil ourselves. These be ourbrethren. I think 
the Senator demonstrated by this double-ended, double-headed, or 
double-tailed argument of his the absolute necessity and duty of the 
nation and of the North, if you please to consider that as the tax-pay- 
ing portion of the nation, to come to the rescue of those who are doing 
their utmost, but still can not do enough. 

But here comes a wild, unreasonable, and irrational claim that the 
Southern press and the Southern States are against this measure. Mr. 
President, the whole Democratic press is not against this measure. The 
Montgomery Advertiser of a recent issue is strongly for this bill, as it 
has been all along. That is true of many other Democratic papers in 
the South, and the changes which actually have taken place in the 
Democratic press of the South have been under the dictation, as I have 
stated before, of an element in the Southern community which is not 
good authority with my friends on the Republican side of the Chamber. 
These changes at the South have been produced by the most persistent 
misrepresentations of the provisions of this bill that a ‘‘pernicious ac- 
tivity’? could accomplish. A Senator on this floor from the South, 
who is not a friend of this bill, informs me that in his State univer- 
sally almost has the press promulgated—and nere is none but the Dem- 
ocratic press there of any consequence—the falsehood that this bill pro- 
vides for and establishes mixed schools, the very strongest possible 
appeal to the prejudices of that State, and, as a result of it, that State, 
which always hitherto has been in favor of this bill—and it has been 
supported by the Senators from that State upon this floor—has recently 
been induced to pass resolutions instructing its Senators to oppose it. 
Lies have done it, North as well as South, and not the trath. 

There is a Republican press at the South, there are one hundred and 
fifty papers edited by colored men of this country, and a very large pro- 
portion of them are in the Southern States, and every one of them is for 
this bill. Every Republican paper edited by a white man in the 
Southern States is for this bill, and the great mass of white people, 
Democratic and Republican alike, are for this bill. The leading in- 
fluences there are opposing this bill only because they are the representa- 
tives of an aristocracy which general education will destroy, spreadin 
the sovereignty among the masses of the people and relieving the Sou 
from the incubus of a tyrannical form of government under which it has 
labored from the beginning. It is the instinct of power and the love 


of its tuation, an effort to dictate the progress of events, that rev- 
ae l go backwards, and not forwards; and, Mr. President, it 
w ; 


Mr. President, there has been some allusion to the changed position 
of the press at the North. I have charged upon the proper source most 
of these changes. I do not propose to reiterate them, but they stand 
on the record, and I, who know that this bill has been given to the keep- 
ing of packed committees in former Con and that its report and 
consideration have been prevented by threats addressed to prominent 
members of committees of the anathemas of the church to be visited 
upon them and their children—I know I am under no mistake as tothe 
source from which most of this misrepresentation at the North has come. 

The Jesuitical power has decided, not here alone, but in all coun- 
tries, that to obtain control of the press and the schools is to obtain the 
control of the world, and they have not busied themselves wholly with 
the capture of the common-school system of this country or with the 
establishment of another system which shall create a power which 
shall not be tolerant of the American school or of American institu- 
tions. The press also has received its full share of attention and mani- 
fested its full share of subserviency, and it is not confined to any one 
party at all. I have here a letter from the head of one of the great or- 
ganizations of labor in this country, who says: 

New York, March 1, 1890. 
is Dear Frrexp: Your favor of the Alst instant duly to hand and contents 
no! > 
Erang t aringi hatgo aaa y ave aon iy erd dria 
vancement of the people of our country. 

You observe, as most thinking men do, that there is a persistent effort on the 
part of the press to either ridicule or suppress the measure, and it is dificult to 
awaken any thought upon the subject when the press follow the tactics they do 
5 shall . to do what I can to help you in having our fellow-workmen 
make a demand for its passage, but I assure you I appreciate the enormity of 
the work in the face of the opposition I referred to above. 

Those who really know anything of the true import of the bill have gleaned 
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1 from word of mouth and not through the general medium of information 
e press, 
3 you of my sincere wish for success in your efforts and for your wel- 
fare, I am, 
. Yours, sincerely, 


Senator HENRY W. BLAIR, Washington, D. C. 

This letter is written to me by Samuel Gompers, who is president 
of the American Federation of Labor, under date of March 1, 1890. 
The Federation has repeatedly passed resolutions at former times in 
favor of this bill, and I know the great anxiety with which its lead- 
ing members and the most intelligent heads of the labor movement of 
the country regard this debate and the fate which awaits this measure, 
and I am now only talking to the point that in the North misrepre- 
sentation or the withholding of information is the basis of whatsoever 
changes there may have been in Northern sentiment, and those changes 
do not go to any such extent as the Senators intimate and do not touch 
the masses of the people, save only as they are imposed upon at all. 

I have here a letter from a member of the New York Press Club in 
which he says, under date of March 2: 


SAM’L GOMPERS, 


2sp Manch. 1890. 
Sin: As the newspapers will not let us see your remarks on your educational 
bill, I respectfully ym Sep you in the hope that you may have a spare copy of 
the Congressional Globe or other paper containing it. Iam astanch Demo- 
erat, but I sincerely trust that Congress will 


pass the measure you propose if 
it be what I suppose it to be. I teil : 


y party friends that no political organiza- 
tion which can be betrayed into hostility to education can survive in thiscoun- 
try, and I trust they will avoid any such attitude. As I write for two or three 
party papens; I wish fuller information of your propositions. 

e 


fully, 

r 5 GIDEON J, TUCKER. 

Hon. Henry W. BLAIR. 

Thinkofthis! A man engaged upon the press in the city of New York 
utterly unable after all these years to know what this bill is now, and 
he wants information from me, and the New York Tribune says it does 
not publish any of this matter because it is old matter. The New 
York Tribune never published a column, and has not for years, of all 
these terrible facts which have been arrayed here in the Senate, and 
the New York Tribune does not dare to do it to-day. For days I have 
produced in this debate matter wholly new and gathered within the 
last year and wholly since the debate of 1888. The New York Tribune 
refused, as I understand, to publish resolutions passed by the New York 
Republican Club only a little while ago favoring this bill. I was in- 
vited there to make an address before that club, and went there and 
talked to them two hours, as I talked to the Senate two weeks, 

I went there by invitation; I spoke upon this bill, and they did not 
know any more about it before that time than so many Hottentots— 
all of them nearly readers of the New York Tribune. And when I got 
through, having explained it to them they referred it to their com- 
mittee on legislation, considered it carefully, approved it unanimously, 
and tried to get the resolutions published, but could not, and so they 
wrote me utterly surprised. I was not surprised. I know who own 
those papers, and I know they are under the clutch of Jesuitism and 
are false to their trust, a good many of them, with two or three ex- 
ceptions, most noble exceptions. 

Once there was a conscience in the New York Tribune, but the man 
died who had the conscience. Now these great papers are simply mo- 
nopolies of the uttermost and direst and worst kind, monopolies that 
collect alleged intelligence and disseminate just what the interest of the 
papers and of individuals and of corporations may see fit to give to the 
public at large; and the country press and the smaller papers from these 
perverted and poisoned sources carry to the people just what they can 
get, and so the American people in the North and this Republican party 

n many sections of the North, misinformed and lied toabontt this bill, 
has been induced ta turn back insome places upon the natural instincts 
and impulses of Republicanism and of patriotism and to opposeit. But 
you give them the facts, as in God’s name they will get them some 
time, and this truculent and mercenary press will tell a different story 
or will disappear. 

I have here a letter from a gentleman in Colorado, who writes me 
under date of Leadville, Colo., February 27, 1890: 

Hon. Henry W. BLAIR, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 

Using all due diligence I have been wholly unsuccessful in obtaining from my 
New York paper a sketch even of your speech on the educational bill just de- 
livered. The brief notice in the Tribune of your denunciation of a subsidized 
press has only whetted my appetite the more, and I know of no other way to 
obtain the speech in full but to ask you to cause to be sent me a few copies for 
pe use and distribution among friends, if you will be so kind. 

I have often wondered why, in God's name, some man of pre-eminent ability 
did not get up in the Senate or House and soberly call the attention of the peo- 
ple to the menacing condition of foreign religious and educational matters in 
our midst. It is the danger of all now looming up on our national horizon; 
all others dwarf into utter insignificance. Heaven grant that you have struck 
the key-note, and that its echoes may not cease to ring through the land till 
the last Jesuit be driven from our shores, 

Faithfally yours, 
B. F. FOLLETT. 

Of course no newspaper can publish a whole speech of a week or two 
in length, but a speech that had to be made in order to get this informa- 
tion before the Senate and the House of Representatives and to afford 
the opportunity to the country to get that information if it would, a 
few of these factsand these outlines, might have been given to the North, 
which has been misled for years, and by papers which for years advo- 


cated its passage and then, with no diminution of the necessity, turned 
upon it, like the Boston Herald, like the Boston Globe, and like the 
New York Tribune, which said nothing, but was silent when we had 
a right to expect from that great oracle of the Republican party that 
it would be on the side of education and the development of the Ameri- 
can people. 

Every Democratic paper in New York of any consequence has advo- 
cated this bill; the Herald, the Times, the Sun, the World, I am con- 
fident, and the New York Post, I think, originally. Then, why all 
this change and why the bitterness with which they assail the bill 
which they once advocated? The Chicago Tribune within a very few 
years advocated the annual appropriation of $80,000,000 to the very 
same purpose to which this bill will pay less than eighty millions of 
dollars in eight years. Perhaps there is some excuse for the Chicago 
Tribune. That is a free-trade organ, and there may be some excuse 
for it, for education at the South will increase the welfare of labor 
there and remove the coming competition of cheap Southern produc- 
tion with thelabor and capital of the North, The education bill is a 
protective tariff to the North as against the cheap, because ignorant, 
labor of the South. 

Now, Mr. President, I most reluctantly say these things, for I am a 
Republican all the way through; but in my effort to get these facts 
before the country I have been assailed with a persistence and malig- 
nity which it has seemed to me are altogether unrivaled, and, while 
endurable by myself, I dare not keep silent, for the sake of the cause. 

I know that the people want this billand want information in regard 
toit. I have here a letter from Mr. Powderly, the head of an organi- 
zation which for years has memorialized Congress over and over again 
for the passage of this bill, and it is no idle thing to talk about the rep- 
resentations of these immense humane movements, the movements of 
the masses of the people, who want this leyislation. I will not read 
the letter, a personal letter and yet of a public nature, but it is express- 
ive of, I may say, a proper indignation that, after all these pledges 
and after all these entreaties by that immense organization, the Knights 
of Labor, there should be hesitation in the passage of this bill. 

1 have here a letter from Professor Zachos, who is the curator of the 
Cooper Union Institute, a most accomplished gentleman, who took it 
into his mind to write an article in favor of this bill and sent it to about 
every paper in New York, and while they complimented his ability 
they were not willing to furnish the necessary space for a very brief 
statement of the provisions of this bill for national aid to education. 

I read the other day extracts showing the animus of the Jesuit press 
of this country towards this bill. I have letters from the great North- 
west bearing upon this school question, which would seem to corrobo- 
rate the statement I made the other day that men and parties must 
recognize the fact that there is an issue as to the existence of the free- 
school system in this country. Here is a man who writes to mé from 
Minnesota. He is a postmaster. I will give the letters to the Sena- 
tors from the State, that they may inspect them, if they see fit; but per- 
haps I had better not give to the public the man’s name. He is in an 
official capacity and no one knows what harm might come to him in the 
North as well as the South if he expresses sentiments which people 
in his own vicinity might not be delighted with. He says to me under 
date of December 24, 1889: 


, MINNESOTA, December 24, 1889. 

Dran Sin: I have just been reading in the New York Herald of your measure 
for restricting immigration and forcing foreigners to learn our language before 
they can vote. If you desire information to assist you to carry your measure 
the friends of the public school here will be glad to give itto you, A foreign 
school has been forced on us here against our will and the most infamous plot- 
ting carried on to destroy our public school, depriving the children of an edu- 
cation, as it did their parents, many of which settled here in an early day, the 
church inciting the people to hostility towards us by threats sud misrepresen- 
tation and by the spread of a class of foreign papers filled with scurrilous 
articles against us. 

If they carried on the crusade against us in the English language we could 
defend ourselves, but the worst calumniesand lies are circulated against us under 
cover of foreign papers printed here and sermonsin foreign language. Irefer 
you for the ruth of what I say to the Der Wanderer, of St. Paul, of last w 
containing nearly six columns of a savage attack on our State su: rintendent 
for defending the schools, and calling on Poles, Bohemians, and their old ene- 
mies, the Lutherans and Jews, to rally against the public schools. A Catholic 
papan having a cross and crown at its head calling on Jews to assist them in 
fighting our school laws shows the need of every friend of our schools coming 
to their rescue. Our worst opposition comes from people who ean not read our 
language, but believe everything bad which they are told about us, 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Senator BLAIR. 


Here is another letter which he sends to me. It is substantially the 
same as the other, only he goes on to say: 

My DEAR Sin: I wrote you last week that the Catholic and Lutheran 9 5 
were leagued against our schools. To prove it I send you by this mail Der 
Wanderer, of St. Paul, the German Catholic organ of this State. You will find 
it filled with articles defending the establishment of their foreign schools on the 
grounds that Rome gave them permission or commanded them to do so. On 
front see cross and crown; on page 10, column 1, seesaloon advertisements 
and of Sunday concert in one of them. Some 40 copies of this are taken here, 
always filled with articles preaching against us. 

A gentleman told me ay, in a town east of here in this State out of 210 chil- 
dren of schoo! age only 32 are e the public school; the rest attend the 
Pfarrer, or foreign school, the priest ruling the town. I was also told on good 
authority that English-speaking persons had to leave the church there, seldom 
hearing anything but sermons against the publicschools. I hope you will take 
pains to get these articles translated and published, that the friends of the pub- 
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lic schools may see the r them under ooe 
of foreign It isa shameful 


on 

injus on honest, hard-working 
Protestant or Ca’ ic, who want to educate their children and — — 
pay taxes for to build and support schools, to be abused by sermons in church 
and then have the counties around them flooded with papers like those, which 


is done here. 
A tem: has devoted his life to the work took dinner with 


jperance speaker who 

me last week. I asked him if he knew those peers were the best backers the 
saloons had, whether religious or godless, „he answered, “I can not 
read forei papers, and never thought they en working against temper- 
pose answer revealed to me bow little the Government knows of the 

php pe roduced by the spread of those papers. If the men at the head of them 

clergy who preach their posh ators are not in league with their gov- 

coven to force their Janguage on us, why do this class alone make war on 
us? I have lived here for fourteen years among Swedes, English, French, 
Poles, Bohemians, Irish, Germans, Canadians, and Americans, yet Inever heard 
a word against our schools from any other class. 

e Protestant Swedes and Bohemians, who get rs here, tell me they 
never saw a word in their 8 against us nor bon their ministers speak 

nst us. Why is it the Government is granting such concessions 

late to the church, unless it is a reward to the 523 ſor their war on us? 
Why is it the venom and bitterness which the clergy and their press showed to- 
wards Bismarck a few years ago is now turned to love and admiration for him, 
and all their spite is vented on us? Perhaps the member of 
8 who attended their convention in Ch February, 

pact he made with them can best be judged by the zeal with which 

some of th thems ¢ known to your correspondent) went in to clean out the public 
schools around them after returning. 

The 8 I send you explains some of their reasons. One of our school-rooms 
stands closed uence of that convention, and it must stand closed and 
children around us be deprived of an education till Washington or Rome comes 
to our relief and compels 3 who stand between the school-house and the 
people to take their hands off. 

Respectfully yours, 


Hon. H. W. Bram, Washington, D. C. 


Thus is shown the fact which I do not need, I suppose, to dwell upon, 
that this measure is a necessity elsewhere, perhaps, than in the South; 
that the school system is in the Northwestern States in some danger, 
perhaps, as well as in the South, 

This bill, if it could become operative, would re-enforce the public- 
school system in all these States of the South, giving to the children 
of twenty-five millions the public school for the future; would settle 
for all time to come, probably, or at least for the present time, this 
question in favor of the public school as against any other form of in- 
struction for the people at large. 

There is a great deal more of this matter, but I will not trouble the 
Senate with it at this time. I shall trouble the Senate but very little 
more at any time. I will have a few more statistics which it will be 
necessary to introduce in some gap in the debate at a later time, but I 
shall now substantially take leave of the subject. I wish merely to 
say that this debate comes quite unexpectedly, so far as Iam concerned, 
to-day, and I suppose the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS], who 
was not able to proceed to-day, will go on on Monday at 2 o'clock, 

I want to make one correction as to a ible mistake in my recol- 
lection as to the resolutions of the New York Republican Club. I think 
I said that there was an application made to get them published in the 
New York Tribune. Iam not sure what the paper was, but they wrote 
me that they had great and unexpected difficulty in reaching the press, 
quite different from their experience in other cases of the like kind. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tothe consider- 
ation of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 10, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 7th day of March, 1890. 
SECOND ASSISTANT ENGINEER, REVENUE SERVICE. 


George B. Maher, of the District of Columbia, to be a second assist- 
ant engineer in the revenue service of the United States, to fill an 


original vacancy. 
NAVAL OFFICERS OF CUSTOMS. 


John F. Patty, of Louisiana, to be naval officer of customs in the dis- 
trict of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in place of Henry P. 
Kernochan, removed. Mr. Patty wastemporarily commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, Au 5, 1889. 

Milton G. Urner, of Maryland, to be naval officer of customs in the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed I. Freeman 
Rasin, whose term of office will expire by limitation March 10, 1890. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William D. Burchinal, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs in the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed Edwin War- 
field, whose term of office will expire by limitation April 12, 1890. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Cecil J. Karsner, of Maryland, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, in place of Francis B. 
Laurenson, to be removed. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


William M. Marine, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed James B. 
Groome, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Alfred C. Barwick, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Burlington, in the State of New Jersey, to succeed Hiram 
Lenox, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Edward C. Duncan, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Beaufort, in the State of North Carolina, to succeed Will- 
iam F. Howland, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 7, 1890. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
William G. Stimpson, of Maryland, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


Herbert Walcott Bowen, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Barcelona. 
William R. Estes, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 
Kingston, Jamaica. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 
John C. Rose, of Baltimore, Md., to be supervisor of census for the 
first census district of Maryland. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James Limbird, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 


John W. Lewis, of Dayville, Oregon, to be register of the land office 
at The Dalles, Oregon. 

Perry J. Anson, of Blackfoot, Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Blackfoot, Idaho, 

Alexander L. Morrison, of Santa Fé, N. Mex., to be register of the 
land office at Santa Fé, N. Mex. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Frank Lesnet, of Lincoln, N. Mex., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Roswell, N. Mex. 

William M. Berger, of Santa Fé, N. Mex., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Santa Fé, N. Mex. 

J. Walfrid, of Taylor’s Falls, Minn., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Taylor’s Falls, Minn. 

Sheldon L. Frazer, of Duluth, Minn., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Duluth, Minn. 

POSTMASTERS. 

George W. Bradley, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Andrew L. Benedict, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Conneeticut. 

Alfred W. Converse, to be postmaster at Windsor Locks, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

George B. Cook, to be postmaster at West Winsted, in the county of 
Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Charles H. Honey, to be postmaster at Park River, in the county of 
Walsh and State of North Dakota. 

John W. Beattie, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county of David - 
son and State of South Dakota. 

Austin T. Gilson, to be postmaster at Winnemucca, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of Nevada. 

William J. Wallace, to be postmaster at Norwood, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

William A. Brown, 2d, to be postmaster at Marblehead, inthe county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

George H. Waterman, to be at Framingham, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, 

Frank W. Bullard, to be postmaster at Westborough, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, 

Edward M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Terrell, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas. 

James C. Russell, to be postmaster at Camden in the county of Oua- 
chita 1 75 State of 8 

John H. Rerick, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county of La- 
grange and State of Indiana. 1 

William B; , to be postmaster at Edinburgh, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Indiana. 

Vinson T. Williams, to be postmaster at Stanberry, in the county of 
Gentry and 2 9 

Miss Mary to be postmaster at Richmond, in the count 
of Ray and State of Missouri. 4 

Valentine Preuitt, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
* and — — Missouri. z a 

ohn B; Emery, postmaster at Williamsport, county of 

Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. sd 
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Matthew C. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Martin’s Ferry, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio. 

John C. Guthrie, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of 
Union and State of Ohio. 

Oliver D. Hutchinson, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota. 

William E. Scripture, to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York. 

David C. Remington, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county of 
Juneau and State of Wisconsin. 

David E. Welch, to be postmaster at Baraboo, in the county of Sauk 
and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles L. Nash, to be postmaster at Beaumont, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Texas. 

A. Webster Shaffer, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county of 
Wake and State of North Carolina. 

Henry H. Walker, to be postmaster at Remington, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Indiana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 7, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 


BRIDGE OVER THE ARKANSAS RIVER IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] to the bill which he desired to 
have presented to the House, being the bill (S. 2994) to anthorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Arkansas River in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. ROGERS. This is the bill to which I referred upon yesterday. 
As the bill is now enrolled and presented, it has already passed both 
Houses; but, as I said before, somewhere in the Senate, in some way in 
engrossing it, an error was made by dropping out a section after it had 

both Houses; and therefore I now ask the passage of the bill 
without its being read. 

Mr. BAKER. This contains the section that was inadvertently 
omitted? 

Mr. ROGERS. It does. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, As the bill has passed both Houses as it now stands, 
I would ask to omit the reading, and that it be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arkansas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALABAMA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—THREET VS. CLARKE. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Elections to call up the case of Threet vs. Clarke and submit the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was unanimously adopted by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Richard H. Clarke was duly elected a Representative to the 
br Siang Congress of the United States from the First Congressional district of 


a at an election held November 6, 1838, and is entitled to a seat therein; 


and that Frank H. Threet was not elected a Representative at said election. 


Mr. CRISP. By permission of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. HAU- 
GEN] I have a line or two which I ask to have printed, following this 
resolution. It is simply a statement of the minority, agreeing to the 
resolution, but not to the reasoning of the report. They did not see the 
report and did not have an opportunity to indorse it. 

eSPEAKER. Without objection that will be filed. 

The statement is as follows: 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE FROM FIRST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF ALABAMA. 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Elections, never having seen 
or an opportunity of seeing the report filed in the above-stated case until 
after the same was reported to the House and printed, were unable to ascertain 
upon what grounds the committee would in such report base its judgment, 

ving examined such report, we find ourselves unable to agree to the reason- 
big therein, and this is intended to express such disagreement. 
We concur in said report only so far as the same recommends the adoption of 
a resolution declaring that Threet was not 8 that Clarke was. 


I 
L. W. MOORE. 
CHARLES F. P. 
< JOSEPH H. OUTHWAITE, 
R. P. C. WL N 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was . Dea to, 
Mr. HAUGEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


8 to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the ta 5 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EL PASO, TEX. 


Mr. LANHAM. Iask, by unanimous consent, the discharge of the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building at El 
Paso, Tex., and that it may now be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill 15 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building authorized 
by act of Congress, approved June 30, 1885, to be erected at El Paso, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the act of Con approved June 30,1886, providing 
for the erection of a public building in the city of El Paso and State of Texas, 
for the accommodation of United States custom-house, post-office, and Fed- 
eral courts, and for other Government uses, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to extend the limit of cost of the site and the building, including all addi- 
tional work incident tothe increased depth of excavation found necessary to 
secure stable foundations, fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches complete, from $150,000 to $200,000, and that the sum 
of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for said purpose, out of any 
moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authori: and directed to be 
governed by the provisions herein contained in the erection and completion of 
the said building upon plans, detailed estimates, ete., prepared by the Super- 
vino Architect of the Treasury and approved in accordance with existing 
aw. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will send up the report; but I can make a brief 
statement that will satisfy my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We can hear the report more distinctly. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building authorized by act 
of Congress approved June 30, 1885, to be erected at El , Tex., have consid- 


ered the same and respectfully report it to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


The committee have heretofore reported with a favorable recommendation 
House bill No, SH, which is in the same language as the Senate bill now reported. 

Reference is here made to House Report No, 416, and the same is adopted as 
the report on this bill. 

The 3 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the other report will be read. 

Mr. LANHAM. Here is the other report; but it is a long report. 

The SPEAKER. The report has been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Texas will explain the 
ill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that all this is simply made necessary by the fact that it has required 
a larger amount of money—more than was anticipated—to make the 
foundation of the building than was provided for in the last session. 
It is simply to cover the expense. The foundation cost more than ex- 


ted. 
5 HOLMAN. An expense of $50,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. An expense of $50,000 in addition. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is absolutely necessary. 

5 boxe KERR, of Iowa. We have looked into this matter very care- 
ully. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa state that this sum 
of $50,000 is necessary in consequence of the trouble about the founda- 
tion? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The expense is found necessary to complete 
the building upon the plans provided for at the last session. That is 
all that is provided for in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the building to be enlarged? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. LANHAM. All that is asked is to complete the building upon 
the plans and specifications already adopted. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr, LANHAM. I move that the House bill (H. R. 844) be laid on- 
the table, It is the same in terms as the Senate bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE, 


Mr. SIMONDS. There is on the Speaker’s table the bill S. 235, 
which is substantially the same as House bill 2390, referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compensation 
for the use by the United States of his invention relating to projectiles, 
reported favorably by the Committee on War Claims; and, being in- 
structed by that committee to ask forits disposition at this time, I wish 
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to do so; but I find that the bill, by some clerical mistake, is upon the 
Committee of the Whole Calendar, and not upon the Private Calendar; 
therefore I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, will the bill be read subject to objec- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. Opportunity for objection will always 
be given after the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compensation 
for the use of his invention relating to projectiles for rifled e cannon, for which 
letters patent were ordered to issue March 25, 1852, by the United States Gov- 
ernment, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the 


United States, which court is hereby vested with jurisdiction in the premises, 
and whose duty it shall be to hear and determine, according to its usual rules of 


ure— 
¥ First. Whether the said Woodbridge was the first and original inventor of 
the said invention, and entitled to a patent therefor. 

Second. To what extent the said invention has been used by the United States 
Government, and what amount of compensation, if any, the said Woodbrid 
ought to receive in equity and justice from the Uni States Government for 
the past use of said invention. And in considering and determining the com- 
ay nop to be made, if avy, the said court shall, if it find that the said Wood- 

ridge was the first and original inventor of said invention, and entitled toa 
patent at the time of its order to issue, sanais, March 25, 1852, proceed and be 

ided in all respects as though the aforesaid letters patent had been actually 

ed for the term of seventeen years from the date of the aforesaid order to 

issue; the court to render judgment, irrespective of lapse of time, in favor of the 
claimant, with the same effect as judgments generally of said court, 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa (during the reading of the bill), Mr. Speaker, 
I shall object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that it lie on the Speaker's 
table and that the reference be corrected. Under the rule I am en- 
titled to its consideration, and that is why I ask unanimous consent. 

TheSPEAKER. The Senate bill has had no reference as yet, has it? 

Mr. SIMONDS. But under the rule it is my right to ask for the 
consideration of it notwithstanding that fact. 

Mr. BAKER. Has not this bill been reported favorably by the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. SIMONDS. It has been, and Iam entitled to ask this consider- 
ation. It is only because of a clerical error that I ask for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has not the right to ask for the 
consideration of the bill until it is laid before the House by the Speaker 
in the regular course of laying bills before the House, 

Mr. SIMONDS. It is my right under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has laid it before the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Speaker has laid it before the House upon 
the request of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. SIMONDS] to have 
it taken up and considered by unanimous consent. That is the way 
the bill gets before the House. The point I make is that the gentle- 
man can not get it before the House in that way and then claim that 
it is regularly before the House for consideration without objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not at any other time; but 
it so happens that at the present time it can be done because it comes 
directly after a bill which was presented to, the House in which the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 23 was interested. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no point to make on this bill in particular, 
but I wish to say that hereafter, if it is to be understood that a gentle- 
man can get a bill before the House in that way, the right to object to 
its consideration being reserved, we shall have to object in the begin- 
ning, not knowing what is to follow. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that it is only by a par- 
ticular conjunction of circumstances that this can be done this morning. 
It is at the time of disposing of business on the Speaker’s table, and 
this bill having been inadvertently referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, it raised the question which the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Smronps] undertook to get over by asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I can not understand why the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR] will not permit a clerical mistake made, not by any one 
connected with the committee, but by the Clerk of the House, to be 
corrected in this way. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to referring any of 
these claims to the Court of Claims, and that is why I object. I think 
the House ought to consider these cases, 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that that proposition goes 
to the merits of the bill, and this is nota proper way to treat the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman’s bill is subject to the point of order, 
anyhow. It provides for the making of a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. SIMONDS. It does not. 

Mr, CANNON. I heard it read in part, and I am satisfied that under 
the rule it is subject to the point of order which would send it to the 
5 of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. ; 

Me SIMONDS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard upon that 

ut. 
Po The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut has the floor. 

Mr. SIMONDS. This bill, Mr. Speaker — 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know just what is 
the status of this bill. 


The SPEAKER. The bill is now proffered to the House and the 
question of order is being discussed. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The Chair announced that this bill would be read subject to objection, 
and the bill has not yet been read. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman's point is well taken. The bill 
will be read in full for the information of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 
whether or not this bill in any event is not subject to the point of order 
that it involves an appropriation of public money and therefore must 
have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole? 

ane SPEAKER. After the bill is read that question can be dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. WADE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WADE. Are we proceeding under the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. Weare. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
bill creates an obligation on the part of the Government, and there- 
fore must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to address myself to that 
question. It will be observed that this bill undertakes to refer a cer- 
tain claim to the Court of Claims. It is not by any means certain that 
that court will find anything due; and, under precedents well under- 
stood in this House, if a bill is only liable to involve expense, it can 
not for that reason be sent to the Committee of the Whole. 

Bat, more than that, if the court should find $100,000 to be due to this 
claimant, by what process will he collect his $100,000 unless this House 
and the Senate make an appropriation to pay it? Cuan he issue an ex- 
ecution against the Treasurer of the United States? Most certainly 
not. The only effect of giving the court power to issue judgment in 
this case is that it permits either party, after the Court of Claims has 
made its finding, to appeal to the United States Supreme Court. It is 
proper that both the United States and the claimant should have the 
right of appeal, and that is the only effect of the provision in this bill. 
The only way in which this claimant can get his money, if the court 
should find in his favor, is to come back here and have Congress make 
an appropriation. For two reasons, first, because it is not known that 
any expense may ever be involved and, second, because, if an expense 
should ever arise, Congress must pass upon it at the proper time, this 
is not at present a case for the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this bill comes 
within the spirit of the third clause of Rule XXIII. The language of 
the rule is: 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money 

Then there is this further language 
or requiring such appropriation to be made. 


The word requiring“ as used here is synonymous with the word 
authorized as it would be used in this connection. 

More than that, I think, according to the practice under our former 
rules, all bills of this character, which may fasten a liability upon the 
Goyernment and require an appropriation of money, must receive their 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. The Chair will ob- 
serve that the language of the rule is very broad and comprehensive: 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money. 


This is a matter ‘‘ touching an appropriation of money,” as the ex- 
perience of the Chair and the House is that if a judgment should be 
rendered against the United States an appropriation of money must be 
made for its payment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the language of that clause of the 
rules under which I have made this point of order is no doubt familiar 
to the Chair: 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people 


Then comes the language read by the gentleman from Indiana— 


all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appro- 
priations of money or property, or requiring such ropriation to be made, 
or authorizing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any 
liability to the United States for money or property, shall be first consid in 
a Committee of the Whole, 


Now, an appropriation of money is involved here—how? A citizen 
who at present could not under the laws recover a judgment against 
the United States is authorized by the bill to sue in the Court of Claims, 
and notwithstanding the limitation which now debars him he is to be 
permitted to recover judgment against the United States. This, there- 
fore, involves “a tax or charge upon the people. If a judgment ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims under the direction of Congress is not a 
tax upon the people’? Iam unable to see why this clause of the 
rule was inserted, for the rule goes on to specify various forms of ap- 
propriation of money in addition to such“ taxes or charges upon the 

ple” as may be covered by the clause I have cited. This certainly 
3 a tax upon the people.“ 

The SPEAKER. This question has been substantially decided very 

many times since the existence of clause 3 of Rule XXIII; and the de- 
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cisions, as the Chair understands, have invariably been in one way. 
The principle which governs the question is that if the bill does not 
itself evidently require an appropriation or if it can be executed with- 
out an appropriation the rule does not require its first consideration to 
be had in the Committee of the Whole. 

In the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress (House Journal, 
volume 1, page 1373) this question was raised upon a bill “to amend 
the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts and to 
divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions and estab- 
lish district and circuit courts of the United States therein and provide 
for the times and places of holding such courts, and for other purposes. 
It was held in that case that the point of order was not good, the 
Speaker declaring that he overruled the point— 

On the ground that it did not appear with certainty that an additional appro- 
pean would be required to execute the law if the bill became one The 
ker further held that, when it does not appear on the face of the bill that 


ditional appropriations will be required, but the matter is one of ment 
or conjecture, the Chair could not decide that such necessarily would be the 
case. 


The language of that decision seems to the present occupant of the 
chair to cover this case. There are many decisions of a similar pur- 
port. The Clerk hands to the Chair a decision made in the year 1885, 
in the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress (House Journal, 
page 260), on a bill “to provide for the ascertainment of claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
3d day of July, 1801: 

Mr. Houtman made the point of order that under Rule XXIII. clause 3, said 
bill must receive its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

After debate thereon, 

The Speaker overruled the same on the ground that it did not make an ap- 

ropriation of money or require an appropriation of money to be hereafter made, 
Pat provided for an investigation of the claims therein referred to by the Court of 
Claims, the same to be reported to Congress for final action, 


Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair will permit me to say that the bill to 
which he now refers provided expressly that nothing therein contained 
should in any way commit the Government of the United States to the 
payment of any of those claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that, but the general prin- 
ciple seems to cover this question. The point of order is therefore over- 
rul 


ed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made objection to the consideration of this 
bill at the present time, supposing that for its consideration to proceed 
unanimous consent would necessary. I made that objection, and 
have not withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the bill is to be considered I would like the 
Clerk to read the report accompanying the bill. Let us see what is the 
basis of this claim, the grounds on which it rests, Let us have some 
information about the matters involved. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I suggest that the portion of the report printed in 
large type, and which states the case, be read. The other portion is 


merely technical. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. If the Chair will ize me I will take the 


recognize 
floor and have the report read. I think this matter is of sufficient im- 
portance to justify us in learning something about the claim. I ask 
the Clerk to read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2390) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compen- 
sation for the use by the United Statés of his invention relating to projectiles, 
for which letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, having 
considered the same and accompanying papers, respectfully report as follows: 

The records before the committee show that the invention of Dr. Woodbridge 
to which this bill relates was made known by him tothe Ordnance Department 
in the year 1850, and that in the fall of that year a series ofexperiments with his 
projectiles was conducted at Fort Monroe, a certified copy of the record of these 
experiments being furnished by the War Department, Dr. Woodbridge also 
communicated to the public a ete, of his invention by means of a de- 
seriptive phiet, fully illustrated, published in 1852,giving an account of the 
firing at Fort Monroe, with a statement of the advantages to be derived from 
the use of rifle projectiles for cannon, now universally admitted, but then rarely 
conceded or recognized as practicable. 

In the mean time he had appuie for a patent for his invention., and a patent 
was ordered to issue on the 25th of March, 1852. In acco’ ce with the practice 
then prevailing, when it was desired by a patentee totake out a foreign patent 
the applicant requested that the patent might be filed in the secret archives of 
the office, designating one year as the period for which it should beso retained, 
if a designation of time was necessary. The Commissioner informed him, in 
reply, that the papers were so filed and that the patent would issue at such time 
as he (the 9 might direct. When, however, Dr, Woodbridge called for 
the issue of his nt, in 1861, it was refused onthe ground that his delay had 
deprived him of his right and that the patent could not be legally issued. 

hat the invention originated with him has never been disputed. Without 
discussing the correctness of the position taken by the office, it is evident that 
error, if it existed, arose from the original action of the office itself, or from its 
Inaction in not issuing the patent at the expiration of the period designated by 
the inventor. Woodbridge has made every payment and performed every duty 
a pag upon him by the law. Only by the action of the office could the trans- 
action have been completed. This miscarriage of justice in the name of the law 
should not be placed in the account 

Indeed, so far as his relations with the Government are concerned, the ques- 
tion of the issue of a patent should be considered as unimportant. The value 
of the services rendered is the same in either case. Certainly the Government 
could have gained nothing by the issue of the patent, which might have been 
restrictive, but could not have made the use of the invention more free, 


inst the inventor, 


Nothing seems to have been wanting on the part of the inventor to make the 
invention available to the Government. He early conveyed to the proper De- 
partment a practical knowledge of his invention, and made strenuous efforts 
to introduce it into service, seeking also Congressional aid to extend its appli- 
cation to guns of the largest caliber. His su uently published description 
and account of the firing at Fort Monroe was widely circulated among mem- 
bers of Congr officers of the Army and Navy, and others, and was pl: 
in various libraries. Though the invention had appeared too early to be at 
once appreciated, he had made it available for all subsequent time. 

Modifications of Woodbridge’s projectile might be, and doubtless we 
ented by others; but it is obvious that only the modification could be the subject 
of a valid patent, and that it could not in any way restrict the use of the inven- 
tion in any other form. In no other way could the Government have been more 
fully protected against false or invalid claims for its use than by the recited acts 
of the inventor, S 

The justice of his claim is su rted, as will be seen from the appended letters, 
by the honorable Secretary oF War and by the Chief of Ordnance. 

It is evident to the committee that Dr, Woodbridge’s invention was largely 
used by the Government, and they believe that both justice and sound policy 
reguire that he should be duly compensated for its use. 

The committee concur in House Report No. 44, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 
hereto annexed, and unanimously report the accom ying amended bill with 
the recommendation that it do pass, and that the original bill be tabled. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I desire now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Only a portion of the report has been read. Tho 
portion read does not recite in what manner this man was damaged, 
what was the nature of this projectile, or whatis his claim. These are 
matters on which we would like to be informed; and I want the Clerk 
to read the remainder of the report. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the whole report 
been read, 

Mr. McMILLIN. The committee adopts a report heretofore made, 
which recites matters affecting the justice of the claim. 

TheSPEAKER. The exhibits have not been read; but the report 
itself, as the Chair understands, has been read, 

Mr.McMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, they adopt, or pretend to adopt, 
a former report. Now, that is what I want to have read, if it is em- 
bodied in the report of the committee. It may be a false recitation in 
the report of the committee, but reference is made there to a former 
report. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is very evident that we do not know any- 
thing yet about the basis of this claim. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Not a word; and I ask for the reading of any- 
thing embodied in the report that throws any light upon the question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that this is a printed report, printed for the information of 
the House, and the gentleman from Connecticut is ready to explain the 
bill in debate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but I was hay- 
ing this report read, not as a matter of indulgence on the part of the 
House, but in the time for which I was recognized, and I the Clerk 
to continue the reading if the committee have incorporated a former 
report, as I understand is the case. 

The gentleman in charge of the bill will agree with me that I state 
the situation correctly when I say there is no word which has been 
read yet which indicates the justice of this claim or the amount of it. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Tennessee desires the re- 
port to be read, making it a part of his remarks, the Chair will direct 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do desire to have it so read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 

House Report No, 44, Fiftieth Congress, first session. J 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 27) vest- 
ing the Court of Claims of the United States with jurisdiction to determine tue 
rights of William E. Woodbridge to certain letters patent for a metallic sabot, 
and to render judgment in payment for the use of the same by the Government 
during the war of 1861, have duly considered the same and accompanying papers, 
and recommend that it pass. 

The facts upon which this recommendation is based are so fully set forth in 
House Report No. 4168, Forty-ninth Con „second session, that your com- 
mittee ask to make the same (with slight alterations) a part of theirreport, which 
isas follows: 

[House Report No, 4168, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 221) for the 
relief of William E. Woodbridge, having considered the same and accompany- 
ing papers, submit the following report: 

he committee find the facts to be as stated in House Report No. 1778, Forty- 
eighth Congress, first session, which said report is hereto annexed and m 
part of this rt, and is as follows: 

Tue reco’ before the committee show that on February 9, 1852, William 
E. Woodbridge made oath that he believed himself to be the first inventor of 
an improvement in rifled ordnance, and believed that the same was never be- 
fore known or used, and on the 11th of the same month petitioned the Commis- 
sioner of Patents that letters patent of the United States be granted to him 
therefor, he having paid $30 into the Treasury and complied with all other con- 
ditions required by the Government. 

“ Woodbridge’s invention consisted in applying toa projectile to be fired from 
a rifled cannon a ring or sabot of soft metal forthe purpose of giving to the pro- 
jectile u rotary motion. 

The iron projectile is made in ovoid form, and the rear section, from a point 
near the center toa point near the rear end, is surrounded by asoft metal collar, 
5 on its outer surface, but its inner surface fitting closely to the iron 

ro: e. 
= “The operation is thus described in the specification: i 

A suitable charge of powder is to be introduced into the gun, and the ball 
and rifle-ring placed in the position represented in Fig. 1, the rear of the ball be- 
ing in contact with the charge of power. Thesurface of the 3 exposed 


to the action of the gases formed by the inflammation of the powder being much 
greater in proportion to its inertia than that of the ball, the ring is driven forci- 
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the rifle 
at the same 


= The application was filed February 11, 1352, anda 8 was allowed and or- 
issued on the 25th of March following. o days previously to the 
allowance of a patent Woodbridge wrote to the 8 of Patents re- 
questing that upon the issue or eee issue of a patent it might be filed in the 
secret archives of the office, in order that his ability to take out a patent in a 

— country might not be affected by the publication of the invention. To 
this letier the Krym replied on the 15th of April, 1852, informing Woodbridge 
that a patent had been geure to issue on ? on his application and that, in accord- 
ance with his req pers had bee among the secret 3 of 


It also ap from the records that subsequent to „ ſor 88 
t he applied for the assistance of Con that the 
value of the proposed might be fully by guns of heavy caliber, and 


mpared the u . then in use in the various points affecting its 
utility in the different of service.“ It would seem, however, that the 
invention had a; too early to receive appreciation, and his applications 
War — were unsuccessful. 
ge, relyingon nand statement of Commissioner Eubank, 
above ted di did not call for de 2 issue of his patent until December 31. 1861, 
when he addressed a letter to the Commissioner of Patents, calling attention to 
the case, requ leave to amend the form of his claims if permissible, and, 
if not, th the immediate issue of the ne paues without amendment. During the ip- 
terim anew Commissioner had been appointed, and changes in the rules adopted 
for the administration of business. 
“In answer to Woodbridge’s last letter, the Commissioner replied that the 
length of time he had allowed his invention to slumber was a bar to the grant 
of a patent, and referred to the 3ith section of the printed rules, which prescribed 


t— 
No application upon which a patent has been ordered to issue shall be re- 
in secret archives. more than six months from the day on which the 
patent was ordered to issue. 
enone receipt of this decision Mr, Woodbridge addressed the Commissioner as 
“sA letter from the Commissioner dated April 15, 1852, says, referring to my 
yy tn “A patent was ordered to issue thereon,” and “the papers were 
filed in the secret archives of the office, subject to your directions as to the time 
of rr fhe the same,” from which it appears to be the deliberate conclusion of 
the Commissioner that I should be permitted to receive my patent at such in- 
definite time thereafter as I might call for it, 
If, therefore, it be gran I have committed an error in leaving my 
tso lon 8 for, I have certainly been led into it by the action of 
office itself, and, if results should entail inconvenience on any one, the 
responsibility, it appears to me, must rest on the office rather than on me. 
The words “at your own risk,” used by the Commissioner, can not have been 
intended to cover any dereliction of duty on his part, nor, were it possible to 
papoose such intention, would they have such effect any more than in case of 
a person who should receive a eee = pea rty into his house at the owner's 
risk,” and then become accessory to or destructi on. 5 


A: St object A we ey isturbance ofthe decision of 8 Eubank, 
edo yng in his letter of April 15, 1852, such action being contrary to the 
rule of the office, which declares that n decision deliberately made and ap- 
b7 ono Commissioner will not de disturbed by his successor,” (See sec- 
af Rules of Patent Office.) 
Judge Dunlop, in the cases of 2 and 1 scape s appeals, to which I 
ly refer if there should be any doubt as to the obligation of the rule, 
clearly fer erga the opinion that the Commissioner has not the right to reverse 
decision of his predecessor," 
“To establish the date when section 34 of the printed rules went into opera- 
tion, the committee, under date of pag 29, 1834, asked the Department of the 
Interior for the information, to whi Department replied as follows: 


“t DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“t Washington, May 3, 1881. 
StR: Referring to your letter of the th ultimo, requesting certain informa- 
tion in connection with ; House bill 2859, for the relief of William E. Wood- 
— — 3 informed that the Commissioner of Patents, to whom the mat- 
referred, reports that Rule 34 of the Rules of Practice of the Pa- 
tent t Ofice went into "effect in 1554, but that the exact date can not be more 
accurately fixed. 
* r of —.— ee is inclosed at the request of General McBride, 


ully, 
F “CH, M. TELLER, 


*** Secretary. 
Hon. L. E. ATKINSON, 
“ * Chairman Subcommittee of Patents, House of Representatives.’ 


The Secretary's . that Rule 31 of the Rules of Practice of the Pat - 
ent Office went into force in 1884. Said rule certainly had no application to 
Woodbridge on the 15th of April, 1852, when Commissioner Eubank informed 
Woodb: “that a patent had been oi to issue on his application, and 
that, in accordance with his requ the papers had 5 
archives of the office, subject to directions as to the time of ing the 
same.” 

The course of Commissioner Eubank's successor in depriving Woodbridge of 
legal right and title rei conceded March 25, 1852, by setting up Rule 31 as a bar 
to the I Mem of his pat was retroactive in its nature, and hag 11 5 deprived 
Wood Bridge of the rights which he had obtained at a date prior to th e existence 
ofsaid rule. But, whether the error originated with Commissioner Eubank or 
his successor, the unauthorized proceedings should not operate to vitiate his 
claim for a reasonable compensation for the use made by the United States Gov- 
ernment of his invention. 

The justice of the claim is Supported, as will be seen from the appended let- 
ters, by the honorable Secretary of War and by the Chief of Ordnance. 

That the invention originated with William E. Woodbri is 5 
— 13 is evident that he very early brought it to the knowledge of the Or 

rtment and made it available to the Government. After the action 
saxon in the Patent Office and the published description issued by the inventor, 
no valid claim could be by any other person for its use. o ge 
alone is the Government indebted for this invention. 


The committee are unanimously of the opinion that William E, Woodbridge 
is entitled to relief, and therefore report the 
mendation that it pass, 


accompanying bill with recom- 


Mr. MCMILLIN. . I will not ask for the reading of the a) dix and 
the other evidence appended to the report, for I do not wish to con- 
sume the time of the House, but I wish to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. SIMONDS. There is no amount fixed. 
mitted to the court, as stated in the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Have the committee any evidence as to the amount 
he claims to be entitled to recover? 

Mr.SIMONDS. Most certainly not. The Court of Claims, the gen- 
tleman will understand, is to go into the whole question, find out as to 
the validity of the patent and go over the whole ground. The reason 
why this is given to the Court of Claims in that form by the bill is so 
that they may render a judgment from which an appeal may be taken 
af the 1 Sg Court by either party. That is the 2 practical effect 
of the 

Mr. McMILLIN. What was the objection in the mind of the com- 
mittee to calling upon the Court of Claims for an opinion, as we do in 
other cases, and let them report to Congress? 

Mr. SIMONDS. I have just stated the reason. If the court simply 
find the facts and the law and report them to Co it will not place 
the matter in such shape as to allow an appeal to be taken: whereas, if 
55 is in the shape of a judgment, either party can appeal to the Supreme 

urt, 

Mr, MCMILLIN. But you lose entirely jurisdiction of the question 
by Congress. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I do not so understand. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the gentleman knows as well as I do that 
Congress would not refuse to appropriate to satisfy a judgment. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I differentirely with the gentleman. I think Con- 
gress has refused for seventy-five years to appropriate to pay the just 
debts of the Government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman can not torture my statement in 
that manner. I did not say the Government conld not refuse to pay 
its debts; but that it would not refuse to pay a judgment. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following words: 
“And all persons having a claim or interest adverse to that of said Woodbridge 
may appear and defend in said proceedings in said court.” 

Mr. SIMONDS, The object of the amendment, Mr, Speaker, is to 
make the Senate bill conform to the House bill. It was proposed out 
of abundant caution for the reason that possibly there might be other 
inventors who might set up adverse claims and like to be heard in the 
Court of Claims upon their interests. This amendment allows any one 
who has an adverse claim to have it passed upon in the same manner 
and at the same time, and come in and defend his interests, 

I would like now to explain this case fora moment. The inventor 
of this improvement in projectiles is Dr. William E. Woodbridge, who 
is somewhat widely known as the inventor of the so-called smokeless 
powder. In 1852 or thereabouts he invented a method of fixing a soft 
metallic ring at the base of elongated projectiles for cannon for the pur- 
pose of forcing such projectiles to take the rotary motion of the ves 
of the gun when they leit the barrel and also to secure the whole force 


The question is sub- 


of the gas that is generated by the explosion of the powder. That in- 
vention has been almost universally adopted, not only by this Govern- 


ment, but by every other government in the world. It is followed to- 
day, and wiil be probably for all time, as far as we can now see. It 
was an invention of great value. 

This bill provides that the whole question of whether he made the 
invention or not is to be gone into anew by the Court of Claims, and 
the amendment which I have just offered provides that every other 
inventor or any other inventor who thinks he has an adverse interest 
may come in and defend in his own name. So that every possible con- 
tention is provided for. 

Dr. Woodbridge was allowed a patent for hisinvention, but by some 
mistake of the Patent Office while he was abroad attending to his in- 
vention in France the office failed to issue the parents which had been 
allowed and paid for. Now, all that is asked here is that he be placed 
in the same position as to the patent as if it had actually been issued 
in 1852; and the Court of Claims is to determine as to the validity of 
the patent, and also to what extent, if any, it has been infringed by 
the Government. 

If any gentleman is desirous of asking a question, I will yield the 
floor for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON, I want to ask the gentleman a question. I under- 
stand now that this runs back to 1852? 

Mr. SIMONDS. ‘Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And gives this man a status in the Court of Claims 
that he is not now entitled to? 

Mr. SIMONDS. Exactly. 

Mr. CANNON. Waiving all questions of limitation or other ques- 
tions which would debar him ? 

Mr. SIMONDS, It places him in just the position he would have 
been in if the patent had been issued, as it ought to have been, in 1852. 
And by putting him in that position he loses a certain advantage, for, 
if the patent had been then granted, as it should have been, he soa 
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have been entitled to fourteen years, with the privilege of an extension 


of seven years longer, making twenty-one years in all, whereas now, 
since we have adopted the seventeen-year system, he is only placed in 
the position of the issuance of his patent for seventeen years from 1852. 

Mr.CANNON. Youramendment gives everybody that limited power 
to interplead and set up claims touching this same kind of patent. 

Mr. SIMONDS. It does not. 

Mr. CANNON. Not for the others, and no one but him. Then what 
is the use of interpleader? 

Mr. SIMON DS. It might prevent him from having a judgment. 

Mr. CANNON. Do you suppose anybody is going to voluntarily in- 
terfere and interplead? 

Mr. SIMO: I have no doubt of it. ‘This is to protect him. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, whoever it is, then. 

Mr. SIMONDS. It is for somebody having an adverse interest. 

Mr. CANNON. Yon send them all to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. SIMONDS. I do not send them all to the Court of Claims. I 
send this man to the Court of Claims, and if anybody has an adverse 
interest, and it is to his interest to go to the Court of Claims and de- 
fend against it. he may defend, and he may prevent this man having 
any judgment in his favor. 

Mr. CANNON. Does your bill make any appropriation ? 

Mr. SIMONDS. It makes no appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Connecticut give me 
his attention to one fact? 

Mr. SIMONDS. LI yield to a question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, I will read a few lines of the report, and 
then ask the gentleman the question that I desire: 


Two days previously to the allowance of a pa Woodbri wrote to the 
Commissioner of Patents requesting that upon the issue or to issue of a 
711 it might be filed in the secret archives of the 2 in order that his 
ability to take out a patent in a fore oe rap ninian ht not be affected by the 
1 the invention. To ce replied on the 15th of 

il, 1852, informing Woodbridge that a patent had been ordered to 2 — 

5 pplication, and that, in accordance spa his request, the papers had bee 

filed among the secret archives of the office. 


Further on I see that this was done at your own ris 

Now, the question I wanted to ask was this: How is it that after he 
has asked that they be filed there and let them stay beyond the time 
the law authorized a patent to issue, the statement being made at that 
time that it was at his risk,” he is to be entitled to recover against the 
Government? 

Mr. SIMONDS. The gentleman and I understand differently what 
was meant by at your own risk.“ I move the previous question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to make a remark in regard to 
this amendment before it is passed upon: that of course any man could 
go and protest against the allowance of this claim without the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SIMONDS. It is not of course. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Of course he could. The claim could be re- 
sisted without the amendment, and the amendment is simply surplusage 
and does not do any good, and besides that, the policy of allowing claims 
for patents for the use of a rifle contrivance made forty years ago is chi- 
merical and imaginary. Why, the rule is well settled that imaginary 
damages can not be allowed by a court; and if ever there was a case 
of that kind, this is one. Now, the gentleman can not go to the Court 
of Claims and get imaginary damages for the use of a patent, for every- 
body knows that no court could allow imaginary and it seems 
to me that it is ridiculous, Mr. Speaker, for the gentleman to ask that 
it shall be done. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I have no answer to make to such a speech as that. 
It does not call for any. I demand the previous question on amend- 
ment and bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the previous question on 
the bill, amendment, and passage. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have if. 


à Mr KENE, of Iowa. Division. [After a pause.] I withdraw the 
emand. 
Mr. PAYSON. Let us have a division. I renew the demand. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 50. 

Accordingly the previous question was ordered on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following words: 

And all persons having a claim or interest adverse to that of said Wood- 
bridge may appear and defend in such proceeding in said court. 

The amendment was to. 

The question recurred on the third reading of the bill as amended. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 56. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr. McMILLIN. Yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
101, nays 128, not voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—101, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Milliken, 
Atkinson, Pa, i Darlington, Mills, 
Baker, De Haven, Moore, N. H. 
Banks, De Lano, Morrow, 
Bayne, Dibble, Morse, 
Beckwith, Dolliver, Nute, 
Belknap, sey, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bergen, Dunnell, Osborne, 
Bingham, Edmunds, Owen, Ind. 
Boothman, Ellis, ayne, 
Brosius, Farquhar, Perkins, 
Buchanan, Va, Featherston, Peters, 
Caldwell est, Pickler, 
Candler, Mass. Greenhalge, Post, 
Carter, Grout, Pugsley, 
Caswell, Hali, Ray, 
Cheadle, Hansbrough, Reed, Iowa 
Cheatham, Kelley, Reilly, 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa Reyburn, 
8 Kinsey. Rife, 

5 Laidlaw, Nowell, 
Comstock, Lawler, Rusk, 
Cooper, Ohio à Russell, 
Covert, Maish, Simonds, 
Culbertson, Pa, McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Cummings, McKenna, Smyser, 

NAYS—123. 
Abbott, Conger, Lacey, 
Alderson, Connell, La Follette, 
Allen, Mich. Cowles, Lane, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Lanham, 
Anderson, Miss, Culberson, Tex. Laws, 
Anderson, Kans. Dockery, Lester, Ga. 
Andrew, Elliott, Lewis, 
Bankhead, Finley, Lind, 
Barnes, Fithian, Magner, 
Blanchard, Flick, Mansur, 
Bland, Flood, Martin, Ind. 
Blount, Forman, Martin, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fowler, McClammy, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, McClellan, 
Brewer, Geissenhainer, McCord, 
Brookshire, Grimes, McCreary, 
Browne, Va, Hare, McMillin, 
Brunner, Haugen, McRae, 
Buekalew, Hayes, Montgomery, 
Bullock, H < Moore, Tex. 
Bunn, Hemphill, Morgan, 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa Morrill, 
Burton, Henderson, N.C. Norton, 
Bynum, Herbert, Oates, 
Candler, Ga. Hill, oO’ Donnell, 
Cannon, Hitt, O’Ferrall 
Carlton, Holman, O'Neall, Ind 
Caruth, Hooker, a 
Chipman, Kennedy, Paynter, 
Clarke, Ala, Kerr, Ilowa Payson, 
Clements, Kilgore, Peel, 
Cobb, Knapp, Penington, 
NOT VOTING—10, 
Adams, Crain, Ketcham, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon, Lansing, 
Bartine, Dargan, Lehibach, 
Davidson, Lester, Va. 
Belden, Dingley. Lodge, 
Bi Dunphy, Mason 
Bi Enloe, McAdoo, 

„ McCarthy 
Boutelle, Ewart, McComas, 
Bowden, Fitch, McKinley, 
Brickner, Flower, iles, 
Brower, Forney, Moffitt, 
Browne, T. M. Frank, Morey, 

wn, J.B. Funston, Mutchler 

n. N. J. Gibson, Niedringhaus, 
Butterworth, Gifford O'Neil, Mass. 
Campbell, Goodnight, Outhwaite, 
Carlisle, Grosvenor, Owens, Ohio 
Catchings, Harmer, Phelan, 
Claney, Hatch, Quackenbush, 
Clark, Wis. Haynes, Quinn, 
Compton, Henderson, III. Raines, 
Cooper, I Hermann, Randall, Mass, 
Cothran, Hop! s Randall, Pa, 
Craig, Houk, Robertson, 

So the bill was rejected. 


Spooner, 
Stockdale, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Taylor, III. 
Taylor, E, B, 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Trace 


Y, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 

Van Schal 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley. 


The ſollowing- named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 


Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. HATCH. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BARWIG, 


Mr. HARMER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. PHELAN. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. ScuLL with Mr. Jason B. Brown. 


2012 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 7; 


Mr. MoRsE with Mr. GOODNIGHT; that is, if the Democrats fail to} Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will ask unanimous consent for 


vote Mr. Morse reserves the right to make a quorum. 

Mr, RANDALL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. Brower with Mr. CLANCY. 

The following members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Josera D. TAYLOR with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. ENLOE. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr, Houx with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. Funston with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. KNAPP and Mr. MurcHLER were announced as paired on all 
political questions until Monday, March 17. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 111 and the nays 
are 128, and accordingly the bill is rejected. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 7 A 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Two days have been set apart for the consideration of business coming 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. This is pri- 
vate-bill day, and I would like to have the ruling of the Speaker as to 
whether the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are entitled 
to occupy to-day or to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, after an examination of all the 
circumstances of the case, that that committee would be entitled to 
another day, but another day devoted to general public business. The 
Chair thinks they will be entitled to Saturday. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then at this point I will ask unanimous consent 
of the House that business from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be taken up to-morrow immediately after the reading of the 
Journal. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] asks 
unanimous consent that the second day assigned to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds commence immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal to-morrow. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tobject. I want toask the gentleman from Maine 

Mr. MILLIKEN j whether it is necessary for his committee to get unan- 
imous consent to have another day assigned to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. It is only necessary to ask consent as 
to the time when the second day shall begin. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What regulates the time which this committee is 
to have? How is it to be determined ? 

The SPEAKER. By the original order of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave examined the original orderand I find that 
it assigns the 4th and 5th of this month for business from this commit- 
tee, not to interfere with revenue or general appropriation bills, or 
prior orders.“ I find also in the RECORD of the 4th of March, in the 
proceedings of the 3d, before we reached the days assigned, that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUK] asked unanimous consent to have 
that order postponed, and, after he made that request, this took place: 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] asks unan- 
imous consent that, at the close of the election case now pending before the 
House, the C smmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds shall have two days, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

I understood from the order of the House that as soon as the election 
case was disposed of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
was to have two days; that is, yesterday, which they did have, and the 
succeeding day, which is to-day; and my understanding is that if they 
do not take to-day they have no place in the order of the House except 
such as pertains to general legislation. That is the opinion I have 
formed from an examination of the record. Therefore I thought the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] was not required to ask unan- 
imons consent, because he was entitled to this day for the business of 
his committee; butif he does not take this day and it requires unani- 
mous cousent to give that committee some other day, then I must ob- 
ject until some other business pending before the House shall be dis- 

of. I do not object generally, but only for the time being. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Isimply asked the ruling of the Chair, because 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds want the two days 
that have been assigned to them, but they do not care whether they 
have to-day or to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, after an examination of all the pro- 
ceedings of the House on the subject, is of opinion that the two days 
to which this committee would be entitled would be days on which 
public business should be transacted. The Chair makes this decision 
with the less reserve because the matter is entirely within the control 
of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will make it next Saturday, that 
is, a week from to-morrow, I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, make it some day next week. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The committee have no control over to-day. 


some day next week I think nobody will object. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
will have to-morrow after the sixty minutes of the morning hour, un- 
less the House should overrule the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Monday is District day, I believe. 

TheSPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN] will ask unanimous consent to have next Thursday assigned for 
the business of his committee, I will not object and I donot think there 
will be any objection. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business on 
the Private Calendar, and, pending that motion, I move that general 
debate on the pending bill be limited to one hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I had the floor in the Committee of the Whole on 
this bill and yielded for a motion that the committee rise. Now, 
under the rules am I not entitled to occupy an hour? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question to be determined in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, not by the present occupant of the chair. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Tennessee yielded with that 
understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LAIDLAW] that all general debate on the bill 
pending in the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar be 
limited to one hour. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to amend that motion by striking ont 
“tone hour“ and inserting ‘‘ two hours and a half.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN, it 
was agreed to, there being—ayes 80, noes 67. 

The motion of Mr. LAIDLAW as thus amended was adopted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move that this bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER, That motion is notin order. The question is on 
the motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering private bills. 

The motion was to, 

The House ly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. The bill under 
consideration when the committee last rose was the bill (H. R. 3538) 
for the relief of Albert H. Emery. By order of the House, general de- 
bate on this bill is limited to two hours and a half. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask attention for a moment. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose last Friday I had the floor and was about to 
speak upon this bill, but as it was then 5 o’clock I yielded that the 
committee might rise and the House adjourn. Since that time I have 
been endeavoring to get together data on this subject. I telegraphed 
to the Department several days ago, but have been unable thus far to 
get a paper which I want to use in this case, and I am not now pre- 
pared to go on with this ent as I would desire todo. I would 
deem it a favor on the part of the committee if this bill could be laid 
aside without prejudice—not to lose its place—permitting other bills 
to be taken up in their order to-day and this bill to come up at a sub- 
sequent time. I should regard it as a personal favor to myself if this 
could be done, and it would enable the Committee of the Whole to deal 
with some other questions, if they desire to do so. 

I will state that one reason of my inability to prepare for this dis- 
cussion as I desired to do was the fact that my duties on another com- 
mittee have absorbed my time night and day. I therefore move that 
this bill be laid aside, not to lose its place and without changing the 
order of the House in regard to its consideration. I believe I have the 
right to make that motion under the rules. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I think it is asking a good deal on the part of 
any individual member to propose that we set aside at the present time 
this bill, which is now under discussion and which has been discussed 
in four previous Con The House having heard this discussion 
so often, I rather feel that all possible light has been shed on this ques- 
tion already. I presume there are no documents in connection with 
the Emery claim which have not been before Congress for years. If, 
however, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will indicate 
any valuable document that is needed for the information of this House 
in reference to the justice of this claim, I can make no objection to the 
proposition. I think it fair to the House that we should know how 
nearly the document referred to reaches the real question involved. 

The CHAIRMAN. This question is really notdebatable. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois moves that the pending bill be laid aside in- 
formally, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make a point of order on that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. My point of order is that this bill was under con- 
sideration by the Committee of the Whole at its last session on private- 
bill day, a week ago; that the House has now directed that the bill be 
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taken up in Committee of the Whole and has fixed the limit for the 
debate. I submit, therefore, that a motion to lay this bill aside now 
is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. The 
Committee of the Whole has control of this matter. The point of 
order is overruled. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois to lay aside this bill without its losing its place on the 
Calendar. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 37, noes 50. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will a motion be in order to lay aside this bill for 
half an hour while we consider a bill 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House has just voted not to lay this bill aside. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That question was on laying the bill aside entirely 
for the day; my proposition is to lay it aside for half an hour. Will 
the friends of the bill consent to let it be laid aside for half an hour in 
order that we may take up—— [Cries of “No!” „No!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The two hours and a half fixed by the House 
as the limit for general debate on this bill will be controlled by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAIDLAW] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], each gentleman controlling one-half the 
time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] as much time as he may desire to discuss this question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the attention of the committee. 
During the last Congress, or the Forty-ninth, I am not certain, this bill 
was before the Committee on Claims, of which I was at that time a 
member. It was also before the House and discussed at 1 some 
time during that session. I then had opportunity to examine it in 
detail and desired to have opportunity to examine the various reports 
made on this bill in order that we might understand its leading features. 

If gentlemen will give me their attention I will endeavor to state the 
circumstances under which this claim arose against the Government. 
In 1873 the claimant in this case addressed a communication to the 
Chief of Ordnance, which I desire to read. If the Clerk will read it 
for me I will ask him todoso, This is theapplication of Mr. Emery, 
submitted to the Government December 10, 1873. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

80 BROADWAY, New YORK, December 10, 1873. 

Dear Sie: I herewith submit to you a proposal to build and set up in work- 
ing order one of my testing machines, as follows, to wit: 

Twill, on the receipt of your order or request so to do, proceed toconstruct one 
of my 400-ton (800,000 pounds) testing machines for testing the tensile and com- 
sede strength of materials, together with the necessary scale, gauge, press, 

olders, and connecting parts belonging thereto, together with one of my ac- 
cumulators, with pump to operate said machine and the pipes, valves, cisterns, 
and cocks belonging thereto, and erect all of said work in good 3 
at the Watertown arsenal at my own expense on foundations to be made by and 
at the expense of the Department according to specifications and drawings to 
be furnished by me. 

All of the work to be finished by me (together with all the metal parts of the 
foundations, which shall also be furnished by me) shall be e in a thor- 
oughly good, firs manner and according to the specification herein in- 
closed marked Specifications for building, erecting, i ion of testing 
and acceptance of A. H. Emery's 400-ton (300,000 pounds) testing machine for 
tension and compression,” and thesame shall be pressed forward and completed 
as rapidly as I can do the same consistently with due regard to the proper care 
and perfection of the work, 

All of the said work, including the anchor plates, bolts, and foundation plates, 
but not the foundations themselves, shall be made and erected by me according 
to the said fications, for the sum of $25,000, to be due and paid to me, as 
follows, to wit: 

I shall have the right at any time and all time during the p of said work 
to notify the Department or its authorized agent of the completion of any 
or parts of said work, and inspection of such part or of said work 1 
then be made by such person or persons as you may di and if found to be 
made and completed in conformity with the said specification it shall be 
weighed and there shall then be due and be paid to me the sum of 75 per cent. 
of what such work would cost at a uniform rate per pound, and at the price of 
$24,000 for the metal work belonging to this contract, and on the completion of 
the work and the erection thereof according to the said specifications, the ma- 
chine shall be tested with a strain corresponding to a strain of compression (on 
the specimen) of 500 tons (1,000,000 pounds) direct from the press, once only, 
and such strain shall be on a specimen which shall not be injured thereby. 

The machine shall also be tested several times, with different loads up to 400 
tons (300,000 pounds), and specimens be broken, some with strains of about 
800,000 pounds, by tension and compression. All these tests to be made under 
the direction and superintendence of myself, all of which tests it shall endure 
without apparent injury, and the scale by which these strains are to be meas- 
ured shall be much more sensitive and considerably more nearly accurate than 
are the large celebrated scales made by Fairbanks & Co., orany testing machine 
use within the United Staves at this time, and I hereby guaranty it shall so 

made. 

If on the completion of these tests the machine shows no eee injury and 
the seale appears to be what it is here guarantied to be,and all the work has 
been furnished which is called for by this contract and specification, and made 
aoe peg | to the said specifications, then the whole shall be accepted, and there 
shall be due and shall then be paid to me such sum of money as shall, together 
with the sums which shall have been previously paid to me for a part or parts 
of this work, amount to the specified sum of $25,000, 

Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. H. EMERY. 

The CHIEF or ORDNANCE, UNITED STATES Army, 

Washington, D. C. 
[First indorsement.] 
ORDNANCE OFFICE, December 12, 1873. 


Respectfully referred to the commanding officer of Watertown arsenal for 
examination, report, and recommendation, 


By order of the Chief of Ordnance, 
S. V. BENÉT, Major of Ordnance. 


[Second indorsement.] : 
WATERTOWN ARSENAL, December 16, 1873. 


Respectfully returned tothe Chief of Ordnance, having examined it 8 
When in London in September I visited the shops of David Kirkaldy, on South- 


wark Island, and saw his testing-machine, which is acknowledged to be the best 
in existence. 


From what I have seen of Mr. Emery’s scale, and know of the principle thereof, 
Tam of the opinion that a testing-machine constructed on this plan will be more 
accurate and more reliable than that of Kirkaldy. In this opinion Iam sup; 
by Mr. Wiiliam Sellers, of Philadelphia, who first drew my attention to Mr. 
Emery’s invention. 

A Kirkaldy machine of this same size would costabout the same sum of money 
as asked by Mr. Emery, and, besides the fact that I believe that Mr. Emery's 
machine would be more accurate and reliable than Kirkaldy’s, the formershould 
be preferred, I think, as being an American invention, and made here of our 
own materials and by our own workmen. 

As it will be the first of its kind constructed it is probable that some mistakes 
ye be mane, and the expense will be necessarily greater than if others had first 

m made. 

The large screws I observe Mr. Emery proposes to make 8 inchesin diameter, 
whereas Kirkaldy’s were only 5} inches in a machine of the same capacity, 
The error is, however, on the right side, the side of safety, 

I have made a few changes in red ink in the specifications, and, these being 
incorporated, I would respectfully recommend the acceptance of . Emery’s 
proposition as being the best the Department can do under the circumstances, 

T. T. S. LAIDLEY, 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Ordnance, Commanding. 
[Third indorsement.] 
ORDNANCE OFFICE, December 19, 1878. 
tfully returned to Colonel Laidley. His recommendation is approved, 
and he is authorized to make the contract under such conditions as in his judg- 
ment will best secure the interests of the United States, . 

By order. 

8. V. BENET, Major Ordnance, 
Mr. SPRINGER. It will be seen from this paper that the claimant 
in this case on the 10th of December proposes to erect for the use of the 
Government at Watertown, N. Y., this testing-machine for the sum of 
25,000. This proposition was then referred by the Chief of Ordnance 
to the ordnance officers for investigation. The Chief of Ordnance re- 
ferred it to Lieut. Col. T. T. S. Laidley, of the Ordnance Corps, and 

Colonel Laidley indorses on this proposition as follows: 
[Fourth indorsement.] 
WATERTOWN ARSENAL, December 21, 1873. 


Respectfully returned to the Chief of Ordnance, - 

A testing-machine of 400 tons capacity has been ordered from Mr. A. H. Emery 
by virtue of the authority contained in the third indorsement. A copyof the 
order is inclosed herewith. The specifications referred toin the order are the 
same as Mr. Emery’s, with the changes marked in red ink in the copy forming 


a part of this paper. 8 ee 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Ordnance, Commanding. 


[Fifth indorsement.] 
WATERTOWN ARSENAL, January 30, 1874. 
1 uá returned to the Chief of Ordnance in obedience to circular No. 16 
of 1872. . 


T. T. S. LAIDLEY, 
Lieutenant - Colonel of Ordnance, Commanding, 


This was then referred again and a contract authorized to be made. 

This was the position of this claim: The claimant offered to build 
this machine for $25,000 and to turn it over to the Government in com- 
plete working order. 

I have said this claimant is entitled to the discovery of anew method 
of testing iron, and that a large part of this claim for $200,000 is based 
upon the fact that we have the benefit of his discovery of the secret 
of testing iron in the manner pointed ont. It appears from Colonel 
Laidley that a gentleman in England in 1873 had already invented and 
had in operation a complete working machine for testing metals. It 
was the opinion of Colonel Laidley that the principle was the same, 
and the invention was in perfect working order before Mr. Emery had 
done any work on it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion there ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. While discussing the machine of Kirkaldy let 
me inquire whether the Government did not have a dynamometer or 
testing-machine at the very time Laidley speaks of, and whether that 
was not as good as the Kirkaldy machine. 

Deri SPRINGER. I do not so understand the statement of Colonel 
ey. 

Mr, FARQUHAR, The Kirkaldy machine was the best for tests 
needed at that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER, If the gentleman will observe the distinction be- 
tween the Kirkaldy machine and that of Emery, it was in the diam- 
eter of the screw. Emery proposed 8 inches and Kirkaldy 5 inches 
and a half. It was understood that 8 inches wasa little stronger than 
54, and that was the only distinction. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, It had two gauges, which was a great improve- 
ment that Kirkaldy never knew about. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the 24th of December, 1873, Colonel Laidley 
addressed the following letter to the claimant in this case: 

WATERTOWN ARSENAL, December 24, 1873, 

Sm: Please fabricate for the United States and set up at this arsenal a 400-ton 


testing-machine, according to the specifications herein inclosed. 
The machine is to be complete in all its parts for testing specimens for com- 


S 
ression and tension, and be so constructed that the additional parts for testing 
— and torsional strains can be added without changing the machine. 


Manon 7, 


oh T, T. S. LAIDLEY, 
jeutenant-Colonel of Ordnance, Commanding. 
Mr. A. H. Emery, New York City, 

Now, it will be seen that here was a plain, simple contract, by a 
gentleman who made the plans and specifications and proposed to do 
a certain work for the Government for the sum of $24,000. But, instead 
of doing the work within the time which he alleged would be required 
and instead of having the invention perfected, as he led the Govern- 
ment to believe he had, it seems he proceeded with the money of the 
Government to experiment, and continued experimenting from time to 
time and from year to year, and employed engineers and draughtsmen, 
and allows himself a salary of—I do not know exactly the amount; 
I believe 85,000 . 

Mr. TILLMAN. Five thousand dollars he claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Les; a salary of $5,000 a year is claimed for the 
time that he was actually in the work of fulfilling his own 
contract. He sends in bills for materials and for labor aggregating thou- 
sands of dollars, and, as the gentlemen of the committee claim in their 
report, hundreds of thousands of dollars, and asks the Government to 
pay all of these and at the same time to pay him $5,000 a year while 
carrying out his own agreement and contract to provide all the labor 
and all the material necessary to complete this work for a specified 
sum, ll of these bills are sent in and the application to the Govern- 
ment for reimbursement is made on the theory, as now alleged, that he 
was working for the Government and was authorized by the Govern- 
ment to do the work. He was authorized by the Government to do 
what he himself proposed to do, and that only; that is to say, to fur- 
nish a testing-machine for the sum of $25,000, and the Government 
agreed to pay that sum and did pay forit. But thereafter the difficulties 
began to grow and the work began to grow on Mr. Emery’s hands, 

Instead of having a well matured idea about the business which he 
undertook, it seems that he was simply experimenting and charging 
his experiments to the Government of the United States. Not petog 
able to comply with his contract according to its terms, he appeai 
in Washington and executed a new contract to which the Government 
acquiesced, changing the price as originally fixed from $25,000 to 
$31,500, and increasing the weight of the machine about 10 per cent., 
which rendered necessary some alterations in the rest of the machine, 
for which additional drawings were prepared, and the work was pushed, 
as he states, as rapidly as possible. He states in his memorial to Con- 
gress, which is found in House Executive Document No. 47, Forty- 
sixth Congress, that before designing the machine was expected to con- 
tain about 80,000 pounds only, but it actually contained abont 170,000 

unds; and this is one of the grounds of complaint that he makes. 
Fre proposed to make this machine and stated it would take 80,000 

unds, but when he completed it it had nearly 180,000 pounds, and 

e wanted to be paid for the additional expenditure, and the Govern- 

ment agents said, We will make another contract with you,“ which 

contract was made, and by which it was agreed to pay him the sum of 
$31,500, or an addition of $6,500 to the original amount. 

But a contract was then entered into which was supposed to be bind- 
ing upon that gentleman and the Government of the United States, as 
well as upon his sureties, Now, I have in my hand a copy of that con- 
tract, the original, I believe, or one of the originals, and the specifica- 
tions, which seem to have been executed on June 19, 1875. The speci- 
fications are all set forth, and the minutest details are attached to the 
contract, which is signed by Mr. Emery and by Colonel Laidley on þe- 
half of the Government; and in that contract what does he agree to do? 

Let me read it: 


This contract, made and entered into on thisthe 19th day of June, 1875, between 
Albert H. Emery, of the city of New York and State of New York, of the first 
` part, and the United States, by the board for testing iron, steel, ete., under di- 
rection and by authority of the President of the United States, for and in their 
beh: of the second part, witnesseth that the party of the first part does hereby 
contract and en with the said United States to furnish and deliver to the 
party of the pnas, i parta testing-machine for tension and compression of 800,000 
pounds capacity, together with tools and apparatus hereinafter specified for 
use therewith, the whole to be constructed of first-class material and workman- 
ship, according to the annexed specifications and drawings therein referred to, 
and delivered to the said party of the second part at the place or places where 
the parts of the same may be constructed or assembled, All of said work shall 
be furnished within a period of five months from the date of this contract under 
a penalty of forfeiture of $100 per day 


And I ask your attention to this, gentlemen— 


a penalty of forfeiture of $100 per day for each additional working day taken 
for the performance of said contract, which penalty is subjected to the limita- 
tions hereinafter provided. Tho inspection of the parts and the whole of the 
work of contract and payment therefor shall be made as provided in the an- 
nexed specifications. 
All of the parts of work herein contracted for are to be delivered by the said 
party of the first part, and all claims under this contract if transferred to another 
are to be by such transfer forfeited, saving the right of the United States, 
yment in such funds as the Treasury Department may provide for each de- 
livery are to be made on certificates of inspection and receipt by the United 
aon ene appointed by said board agreeably to the pro hereinafter 
Bet 0 


All of the 


nirin; tection are to be ked by the party of the first 
partin pepade Gi how J “4 
n 


jent boxes of an ap pattern, or in such other mode 
as may be deemed for which a fair price, to be determined by the 
United States inspectors, will be allowed. 

And the said party of the first part does further engage and contract that no 
member of Congress, oficer of the Army, or any agent of the military service 
or other person forbidden by law so to do, is or shall be admitted to any share 
or part of this contract or agreement or to any benefit to arise therefrom. 

I do not know why they should have put into the contract a provis- 
ion of that kind, engaging that no member of Congress should be ad- 
mitted to any share in the profits. But they seem to have suspected 
that the claim was coming to Congress sometime, and they wanted 
him to agree that he would not let any member of Congress have a share 
in it. 

And it is hereby expressly vided, and this contract is n the e con- 
dition, thatif any ion 9 Congress, oflicer of the 5 5 
above named is or shall be admitted to any share or part of this contract, or to 
any benefit to arise under it, or in case the party of the first part shall in any 
respect fail to perform this contract on his the same may be, at the option 
ot the United States, declared null and void without affecting their right to re- 
cover for default which may have occurred. It is further stipulated and agreed 
that if any default shall be made by the party of the first part in delivering all 
orany of the articles mentioned in this contract, of the spay: and in the time 
and therein provided, that then in that case the RAIA pae will forfeit and 
pay tothe United States the sum provided in the specifi 

And the said United States do hereby contract and en, 


art as follows: That for the articles here 
shall be deli 2. and approved as herein provided, there shall be 
id, in the funds aforesaid, to the maid parte ot the first part, the covenanter, 
heirs, executors, or administrators, on bills triplicate made in approved 
Sorta and duly authenticated by the proper officers of the said board, 

This contract is signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of wit- 
nesses by Albert H. Emery for himself and by Colonel Laidley on be- 
half of the Government, and on the opposite page are set out the bonds 
of the sureties of Mr. > 

After the time for this contract to be performed had expired itap- 
peared that this gentleman had not complied with his contract; and 
instead of going forward to the Government and offering to pay the 
forfeit which the contract called for he comes forward and wants more 
money. He says that he has been obliged to spend a great deal more 
money than he thought he would be called upon to expend, and there 
has been some sort of an agreement made. It is true that the con- 
tract appears completed; but he wanted more money on it. It was 
therefore referred to certain officers of the Department for the purpose 
of ascertaining what, if anything, was now due to this gentleman in 
addition to the amount ee, provided. It will be found that when 
Mr. Emery was asked about the matter by the Ordnance Department, 
after he had completed this work, he stated that he had been obliged 
to spend a much larger sum than he expected to. When asked how 
much in all he was required to and had paid out on this work, he 
answered, Without particularly examining my books, I may state in 
round numbers it is about $100,000.” 

Mr. BURROWS. What date was that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was just after the completion of his contract, 
in 1879. He made that statement officially and in the presence of the 
ordnance officers, that he thought he was entitled to $190,000, less 
the amount he had already received. That statement which I have 
read is found in House Report 84 of the first session of the Fifty-first 
Congress, made by Mr. Ray, a gentleman on the committee, and his re- 
port is now before the committee on this bill. On page 2 of that report, 
which has adopted the report of the Committee on Claims of the Forty- 
sixth Congress, is this statement, which is indorsed by Mr. Ray and 
by the Committee on Claims of this session, for our information: 


6. At the time of the acceptance of the machine, and prior to this report of the 
president of the board to the President, attention was called to the fact that the 
cost of the machine was vastly in excess of the contract price. The claimant, 
without examination of his accounts, stated that the cost was at least $100,000, 
One member of the board then recommended the payment of not less than $45,000 
additional compensation, while five other members of the board recommended 
the payment of $70,000 additional, which latter amount, added to the contract 
price, would only have reimbursed him foractual outlay as then estimated, with- 
out any compensation for his own time and skill or for the use of his inventions. 


That is the statement of this committee. So that it appears that when 
first interrogated about this matter, without looking at his books, he 
stated that he should have the difference between $31,500 and 8100, 000. 

I call attention to the statement made by Colonel Laidley under 
date of February 15,1879,and found in Executive Document No. 68, Sen- 
ate, third session Forty-fifth Congress, which is as follows: 

WATERTOWN ARSENAL, February 15, 1879. 


ully returned to the Chief of Ordnance with the report: 
45 Se the total cost of the machine to the contractor is, as he states, over 


2. That what would be a just and equitable amount to be appropriated by 
Con, for the relief of the contractor is a question which was not discussed 
wi the board at its last meeting, and its opinion can not be given. The under- 

I can only give his individual judgment on this question, about which there 
will probably be considerable difference of opinion. Hedoes not think that the 
United States should alone bear this burden, but in consideration of the fact 
that the contractor was tly deceived in regard to the expense of building 
the machine and the difficulties he would encounter in its construction, and that 
the machineis in every respect a mostsuperior one, far surpassing in accuracy 
all others now known, and better than the board had any right to e t at the 
time of making the contract, the undersigned deems the sum of 000 not 

than justice and equity to the contractor would demand, and he accord- 
ngly recommends relief to that amount. 
T. T. S. LAIDLEY, 


Colonel of Ordnance, President of the Board. 


ons annexed hereto. 


with the said pa 
contracted for, Which 


esum 
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Now, that was the recommendation of the colonel of ordnance, the 

president of the board, in February, 1879, when this work was com- 

ted, after Mr. Emery had told how much he was out and after this 
had stated what they considered he should be paid 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Ido not remember whether that was in addi- 
tion to the $31,500. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is in addition to the $31,500. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The amount recommended was $45,000 in ad- 
dition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was the amount: $45,000 in addition to 
$31,500 he had received. Now, instead of asking for that amount he 
wants $200,000, I believe, in this bill. This was the recommendation 
of the Ordnance Departmentat that time, after they had examined this 
claim and after they had conceded every fact that is now claimed for 
this claim, namely, the facts that the machine was a better one than 
any in existence and had cost more than it was estimated to cost. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was that in excess of the $31,500 of his contract? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thirty-one thousand five hundred dollars was the 
amount of his contract, 

Mr. TRACEY. I will ask the gentleman if he does not notice that 
on March 30, 1880, the same gentleman, Colonel Laidley, recommended 
the payment of $200,000 ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. TRACEY. How does the gentleman explain that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will let the gentleman interview Colonel Laid- 
ley and learn from him what explanation he has and how he can rec- 
oncile that with his former statement. I simply state the fact that, 
when this matter was investigated and when he was officially report- 
ing upon it, he made this recommendation, and in that recommendation 
I see was set forth the very fact that the gentlemen now claim as the 
basis for this large amount which is embraced in this bill—I believe it 
is $200,000, 

Mr. TRACEY. One hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars, 
Now, on the 18th of November, 1879, General Benét, Chief of Ordnance, 
made this statement: 


Onpyaxce Orrice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 18, 1879. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

The contract price of the machine was $31,500. The sum recommended by the 
president of the board is not less than $15,000 and by three other members of 
the board is $70,000, which if appropriated and paid to the contractor will make 
the machine cost $76,500 or $101,500, according to the amonnt determined on. 

These are the recommendations of a majority of the board. The other mem- 
bers, from want of time, have not been consulted. 

Knowing nothing of the merits of this case beyond what is stated herein, the 
board not having performed its duties under this bureau, I respectfully return 

these pa to the Secretary of War, inviting his s 1 attention to the very 
h mate placed on it as the most perfect ine known, and to the de- 

cided opinions of the members and paces of the board that the contractor 

deserves liberal action on the part of Congress. l 


8. 
Brigadter- General, Chief of Ordnance. 


A MEMBER. What is the date of his recommendation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. February 18, 1879. Now, I want to call the at- 
tention of the committee to this fact. The Chief of Ordnance, on the 
18th of November, 1879, found, withall these facts before him, with the 
reports of the majority and of the minority before him, that the largest 
sum recommended was $101,000, less the amount received, and yet this 
committee recommend the payment of $175, 000 in addition to the $31,500 
already received. Now, I want the committee to consider these facts. 
This claim has been examined by the officers of the Government author- 
ized to pass upon it. They were acting officially then, with a view of 
their responsibility to the Government they represented, and the most 
liberal estimate made by any member of that board was that he would 
be entitled to $101,000; that he had already been paid $31,500, and was 
to be paid an additional $70,000. : 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask my colleague whether or not there is 
anything in the papers or records which he has examined to show that 
the machine was made according to contract. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was made according to contract—according to 
the last contract, I believe. 

Mr. HILL. Was it any better or different machine made than was 
contracted for? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They said it was made according to the contract, 
and was as good as they expected, or perhaps a little better—that is, 
the result was better. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 
pired as the Chair understands the arrangement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time had I, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-five minutes. 
ras McMILLEN. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 

inois. 

Mr. HILL. One more question. It has been stated here in the ar- 
gument that this machine has been used for testing steel for private 
individuals, I would like to inquire whether there is anything in the 
contract either prohibiting or permitting that use. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nothing at all. Here is the contract. I have read 
every word of it in the presence of the House. This machine, when it 


was purchased and paid for, belonged to the United States and the 
Government could use it in any way it pleased. The Government owns 
this machine and has paid for it according to the contract. 

Mr. HILL, That answers my inquiry. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to 
another fact in the history of this claim. When I was a member of 
the Committee on Claims, in the Congress preceding the last, this claim 
came before that committee, and I was a member of the subcommittee 
which passed upon it. The ¢laimant then insisted that he was enti- 
tled to receive, as he is now claiming, $175,000, I insisted myself that 
he was not entitled to anything more than the Government had al- 
ready paid him; that the Government had fulfilled its obligation, and 
that, if we gave him anything, whatever we gave him was a mere act 
of grace on the part of the United States. However, it was insisted 
on behalf of the claimant that this was a great invention, that he had 
discovered something which nobody else knew, and I was not then ad- 
vised of the fact that there was in England a perfect working machine 
of this kind before Mr. Emery made his machine. I supposed that he 
was entitled to something on account of the originality of his inven- 
tion, but I know now that the principle of it was in perfect working 
operation in England before he proposed to make this machine for the 
5 so that he is entitled to nothing on the ground of origi- 
nality. 

But, in view of the facts as I then understood them, I agreed, as a 
compromise, to report that he should be entitled to $61,500 in addition 
to what he had already received, and that the bill should appropriate 
that sum for him, on condition that the amount was to be accepted by 
him as compensation in full, and was not to be raised in the Senate and 
then brought back here and the House asked to agree to a higher amount. 
Upon that understanding, that it was to be accepted by him as a final 
settlement of the claim, I agreed to that report. The report came in 
here and the bill was passed at that amount; it went to the Senate, and 
there, contrary to the understanding with the subcommittee, if was 
raised to $100,000 and it came back hereand passed at $100,000, That 
was in the Forty-ninth Congress, and the President of the United States 
concluded, I suppose, after examination of this record, that that was a 
very good bill to carry in his ‘‘pocket’’ until the close of the Congress- 
ional term, and he killed it by what is known asa pocket veto. So 
in that Congress this claimant got a bill through for $100,009, and 
now he comes to this Congress and wants $175,000. 

This bill is growing all the time, and if yon keep ita few years more 
it will probably amount to half a million dollars. And I will tell you 
how it grows. If you look into the details of this claim in connection 
with the previous statements, you will find that this claimant is charg- 
ing interest for the time that the Government delays paying him this 
additional amount; he charges for salary, for services, for labor, and 
material furnished by other people; he is asking compensation for these 
things all the time, so the claim keeps growing from year to year. 
Now, it seems to me that all this gentleman can possibly ask, in the 
most liberal view of his case, is the amount that was claimed by him 
when this contract was closed; $100,000 less the $31,500 paid, 

It seems to me that that settlement operates on him as an estoppel, 
and that he can not come in later and claim $100,000 more than ho set 
up at the time his work was finished; yet that is what he is doing now. 
So far as I am concerned, in view of the bad faith of this claimant and 
in view of the fact that his claim is continually being increased and 
augmented as it comes before us year after year, I think we ought to 
put a quietus upon it, and I am willing now to vote against the passage 
of this bill, but certainly I would not under any circumstances, if I 
could help it, allow it to pass for more than was allowed in the Forty- 
ninth Congress. 

Mr, LAIDLAW. LI yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. i 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, at the closeof the debate on this 
bill, one week ago, there was enacted on the other side of the House a 
little part of the play of Hamlet. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] found $10,000 appropriated for the care and working of this 
machine at the Watertown arsenal, and the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLman] was puzzled todiscover how that money was expended, 
and the gentleman from Missouri helped them out in their doubts, 

Mr. HEARD. What gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will tell the gentleman presently. The difi- 
culty seemed to be this: There was an attempt on the part of these 
gentlemen, whether consciously or unconsciously, to connect Mr. Emery 
still with the expense of running this machine in connection with this 
appropriation of $10,000, and they were greatly puzzled about it. Their 
case was like the case of Polonius. To one it was very like a weasel 


“and to another one it was very much like a whale, and so the debate 


ended with a doubt or with an attempt to plant a doubt in the minds 
of the members of this House as to whether Mr. Emery was not draw- 
ing something from that appropriation. 
Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman—— 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I exclude the gentleman. 
Mr. HEARD. Will you not answer my question? 
Pg e The gentleman's colleague, Mr. MANSUR, was on 
è 5 


id 
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Mr. HEARD. So was I, and I asked the question to which you al- 
lude. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, in the report of the Ordnance De- 
partment for years—ever since this machine was set up—you will find 
annual accounts of the expenditures of this money. I have just sent 
to the Library for one of these reports—the report for 1883-’84—in 
which is given this account: ‘ 


Amount 8 ſor ance J machine and testing work. 810,000. 00 
Received during the year for private tests = 
11, 697.53 
Amount expended for services and labor 5,691.27 
Amount expended for steam-power, tools, implements, repai 
improvements. . . .. . . e. 2. 782. 62 
Amount expended for materials for testin. 8, 219.75 
Balance covered into Treasury 3.89 


11, 697.53 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read that account for two purposes, 
First of all, Mr. Emery has had nothing to do with this machine at 
Watertown since it was accepted and put up. As soon as this machine 
was accepted by the United States it passed out of his hands, and that 
ended his connection with it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the date of its acceptance ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. February 8, 1879. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How long was that after the agreement? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, The first contract was entered into and the first 
work started December 8, 1873; that is taken from official data. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then he was engaged about six years in this 
work? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Five years and a half. 

Mr. SPRINGER. During tbat time he was receiving a salary of 
$5,000 a year, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, we will consider the question of salary 
afterward. 

I have referred to this account in order to call attention to the base- 
less character of the abuse which has been heaped upon Mr. Emery in 
connection with this matter. Mr. Emery was called upon by this com- 
mission on tests of wood and metal for the construction of this ma- 
chine. The chief adviser as to what this machine should be was Col- 
onel Laidley. 

Mr. Emery, let me tell you, is not one of those long-haired people 
who hang around these halls begging for anything they can get from 
Congress. He isa gentleman whose ability as a civil engineer, as a 
scientific engineer, is acknowledged in this country as itis throughout 
the world. The name of A. H. Emery is knownin every civilized land 
as that of the producer of the most perfect dynamometer the world has 
ever seen. 

Not only that, but take to-day the progress of invention; take the labors 
of Edison; take your telephone; takeevery invention in connection with 
triple and quadruple expansion engines; take the whole of the inven- 
tions of the world, and what Mr. Emery put up eleven years ago is not 
equaled anywhere to-day. It stands peerless, As for the remark of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that some other machine 
was as good, why, sir, I suppose that the whole world knows now that 
the Emery machine has been accepted by every scientific association 
in the world as the embodiment of the highest inventive genius in re- 
spect to dynamometers, There is no question about that. If you have 
any doubts about it all you have to do is simply to sift the action of the 
great scientific associations of the world; find out the man who gets 
the gold medal for inventions of the highest value. 

In building this machine, whatever it cost—$25,000 or $31,500—Mr. 
Emery did the work to the detriment of all hisother business. I heard 
it stated here last Friday that he had numerous other irons in the fire, 
and that this was simply one with the others. That is not the fact. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I got that information from Emery himself. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Wait one moment. More than that; I say that 
the suggestions made by this commission and by others on the part of 
the Government induced Mr. Emery to make many and tedious 3 
in bringing this machine to perfection. It is not a piece of shelf goods; 
it is a machine requiring brains for the adaptation of mechanical prin- 
ciples and proportions to this business of testing metals. That is some- 
thing which the United States Government never paid Mr. Emery for. 
I am very sorry that he ever listened to a proposition to receive $5,000 
or any other sum for his labor on that machine. 1 think that is really 
the weakest point in this whole case. 

Now, let us examine fora moment the worth of this machine, I 
want to place on record in this debate the opinion of A. L. Holley, the 
well known engineer, as delivered before the American Institute of 
Mining Engineers at their meeting in Baltimore, February, 1879. I 
cite this as equal to any expert evidence that might be produced, be- 
cause I find that the ability of Mr. Holley is just as much conceded as 
that of Mr. Thurston, or Mr. Sooy Smith, or any member of the com- 
mission; besides that, he had practical and immediate contact with the 
workings of the machine. He says: 


The movements of the weighing apparatus are absolutely without friction. 
The proof experiments were numerous, and the effects of recoil, after sudden 
ruptures at maximum loads, were watched with great care but without much 


anxiety, because the we 5 affected are by no means delicate in struct- 
ure and their motion is almost infinitely small. Among the tests were the fol- 
lowing: A fo link of hard wrought iron, 5 inches in diameter between the 
eyes, was slowly strained in tension and broke off short with a loud report, at 
000 poaae The diameter before breaking at the point of fracture was 
5.04 inches; after breaking 4.98 inches. In order to see if the weighing parts 
had been disturbed by the recoil, which was obviously near the greatest recoil 
the machine will ever suffer, a horse-hair was next tested. It was seven-one- 
thousandths of an inch in diameter; it stretched 30 per cent. and broke at 1 
pound. One pound, in moving the indicator one-one-hundredth of an inch 
mares the platform against which the load presses one-forty-two-millionths of 


an inch, 

The whole arrangement of the scale-beams, the adding and removing of 
weights, and the fast or slow, but always steady, application of pressure, are 
ingenious and convenient in the highest degree, e machine was built atthe 
works of the Ames Manufacturing Company, principally at Chicopee, Mass. 
The principal castings (80,000 . 7 of gun lacey were made at the South Bos- 
ton Iron Works and the steel and iron forgings at the Nashua Iron and Steel 
8 s {epee or me parryi Bas 98 9 8 
The hydrostatic weighing platform of the machine was tested to 1150080 
pounds, but so perfectly frictionless is it that a horse-hair under a breakin: 
strain of 1 pound had to move 24,000 pounds of metal. The workmanship is 
also remarkable. The Sl-inch screws, 48 feet long, were fitted to gauges within 
one-thousandth of an inch in diameter throughout their length, and similar no- 
curacy was maintained in other parts. One word for Mr. Albert H. Emery: 
To his engineering talent, mechanical culture, and painstaking fidelity; to the 
patient devotion of all his ene and, more than all, his money, we are in- 
debted for a marvel of invention, o development, of workmanship, of efficiency. 

As I stated a few moments ago, Mr. Chairman, this machine has now 
stood the tests of the scientific world for eleven years and no inventor 
dares to put a machine alongside of it as its peer. 

I ought to say something in regard to the meanness of the United 
States toward this inventor. The two contracts read by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] bear on their face all that is legal and all 
that is proper; I have no quarrel to make with them at all. Nor have 
I any reason to go back and say this commission, by suggesting chan 
delayed Mr. Emery, perhaps for years, in the perfection of his center 
We have the machine perfected, and Mr. Emery put into this machine 
not only his brains, but his money, which had been accumulating for 
years. He took this contract as a matter of honor, and certainly with- 
out the idea of profit, because Mr. Emery or any business man of his 
ability, any business man in any community, any man of his scientific 
attainments, bad he sup the Government intended to take from 
him the finest pearl of his labors without compensation and for the 
general use, would of course never have allowed the Government to 
obtain it on any such terms. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I will give the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I must be as terse as possible in my language, 
as I have but little time. Out of all the figures you will find that Mr. 
Emery expended and can show vouchers for $104,000. That, I take 
it, no one will deny he is entitled to have returned to him. But when 
Mr. Emery had perfected his machine the Government accepted it. 

What next did it do? Why, sir, the United States Congress passed 
an act that the whole country, corporations, institutions, and private 
individuals, could go to Watertown and have their tests made with 
this machine at a cost of $24 a day. That is what Uncle Sam did. 

Here is a table of the amount of money received at that low rate, 
Was it fair to Mr. Emery, when he had perfected this machine and 
turned it over for the benefit of the Navy, for the benefit of structural 
tests, was it fair, I say, for this paternal Governmentand this maternal 
Government to take this machine, the result of Emery’s brain and la- 
bor, and scatter it all over the United States for the benefit of every- 
body in the United States who might need it? 

There is the fair play involved in this matter. I do not care whether 
Emery cost $5,000 a year or $50,000 a year. I know a gentleman who 
gets $20,000 a year for his services. That is what they pay for gray 
matter; that is what private corporations pay for brains. 

Some gentlemen here would seem to think that Emery is an ordinary 
man, who had nothing to do but to invent such a puzzle as the ‘‘ pigs 
in clover” or the return ball.” That seems to be the horizon limit 
of their knowledge of invention and its works. I tell you when the 
United States—I mean when the Government—will take a man’s 
brains, will take his invention, which has cost him years of labor be- 
fore he could bring it to perfection, when the Government will take 
his property and peddle it out to the whole world without regard to 
him or his interests, I say it is little better than a species of genteel 
felony. I feel ashamed of the Government that would do it. I think 
had there not been misapprehension as to the work Emery had put on 
this machine, if there had not been conscientious doubts as to this ma- 
chine and what it is worth, three or four years ago Congress would 
have unanimously appropriated $200,000 to this man, which would 
have reimbursed him for his time and services in the construction of 
this testing-machine, 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I had not the opportunity when 
this bill was presented in the Committee on Claims at the last session 
to go into it elaborately, as has been done by some gentlemen. The 
provisions contained in this bill proposing to pay this man for some- 
thing he had already been paid for is to me something extraordinary. 

Here is a case where a man has a contract with the Government to 
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furnish a certain machine for certain purposes. During the progress of 
that work he makes a little further expenditure, and the agents of the 
Government agree with him that they will allow $6,500 more for the 
work. There are two contracts which he makes with the Government; 
and one consideration of the two contracts is that he is to receive this 
sum of money. Every dollar of that has been paid to him, and it 
seems to me that that ought to end the matter. I thought so upon the 
presentation of this case to this committee. 

Now, the gentleman behind me [Mr. FARQUHAR] brings in another 
question, and thatis the only question in this case, whether the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall pay this man $170,000 as a gratuity 
because of the “gray matter” in his brain. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I beg pardon, if the gentleman will allow me, 
I did not say anything of the kind. Isaid that the Government, when 
it threw this man’s invention open to the whole world, had deprived 
him of over $175,000 in value of his own property. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I do not yield, as I have buta brief 
time, 

I make this statement, Mr, Chairman, that there was no limitation 
on the right of the Government to use this machine as it saw proper. 
It was not only its right to use it itself, but it was its duty to allow 
the American people to use it, for it was their own; they had paid for 
it, and there was nothing in the contract to preron Now, the gen- 
tleman comes forward with a proposition, which is at the very base of 
claims of this character, that imitating the British Government, which 
grants a gratuity to a man who is a great poet, which gives a gratuity 
and a title to a great inventor, and a gratuity, a title, sum of money, 
and an estate to a great warrior, that we shall begin here to imitate 
that system on this side of the Atlantic and give tuities ourselves. 

Iam not in favor of it. It is not in our theory of government. This 
Constitution says that no title of nobility shall be passed, and it means 
that the money of this great people who have made greater progress 
than any other nation under that Constitution and under these theories, 
and that has produced more men with gray matter in their brain than 
any other government in the world, is not to be used to encourage these 
British ideas on this side of the Atlantic. [Applause.] We do not 
want to give gratuities. We must not do so. It is contrary to the 
theory of our Government, and it is at the base of every claim of this 
character that is put before Congress. I say it ought not to be allowed. 
[ Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr.SHERMAM. Mr. Chairman, thisis nota question of a gratuity, 
inmy judgment, as has just beensuggested by the gentleman from Iowa. 
If this claim were made against any person or corporation, against any- 
body other than the United States Government, it is a claim that could 
be made in the courts. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Oh, pshaw! 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, we differ about that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Perhaps. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And it is not a question of whether or not claim- 
antis entitled to simply $31,500, as mentioned in the contract, for the 
Government on its part violated the contract, and thereby nullified it, 
and it has simply come down toaquestion of quantum meruit, whether 
or not the Government shall pay a fair sum for what it has really re- 
ceived. 

Mr. Chairman, any individual attempting to do what the Govern- 
ment has done in this case with Mr. Emery, control a machine, the most 
wonderful in its line that has been seen in modern times, to the exclu- 
sion of its use by any other person, and practically—that is what the 
Government has done in this case, for it has employed Mr. Emery to 
build this machine for its personal use, and then it has said to the 
world, not to the United States alone, for within a year iron has been 
sent here from Germany to be tested by this machine free—it has said 
to the world: ‘‘ We own this machine, and the right to test exclusively 
belongsto us, Come here and use it; Mr. Emery can make no claim 
against you; we will protect you against him. Taking that position, 
Mr. Chairman, does the Government not owe Mr. Emery a fair com- 
8 for the product of his brain and the many years of study and 

bor that he has put into this machine? I believe that it does and 
that it ought to pay it. 

I believe that it is the desire of the Government to so pay him. 
Then the question presented here is simply how much ought to be 

id him as compensation for his labor and for the money put by him 

to the machine fifteen years ago? Over ten years ago 5 re- 
ported in favor of allowing Mr. Emery $200,000. If that was right at 
that time, Mr. Chairman, is $175,000 too much to pay to him now? 
The vouchers filed in this ease, as I understand it, show that Mr. 
Emery actually paid out upwards of $100,000 in the construction of 
this machine and for materials, for which he has received but $31,500. 
a aay a balance of about $72,000 or $73,000, which he is still out 
of pocke 

That sum, reckoning from 1880 at 6 per cent. interest with yearly 
stops, would amount at this time to nearly or quite $170,000, and in 
that reckoning there is nothing allowed for the time spent by Mr. Emery 
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in the last ten years in attempting to procure from the Government of 
the United States his just dues; nothing for the money spent in prose- 
cuting the claim; simply the payment of the money that he is actually 
out of pocket; nothing for the product of his brain; nothing for the 
years of labor prior to the time he entered into the contract with the 
Government, and nothing for the value of the patent, but simply to 
reimburse him the amount of money paid for constructing the machine, 
with 6 per cent. interest on that money from the time that the machine 
was finished until now. This, I say, amounts to the sum fixed by this 
bill, and Mr. Emery stands, with the work of his lifetime, practically 
without compensation. Now, I do not believe that this Government, 
I do not believe the people of this Government, desire Congress to see 
Mr. Emery throw away the work of a lifetime in their behalf. : 

I believe that our constituents will sustain us in paying to Mr. Emery 
what he is fairly and justly entitled to, the amount that is due him for 
the labor, for the material, and for the money that he placed in this 
machine, and which has been of such vast benefit, not only to the Gov- 
ernment, but to the individual citizen; for, sir, the perfection of this 
machine has made our transportation on railroads and everything of 
that kind safer than ever before. I believe in all fairness, in justice as 
between man and man, in equity, Mr. Emery is entitled to reasonable 
compensation, and I am satisfied that the judgment of the committee 
has not erred on the side of generosity in fixing the sum reported, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Bunn]. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to be forced to dif- 
fer with many eminent gentlemen upon this side of the House whom I 
have cheerfully followed for the last three months; but, sir, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Claims and asa member of the subcommit- 
tee who made this report, I desire briefly to state some of the reasons 
that induced us to bring in this report. 

Now, sir, let us go back to the beginning of this matter. Under the 
act approved the 3d of March, 1873, the Ordnance Department was 
authorized to make this contract. The authority to make the contract 
for this machine was in the act of March 3, 1873; and it was made, as 
stated by the eminent gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Now, sir, under the act of March 3, 1875, another appropriation was 
made. The act of 1875 took from the ordnance officer the power to 
make this contract and vested it in a board of seven to be appointed 
by the President of the United States. That board was appointed. 
Colonel Laidley was the chairman of the board. There was one ordnance 
officer and one engineer from the Army, one ordnance officer and one 
engineer from the Navy, and three civilians; and, Mr. Chairman, they 
were authorized to make tests in iron and steel. To use the language 
of the act itself: “And to build a suitable machine for that pur- 

” 

Now, sir, under the act of March 3, 1875, this board undertook the 
building of that machine. They immediately saw Mr. Emery. They 
saw that under the contract made on the 24th of December, 1873, the 
machine would be absolutely ineflicient for the purpose of the Govern- 
ment. They undertook to change and alter that contract, and in that 
ckange, as you will see, Mr. Chairman, from the report of the commit- 
tee, it was thought necessary to increase it 10 per cent., and with that 
increase this new contract was made. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
this new contract was signed by Colonel Laidley. He is the man who 
made that new contract with Mr. Emery. Now, sir, the evidence in- 
troduced before this committee goes to show that while Mr. Emery 
was building the machine all these seven engineers, composed of two 
from the Army, two from the Navy, and three civilians, were present, 
directing Mr. Emery to orm his duty; and, sir, instead of this work 
being done in five months, it was found that it took two or three years, 
They went on with their work; improvements were suggested by them 
which were adopted by Mr. Emery; and this commission say in their 
report that the result is that the Government of the United States has 
at this time a more perfect machine than was contracted for on the 20th 
of June, 1875. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BUNN. Les, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman asserts that Mr. Emery made 
changes in this machine subsequent to the second contract at the in- 
stance of this commission of engineers. I challenge him to present a 
single one. 

Mr. BUNN. Ido not know what they were, Mr. Chairman, but I 
say this: that the evidence of these engineers says so; and they are offi- 
cers of the Government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I challenge the gentleman to quote where any one 
of that board of engineers says so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina has expired. 

Mr. BUNN. I desire time to answer. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I yield two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes, 

Mr. BUNN. The evidence is on file, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr, Chairman—— 
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Mr. BUNN. I decline to yield. Mr. CARUTH. No man from Kentucky can make a speech in tw 
I say that the evidence was that the contract was changed, altered, | minutes, ter. ‘i W 
and modified, and this board of engineers in that report on the 17th day Mr. LAW. minutes. 
of Feb 1879, suggested that Mr. Emery be paid $200,000 for his} Mr. CARUTH. I will take the three. I will ‘‘see yon three and 
machine. Yea, more than that, sir. The President of the United States | raise you two.“ [Laughter.] I would like to have five minutes. 


sent his message to this House, recommending that this man should be 
recompensed. It has been heldup herein Congress. This House has 
prevented action. 

Now, sir, the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
said that he had voted for $61,000, but that he would not now vote for 
a copper, because virtually he wanted to punish Mr. Emery. I stand 
on this floor, sir, ready and willing to vote every dollar to every just 
claimant against the United States Government. I believe that Mr. 
Emery’s claim is just, and, if you will make a calculation, leaving out 
Mr. Emery’s salary and the question of compound interest, which has 
been suggested upon this floor, according to the res we make Mr. 
Emery as being out, without the interest, $93,648.03, to say nothing 
of his loss of time, of the $5,000 a year salary, nothing of the improve- 
ments and of his invention, of which the Government, by the act of June 
20, 1878, deprived him. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH]. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, the question in this case, as I un- 
derstand it, is whether or no it is the purpose of the United States Gov- 
ernment to do justice to this gentleman, Mr. Emery. Our friends who 
have spoken in opposition to this claim have said that he should be 
held down to the strict letterof the contract, which I believe is $31,500, 
although he has produced evidence of the fact that he has expended in 
the perfection of this machine more than $100,000; that he gave five of 
the best years of his life to maturing his plans and carrying out his 
contract with the Government, and that the Government has virtually 
by its act deprived him of the use and value of his patent. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] struck a serious blow 
at the 0 of Mr. Emery to be the originator of this invention, and I 
venture the assertion that, poor as that gentleman is to-day—I do not 
know him and never to my knowledge saw him, but I understand that 
he is a poor man—I venture the assertion that, poor as he is to-day, he 
had rather be deprived of the money mentioned in this bill than be 
deprived of the —.— and reputation of being the originator of this 
great invention. He has furnished an itemized account of the money 
that he expended in perſecting this machine; he has furnished an item- 

ized account of it exclusive of interest; and that account leaves a bal - 
ance due him, if the Government undertakes to repay him the money 
he has absolutely spent, of over $72,000. There is great complaint 
about the $5,000 a year that this man claims as salary. Now, he 
worked upon this invention for five years, and certainly the value of 
his time as a civil engineer was at least $5,000 a year; and all he isask- 
ing is that the Government will pay him back the money absolutely 
spent and the value of the time spent upon this machine. 

The Government is estopped, in my judgment, from saying that this 
man is not entitled to some remuneration, because it has accepted his 
work, and by solemn act of Congress has taken away from him the 
benefit and use of his patent, and thrown his invention, which had re- 
ceived a gold medal at Boston because of what it had done and would 
do for the cause of science—thrown that great invention open to the 
world and deprived the inventor of the benefit of it. The question now 
is whether, like Shylock, we are to demand our bond or whether we 
are to deal with this man in fairness and in justice, whether we are to 
take the money out of his pocket and the brains out of his head with- 
out remuneration or whether we are to deal with him as one fair and 
liberal man ought to deal with another. z 

Now, here comes my friend from IIliniois [Mr. SPRINGER] with his 
bond containing a forfeiture clause of $100 a day, and says that instead 
of this Government paying Mr. Emery money he ought to come be- 
fore Congress and offer to pay the Government $100 a day forfeiture. 
Ah, Mr. Chairman, if there had been any just claim of forfeiture the 
Government would have enforced it long ago; but, instead of doing 
that, they allowed this man to spend his days and hours and months 
and years upon this work, and now it is proposed here to deny him fair 
and just remuneration for his labor and his skill. Is that honorable, 
is that just, upon the part of the United States? Why, sir, I under- 
stand that this claim has been considered by several committees of the 
Senate and has been approved and passed by that body. I understand, 
also, that on more than one occasion it has met the approval of commit- 
tees of this House. 

Mr. WILLCOX. Of five committees of this House. 

Mr. CARUTH. My friend says it has been approved by five com- 
mittees of this House. Nay; more than that, sir. The President of 

the United States, writing soon after the completion of this work, recom- 
mended to Congress that they should pay this man $200,000 as the 
value of his invention; and are we going now to be niggardly about 
this matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CARUTH. I would like to have a little more time. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I will give the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRING- 
ER] intimates that the members of Congress and the officers of the Army 
are excluded from the contract for fear they might have a 
hand in it. So far as I am concerned I do not know this claimant, but 
I have read this report, and I have seen the injustice that would be 
done him if the Government of the United States should refuse to pay 
him thismoney. Surely, this Government is not willing to assume the 
position before the world that it will take the labor, take the money, 
take the brains of a citizen who has distinguished himself by making a 
great and valnable invention for the service of mankind, and, when he 
ae ee to the doors of Congress asking for simple justice, will kick him 
out. 

I do not believe in the principle that would prompt the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to be willing to pay this man $61,600a 
few years ago and to be unwilling now to give him a single, solitary 
dollar, This claimant comes here appealing to this body; he asks only 
justice, and, in the name of the American people, every one of whom 
derives some benefit from his invention, in the name of the American 
people let us do him justice. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I will ask the gentleman from Texas whether it 
is the intention to debate this matter further on the other side. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. TILL . Mr. Chairman, in the discharge of our duties here 
all of us who are guided b; eee g ST nahn essai where 
we act as a court. We deal with no man differently on account of his 
religion or his politics, and I claim that to be my feeling in regard to 
this case. It so happens, sir, that in several successive Congresses I 
have taken part in an this claim, and I have doneit, as I re- 
marked the other day, after the most thorough and exhaustive inves- 
tigation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is asserted for this man that he made some wonder- 
ful discovery in the manufacture of this dynamometer, that he em- 
bodied new 3 and devised new appliances, and that his inven- 
tion was wonderful, wonderful, wonderful! Some gentleman in a report 
places him alongside of Bell and Morse and Watt and other great bene- 
factors of the human race who by their discoveries and inventions 
have vastly improved the condition of mankind. I challenged the 
friends of this bill last Friday to specify what this most wonderful dis- 
covery of Emery’s was. j 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman let me do it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I asked you to do it last Friday and you did not 
doit; but I will permit you now, provided you do not take too much 
of my time, because it is limited. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. This matter is in such a shape that it is very 
easily reached. I claim for the Emery machine that it embodies in 
its construction five dynamometers, while no other machine has more 
than three. 

It embraces a pressure gauge, which measures the pressure in either 
holder up to 345,000 pounds; another gauge, measuring a pressure in 
either holder to 1,000,000 pounds; two gauges, each of which meas- 
ures pressures in straining press to 850,000 pounds; and a hydraulic 
seale, absolutely frictionless, which measures all loads, whether by 
tension or compression, to 800,000 pounds. I claim broadly that no 
machine in the world ever contained these properties and principles. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, Chairman, if ihe gentleman is through I re- 
spectfully say in reply that what he claims in the way of something ex- 
traordinary for this machine is a matterof quantity, not quality. The 
truth is that all these remarks that have been made here about the 
wonderful originality and immeasurable importance of the discoveries 
of this man Emery remind me of what I once heard an old country 
woman say when she was extolling to the skies a sermon she had heard. 
A lady neighbor asked, What was it about? To which she an- 
swered, I donot know; it was so deep I could not understand it.“ 

It is just so in regard to this man’s pretended inventions. Does the 
gentleman from New York pretend to claim that there is anything orig- 
inal in hydrostatic or hydraulic pressure in dynamometers. That is but 
one of the moving forces of all these machines. Still others operate by 
springs, by screws, by levers, one or more, as wellas by hydraulic press- 
ure. All those principles were in operating dynamometers be- 
fore this man Emery built this machine for the United States. You 
have in this case a certificate from Colonel Laidley, saying in efléct that 
all Mr. Emery accomplished was to improve the Kirkaldy dynamome- 
ter in one single respect, by making a larger screw—an eight-inch screw 
instead of a five and a half inch screw, which the other machine had. 

Sir, I have it upon undoubted authority that Captain Eads, the great- 
est civil engineer the world has ever seen, who demonstrated his title 
to that rank by his bridge over the ippi and his jetties at the 
mouth of the Mississippi—I have it upon authority that Captain 
Eads said he had a better dynamometer than that of Emery, and that 


G 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2019 


he used his own instrument in testing the materials employed by him 
in the construction of his grand bridge. Imyself have seen a number 
of remarkably strong and accurate testing machines in different parts 
of this country. f 

Why, sir, there are plenty of dynamometers almost as good as this 
of Emery’s—probably not so powerful nor exactly sosensitive, but good 
enough for all practical pu Even our own Government does not 
do all its testing by this machine. It does test most of its materials 
for the Army and Navy by it; but I am told on good authority that 
the Supervising Architect, who has charge of the construction of public 
buildings and who tests the wood, and iron, and steel, and other materials 
employed in those buildings, frequently has them tested hy dynamom- 
eters in New Jersey and elsewhere. So itis all ‘‘fudge’’ about this 
Emery dynamometer having a monopoly of the testing business in the 
UnitedStates. Many private individuals, no doubt, prefer tosend their 
materials to this dynamometer to be tested because they can get it done 
cheaper that way perhaps than any other. 

Sir, $31,500 is a large sum of money to most men. The owner of 
every machine-shop does not care to expend that sum in constructing 
a dynamometer, especially when he can get all the tests he wants at 
the Government machine-shop and by means of the Emery dynamome- 
ter by paying the actual expenses. The Government never obligated 
itself not to throw this machine open to the public. It invited bids 
for the construction of the machine. Mr. Emery was not forced to take 
the contract. He put in a bid which was accepted. He entered into a 
solemn obligation to complete as good a machine as could be constructed 
for $25,000, according to the detailed specifications. He signed such 
contract. Some one undertook to question this indirectly the other day 
when I first asserted it, but was met by my statement that the contract 
was and is in the Ordnance Office. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has not only quoted the 
first and original contract, but the second or amended contract, which 
was entered into in 1875 for making this dynamometer larger and 
stronger. That amended contract has all the specifications. In them 
Emery reserved the right to make any and all alterations or improve- 
ments upon the plan which he might see fit, provided he did so at his 
own expense. So, if he made any alterations on the machine as orig- 
inally designed, he did so of his own accord. He had obligated him- 
self.to make such alterations at his on expense. The officers who con- 
stituted the engineer commission never required him to make a single 
change after the second contract in 1875. They permitted him to do 
so; the contract on its face allowed him to do so. 

The first paper Emery presented to Congress about this claim is to be 
found in Executive Document No. 74, second session Forty-sixth Con- 
gress. In that paper he acknowledges virtually that the invention for 
which he claims compensation had been perfected before he undertook 
to manufacture the dynamometer. He went to work on the machine 
of his own accord; and I assert now that if Emery had any valuable 
inventions which are incorporated in the machine I do not know what 
they are, nor have I ever heard yet what they are. If there are any 
such, I contend that they were discovered before the manufacture of 
the machine. 

Mr. Chairman, Emery never complained of an inadequacy of com- 
pensation or that he had lost any money until he had drawn the last 
dollar of the $31,500; never. Yet, he claims that he borrowed and spent 
nearly $100,000, he a pauper; at least, a man whose claims are pushed 
here on the ground in part that he is a pauper. We are asked to be- 
lieve that he could raise nearly $100,000 cash to perfect a machine that 
he was under bond to construct for a specified sum. Could absurdity 
go further? 

Again, when he commenced whining and said that he had spent more 
money than he had received from the Government, he got Colonel Laid- 
ley to write a letter to the Ordnance Bureau—you might call it an of- 
ficial letter, if you will—suggesting that the contractor, Emery, had 
spent more money on the machine than he had received; and he him- 
self thought that Emery should have $45,000 more. That was all. 
That was February 5, 1879. I read from Senate Executive Document 
68, third session, Forty-fifth Congress. 

Now, at first Colonel Laidley thought Emery should have only $45,- 
000 more. That was February 5, 1879. Yet in 1880 he thought he 
ought to have $200,000. All inside of one short year. Other members 
of the engineer commission thought the same thing. Listen to the 
sort of language used by three of the engineers for making this man a 
donation of $200,000. 

Iam quoting from a communication addressed by them to the Chief 
of Ordnance, in which they say they had suppossed that this testing- 
machine cost the sum stated by the contractor. We had supposed it, 
they say. They had notaudited his accounts of expenditure, I defy 
the friends of this claim to show that these engineer commissioners 
ever audited anything beyond the first two items in the bill of ic- 
ulars presented by Emery to this House in Executive Document No. 74, 
second session, Forty-sixth Congress. General Gilmore certified to the 
correctness of the charge of $3,448 for drawings and Colonel Laidley to 
$495.81 for sundries, making a total of $8,943.81. They then go on to 
say: 

We think Congress and the country can well afford to pay him $200,000 to sel- 


tle his claim, and should auy part of it be disallowed we should still recommend 
the sum $200,000 be paid to him. 

In recognition of what? His genius, fidelity, and service. 

Thatis pretty ground upon which to appropriate the ’s money 
here by the hundreds of thousands of dollars. [Laughter.] How the 
chief of this board in 1879 thought $45,000 was ample, but in less than 
a short year reached the conclusion he should be allowed $200,000, is 
one of the peculiarities of engineering mathematics. ‘Genius, fidel- 
ity, and service!” [Laughter. ] 

A MEMBER. How anes is that pro rata? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I said before, the officers of the commission did 
certify to two small items amounting to $8,943.81, but they do not cer- 
tify to the balance. They do not certify to the big items. For in- 
stance, ‘‘labor and materials” furnished by the Ames Manufacturing 
Company between certain dates, $37,877.19. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will yield the gentleman eight out of my re- 
maining ten minutes. 

Mr. TILLMAN, This one solitary item of $37,877.19 is vouched for 
by only two officers of the Ames Manufacturing Company. Instead ot 
being certified items it is simply put down indefinitely as labor and 
materials.“ 

Another item is $5,000 a year salary to Emery for piddling for five 
yeats. He was bound to build this machine in five or six months, and 
he took about five years to do it, because it suited him to do so. 

He was carrying on other enterprises at the time, for I will assert upon 
my honorasa man that he told me so himself when I was cross-examin- 
ing him at the time I was first investigating the character of this claim. 
And he claims compound interest at 7 per cent., payable quarterly, on 
every bit of it. That is the way in part his $119,000 or $120,000, as 
submitted in the claim, is made up. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, another item among these vouchers is a bill 
from the South Boston Iron Company for $8,500.17 for ‘‘labor and ma- 
terials,” which is vouched for by a witness named William P. Hunt, 
a gentleman who is one of his bondsmen. Here is Emery’s bond to the 
Government for $35,000, with William P. Hunt and Ario Pardee, of 
Hazelton, Pa., as sureties. This W. P. Hunt, an iron founder of Bos- 
ton, who furnished all the iron castings for this man, is one of Emery’s 
witnesses to vouch for his claim. Now, I do not charge Mr. William 
P. Hunt with doing anything amiss, for I know nothing whatever about 
him, but I do think it would have looked a little better at least if Mr. 
Emery had had a more disinterested witness. [Laughter. ] 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that it is worth while to enlarge on 
this case any further. If I was not pressed for time, there are a good 
many facts and features in it that I would like to call to the attention 
of the House, but I have been compelled to go hurriedly over the salient 
points. I will add one or two more remarks and take my seat. 

As I have already said this claim has steadily grown ever since Colonel 
Laidley thought $45,000 was enough as far back as 1879, and the re- 
ports that have been made in both ends of this Capitol were not based 
on facts, buton opinions. Some man of high position expresses an opin- 
ion about a certain thing, an opinion formed perhaps upon imperfect 
data or incorrectly formed, but he is in position, commanding position; 
somebody hears the opinion expressed and repeats it, and everybody 
knows how these things grow, as Virgil says about rumor—I have for- 
gotten the exact Latin, but the idea is that it spreads on every tongue 
and grows in every ear. So that repetition—repetition of mere opin- 
ions—is often mistaken for fact. 

There has been a kind of literature manufactured in the press as 
well as in the reports in behalf of this claim, and well it may be, for it 
is the pioneer of the battalions that are close behind it. Iam glad 
that we floored one of them this morning (the Woodbri bill), but 
the others are ready to spring to the front if this one shall succeed in 
opening the door of the Treasury. The halls and corridors of this 
Capitol are filled with friends of such measures, dogging the members 
to their very rooms just to get recognition for their genius, fidelity, 
and service in some pretended invention that Uncle Sam is alleged 
to have appropriated. 

There is no originality about this dynamometer. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, good dynamometers were old before Emery’s grandfather was 
born. [Laughter.] If that were not so I might acquiesce in the claim 
that he is entitled to originality; but men only publish their own ig- 
norance when they claim profound originality for the maker of this 
machine. I repeat, Colonel Laidley himself virtually testifies that it 
is a mere copy of the Kirkaldy dynamometer. In the name of common 
sense, then, what is the use of this Government making a contract with 
aman to do any service for it if, after he has made the contract and 
had his own time to complete it, he is allowed to . his own 
price—and every dollar of that price paid him—if after all of this he 
is permitted to come in and set up a claim and have it allowed up to 
the tune of hundreds of thousands of dollars? I say what is the use 
in making contracts; what is the use of requiring bonds of anybody? 

This claim is a fraud and I hope it will not pass. [Applaase. J 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr. Chairman, I have nodoubt that every gentle- 
man on this floor intends to do exact justice in this case, as he under- 
stands it, between the Government of the United States and the claim 
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of this party. But the simple question presented to us and for our 
consideration now is, what is right, what is just, what is fair in this 
matter? 

Now, I think that this debate has proceeded, in part, upon a false 
assumption of fact, which has run through the whole business, and 
that is that this man, the claimant in this case, made a contract with 
the Government to furnish this machine for so much money. That 
was the original intention, itis true. He started in, as the contract 
has been read, to make such a machine. After he had made some prog- 
ress Congress goes to work and appropriates more money to make a 
different machine, a stronger machine, a better machine, 

Not only that, but it goes to work and takes the most skillful man in 
the Army, the most skillful man in the Navy, the mostskillful man that 
could be found in the walks of civil life, and with these constitutes a 
board and sets that board at work, together with the inventor, the claim- 
ant in this case, to construct a machine for the purpose specified. If 
the gentleman on the other side will show me where there was any con- 
tract that this man Emery was working under with this board and 
you will satisfy me that they were doing this work just as a man will 
undertake to build a steam-engine, that there was no experimental 
work to be conducted, no groping in the dark by way of long and ex- 
pensive experiments, but that the work was laid out in advance and 
was to be done in accordance with a fixed plan, that would present the 
question in a very different aspect in my mind. 

But, if thatis the case or if that was the existing condition, why all 
of these years that work was going on? Why all of these years con- 
sumed, if it was a mere job like inga pair of boots? I would agree 
if that was the case that the price is so much; finish your boots and 
here is your money according to the agreement, But that is not the 
ease. The Government took this board, the most skillfal men that 
could be found from the Army, Navy, and the walks of civil life, and 
set them to work with Mr. Emery in constructing a machine, and the 
result was this machine, the nan, bp of their experiments and labor. 

Now, it has been stated that this machine was a mere copy of some 
other machine seen somewhere in Europe, in England, Scotland, or 
wherever it happened to be, That is not true. On the contrary, the 
report of the committee and the certificate of this board is that this is 
an entirely new machine, working upon entirely new principles, new 
mechanical appliances, entirely new. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, 
but the Society of Engineers of Massachusetts gave Mr, Emery a gold 
medal for the skill and ingenuity displayed in the invention of this 
machine. I take it for granted that no society of engineers in this coun- 
try is throwing away any gold medals to mere copyists,no matter how 
exact may be the counterpart produced of any machine in existence. 
I take it that is not true. 

Not only that, but it is absolutely stated under the signature of men 
skilled in engineering that this machine is the best in the world. If it 
is the best in the world and as this is practically the only world that 
ever uses machines, at least that we have any knowledge of, we have 
reached practically the high-water mark in the business of construct- 
ing such machines, and therefore this man, Mr. Emery, has given us, 
according to the testimony of civil engineers, the best machine in the 
world, which means in this world, I take it. 

Now, it is a good deal to say you have made the best thing of any 
kind in the world. There are a great many other people in the world 
besides Mr. Emery; and he has made the best machine in the world; 
so say the Chief Engineer of the Army and the Chief Engineer of the 
Navy and engineers in civil life. They say further—and they do not 
deal in fiction and draw on their imagination for facts—that he has 

nt more money in completing this machine than he ever received, 
You will find that in the present report of the committee. 

Now, I say that I am not a skilled man and the Committee on Claims 
are not skilled gentlemen, they are not engineers, and this is nota 
question that we could investigate. It is a question where we haye to 
rely on official sources for our information. When the President of the 
United States sends a message to Congress calling attention to 
this machine, calling attention to its excellence, calling attention to 
the fact that these men have certified that this machine is a wonderful 
production of genius and skill, and recommending that Congress should 
do justice by the man who made it and superintended it and who has 
spent all these years besides his money in doing so—then I say if we 
mean to be fair men it is our duty to look it fairly in the face and do 
justice. To do right is a manly way to face business. 

I know of no better rule in such a case than to accept the statement 
of those who are officially charged with such matters; and when an of- 
ficer, the Chief Engineerof the Army, tells me a fact that is within his 

knowledge, and is backed up by another officer of the Navy, 

and by this board created by Congress and appointed by the Presi- 
dent—when they tell me a fact that is specially and peculiarly a ques- 
tion of skill, and not a question that an ordinary man can know about, 
I will at least give their statement respectful attention; and until itis 
3 in some way I ought to give it some credence. 
as anybody questioned or impeached their report? Not at all, 
except by the merest innuendo and imputation and a little mirth and 
frivolity. Notat all. Wherein are they wrong? I say they tell the 
truth. Now, it has been suggested that they are friends of Mr. Emery. 


That would be an imputation that these men, high in office, are capa- 
ble of sending up to this House a false certificate. If that were true 
of these officials they ought to be court-martialed and driven out of 
the service. But I have not the least belief in any such proposition and 
believe they have given us their best judgment—they have told us 
what they think about it. They say to us, This machine is well 
worth $200,000.” My colleague from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR 
read you something about what that machine would do; that it woul 
break a bar of iron, tear it in two, and tell you the number of pounds 
strain; that it would break a horse-hair and record that; that it is the 
boa 8 in 75 world. 

r. irman, I glory in izing talent, brain, and fidelity. M; 
friend made a little criticism ARE daei Now, of course Tan z 
good a judge of fidelity as an army officer, and fidelity is a quality I 
would like to reward anywhere in the public service. I am always 
willing if faithful service is certified to, either of the heart or of the 
head, to reward fidelity, and so is this House, in my judgment. 

This man gave a perfect machine to the country. Let us look at 
it and see what the Committee on Claims desire to do with it. This 
bill has been favorably reported upon no less than five times in the 
House of Representatives. Within ten years it has received a favor- 
able report of the House of Representatives, three times for $200,000, 
once for $100,000, and once for $150,000. en four times in the Sen- 
ate, three times for $200,000 and once for $225,000. Not only that, 
but the bill has the Senate. It has passed it once for $225,000 
and twice for $200,000; but it was never reached in the House but 
once, which was in the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress, when 
it was passed for a reduced amount on a conference between the Senate 
and the House. It was sent to the President in the closing hours of 
Congress for $100,000; but it was not acted on by him. 

Now, sometimes when a claim is presented to me I look at the size 
of the bundle of papers. I may think it is a Daniel Webster claim 
that is, one of those old claims that have come over from a former gen- 
eration, as he said at Bunker Hill. But when I find that a bill has 
been passed recently—has passed the Senate and this House—why, 
then it is a claim that ought to receive attention; and I hope the bill 
will pass. [Cries of “Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I occupied ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has en twelve minutes. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I now yield as much time as the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] wants. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, when my attention was called to 
this question a week ago I thought it of sufficient importance to make 
& thorough examination of it in order that I might know the merits of 
the claim, and also that ifit came up in committee perhaps I might 
say something in relation to it. 

Now, there is no trouble about the agreement. In 1873 the Govern- 
ment conceived the idea of constructing a testing-machine, and with 
that view called upon a gentleman in Philadelphia for the purpose of 
ascertaining what sucha machine could be constructed for. The gentle- 
man replied in a letter to SAMUEL J. RANDALL in which he said: 

I am somewhat responsible for this claim, in this: When Colonel Laidley had 
obtained his appropriation for building a testing-machine he came to see me 
for the pope of having me design and build it. A short time before this Mr. 
Emery visited me for the purpose of showing me his designs for such a ma- 
chine, as also kindred appliances, such as weighing-machines, ete. I was en- 
tirely satisfied that he had developed some new and important principles that 
were indispensable for a large testing-machine, and I advised Colonel Laidley 
to make arrangements forconstructing the machine hedesired. This wasdone, 
with the result that we have now in this country a machine that is incompara- 
bly superior to anything of the kind in the world, 

It was upon this suggestion that the Government telegraphed Mr. 
Emery, who was then a private citizen living in the city of New York, 
to come to Washington and confer with the Department in relation to 
constructing the machine. He did so, and a contract was entered into, 
the contract read by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], to 
construct this machine for $25,000. It was also provided in the con- 
tract that he should consummate the work in five months. Mr. Em- 
ery immediately went to work under that contract and worked for a 
year and a half on the plans and the models for the proposed machine, 
which of course was far beyond the five months. During that time 
the contract, which was originally draughted by the Government offi- 
cers, was sent to Mr. Emery to be executed, with the proper bond, but 
he did not execute it and did not execute the bond, and they were not 
returned to the Government. 

An appropriation of $25,000, as gentleman are all well aware, had 
been previously made to enable the Government to make this machine. 
Subsequently another appropriation was made, increasing the amount 
to $31,509, and a new contract was entered into, which has been read 
here, a contract entered into on the part ofa board that had been ap- 
pointed by the Government. The Government appointed a board con- 
sisting of six or eight members, gentlemen connected with the Govern- 
ment and also some civil engineers. This board was to have supervision 
and examination of the various parts of the machine as fast as they 
were made and was to accept or reject them. 
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The contract also provided that Mr. Emery should make the machine 
in five months. He went to work, but the difficulties attending the 
construction of the machine were so great and it was necessary tomake 


over the parts so many times (the Government, under the advice of 
this board, desiring a somewhat larger machine than was previously 
contemplated) that, instead of completing it in five months, he was 
engaged in the work something like four zan, besides the year and a 
half under the first contract. So, in all, Mr. Emery put into the con- 
struction of this machine exclusively five years of labor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question right there? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know the gentleman would not mislead the 
House. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would not intentionally. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know him too well to suppose that he would, 
and I do not know what facts have gone into the record, but when the 
question was investigated by the Committee ou Claims at the time I 
was chairman of that committee it was developed that Mr. Emery, 
during those five years when he was engaged in perfecting this ma- 
chine, had devoted part of his time to the perfecting of other machines 
and inventions, and the subcommittee reported that when they asked 
him whether, in the event the bill was passed for his relief, he would 
be willing to turn over to the Government those other inventions 
which he had made during the time for which he was seeking compen- 
sation from the Government at $5,000 a year, he said that he could not 
do so. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, of course, concerning that, I know nothing 
further than the report discloses and what I learned from conversations 
which I have had with Mr. Emery himself. When I asked Mr. Emery 
that question he said that his time had been occupied entirely with this 
machine; and, if that be so, he spent five years of his time in the in- 
vention and construction of this machine. 

Now, the evidence discloses, and I have seen the vouchers, that he 
expended, in round numbers, about $80,000 in connection with the 
construction of this machine. He was bound under the contract to 
provide all the material and all the labor and everything connected 
with the construction of the machine. I have heard it stated that this 
machine was constructed in the Government workshops, That is not 
correct. It was constructed by private parties, and, so far as I have 
been able to examine the proof, Mr. Emery expended about $80,000 
in its construction. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman excuse me for interrupting 
him? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman says that Mr. Emery furnished all 
the material, money, and labor? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is the gentleman not aware of the fact that he was 
paid this $31,500 in different payments during the five years to suit his 
convenience, at different times, as this board of engineer officers ap- 
proved the work? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 5 

Mr. TILLMAN. And that the Government furnished the money 
with which he perfected the invention—if he perfected any, which I 
very much doubt? 

Mr. BURROWS. The Government paid under the contract what it 
had dgreed to pay, $31,500, and paid it at different times to accommo- 
date Mr. Emery and enable him to pay for the material and the work 
which went into the machine, but he expended altogether $80,000 in 
round numbers, and the Government paid him only $31,500, leaving a 

balance. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Can the gentleman tell us whether there is an 
itemized statement of this gentleman's expenditures? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, yes. The vouchers are on file. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Any further than as recited by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No,sir. They appeared in his first application be- 
fore Co but they have been studiously relegated to the rear ever 
since, and opinions have been substituted for facts. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] does not make that declaration without knowing as a mat- 
ter of fact that these matters have been studiously concealed or ex- 
cluded from the view of this House. I happen to know, however, that 
the vouchers are here; that they have been examined by gentlemen 
whose word would not be questioned, and that upon the proofs and on 
the vouchers it appears that Mr. Emery expended about $80,000. That 
appears, so far as I have been able to examine this matter. Now, if 

t be true : 

Mr. HILL. Is there anything on the face of those vouchers to show 
that the material included in them went into this particular machine? 

Mr, BURROWS. I do not know in regard to that, but in conversa- 
tion with parties who ought to know about it and to whom I put di- 
rectly the question, Did all the material for which these receipts were 
given go into this machine?” I was assured that it did. If that mat- 
ter has been misrepresented to me, then, of course, I have nothing to 
say about it. I have no interest in this matter and care nothing about 


it any more than that, as the facts stand out in this case, it seems to 
me that Mr. Emery put into this work $80,000 of his own money, that 
he has received $31,500, leaving a balance of $50,000 or thereabouts 
due to him in order to make him even with the world. 

Now, I agree with my friend from Illinois that if we wish to play 
the part of Shylock we can demand the penalty in the bond; and Mr. 
Emery must pay $100 a day for every day spent in the construction of 
this machine beyond the five months; so that unless this demand be 
waived the Government can collect from him $150,000. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no; one of the specifications in the contract 
is that no sum exceeding $2,000 shall be exacted as penalty for non- 
performance, 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, I was referring to the declaration of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. If the gentleman ee South Carolina is correct, 
then the limit of our demand would be $2,000. Thisleaves Mr. Emery 
out $50,000 in cold cash after ten or fifteen years spent on this work. 
Now, it seems to me—for we do not want t wrong him or to wrong 
the Government—that as a matter of equity and justice he ought to be 
paid this $50,000. The Government has a machine in constructing 
which this man has expended the best part of his life; and the question 
is whether he shall receive nothing for his services. He thinks—it is 
a matter for this House to determine—that he ought to receive at least 
$5,000 a year for his services. Of course he can not claim it under the 
contract; but he thinks that in equity he ought to have $5,000 a year— 
say $25,000 for those five years. That would make $75,000, 

Another question is whether we ought to allowinterest. Ifweallow 
him no interest $75,000 would cover the amount he is actually out, 
and would include $5,000 annual salary for the five years during which 
he was engaged in the construction of this machine. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentlemen allow mea moment? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The contract of Mr. Emery required that he build 
this machine in five months, and he was actually engaged in the work 
five vears and five months. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] mean to say to this committee that Mr. Emery ought to be 
paid at the rate of $5,000 a year for those five years and five months 
occupied by him in completing a contract which by its terms was to - 
be performed in five months? 

Mr. BURROWS. I never took any such position. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then you misunderstood me. I said the claim on 
the part of Mr. Emery was that he ought to have not only the money 
which he paid out in completing this machine for the Government— 
the $50,000 over and above what he received—but that he ought not 
to be called on to lose his entire time, and that $5,000 would be a fair 
and reasonable compensation for his services during the five years, 
which would make the amount to be paid to him $75,000. Of course 
there is nothing in the contract requiring the Government to pay him 
$5,000a year. That is a matter resting in the judgment, the discretion, 
the good conscience of this House. 

There is another thing that he thinks he ought to be paid for, inad- 
dition to the interest, which I do not care to say anything about, al- 
though he has been out of his money for a considerable period when as 
between man and man he ought to have had it 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did not the Government pay him all the money 
that it ever agreed to pay him? 

Mr. BURROWS. Every single dollar that it agreed to pay him; and 
I say that if you want to exact the strict terms of the bond, then of 
course you may take the machine and rob him of the $50,000. There 
is no question about that; you have the power to do it. 

Mr. HILL. Can the gentleman conceive that Mr. Emery could haye 
spent $80,000 for materials in building a machine of that kind? 

3 BURROWS, I know nothing about it except what these papers 
show. 

In addition to that, when this machine had been perfectod and 
turned over to the Government—and I believe it is conceded on all 
hands that it was a very valuable machine—the Government opened it 
to the use of the world, so that Mr. Emery could not avail himself of 
his invention by constructing another machine like it and making ita 
source of personal revenue. As the Government threw this machine 
open tothe use of the world, to any one who desired to use it, upon 
his paying simply the expense of running it while so using it 

Mr. VENABLE. Can the gentleman give us any information as to 
the revenue of the Government from the use of this machine? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know about that. As I understand, after 
the Government had accepted the machine, it was provided by statute 
that anybody desiring to test materials by this machine could do so 
upon simply paying the expense of running the machine for the time- 
occupied in the test. 

Mr. VENABLE. Does the gentleman know what would be the cost 
of such work if done in a private establishment? 

Mr. BURROWS. No, I do not; I am not able to make any state- 
ment on that point. I have heard it stated—I donot know with what 
degree of trnth—that after this machine was constructed its use was 
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thrown open to every one through the instrumentality of great corpo- 

rations that needed to make use of it. If that had not been done, Mr. 

Emery could have constructed a machine which would have been to 

him the source of a great fortune. 

Now, that the Government had the right to do this I have no ques- 
tion; nevertheless, the wrong to Mr. Emery is none theless. The ques- 

. tion is whether we ought to allow him anything for that. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I understand the effect of this bill is to reimburse a 
contractor for loss which he sustained by an imprudent contract. That 
is as E it. Does the gentleman from Michigan so under- 
stand it? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know about its being a wise or an unwise 

contract. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Would he approve of a habit on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to reimburse all contractors who suffer in that way? Or 
does he hold there are circumstances which justify relief here? 

Mx. BURROWS. I should say in this case there are circumstances 
which appeal to the sense of fairness of the House and would seem to 
require this action in favor of this claimant. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Different from that which would control the House 
in other cases? 

A MEMBER. Isit different from ordinary cases? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. For instance, we have a letter from the 
resident of the board to the President of the United States, from which 
will read an extract: 

In the plans designed by Mr. Emery he adopted new principles, in the working 
out of which he met, as is always the case under such circumstances, with great 
and unlooked-for difficulty. In overcoming these difiiculties Mr. Emery has 

t more money than he has received for the entire machine, to say nothing 
of his othere time, labor, etc. He has throughout, in the performance 
of his t of the contract, shown a greater desire to make the machine perfect 
in all its details than to complete the work and obtain his money. The result 
of this unusual deyotion is that the United States has at this time a more per- 
fect machine than was called for by the terms of the contract. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Allow me to ask whether in the performance of his 
part of the contract, desiring to make the machine perfect in all its de- 
tails, the Government, as the result of this unusual devotion, found 
amore perfect machine than was called for by the terms of the con- 
tract ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Such is the statement of the president of the 
board appointed to inquire into the matter. 

Mr, BREWER. Will my colleague yield to me for a question? 
Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. BREWER. Is it not a fact, notwithstanding the consideration 
of these circumstances, a new contract was entered into and he was 


allowed $6,500 extra? 


Mr. BURROWS. No, sir. No portion of this machine was con- 
structed, not a single piece of it, under the first contract. Simply the 
plan or gencral device was created of a machine which occupied two 
years and a half of Mr. Emery’s time. Nota single inch of the ma- 
chine was constructed untila new contract was entered into; and when 
the new contract was entered this additional pay was provided for. 

I only wish to say in conclusion, because I have made in this case 
only a hasty examination, that it has been gone into carefully and fully 
by Congress heretofore. This bill was reported in the House by Mr. 
Bowman, who will be remembered by many here, for $200,000. That 
was in the Forty-seventh Congress. It was reported to the Forty-eighth 
Congress for $100,000; in the Forty-ninth by Mr. MCKENNA for $200,- 
000; in the Fittieth Congress by Mr. Taulbee for $150,000; and in the 
present Congress for $175,000. In the mean time it has been considered 

the Senate at different times. It was reported in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, in the Senate, for $225,000, and in the Forty-eighth Congress 
by Senator MANDERSON for $200,000, and in the Forty-ninth and Fif- 
tieth Congresses by Senator HOAR, of Massachusetts, for $200,000. 

This bill passed the Senate once for $225,000 and twice for $200,000. 
It has received the consideration of both Houses of Congress, and has 
repeatedly been passed for from $100,000 to $225,000. 

Mr. BREWER. It has been stated we passed this bill in the last 
Congress for $100,000. Did I understand my colleague to state that 
this man had paid out about 850, 000 more than he had received from 
the Government ? 

Mr, BURROWS. Les. 

Mr. BREWER. That would amount in all to $75,000. Does not 
my colleague think that Congress exercised the utmost liberality in al- 
lowing him $100,000 at the last session when we passed his bill? Does 
he not think it would be fair and equitable to allow no more than that 
amount now? 

Mr. BURROWS. That was the judgment in the last Congress. I 
wish to say to my coll e that I have no interest in this matter one 
way or the other. I wish to do justice to this man. Perhaps $100,000 
world be a fair compensation, but certainly he should be paid at the 
rate of $5,000 a year for five years, so his time should not be an entire 
loss to him. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, having but two minntes I will 
consume that time by making a simple statement of what this case 
really is. There was an original contract to build this machine for 
$25,000. There was actually paid for the completion of the machine 


$31,500. The gentleman from Mi [Mr. BURROWS] says that all 
the money that was ever paid by the claimant was $80,000, and yet we 
are asked to-day to vote to give this man $126,000 more than ma- 
chine ever cost, even according to the claim of the gentleman from 
Michigan, and what I want to know is, whether the House is ready to 
do it. On a contract involving originally only $25,000 is the House 
ready to give $125,000 profit? I do not think it is. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Government has not been in the habit of 
paying interest. If yon pay this claimant according to the amount 
the bill carries you will pay him not only interest, but interest com- 
pounded and interest over and over again. You also pay him $5,000 
a year for more than five years of superintendence, when the machine 
was to cost only $25,000 altogether. During that period of superin- 
tendence, according to my memory of facts developed in the investi- 
gation of the case in the Forty-eighth Congress, the claimant was en- 
gaged in perfecting other machines and patents which are still in his 
possession or have been disposed of by him. These are the facts of 
the case, and upon them I want to know whether the House is ready 
to appropriate $175,000 in addition to the $31,000 already appropriated. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if 
he thinks the claimant is entitled to anything; and, if so, what? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is very dificult to ascertain what the exact 
facts of this case are, because it involves such calculations of interest 
and principal, calculations of time consumed by the claimant in his 
own work and in the work of the Government, that it is very difficult 
to settle what the exact facts are. If I knew, I would be glad to be 
guided by them. But of one thing there is a certainty: No $175,000, 
nor anything like it, is due to him. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for general debate has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move a pro forma amendment simply to enable 
the gentleman from Alabama to ask a question, as I understand he de- 
sires. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to ask the gentlemen from Tennessee if this is 
not the case: that this gentleman, the inventor of this machine, was 
paid precisely what the Government agreed to pay him, and that this 
is an equity he sets up which consists of this: Government pat- 
ented to him this machine as originally made; then by act of Congress 
the machine was made free for the use of private corporations or indi- 
viduals, therefore rendering valueless to him his patent; and is not 
that wrong upon the patent of the Government by an act of Co 
thereby rendering his patent valueless, the equity in his favor? And 
in that connection is it not a fact, as shown by the proof, that he made 
a bad bargain and expended more money than he got from the Goy- 
ernment? Is not that the case? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is the assertion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; and I will say to the gentleman from 
Alabama that I originally opposed the opening of this machine myself 
to anybody but the Government, not because it did anybody injustice, 
but because I did not believe in the Government running a private busi- 
ness for other people. 

Now, my friend, if he has investigated this matter, will find that the 
Government had an ample, complete, undisputed, and indisputableright 
to let anybody use the machine who desired to use it. ere were no 
reservations as to the use of the machine. There was no restriction; 
there was no pretense that there was an effort to restrain the Govern- 
ment. * 

Mr. OATES. But vas there not an implied promise on the part of the 
Government to allow Mr. Emery the use of his invention and the pro- 
tection of his patent when the patent was granted? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not understand that there was a patent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Of course the grant of a patent carries with it the 
right to use it and to enjoy the benefit of the patent. But when the 
Government constructed this machine Mr. Emery himself never re- 
strained the Government, or undertook to restrain it, or made any 
effort to do so; and there is nothing in this claim that can be founded 
on that. If I were as clear on all of the other propositions as on this, 
I would have no doubt about the proper way of dealing with this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I move to lay the bill aside, to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the enacting clause of this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York that there is an amendment pending which must be first acted 


upon. 
ir. LAIDLAW. Task that the amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike ont the words “two hundred” and insert one hundred and seventy- 
five,” making it read, the sum of $175,000." 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment which has 
just been read. 
Mr. TRACEY. 
ment, 
I move to strike out the words and seventy-five," making it read 
‘tone hundred thousand dollars.“ 


I would like to offer an amendment to the amend- 


The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, it 
was adopted. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of the committee as 
amended, and the Chairman proceeded to put the question, the commit- 
tee dividing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. I have made a mo- 
tion to strike out the enacting clanse, and that motion I think takes 
precedence of the other motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that there was any 
such motion made. There is no record of such a motion. The Chair 
will count those standing, in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, There seems to be a misunderstanding 
as to the question pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that he recognized the gentleman from New York [Mr. Larp- 
LAW] in charge of the bill to make the motion which he submitted and 
did not nize the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question being taken on the amendment of the committee as 
amended, the committee divided, and there were—ayes 71, noes 30; so 
the amendment as amended was ado: 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mit SPRINGER. Now I move to strike out the enacting clause of 

e bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. That motion can not be made in Committee of the 
Whole. The committee can report the bill back to the House with 
the recommendation only. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the motion I desired to make, that the 
bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that the enact- 
ing clause be stricken out. 

e question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the com- 
mittee divided, and there were—ayes 76, noes 61. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. L call for tellers. 

Mr. SPINOLA., Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will require a vote of the committee to tell 
whether tellers shall be ordered. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LAWLAW] and the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 
76. 
So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was adopted. 


GENERAL JOHN C, FREMONT. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the House bill No. 
2849, a bill authorizing the President to appoint and retire John C. 
Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the laws regulating appointments in the Army of the 
United States be, and they are hereby, suspended for the purposes of this act; 
and that in view of the services to his country rendered by John O. Frémont, 
now of New York, as explorer, administrator, and soldier, the President is 
hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint him a major-general in the Army of the United States, and 
thereupon to place him on the retired-list of the Army, with the pay and emol- 
uments of a retired officer with the rank of a major-general, without regard and 
in addition to the retired-list now authorized by law. x 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bills already acted upon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3538) for 
the relief of Albert H. Emery, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that the enacting 
clause be stricken out; the committee hadalso had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 2849) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
John C, Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secre- 
tary, announcing the passage of Senate bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Mary B. Hook; 

A bill (S, 1339) granting a pension to James W. Turner; 

A bill (S. 1313) for the erection of a public building at Cheyenne, Wyo. ; 

A bill (S. 1285) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Helena, Mont.; 

A bill (S. 1265) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California; and 

A bill (S. 328) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Sterling, III. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FITHTAN, | I would like to call up the bill (H. R. 5067) for the 
relief of Archibald Hunley. 


Mr. MoMILLIN, I believe there is a report from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. The question is on agree- 

to the recommendation of the committee to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
What motion is necessary in order to enable us to get a vote by yeas 
and nays on the amendment to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can demand the yeas and nays, 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Ido not care to have a vote on that at this time, 
as we have a thin House, and I move that the House take a recess until 
8 o'clock. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FLOWER, for one day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BROWER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

The motion of Mr. LAIDLAW was then agreed to; and acco) y 
(at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 
o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. Morrow as Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read the following communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Morrow is appointed to act as Speaker pro fempore this evening. 
= mae 7 Por. B. R Speaker 
Marca 7, 1899. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILL, I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the rule for Fri- 
day evening sessions. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House, under the rule for Friday night ses- 
sions, is inCommittee of the Whole for the consideration of private pen- 
sion bills, bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills re- 
moving charges of desertion. The Clerk will report the first bill on 
the Calendar. 

CHARLES A, PLATZ. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2824) 
granting a pension to Charles A. Platz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the e the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on pension-roll the name of A. 
Platz, a private in Com y K, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


* Committee on 8 We ea to oe: was 8 the ods (H. R. 
grani a on arles A. Platz, ng e same under con- 
e report: 

Aim ilar bill was introduced in the Fiſtieth Con and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, which, after due co eration, reported the same 
— Provably, sad a copy of said report is filed herewith and made a part 

ereof, 

Your committee, for the reasons stated in said report, hereby report this bill 
(I. R.2824) favorably and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No. 3651, Fiftieth Congress, second session.) X 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11414) 
granting a pension to Charles A. Platz, have considered the same and submit 
the following report: 

The records in the case show that claimant enlisted in bse soy fae One hun- 
dred and thirty-eighth Indiana Regiment, to serve one hundred days, and was 
d September 22, 1864; April 12, 1855, he re-enlisted in Company A, Ono 
hund: and e Regiment Indiana Volunteers. The regiment en- 
camped at Camp Morton, Indianapolis, and while there claimant was ordered 
to water horses by Captain Stilson, and while so engaged was kicked by s horse 
on the left side and was carried to the barracks insensible, It is shown that 

mant was a sound, healthy man at enlistment. There was no comrade pres- 
ent when the accident occurred. Captain Stilson testifies that he ordered claim- 
ant to water horses, and that shortly afterwards he was brought into camp 
ty hurt and insensible. 

William Rosenbury testifies that he saw claimant lying in the barracks badly 
hurt, and upon inquiry was informed by those around him that he had been 
kicked bya horse. Shortly after the accident ocourred claimant wes removed 
to his home in South Bend, Ind., where he was discharged May 19, 1865. 

The claim was rejected on the ground of no record and claimant's inability 
to adduce satisfactory evidence of origin, There is abundance of medical and 
other proof as to continuance of the disabilities up to the present time. 

The committee believe the evidence is 1 strong to warrant the con- 
clusion that the injury was incurred in the line of duty, as stated, and, so be- 
lieving, we submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

A SAMUEL L. DARK. 

The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3536) 
to grant a pension to Samuel G. Dark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Samuel G. Dark, 
who was a nt in Capt. John Stennett's company in the Black Hawk 
war, and pay a pension of $30 per month, 


B a a . —L—T—-ʃʃn 
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The report (by Mr. Dx LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3536) grant- 
inga passion to samuel G. Dark, have considered the same and beg to submit 


ing report: 
: antin Capt, John Stennett's company of Illinois 


The claimant was a se 
volunteers from June 6, 1 to September 4, 1832, and served on the frontier 
nsion at $30 per month. 


in the Black Hawk war. He asksa t 
A great number of the citizens of McDonough County, Illinois, petition Con- 
have known mant man 


gress to grant the relief preyed for, and state the 
years aan know him to be an upright. honest old man, with very infirm heal 
and almost blind; also, that he a helpless family on his hands and isin very 
limited circumstances, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
Re Strike out the initial “ G,” in line 5, and substitute therefor the initial 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, Iam not advised as to what has 
been the rule in granting pensions to soldiers in the Black Hawk war. 
If, as to this man a strong case is made out or if it is not out of the 
usual rule and does not give more than heretofore given, I do not feel 
inclined to make any particular objection to it, but I do not think cases 
ought to be singled out for special favor. I hope the gentleman in 
charge of the bill will state whether this is the amount usually allowed 
in such cases. 

Mr. GEST, I willstate to the gentleman from Texas that the usual 
amount allowed in these Black Hawk war cases has been, and was dur- 
ing the last Congress, $20 a month. Sometimes it was put at $30. I 
remember one instance it was done, at my request, by the gentleman 
from Texas himself. This case is one which I think ought to be put 
at that amount. The man is about ninety years of age and very nearly 
blind. He has an old wife, who is in a condition not much better than 
he is in. 

Mr. KILGORE. The matter that I am concerned about is the dis- 
crimination that is made in favor of one and against others. 

Mr. GEST. The circumstances in this case are very peculiar, and 
we put the bill at that amount, The bill has been reported upon by 
the committee, and I think it should be passed. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

W. 8. YOHE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2352) 
granting a pension to W. S. Yohe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the general pension laws, the name of W. S. Yohe,a private in Company H, 
First ment United States Infantry, in the Florida war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Dr Laxo) was read, as follows: 5 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2352) grant 
ing a pension to W. 8. Yohe, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case enlisted on the 29th of June, 1837, at Jefferson Bar- 
racks, Mo., in Company H, Colonel Taylor’s regiment of infantry, United States 
Army. The regiment was ordered to Florida, where they arrived in Novem- 
ber of the same year, and soon after engaged in a battle with the Seminole In- 
dians at Lake Okeechobee, losing one-fourth of their entire command, He was 
honorably discharged at Fort Macomb on the 29th of June, 1840, by reason of 
expiration of term of service, and in the September following re-enlisted at St. 
Louis for five years. 

Being ngain discharged on the 2lst day of September, 1845, he entered the 
quartermaster’s department at Fort Leavenworth, where he remained until the 
breaking out of the Mexican war. He then raised a company for service in 
Mexico, but was unable to get them mustered in on account of the regiment's 
being 4 

The following extract from a letter of General Phil, Kearney shows the high 
esteem in which he was held by that officer: 

From the knowledge I had of you as orderly sergeant of the company I can, 
with pleasure and security, repeat my highest commendation in favor of your 
integrity, activity, regularity, and intelligence. You would prove a valuable 
agent of, or di for, parties under the quartermaster of any of the new 
posts. As your papers will show, up to the time of your discharge in the fight 
of 1845 you had obtained an unblemished character. I wish you would show 
this letter to any person, military or civil, where there is a vacancy that would 
be suitable for you. 

“T thank you kindly for your expression of sympathy at the loss of my bridle 
arn. It isa great deprivation, of course, but I suffer no pain from it, and I can 
accomplish the same, mounted or on foot, as before,” 

This old veteran is now nearly seventy-five years of age, and, in view of his 
long and faithful service, your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL ADAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3962) 
to increase the pension of Samuel Adams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Samuel Adams, United States naval 
forces, war with Mexico, from $8 per month to $24 per month. - 

The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: . 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3962) grant- 

ing an increase of pension to Samuel Adams, have considered the same and re- 


port as follows: 
The claimant was an 8 seaman on board the United States ship Savan- 


to 
five years of and totally disabled by reason of 
walk only with 


Drs. T. M. Todd and Martin Schwatel testify that claimant's 


hysical condi- 
tion is as anda number of persons, including some of the county offi- 
cers, certify to the good character of the claimant, and also that he is entire! 
without any p rty or means of subsistence o'her than his said pension of S 
per month, and that unless granted the relief contemplated by this bill he must 
remain dependent upon public and private charity for 2 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the words ‘'twenty-four,” in the sixth line of said bill, and sub- 
stitute er the word thirty;” so as to grant the claimant a pension of $30 
per month, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass, 
ISABELLA B. STIMPLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4205) 
granting a pension to Isabella B. Stimple. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the conditions and limitations 
of the general pension laws, the name of Isabella B. Stimple, widow of Luther 
J. Stimple, late corporal of Company E, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4205) granting a pce to Isabella B. Stimple, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case is the widow of Luther J. Stimple, who was a cor- 

ral in 8 E, Fourth Regiment of Pennsylvania 8 He en- 

isted at Pittsburgh, Pa., about the 20th of August, 1861, for three years, and re- 
enlisted at Culpeper, Va., December 31, 1863, and was discharged August, 1865, 
and died September 29, 1886, While in the service he received a severe gunshot 
wound which seriously affected his health during the remainder of his life. 
Dr. W. A. Haynes, who attended him in his last illness, testifies as follows: 

“T was called to attend Mr. L. J. Stimple 22d of mber, 1886, at Sabetha, 
Kans. He died September 29, 1886, On my first visit I found him suffering in- 
tensely from swollen and inflamed thigh from the effect of whut then appeared 
to be and was claimed by him to be an old gunshot wound in left thigh, re- 
ceived while in the Federal Army. His thigh continued to trouble him, and his 
whole system gave down from effect of same up to or about 26th of September, 
when dysentery set in, hastening his death. The original cause of his death 
was gunshot wound in left thigh; the immediate cause,dysentery. His system 
was so reduced from the effects of old wounds at time of attack of dysentery that 
he was unable to cope with the disease.” 

The case is rejected in the Pension Office on the ground that the immediate 
cause of death was dysentery. 

It seems to your committee that, while this is true, had the old soldier not 
received the gunshot wound which impaired his strength and vitality, he 
might have resisted the attack of dysentery. The soldier drew a pension from 
the time of his discharge until his death on account of the wound. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELI J. YOUNGHEIM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4821) 
pension Eli J, Youngheim. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sagas to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli J. Youngheim, late a private 
in Company A, Sixth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
4821) granting a pano to Eli J. Youngheim, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case enlisted August 1, 1861, in Company A, Sixth Kansas 
Cavalry, and was discharged November 15, 1864, He filed his declaration for 
pension April 5, 1875, alleging that he was struck by a spent ball on the left 
ankle, causing lameness, Jacob A. Heany, Jacob H. Bartles, and Alfred N. 
Jerrold all testify to the ineurrence of the injury. There is abundant evidence 
to show that it continued to the present time. The examining surgeon at Em- 
poria reported July 27, 1875, and January 9, 1878, that he found him totally dis- 
abled. Examining board at Emporia. h 7, 1883, make the same report. 

On the other hand it is shown that the soldier had suffered from a fever-sore 
on the same Jeg prior to enlistment. ‘The fact still remains that the man was 
sufficiently strong and able-bodied to be accepted in the service; that he served 
his country faithfully for three years and two months; that he received an in- 
jury from which he has suffe ever since, and that now he is disabled. It is 

ighly probable that, if he had never suffered prior to enlistment from the fever- 
sore of the leg or that some comrade who was perfectly sound had received 
the same injury, no serious result would have followed from it. 

It is equally probable that if the soldier had not received the injury in the 
service he might have gone through life comparatively well. It seems to your 
committee hardly honorable for the United States Government, after accepting 
this man in the service and receiving the benefit of his service for over three 
years, during which time he was frequently exposed to the dangers of the battle- 
field and suffered all the hardships and privations of army life, to plead now 
that he was not sound before enlistment, and therefore not entitled toa pension, 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LEVI M. LINCOLN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3108) 
granting a pension to Levi M. Lincoln. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to — 25 the name of Levi M. Lincoln, a resident of Lorance Township, county 
of Bollinger and State of Missouri, on the pension-roll of the United States of 
America, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3108) 
granting a pension to Levi M. Lincoln, submit the following report: 

The claimant herein enlisted in a company of Missouri Militia Volun- 
teers, with N. N. Green captain, and while serving in said company at Dallas, 
Mo., while holding said place as a military post, the company was surprised by 


to 


1890. 


the rebel forces under Colonel Jeffrie, and nearly all of said company, includin 
claimant, were captured. This was about August, 1862, Claimant was parol: 


and was never afterwards exchanged. 
About April, 1863, claimant was employed as a scout and guide by Col. John 
B, Rogers, commanding post Cape Gi , to guide and lead scouting parties 


sent out from said post. He continued in said service till about the month of 
December, 1 when he was employed by Captain Montgomery, Company E., 


Sixth Missouri Cavalry Volun then in command of post Dallas, Mo. Assuch 
— n a great deal of ce, frequently extending his trips to the Ar- 
. Kansas line. 


About the month of February, 1864, while on h. with others, in pur- 
suit of a party of guerrillas, in passing through a corn-field claimant was struck 
in the left eye by a piece of corn-stock knocked off in the rapid passage of 
claimant's horse, resulting in the almost total destruction of the sight of said 
eye. He continued in said service until about September 1, 1864, when he 
joined the company of Lieut. Erich Pope as guide and volunteer soldier, at Pilot 

nob, and about September 29, 1864, while in action driving the rebels back, 
he received a gunshot wound in his right fore-arm. He was captured and again 


paroled, 
lied for pension to the Pension Department, as he was not reg- 


He has not ap 
ularly enrolled in the United States service, The facts above set forth are sub- 


stantiated by affidavits of neighbors and those who were with claimant at the 
time tkese disabilities were incurred, 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ALLEN M’COWAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2351) 
granting a pension to Allen McCowan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and conditions 


of the general pension laws, the name of Allen McCowan, late a private in 
Company A, Brown County Battalion, Kansas Militia. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


ing their wagon,a Se of cavalry zoda rapidly b; ,frightenin. the team and 
causing it to suddenly wheel and upset 


The facts as stated are fully substantiated by the affidavits of John B, Butter- 
field, George W. Montgomery, Samuel M. E. Cowan,and Dr. E. W. Bliss, all citi- 
‘zens of good repute in the communities in which they reside. Congress has 
re Jy and, we believe, without exception, granted relief by special acts in 
cases like this. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MATTHEW J. J. CAGLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2356) 
granting a pension to Matthew J. J. Cagle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the proviniing 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matthew J. J. Cagle, late a 
captain of a company of Tennessee home guards, and scout and guide for the 


United States forces, and to pay him a pension from and after the passage of 


this act, 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2356) 
granting a pension to Matthew J. J. Cagle, submit the following report: 

The claimant was a resident of Dickson County, Tennessee, at the out-break 
of the late war. Being an out-spoken Union man, he was compelled to leave 
home. He first went to Cairo, III., where he reported to General Prentiss, com- 
mene p the post, furnishing him’ valuable information regarding Fort Donel- 
son and other points in Tennessee and Kentucky. Subsequently he was en- 

ed as a scout for the army operating in Tennessee, in which capacity he per- 
formed valuable service. 

Authority was given him to organize the loyal men of his former neighbor- 
hood ina company. With these men he co-operated with the Union forces, 
guiding them through the mountains of the Cumberland River, Still later he 
was given authority to raise a company of cavalry, and received a commission 
as captain, which, however, was canceled because the general commanding the 
Department of the Tennessee did not favor the organization of independent 
commands atthat time. He nevertheless continued in his work of scout and 
guide during the entire war, and as late as November, 1865, he was employed by 
the military authorities in arresting offenders against the law in Tennessee. 

By reason of his services he was necessarily much exposed, often being com- 
pousa to secrete himself in the woods for days without shelter and little food. 

n consequence of these exposures he contracted rheumatism and diarrhea, for 
which latter he was treated at the t hospital at Clarksville, Tenn., in August, 
1863. His eyesight also became affected. A fall from his horse while on ascout 
near Louisa Furnace, Tenn., seriously injured his chest and side. To this in- 
jury he attributes the growth ofa tumor which was cut out in 1857. 

he valuable and patriotic services of this clai: are fully shown by the 
testimonials of the officers with whom he became iated and under whose 
orders he operated, now before your committee. That the general impairment 
of his health is due to the exposures and hardships incident to a scouts life 
can not be questioned. Congress has granted relief by special legislation in 
cases of this class when shown to possess merit, and believing the case under 
consideration one of especial merit, your committee report favorably on the ac- 
companying bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by adding after the 
word act,“ in line 9, the words at the rate of $12 per month.” 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, as I gather from the reading of the 
report, the beneficiary of that bill was never enlisted in the United 
States Army at all, but was just circulating round ‘‘on the ragged 
edge’’ of the contest, and perhaps depredating first on one side and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ue — 


202⁵ 


then on the other, as was quite a common practice at that time. Un- 
less a better explanation is given than that contained in the report, I 
am not inclined to allow the bill to go through. It sounds very like 
one of the bills of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Houk], who is not 
present, and I think he had better hold up on it until it can be better 


lained. 
R MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I think I can explain this case so 
that my friend from Texas will withdraw hisobjection. This man was 
for nearly three years engaged in the service of the United States. He 
recruited a company near Fort Donelson. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was he ever enlisted in the service? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, he was not enlisted; but he was in the employ 
of the United States as a scout, and the officers refused to allow him to 
enlist because he was much more valuable as a scout for not being an 
enlisted man. He wanted to enlist, but they would not permit him. 
I want to say to my friend that I was acquainted with this man and 
with the whole command that he served in. I was acquainted with 
the officers under whom he was employed as a scout. He is a man of 
sterling character. He is nowa resident of my own district. He comes 
here with a mass of evidence, testimony in support of his claim from 
Governor Brown, from Col. A. A, Smith, with whom he served for a 
long time, and from several other officers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is he rich? 

Mr. MORRILL. He is a poor man. His services were very valua- 
ble, far more valuable than those of many an enlisted man. In the 
committee I have, as a general rule, opposed pensioning scouts; but, 
knowing the services of this man, knowing the officers with whom he 
served, and having read over very carefully the large amount of testi- 
mony submitted, I concluded that this was a meritorious case. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
withdraw his objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN CARTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4863) 
granting a pension to John Carter, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it Sere etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized arid directed 1o piers on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the general pension laws, the name of John Carter, late private 
of Company D, Sixticth Regiment United States colored troops, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4863) granting a pension to John Carter, submit the following report: 

John Carter enlisted in Company D, Sixtieth Regiment United States colored 
troops, September 25, 1863, and was honorably m out October 15, 1865, 
His claim for pension, on account of bayonet wound of left shoulder, i 
right hand, and wound of right ankle, has been rejected by the Pension 
on the ind of insufficiency of the evidence. The case been specially ex- 
amined by ten special examiners. From the evidence obtained by them it is 
clearly shown that claimant was sound when he entered the service. He is 
corroborated thereby in his allegations as to the duties performed by him at 
time of the incurrence of the several injuries, although the witnesses have no 
v= ; gennad es as to the precise disabilities from which he suffered 
while in service. 

But that claimant became disabled from rheumatism before discharge is clearly 
shown, and that he has been a sufferer therefrom ever since, and that the same 
is now the principal cause of his deplorable condition, is fully established by the 
evidence procured during the special examination. 

It also appears from the record that soldier had a severe attack of malarial 
fever just previous to discharge, which may have added to the disability result- 
ing from rheumatism, The writer of this report has personal knowledge of the 
helpless condition of this old soldier, and that he is entirely dependent upon the 
charity of others. 

Your committee are of opinion that the relief asked for should be granted, 
and therefore report fayorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do 
pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “twelve” in line 8 and in- 
serting therein instead the word “ eighteen.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH A. TUTTLE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 801) grant- 
ing a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


ureau 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle, an army 
paw during the late war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 801) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Tuttle, submit the following report: 

This bill pro} to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, 
the name of Elizabeth 4. Tuttle, an army nurse. 

Accompanying the bill are papers showing the appointment by Miss D. L. Dix 
asa nurse, and very flattering testimonials as to her faithfulness and ability in 
the discharge of her arduous duties, She was appointed in 1862, and se’ 
until the close of the war. She is now poor and dependent upon her for 
su rt her mother, aged ninety-five years. 

our committee are of the opion she should be pensioned, and therefore 
the passage of the bill. i 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CYRUS TUTTLE, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 806) grant- 
ing a pension to Cyrus Tuttle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su ject to the provisions and 
limitations of the = laws, the name of Cyrus Tuttle, late private Com- 
pany D, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on tdan dh paa “pe Ang „ bill (8. 806) 
a on to s Tuttle, su 0 ng re 3 
eey Wade frst enlisted in Company G, Third Kansas Infantry; discharged 
August 7, 1862; re-enlisted in Company D, Fifteenth 
teer Cavalry, on the 15th day of August, 1363, ma wasd . 
He Aart comer for A alleging in his declaration 
that 3 chronic diarrhea at Fort pe , Kans., August, 1865. The 
claim was 3 the Commissioner of Pensions, November 19, 1884, on the 
und of “no pensionable degree of disability from cause . since date of 
ing claim.” The claimant swears that he is unable to fu the 8 
of physician who first treated him when discharged from the service in 1865, for 
the reason that the physician is dead. 
A. P. Brown, neighbor, swears— 
“That he saw claimant when he came home in 1865, and he was in bad health 
and said he had chronic diarrhea, and saw him often until 1876, when he left. 
* = Came back in 1880; he was still much debilitated; was not able 


todo do manual labor when he left in 1 nor since his return in 1880,” 


Dr. J. V. Mott was “ealiod to treat bim in 1884. aud found him suffering from 
8 severe atteck of dlarrhen, and that he has not been able to work much 
mee. 


The board at Fort Scott, Kans., reports no Giyaran from chronic diarrhea. 
The claimant is now over seventy-one f age; is in very destitute cir- 
cumstances, being practically e ya pinire A who takes in washing 
and does needle-work, His 1 neome is $ per month, which he receives as 
8 the pee building — Fontana, wore County, ee 
8 ug a numero N peti = from of Lynn 
and setting forth the 


and Miami Cow Kansas, p waxing shatbe be joned, 
good tanita bd and character of the Soldier and t. 

In viewof all the facts, your committee are inclined to the opinion that he 
should be pensioned, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MARY E, NOLL. 

The next business onthe Private Calendar was the bill (S. 807) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary E. Noll, widow of Philip Noll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ote, ir ep reaa og ined esa goa Faroe eit or — 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, wanton £0 
and limitations of the pension 8 name of Mary E. Bae A piah Philip 
Noll, late private Company E, Ni Regiment Missouri State Militia, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 897) 
. a pension to Mary E. Noll, submit the following 
That they oars had the same under consideration and 1 the following 


Bente this case is Mary E. Noll, widow of Philip Noll, who wasa 
pay ate in 0 E. N inth R nt Missouri State Militia. Philip Nollen- 
isted February 15. 1842, and was honorably di from of the 


United Morag te ril 21, 1865. He made . 2 pension June 28, 1880, 
alleging in his declaration ‘that on or about 552, at Columbia, Mo., 
while <4 line of duty, received injuries to the 8 pata e a slight fracture 
of the erra caused oe. the horse he was riding stumbling and throwing him, 

blind especially after 


any physical claim was fully esi hed t to 


commencing April 22, 1866, an and ending January 31, 1885, the of the 
soldier's death. On F. 25, 1885, Mary application for 
sion—for herself, as widow, and the minor child, Monty LR Noi 

sixteen years of October 2, 1894. This claim was rejected J 
the ground ‘that the evidence failed to show that the disease of w the sol- 
dier died originated in the service.“ 

“The claim of the widow was examined by special examiner, Mr. J. H. Hall, 
who says: From the evidence, I am convinced that the soldier's widow's claim 
is meritorions and should be admitted,’ 

Tho marriage of the claimant to the soldier is fully established, and is shown 
by a 8 y of the public records. 

“The births of the children are shown by a certified copy of the family rec- 
— as contained in the family Bible. The papers show that the soldier was 

r at the date of his death, and your committee, being of the opinion 
that the pension should be continued to the widow, recommend the passage of 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
ORNS that it do pass, 


ELIZA A, TALBOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 810) grant- 
ings pension to Eliza A. Talbott. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 9 . . — is hereb: 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, sub 
and limitations of the . laws, the name of Eliza A. “Talbot, Salar et, 
W. Talbott, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Iowa Infantry. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 810) 
ep tre beige pension to Eliza A. Talbott, submit the following report 
ey had the same under on and recommend the adoption of 
the following Senate pent on the same 
“Eliza A, Talbott, the claimant in this case, is the widow of Benjamin W. 


paved 


Talbott, d late of Com G, Fourth ment Iowa Infan At the 
dts otis aeons of n bey agente at the — ot $ per 
month, under pension certificate number 21. 

e e died at Sedan, Chautauqua County, Kansas, on (he 2d day of 


“J.M. 8 attending apnea he aeea Ma ee he was ac- 
8 W. Talbott from about F. up to the date of his 
revs. and — hice at various datcs turing abet that pees e for severe pain in the 


head and vertigo, impairment of the memory, ete., which finally resulted, about 
October 13. 1882, in an abscess of the brain. He died December 2, 1882; the im- 
mediate cause of his death was heart clot.’ 

“ The soldier was pensioned for gunshot wound of the head. ‘The Adjutant- 
General, in feeds Aged military history of the soldier to the Commissioner 
of ions, says: ‘He was wounded severely in the head at battle of Cherokee 
Station, Alabama, October 21, 1883.“ The soldier left seven children, who at 
time of his death ranged in age from seven months to fift on ears, one of them, 
the next to the oldest, being a cripple. marriage of mant to soldier is 
fully established, as is also the date of birth of all the children, The claimant, 
in a letter to the Commissioner of Pensions, states that she ‘is poor, and don't 
see how she will get through the winter; è that now thatsheis deprived 
of her husband, she should have something to help raise his children.“ 

“Your committee favorably report the bill and recommend its passage.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN SCHIEDEL. 


Thenext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 813) grant- 
ing a pension to Stephen Schiedel, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su! bject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Schiedel, late of Company 
D, First Regiment Missouri Light Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 813) 
gran — a pension to Stephen Schiedel, submit the fol t- Bowing Sanata report 

“Stephen e the claimant under this bill, made application for 8 
March 205 ees eg asa basis for his claim, that at Corinth, Miss., about 
2 ow ary Ped hile leging, as of which they were to build their marters, h = 

55 back Er E a ng, being obliged to hold one end ofa 

other “ens meh sli falling upon a lever which flew up and hit * oo 
the left shoulder, injuring thesame: that he was treated by regimental surgeon 
burgh, N. V., and Hubbard, Ohio. 


and at Huntsville, Ala., and by doctors at 
The claim was rejected by the Com- 
of 5 — 8 bree exhausted, fails to sh rata er 3 d 
w a ow origin to an 
left shoulder in the service and line of duty.’ * 

“The Sank in an affidavit, states that he can not furnish the testimon = 
officers who knew of his injury for the reason that both the captain and 1 
tenant are dead; can not furnish the affidavit of the mental surgeon whe 
treated him, as he became a colonel and was Killed; the two other sur- 

whose names and whereabouts he can not give, treated him at different 


“The soundness of . to enlistment is established beyond any 
reasonable doubt. Two com tify to incurrence of the disability in the 
service, both being present at the time and witnessed the accident. 

“The testimony of his neighbors since his discharge uniformly shows con- 
eae He and that ‘he complained almost all the time of his lame back and 
shoulder.’ 

Dr. Julian Harmon, examining su at Warren, Ohio, reporting the re- 

sults of his exam , gives it as his opinion that the ‘claimant is three- 
eighths incapacitated for ‘obtaining his subsistence by manual labor from the 
cause above stated, injury to back and left shoulder.’ 

“The board at Oleveland, Ohio, August 30, 1882, report that his diaability is 
three-eighths total. 

“ Claimant was examined at Youngstown, Ohio, March 22, 1883, ony ee 
ten oon J. McCurdy, who finds ‘the formation of his shoulders ‘ect, but there 
is a low but distinct creaking in left N indicating low form of in- 
flammation following injury or chronic rheumatism. Rating, $4, or one-half.’ 
After his examination he rates him at total on $8. 

“The War Department records show that 5 2 hen Schiedel was enrolled Octo- 
3 21, 1881, in Company C, First Missouri Artillery, and is reported transferred 

ny D, p D, 8 to Au 31, 1864. Stationed June, $862, near Corinth, 
Mise abet the alleged nce of the disability), and that he was mus- 
— out Ootober 29, 1884. 


Examiner A. L. Pelham concludes his report by Ap bogs 
* ? With the testimony before me and as it now stands,I am of the opinion 
that the trouble to the back is not due to the injury, as the claimant alleges. I 
am, however, rather inclined to the opinion that the trouble to the left . 
and the trouble. if any, to the back is the result of a rheumatic trouble. caused 
ure and hardships during the three years that he served inthe Arm. 

. Moore, examiner, is of the opinion that the nye of eluim- 
8 are due to an accident which befell him on July 4, 1866, while firing a salute 
in Hamburgh, N. Y., when a premature discharge blew ramrod through arm 
from wrist to elbow, making a terrible wound. The wound healed up, but the 
doctor who makes the aida vit on which the examining surgeon bases his opin- 
ion, and who treated him for this wound, says ‘he does notknow how much or 
what permanent effect it left, if any.’ 

“Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant has made a case of 
considerable merit, and t they therefore recommend the passage of the bul ay 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM J. DUNN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3584) 
to pension William Dunn for service in the Indian war. 
Paes bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
. — and directed to place on the pension- roll the name of William unn. 
of Jersey, Bradley County, Arkansas, who served in Capt. William Minter's 
company, from the State of Alabama, Indian war, 5 and pay him the same 
pension as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. DR LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 2584) grant- 

— . erp m to William J. Dunn, have considered the same and beg leave to 
it the following rt: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. William T. Minter’s Company of Alabama 

Militia in the Florida Indian war from February 29, 1836, to May 30, 1836, He 


- 
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a pension at the same rate as is allowed by Jaw for service in the war of 


Mr. MORAE, Representative in Congress from the State of Arkansas, states 
that the claimant is seventy-eight years old, quite feeble, unable to work, and 


W. axe precedents for this legislation, and committee, believing that 
the case is a meritorious one, recommend that the bill do pass with the follow- 
ing amendments: Correct the name of the claimant so as to read William J. 
Dunn, and strike out the words, “ Jersey, Bradley County," in the fifth line of 
said bill, and substitute in lieu thereof the words Hampton, Calhoun County,” 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendments Fic tani 
by the committee in the concluding paragraph of the report, they were 
agreed to. S 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported tothe Honse with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

LUCY HALE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2423) 
granting a pension to Lucy Hale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ít enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension- roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy Hale, of Lansing, Mich., daugh- 
ter of Nathaniel Wallace, a soldier of the Revolutionary war, in the Fourteenth 
(Albany County) New York Regiment. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 


the adjutant-general’s office, State of New York. 
claimant in her prayer for relief declares that she is the only child now 
living of Nathaniel W. tno pension was ever allowed her father or 


consideration of Congress. 

Mr. O’DosNELL, a Representative in Congress from the State of Michigan, 
vouches for the good character of the claimant and for the fact that she possesses 
no property or income of any kind to afford her a comfortable support. 

ere being precedents for this legislation, your committee recommend the 

of the bill with the following amen t: Strike out the words sub- 

ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” in the fourth and 

th lines of said bill, and add after the word “ ent,” in the eighth line of 

= 1 mood words “and allow her a pension at per month during her nat- 
ural life. 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report were read, and agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, what war did this soldier 
serve in? í 

The CHAIRMAN. In the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Is this a bill to pension the widow of a 
soldier of the Revolutionary war? 


The CHAIRMAN. The daughter of a Revolutionary soldier, 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It seems to me that this is carrying the 
ion system vi far. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I shall have to object unless some 
further explanation is given than that furnished in the report. In view 
of the numerous progeny of soldiers of our late war, it seems to me that 
if we once establish the precedent of pensioning the adult children of 
soldiers, the principle will be very far-reaching. 

Mr. QUINN. In view of the fact that there are so very few persons 
now living who can claim so honorable a title as that of the daughter 
of a soldier of the Revolution, I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection. 

r. TURNER, of New York. I admire my friend’s patriotism, but 
I can not withdraw the objection. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported to 

the House with a favorable recommendation, it was agreed to. 


MARY ANN ALLAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4030) 
granting a pension to Mary Ann Allan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ctc., That the Beceatery of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Mary Ann 
Allan, of Louisville, Ky., and pay her at the rate of $25 a month, the said Mary 
Ann Allan being the daughter of a Revolutionary soldier and the widow of 
John Piner, who served in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4090) grant- 
ing s pension to Mary Ann Allan, have considered the same and beg leave to 


report: 

The claimant's husband, John Piner, was a private in Capt. James Davidson's 
company of Col. Richard M. Johnson's regiment, Kentucky Mounted Militia, 
war of 1312, from May 20, 1815, to November 19, 1813. 

The claimant asks a pension at the rate of $25 per month, and in her applica- 
tion therefor declares she is ninety-four years old, and since the late war has 
been tany means of support. She states further that her father was a 
soldier in the Revolutionary war; that she was married to her first husband,John 
Piner (on account of whose service her application for pension is made), in Lin- 
coln County, Kentucky, in the year 1814, and that after the death of Piner, 
in the summer of 1823, she remarried to one Benjamin Allan, who died April 6, 
1838, since which time she has remained a widow, 


P. E. Garr and Ida M. Dieruf, citizens of Louisville, Ky., testify to the claim- 
ant’s identity as the widow of John Piner. 

There are precedents for ting pensions to the unmarried widows of sol- 
diers of the war of 1812, and your committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ISAAC ENDALY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 5751) 
to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly, a private in Cap- 
tain Smith's company of Tennessee militia,in the war of 1312 between the 
United States and Great Britain, to $50 per month, subject tothe limitations and 
provisions of the general pension laws, the said Isaac Endaly being over ninety- 
eight years of age and destitute of means of support, except the pension now 
received by him, and in feeble health. 

Src, 2. That this act shall take cifect from and after ita passage. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5751) in- 
orenen he pension of Isaac Endaly, have considered the same and beg leave 
to report: 

The claimant served in Capt. William Smith's company of Tennessee militia, 
war of 1312, from January 28, 1814, to March 3, 1814. He was granted bounty 
land for his honorabie as aui he is now a pensioner at $8 per month, 
under the act of March 9, 1878, e asks an increase to $50 er month. 

The proof submitted shows clearly that the claimant is almost ninety-nine 
years of age and that he is in feeble health and almost blind; also that ie has 
no income from which to procure the necessaries of life except the said pension 
of $8 per month. 

Your committee believe that, in view of the claimant's services, his great 
and destitution, the relief prayed for should be granted, and the passage of the 
bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. COPPINGER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4862) 
granting a pension to William H. Coppinger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ite it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of William H. 
Coppinger, late of Company K, First United States Dragoons, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the general pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 4862) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Coppinger, submit the pte | report: 

William H. Coppinger enlisted in Company K, First United States Dragoons, 
February 4, 1834, and was honorably discharged February 3, 1837. 

He claims a pension by reason of disease contracted during his service in the 
United States Army; that he contracted rheumatism and disease of the eyes 
while in such service and has been afflicted more or less ever since. 

From his own ailidavit it appears that he was seventy-six years of age May 9, 
1884, which would make him ¢ighty-two years old at this time; that his ocen- 
pation has been that of a farmer since he left the service; that he is much dis- 
abled by reason of the disease aforesaid, and unable to do much work; that he 
residesat Winchester, Jefferson County, Kansas; that he has had several aud re- 
peated attacks of rheumatism, and been treated by several different physicians, 
some of whom are dead and the residence of some of whom he does not now 
know; that he bas been able to perform but very little labor for twenty-five 
years. His reputation is duly certified by J. D. Fulton, a notary public, who is 
personally acquainted with him aud has no interest in the application. 

One of his comrades, A. M. Workman, testifies on the sth aay of June, 1886, 
that be isseventy-one years old, a resident of Hawes Cross Roads, county of 
Washington, Tennessee? that William Coppinger, while in the line of his duty, 
ator near Fort Gibson, from exposure contracted rheumatism and was sent to 
the hospital, where he was treated for some time, and was afterward sent to 
the inſan hospital; that up to the time of his discharge he did not recover 
from said disease; that he does not remember the names of said hospitals; that 
he was with said Coppinger as private in the same company and regiment; 
that said Coppinger: also had sore eyes from the exposure aforesaid; that he 
was stout healthy when he enlisted in 1834, and diseased and unhealthy 
when discharged, and continued so during the acquaintance of said deponent 
with him; that deponent knew said Coppinger for at least fifty years. 

Mr. Workman’s credibility is certified by the officer taking the affidavit, 

Hannah H. Conkin testifies that she is sixty-three years of age; that she has 
known William Coppinger about forty-eight years; knew him when he came 
home in 1847, or about that time, and tliat he was then crippled up with rheuma- 
tism, so much that Dr. Goodale was called in and treated him. He was also 
afflicted with sore eyes. There were times when he had to be helped in and out 
of bed. We lived close neighbors for the first ten yearsafter he came from the 
Army, and I was intimately acquainted with him; have seen him off and on 
sincethen; he was afflicted with rheumatism, and was stiffened up.“ 

Elihu E. Coppinger swears that he is acquainted with William H. Coppinger, 
and was present when he returned home soon after his enlistment, after his 

ischarge, and that he was badly afllicted with rheumatism and weak eyes. 

Alsexy High and Israel H. Jackson swear that they knew William H. Cop- 
pinger when he returned from service, and say that he was afflicted with rheu- 
matism in his limbs and was for ten years, 

Thomas Hodge swears that he bas been vag epee with William H. Coppin- 

r since the spring of 1857, and is well acquainted with him-lired about a mile 

m him—been to his house often, and that he has complained a great deal of 
pains in his back and 5 

There is abundance of evidence of the same kind by those who were in the 
habit of seeing him as often us about once a week, and that he was suffering 
with rheumatism and sore eyes. 

. Berryman, M. D., swears June 2, 1884, that he treated William H. Oop- 
pinger during the summer of 1883, and that the claimant is unable to perform 
manual labor. 

William H. Lemon, a practicing physician, swears that ever since he has 
known him applicant been afflicted with chronic rheumatism, affecting the 
joints promiscuously, and with ophthalmia, which has at times rendered him 
almost blind, and that he bears evidence of having been treated for that disease. 
He has known applicant for fourteen yearsand that he has been feeble and una- 
ble to maintain himself aud wile by manual labor. 8 

In view of the fact that the applicant has established the fact of his having 
contracted rheumatism and a disease of the eyes, abundantly substantiated by 
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testimony of those who knew him, and of the fact that he is an old man over 
3 of age, the committee do recommend that the accompanying bill 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM A. MERRIWETHER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4027) 
granting a pension to William A. Merriwether. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of William A. Mer- 
riwether, of Louisville, Ky., and pay him a pension of $30 a month, for meri- 
torious services in the war with Mexico, 


The report (by Mr. De LAxo) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4027) grant- 
ne, oe pension to William A. Merriwether, have considered the same, and report: 

he claimant declares that he never was mustered into the service, but was 
appointed as a volunteer aid with rank of major on the staff of General W, O. 
Butler and (except for a short time when he was temporarily transferred to the 
of General Joe Lane) served as such aid from ber 1, 187, to March 4, 
1848, in the war with Mexico. Further, that in January, 1845, he was notified 
by Secretary of War Marcy that a commission as second lieutenant in the Sec- 
ond United States Infantry had been made out and sent to him 5 in 
Mexico, but this never reached him, and when peace was declared March 1, > 
he was re! by General Butler and came home. 

On reaching home Secretary Marcy sent him a letter of appointment in lieu 
of the commission which had been lost, but, not wishing to enter the Army, he 

eclined and returned the appointment. 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant was in March 
1848, nominated, confirmed, and appointed second lieutenant Eighth United 
States Infantry, and that the appointment was sent to him M 10, 1848, under 
cover to General W. O. Butler, City of Mexico, and under date of April 24, 1848, 
he (claimant) declined the appointment and never held the office. He was 
2 a bounty-land warrant for 160 acres for service in the Mexican war, but 

application for pension under the Mexican-war-service act of January 29, 
1887, was rejected by the Pension Bureau upon the ground that the records ot 
the War Department failed to show the alleged service. 

W. E. Woodruff testifies that he has known the claimant forty-five years and 
knows he served as an aid on the staff of General W. O. Butler in the war with 
Mexico, The witness saw claimant in service at Camp Butler, again at Vera 
Cruz, Mexico, and on the route to Mexico, and also many times in the City of 
Mexico during the winter of 1847-48. 

Ben M. Harvey, who has known the claimant for forty years, testifies sub- 
stantially the same. 

The claimant prays a pension at $30 per month on accountof said service. He 
is now sixty-five years old, 

In view of the facts herein stated your committee think the relief ar aga for 
should be granted, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommend 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
BETSEY F. NEWHALL, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2133) 
granting a pension to Betsey F. Newhall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Betsey F. Newhall, widow of Timothy 
Newhall, late a private in the Massachusetts militia in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. = grant- 
ing a pension to Betsey F. Newhall, have considered the same and beg leave to 


rt: 

Phe claimant's late husband, Timothy Newhall, deceased, filed an application 
in the Pension Bureau July 26, 1878, alleging service in Captain Mu s com- 
pany and detached service in Lieut. Ezra Custin's company of Massachusetts 
militia, war of 1812, but as his (Newhall's) name was not found upon the rolls of 
Captain Mudge's company, and the rolls of Lieutenant Custin's company not 
be gon file in the Department, and the soldier not being able at the time to 
furnish suficient parol evidence of his service, the claim was disallowed by 
the Pension Bureau, 

The soldier died in Lynn, Mass., April 25, 1885, aged ninety-one years, as shown 
by the records of said city. Caleb Stone testifies that he knew claimant’s hus- 
band seventy years and served with him in the war of 1812 under the command 
of Lieut. Ezra Custin. The claimant,in her prayer for relief, declares that her 
husband was a member of Capt. Samuel Mudge's company of Massachusetts 
militia, war of 1812; that he drilled with the company in Boston and afterwards 
at Lynn, and that the reason his name does not appear on the rolls of that com- 

y is that just before it was mustered out it was divided, a part going to Salem 
assist in repelling a threatened invasion and the other part, including her 
husband, under command of Lieutenant Custin, remained at Lynn. The squad 
under Lieutenant Custin was never mustered for pay, and mant believes 
that it is for this reason no record of the service of the squad was ever made. 

N. iel Boynton, ninety years old, certifies that he personally remembers 
that claimant’s husband served in the war of 1812, and a number of witnesses 
testify that they often heard Timothy Newhall relate incidents of his service in 


war. 

Your committee find further that there is a report from the Third Auditor, 
United States Treasury, on file among the papers, showing that the rolls of Cap- 
tain Madge’s company are too much mutilated to show period of service, and it 
may be that the failure to find a record of Newhall’s service is also due to the 
incomplete condition of the rolis. 

The claimant is shown to be over ninety years of age and entirely dependent 
upon others for support. She asks fora pension to be granted under the provis- 
ions and limitations of the general pension laws, and your committee, beliey- 
ing the case to be a very deserving one, recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GENERAL HORACE BOUGHTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3954) 
granting an increase of pension to General Horace Boughton. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace Boughton, late a brevet 
ahs. pene? barra in the Army of the United States, at the rate of $100 per month; 
said pension to be in lieu of that which he now receives. 

The report by (Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3954) 
aot = 5 of pension to General Horace Boughton, submit the fol- 
ow 2 

General Boughton is i ipt of sion at $7 th 
inputted stile PETTE TTT A PAEROA tor 
York Volunteers. 

The bill proposes to increase his pension to $100. In support of the same the 
certificate of his attending physician, Dr. F. Donohue, has n filed with your 
committee, as follows: 

“Iam the attending physician of General Horace Boughton, and I hereb: 
certify that he is a total wreck, mentally and physically. fiis condition is su 
as to require medical attendance daily and the constant attention and assist- 
unge of an attendant. His body is paralyzed to such an extent that he can 
neither dress nor undress himself, can not cut his food or feed himself, and can 
not help himself in any way while attending to the calis of nature. So far as 
his mental faculties are concerned it may be said that he is imbecile. Right 
side of brain and left side of body paralyzed. He issometimes unconscious of 
surroundings, and will respond to calls of nature wherever he may be at the 
time and regardless of who may be present. 

“T have known General ca eas. since 1870. He was paralyzed in 1875,and 
his disease has been progressing until it has reached its present deplorable 
8 He requires an attendant to dress, undress, and feed bim, aud to lead 
him and render him other attentions. Of recent years he has me a con- 
firmed epileptie, resulting from the condition of his brain, and he requires the 
almost daily attention of the doctor. His case is a bad one, it being a combi- 
nation of mental imbecility and physical disability.” 

The condition above described will, in the opinion of your committee, war- 
rant the granting of the relief asked for, and the bill is therefore returned with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is a bill carrying an appropriation of $100 a 
month, Now, it has been the rule of the House in the preceding Con- 
gress, as well as in this, that bills carrying that amount have not been 
permitted to pass in the Committee of the Whole at these evening ses- 
sions. It has been the custom to refer them to a full House, and with- 
out objection in the committee they have been permitted to be so re- 
ferred, to be considered when a quorum is present. 

That bill involves a case similar to the two bills considered in that 
manner on last Friday evening, ənd which went over until a subsequent 
day. Of course it would be in my power to obstruct the of the 
bill entirely to-night, but I am not willing to do so. Iam ing that 
the same order shall be made as on last Friday, that the committee 
should report it to the House to be considered when there is a quoram 

resent to-morrow or Monday, 

Mr. MORRILL. I should have to object to its consideration to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BAKER. Say Monday morning. 

Mr. KILGORE. ' Well, Monday morning, with the right of discus- 
sion, limited to fifteen minutes on a side, and the right of amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. I have no objection to the suggestion of my friend 
from Texas. The bill was unanimously reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, but in consideration of the practice heretofore, if 
the gentleman is going to insist upon it, rather than obstruct other 
bills on the Calendar I will let it take that course. 

Mr. MORROW. If that order is made in the form suggested, it will 
make this only a special order, liable to be interfered with by any other 
business, The rule adopted heretofore has been that the previous ques- 
tion should be considered as ordered upon such bills, and by reason of 
the operation of the previous question it is the first business in order 
at the next meeting of the House, unless some other timeshall be fixed 
for its consideration. But if it is made the special order for Monday, 
as suggested by the gentleman from New York, it wouid be liable to be 
displaced and would not necessarily come up on that day. I 
therefore, that the bill, if passed over to-night, should be laid aside to 
be taken up as the last business this evening after the House resumes 
its session, and the previous question be then considered as ordered 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The proper course for the bill would be when 
the committee rises to-night and goes into the House 

Mr. BAKER. If the Chair will permit me one moment, I want to 
say that the beneficiary of this bill, General Boughton, has been known 
to me personally for a period of at least thirty years. He is a native 
of my district, After the war he settled in Texas, and is now in this 
city. I know his condition well. I do not believe he will live many 
weeks at most. I was informed to-night that to-day, owing to his dis- 
ability, he has been required to use 6 ounces of chloroform in the treat- 
ment of his case, to which he is daily subjected. Of course, I do not 
want to obstruct the passage of other bills that are on the Calendar, al- 
though I regret exceedingly to have any delay about this matter. 

The report of the committee was unanimous, and I should be very 
glad if, from the personal knowledge of my friend from Texas of the 
beneficiary in this case, he would waive his objection and letit be acted 
upon to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the proposition I have made is not unrea- 
sonable. 

Mr. BAKER. Ido not mean to say that the proposition is unrea- 
sonable. 

Mr. KILGORE. But this is a very considerable amount, It is a 
big bill, and one which should have its consideration when there is a 
quorum of the House present at least. It is a good big bill. 
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Mr. BAKER. It ought to be a good big bill. s 
Mr. KILGORE. And a quorum ought to pass upon this question. 


The CHAIRMAN, ' The bill will be laid aside with favorable recom- 
mendation, and with the understanding that when the House resumes 
its session to-night the previous question will be considered as ordered 
upon the bill with the debate limited to thirty minutes on a side. 

Mr. KILGORE. And the right of amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the right of amendment, and go over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MORRILL. I object to its going over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BAKER. The previous question ordered for Monday morning. 

Mr. MORROW. When the House convenes to-morrow it might let 
the bill stand with the previous question ordered until Monday. 

Mr. BAKER. I will say, if my friend from Kansas will allow me, 
let the previous question be ordered, and to-morrow I will ask that the 
bill go over until Monday. 

Mr. MORRILL. I can not agree to that. Let it go over until Mon- 
day. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is perfectly competent, Mr. Chairman, under 
the practice heretofore obtaining in the House, to lay the bill aside with 
the recommendation that it be referred to the House to go over and be 
considered immediately after the reading of the Journal on Monday, the 
previous question ordered with the right of debate and amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. That order, of course, must be made in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the suggestion of the Chair, and the bill 
will be so di of, 

Mr. WADE. Let me understand. This goes over until Monday 
morning? 

The CHAIRMAN. The whole matter will be acted upon in the 
House after the committee rises. 


DANIEL M. DULL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4527) 
granting a pension to Daniel M. Dull, late a soldier of the Mexican war. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis, authorized to 
place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the conditions and limitations of the 
ion laws, the name of Daniel M. Dull, late an ei second lieutenant in 
penya of the Second ment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry in the 
Mexican war, the rate of pension to be that of a second lieutenant. 


The report (by Mr. ScCULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.4527) grant- 
inga pension to Daniel M. Dull, have considered the same, and report as fol- 

ows: 

The claimant in his prayer for relief states that in July, 1847, he was a sutler 
of the First Pennsylvania Volunteers and was stationed with said regiment at 
the fortress of Perote, in Mexico; that an independent company of volunteers, 
which had been enlisted from Mifflin and Huntingdon Counties of Pennsylya- 
nia, commanded by Captain Caldwell (who was mortally wounded in an attack 
on the Garita de Balen, city of Mexico, September 13, 1847), came to Perote in 
the latter part of July, 1847. 

That he (claimant) disposed of his sutlership and went with said company as 
a volunteer to the valley and city of Mexico. 

That when said company reached Puella it was assigned to the Second Penn- 
sylvania Regiment and lettered Company M. 

That Lieutenant Bowers, M. D., of said com 
sistant surgeon and claimant took his place, doing duty as a lieutenant of said 
com y, and served in all of the battles in which it was engaged in the valley 
of Mexico, notably in the attack on the fortress of Chapultepec, the Garita de 
Balen, and the entry into the city of Mexico. 

That he renderea said service without being regularly mustered into the serv- 
ice of the United States, and of course served without having claimed or re- 
ceived any compensation therefor. 

That when the city of Mexico passed into the possession of the United States 
Army he believed there would be no more battles and he returned to the United 
States without (as hereinbefore stated) having been mustered into the service 
of the United States, and bence he was never recognized on the roll of said com- 
pany asa volunteer soldier. He prays that said service be recognized and that 

be allowed a pension therefor, the rate to be that of a second lieutenant. 

William Brindle, late lieutenant-colonel Second Pennsylvania Regiment, Mex- 
ican war, testifies to claimant's service as alleged and adds that 

“As the said Dull was not regularly mustered into the service of the United 
States his name does not appear upon the muster-rolls of said com y, and 
consequently he is deprived of the credit due to him of being recorded as one 
of those who aided to achieve the triumph. Deponent deems it to be an act of 
justice that Congress should pass an act authorizing and requiring the name of 
the said Daniel M, Dull to be placed on the pension-roll as a lieutenant of said 
Company M of said regiment. 

Mr. ATKINSON, Representative in Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, 
states that the claimant is about seventy-three years old, and by reason of busi- 
ness reverses has had his property sold out at sheriff's sale. Mr. ATKINSON 
= 1 for the reliability of the statements of the claimant and Colonel 

rindle. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the words “that of a second lieutentant,” in lines § and 9 of 
said bill, and substitute therefor the words “seventeen dollars per month," 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS K. EDWARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5905) 
to pension Thomas K. Edwards for service in the Indian war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas 2. Ed- 
wards, of Hope, Hempstead County, Arkansas, who served in Capt, James Love's 


company of Georgia volunteers, Indian war, 1836, and him the same pension 
as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812, sd 


ny, was detailed to act as an as- 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: : 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5905) grant- 

* pension to Thomas K. Edwards, have considered the same and report: 
nted 1 eee e 4188. 1 724.1886 This com 5 ed 

moun! volun m June toAu com sery 
in the Florida Indian war. 1 8 1 

The claimant asks Spee: at the same rate as is allowed by law to the sur- 
Ir. Nee, 2 5 tative in Co fi the State of Arkansas, states 

r. a Representative in Congress from o 

that AA A is seventy-eight years old, with no means of support, and al- 
most helpless. 

Your 1 are of the opinion that this is a proper case for favorable 
action by Congress, and respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation it do pass, . 
SAMUEL WYRICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3583) 
sion Samuel Wyrick for service in the Indian war. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the penslon- roll the name of Samuel Wyrick, 
of M olia, Ark., who served in Captain Darrell Smith’s company of cavalry 
from the State of South Carolina, Seminole war, and pay him the same pen- 
sion as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3583) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel Wyrick, have considered the same and report: 


to 


The claimant was a private in cont Darrell Smith’s company, l. R. Good- 
ounted Volunteers, from February i7 1836, to May 


wyn’s ay, woe of Georgia M 
6, 1836. Thisservice was in the Indian war then under way. The claimant asks 
a pension at the same rate as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 
he claimant is seventy-nine years old, very feeble, and very much in want, 

and has a large Welpies family. These facts are vouched for by Mr. MCRAE, 
the gentleman who introdu: the bill in the House. 

The committee, believing that this class of applications for relief by Con- 
year enactment is a meritorious one, respectfully recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY J. MANN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3588) 
to pension Mary J. Mann, widow of J. W. Mann, who served in the 
Indian war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary J. n, 
of Sumpter, Bradley County, Arkansas, the widow of John W. Mann, d 
who served in Captain Richburge’s company, from the State of Alabama, In- 
dian war, 1836, and pay her the same pension as is allowed by law to the wid- 
ows of the soldiers of the war of 1812, 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3588) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary J. Mann, have considered the same and beg leave to sub- 
mit the following report: 

The claimant's late husband, John W. Mann, is shown by the records of the 
Second Auditor's Office, Treasury Department, to have been enrolled June 9, 
1836, in Capt. John S. Richbourg’s company, Alabama Militia, Creek Indian 
war, to serve three months, and mustered out with the company July 28, 1836, 

Mr. MCRAE, a Representative in Congress from the State of Arkansas, states 
that the claimantis quite old and feeble, and entirely dependent upon relatives 
for support. She asks a pension at the same rate as is allowed by law to the 
widows of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

There are numerous precedents for this legislation, and your committee rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET Z. AUSTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5862) 
granting a pension to Margaret Z. Austin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret Z. Austin, widuw of 
Thomas Austin, deceased, who was a yeoman on the United States steamer 
Fulton, subject to the provisions and limitations of the general pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5962: grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Z. Austin, have considered the same and bez leave 


to report: 

Said bill is identical with House bill $400 of the Fiftieth Congress, which was 
reported favorably to the House in Report No. 2279, first session, and your com- 
mittee adopt that report as applicable to this bill and recommend that the relief 
prayed for be granted. 


[House Report No, 2279, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9400) grant- 
8 a pension to Margaret Z. Austin, have considered the same, and report as 
follows: 

The claim comes to your committee upon the reference and recommendation 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, as shown by the following letters: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 14, 1888. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith the papers in the claim for pen- 
sion of Margaret Z. Austin, widow of Thomas Austin, late of the United States 
Navy, original No. 4479. 

The case was erroneously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
House of Representatives, returned, and is now submitted to your committee 
for its consideration, 


The facts in the case are fully set forth in the accompanying letter, addressed 
to the honorable Secretary of the Interior. 
Very respectfull, 


8 JOHN ©, BLACK, 
Hon. Anceurmatp M, Buss, a 
Chairman Commitics on Pensions, House of Representatives. 


[Pension claim No. 4479, Margaret Z. Austin, widow of Thomas Austin, yeoman 
U. S. S. Fulton.] 


DEPARTMENT, OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 12, 1888. 

Sen; I have the honor to submit herewith the papers in the pension claim 

above indicated, for transmittal through ere office to the chairman of the Com- 

- mittee on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, that the attention of 
Congress may be invited to the facts in the case for such action in the premises, 
under the provisions of joint resolution approved May 29, 1830, as that honor- 
able body may deem just and proper. 

This claim, based upon the theory that the fatal disease, ‘‘ angina pectoris, was 
the result of the injury for which sailor was pensioned, namely, fracture of both 
legs and loss of all the toes and metatarsal bones of left foot,” was rejected upon 
the ground thatthe claim was inadmissible undersections 4728 and 4729, Rey 
Statutes, claimant's husband not having died in service, and all his service was 

prior to March 4, 1561. i 

The above named sections of Revised Statutes provide for pensioning sailors 
sas i in service, and their widows when husband died while in service. 

t is believed that this is a case wherein relief should be sought at the hands 
of Congress, this bureau being unable under the law to admit case. 


Very respectfully, 
* 2 JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Your committee have also examined the evidence filed in the claim, which 
shows beyond a reasonable doubt that the soldier died July 3, 1886, from the ef- 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. . 

=: SARAH M’TAVEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2832) 
granting a pension to Sarah McTavey. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 5 


Be it enacted, ele. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah McTayey, 
widow of Eli Newell, a soldier in the war of 1512, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R.2832) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah McTavey, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant's late husband, Eli Newell, was a private in Capt. B. Ballon’s 
company of Col. William Stone’s One hundred and thirty-fourth Regiment 
New York Militia, war of 1812, from October 6, 1814. to November 14, 1814. 

The claimant makes application for a pension at $12 per month, declaring that 
she was born in Canaan, Conn., February 24, 1790; that she was married at the 
age of fifteen years to Eli Newell, and that her husband and father both served 
in the war of 1812 and were honorably discharged. She states further that her 
said husband was sick when disc aud remained sick for thtee years, 
when he died, and during these years supported herself, husband, and three 
children by sewing. 

Six later she married Edward McTavey, who died in 1846, since which 
time to 1883 she earned her living by sewing; also that she has lately had to 
mo her house to pey tones and repairs, and can not raise any more money 
onit. Her only income is now about $120 a year, derived from renting the 

part of her house, and she is now an invalid needing the constant at- 
ndance of a servant, and is unable to obtain the actual necessaries of life. 

The claimant’s marrfage to Newell, his death, her j to McTavyey and 
his death, as well as her continued widowhood, are shown by testimony in the 


case. 
Your committee are of the opinion that the relief prayed for should be granted. 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


Mr. PERKINS. I would like to inquire from some member of the 
sonnii reporting this bill why she is not pensioned under the gen- 
eral law? 

Mr. MORRILL. Because she remarried. 

Mr. PERKINS. She is set forth as a widow of the war of 1812, and 
would she not be entitled under the general law? 

Mr. MORRILL. Itis set forth very clearly that she remarried. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THEODORE J, SHANDAL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3056) 
for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on 8 the name of Theodore J. 
Shandal, late private Company D, F Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, 
(asim numbered 475143), subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
9056) granting a pension to Theodore J. Shandal, submit the following report: 

Applicant enlisted asa private in Com y D, Fifth Connecticut Volunteers, 
August 25, 1863, and was 9 discharged July 19, 1865. He filed applica- + 
tion for pension March 9, 1883, alleging rheumatism and injury of testicles, 
claiming that rheumatism came on gradually during the year 1863, and that 
injury to testicles was caused by being thrown from a horse at Alexandris, Va. 
in October, 1863, while in service of the United States; that he was well and 
sound before his enlistment, and that owing to above causes he has since his 
discharge been a great sufferer, and incapacitated for manual labor for from 
three to four months every year. 

His claim was rejected on the ground that he had testified to his inability to 
furnish testimony as to the origin of hernia, and of only one enlisted man as to 
rbeumatiam (Isaac Schatterman), and he in a previous affidayit testifies to hay- 
ing been in hospital at Nashville, and did not see claimant until after be was 
Adjutant-General reports him carried as present on roll from September, 1863, 
to April 30, 1865. Has no hospital record, except as shown by regular physi- 
cian’s records, which show that he was treated for boils from September 19 to 
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for herself. Her claim is 2 by the Pension Bureau solely because of the 
his injuries daring © period of peace 7 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not know how much that pro- 
s vides for as the rate of pension. 
. The CHAIRMAN. It is to be subject to the general pension law. 
Mr. KILGORE. Was she the widow of a naval officer? 
The CHAIRMAN. Her husband was not an officer. 
Mr. PERKINS. The bill says that he was a ‘‘yeoman,’’ whatever 
that be. 
M .. KILGORE. Is there any member present who knows anything 
about this case more than is given in the report? 

Mr. DE LANO. I know this is Mr. STAHLNECKER’S bill, and 
he is very much interested in it. I expected him to be here to-night 
to explain it if necessary. It was reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions last Congress, but failed to be reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much to state that my 
colleague [Mr. STAHLNECKER] isnot here. He was quite unwell, and 
being afraid that he would not be able to be here to-night he requested 
me to represent him in the event he should not come. He was suffering 
very severely. He asked me to state that everything in this bill is all 
right; that this is a most deserving case; andthe gentleman from Texas 
I am sure will withdraw any objection that he might be inclined to 


make. 

Mr. KILGORE. But I understand from the reading of the report 
that the husband of this lady was drawing a pension on account of dis- 
abilities incurred during the late war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that she is not receiving 


pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think it would be a very good idea, Mr. Chair- 
man, as Mr. STrAHLNECKER is so much interested in this case, but he 
is not interested in it enough to be here 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Chairman, I am sure my friend from Texas must 
have misunderstood me; for] announced that it was impossible for Mr. 
STAHLNECKER to be here, as he is not well. He is very much in- 
terested in this bill, and his friends should naturally be interested in 
it, of whom I am sure there are none more sincere than the gentleman 
from Texas; and I hope that he will not oppose the passage of this bill. 

Mr. DE LANO. Just one moment. 

Mr. NUTE. Will the gentleman state what a yeoman is? 

Mr. QUINN. A yeoman is a petty officer in the Navy. 

Mr. DE LANO. I think that Mr. Black, former Commissioner of 
Pensions, recommended that this applicant be pensioned. It is so 
stated in that report. 

Mr. KILGORE. General Black did not recommend this case, but 
sent it to Congress and suggested that Congress could take such course 
as it may in its judgment think proper 

Mr. DE LANO. Mr. Chairman, I hope that portion of the report 
giving General Black's recommendation will be read. 

5 That portion of the report was again read. 

- Mr. KILGORE. Can any gentleman inform me of the amount that 
would be paid under this bill if it should become a law? 

A MEMBER. Twelve dollars. 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill does not state any amount. 

Mr. QUINN. I can state to the tleman from Texas that it is 
only the small amount of $12 a month. 


4. 1804. 

Elias Shuttman testifies to haying known applicant from 1801, and from time 
of his discharge until 1886, and corroborates applicant's testimony as to his con- 
dition since his discharge, as do also Louis Wilkowski, Philip Franklin, and 
other neighbors and his family physician, all agreeing that he isconfined to his 
a three to four months as result of rheumatism and hernia, or injury to 
testicles. 

Examining surgeon finds symptoms of rheumatism and cord of left testicle 
enlarged, and rates him as entitled to three-fourths rating for disability, caused 
by rheumatism and one-fourth for that caused by varicocele. 

Itseems clear from the evidence that the claimant entered the Army a strong, 
well man; that he came out of it more or less broken in health, caused from 
an accident received while in service and from rheumatism, from which he 
has continued to suffer each year since coming out of the service, and that, al- 
though not being able to prove beyond doubt that disease was contracted in 
service, yet presumption is strong that such is the case. 

Your committee would therefore beg to report favorabiy, and that the bill 
pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

W. P. ALEXANDER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3055) 
for the relief of W. P. Alexander. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


De it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, su- - 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of W. P. Alexander, 
claimant for pension on cation numbered 457,486, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws. 
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The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$055) for the relief of W.P. Alexander, submit the following report: 

Applicant enlisted as a private in Company B, One hundred and ninety- 
fourth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, July 12, 1863, and was honorably dis- 
charged November 5, 1864, He filed application for a pension August 17, 
alleging lung disease, which claim was rej January 11. 
failure of applicant to furnish necessary testimony to establish origin of dis- 


ease. 
‘Adjutant-General’s records show no evidence of hospital treatment, and Sur- 
Genet says, No hospital records of the One hundred and ninety-fourth 
88 Volunteers were ever on file in his office.” Dr. James D.Straw- 
bridge on November 19, 1887, testifies to having been for pany years the family 
hysician of the applicant's father, that he was such at the time applicant en- 
d and knew him well, and never knew of his being sick prior to enlistment, 

James Foster, of Danville, Pa., testifies to prior soundness. Claimant alleges 
that while in line of service as u of substitutes being transferred from 
Nashville, Tenn., to Atlanta, Ga., he was obliged to ride on top of the box cars 
during a protracted and cold rain-storm, as a result of which he took a violent 
cold which resulted in lung disease, from which he has continued to suffer ever 
since. 

James Foster, who was first lieutenant of 8388 B. One hundred and 
ninety-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers, testifies to havin kept a diary during 
his term of service, and says that the applicant was one of the eighteen guards 
who accompanied him to Atlanta in charge of a detachment of substitutes and 
recruits; that they were compelled to ride on the outside of freight cars, and 
wera exposed to a severe rain-storm which prevailed all ay — the night of 
September 24, 1864, and that the entries in his diary show that they were four 
nights on the outside of those cars, exposed to rain and heavy dews; he testi- 

to having been in a hospital (the name of which he forgets) for a few days, 
and that since his disoharge he has been treated by various physicians, and 
taken a large amount of -liver oil. 8 

Examining physician, on September 6, 1882, says he finds applicant suffering 
from phthisis pulmonalis, with attendant symptoms, dry congh, and rates him 
at two-thirds total third grade, 

Your commiitee believe from the evidence attainable that the applicant con- 
tracted lung disease, as he alleges, while in line of duty; and therefore beg to 
report favorably and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANDREW J. FERGUSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1581) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Ferguson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to 2 on the pees subject to the limitation of existing laws, 
the name of Andrew J. Fe n, late of Company B, Sixty-second Regiment 
eigen Volunteer Infantry, and allow him a pension of $16 per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving under certificate numbered 346146. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1581) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, Ferguson, submit the follow- 


ing report: 

y eti icant enlisted as a private in 8 B, Sixty-second Pennsylvania In- 
fantry, July 10, 1863, aud was honorably discharged J eee On December 
19, 1883, he applied fora pension on account of chronic diarrhea, and was granted 
pension of $8 per month June 13, 1887. On July 21, 1887, rad Taps for increase 
was filed, on “account of disability resulting from chronic diarrhea, ee ee 

ralysis of left leg and arm, and severe constipation and palsy,” * producing 

ned to perform any manual labor whatever, necessitating the attendance 
of another person while dressing, undressing, and traveling by conveyance, 
ete. Application for increase was rejected January 21, 1889, on the gronnd that 
is not shown to ben sequence of diarrhea. 

James A. Barnes and Benjamin Sanders testify to-being near neighbors of 
claimant, to seeing him almost every day, and that— 

“ He is totally incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor what- 
ever, and that he does not or can not perform any labor, either manual, pro- 
fessional, or skilled.” 

Records of Sargeon-General show that the applicant was treated for chronic 
diarrhea while in hospital from May 20, 1864, to May 27, 1864. Examining phy- 
sician reports his condition on November 7, 1888: 

“General appearance feeble, skin pallid, flesh soft, ton; coated, stomach 
tender and flatulated, action of heart feeble; left side p: yzed, affecting arm 
and leg; has no use of left arm; muscles rigid, flexor muscles drawn at elbow ; 
wrist and fingers rigid; very little sensation in left arm; left leg not affected 
so badly, can walk, but drags left leg; can do but little, if any, manual labor on 
5 of paralysis; but is unable to say that the paralysis is due to chronic 

Trhea, 

Henry C. Campbell, a neighbor, testifies to having known applicant ever since 
he came out of the Army, and corroborates applicant's testimony, as do also 
several other witnesses whose character is vouched for. Applicant's age is 
sixty.nfe years, he has a family, and is pr supported by ty. 

Your committee are of the opinion that he is entitled to an increase of pen- 
sion, and would therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. HILL. I did not catch how much increase was proposed in that 


case. 
Mr. MORROW. It is to $16. 
The CHAIRMAN, The increase is from eight to sixteen dollars, the 
Chair understands. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that if do pass. 
JOHN M'COOL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1579) 
granting a pension to John McCool. 

The bill was read, as follows: f 

Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hie is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of John McCool, late sergeant Company B, Second 

ment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension 0112 per month. 
The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bil! (H, R. 1579) 


granting a pension to John McCool, submit the following report: 
The Caine in this case made application for — March 19, 1883, alleg- 


ing wound of 2000 thumb, received at Bird's Point, Mo., August 10,1861. The 

records in the Adjutant-General’s Office ish no evidence of the wound, and 

— offers no evidence whatever in 3 the claim. The record shows that 
e served 


mem: 3 e therefore recommend that a service pension of $12 per month 
m. 
e passage of the bill is recommended. 


ae T EREIN Does this bilk provide for a pension of $12 per 
month? 

Mr. MORROW. It does. 

A MEMBER. A service pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


AUGUSTINE MW’ LAUGHLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1586) 
granting pension to Augustine McLaughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of 


existing laws, the name of Augustine McLaughlin, late of Company I, Eight- 
eenth Regimens Iowa Volunteer Infantry. J 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1586) granting a 3 to Augustine McLaughlin, submit the follow: report: 


Petitioner enlisted July 10, 1862, and was discharged July 20,1865. Filed claim 
for pension August 1, 1834, for dyspepsia contracted in the service April, 1863, 


Claimant's co. ted testimony shows that he was not in hospital, and 
that he contracted the disease in April, 1863, in Arkansas, by reason of improper 
food or for want of proper food. 


Adjutant-General’s records show nothing unfavorable to claimant; Surgeon- 
General's, no evidence of disability. 

A. H. Simpson, of lowa County, State of towa e to an intimate ac-- 

uaintance with claimant from 1559 to date of en ent, and that during all 

is time he was a strong and healthy man. 

Claimant’s father testifies to same fact, and that Augustine McLaughlin was 
prokon down in health when he came home from the Army, not able to do half 
a day’s work. 

Other witnesses testify to his enfeebled health all along from discharge to 
date. Heis now partially paralyzedin left side, While it may not be possible 
tostate a definite time when dyspepsia is contracted, there is evidence in this 
case to show that the claimant went into the Army a well man, and returned 
broken in health and a dyspeptic. 

Your committee would therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHRISTINA EDSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4810) 
to pension Christina Edson for meritorious services rendered the Gov- 
ernment during the Indian wars inthe Oregon Territory, now the State 
of Oregon. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-rolls of the Government the name of Christina 
Edson, of Ellensburgh, in the State of Oregon, for services rendered on the 
frontiers to the Government and to the settlements in the Oregon Indian wars, 
and thatshe be paid the sum of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as:follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R, 4810, have 
had the same under consideration and beg leave to report as follows; 

No case has come before our consideration more strongly appealing to the 
sense of justice of this Congress than the one which we now report. 

Christina Geisel, now Christina Edson, em: d in the early years from the 
Atlantic States to theshores of the Pacific, „With her husband, John Geisel. 
and their little family, settled upon the shores of the Pacific near the 
month of the Rogue River, in Oregon. Their house was upon the then traveled 
trail leading from the coast of California into Oregon. ey were comfortably 
fixed when they settled there at that time. 

John Geisel mined the fine gold dust on the ocean and this, together 
with his stock upon the prairies and what was received by his family from the 

ng travelers for lodgings, their means of livelihood. A friendly 
ndian was employed about the premises in occasional services. The vil of 
the Indian tribe of the Too-toot-nas was 8 miles distant up the Rogue River. 
Very little 8 existed among the settlers as to any hostile intent on 
the part of the Indians, 

Ben Wright, the Indian agent in the vicinity, and known in the Pacific States 
as a daring Indian fighter, gave tive assurances that no 

On the night of February 22, the settlers for some miles around attended 
a ball at Rogue River in observance of Washington's birthday, The Indians ex- 
pecting to find the country comparatively defenseless, owing to the assemblage 
at the ball, concluded upon a general massacre of the whites who remained at 
home. Owing to the illness of one of the children, none of the Geisel family 
attended the ball. 

About midnight Mr. Geisel was awakened by a rap upon the door and by 
hearing their Indian servant saying that he desired to obtain something to eat. 
Upon this, the door was opened, and immediately several stalwart Indians 
rushed in and commenced theirattack, with long drawn knives and tomabawks, 
upon Mr. Geisel. 

Mrs. Geisel, leaving her chree- weeks: old infant in bed and though quite feeble, 
rushed to her husband's rescue. In the conflict she received a severe wound. 
Her husband was soon overcome and fell dead in her presence. She was se- 
carely bound and, with her infant and a seven-year old daughter, was forced 
without. Thereshe witnessed her three boys, aged—, —, —, years, respectively, 
taken from their little beds in an adjoining room, and while piteously begging 
for life they were one by one slaughtered in her presence. 

After bi the house of allsuch articles as they desired, they applied the 
torch to it and compelled their captives to witness its destruction, with the burn- 
ing of the bodies of the slain. Mrs. Geisel, bare-footed and clad in her thin gown 
and with her two children, were then marched to the camp of the Too-toot-nas, 
and while en route witn the burning of many houses and the massacre of 
their neighbors. Great indignities were inflicted upon the captives by the 
Indians in the village of the hostiles. They were kept prisoners, under strict 
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watch, for two weeks, when they were exchanged or ransomed by the white 
people who were forted at the mouth of thé Rogue River. 

her captivity Mrs; Geisel took careful notes and sketches of what she 

. She discovered that several allied tribes were constructing very 

strong fortifications from which they proposed making raids upon all the sur- 

rounding country, in California and Oregon, and thus complete the destruction 

n. Mrs. Geisel discovered a concealed app: through the mount- 

ain gorges into this fortification and village by which, if it could be assailed in 

that direction by sufficient force, defense would be without avail, 

Shealsolearned from . the Indians, in their own language, 
which she interpreted, that great propa ons were in progress for a raid on 
the people of the town of Port Orford, 30 miles distant, where they expressed 
great confidence of exterminating the men and children and making captives 
ofthe women. The time was fixed for their de ure and surprise, This in- 
formation she disclosed to the settlers in the fort immediately upon her ransom, 
and they sent forward to Port Orford a swift-traveling messenger to inform the 
people of their approaching danger. Port Orford was at once placed in a con- 
dition of defense, and when the Indians appeared before it they were repulsed 
and returned to their camp on Rogue River. 

Soldiers and volunteers were soon on the ground, and availing themselves of 
the information communicated by Mrs. Geisel they e a sudden assault upon 
the Indian fortifications by way of the approaches discovered by the captive 
woman, and after a closely contested battle they completely routed and killed 
many of the Indian w: ors. This defeat so dispirited them that they never 
rallied n, and were afterward the most ble Indians on the Pacific 
coast, The Rogue River war, which extended over a large portion of Southern 
Oregon, wag substantially ended at this place. It is a part of the written his- 
tory of the Pacific coast States and Territories. The testimony of the present 
judge of the county, who escaped the massacre, and who was in the fort at the 
time, and one of those who assisted in the ransom of the captives, and also the 
testimony of the commander of the volunteers who dislodged the Indians from 
Se stronghold, as well as the sworn narrative of Mrs. Geisel herself, are all be- 

fore us, 

Your committee find from the facts that the services rendered by Mrs. Geisel 
were of precious value to many ple and to a large portion of Northern Cal. 
fornia and the Southern Oregon Territory; that many lives were preserved and 
much Property saved by her timely information. She is now aged, infirm, and 
poor, and without a home, although kady provided for or the grateful people 
of the same county in which she still resides. We there 
passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY MINOR HOXEY,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2435) 
increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, olc., That the Secretary of the Interior of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the 
name of Mary Minor Hoxey, widow of Brevet Maj. Benjamin W. Hoxey, late 
of the United States Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month, according to the 
rules and ions . which shall be in lieu of the pen- 
sion which the said Mary Minor Hoxey is now drawing as such widow, 


The report (by Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2435) 
increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey, have had the same under con- 
sideration and leave to submit the following report: 

‘The facts in the case are Saly aes forth in the report of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions of the Fiftieth Congress, which is as follows: 

“ Mary Minor Hoxey is the widow of the late Benjamin Weller Hoxey, who 
died on the 8th day of December, 1881, from disease contracted in the service 
and line of duty. He enlisted as a private, and was severely wounded several 
times—tirst, at Williamsburgh, Va., on the 5th day of May, 1862. He wassecond 
lieutenant at that time, but was in command of his company, After a short 
absence he re-entered the Army with his arm in a sling, 

„At Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862, he was in command of his regiment, and 
he held it at the front until Stonewall Jackson’s line was turned and the Con- 
federate advance checked. In this engagement he was terribly wounded in 
the hip,and from this wound he never recovered. For this wound he never 
received a pension (although he received a small pension from first wound). 

“ He was promoted to captaincy, and, being disabled for infantry 8 he was 
appointed ordnance officer, First Brigade, and rw on General Hooker’s 
staff, in which branch he remained until close of war, with rank of captain and 
brevet major. At Mine Run, when crossing a stream, he, with others, got wet, 
in severe cold weather, He contracted a cold which eventually caused his 
death. 

On account of a long, protracted illness, for many years, all his means were 
expended in doctor bills, and he left his widow penniless with her children, en- 
tirely dependent upon her own resources for support. 

“She was the daughter of John Minor Botts, and, although born and raised 
in the South, she, as well as her illustrious father, were well known for their 
loyalty to the Union, which is evidenced by her marriage with this gallant and 
brave Union officer.” z 

Your committee are of the opinion that the claim is meritorious, and there- 
fore commend the of the bill, amended, however, by striking out the 
8 “thirty,” in line 75 and inserting therein, instead, the word “twenty- 

ve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. s 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
EMMA A. HART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4195) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Emma A. Hart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Emma A. Hart, of the city 
of Decatur, Adams County, Indiana, widow of Henry H. Hart, deceased, late 
second lieutenant of Company E, Eighty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, to the sum 
of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I think the amendment as recommended 
by the committee should not be agreed to. The report is quite a lengthy 
one, was made by myself on purpose, and I hope that the committee 
will pardon me for asking particular attention to the reading of the re- 


port. 
0 9 


ore recommend dhe 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
4195) to increase the pension of Emma A. Hart, having had the sam: on- 
sideration, submit the following report: : x A gets 

Emma A. Hart, the claimant and pensioner, is the widow of one Henry H. 
Hart, deceased, late second lieutenant of Company K, of the Eighty-ninth Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers, who enlisted therein on the —— day of , 186-, 
and who died at his home in the city of Decatur, Ind., on the 22d day of August, 
1861, his death being caused by a gunshot wound received by him while in the 
line of duty in said service. 

The claimant is now drawing a pension under certificate No. 33860, issued to 
her according to law on the — day of , 18—, as the widow of said deceden 
at the rate of $15 per month. Claimant was the lawful wife of said 8 
at the time of his death, and has never remarried since his death; that, as the 
fruit ofsaid marriage, decedent left surviving him, as his only children and heirs, 
ason and daughter, and left no property or other means of support except a 
small house and lot of the value of no more than $400, which, with the said pen- 
sion, has constituted her only means of support since the decedent’s death, she 
never since having had any other property; that claimant is, and always has 
been, an honorable and reputable person. 

Upon the decedent’s receiving said gunshot wound, he was taken to his said 
home in Decatur, Ind., where he lived and suffered about one month and then 
died; during the said time while the decedent was thus suffering and dying 
he was nursed and cared for by the claimant until his death, during which nurs- 
ing the claimant, by reason of anxiety of mind and overexertion of body in 
nursing said decedent, contracted a disease from which she is still suffering and 
which has rendered her wholly heipless and dependent upon the care of others 
for more than nineteen years Jast past, and she je at this e still so helpless. 

This state of facts is shown by the testimony on file in the Pension Office, in 
the procurement of said pension, and 75 the eee of five reputable gen- 
tlemen, namely, Dr. T. T. Dorwin, William G. Spencer, Jesse Niblick, John 
Crawford, and Robert B. Allison, residents of the city of Decatur, Ind., who 
were well acquainted with the decedent in his life-time, and have been ac- 
quainted with claimant for more than twenty-five years, and who testify to 
substantially the same facts as hereinabove set out. 

pre te a eis eens ree reaty to eed aR > 7 

»The undersigned, T. T. rwin, aged fifty-eight years, a p. cian in good 
standing in his profession for thirty years last past and a Sedih of the city of 
Decatur, Adams County, Indiana, being duly sworn, upon hisoath saysthathe 
has been personally acquainted with said Emma A. Hart, widow of said Henry 
H. Hart, late second lieutenant Company K, Eighty-ninth ment, Indians 
Volunteers, who died at his home in the city of Decatur, Ind., in the month of 
August, 1864, of gunshot wound received while in the line of duty in said war, 
or more than twenty-five years last past. 

Emma A. Hart first became affected with rheumatism in the month of August, 
1864, while undergoing great mental anxiety and physical exhaustion in the 
ceaseless watching and care of her husband, the said Henry A. Hart, who lay 
at his home in Decatur, Ind., for more than a month sick and suffering from a 
gunshot wound, from the effects of which he died August 22, 1864. 

“The rheumatic affection, induced and brought on by overexertion in the 
care of her husband, affected principally the joints of the knees, shoulders, and 
elbows, and also the joints of the wrists and hands, causing much pain and stiff- 
ness of the joints mentioned. The d grew steadily worse for about six 
years, until there was great anchylosis and deformity of the affected joints, 
with wasting and contraction of the muscles controlling their moyements, 

The knees and elbows were flexed at Tight anglesand completely anchylosed 
or stiff, so that no movement is possible in these joints. The shoulder joints 
admit ofa very limited amount of motion. The fingers are strongly flexed at 
their articulation with the hands, and are so drawn outward by the cofitraction 
of the soft parts involved in the rheumatic inflammation that the hands are 
greatly deformed and immovably fixed in this position, rendering them almost 
altogether useless. 

As a result of these deformities, Emma A. Hart is, and has been, entirely help- 


less for more than nineteen years last t. The anchylosis of the mukes 
it impossible for her to k, the deformity of the elbo wrists, and hands 
makes it impossible for her to wait upon lf, eo that she must be dressed 


and undressed, lifted into and out of bed, and waited upon or carried or wheeled 
about from place to place, and cared for in every way as if she were a helpless 
child. This has been and will continue to be her permanent condition. 

Nothing in the domain of medicine can be of nay pene in her case, While 
she lives she will continue to be dependent upon others for all the care that her 
case demands. That her said husband,at the date of his death, left her no 
means or property with which to maintain herself and two children, except a 
small house and lot in the said city of Decatur, of the value of about $400, which 
brings her no income or su pert whatever; that she bas no income, except a 
pension of $15 per month paid her by the Government of the United States on 
account of the death of her said husband, which amount is wholly insufficient 
to furnish her comfortable care, attention, and support; that her present help- 
less condition exists without any fault or improper conduct of her own; that 
she is a person of moral character and is in all respects worthy of any help 
or favor that can given her, financial or otherwise. And affiant testifies to 
the facts herein set forth from his own personal knowledge, having lived within 
a few blocks distance from her home in said city of Decatur during all the time 
of said twenty-five years.” 

Your committee further report that the pensioner herein is now receiving the 
full amount of pension allowable to her by law, which, in view of her helpless 
condition, is insufficient to maintain her, 

We further report that the affidavits of G. W. Woodward, aged forty-one years, 
and Thomas F, Auten, aged fifty years, both show that they have known appli- 
cant well and personally for more than thirty years last past, and that she 
“never had been at any time afflicted with rheumatism or any disease of such 
nature until after her husband was moos home from the Army severely 
wounded,” and that “she first became afflicted with rheumatism at that time” 
and has been helpless for more than nineteen years last past as the effects of 
that disease. 

The applicant herself, at the request of the member of Congress who intro- 
duced the bill for her relief, has placed her own affidavit on file herein since 
the Sth of February, 1890, wherein she testifies that at the time her husband 
was brought home wounded * * * and atthe time she n to nurse, wait 
upon, and care for him she was free from rheumatism of any kind and in rea- 
sonable bealth, but that during his last sickness, while waiting upon and caring 
for him,she became afflicted with rheumatism, which gradually grew worse, 
and has rendered her a crippled and wholly helpless woman for more than 
Haon years last past, and has no means of support but her pension of $15 per 
month. 

Your committee respectfully represent that they believe it is not an unreason- 
able presumption that theapplicant’s 88 is the result of a disease 
caused by the nursing of her husband in his last ess und the anxiety and 
overexertion connected therewith, thereby rendering her e a fit 
charge upon the generosity of the nation for which her husband, her sole sup- 

rt, gave his life when she was yet young, leaving her to suffer a living torture 
for more than a quarter of a century, with no hope of relief thisside of the grave. 
The committee desire to further report that applicant has also filed herein 
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